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Abstract 
Euthanasia is the wilful putting to death of an individual with the intent to 

stop or prevent suffering, mercy killing.  In modern medical parlance, 

technologies and techniques have created room for people to live long and 

better. However, the process of dying has also been complicated. Those 

who are suffering from infant that would once have died soon after birth 

can now be kept alive for months or even years. Euthanasia raises a lot of 

ethical questions that demand answers not only by medical experts but also 

by patients and perhaps the community at large. From whatever 

perspective it may be approached, euthanasia is all about death with moral 

implications. This paper x-rays euthanasia and possible challenges to 

Christian society, the sanctity of human life from a Christian perspective. 

This research utilized various credible materials such as books, journals, 

internet materials and as well made used of historical cum analytical 

methods of research. The research recommends amongst others that no 

man created life and as such, no man has the right to take it, hence 

government prosecute violators.   
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Introduction 

There are striking prohibitions in medicine and the rule against killing or 

the intentional causing of death of a patient is one big deal amongst many 

in contemporary issues in medicine. The issue of life and death is critically 

important to the human society as it is with God from the religious 

perspective. According to Chimezule (2015), any subject relating to the 

creation, continuation, preservation and termination of life is naturally 

bound to throw up a rich dust of over flowing social, economic, religious, 

ethical and legal perspectives. Kamm (2008) said that:  

 

Physicians and nurses have long worried if they withdraw 

treatment and patient dies; they were often accused of killing 

and were subjected to criminal liability. Again, a further 

concern is that patients who reject life-sustaining treatment 

are killing themselves and that health professional assists in 

the suicide if they acknowledge the refusal. A related concern 

is that physicians who help patients hasten the time of their 

deaths are involved either in physician-assisted suicide or 

euthanasia (pp. 40-41). 

 

Peschke (2013) submits that euthanasia is a theme that keeps pre occupying 

the minds, igniting publication, debate and polls. This is how interesting 

the subject matter has become.  The tendency to approve euthanasia in 

desperate, hopeless cases is on the increase. It is been asserted that modern 

medicine is geared to reduce pain therefore, there is no justification to 

euthanasia. This assertion is true but not universal. Cases of critical health 

challenges abound as even before such as pains difficult to control and 

torments of other sorts, such as profound, agonizing pain in cases of cancer 

of the bones and the bladder, distress in swallowing, shortness of breath, 
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and many more, thus, those medical helps that are in principle possible, are 

not always available in all situations and in all places.   

 

History unveils the praxis to expose or kill deformed and abnormal 

children as well as very old sick people for “eugenic and social reasons”. 

Peschke (2013) thought that in “primitive conditions and above all in 

nomadic populations one has in fairness to admit the enormous difficulty 

of providing for the permanently disabled.” Thus, a systematic examination 

of ‘life worth living’, i.e. of patients with serious mental disorders or serious 

incurable deformities, was undertaken by the Nazi regime in Germany. The 

praxis was a ‘social euthanasia’ which did not gain universal acceptance 

today.  Thus, present day euthanasia supporters have it in mind that it has 

to be extricated clearly from “euthanasia advocated for reasons of 

compassion and liberation from extreme suffering”. 

The question remains, if is it appropriate to end the life of a person in a 

critical condition who is experiencing extreme torment and enduring? 

Thus, all of this agitation is a moral issue trending in the medical corridor, 

and moral discussion on euthanasia is not a newly emerging issue rather, it 

has been a long standing agitation in moral issues in philosophy and 

medicine, ethical, legal and this paper seeks to address it from the religious 

perspective. 

Euthanasia: A Conceptual Definition 

The word “euthanasia” is derived from the Greek words “eu” meaning 

“good” or “well”, and “thenatos” meaning “death. Agidigbi (2005) states 

that: 

 

Euthanasia is the willful, direct or indirect killing of the 

incurably sick either at their request or the request of the 

parents, guardians or any other legal representative in the 

case of incurables who are incapable of deciding for 
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themselves e.g. infants, the irrevocable comatose and mental 

defectives. (p. 125).  

 

Stott (2006) gave a widely accepted definition of euthanasia as the 

intentional killing by act or omission of a person whose life is considered 

not to be worth living. Its popularly called mercy killing and its split 

between voluntary euthanasia (“asserted suicide” the death occurring at 

the explicit plea of the patient) and involuntary euthanasia (the death 

occurring by someone else’s decision when the patient is incapable of 

giving consent). Kamm (2008) sees euthanasia as the act of practice of 

ending a person’s life in order to release the person from an incurable 

disease, in tolerable suffering, or undignified death. Peschke (2013) in his 

own light considers euthanasia as the intentional killing of a tormented, 

incurable patient by lethal agents or means. Moral theology qualifies this as 

direct and passive euthanasia. Indirect euthanasia is the relief of sufferings 

by means of sedatives and narcotics with a shortening of life as a side effect. 

Furthermore according to Peschke, passive euthanasia is the lighting of 

death through omission or discontinuation of life-prolonging measures.  

According to Online Encyclopedia Britannica (Updated 2019), euthanasia also 

known as mercy killing is the act or practice of painlessly putting to death 

of persons suffering from painful and incurable disease or incapacitating 

physical disorder or allowing them to die by withholding treatment or 

withdrawing artificial life-support measures. Thus, for the absence of 

specific law on euthanasia, it is usually regarded as suicide if performed by 

the patient or murder when it involves another. Generally, euthanasia is a 

term for the deliberate killing of another person, be it by act or omission, so 

that unnecessary pain and suffering could be avoided or rather because 

their life is in a state that is less than worth living.  
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History and the Place of the Law in Connection With Euthanasia 

The human society has always been provided with legal backups in almost 

all of the societal activities.  Medical issues in the society has never stood 

aloof legal or judicial denominator. Euthanasia has been one of the cardinal 

debates in the medical parlance which has attracted legal attention 

following her history. The medical profession is a vocation of humanities 

as it deals with the everyday human health and because this has to do a lot 

with the sacredness of human life, the idea of Oath taking is therefore 

expedient. The Hippocratic Oath (about 400 BC) is by the father of 

medicine, the Greek physician Hippocrates. Orentlicher, Bobinski and Hall 

(2008) hold that this oath is made so that physicians can swear by Apollo 

the physician and Aesculapius and all the goddesses. This oath is 

considered for the benefit of the patient so that physicians will abstain from 

whatever is deleterious and mischievous. An extract from this oath states: 

“I will give no deadly medicine to any one if asked, nor suggest any such 

counsel”. Thus, this infers that the place of the law in medicine cannot be 

overemphasized. Nations, parliaments, and judicial bodies have not paid 

deaf ears to issues of euthanasia.  

In 1995, Australia’s Northern Territory approved a euthanasia bill which 

went into effect in 1996 but was overturned by the Australian parliament in 

1997. In 1997, the case at Washington raised the question if Washington’s 

prohibition against causing or aiding a suicide offends the fourteenth 

amendment to the United States constitution. It was held that it does not. 

In Washington, it has always been a crime to assist a suicide. In 1854, 

Washington’s first territorial legislator outlawed assisting another in the 

commission of self-murder. 

In 1998, U.S. state of Oregon legalizes assisted suicide. In the year 1999, Dr. 

Jack Kevorkian was sentenced to a 10-25 year prison term for giving a lethal 

injection to Thomas Yonk. In the year 2000, the Netherlands legalizes 

euthanasia while the same took place at Belgium in 2002. According to Obi 
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(2014), in Nigeria euthanasia is said to be illegal. Ugwu (2018), states that 

the concept of euthanasia predates colonial Nigeria. According to him, the 

Nigerian penal laws are old and anachronistic hence the need for the 

enactment of twenty first century legal frameworks for regulating 

euthanasia which occurs on a daily basis in Nigeria. This infers that there is 

a legal regulation about euthanasia in Nigerian however, it may be obsolete 

and needing a contemporary framework.    

 

Types of Euthanasia: 

In contemporary debate, the word euthanasia stands for a wide variety of 

practices. Paterson (2018) categorized it as follows: 

 

Voluntary Euthanasia: this is a situation where euthanasia is conducted at 

the request, or with the consent of the sick person.   

 

Non-Voluntary Euthanasia: a situation where euthanasia is administered 

without the request or consent of the patient perhaps because he or she is 

not competent to express his or her wishes (whether through immaturity, 

intellectually incompetence, or because they were not asked).  

 

Involuntary Euthanasia: in this, euthanasia is conducted against the 

prompt wishes of the sick person either for economic reasons or for social 

hygiene. According to this article, there are other related terms that need 

consideration: 

 

Assisted Suicide: this is like voluntary euthanasia whereby a patient kills 

himself or herself assisted by another person. “Such assistance may take the 

form of providing moral support, information on how to commit the act, 

the means necessary to commit the act (e.g. prescribing a lethal dose of 

medication), and/or direct assistance (e.g. supervising or physically 

enabling the patient to commit suicide, such as assisting a frail patient to 
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swallow medication). Where a physician assists, the act is called physician-

assisted suicide (PAS). Assisted suicide is currently a criminal offence.   

 

Double Effect: this is the state when it is permissible to carry out an act 

which has both good and evil resultant effect under certain conditions, thus, 

it could result in a negative ending even with a position intentions, yet, the 

evil effects is embraced as “side-effects”. However, this source quickly 

infers that in such cases involving double effect, the law generally 

distinguishes between intention and foresight.  

 

Persistent Vegetative State (PVS): this is a “medical condition in which the 

brain stem (which supports basic bodily functions such as breathing and 

digestion) remains active but the brain cortex (which supports 

consciousness) is inactive. Submitting a PVS patient to euthanasia can be 

highly controversial. 

 

Advance Directive: the advance directive is instructions on how a patient’s 

personal care is to be managed when he/she no longer have the capacity to 

make decision. An instructional directive (or so-called “living will”) lists 

specific instructions to be followed by medical professionals and courts; a 

proxy directive (also known as “durable power of attorney for health care”) 

specifies another person to act as a substitute decision-maker to make 

health care decisions in the event that the patient’s decision-making 

capacity is lost. Hence, proxy directive rather than an instructional directive 

is usually recommended reason is because even explicit written directives 

on medical treatment can be legally ambiguous, and it is virtually 

impossible to foresee all contingencies which may give rise to the need for 

decisions on treatment.  

 

Palliative Care: a special health care administered to a patient with an 

increased, progressive terminal illness with services such as hospice, 

nursing, analgesic drugs, etc.  
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Euthanasia: A Moral Evaluation 

Euthanasia as a subject matter overtime has raised several dust in 

scholarship. Several thought has been recorded as contribution to this 

argument.  According to Shafer-Landau (2015), the single most powerful 

argument in support of euthanasia is that of Mercy which is exceptionally 

simple in its focal idea, which makes one uncomplicated point. Lethally ill 

patients sometimes experience a horrible pain that exceed the fathom of 

those who have not actually experienced it. Their suffering can be so 

unimaginable that men will dislike reading about it or even to think about 

it. Mercy’s argument states that “euthanasia is justified because it provides 

an end to such suffering.  

 

Active euthanasia occurs when a medical practitioner takes a deliberate 

action to end a patient’s life at the patient’s request and for the patient’s 

good. In Peschke (2013) moral evaluation of euthanasia, the distinction 

between active killing and passive renunciation of life-prolonging 

measures is fundamental. For him, in the first case, the active cause of the 

patient’s death is the intervention of the physician and not the sickness of 

the patient; therefore, it involves an inescapable responsibility of the 

physician. On the other hand, the active cause of the patient’s death is the 

illness inherent to patient. Therefore, the physicians have the obligation to 

halt the natural course of the illness on the condition that they have the 

charge to help in some way and as long as they have this charge. However, 

this charge is tied to the will of the patients or those that represents them. 

Hence, Online Encyclopedia Britannica (Updated 2019) has it that the opinion 

that euthanasia is morally permissible is traceable to Socrates, Plato, and 

the stoics.   

 

Argumentative Analysis: Active Euthanasia 

Peschke (1997) in his Christian ethics systematically gave three sides of 

argument for and against active euthanasia. Concerning active euthanasia, 

experience physicians agreed that patient’s wish for euthanasia most of the 
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time is not to be taken internally, but rather it should be taken as “a call for 

better help. However, cases of “total pain” abound where even under the 

best conditions of nursing aid and intensive personal care the sufferings 

cannot be mastered. Therefore, the wish for assistance to die does not 

remain mute. Today’s advocates to euthanasia are pushing for help in these 

latter cases. Their logical submission is from the view point that death is 

most preferred excruciating pain without hope and “senseless misery”. In 

view of this latest thought Pius XII (cited in Hiatt, 2016) made a declaration 

that pain relieving medication can be administered, even when it comprises 

a cutting off life as an unintended side effect. However, Pius rejected active, 

direct euthanasia, this is so too, of the declaration of euthanasia of 1980 of 

the congregation for the doctrine of faith and the encyclical evangelism 

vitae of John Paul II of 1995. The latter declares that euthanasia is a grave 

violation of the law of God, since it is deliberate and morally unacceptable 

killing of human person. Again, traditional reasons advanced against a self 

taking of one’s life and that of an innocent fellow man also troll good for an 

argument against euthanasia but with some modifications proper to the 

particular issue. 

The exclusive right of disposition is the argument from the exclusive right 

of disposition by God over life and death of a human being. Foreman (1999) 

states that the tradition of moral theology considers this position as the 

most important and conclusive; this argument proves indeed one’s 

responsibility for one’s life before God. But it cannot preclude the legitimate 

of an active sacrifice of one’s life, if it should clearly result that this stands 

in the service of God’s plan with human-kind and the world does not 

contradict it. Peschke (1997) maintains that some hold that direct euthanasia 

could be justified in certain circumstances, either for the presentation of a 

person’s freedom and dignity threatened by an excruciating illness or for 

reasons of a humane death or compassion and fraternal love. Thus even 

theologians of the other side of the debate did not in theory; reject in 

absolute sins the positive of the authors they concede that for borderline 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.3 No.1 March, 2020 
 

Euthanasia and its Challenges to Christian Religion in Contemporary Society…      260 

cases an actively straight ethical solution cannot always be found. Peschke 

maintains that: 

 

The termination of a person’s life may never stand in 

contradiction to a person’s ultimate calling. Every person 

believing in God will be acutely aware of this awesome 

demand. But if it were true in an absolute way that every 

agony of the dying, also the greatest and longest one, has to 

be considered as a last phase of human maturing enveloped 

by God’s affirmation, which a person is not allowed to 

shorten, would this not also exclude indirect shortening of life 

by narcotics and passive omission of life-prolonging 

measures in order to abate a person’s suffering? And yet, they 

are considered lawful. In principle, the liberation from 

suffering is a worthy good, because it is the object of all the 

works of mercy. Yet is the liberating from the grave, terminal 

suffering a good that justifies a termination of life by 

euthanasia? Here the minds part. According to Christian 

teaching, suffering, especially suffering during the last 

moment of life, has a special place in God’s saving plan; it is 

in fact a sharing in Christ’s passion and a union with the 

redeeming sacrifice which he offered in obedience to the 

father’s will (p. 333).    

  

Cameron (1990) presented two common misconceptions in favor of the 

practice of euthanasia. First, death is usually preceded by serious pain and 

secondly, modern medical technique is geared towards drawing out the 

dying process as long as possible. In his thought, euthanasia is 

understandably preferred. Hence, modern drug therapies are effective in 

bringing relief to patients with serious discomfort. However, good 

medicine in the bid to reject euthanasia has always also rejected “futile 

treatment which merely prolongs the process of dying”. 
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Common Arguments for Euthanasia  

Benson (2010) gave the following argument for and against euthanasia 

1. The argument for compassionate killing. In contemporary medical 

parlance, the technology to prolong life has been developed and this 

may unintentionally increase suffering; euthanasia simply relieves such 

suffering.  

 

2.  Argument for promotion of the greatest good of the greatest number. If 

the benefits outweigh the harms caused, the practice should be pursued.  

 

3.  Suicide is legal – therefore assisted suicide should also be legal.  

 

4.  Active and passive euthanasia are the same thing. There is no morally 

relevant difference between killing a patient and allowing them to die.   

 

5.  Euthanasia is compatible with medical ethics. It is not a violation of the 

Hippocratic Oath.  

 

6.  Personal autonomy. The state should not interfere with a person’s right 

to make their own health care decisions.  

 

7.  Euthanasia may not involve killing. A distinction may be made between 

a patient’s biological life (their physical existence) and biographical life 

(aspects of one’s life which render it meaningful). Not all human beings 

are persons, and non-persons may be euthanized.  

 

Common Arguments against Euthanasia  

1.  The argument of sanctity of life holds that Humans are created in the 

image of God, and that human life is therefore of huge value. Thus, 

taking an innocent human life is a dishonor to God who gave it and 

cannot be condoned.  
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2.  Violation of susceptible person is an argument that patient may feel 

obliged to consent to euthanasia out of convenience to others (such as 

healthy relatives, or taxpayers who fund the public health system).  

3.  Misdiagnoses are possible. Though rare, the misdiagnosis of a terminal 

illness is possible and death cannot be reversed.  

4.  Benefit of suffering. This is where the experience of suffering may 

expedite character development. Also, suffering may be more in the 

eyes of the relative or friend than the patient.  

5.  Playing God. If euthanasia is legalized it would rank physicians in the 

place of God in determining how and when death occurs.  

6.  Slippery Slope. Legalization of voluntary euthanasia may lead society 

to accept involuntary euthanasia.  

7.  Patient-doctor relationship. Legalization of euthanasia may undermine 

the trust between a patient and their physician, as well as the moral 

integrity of the medical profession.  

8.  Health Care Funding. Legalization of euthanasia may weaken a 

society’s resolve to provide adequate funding to care for the dying.  

9.  Health Care Method. Legalization of euthanasia may undermine the 

impetus to develop better approaches to the care of the suffering and 

the dying.  

10. Smokescreen for Murder. Euthanasia may be used as a justification for 

an act which would otherwise be classified as murder.  

                                                                                                                                                                                                     

Euthanasia: Possible Challenges to Christian Society 

It is not farfetched that argument over euthanasia is very complex. 

Euthanasia is rejected in traditional Christian belief, chiefly because it is 

thought to contravene the prohibition of murder in the Ten 

Commandments. Stott (2006) opines that the argument for euthanasia has 

various phases ranging from medical, ethical, theological, social and even 

personal aspects, and they are highly emotional subjects, “for the touch of 

the mysteries of life and death”. This actually involve very painful dilemma 

“yet Christians cannot opt out of personal decision-making or public 



South-South Journal of Humanities and international Studies                      Vol.3 No.1 March, 2020 
 

Euthanasia and its Challenges to Christian Religion in Contemporary Society…      263 

discussion regarding this topic as a result of its complex nature. Stott 

further put that this debate has lasted since. The Bible did not give specific 

guidance to a lot of moral and ethical issues concerning human existence.  

According to Kunhiyop (2008), when the Bible does not give specific 

guidance on an issue, the Christian must be guided by fundamental biblical 

principles. The first is that every human being, regardless of his or her 

external conditions, sickness, poverty of deformity, is created in the Image 

of God (Gen. 2:24). The second principle is that all life is God’s gift therefore 

He decides when to give it and to take it away (Job 1:22), therefore it is 

forbidden and arrogant for anyone to take it. Kunhiyop further submits that 

on no condition is one allowed to act otherwise. Conditions such as 

economic, social, physical or mental reasons cannot be accepted as good 

ground to terminate someone’s life. Erickson and Bowers (2016) gave a 

summary of the parallel between euthanasia and murder. 1) It is 

intentional, 2) it is premeditated 3) it is malicious 4) contrary to the desire 

or the intention of the victim, and 5) against someone who has done nothing 

deserving capital punishment. Thus, life is important not just because of 

what it produces but it exists.    

According to Cameron (1995), “euthanasia is inimical in the eyes of most 

Christian ethicists”. (p. 357). This position is viewed from the 

understanding of the dignity of humanity and trust in Gods providence. 

Others argue from the standpoint of compassion and autonomy. However, 

in Holland during the 1980s, there was medical and legal toleration of 

euthanasia which was seen as the evidence of the development of post 

Christian society in contemporary Europe. Troubling questions raised by 

euthanasia for Christians are “is euthanasia sinful or merciful and loving”? 

If God decides whether we live or die, are we “playing God” just as much 

by healing people as by quickening their deaths? How will Christians 

respond to euthanasia? 
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The Sanctity of Human Life: A Christian Position 

Vere (1995) in his apologetics for the sanctity of human life asserts that the 

phrase “sanctity of human life” was never used as such in scripture, yet, it 

is used to describe human life as the gift of God (Acts 17:25). Man was 

created in God’s image (Gen. 1:26-27), and is subject to the law of the 

covenants of Noah and Moses (Gen. 9:5-6; Ex. 20:13). Therefore, it becomes 

the duty of every man to conserve and respect human life (Gen. 9:5; 4:8-

10,15), and to be responsible for the life of their fellow men (4:9; Dt. 21:1-

19). He further puts that the phrase is often used though incorrectly and 

ambiguously, to imply a duty to safe life at all cost, it is a notion that is ‘no 

where evinced’ in scripture however, it emphasizes the inevitability of 

natural death (Heb. 9:27) and set a restriction on instances in which human 

life can be taken (e.g. judicially, cf; Gen. 9:6). Thus, outside of these 

instances, human beings has absolute right not to be deliberately killed (e.g. 

non-combatants in war-time). Exceptions are rare and very debatable 

because God’s sovereignty over human life must not in any way be 

usurped. God made the human life so sacred and special therefore is it 

precious to Him (Ps. 116:15), and because human nature was taken by God 

at the incarnation (Jn. 1:1, 14) which is a demonstration of the value He 

placed on the human nature. 

 

Some Christians support Euthanasia: 

As evil as euthanasia has been painted yet, some Christians have argued in 

support of it. God is love and Christianity promotes love and compassion. 

Rachel (2016) avers that keeping someone in pain and suffering is not love, 

it is evil. Euthanasia can be the most loving action, and the best way of 

putting agape love into practice. Humans were given dominion over all 

living things by God (Genesis 1:28), i.e. we all have right to choice. The 

reason Jesus came was to give humanity the opportunity to live life in full, 

John 10:10: this means quality of life. If someone has no quality of life, then 

euthanasia could be good. God gave humans free will. We should be 
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allowed to use free will to decide when our lives end. Hence, all things on 

earth have its season and time (Ecclesiastes 3:1-4).  

 

Other Christians are against Euthanasia   

Beauchamp (2019) opines that those who argue against euthanasia do so 

because they see danger in making euthanasia legal. This position like the 

first also draws strength which is Bible base. 

 

1.  “Thou shall not kill”. It is wrong to take away God‛s sacred gift of 

human life. 

2.  “God made man in his own image” Genesis 1:27 – human life is a sacred 

gift from God. 

3.  “God gives and God takes away” Job 1:21, not us! 

4.  “Don‛t you know that you are the temple of God?” 1 Corinthians 3:16-

17 

5.  Jesus healed the sick and dying, he did not kill them. Christians have a 

duty to help others who are suffering, not kill them. 

6.  Humans have a responsibility to use God‛s gifts to the full, not end it! 

Suicide denies our responsibilities to our neighbors, society, family, etc.. 

7.  Everyone is created by God and offered salvation through Christ – 

killing is always wrong. 

8.  Killing a life opposes God‛s love for that person. 

According to Gordon (2019), Christian beliefs about life after death may 

affect the way Christians think about suicide and euthanasia. The 

consciousness of judgment after death is a strong motivation. Some other 

Christians believe in the mercy of God and His understanding upon 

someone who has taken their life. People may think they are acting for the 

best, but are in fact doing something which God disapproves of. Christians 

may find themselves in a difficult situation. They may be stuck between 

their Christian beliefs that euthanasia is wrong, and their love for someone 

dying painfully of a terminal illness. 
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Some Selected Church Statements on Euthanasia 

The Church is not silent over the debate concerning euthanasia. Benson 

(2010) gave the under listed Church statements:  

 

The Roman Catholic Church 

1.  Totally against euthanasia. Any act which deliberately brings about 

death is the same as murder. 

2.  Does accept using pain killing drugs which are meant to relieve pain, 

but may shorten someone‛s life. 

3.  “Ordinary” treatments, e.g. feeding a patient must always continue, but 

“Extraordinary” treatments such as a complicated operation that is 

unlikely to succeed need not be given. Euthanasia is always wrong, but 

it is also wrong to keep a patient alive at any cost. People should be 

allowed to die, but only when nature, or God, decides. ‘Euthanasia is a 

grave violation of the law of God as stated by Pope John Paul II, 1995 

 

The Church of England  

This has been debating about euthanasia for 30 years and submitted thus:  

Sanctity of Life is very important, but doctors should not have to keep 

people alive for the sake of it, regardless of the quality of life. Making the 

old and the ill feel wanted and valuable is more important. Church should 

do all it can to make the elderly feel important members of society. God 

himself has given to humankind the gift of life. As such, it is to be revered 

and cherished. Those who become vulnerable through illness or disability 

deserve special care and protection. We do not accept that the right to 

personal autonomy that requires any change in the law in order to allow 

euthanasia, as opined by Church of England 1999. 

 

Baptist Church 

The Church is generally against euthanasia. The Baptist holds that all 

human life is sacred and worth preserving. The Baptist sees euthanasia as 

similar to abortion and raises the same issues as whether people have the 
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right to take away human life. It is right when a person is brain dead and 

experts agree there is no chance of recovery, and then it is acceptable to stop 

treatment and allow the patient to die naturally. Baptists do not agree with 

actions that make death come more quickly, e.g. a lethal dose of drugs. 

 

Methodist Church 

“We need to provide better care for the dying rather than kill them off 

‘early.” Methodist Conference 1974. Dr. Leslie Weather head (leader of the 

Methodist Church). 

I sincerely believe that those who come after us will wonder 

why on earth we kept a human being alive against his will, 

when all the dignity, beauty and meaning of life had 

vanished; When any gain to anyone was clearly impossible 

and when we should have been punished by the state if we 

had kept an animal in similar conditions. 

 

Recommendations 

This research is making the following as recommendations: 

1).  In the spirit of the sacredness of the human life and the evil in the taking 

of human life, government should put strong measures and laws to 

ensure that in cases where assisted suicide is requested it should be 

unsure as result of certifies reasons. 

2). The evil in euthanasia is potent only when it is carried out with a 

conscious intention of killing a fellow as a result of wickedness and not 

on the bases of all circumstances as analyzed; therefore, euthanasia is “a 

necessary evil” to accommodate. 

 

Conclusion 

Benson (2010) following his critical x-ray of some cases of victims of 

circumstances posits that we all die, and most people prefer to die naturally 

and with dignity but sometimes this is impossible. According to him, the 

mid-1970s  has experience increasing support in many countries for medical 
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assistance to facilitate death, especially in cases where a patient faces 

unbearable suffering, terminal illness, or a persistent vegetative state, or 

because for some other reason their life is considered to be not worth living. 

Obviously, it is true that life is precious because it is created by God and in 

His own image. God did not relent in making known how sacred life is and 

why it is evil to take life. However, it should be drawn to attention that even 

the Bible allows for the application of wisdom in the context where a 

situation becomes circumstantial and this research posits that euthanasia is 

an abnormal phenomenon where the circumstances involved left the 

victims no choice. It is not a situation where the victims are left with an iota 

of hope or the family of patients involved love to take the life of their 

beloved but the condition the victims wake up to.  
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