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Introduction

When society confronts the most intimate question of life—how, when, and whether to end it—discussions about 

euthanasia become inevitable. The phrase “an example of research paper on euthanasia should it be legal”

encapsulates a common academic inquiry: examining the ethical, legal, and societal dimensions of ending life with

dignity. In this article we will explore the historical roots of euthanasia, map the current global legal landscape,

weigh the arguments for and against legalization, and analyze a representative research paper that addresses this

contentious issue. By the end, readers will have a comprehensive understanding of the debate surrounding

euthanasia and the factors that shape policy decisions worldwide.

Historical Context of Euthanasia

Early Definitions and Cultural Perspectives

From ancient Greece to medieval Europe, the term “euthanasia”—derived from the Greek words eu (good) and 

thanatos(death)—has carried varying meanings. In ancient societies, euthanasia was often viewed as a

compassionate act to relieve suffering, especially in the context of terminal illness. Philosophers like Socrates and

Plato debated whether ending a life could be morally justified if it spared a person from prolonged pain.

During the Middle Ages, Christian doctrine largely condemned euthanasia, emphasizing the sanctity of life and the

belief that death should be left to divine providence. Yet, even in that era, there were instances where physicians

and religious leaders considered assisted death as a mercy killing, especially when patients faced intractable

suffering.

The Birth of Modern Medical Ethics

The 20th century witnessed the codification of medical ethics, particularly following the Nuremberg Code and the

Declaration of Helsinki. These documents reinforced the principle that patients have the right to self-determination

and that physicians must avoid causing harm. However, the issue of euthanasia remained largely taboo, with most

societies adopting a “do not attempt to kill” stance.

In the 1960s and 1970s, the term “voluntary assisted dying” gained traction, and several countries began to

scrutinize the ethical boundaries of end-of-life care. The debate intensified as medical technology advanced,

enabling patients to live longer with chronic conditions that severely diminished quality of life.

Legal Landscape Around the World

Countries that Permit Euthanasia

Today, a handful of nations have legalized euthanasia or voluntary assisted dying under strict regulations:

•  Netherlands (2002): The first country to enact a law permitting euthanasia, requiring a patient’s request to be 

voluntary, well-considered, and persistent, and a physician’s assessment that the patient is in unbearable suffering.

•  Belgium (2002): Similar to the Netherlands, Belgium expanded the criteria in 2014 to include minors and 



individuals with mental disorders.

•  Luxembourg (2009): The law allows euthanasia for adults with a terminal illness or a severe, incurable 

condition that causes unbearable suffering.

•  Canada (2016): The Supreme Court’s ruling in CC (Canada) v. Bedford led to the legalization of medical 

assistance in dying (MAiD) for eligible adults.

•  Australia (2022): New South Wales became the first Australian state to legalize voluntary assisted dying, with 

other states following suit.

•  Spain (2021): The Spanish Parliament passed a law allowing euthanasia for patients with terminal or 

incurable conditions, following a 2013 Supreme Court decision.

Countries that Prohibit Euthanasia

In contrast, many nations maintain a strict prohibition, citing moral, religious, or societal concerns:

•  United States (Federal Level): While some states have legalized assisted suicide (e.g., Oregon’s Death with 

Dignity Act), federal law still criminalizes the practice.

•  United Kingdom: Euthanasia remains illegal, though the UK has legalized assisted suicide under very limited 

circumstances.

•  India: The Indian Penal Code criminalizes assisted suicide, but the Supreme Court has left the issue open to 

debate.

•  Japan: The country prohibits euthanasia, with a focus on palliative care to manage pain and suffering.

Legal Nuances and Regulatory Frameworks

Even within jurisdictions that permit euthanasia, the legal frameworks are intricate. Common requirements include:

1.  Informed consent that is voluntary, well-considered, and repeated.

2.  Assessment by at least two independent physicians.

3.  Evidence of a terminal illness or a condition that causes unbearable suffering.

4.  Waiting periods to ensure the decision is not impulsive.

5.  Documentation and oversight to prevent abuse.

These safeguards aim to balance respect for personal autonomy with the protection of vulnerable populations.

Key Arguments for Legalizing Euthanasia

Autonomy and Personal Choice

One of the most compelling arguments is that individuals should have the right to choose how and when they die.

Advocates argue that autonomy extends beyond medical treatment to include the decision to end one’s life when

suffering becomes intolerable. Legalizing euthanasia respects the dignity of patients and acknowledges their

capacity to make informed decisions about their own bodies.

Relief from Unbearable Suffering

Terminal illnesses often bring chronic pain, loss of function, and psychological distress. Palliative care can alleviate

many symptoms, but it may not fully address the existential anguish that accompanies the knowledge of impending

death. Euthanasia offers a definitive solution that can spare patients from prolonged suffering.

Resource Allocation and Healthcare Efficiency

Proponents argue that legal euthanasia can reduce the burden on healthcare systems by preventing the allocation

of expensive, invasive treatments that offer little benefit to patients in the final stages of life. By allowing a dignified

exit, resources can be redirected toward patients with better prognoses.



Preventing Abuse of Assisted Suicide

Critics often claim that legalizing euthanasia could lead to coercion. However, stringent regulations, mandatory

psychological evaluation, and oversight mechanisms can mitigate these risks. In countries where euthanasia is

legal, the incidence of coercion has remained low.

Key Arguments Against Legalizing Euthanasia

Slippery Slope Concerns

Opponents fear that legalizing euthanasia could gradually erode protections for vulnerable groups—such as the

elderly, disabled, or mentally ill—leading to a society where death becomes a convenient solution for those deemed

“unworthy.” They argue that the moral boundary between mercy and murder is too thin to be legislated.

Sanctity of Life

Many religious and philosophical traditions uphold the sanctity of life as an absolute principle. For these

perspectives, any act that intentionally ends life is inherently wrong, regardless of the patient’s suffering. Legalizing

euthanasia, they contend, undermines moral foundations.

Potential for Misdiagnosis and Miscommunication

There is a risk that patients may be misdiagnosed with terminal conditions or that their prognosis may be

miscommunicated. In such cases, irreversible decisions could be made based on incorrect information. Critics

argue that the legal framework may not adequately protect against these errors.

Impact on Palliative Care Development

Some argue that legalizing euthanasia could divert attention and resources away from improving palliative care. If

society accepts euthanasia as a viable option, there may be less incentive to invest in research and training that

could enhance comfort and quality of life for terminal patients.

Case Studies and Research Findings

Research Paper Example: “Should Euthanasia Be Legal?”

To illustrate how scholars approach this complex question, let’s examine a representative research paper titled 

“Should Euthanasia Be Legal?”. Though fictional, this example encapsulates the structure, methodology, and

key findings typical of rigorous academic work in this domain.

The study investigates the ethical, legal, and societal implications of legalizing euthanasia. Using a mixed-methods

approach—combining quantitative surveys of patient preferences with qualitative interviews of healthcare

professionals—the authors assess the potential benefits and risks associated with euthanasia laws.

•  Sample: 1,200 participants across five countries (Netherlands, Canada, United Kingdom, India, and Japan) 

were surveyed on attitudes toward euthanasia.

•  Data Collection: Anonymous online questionnaires captured demographic information, personal experiences 

with terminal illness, and opinions on euthanasia. In-depth interviews were conducted with 40 physicians, 20 

nurses, and 10 ethicists.

•  Analysis: Statistical analysis identified correlations between demographic factors and attitudes. Thematic 

coding of interviews revealed recurring concerns about autonomy, coercion, and healthcare system impacts.

1.  In countries where euthanasia is legal, a majority of participants (68%) reported a preference for voluntary 

assisted dying when faced with terminal illness.



2.  Participants in countries with prohibitive laws expressed greater uncertainty, with only 42% indicating a 

preference for euthanasia.

3.  Healthcare professionals consistently emphasized the importance of stringent safeguards, noting that the 

presence of robust protocols in legalized jurisdictions led to lower rates of coercion.

4.  Patients who had access to comprehensive palliative care were less likely to opt for euthanasia, suggesting 

that quality of end-of-life care significantly influences decision-making.

The authors argue that while legalizing euthanasia can empower patients, it must be accompanied by

comprehensive palliative care systems and rigorous oversight to protect vulnerable individuals. They recommend a

phased approach: first, ensure access to high-quality palliative care; second, implement pilot euthanasia programs

with strict eligibility criteria; third, evaluate outcomes before full legalization.

The paper concludes that euthanasia, when regulated carefully, can coexist with a robust healthcare system and

respect for patient autonomy. However, it cautions against premature legalization without adequate safeguards.

Ethical Considerations and Moral Philosophy

Principles of Biomedical Ethics

Four core principles guide ethical decision-making in medicine: autonomy, beneficence, non-maleficence, and

justice. Each principle intersects differently with euthanasia.
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