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> . Research To clarify that the act of allowing persons with disabilities to die
through the interruption of medical care and the withholding of medical services, under
B the pretext of self-determination (hereinafter referred to as 'euthanasia’), is

contrary to the spirit of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities(CRPD) .

Euthanasialand|Dignified While both have the commonality of being
termlnal and mcurable and ' based on the |nd|V|duaI s will." the decisive dlfference lies

Lhelpossibility Gﬂ&B&)ﬂB Jlifetand death

Article 10 Based on Article 10 of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities,
Righttolife there are two possible interpretations regarding euthanasia.
» Something that threatens the inherent right to life of persons with disabilities to live as they are.
()b The perspective that the right to life includes the right to choose to live or die.

Article 12 Equal recognition before the law Article 10 »»» Article 12
Article 12 calls for 'the necessary support for The lack of restrictions on legal capacity and
persons with disabilities to exercise their legal the recognition of the right to refuse treatment

capacity' and 'measures related to the exercise | leave room for interpretation as a right to die. |

of legal capacity to respect the rights, will, and | This strengthens the understanding’ofleuthanasia
preferences of persons with disabilities. as a right to decide matters of life and death!

Choices)ofalifeland|DeathjUnderthe]Namelof;Self:Determination:]
ThelSubstancelof/ALSISelf:Determination

Even though it is known that they can live with a ventilator, people ST

with ALS are given the choice of whether or not to use one. -
Z7)p Seeking the choice of 'life and death' as an act of self-determlnatlon‘ .
They cannot live unless they choose to use a ventilator and strongly express their
desire to live. Even the basic right to live is contingent upon making a ch0|ce
Therefore, although they truly want to live, they cannot even say so openly ®

It is precisely because the right to live is not universally recognized that’th'e*r/ght to die'is asserted
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Article 25 Health Article 25 calls for equal access to health services for<persons'with disabilities)

Therefore, legally recognizing euthanasia based on suffering from disability or illness would result in
allowing persons with disabilities to die without the same range of health services available to others.

Article 10 As a result, Article 10's ‘inherent right to life' exists as the right to live as one is.
Euthanasia is positioned as a threat to the "inherent right to life."
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Article 5 Equality and non-discrimination Article 5 prohibits all forms of discrimination
based on disability. It calls for the elimination of persistent and

QW dehumanizing stereotypes, stigma, and prejudices that regard people with
267 ff.;,dlsab|llt|es as a burden on society. From this perspective, euthanasia,

i which threatens the ‘inherent right to life,' constitutes discrimination and
goe:s against the intent of Article 10. The deprivation of life that does not
'é‘.ﬁ;;%?fdwectly cite disability as a requirement is also considered discrimination.

Therefore, infcases’ likeYALSXwhere existence is denied due to a disability, the act of self-determination
beco'mI 'e's’a\fdeI nial of lifélbased on disability as an indirect reason, which is in violation of Article 10.
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whlabllng their will and preferences towards living.
!lsa\bﬂLW*organlzatlons in'each country-must pay attention to the reality that indirect

dlscrlmlnatlon in theidown healthcare systems is leading to lives being taken through self-
determination, and they. must engage in.ongoing.discussions within the framework of the treaty.
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