[bookmark: _Hlk508693720]Within this work a focused discussion on Rachels (1975) influential paper ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’ will be established, along with the consideration of other sources, to evaluate the question on whether there is a morally significance between active and passive euthanasia. 
The distinction, between active and passive euthanasia, in terms of a definition, is that in active euthanasia clear and conscious steps are taken towards ending life.[footnoteRef:1] As for passive euthanasia a decision is taken which will ultimately let a person die, for example by not undertaking a task, or withdrawing life-saving care, and for ‘nature to take its natural course,’ ultimately resulting in death.[footnoteRef:2] While the end result of death, is the same in both cases, the manner of how the deaths are achieved are diametrically opposed.[footnoteRef:3] Two academics Wilkinson and Garrard (2004) write an interesting point in their paper ‘Passive Euthanasia’ they reason that, [1:  E.Garrard, S Wilkison, ‘Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: group.bjm.com Clinical Ethics Keele University, 5th February 2004) http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/31/2/64.full.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018] Pg.64]  [2:  Campbell. Robert and Collinson Diane, ‘Ending Lives’ (Published by Billings & Sons Ltd, Great Britain, 1998)]  [3:  Jenkins. Scotty, ‘The Needle and the Plug: Is there a Difference Between Killing and Letting Die’ (September 30th 2017) https://theought.com/2017/09/30/the-needle-and-the-plug-is-there-a-difference-between-killing-and-letting-die/ [Accessed:20/03/2018]] 


The claims that the distinction between active and passive euthanasia are in some way inappropriate: euthanasia is active by definition and hence ‘‘‘passive’ euthanasia is a contradiction in terms—in other words, there can be no such thing.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  E.Garrard, S Wilkison, ‘Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: group.bjm.com Clinical Ethics Keele University, 5th February 2004) http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/31/2/64.full.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018] Pg.64] 


According to this argument there is no morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia.[footnoteRef:5] This is due to the two forms of euthanasia being perceived as having no real distinction between them, as death is simply death, regardless of what the motivation of the person to act is.[footnoteRef:6]  Euthanasia does have a strong ‘moral dimension’ and therefore does hold a distinction for some, which can be illustrated in the example of murder.[footnoteRef:7]  [5:  Ibid.]  [6:  Ibid.]  [7:  Ibid.] 

The distinction between euthanasia and murder, is due to murder involving the taking of a life, through an act of violence, and is seen as morally wrong, as well as being legally wrong.[footnoteRef:8] Euthanasia, dependant on the motivation of the individual, could be seen as either a morally and legally correct act, or conversely an act to bring an advantage or gain to another, and not necessarily to the advantage of the person being euthanized.[footnoteRef:9]   [8:  Ibid.]  [9:  Ibid.] 

The difficulty in assessing these two forms of euthanasia, is explored in the work of Wilkinson and Garrard when discussing the significance of categorising passive and active euthanasia. As from a moral ‘Sanctity of Life’ perspective euthanasia is considered wrong.[footnoteRef:10] Glover (1977) in ‘Causing Death and Saving Life’ challenges this assumption that due to the ‘Sanctity of Life’ argument, therefore there is no moral difference between killing and letting die.[footnoteRef:11] Proposing,  [10:  Garrard, S Wilkison, ‘Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: group.bjm.com Clinical Ethics Keele University, 5th February 2004) http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/31/2/64.full.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018] Pg.65]  [11:  Glover. Jonathan, ‘Causing Death and Saving Lives’ (Published by: Penguin Group, London, 1977) Pg.42] 


The doctrine of the ‘Sanctity of Life’ is not acceptable, but that there is embedded in it a moral view we should retain. We should reject the view that taking human life is intrinsically wrong but retain the view that it is normally directly wrong: that most acts of killing people would be wrong in the absence of harmful side-effects. [footnoteRef:12] [12:  Glover. Jonathan, ‘Causing Death and Saving Lives’ (Published by: Penguin Group, London, 1977) Pg.42] 


Wilkinson and Gerrard do recognise that the Sanctity of Life as a moral system is to rigid.[footnoteRef:13] Thus ‘not only excludes the possibility of passive euthanasia (assuming this to be morally permissible) but also excludes the possibility of a moral debate about the ethical standing of euthanasia.’[footnoteRef:14] Following this line of thought both writers reach the conclusion that in order to discuss euthanasia we should ‘not foreclose on moral debate in this way,’ as in some instances it might be right to act, or not, as each case is unique in its own right, and action might be appropriate. [footnoteRef:15] Within this essay to discover whether there is a morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia a fair perspective from both active and passive stance will be examined. ‘It would be better if the definitions at least left open the possibility that active euthanasia is (sometimes) justified, and that passive euthanasia is (sometimes) wrong.’[footnoteRef:16]  [13:  Garrard, S Wilkison, ‘Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: group.bjm.com Clinical Ethics Keele University, 5th February 2004) http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/31/2/64.full.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018] Pg.65]  [14:  Garrard, S Wilkison, ‘Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: group.bjm.com Clinical Ethics Keele University, 5th February 2004) http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/31/2/64.full.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018] Pg.65]  [15:  Ibid. ]  [16:  Ibid. ] 


While many people would consider there is a simplistic answer to the morality of killing, or allowing to die, it is ultimately a more complex issue, in which individuals struggle to                          ‘… make a moral distinction between active and passive euthanasia.[footnoteRef:17] This in part is due to many people considering it morally acceptable ‘to withhold treatment and allow a patient to die, but that it is never acceptable to kill a patient by a deliberate act.’[footnoteRef:18] The reason why people hold this view according to Campell and Collinson (1998) in ‘Ending lives’ is because ‘it must lie in some other feature of the cases.’[footnoteRef:19] [17:  Unknown Author, ‘Ethics Guide – Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: BBC, 2014) 
www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/activepassive_1.shtml [Accessed:20/03/2018]]  [18:  Ibid.]  [19:  Campbell. Robert and Collinson Diane, ‘Ending Lives’ (Published by Billings & Sons Ltd, Great Britain, 1998) Pg. 132] 

Rachels assists in answering if there is a morally significant difference, between the two forms of euthanasia. Rachels’ argument rests on the notion that 

If we allow, or accept, passive euthanasia as being sometimes acceptable in certain circumstances, then we should also accept that it is preferable that active euthanasia would then logically follow as a preferred option over simply doing nothing. [footnoteRef:20] [20:  Rachels. James, ‘Active Euthanasia’ (Published by, The New England Journal of Medicine, Vol. 292, January 9th, 1975, pp. 78-80.) https://sites.ualberta.ca/~bleier/Rachels_Euthanasia.pdf [Accessed:20/03/2018]] 


Both acts result in the death of a patient, but, especially at the point of end of life care, Rachels argues it might be more humane to act swiftly than to allow nature to take a convoluted path, thus prolonging suffering.[footnoteRef:21] A case in which it may be morally right to avoid passive euthanasia, due to it casing distress and unnecessary pain, may be seen in an example from the British Medical Journal.[footnoteRef:22]  [21:  Ibid.]  [22:  Singer. Peter ‘Practical Ethics’ Second Edition, (Published by: Cambridge University Press, 1997) Pp. 211-212] 

John Lorber ‘charted the fate of twenty-five infants born with spina bifida on whom it has been decided, in view of the poor prospects for a worthwhile life not to operate.’[footnoteRef:23] In the example it could take the infants from a period of two to nine months before finally passing away.[footnoteRef:24] From Lorber’s assessment the end outcome ‘cannot be guaranteed, without stepping over the fine line between active and passive euthanasia.’[footnoteRef:25] The infant dies as doctors withdraw feeding tubes, ‘withholding treatment but refusing to kill’ in Lorber’s professional opinion there is a morally significant difference.[footnoteRef:26] This is because it is ‘our misplaced respect for the doctrine for the Sanctity of Life that prevents us from seeing that it is ethically wrong to do this to a disabled infant.’[footnoteRef:27] In this instance active euthanasia would perhaps be the kindest and most moral option.  [23:  Ibid. Pp. 211-212]  [24:  Ibid Pp. 211-212]  [25: Ibid. Pp. 211-212]  [26:  Ibid. Pp. 211-212]  [27:  Ibid. ] 

While Lorber advocates medical staff should undertake a more active role in the death of the spina bifida babies, and ‘he perceives this to be a more humane way to act, the actual deed(s) undertaken leading to death, might not sit well with many doctors.’[footnoteRef:28] Lorber infers, there is a point where there is a loss to the quality of life being offered to the patient.[footnoteRef:29] In such circumstances an “act of mercy”, based on an act of compassion, might influence a doctor to act, but the issue is whether this would be morally acceptable to others, who might subsequently be asked to judge a doctors decision making.[footnoteRef:30] This makes any act of euthanasia in this example ‘dependent on its moral status.’[footnoteRef:31]  [28:  Ibid.]  [29:  Ibid.]  [30:  H. V. McLachlan, ‘The Ethics of Killing and Letting Die: Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Centre for Ethics in Public Policy and Corporate Governance, School of Law and Social Sciences, Glasgow Caledonian University, Glasgow, UK) http://jme.bmj.com/content/34/8/636 [Accessed:20/03/2018]]  [31:  H. V. McLachlan, ‘The Ethics of Killing and Letting Die: Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Centre for Ethics in Public Policy and Corporate Governance, School of Law and Social Sciences, Glasgow Caledonian University, Glasgow, UK) http://jme.bmj.com/content/34/8/636 [Accessed:20/03/2018]] 

Certain cases of passive euthanasia are morally permissible, this is since the decision that the patient’s life is no longer worth living has already been reached, and the best course of action to be most humane is to let the patient die.[footnoteRef:32] Rachel’s arguments for understanding the  blurred moral line between active and passive euthanasia rests on the premise that ‘it cannot be permissible to allow a severely disabled infant to die, unless it is also permissible to kill them directly.’[footnoteRef:33] [32:  Unknown author, ‘Applied Ethics, Singer: The Slippery Slope: From Euthanasia to Genocide?’ http://appethics.blogspot.co.uk/2010/05/singer-active-and-passive-euthanasia.html [Accessed:20/03/2018]]  [33:  Campbell. Robert and Collinson Diane, ‘Ending Lives’  (Published by Billings & Sons Ltd, Great Britain, 1998) Pg. 134] 

 However, some academics have put forward the line of reasoning that any form of euthanasia,
 
Would euthanasia be the first step down a slippery slope? In the absence of prominent moral footholds to check our decent, would we slide all the way down into the abyss of state terror and mass murder.[footnoteRef:34]  [34:  Unknown author, ‘Applied Ethics, Singer: The Slippery Slope: From Euthanasia to Genocide?’ http://appethics.blogspot.co.uk/2010/05/singer-active-and-passive-euthanasia.html [Accessed:20/03/2018]] 


The ways in which we as a society decide to undertake passive euthanasia may be due to it being considered more moral, because it does not directly kill, and is undertaken with kind intent.[footnoteRef:35] Yet the motivation to be kind might not be held by someone who is morally unscrupulous. Leo Alexander uses the example of the Nazi euthanasia programme in which the belief was ‘there is such a thing as life not worthy to be lived.’[footnoteRef:36] This proposes the difficult moral question ‘will the outcome be the loss of respect for human life if the boundaries of euthanasia are pushed back?’[footnoteRef:37]  The value of life is being measured in a trivial way if minor operations are not being performed. [footnoteRef:38] [35:  ]  [36:  Singer. Peter ‘Practical Ethics’ Second Edition, (Published by: Cambridge University Press, 1997) Pg. 214]  [37:  Ibid. Pp. 216-217]  [38:  Ibid. Pp. 216-217] 

[bookmark: _GoBack]Responses to the slippery slope argument include arguments from a paper ‘Kushe, Singer and Slippery Slopes’ (1988) the author Gavin J Fairbairn studies the responses from Kushe and Singer to conclude,
 It is a slope onto which we must step if we are not to allow ourselves to be guilty of causing unnecessary suffering to babies that will die whatever we do to help them.[footnoteRef:39]  [39:  Fairbairn. J. Gavin, ‘Kushe, Singer and Slippery Slopes’ (Journal of Medical Ethics, 14, 132-134, 1988)   http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/14/3/132.full.pdf Pg.134] 


Believing that it does not matter if there is a morally significant difference between passive or active euthanasia because it ‘may help by bringing decisions about the treatment of handicapped babies out into the open.’ [footnoteRef:40]  [40:  Fairbairn. J. Gavin, ‘Kushe, Singer and Slippery Slopes’ (Journal of Medical Ethics, 14, 132-134, 1988)   http://jme.bmj.com/content/medethics/14/3/132.full.pdf Pg.134] 

Using Rachel’s example, a baby with Down Syndrome who has an intestinal blockage; has the decision made by doctors not to be operated on to remove the blockage.[footnoteRef:41] This decision for Rachel is based on the fact the baby is not operated on for the underlying intestinal problem but due to underlying reasons, such as quality of the baby’s life, and the fact the infant has Down Syndrome.[footnoteRef:42] Singer’s in his work (‘Practical Ethics’ 1946) supports Rachels argument, that ethical discussions should not be based on something as trivial as an intestinal blockage. For Singer we have ‘an obligation to assist.’[footnoteRef:43] It is the morally right action to help, and according to Singer ‘will obviously win the ascent of consequentialists; but non-consequentialist should accept it too, because the injunction to prevent what is bad applies only when nothing comparably significant is at stake.’[footnoteRef:44] The judgment on the value of the Down Syndrome infants life is a series consideration. [41:  Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” (Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986) Pp. 29-35]  [42:  Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” (Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986) Pp. 29-35]  [43:  Peter Singer, “Rich and Poor,” from Geirsson & Holmgren, Ethical Theory (Broadview, 2000) also cited in Singer. Peter ‘Practical Ethics’ Second Edition, (Published by: Cambridge University Press, 1997) Pp. 216-217]  [44:  Ibid. Pg. 229] 

In the case of passive euthanasia, by carrying out no actions to save life, this non-action, is in itself an action.[footnoteRef:45] By deciding not to act the doctor can be viewed as allowing the actions leading to the death of a patient. Therefore, if we accept that there are circumstances where we allow people to die, then, according to Rachels, we should allow active euthanasia. This is supported by Singer who writes ‘if the wide spread acceptance of passive euthanasia, has not already revealed flaws in the traditional ethic that make it a weak defence against those who lack respect for individual lives.’[footnoteRef:46] [45:  Glover. Jonathan, ‘Causing Death and Saving Lives’ (Published by: Penguin Group, London, 1977) Pg.94]  [46:  Ibid. Pg.229] 

Many would find a moral distinction between killing, and letting die, however this leads onto another point made in Rachels arguments, ‘which demonstrate that the distinction between acts and omissions is not as helpful as it looks.’[footnoteRef:47] Rachels uses the example of Smith and Jones, where the first drowns a child in the bath to gain a large inheritance, whereas the later watches the child slip and does nothing to save the child from drowning in the bath.[footnoteRef:48] Both Smith and Jones had the same intentions to kill the child for the inheritance.   [47:  Unknown Author, ‘Ethics Guide – Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: BBC, 2014) 
www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/activepassive_1.shtml [Accessed:20/03/2018]]  [48:  Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” 
29-35 in Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986 ] 

The ‘two cases may be considered exactly alike except one involves killing whereas the other involves letting someone die. It can be asked whether this difference makes any change to the moral assessments.’[footnoteRef:49] Rachels’ earlier point, of acts and omissions being a moral grey area, is correct; this is because from a legal perspective Smith is the individual who has committed the crime of murder in this instance and he, ‘is morally guiltier than Jones, since he actively killed the child, while Jones just allowed the boy to die.’ [footnoteRef:50] Yet as both had the same intention to kill the child, which resulted in death, this then raises the interesting question of whether there is a moral distinction being made because of the intentions of an individual? Smith commits murder and is therefore perceived to be more morally repugnant than Jones who failed to act, yet both are morally lacking as the child died in both instances.[footnoteRef:51] The outcome was identical in both instances and it is hard to morally defend the actions of either.  [49:  Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” 
29-35 in Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986 ]  [50:  Unknown Author, ‘Ethics Guide – Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Published by: BBC, 2014) 
www.bbc.co.uk/ethics/euthanasia/overview/activepassive_1.shtml [Accessed:20/03/2018]]  [51:  Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” (Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986) Pp. 29-35 ] 

To address this issue in the Smith and Jones case, and whether there is a morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia, ethical perspectives from a Kantian stance, and the work of Peter Singer, will be considered. Scholars such as Kant using a deontological outlook would consider ‘assuming an action has moral worth only if it expresses a good will, such actions have no genuine “moral worth.”[footnoteRef:52] Therefore as both Smith and Jones intended to kill there is no difference in the situation and both are morally abhorrent.[footnoteRef:53] [52: Allison, Henry, 2011, Kant’s Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals: A Commentary, Oxford: Oxford University Press. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/kant-moral/[Accessed:21/02/2018]]  [53: Rachels. James, “Active and Passive Euthanasia” (Oxford Readings in Philosophy “Applied Ethics” Edited by Peter Singer. Oxford University Press, 1986) Pp. 29-35 ] 

Grey (1998) notes in his work ‘Euthanasia and Physician Assisted Suicide’ the doctor who ‘knowingly brings about the death’ (causality argument) of his patient in for instance overdosing a patient with morphine ‘for what he causes he is prima facie morally responsible.’[footnoteRef:54] There is no moral distinction as seen in the earlier example between acts and omission. Still, if we uphold ‘the doctrine of the double effect’ when considering the morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia.[footnoteRef:55] Passive euthanasia results in prolonged suffering ‘and is contrary to the motivation that prompts the initial decision of not wishing to prolong the patient's life and agony.’[footnoteRef:56]  [54:  Dworkin. Gerald, ‘Euthanasia and Physician Assisted Suicide For and Against’ (Cambridge University Press, 1998) Pg.25]  [55:  Glover. Jonathan, ‘Causing Death and Saving Lives’ (Published by: Penguin Group, London, 1977) Pg.99]  [56:  Allison, Henry, 2011, Kant’s Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals: A Commentary, Oxford: Oxford University Press. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/kant-moral/[Accessed:21/02/2018] and also found in http://www.alevelphilosophy.co.uk/handouts_ethics/KantEuthanasia.pdf] 

Hence from a moral and utilitarian perspective ‘active euthanasia may indeed be preferable as it decreases suffering and overall pain.’[footnoteRef:57] Using the double effect active euthanasia has two effects; not causing suffering and ‘the shortening of a patient’s life.’[footnoteRef:58] For a moral philosopher they may perhaps argue that as long as the ‘directly intended’ effect is the beneficial one that does not violate an absolute moral rule, the action is permissible.’[footnoteRef:59]  [57:  Ibid.]  [58:  Singer. Peter ‘Practical Ethics’ Second Edition, (Published by: Cambridge University Press, 1997) Pp. 209-210]  [59:  Singer. Peter ‘Practical Ethics’ Second Edition, (Published by: Cambridge University Press, 1997) Pp. 209-210 ] 

There does in certain examples appear to be a morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia. ‘The physician’s attitude in passive euthanasia is best characterized by reserve, humility, respect and reverence for life.’[footnoteRef:60] However this does not rule out active euthanasia as being the action with the least positive morally significant outcome. This is because ‘the advocates of active euthanasia may claim high moral values [such as] compassion, humaneness, respect for the free will of the person.’[footnoteRef:61]  Due to this when trying to reach a conclusion on if there is a morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia, ‘the decisive question is, which action is consistent in itself, where do inner attitude and chosen means correspond? Is killing of the human being compatible with respect for the person?’[footnoteRef:62]  [60:  Fuchs.  Thomas ‘The notion of ‘killing’. Causality, intention, and motivation in active and passive euthanasia’ (Kluwer Academic Publishers, Netherlands, 1998)]  [61:  Fuchs.  Thomas ‘The notion of ‘killing’. Causality, intention, and motivation in active and passive euthanasia’ (Kluwer Academic Publishers, Netherlands, 1998)]  [62:  Fuchs.  Thomas ‘The notion of ‘killing’. Causality, intention, and motivation in active and passive euthanasia’ (Kluwer Academic Publishers, Netherlands, 1998)] 

In both cases of euthanasia, the moral outcome differs in individual cases, making ‘the moral duties at issue, different for people who can possess them differently with regard too different people.’[footnoteRef:63] No conclusion can defiantly be determined on this question on the morally significant difference between active and passive euthanasia, other than doing what is best for an individual in each unique circumstance.  It would be fair to say there is no distinction between active and passive as both are still ethically unsound.  [63:  H. V. McLachlan, ‘The Ethics of Killing and Letting Die: Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (Centre for Ethics in Public Policy and Corporate Governance, School of Law and Social Sciences, Glasgow Caledonian University, Glasgow, UK) http://jme.bmj.com/content/34/8/636 [Accessed:20/03/2018]
] 
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