
THE HEATED DEBATE OF EUTHANASIA

This article introduces the debate around euthanasia. The issue has been at the centre of very heated debates for many
years and is surrounded by religious, .

It cannot be viewed as a quick and easy fix, or a way to protect patients from inadequate care arrangements.
Firstly, under the "doctrine of double effect", a doctor is allowed to give a patient, upon their request, a dose of
painkilling medication which as a secondary effect speeds up the death of the patient. Momentum for
legislative change may be gathering because populations in most parts of the world are rapidly aging, suggests
Ruth von Fuchs, president and secretary of the Right to Die Society of Canada. It is their life and they have the
right to choose how and when it ends. They are expected to inform patients that alternatives are possible
without being required to be knowledgeable enough to present those alternatives in a meaningful way, or to
consult with someone who is. The argument against euthanasia Dr Stuttaford argues that legalising
physician-assisted dying could encourage murder. Who are we to say that they should die when it is
convenient to us? The Worst Evil A patient may accurately judge their current quality of life to be
unacceptable, but adequate care would always increase their quality of life to the point where they would
reconsider. Legalising euthanasia would have no effect on the 0. What is euthanasia? Terminally ill people can
have their quality of life severely damaged by physical conditions such as incontinence, nausea and vomiting,
breathlessness, paralysis and difficulty in swallowing. Many suffer because doctors fail to provide adequate
medication for pain. The debate continues. Euthanasia is the termination of a very sick person's life, usually at
their request, in order to relieve them of their suffering. Should human beings have the right to decide on
issues of life and death? Regardless of whether or not a patient decides to under PAS, they have already made
the decision to be an organ donor, or not, well before the procedure. Why should assisted suicide for
terminally ill patients be any different? Too many people still suffer needlessly, often because doctors and
families just do not know how to serve people who are dying. Secondly for describing euthansia the Germans
use the term Sterbehilfe which means "help to die" so while the person and maybe society may be complicit in
the "killing of a person" they are accessories and not the actual agents of the killing as they are helping a
person to die rather than determining that a person should die, something that would be viewed as murder
[[Collins lanugage dictionary]]. Claude Evin, the French health minister, has pledged his full support to Leon
Schwartzenberg, who was suspended by the Paris district board of the Medical Association for comments
made in an interview in which indicated that he had helped an incurable patient to die. This is necessary,
according to the College, because terminally ill patients sometimes suffer from pain so intense that the dose of
painkillers required to control it can be fatal; therefore, in effect, euthanasia is already commonplace and the
law should be changed to reflect that. We strongly believe we offer a far better system for these very reasons,
masterpiece or not. In the status quo, people who are registered donors are at times kept on life support against
against their will, something we though, the proposition did not like to determine the organs sustainability for
transplant. These people felt like prisoners to their own existence, their quality of life was in fact diminished
not "perceived". PAS is an effective and ethical avenue to decrease this vast and fatal gap. The right to life has
to be forfeited at some point, and we support the right for our citizens to choose when they want to forfeit it. In
many cases, it is carried out at the person's request but there are times when they may be too ill and the
decision is made by relatives, medics or, in some instances, the courts. How to Save a Life In addition, if there
are those whose death is inevitable who would like to be put out of their suffering early, it means that doctors
will have a chance to examine their vital organs to see if they can be donated. It is further contended by the
opposition that adequate safeguards are not possible.


