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[bookmark: _GoBack]	For years, people all over the world have struggled and fought over whether it is right or wrong to assist an ill person in ending their life in a painless way.  Euthanasia originated from the Greek language and means “good death.”  Another term related to this is “mercy killing.” Euthanasia is defined as ‘the administration of drugs with the explicit intention of ending a patient’s life at the patient’s explicit request.’   The doctor is ultimately in control even when it occurs with the patient’s consent.  The different views on this have raised controversy as to who and at what point would it be determined that euthanasia should be carried out.  In some countries, such as The Netherlands and Belgium, it is legal to end a person’s life if they are terminally ill.  If a patient does not have a living will in place, it makes it really hard on the family when put in this position. 
“Granting doctors the god-like power to decide at which point life has value and when it does not has led to the killing of babies, elderly, depressed and handicapped. Assisted suicide like abortion is just another way the country is attempting to cheapen life,” states Senator Tom Cabum.  Not only would this be giving too much power to doctors, but it is also unethical.  When becoming a doctor, the Hippocratic Oath is made swearing to “do no harm” to the patient.  Conducting the act of euthanasia is certainly harmful and goes completely against what they have sworn to do.  If euthanasia is made legal, it is scary to think that the attitude toward human life will change dramatically.  The value of life will soon be forgotten. Right now each and every life is valued, life is sacred.  People fight for each and every chance to try to find cures and save lives.  Never underestimate the power of the human spirit.  Sometimes all it takes is a positive attitude of not giving up changing the final picture.  Some kind of miracle drug or turn of events might occur that could change the recovery of the patient.   By allowing doctors to end a person’s life would interfere with the cycle of life; it is not only immoral but unethical as well.  The power of taking a life needs to remain in the hands of God.
This should be a freedom or fundamental right of each person to decide for themselves.  By making this illegal is taking away one of our freedoms.  It is not up to the government to decide what this person might believe religiously or otherwise.  “Hopelessly ill people, who in the end, will have to die in unbearable pain, wish to be freed from a life that has become a burden to them.  They should not be compelled against their will to endure their meaningless suffering.  Medical progress can now extend the lives of the gravely ill. In doing so, the doctors are guided by technical considerations, without regard for the human aspect of such interventions.  As a result, people are condemned to an unbearable life and to a death unworthy of human beings,” says Richard Fenigsen, MD.  These people might be in agonizing pain and rather than suffering for days with the knowledge that they are going to die, it seems that it would be more humane to let them choose their end of life.  Not only would this end suffering for the patient but it would also allow doctors to take any organs that are still healthy and be able to donate them to save other lives.   
Doctors have a responsibility to try to save lives, however, they also have a responsibility in circumstances where the patient is terminal, to let the patient choose how much pain they are willing to endure and when they can’t bear it anymore.    While doctors should never get to a point where they are focusing on whether to end a life, rather than trying to figure out what they can do to save it, there is a point at which it is obvious that the patient is going to die regardless.  If euthanasia were legalized, imagine what this could save a patient having to go through.  Needless pain and suffering, that sometimes lasts for months, could be taken away from the patient that is destined to a termination of their life. Although it is hard to let a loved one go, it should ultimately be up to the patient or their family when the diagnosis is terminal, that the choice should be left up to them when to end their life.
Agonizing and slow deaths are a result of a large number of ailments or diseases.  As a person’s body begins to shut down and give out, imagine the knowing that death is on the doorstep and that the pain will only increase as the days you live go on.  Knowing that there is no cure or “miracle drug” on the horizon to save a life that was once healthy.  To spend months enduring vomiting, fevers, coughing, extreme headaches, pain whenever a breath is taken, muscles that feel like they are on fire, every day, every minute and every second, with the dream that one day would be the last day of having to feel that intense pain.  The suffering seems so senseless and it seems more humane to give the patient an option to be able to end their life in a pleasant manner.
The government just keeps taking freedoms away one at a time, and as a nation it needs to be stopped.  If a patient wants to die, it doesn’t make any sense what the government has to do with a decision of this nature anyway.  It should be up to the patient or their family, if the patient is not in a sound mind to make that decision.  The rights of each and every person needs to be left with them and should have nothing to do with the government.  This should be a fundamental right as well as one of the religious freedoms that this nation claims to provide to the citizens.  The government is imposing religious beliefs that suicide is a sin.  This should be left up to the patient to decide, based upon what their own beliefs are, not the government.
As a state, laws can be passed that will protect the values of human life and make certain that this new law will not be abused.  Oregon is a prime example that this can be done.  It takes two approvals by different doctors in addition to a psychologist, who verifies that the patient is in a sound mind to make such a decision.  A waiting period could be put in place as well before getting the final approval from the family.  Giving the patient a time period of 2 weeks, once the doctors have given their approvals, would give the patient some time to think things over. It would also give them time to talk with their family and make the decision that would be best for them. Certain illnesses would be the only authorized reasons to allow this action to take place.
The difference of opinion seems to stem from different religious beliefs and also from an ethical point of view.  Regardless of what others think should be the right thing to do on this subject, it’s not the choice of others.  The reality is that a person should be in charge of the choices they make for their own body and not be judged for those decisions.  It is the right and freedom that each person has in the United States.  When a patient has had enough pain and wants to end their life because they are terminal, this should be their right.
  
	
	

	
	
