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The word ‘Euthanasia’ is a derivative from the Greek words ‘eu’ and 

‘thanotos’ which literally mean “good death”. It is otherwise 

described as mercy killing. The death of a terminally ill patient is 

accelerated through active or passive means in order to relieve such 

patient of pain or suffering. It appears that the word was used in the 

17th Century by Francis Bacon to refer to an easy, painless and happy death for which it was the 

physician’s duty and responsibility to alleviate the physical suffering of the body of the patient. 

The House of Lords Select Comm ittee on ‘Medical Ethics’ in England defined Euthanasia as “a 

deliberate intervention undertaken with the express intention of ending a life to relieve 

intractable suffering”. The European Association of Palliative Care (EPAC) Ethics Task Force, 

in a discussion on  

Euthanasia in 2003, clarified that “medicalised killing of a person without the person’s consent, 

whether non-voluntary (where the person in unable to consent) or involuntary (against the 

person’s will) is not euthanasia: it is a murder. Hence, euthanasia can be only voluntary”. 

 

Thus it amounts to killing a person by a positive act in order to end suffering of a person in a 

state of terminal illness. It is considered to be a crime all over the world (irrespective of the will 

of the patient) except where permitted by legislation, as observed earlier by the Supreme Court. 

In India too, active euthanasia is illegal and a crime under Section 302 or 304 of the IPC. 

 

Euthanasia is mainly associated with people with terminal illness or who have become 

incapacitated and don’t want to go through the rest of their life suffering. A severely 

handicapped or terminally ill person supposed to have the right to choose between life and death. 

This right of a patient with terminal illness can not be equated with an able bodied, sane person’s 


