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Free Essay: When considering whether the piece of legislation titled â€œThe Death with Dignity Actâ€• is morally and
philosophically justifiable, the moral and.

Are these acts or omissions? Allied to this is a firm belief that death is the end. Libertarian argument This is a
variation of the individual rights argument. However, this insistence that pain can always be made bearable is,
sadly, not true. Second, and relatedly, most proponents of the legalization of medical assistance with dying
have been cautious about supporting medically assisted death for those suffering from, for example,
depression and dementia, because not only are they not terminally ill, but their competence to request
assistance with dying is apt to be called into question, particularly in instances where they have given no prior
indication of their preference for such assistance. Nevertheless, as we have seen, there are other circumstances
in which it is highly stilted to claim, as some doctors continue to do, that they had no intention of bringing
about death. Non-human animals who are judged to have a poor quality of life due to serious health problems
are often actively euthanasized: is this best considered a form of non-voluntary euthanasia, or potentially a
different type of voluntary euthanasia? Tooley acknowledges that some people may be members of
organisations religious or professional which impose an obligation on them not to assist in the suicide of
another 8. And this possibility is exactly what condition b is designed to cover. And finally, euthanasia
provides the greatest amount of happiness for those involved i. This is little different from the position with
any crime. It has to be agreed that a person in those circumstances who wants to die should not be assumed to
have a truly voluntary and enduring desire to die. Visser, P. Because our concern will be with voluntary
euthanasia â€” that is, with those instances of euthanasia in which a clearly competent person makes a
voluntary and enduring request to be helped to die or, by extension, when an authorised proxy makes a
substituted judgment by choosing in the manner the no-longer-competent person would have chosen had he
remained competent â€” a second key value is the competence of the person requesting assistance with dying.
Most interestingly though, euthanasia would never prevent a miracle, especially one of divine origins.
Sometimes the added life this brings is an occasion for rejoicing; sometimes it drags out the period of
significant physical and intellectual decline that a person undergoes with the result that life becomes no longer
worth living. Finnis, J. For a brief account of events leading up to the enactment of the various pieces of
legislation in the United States and in Canada see Sumner  The Independent, March Many people think that
each person has the right to control his or her body and life and so should be able to determine at what time, in
what way and by whose hand he or she will die. Essay - As terminally ill patients come to terms with an
end-of-life diagnosis, one of their main concern is dying with dignity, and not left to suffer a long and drawn
out death. You are intellectually sound but totally dependant on your spouse for physical support Lewis, P.
The conditions outlined above in Section 2 are intended by those who propose them to serve, among other
purposes, to safeguard against such error. Moreover, according to the researchers, the overwhelming majority
of these cases fit within either of two common practices that occur in countries where voluntary euthanasia has
not been legalized, namely, that of terminal sedation of dying patients, and that of giving large doses of
opioids to relieve pain while foreseeing that this will also end life. Dworkin, R. But making important
decisions on very unlikely chances is often unwise. Posted by. In the euthanasia essay, Tooley presents his
argument initially as one whole unit and then works through the justification of the various stages. What
reason is there to believe that they will, as a result of their support for voluntary euthanasia, be psychologically
driven to endorse a practice of non-voluntary euthanasia? Second, even though the sort of care provided
through hospices is to be applauded, it is care that is available to only a small proportion of the terminally ill
and then usually only in the very last stages of the illness typically a matter of a few weeks. In Canada, the
province of Quebec introduced legislation permitting medical aid in dying in  The legislation passed through
all the parliamentary stages early in  And behind that lies the idea that human beings are independent
biological entities, with the right to take and carry out decisions about themselves, providing the greater good
of society doesn't prohibit this. Weyers, and M. Further, despite the longstanding legal doctrine that no one



IS EUTHANASIA MORALLY AND PHILOSOPHICALLY JUSTIFIABLE

ESSAY

can justifiably consent to be killed on which more later , it surely is relevant to the justification of an act of
killing that the person killed has autonomously decided that she would be better off dead and so asks to be
helped to die. Objections to this argument This proposal is an entirely pragmatic one; it says that we should
allow euthanasia because it will allow more people to be happy. Nonetheless, the defensibility of the
contention that someone can be better off dead has been the subject of extensive philosophical deliberation.
Have the patients kill themselves when the cost of keeping us alive gets too high. The typical reaction to this
thought experiment is that to perform the second action would be to do something morally wrong. Until quite
recently there had been no success in obtaining such legal provision though assisted suicide, including, but not
limited to, physician-assisted suicide, has been legally tolerated in Switzerland for a number of decades. Since
the publication of the Remmelink Report in into the medical practice of euthanasia in The Netherlands, it has
frequently been said that the Dutch experience shows that legally protecting voluntary euthanasia is
impossible without also affording shelter to the non-voluntary euthanasia that will follow in its train see, e.


