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	Policy
a. Make the right to die legal
b. Means are supplied in hospitals
c. Two weeks of counseling 
POI : counseling would not be effective
· Does not matter. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]It gives the Individual’s choice to die 
Argument
1. Principally right 
· Government had to protect its citizens from other harms like going to other countries in the past
· Suicide is not something morally wrong
· Parallel example: Why right to life important? I am the one making the choice
2. Moral Calculus 
· Up to individuals to make moral calculus
· Parallel example: cigarette pack
· Informed choices
· Personality is subjective
· POI : man feeding his family is only burdened by his obligation
· He had the moral calculus 
· Why important? Moral calculus is subjective. It should not be made by the government
	Two weeks : why would someone go to the counseling
What the prop should prove
a. applied to every person 
b. Do people have the capacity to make choices of life
c. What is in the government’s best interest
Rebuttal
1. Principally unjustified
· This is not an Informed consent
2. Moral calculus
· Cannot quantify the value of death
· Everything is subjective
· We cannot objectively calculate
Argument
1. G’s right to upheave sanctity of life
· Life is different from other choices
· Why government : other laws exists to protect life
· People cannot make the rational choice when to die
· POI : If medication allows one to live forever, do you agree? 
· People will biologically die some day
· People should have the psychological medication
· POI : if I have cancer why don’t I have the right to die?
· 1 we are talking about people who do not have disease
· 2. Those people know how much days are left for them
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	Clarification
1. Rational choice should be made by individuals
2. Government stance : Not encourage death
Rebut
1. Two weeks of counseling
· Respect the choice, and give dignified death
2. People’s capacity
· Their own life
· POI : what if it’s a short term stance?
- we should not be the one judging that.
3. The government cannot compare the      
        pain
4. \Psychological treatment
· Only case of those who have psychological problem
· Even in this case the problem might not be solved by those treatments

Argument
3. Dignified death
· People would openly talk about these topics
· Can help to inform other people and solve 
· Have dignified death in hospitals
	G’s stance : they are saying that some people do not have the hope.
1. Can people consent
· Why do you give them two week?
· People overcome clinical psychological problems after clinical medication for years.
· Two weeks cannot solve anything
2. Is the world better for those people?
· People here can be helped
3. Is the world better for the stake holders?
· You are leaving people behind
· Burden is shifted for the people left behind
4. Suicide rate?
· Medical professionals can help people
· However people would not go the medical professionals in G’s world because they would just die 
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	Individual’s choice
· We do not know if it can better
· Others cannot evaluate other’s pain

1. Principal stance
· Bodily autonomy 
· If a person chooses to really die, it would be a severe case
· All those cases where problem can be solved is not included here
· Individual has the choice to end such situation 
· We don’t know if the pain is short term pain
· Even though it was short term, those would not choose to suicide
· We are not encouraging death 
· We are just giving them the right to die
2. Suicide rate
· People who would go to the facility would have a much more dignified death and also have the opportunity to think rationally.
	3. Justifiable?
· Informed consent : Nobody knows about the death
· If they are going to die, why do we need the counseling?
· People who are going through suffering cannot make a rational choice
· Taking away the opportunity to get better
· Giving the message that it would not get better
4. Not the right method
· The country should try to solve the fundamental reason of suicide
· Suicide is something that can be solved
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	OPP says
1. people should overcome problems
· there are difficulties that the state cannot solve
· people still suicide even though the G provides policies for them 
2. People can always overcome problems

	G is making the case easy.
O is trying to solve the problem but the G is just trying to end the problem by legalizing suicide
Duty of the state to protect the individual’s choice
What is better for the person?
: That person cannot think rationally in that moment
: It is the G’s duty to suggest the solution







