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* =Rt EREE (Judge, Taiwan Taipei District Court )
RasEER W A B XA (autonomy of patient) 5 AZ#&#E (patient’s right
to euthanasia )
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The autonomy of patients is generally recognized in
practice and theory. However, there are many controversies
on whether patients have the right of euthanasia, according
to which they could choose the way of death of their own
will, due to the traditional culture and emphasis on the
priority of the tight of life. This essay recognizes that the
right to euthanasia can be positively recognized in the light
of the principle of human dignity and the right to autonomy,
but its application should be subject to the principle of
legal reservation and should be expressly regulated by
the legislature. Although the case at hand is a dispute
on whether the medical treatment is in accordance with
medical practice, the court held that if the legal procedure
is followed, the patient (and his legal representative)
can choose to refuse the invasive intubation treatment in
accordance with the right to autonomy, and accordingly
there is no responsibility for the medical treatment, which
is a substantial demonstration of respect for the patient’s

right to euthanasia.
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