Assisted suicide
Sir, In your leading article ("Death
and Dignity", Feb 7) you state that
"there are undoubted dangers to
relaxing the law". There most
certainly are, but you say nothing
about how these dangers could be
dealt with. The so-called safeguards
that have been considered - and
firmly rejected - by parliament are
not safeguards at all. They are just
statements of what should happen in
an ideal world. Sadly, most of us don't
live in that kind of world.
·
Your claim that the law "mandates
excruciating suffering" is absurd. It
does nothing of the sort. The Jaw is
there to protect Vulnerable people: It
does that. Cases of assisting suicide
are rare and, because the law holds
penalties in reserve to deal with
malicious assistance, the cases that do
occur are those where there has been
genuine compassion and serious soulsearching. The law is able to deal with
such cases without prosecution. But,
as experience from overseas shows,
that is no guide to what would
happen under a law licensing ·
assistance with suicide.
BARONESS GREY-THOMPSON

House of Lords

Sir, Your welcome editorial calls on
parliament to look again at the
legislation forbidding assisted dying.
Parliament has not been totally
inactiv.e. As you point out, after the
House of Lords ruling in the "Debbie
Purdy" judicial review in 2009, the
director of public prosecutions drew
up guidelines on when someone
would (or would not) be prosecuted.
Regrettably the government did not
seek parliamentary approval for this
development. It fell to a backbencher
(myself) to table a motion of support,
which was unanimously endorsed by
parliament. Alas this was a nonbinding motion. This was followed by
the Marris bill in 2015, which again
the government failed to support.
Such a major shift in the law
cannot be left to backbenchers alone.
Unless the government takes the
initiative there is unlikely to be any
progress in assisting the terminally ill.
SIR RICHARD OTTAWAY

Bletchingley, Surrey

