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Non-voluntary active euthanasia

Ethical Question:

Is Non-voluntary active euthanasia right?

Introduction

Euthanasia is an act where a very sick or injured person or animal is killed to prevent them from further suffering (Rachels, 1986). Furthermore, it can be referred to as an assisted suicide. The killing is done in a relatively painless manner in such a way that the persons involved in the action show mercy. There are mainly two kinds of euthanasia, and these include active and passive. In the active euthanasia, the killing of a person is done by the medical professionals. This is done either through prohibiting the sick any chances of survival or by the use of lethal injections. Passive euthanasia, on the other hand, is when medical care is withheld from the sick. The act normally has some advantages and disadvantages (Polacek, 2007). When medical care is withdrawn from patients, they end up dying.

Position statement

    I am for euthanasia because in some cases, patients are assisted from committing suicide on their own, therefore making the process beneficial to the suffering patients (Rachels, 1986). In this case, the suicide may be horrifying or even traumatic. On the contrary, this process of euthanasia is wrong whether it is aided or self-propagated by the suffering soul. Also, the legalization act of euthanasia is disadvantageous in that although some patients might be suffering, they do not wish to commit suicide. Euthanasia can also be morally wrong and against some religious beliefs (Rachels, 1975). However, the act may help to reduce the costs of healthcare services provided to patients, therefore, reducing budget burden. This is because a continued medical care to a terminally ill patient only leads to an accumulation of medical bill. In all the above scenarios, euthanasia should not be viewed as a beneficial process since the cons outweigh the pros. 

Supporting reason

    Everyone is given the right to life and not to be killed. As a result, killing them without their permission is a violation of the human right. Everyone loves and values life, so why would we make death the last option instead of waiting for a miracle? If we allowed euthanasia, it would be dangerous as there would be many chains of effects. Legalized euthanasia would develop to the level where people, at an inevitable time would be anticipated to volunteer themselves to be killed. This is like brushing off the significance and value of human life. In most society, even the non-religious ones consider euthanasia as a crime against humanity (Polacek, 2007). We are only taking life away and not trying to save one. 

Opposing reason

In some countries where euthanasia is legal, there have been cases of abuse because the medicines used are less expensive compared to those used to improve the patience’s life. The practice is neither easy nor peaceful since the medical personnel that carries out the procedures are negatively affected psychologically. Euthanasia would transform hospitals into an unsafe place for terminally ill in-patients. This would weaken the society respect for the sanity of life because it affects everyone whether directly or indirectly affected.
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