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Meaning of Euthanasia

Some completely incapacitated people or individuals with incurable diseases or in extreme pain sometimes choose to end their lives in a painful process call merciful killing or euthanasia. This is usually done by either withdrawing life-support machines of treatments. When the practice performed by a patient, it is termed as suicide; but when performed by someone else, say a medical practitioner, it is termed as murder. Doctors may sometimes choose to lawfully shorten a patient’s life in cases of extreme pain and suffering (McMillan, 2001).
Question 1: Stakeholders in Euthanasia
Stakeholder organizations in Euthanasia or assisted dying include for-profit commercial organizations, nonprofit organizations and world communities affected by the practice.
a) The World Federation of Right to Die Societies
b) Patients Right to Die Council

c) Dying with Dignity Canada

d) The Final Exit Network

e) The Death With Dignity National Center 
f) Dignitas

g) Compassion and Choices

h) Choice is an Illusion

i)  Seniors Against Suicide
j) Euthanasia Research & Guidance Organization (ERGO)
Question 2: Mission Statements/ Slogans
The four stakeholder organizations focused on the discussion topic are Seniors against Suicide, The World Federation of Right to Die Societies, The Final Exit Network, and The Death with Dignity National Centre. The slogan for the World Federation of Right to Die Societies is “Ensuring Choices for a Dignified Death” (World Federation of Right to Die Societies Website, homepage section). On the other hand, the mission statement for the Final Exit Network is to “Educate qualified individuals in practical, peaceful ways to end their lives, offer a compassionate bedside presence, and defend their right to choose” (Final Exit Network website, homepage section). The mission statement for the National Center for Death with Dignity reads as follows: “The mission of the Death with Dignity National Center is to promote death with dignity laws based on our model legislation, the Oregon Death with Dignity Act, both to provide an option for dying individuals and to stimulate nationwide improvements in end-of-life care” (National Center for Death with Dignity website, About Us section). And lastly, the slogan for Seniors against Suicide is “Illness is never a Reason for Ending a Life” (Seniors against Suicide website, Homepage section).
Question 3: Two Stakeholder Organizations with Different Viewpoints
Seniors Against Suicide is an alliance of individuals against merciful killing. The organization holds the view that extreme pain during illness is should never be an option for people to willfully end their lives because doing so would amount to surrendering (Davis, 2014). On the other hand, Death with Dignity supports the practice of merciful killing or voluntary death. It holds the view that patients in a lot of pain should be left to decide how to wish to end their lives. According to the organization, such patients have a choice to die in dignity if they choose to terminate their lives. 
Question 4: Shared Values
The two organizations in question three above differ in their support for Euthanasia; Seniors Against Suicide opposes it while the Death with Dignity is in support. However, the two can be said to advocate for the dignity of human life. They both discuss and research issues related to merciful killing, or euthanasia. In their own different ways, the organizations advocate for the fundamental value and dignity of life for people suffering from chronic or acute illnesses, or extreme disabilities. 
Question 5: Common Ground

Advocacy for the sacredness and dignity of life is the common ground between the organizations above, although achieved differently. In their own different ways, the organizations advocate for the fundamental value and dignity of life for people suffering from chronic or acute illnesses, or extreme disabilities (as explained above). This common ground can be used by the organizations to reach a compromise that involves all stakeholders (Camus, 2015). 
Question 6: Achieving Common Ground
For a compromise to be reached, the organizations will have to put aside their differences and approach and discuss the issue using their common goals and values. The best way to achieve mutually acceptable goals and objectives would require the existence of mutually compatible ends and common ethical values. However, reaching a compromise in regard to euthanasia might be difficult and unachievable because one side will have to give up its ethical values to the other (Camus, 2015). 
Question 7: Accomplishing a Compromise


As I have stated above, reaching a compromise with regard to euthanasia can be unachievable because one party will have to surrender its moral values to the other. As long as neither party is willing to do this, there will always be different opinions about this issue. While organizations in support and against merciful killing both advocate for the dignity of life in their own different ways, reaching a compromise would require the existence of mutually compatible ends and common ethical values (Camus, 2015). 

Working Thesis
The issue of merciful killing or euthanasia continues to draw controversy around the world. Many questions abound on whether terminal patients should be allowed to end their lives.  Those in support of this opinion hold the view that such patients should be allowed to decide what they want to do with their bodies and that people should not be forced to live longer than they wish. In additions, they argue that it is immoral and against human rights and personal freedoms to make people continue to live when they are in so much pain and anguish. According to them, it should not be a crime to commit suicide and hence merciful killing or voluntary death should not be a crime too. Religious persons and organizations are for the opinion that life is God-given and therefore only God has the right to take a life. They argue that if legalized, the practice would be misused and individual might end up losing their lives without their consent. In addition, some doctors in some parts of the world practice euthanasia despite being criminalized in their countries. despite the practice being illegal in most countries, doctors sometimes carry it out. In Britain, for example, killing another person is considered is a criminal offense even when that person asks to be killed and offenders are sent to prison for up to 14 years. However, sometimes the circumstances of death may force the authorities not to prosecute. From the discussions above, we can tell that the issue of merciful killing elicits mixed reaction from various interested parties and it is an issue that requires in-depth debates before mutual agreements can be reached. 
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