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On the Patient’ s Best Interest
in Terms of Good Death
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Regarding the issue of good death with dignity, although

modern medical care has been far developed, and the
current legal system in our country has also implemented
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two related laws — The Hospice Palliative Care Act
and Patient Right to Autonomy Act — but domestic and
foreign cases have highlighted two serious legal system
problems: 1. The current legal system is still incomplete in
terms of protecting the patient’s dignity and rights of good
death; 2. The meaning of patient’s best interests as well
as its application on this issue is still unclear in Taiwan!
Therefore, this article is to explore the best interests of
patients, and suggest that our country should further
promote legislation that can actively help patients die with

dignity.

| =
=8

BERTRNERINBENED  SREERNEVESFEE
RS REATEERINER L an BN E RRIER - B EEREFE
ARARE » SADRTE @ BRIFREER « mEERE=X
B o AR EERTE ( World Medical Association, WMA ) 721981
FRHEEARARABINES R EERNERAES

( Declaration of Lisbon on the Rights of the Patient 1981) » H
2R ¢ T RBANRIEAMLEREARERN R
ER - BEE B TEBNEEEBIEEIRRATE T
RFRICUR A RERN R FERTA o ') thE AR
EREZIEERT © EVWELEE  ABERANRERNLE ? B

1 2015FEREZMARXAIZ © “If the patient’s legally entitled
representative, or a person authorized by the patient, forbids
treatment which is, in the opinion of the physician, in the patient’s
best interest, the physician should challenge this decision in the
relevant legal or other institution. In case of emergency, the physician
will act in the patient’s best interest.”
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