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Efforts to change the law in the UK since 2001

Judicial review actions Parliamentary Reform



Suicide Act 1961

N blanket



R (Nicklinson and Another) v Ministry
of Justice [2014] UKSC 38.

Lord Neuberger

difficult ethical and social issues better fitted for
Parliamentary resolution

real prospect that a further, and
successful, application for a declaration of incompatibility



R (on the application of Conway) v Secretary
of State for Justice [2018] EWCA Civ 1431

Sir Terence Etherton MR, Sir Brian Leveson P, and King
LJ

Parliament is a far better
body for determining the difficult policy issue



Assisted Dying Bill 2021

the consent of the High Court (Family Division)
a person who is terminally ill

voluntary, clear, settled and informed wish

Is aged 18
has capacity to make the decision to end his or her own life
ordinarily resident



73% of Britons support allowing doctor-assisted suicide
for the terminally ill. Just 35% of MPs say the same.

1 think tt nt

..someone suffering from a terminal illness?




What can we learn from jurisdictions
that have legalised assisted dying?



To medicalise or not medicalise assisted
dying”?

mandatory optional



Good reasons to involve doctors:



And good reasons noft to involve doctors:



Doctor’s professional organisations?



Vulnerable or not vulnerable?

vulnerable people

vulnerable people

vulnerable



Evidence from Europe/US?

rich, educated, white males ... are just as, if not more, vulnerable



Interest in assisted dying more generally:

value control

of rising above one’s
circumstances

self-
reliance, autonomy and independence
maintain an ultimate sense of control and
autonomy within a process that allows very little opportunity
for either



Slippery Slopes:

someone else



Importance of being able to talk openly
about the desire to hasten death



Pressure on the status quo in the UK?



