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EUTHANASIA: IS IT ACT OF MERCY OR CRUEL MURDER?
PSYCHOLOGICAL AND LEGAL CONSIDERATION

The article deals with such an ambiguous and complex phenomenon as euthanasia, the legalization of which de-
pends on the answer to the question about its essence. The most complete and meaningful definition of the concept im-
plies that it is a deliberate act of a medical practitioner committed in accordance with the explicitly and unambiguously
made request of the patient or his/her legal representative in order to terminate the physical and mental suffering,
which is fatal according to medical indicators, and results in his/her death. In this context, there are two opposing
views on the essence of the phenomenon: it is either a violation of the right to life or the realization of the right to death.
The attitudes of young people to euthanasia as a phenomenon on the basis of “Acme” (for future psychologists and
social workers) and “Leader of Law ” (for future lawyers) Professional Development Schools, functioning at the Facul-
ty of Law of the Ternopil National Economic University, have been examined before and after implementing a specially
designed training program aimed at the development of mercy. As a result, the number of the respondents who believe
euthanasia should be legalized in Ukraine, has increased after the training.
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Introduction

Human life is recognized as the highest social value.
The right to life is a fundamental and the most important
right, which occupies a special place among personal non-
property ones. It is conditioned by the very nature of the
person and is at the top of the set of social values.

Interstate threats, and especially the destructive char-
acteristics of Western civilization, intensify the devalua-
tion of traditional moral principles. Crisis conditions in
the modern space contribute to the perception of these
negative trends, which, in turn, provokes a chaotic re-
thinking of many moral progress achievements, including
the eternal question of the value of human life and the
ability to manage it. Hence, an unusual interest in the
issue of euthanasia is clear, which can be called one of the
most controversial and still unresolved medical-
deontological, religious-ethical and psycho-legal prob-
lems of our time.

Today, according to the internal criminal law of our
state, euthanasia is considered to be a murder, and there-
fore is forbidden. However, the legalization of the “right
to death”, which has become a subject of discussions
among specialists in the fields of psychology and medi-
cine, not only gives rise to new ones, but also intensifies
existing discussions in the legal field. Therefore, at the
present stage, an attempt is being made to carry out an
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analysis of the consequences of the legalization of eutha-
nasia in Ukraine.

Aim and Tasks

The psychological and legal aspects of this phenom-
enon are not sufficiently clarified by modern researchers,
therefore the purpose of our study is to analyze controver-
sial problems of euthanasia in modern practices.

The following tasks are set: 1) to reveal the essence
of euthanasia phenomenon in the context of human right
to life; 2) to carry out a survey aimed at revealing young
people’s attitude to euthanasia; 3) to present the designed
training program aimed at the development of mercy and
empathy in students as means of internal self-regulation,
4) to assess its impact on the students’ attitude to euthana-
sia in the modern society.

Research Methods

In order to address the tasks, we used a number of
theoretical research methods to generalize and systema-
tize the processed literature sources on the topic; as well
as empirical methodology of studying the phenomenon of
euthanasia; and methods of mathematical statistics to
process the obtained results.

In this research, the students of the 3-4" years of
study majoring in “Social work” and “Law” of Ternopil
National Economic University who are members of the
“Acme” and “Leader of Law” professional development




schools, took part. These schools of professional devel-
opment, functioning on the basis of Faculty of Law, are
projects aimed at raising the level of students’ knowledge
in the field of psychology, sociology, law, and acquiring
practical skills in the specialty. They are often engaged in
different kinds of activities, surveys, experiments, etc. as
respondents and their active participants.

The sample size is 80 people with a satisfactory state
of health, aged from 18 to 20 years (40 students majoring
in “Law” (40) and 40 in “Social work”; 23% of students
are 18 years old, 67% - 19 years old, and 10% - 20 years
old.

Therefore, the respondents were suggested to fill in a
specially designed questionnaire aiming to examine their
attitudes to euthanasia in general and the issue of its legal-
ization in Ukraine, in particular. The questionnaire con-
sists of 9 questions with certain variants of answers,
among which the respondents have to choose one.

Theoretical Study Results

The right to life is a fundamental and inalienable
right of every person. It is enshrined in a number of inter-
national normative legal acts that guarantee the rights and
freedoms of the person and lay the responsibility on the
state to protect it.

The right to life is considered in two respects: 1) the
right to freedom from any illegal infringements on life on
the part of the state; 2) the right of a person to manage
one’s own life, that is, the opportunity to expose it to a
significant risk and to decide on its termination. The lat-
ter, as a rule, is called euthanasia (Kozochkin, 2003).

For the first time, the concept of euthanasia was in-
troduced by F. Bacon in his book “On the Dignity and
Enrichment of Sciences” in 1605. However, it should be
noted that euthanasia was considered by him not as the
murder of a patient with the aim to free him/her from
suffering, but effective anesthesia with this same purpose
(Euthanasia,
http://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya).

In the foreign legal and medical literature, the term
“euthanasia” is used controversially. The Short Oxford
Dictionary gives three meanings of this word: 1) calm and
easy death, 2) means for this, 3) actions for its implemen-
tation (Trumble, Brown, M. (2007). In the Great Medical
Encyclopedia, “euthanasia” is interpreted as “practice of
intentionally ending a life in order to relieve pain and
suffering” (Petrovskii, 1986). We believe that the most
complete and meaningful definition of the concept im-
plies that euthanasia is a deliberate act of a medical practi-
tioner committed in accordance with the explicitly and
unambiguously made request of the patient or his/her
legal representative in order to terminate the physical and
mental suffering, which is fatal according to medical
indicators, and results in his/her death.

There are a number of classifications of euthanasia
according to the type. The most widespread is its division
into: voluntary euthanasia, involuntary euthanasia and
forced euthanasia; active and passive; positive and nega-
tive; medical euthanasia, etc. (Zilber, 2007).
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In jurisprudence, the most widely used criterion is
the division of euthanasia by the way of its implementa-
tion:

1) an active (positive or “filled syringe method”) one
implies that a patient with an incurable illness is provided
with special means or other actions that cause rapid and
painless death, according to his/her decision;

2) a passive (negative or “laid aside syringe meth-
0d”) one involves the refusal to apply measures that sup-
port the life of the patient, provided that he/she has inde-
pendently made a decision, that is manifested in the ter-
mination of the provision of medical care aimed at ex-
tending life, which accelerates natural death (Euthanasia,
http://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya).

Active euthanasia can be performed in the following
forms:

« “murder of mercy” occurs when a physician, due to
the unbearable suffering of a hopelessly ill patient, and
being unable to eliminate it, applies an overdose of an
analgesic drug, which results in an expected death;

« suicide “assisted by a doctor” - takes place under
circumstances when a doctor provides assistance to the
patient in committing a suicide;

« “active euthanasia” can take place without the ac-
tive participation of a physician, when a patient commits a
suicide (Kassahina, 2004).

Regarding the issue of legal regulation of responsi-
bility for euthanasia, today there is no consensus in the
world legal doctrine. An analysis of the legislation of
foreign countries on the responsibility for euthanasia
shows that the most severe criminal responsibility for this
act is foreseen in countries with persistent religious tradi-
tions. Meanwhile, “merciful murder” is spreading in more
and more countries (Bazylivska, 2008).

Active euthanasia at the legislative level is permitted
only in three European countries: Belgium, Holland, and
Luxembourg (Zilber, 2007).

The Netherlands was the first country to decriminal-
ize the active and passive forms of euthanasia. The adop-
tion of such a legal act is not surprising, because the
Netherlands are considered a pioneer in the implementa-
tion of many liberal ideas, not only in the field of medi-
cine.

It should be mentioned that in some countries, legis-
lation allows the implementation of passive euthanasia,
for example, Northern Territory of Australia, Oregon
(USA). However, there are countries which are totally
against legalizing euthanasia. In particular, in Germany,
in view of the tragic experience of introducing a euthana-
sia program during the Second World War, even in good
faith the use of a deadly drug implies a severe criminal
punishment.

In the Ukrainian legislation, the issue of euthanasia re-
mains the most controversial and unresolved. In particular, in
part 3 of Art. 52 of Fundamentals of the Ukrainian Law on
Health Preservation, it is stated that medical workers are pro-
hibited from carrying out euthanasia, intentional acceleration of
death, intentional taking life of an incurable patient in order to




stop histher suffering. The Ukrainian criminal law does not
provide any rules of law regulating the responsibility for this act
(The Criminal Code of Ukraine).

The very right to life or death has for many years
been the subject of discussion for lawyers, psychologists
and medicine experts, as well as the whole society. So
what is it: a mercy or a crime? What motivates people to
perform such a deed (Koval, 2017)?

A deed is always a transcendence to a new dimen-
sion of life; it is always about overcoming and transition-
ing to a new existential space; it is a new countdown, the
beginning of a new era; it is a transition to a qualitatively
different life world.

The inevitability of death is one of the most difficult
psychological trials, especially for a person who has not
lost spiritual sensitivity, which requires to refer to the
issue of deeds. To perform a deed of dying is not associ-
ated with clinging to life, though it is natural for every
living being. A person feeling the loss of one’s own es-
sence qualities, ability for spiritual creation, personal
development, may depreciate one’s own life in its biolog-
ical form. It is a deed performing which a person allows
oneself to undergo degradation to the lower levels of
existence.

According to the Ukrainian Cossack traditions, a ma-
ture person feeling unable for life heroic deeds, voluntari-
ly quitted and retired to a cloister to pray for forgiveness.
The aggravated unwillingness to become an old, sick,
unable person which is characteristic of strong people
with high self-esteem level, can result in committing
suicide as a kind of a deed manifesting the freedom of
will and independence on external determination of one’s
being (Dudnyk, 2018).

According to Tytarenko, self-attitude becomes an at-
titude to life and death. The fear of death is not a painful
phenomenon; it is peculiar for all people. It is not an indi-
cator of neurotic or age-related deviations: it serves the
need for self-preservation (Tytarenko, 2007). According
to A. Bakanova, facing death as a critical situation is
inherently ambivalent, on the one hand, it can have a
devastating effect on the personality — express itself in the
heightened fear of death, and on the other hand, give
meaning to life, to make it more full (Bakanova, 2000).

With the development of the society and state, the
role of human life grows in the axiological context. With
each stage of the development, the attitude of the society
towards every member becomes more humane. Accord-
ingly, human life is at the heart of the protection of the
society and state as a whole. The Constitution of Ukraine
in Art. 3 proclaims human life the highest social value.
Also Article 27 of the Basic Law enshrines the inalienable
right to life, by guaranteeing it by the prohibition of arbi-
trary deprivation of life and establishing the duty of the
state to protect human life (The Constitution of Ukraine).

0. Solovyov, supporting the idea of introducing into
the content of the right to life of such a component as its
management, notes that the right to life covers the right to
manage one’s own life; the right to put one’s own life at
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risk; human right to self-defense; the right to require other
persons to refrain from unlawful deprivation of life of a
person, to create conditions for reducing the risk to life;
the right to expect other people protect one’s own life; the
right to conduct (or to refuse) active euthanasia; the right
to protection of life by the state on behalf of its authorized
bodies, as well as international institutions or their bodies;
an opportunity to obtain proper legal protection of the
right to life, its appropriate legal regulation (Soloviov,
2004).

O. Pankov and Y. Petrovsky understand the right to
manage one’s own life as the opportunity of putting it at
risk or committing a suicide (Pankov, Petrovsky, 2007).

N. Kalchenko believes that one of the aspects of the
right to life is the right to its free management (Kalchen-
ko, 1995). The researcher talks about the possibility of a
voluntary decision by a person to put his/her life at risk in
certain situations, and this should be conditioned by the
free, conscious expression of the will of this person,
aimed at achieving a positive goal in his/her own inter-
ests. The positive nature of the purpose is determined
from the point of view of its legitimacy and compliance
with ethical criteria. Indispensable factor of freedom in
choosing the form of putting life at risk are the conditions
of the implementation of law, rejecting at the same time
the threat to the lives of others (Kalchenko, 1995).

Considering the limits of the right to life, it is neces-
sary to determine the final moment of the existence of life
and the right to it. Death is a multifaceted notion — philo-
sophical, ethical, medical, and legal. The Philosophical
Dictionary defines death as “an irreversible termination of
the vital functions of an organism, the inevitable natural
end to the existence of a living being” (Furman, 2016).
The Department of Life Statistics at the United Nations
determines death as “the final cessation of all life func-
tions”. 1. Babadzhanov believes that death is the moment
of the end (interruption) of the biological state of life and,
at the same time, the legal fact, which means the comple-
tion of individual legal personality (Babadganov, 2014).

The issue of person’s right to death is of particular
interest in the study of the right to life. Thus, some schol-
ars believe that the right to death of a person involves the
ability to independently make decisions concerning
his/her death, that is, the ability of a person to consciously
and voluntarily choose the time to pass away and the
desirable way/method to do it (Kyrychuk, Romenec,
2002). Describing this right, scholars argue that nobody
may oppose a person to have it. The desire to avoid suf-
fering — either physical or emotional — is absolutely inher-
ent in a man, because suffering is humiliating, and no-
body wants to be weak or addicted. A human being is not
only a body or psychophysical integrity, but also a special
spiritual and physical reality, personality. Not only life,
but also death is a constant affirmation of the freedom of
one’s own spirit and manifestation of a special, unique
spiritual world. In the normal state, every person wants to
live long and happy life, rejecting thoughts of death. And
death is not that terrible according to Epicurus, who stated
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that when one exists, there is no death, and when it
comes, one does not exist. But there is difference in natu-
ral or accidental death, as well as death as a result of suf-
fering, an incurable disease (Dudnyk, 2018).

In the context of bioethics, the right of every person
to the uniqueness and the primary value of one’s own life
and death, the discovery of the will of an independent,
unique personality is recognized. And the tragedy of the
modern society lies in the fact that the patient is not con-
sidered as a person who is treated on equal terms with
others. A person is treated as an unlucky one, the one who
must be felt sorrow for, take care of, protect from any
news not to worry him/her, and at the same time everyone
forgets about the main thing — about his/her inner world
and personality.

And if the society was more curious about the feel-
ings of the dying, the issue of euthanasia would not be
discussed, because it would become clear that during the
last days of life, a person is experiencing an absolutely
terrible and at the same time a unique period of life. The
meaning of the last days of life, when a man, according to
the words of the Teresa de Lisieux, “like a locomotive
approaching the final station, a person is experiencing a
huge spiritual growth at this moment, grows to the full-
ness of his/her “self” disclosure. When a person is nearly
to die, he/she becomes different, paradoxically overcom-
ing fears and weaknesses (Bioethical problems of life,
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http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/I
ectures_stud/.htm).

Empirical Study Results

According to scientists, the study cannot be consid-
ered to be completed if it has not been experimentally
researched. We believe that the opinions of young society
members, their perception of bioethical ideas and princi-
ples are of great importance. The task of our experiment
was to examine the attitudes of young people to euthana-
sia as a phenomenon; as well as to present and test a train-
ing program for the development of mercy and empathy
in them as ways of internal self-regulation.

The main goal of the first stage of our study was to
examine the respondents’ attitude to the phenomenon of
euthanasia.

The second stage covered the implementation of the
training concerning the study of various aspects of eutha-
nasia.

Structurally, the training program for the study of eu-
thanasia is divided into two units, which are represented
by psychological training tools focused on the ability to
determine the psychological aspects of dying and death,
as well as moral and ethical, legal aspects of euthanasia,
the ability to use them in professional activities to com-
municate with incurably ill people according to the prin-
ciples of medical ethics and deontology (see Table 1).
During the training, the students visited the geriatric
boarding school.

Table 1.

Goals and Interdisciplinary Integration Euthanasia Study Training Program

Name of the unit

Psychological training means

Form of work

Psychological Aspects of Dying
and Death. Moral and Ethical, Le-
gal aspects of euthanasia

Teaching students understanding the phenom-
ena of life, death, suicide from the standpoints
of law, psychology, and philosophy

Lectures, exercises, discus-
sions

Psychological Aspects of Suicidal
Behavior in Somatic Patients

Applying communication skills with incurably
ill people, collecting complaints, conducting
interviews according to the principles of
medical ethics and deontology

Conversations with geriatric
boarding school patients

The purpose of the third stage was to examine
changes according to the statistical criterion in the re-
spondents’ attitudes to euthanasia after the training.

At the first and third stages, the students were sug-
gested to fill in a written questionnaire form containing

questions concerning various aspects of the phenomenon
of euthanasia. The respondents had to select one variant
among the suggested statements.

The results of initial data (second stage of the study)
obtained are shown in Table 2.

Table 2.
Initial Results of the Survey
guestions answers, %
Have you ever taken care Yes No I have never had incur-
of incurably ill close ably ill relatives
relatives? 30.7 16.7 52.6
“Acme” - “Leader of “Acme”’- “Leader of “Acme”- | “Leader of
9,7% Law” - 9,5% Law” - 7.2% 32,1% Law” -
21% 20,5%
Would you consider your Optimal Satisfactory Poor
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http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
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guestions answers, %
state of health as opti- 68.1 30.2 1.7
mal, satisfactory or
poor? “Acme”- “Leader of “Acme - “Leader of “Aeme”- | “Leader of
32,1% Law” - 36% 15,2% Law” - 15% 1,1% Law” -
0,6%
Are you a religious per- Yes No Undecided
son? 71% 18% 11%
“Acme”- “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
38% Law” - 33% 7% Law” - 11% 5% Law” - 6%
What values are the most Spiritual Material Undecided
significant in your life? 47% 44% 9%
“Acme”- “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
25% Law” - 22% 17% Law” - 27% 1% Law” - 8%
What is your attitude I am against it. Euthanasia | Positively. Everyone has right Neutral attitude
towards euthanasia in contradicts moral standards to make choice
general? 65% 26% 9%
“Acme”- “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
34% Law” - 31% 10% Law” - 16% 2% Law” - 7%
Do you believe a person No, I don’t. The choice of Yea, | do. Everyone has right Undecided
may want to pass away? | passing away is a symbol of | to choose: to live suffering, or
loss of faith. to pass away and relieve pain.
59 % 24 % 17 %
“Acme”- “Leader of “Acme - “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
32% Law” - 27% 11% Law” - 13% 9% Law” - 8%

Why, in your opinion,
euthanasia has not been

Because of religion. A
human being is the highest

Because of economic issues.

Its legalization can be
dangerous for our socie-

legalized in Ukraine yet? value. ty. cycminbcTBa
43% 21% 36%
“Acme”- “Leader of “Acme - “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
24% Law” - 19% 6% Law” - 15% 18% Law” -
18%
Should euthanasia be No Yes Undecided
legalized in Ukraine? 75% 22% 3%
“Acme - “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
35% Law” - 33% 13% Law” - 16% 2% Law” - 1%
Is life worth fighting for? | Yes, undoubtedly. Life is It depends. Undecided
the highest value.
70 % 28 % 2%
“Acme - “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader of | “Acme”- | “Leader of
34% Law” - 36% 11% Law” - 17% 2% Law” - 0%

After the training program implementation, the re-
spondents were interviewed. They were asked just one

question: “In your opinion, should euthanasia be legalized
in Ukraine?”. The results are presented in Table 3.

Table 3.
Survey Results after the Training
No Yes Undecided
Should euthanasia be 62% 35% 3%
legalized in Ukraine? “Acme - “Leader of “Acme - “Leader of “Acme”- “Leader
33% Law” - 13% Law” - 22% 2% of Law” -
29% 1%

Thus, the main goal of the suggested training was to
familiarize students with moral and ethical, and legal
aspects of euthanasia, as well as making them aware of
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pain and suffering experienced by incurable patients
through the example of the geriatric house.

The analysis of the results of the study show that the
vast majority of the respondents before the training (75%)




and after it (62%) think that the euthanasia should not be
legalized in Ukraine. It should be noted that the majority
of the respondents who supported the issue of euthanasia
legalization after the training were students majoring in
“Law” (22%), and only 13% of the students majoring in
“Social Work” supported it. Thus, 13% have changed
their minds and consider euthanasia to be an act of mercy
which should be supported by law. The results are indica-
tive of the fact that future social workers are less prone to
mercy as compared to law students.

So, we can conclude that in most cases the civilized
world opposes euthanasia in its active form, and our re-
search has shown the same results.

Conclusions

Summing up the above, we can argue that the prohi-
bition of euthanasia cannot be regarded as a violation of
the right to life. After all, euthanasia as the right to death
(suicide) contradicts the right to life, because it is inalien-
able. And it cannot be regarded as an act of mercy at the

REFERENCES
1. Babadganov, I.H. (2014). Gyzn i smert cheloveka
kak institucialno-pravovye kategorii (teoretiko-

aksiologichekii I chastno-pravovoi analiz) [Life and death of
a person as institutional and legal categories (theoretical-
axiological and private legal analysis)]. Candidate’s thesis.
Dnepropetrovsk [in Russian].

2. Bakanova, A.A. (2000). Otnoshenie k gyzni i smer-
ti v razlichnyh kriticheskih situacyiah [Attitude to life and
death in various critical situations]. Candidate’s thesis.
Sankt-Peterburg [in Russian].

3. Bidovanec, O.Y. Bioetychni problem gyttia,
vmyrannia, reanimacii ta smerti [Bioethical problems of life,
dying, resuscitation and death]. Retrieved from:
http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lect
ures_stud/.htm [in Ukrainian].

4. Bog bagatyi myloserdiam. Dives in misericordia:
Encyklika vselenskogo arhiereia lvana Pavla 1l [God is rich
in mercy. Dives in misericordia: Encyclical of the Ecumeni-
cal Bishop of John Paul II]. (1999). Lviv: Misioner [in
Ukrainian].

5. Petrovskii, B.V. (1986). Bolshaia medicynskaia en-
cyclopedia [Great Medical Encyclopedia]. (Vols. 1-30).
Moscow: Sovetskaia encyklopediia [in Russian].

6. Evtanaziia [Euthanasia]. Retreved
fromhttp://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya
[in Ukrainian].

7. Bazylivska, O. (2008). Evtanaziia: za chy proty,
stan zakonodavchogo reguluivannia [Euthanasia: For or
against, the legislative regulation]. Retreved from:
http://h.ua/story/148602/ [in Ukrainian].

8. Zilber, A. (2007). Traktat ob evtanazii [Treatise on
euthanasia]. Petrozavodsk: izdatelstvo Petrozavodskovo
universiteta [in Russian].

9. Kalchenko, N.V. (1995). Pravo cheloveka i grag-
danina na gyzn i evo garantii v Rosiiskoi Federacii [The
Human and Citizen's Right to Life and its Guarantees in the

Science and Education, 2018, Issue 3

lNcuxonoeaisi — Psychology

same time. Euthanasia should be considered as one of the
types of murder but for a charity purpose. The modern
Ukrainian society represented in the young generation is
not yet ready for its legalization. As an alternative, we
consider it reasonable to create hospices - specialized
institutions with specially selected staff of qualified doc-
tors and psychologists who help people to survive the last
phase of their lives. The more important thing than the
human right to easy death is one’s right to a decent, high-
quality life, as well under conditions of illness, which
would include the right to treatment with the help of hu-
mane methods aimed at alleviating the suffering of a sick
person.

The paper does not cover all the aspects of this mul-
tifaceted issue. In our further research studies, we are
going to conduct a profound research of euthanasia, inter-
viewing persons for whom euthanasia, in case of legaliza-
tion, would be a functional duty — doctors-oncologists,
emergency physicians.

Russian Federation]. Candidate’s thesis. Volgograd [in Rus-
sian].

10. Kapinus, O. (2006). Evtanaziia v svete prava na
gyzn [Euthanasia in the context of the right to life]. Moscow:
Kameron [in Russian].

11. Kassahina, N. (2004). Problemy evtanazii [Prob-
lems of euthanasia]. Proceeding from: 17 Vserosiiskoi nauch-
no-prakticheskoi konferencii «Aktualnye problemy pravovo-
vo regulirovaniia medicynskoi deiatelnosti» — Il National
Russia scientific-practical conference «Actual problems of
legal regulation of medical activitiesy. (pp.182-183). Mos-
cow: Yurist [in Russian].

12. Kachur, 1.V. (2011). Bioetychno problemy: analiz
gromadskoii dumky shchodo legalizaciii evtanazii v Ukraiini
[Bioethical issues: analysis of public opinion on the legaliza-
tion of euthanasia in Ukraine]. Nauka. Religiia. Suspilstvo —
Science. Religion. Society, 1, 147-152 [in Ukrainian].

13. Kozochkin, 1. (2003). Ugolovnhoe pravo za-
rubezhnykh stran. Obshchaia chast [The criminal law of
foreign countries. A common part]. Moskva [in Russian].

14. Konstytuciia Ukraiiny [Constitution Ukraine].
(1996, June 28). Retrieved from: http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/
rada/show/254x/96-sp [in Ukrainian].

15. Kryminalnyi kodeks Ukrainy [The Criminal Code
Ukraine]. (2001, April  05). Retrieved from:
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14 [in Ukrainian].

16. Malinovskii, A. (2002). Imeet li chelovek pravo na
smert? [Does a person have the right to die?]. Rosiiskaia
yustyciia — Russian Justice, 8, 54-56 [in Ukrainian].

17. Osnovy zakonodavstva Ukrainy pro okhoronu zdo-
rovia [The basis of the legislation of Ukraine on health care].
(1992, November 19). Retrieved from:
http://zakond4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2801-12 [in Ukrainian].

18. Kyrychuk, O.V., & Romenec, V.A (2002). Oshovy
psykhologii [Fundamentals of psychology. Kyiv: Lybid [in
Ukrainian].



http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
http://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya
http://h.ua/story/148602/
http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2801-12

19. Dudnyk, S. (2018). Paliatyvna dopomoga — ostanii
borg derzhavy [Palliative care is the last state debt]. Retreved
from : http://mww.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-
borg-derzhavy [in Ukrainian].

20. Pankiv, O.M., & Petrovskyi, Yu.l. (2007). Pravo
ludyny na rozporiadzhennia zhytiam: deiaki aspekty [The right
of a person to dispose of life: some aspects]. Proceeding from:
I Vseukrainska naukovo-praktychna konferentsiia «Medychne
pravo Ukrainy: problem stanovlennia ta rozvytkuy — The First
National Ukrainian Scientific and Practical Conference
«Medical law of Ukraine: problems of formation and devel-
opment. (pp.210-215). Lviv [in Ukrainian].

21. Pozharova, L.A. (2014). Garantii okhranydos-
toinstva lichnisti v usloviiakh reformirovaniia sovremennovo
rosiiskovo obshchestva i gosudarstva [Guarantees of the
protection of the dignity of the individual in the conditions of
reforming modern Russian society and the state]. Candi-
date’s thesis. Belgorod: BelSU [in Russian].

22. Romenec, V.A. (1998). Istoriia psykhologii XX
stolittia [History of psychology of the twentieth century].
Kyiv: Lybid [in Ukrainian].

JITEPATYPA

1. BaGamxanoB 1. X. JKi3Hp 11 cMepTh 4emoBeKa Kak
WHCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHO-TIPABOBBIE ~ KAaTEropuu  (TEOPETHKO-
AKCHOJIOTMYECKHI ¥ YaCTHO-TIPaBOBOW aHAIIN3) : JWC. ... -
pa topuz. Hayk : 12.00.01 / babamkanoB Mcpodun Xyceid-
HoBH4. — JTHenponetposck. — 2014. — 369 c.

2. bakaHoBa A. A. OTHOIIEHHE K )KU3HH U CMEPTH B
Pa3JIMYHBIX KPUTHYECKHX CUTYALHsX: JUC. ...KaH/I. IICX. HAyK
/ A. A. bakanoga. — Cankr-TletepOypr. — 2000. — 195 c.

3. Bioernuni npobnemu JKHT-
T, BMAPaHHS, peaHiMartii Ta cmepti [EmexTporHMiA pecypc].
— PexumM mocrymy:

http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distanc
eflectures_stud/.htm

4. bBor Garatmii munocepmsaM. Dives in misericordia:
Enmmktika BceneHcpKoro apxiepes [Bana [asma 1. — JIbBiB :
Micionep. — 1999. — 64 c.

5. bompiras mequiHCKas sHIpKIoneaus : B 30 . T.
28 : Dxonomo — Auryp. / mox pex. akaa. b. B. Tlerposckoro.
—M. : Cos. a1k — 1986. — 544 c.

6.EBTanasis [Enexrponnuii pecypc]. — Pexum nocry-
my : http://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya

7.EBTaHa3is : 3a 4K MPOTH, CTAaH 3aKOHOABYOIO pEry-
moBaHHA [EnextponHuii pecypc]. — Pexum poctymy:
http://h.ua/story/148602/

8. 3wmbep A. Tpakrar 00 3BTaHa3Mu / A. 3ms0ep.
— IerpazaBoycku3a.-Bo [leTpa3aBoacKoro yHMBEpCHTETA. —
2007.—464 c.

9. Kanpuenko H. B. TIpaBo uesoBeka U rpaxiaHuHa
Ha XW3Hb U €ro rapantiu B Poccuiickoit @enepanyu : auc.
...kauna. topua. Hayk : 12.00.02 / Harames BuktopoBHa
Kanpsuenko. — Bosrorpan. —1995. — 193 c.

10. Kanmnyc O. EBrana3ust B cBeTe IpaBa Ha KHU3Hb!
[Monorpadis] / O. Kanmnyc. — M. : U3n. nom «Kamepon». —
2006.—480 c.

Science and Education, 2018, Issue 3

lNcuxonoeaisi — Psychology

23. Soloviov, A.V. (2004). Pravo ludyny na gyttia:
tsyvilno-pravovi aspekty [The right to life: the Civil aspects].
Candidate’s thesis. Lviv [in Ukrainian].

24. Tytarenko, T. (2007). Zhyttevi kryzy : tekhnologii
konsultuvania. Persha chastyna [Life Crisis: Technology of
Counseling. The first part]. Kyiv: Glavnyk [in Ukrainian].

25. Boguta, V.A. (1991). Filosofskyi slovar
[Philosophical dictionary]. Moskva: Mysl [in Russian].

26. Furman, A.A. (2016). Psykhologiia osobystosti:
tsinnisno-orientatsiinyi vymir [Psychology of personality:
value-orientation dimension]. Odessa: ONPU; Ternopil:
TNEU [in Ukrainian].

27. Koval, O. (2017). The act of mercy as a canon of
moral formation of a personality. Nauka i osvita — Science
and Education, 1, 42-48. https://doi.org/10.24195/2414-
4665-2017-1-7 [in English].

28. Trumble, W.. & Brown, M. (2007). Shorter Oxford
English Dictionary. New York : Oxford University Press [in
English].

11. Kaccuxmna H.  Ilpobmempr  3BTaHazmm  /
H. Kaccuxuna // Marepuansr 11 Beepoccuiickolt Hay4HO-
MPAKTHIECKOH KOH(PEPEHIMN «AKTyaJIbHBIE TPOOIEMBI
MPaBOBOTO PETYJIMPOBAHUS MEIUIIMHCKON JIEITEIEHOCTI
(MockBa, 26 mapta 2004r.) / [IlomoOmi pen. mI.0.H.
C.T. Creuenko]. — M. : FOpuct. — 2004. — C. 182-183.

12. Kauyp 1. B.Bioeruuni mpoOiemMu: aHami3 rpo-
MaJICbKOI JyMKH MO0 Jieramizailii eBranasii B Ykpaini/ 1.
B. Kauyp, K. O. Ilononceka // Hayka. Peniris. CycminbcTBo.
—2011. —Ne 1. - C. 147-152.

13. KozoukwH W.YromoBHOe mpaBO 3apyOeiKHBIX
crpan. OOmas dacte. / [lox. pen. WM. Kosouknna. — M. —
2003. - 563 c.

14. Koncrurymist Ykpainu : 3akoH YkpaiHu Bim 28
gepBHS 1996 p. Ne 254x/96-BP [Enekrponnmii pecypc]. —
Pexxum JIOCTYITY http://zakon3.rada.gov.ua/
rada/show/254x/96-Bp.

15. KpumiHanbHuit kojekc Ykpainu : 3akoH YKpaiHu
Bix 5 xBitHs 2001 p. Ne 2341-I1I [Enexkrponuuii pecypc]. —
Pexum JIOCTYITY :
http://zakon2.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2341-14.

16. MaymuoBckuii A. Vmeer Ji 4eloBeK NpaBO Ha
cmepth? / A. ManuHoBckuii / Poccuiickas IOCTHIHS. —
2002. — Ne 8. — C. 54-56.

17. OcHOBHM 3aKOHONABCTBa YKpaiHH IIPO OXOpPOHY
310poB’st : 3akoH Ykpainu Bin 19 mmcromama 1992 p. Ne
2801-XII [EnektponHuii pecypc]. — Pexum mocrymy :
http://zakon4.rada.gov.ua/laws/show/2801-12.

18. OcHoru micuxouorii: ITigpyunuk / 3a 3ar. pen. O.
B. xupuuyka, B. A. Pomenist. — Bun. 5-te, crepeorun. — K..:
JIn6ige. — 2002. — 632 c.

19. Oymawk C. IlamiatBHa AOMOMOra — OCTaHHIMN
6opr nep>xasu [Enexrponnnii pecypc]. — Pexxum pocrymy:

http://www.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-
borg-derzhavy



http://www.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-borg-derzhavy/
http://www.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-borg-derzhavy/
http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
http://intranet.tdmu.edu.ua/data/kafedra/internal/distance/lectures_stud/%D1%83%D0%BA%D1%80%D0%B0%D1%97%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0/1%20%D0%BA%D1%83%D1%80%D1%81/%D0%9C%D0%B5%D0%B4%D1%81%D0%B5%D1%81%D1%82%D1%80%D0%B8%D0%BD%D1%81%D1%8C%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D0%B5%D1%82%D0%B8%D0%BA%D0%B0%20%D1%82%D0%B0%20%D0%B4%D0%B5%D0%BE%D0%BD%D1%82%D0%BE%D0%BB%D0%BE%D0%B3%D1%96%D1%8F/5.%20%D0%91%D0%86%D0%9E%D0%95%D0%A2%D0%98%D0%A7%D0%9D%D0%86%20%D0%9F%D0%A0%D0%9E%D0%91%D0%9B%D0%95%D0%9C%D0%98%20%D0%96%D0%98%D0%A2%D0%A2%D0%AF,%20%D0%92%D0%9C%D0%98%D0%A0%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%9D%D0%AF,%20%D0%A0%D0%95%D0%90%D0%9D%D0%86%D0%9C%D0%90%D0%A6%D0%86%D0%87%20%D0%A2%D0%90%20%D0%A1%D0%9C%D0%95%D0%A0%D0%A2%D0%86..htm
http://pidruchniki.com.ua/15100827/pravo/evtanaziya
http://h.ua/story/148602/
http://www.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-borg-derzhavy/
http://www.vz.kiev.ua/paliatyvna-dopomoga-ostannij-borg-derzhavy/

lNcuxonoeaisi — Psychology

20. Iareki O. M. I1paBo JrOIMHN Ha PO3MOPSIHKESHHST 24. Turapenko T. JXuTTeBi Kpm3m: TEXHOJIOTII KOH-
xutTsM: aeski aciekta / O. M. IManekis, O. L. TletpoBeb-  cymeryBanHs. [lepma gactuHa / TersHa Turapenko. — K. :
kit // MenmaHe nipaBo YkpaiHu: mpobieMu ctaHOBieHHS Ta [ maBHmK. — 2007. — 144 c.

po3BuTKY : Matep. | Beeykp. Hayk.-nipakT. koH]. (M. JIbBIB, 25. ®dunocodekuit cnosaps / 3a pea. B. A. boryra. —
19-20 xBitas 2007 p.). — JIBiB. — 2007. — C. 210-215. M. : Mbicnb. — 1991, — 590 c.
21. Tloxaposa JI. A. T'apanTun OXpaHbl JOCTOMHCTBA 26. dypman A. A. Ilcuxosoris ocobucrocri

JMYHOCTH B YCIIOBHSIX pe(OPMHUPOBAHUS COPEMEHHOIO0  LiHHICHO-Opi€HTauiifHui BUMIp : [MOHOTpadis] / AHaTtouii

poccuiickoro o0IecTBa ¥ TOCYIapCTBa : JUC. ... KaH/. opun.  Anatomiiopud @ypman. — Oneca : OHITY; TepHomiip :

Hayk : 12.00.02 / I[ToxxapoBa JIto0oBb AHatonmbeBHa. — ben-  THEY.-2016.—-312 c.

TOPOJI. TOC. HaIl. HCCliel. YH-T. — berropon,. —2014. — 171 c. 27. Koval O. The act of mercy as a canon of moral
22. Pomerens B. A. Ictopis neuxomnorii XX cromitrs /  formation of a personality / O. Koval // Hayka i ocsira. Hay-

B. A. Pomenernp, I. I1. Manoxa. — K. : JIuGine. —1998. — 992  xoBo-mpaktuunmidi KypHan [liBIeHHOYKpaiHCHKOTO HaIlio-

c. HaAJILHOTO TieAaroriqaoro yHiepcurety iM. K. JI. YimmHCh-
23. ConositoB A. B. IpaBo moguam Ha XUTTS: -  Koro. — Cepis: [lcuxomorist. — Ne 1. — 2017. — C. 42-48.
BUIBHO-TIPABOBI aCIEKTH : aBTOped. JUC. ... KaHI. FOPUI. 28. Shorter Oxford English Dictionary / W. Trumble,
Hayk : 12.00.03 / A. B. CoznosiioB. — JIbBiB. — 2004. — 19 c. M. Brown. — New York : Oxford University Press. — 2007. —

3793 p.

Anxcenixka bapan,

KaHOuOam 10puOU4HUX HAYK,

doyenm xagpedpu meopii ma icmopii deporcasu i npasa,

Okcana Koesans,

KaHOUOam neoazociyHux HayK, Ooyexn,

doyenm Kagedpu ncuxonozii ma coyianrbHoi pobomu,

JIwomuna Casaneus,

KaHOUOam 10puOUdHUX HAYK,

Ooyenm Kageopu MidiCHAPOOHO20 NPABA, MIHCHAPOOHUX 8IOHOCUH Ma OUNIOMAMI],
TepHoninbcokutll HAYIOHAILHULL eKOHOMIMHUL YHIGEpCUmem, IOpUOULHUL Gaxyivmen,
6yn. Muxynuneyvxa, 46 a, m. Tepnonine, Yxpaina

EBTAHA3ISI - BUUHOK MUJIOCEPS1 YU )KOPCTOKE BBUBCTBO:
MNCHUXOJIOT'O-ITIPABOBA OLIHKA TPOBJIEMHU

MikzaepxaBHi 3arpo3u, a 0COOJIMBO JECTPYKTUBHI XapaKTEPUCTHKU 3aXiHOI LMBLII3ALl, MiJCHUIIOIOTH JeBajb-
BaIlif0 TPAANIIHNX MOpaNbHUX 3acan. Kpn3oBi CTaHU B CydyacHOMY IPOCTOPI CIPHSIOTH CIIPUIHSATTIO UX HETaTHBHUX
TEHJICHIII}, 1110, B CBOIO YEpPry, MPOBOKYE XaOTHYHE NEPEOCMHUCIICHHS 0araTbOX BIKOBHX JOCSTHEHb MOPAJIBHOTO MPO-
rpecy, B TOMYy YHUCIi BIYHOTO HMHUTAHHS IPO LIHHICTH JFOACHKOTO JKUATTS 1 MOXKIMBOCTI HUM PO3IOPSIKATHCA. 3BiICH
3pO3yMUIHAN HaA3BUYAHHUNA iHTEpeC 0 MpobiIeMu eBTaHa3ii, AKy 3 yCi€l0 BiAMOBINANBGHICTIO MOKHA Ha3BATH OJHIEIO 3
HaAMOLIBII CYIEepEeWINBUX 1 JOHWHI HEBUPIMICHUX MEIUKO-ICOHTOJIOTIYHIX, PETIriHHO-STHYHHX 1 ICUXOJIOTO-TIPaBOBHX
npobieM cy4acHOCTi. MeTOI0 JOCHiPKEHHs BU3HAUEHO CHCTEMHHUH aHali3 CyNepewIMBUX NpoOjieM eBTaHasii B Cy-
YacHHUX MpakThKax. J{Jsi po3B’si3aHHs MOCTABICHUX 3aB/IaHb OYJIO BUKOPHCTAHO KOMIUIEKC TEOPETUUHHX METOJIB JJIs
y3arajJbHEHHs Ta CHCTEeMaTH3alil JaHUX HAYKOBHX JIOCII/KEHb 13 00paHOi NpoOJIeMaTHKH; €KCIIEPUMEHTAIbHY METO-
JIMKY JOCIHI/DKeHHs! (PEeHOMEHY eBTaHa3il; METOAM MaTeMaTH4YHOI CTaTUCTUKH JUISl aHalli3y OTPUMAaHUX eKCHepHUMeEH-
TAJIBHHUX JIAaHUX. 3T1THO 3 OTPUMAaHUMHU PE3yJbTaTaMH, MOXKHA CTBEP/KYBATH, 110 3200pOHa eBTaHa3ii He MOXKe PO3IJIs-
JlaTUCA SIK TOPYIICHHS TIpaBa Ha >KUTTs. EBTaHa3iro MoTpiOHO KBIidiKyBaTH SIK OIUH 3 BHJIIB BOMBCTBA, MPOTE 3 MPH-
BijleoBaHMM cKJ1aioM. [IpoBesieHe HaMK eKCTIepUMEHTaIbHE JOCIIKEHHs BKa3ajo Ha Te, 1110 yKpaiHChKe CYCIIIECTBO
1€ He TOTOBE JI0 Jieranizallii eBTaHa3ii. AJbTEpHATUBOIO €BTaHa3ii BBa)KaeMO CTBOpeHHs XocriciB. [lepcnektusu mo-
JaJbIINX HAyKOBHX PO3BIJIOK BOAYaeMO y JOCIHiJKEHHI MPpoOieMn eBTaHa3ii NUIIXOM 3aCTOCYBaHHS ONHUTYBaJIbHOTO
JIarHOCTUYHOTO METONy JUIsi 0ci0, Ul SIKMX eBTaHa3is y pasi Jieramizamii crana Ou (yHKIiOHaJIbHUM OOOB'S3KOM —
JIiKapiB-OHKOJIOTIB, peaHiMaTOJIOTIB.

Knwowuoei cnoea: esranasis, yeranizallis, IpaBo Ha XHUTTS, NPAaBO Ha CMEPTh, BANHOK MHJIOCEPAs, IICUXOJIOTIdHA
MIPUPOJa MUIIOCEP/IS, aKTHBHA €BTAaHA31s, TACHBHA €BTaHAa3isl.
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