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1. Dowbiggin, 2003: 2
2. Beauchamp, 2006: 643
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International Encyclopedia of laws/ Medical laws in Netherlands
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5. Beauchamp, 2006: 646
6. Right to die with dignity
7. Bioethics
8. Right to autonomous choice
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1. Feifel, 1977: 54
2. Right to refuse medical treatment
3. Right to refuse life prolonging treatments
4. Living will
g 05 ol o (ylgd e &y e &S o wSloma )T jl s o ogas 530,

OPINIONS OF THE LORDS OF APPEAL FOR JUDGMENT IN THE CAUSE R (on the
application of Purdy) (Appellant) v Director of Public Prosecutions (Respondent), SESSION
2008-09 [2009] UKHL 45 on appeal from:[2009] EWCA Civ 92.
Decision of 6 February 2015 of the supreme court of Canada in the case Carter v. Canada
(attorney general)
Decision of 31 December 2009 by the supreme court of the state of Montana, DA 09-0051,
2009 MT 449.

wlosdglas old )3 S &S 25 8y gy 4 S o s o gl Gl Sl g 3
Judgment of 29 April 2002 in the case of Dian pretty v. the United Kingdom, application
number no. 2346/02
Judgment of 20 January 2011 in the case Haas v. Switzerland, application no. 31322/07, in
French
Judgment of 19 July 2012 in the case of Koch v. Germany, application no. 497/09
Judgment of 14 May 2013 in the case of Gross v. Switzerland, application no. 67810/10
Judgment of 5 June 2015 in the case of Vincent Lambert and others v. France, application no.
46034/14
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1. Eur. Ct. H.R. (4th sect.), Pretty v. United Kingdom (Appl. No. 2346/02), judgment of 29
April 2002, Rep. 2002-111, para.65. In the same way: Eur.: Ct. H.R. (GC), Goodwin v. United
Kingdom (Appl. No. 28957/95), judgment of 11 July 2002,Rep. 2002-VI, para. 90, regarding
lack of legal recognition of transsexual. See also: Eur. Ct. H.R. (3rd sect.) Valasinas
v.Lituania (Appl. No. 44558/98), judgment of 24 July 2001, Rep. 2001-VIII, para. 102,
regarding the conditions of deprivation of liberty.

2. ECJ, Case C-36/98, Arben Kaba, [2000] ECR 1-2623 (judgment of 11 April 2000), para.
20. regarding the discriminationof a transsexual, see: ECJ, Case C-13/94, P. v. S., [1996]
ECR, 1-2143 (judgment of 30 April 1996), and para. 22:

3. ECJ, Case C-377/98, the Netherlands, [2001] ECR 1-07079 (judgment of 9 October 2001), para.
70.

Y¥



i i Ml Sl )3 S yo 5> Y o jlod asnlas Bgin liiod doblnd

IS ool s basles clled citllan oy 3 sl ool il jglidcun s clel sl 5l Sgis

1y Sl el S Lyl dunlosl  Bais olas 28 o pMel (6,503 Bgyp 3 by S ppess
‘v . .o . M . £

P st (S5 Jpol ) niibiale i

3 b el bl 5 cality 39> 298 0 ST IS pol (ygpmdltS’ daio )5 (i

Cangl S5 CwlyS g Sl Caseds | atwls p Sl (s (o (6548 3 ol Cunl dlayl,

(S shasbicdilss B )3 1y gsis il lodlie Cales 48 ol Sl yol (yran

sl e S 5 5 5l G5l o o (005 Ay & do b sl ol (S

Sliay 45 d5lo o |y Gl )bSe U Caledps Gsi & pol cnl g )3 2529 50> o Sl

SaS g soih 5 Lol Colon ¢ oin oyl Lol 50 (sl eans] 00 by las] ool pogte

B> 500 slal Sl ) Sl cwl,S (o 83lal (g5 )zunds g Cul pjY O] el 4

ARSI

o s L) 03l 45 01 03,56 il Ll Jgadlae (slat) lsis (Sisen

ool ui’;)’)l P e 4o cddbol u“"’l’“" o8l B> ol sl onds LSS LmL‘j

o & . . AL . 1. . Py . o

2 Celodd 03 el (obg)l (o> Cogn ol Al plgica () 5l (o g A5 Jas 98

50k Ll gl 5 il b 5 ol Ol Sy el S sl ol 7 jpuie ) B3Lo

S a S 5 o Cowdwe Iz > 095 Lhiw S cul S il Coles g plyinlsyge

1. Directive 98/44/EC of 6 July 1996 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the
legal protection of biotechnological inventions, OJ L 213 of 30.07.1998, p.13.

2. Advocate General Jacobs in his opinion of 14 June 2001 (para. 197): ‘The right to human
dignity is perhaps the most right of all fundamental rights, and is now expressed in Article 1
of the Charter...".

3. ECJ, Case C-36/02, OMEGA, [2004] ECR 1-9609 (judgment of 14 October 2004), para. 91.
4. Additional Protocol the American Convention on human Rights in the area of Economic,
Social, and cultural Rights “protocol of San Salvador”, preamble

5. J. Meyer, in Jirgen Meyer (ed.), Kommentar zur Charta der Grundrechte der
Europdischen Union, Baden-Baden 2003, Preambel, No.34 (p. 30).

6. Charter of fundamental rights of the european convention, art 1
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1. See Updated Explanations relating to the text of the Charter of Fundamental Rights, CONV
828/03, p. 4.

2. judgment of 9 October 2001 in Case C-377/98 Netherlands v European Parliament and
Council [2001] ECR 1-7079, at grounds 70 — 77

3. Official Journal of the European Union C 303/17 - 14.12.2007

4. Commentary charter of Fundamental Rights and Freedoms of European Convention,art 1

5. Eur. Ct. H.R. (1Ist sect.), Miisliim Giindiiz v. Turkey (Appl. No. 35071/97), judgment of 4
December 2003, para. 40.

(31,8]) acde b g (s 3> b g Conl Slusl 3,8 4 LU 3> ! Self determination of human being #.
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7. See also Constitutional Court (Cour Constitutionelle), Decision of 27 July 1994
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2. Purohit and Moore v The Gambia, AfrCommHPR, Communication No. 241/2001, 33rd
session, 15-29 May 2003, §57.

3. Modise v Botswana, AfrCommHPR, Communication No. 97/1993, 28th session, 23
October 6 November 2000, §91.

4. Purohit and Moore v The Gambia (2003), op. cit., §58. In that case, branding persons with
mental illness as ‘lunatics’ or ‘idiots’ was found to “dehumanise and deny them any form of

dignity in contravention of Article 5 [ACHPR]” (§59).
5. Purohit and Moore v The Gambia (2003), op. cit., §57.
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1. A/Rés. 217 A (III) du 10 décembre 1948, article 2.
phae Jgol ;I S (Everything which is not forbidden is allowed) cowl jlxe widls ggis a5l o Y.
Hdlo Ggi> @lie S (Ko gate Jlo (Boi> I Sl sjo Sl (392565158 9 ple dawlydy o Caw (S5 35>
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4. Human rights committee general comment No.8 on articles 2(1) & 26 of international
covenant on civil and political rights 1966, HRI/GEN/1/Rev.9 (Vol. I) p.195, para.1

5. International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial discrimination
1969
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1. Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Discrimination Against Women 1979
2. Ibid, para.8

3. Ibid. para.9

4. CONVENTION ON THE RIGHTS OF PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES 2007
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1. Protocol No. 12 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms 2000
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Dy g
3. Cour eur. D.H., Rasmussen c. Danemark (req. n° 8777/79), arrét du 28 novembre 1984,
Ser. A, vol. 87 ; Cour eur. D.H., Gayguzuz c. Autriche, arrét du 16 septembre 1996, Rec.
1996-1V, par. 36; Cour eur. D.H., Van Raalte c. Pays-Bas, arrét du 21 février 1997, Rec.
1997-1, par. 33.
4. Beliefs
5. opinions
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1. commentaire de la Charte des droits fondamentaux de 1'Union européenne, art 21

2. Tbid.

3. Protocol No. 12 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms

b popad pobudl selams bl 5 1S e Jos gy il & s (331 (USSg ol Egse 4l .

Db ges ol 1y )8
5. Voy. le Commentaire de I’article 20 de la Charte
6. Un tel effet est prévu explicitement dans I’article 3, par. 1 des directives du Conseil
2000/43/CE et 2000/78/CE (précitées).
7. cf. les définitions contenues dans I’article 2 de la Directive 2000/43/CE du Conseil du 29
juin 2000 relative a la mise en oeuvre du principe de 1’égalit¢ de traitement entre les
personnes sans distinction de race ou d’origine ethnique (J.O.C.E. L180 du 19.07.2000, p. 22)
et dans l’article 2 de la Directive 2000/78/CE du Conseil du 27 novembre 2000 portant
creation d’un cadre général en faveur de 1’égalité de traitement en matiére d’emploi et de
travail (J.O.C.E. L 303 du 02.12.2000, p.16).
8. Directive précitée, article 8 et 10
9. Inter-american convention against all forms of discrimination and intolerance 2013
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1. http://www.humanrights.is/en/human-rights-education-project/comparative-analysis-of-
selected-case-law-achpr-iachr-echr-hre/the-right-to-equality-and-non-discrimination/concept-
and-importance-of-the-principle-of-non-discrimination
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2. Human rights committee general comment No.16 on article 17 of international covenant on
civil and political rights 1966, HRI/GEN/1/Rev.9 (Vol. I) p.191, para.l
3. Ibid, para.3
4. Ibid, para.4
5. Ibid, para.8
6. Ibid, para. 7
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1. Kilkely, 2013: 8-9

2. Costello-Roberts v. the United Kingdom, judgment of 25 March 1993, para. 36.
3. Niemietz v. Germany, judgment of 16 December 1992

4. X & Y v. the Netherlands, judgment of 26 March 1985, para. 22.
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6. Herczegfalvy v. Austria, judgment of 24 Sept 1992.
7. Pretty v. the United Kingdom
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2. Eur. Ct. H.R., Botta v. Italy (Appl. No. 21439/93), judgment of 24 February 1998, Rep.
1998-1 412, paras. 32 and 35.

3. Eur. Ct. HR., McGinley and Egan v. United Kingdom (Appl. Nos. 21825/93 and
23414/94), judgment of 9 June 1998, Rep. 1998-111 1334, para. 101).
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5. Commentary charter of fundamental rights and freedoms of European convention, art 7
6. Eur. Ct. H.R., Malone v. United Kingdom (Appl. No. 8691/79), judgment of 2 August
1984, Ser. A, No. 82, para. 51.
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1. Eur. Ct. H.R., Marckx v. Belgium (Appl. No. 6833/74) judgment of 13 June 1979, Ser. A,
No. 31, para. 31
2. Commentary charter of fundamental rights and freedoms of european convention, art 7
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Article 53 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties and Erika de Wet, The
Prohibition of Torture as an International Norm of jus cogens and its Implications for
National and Customary Law, 15 EJIL (2004).
2. Erga omnes
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4. Human rights committee general comment No.20 on article 7 of international covenant on

civil and political rights 1966, HRI/GEN/1/Rev.9 (Vol. I) p.200, para.2

5. treatment

6. Punishment
7. 1bid, para.4
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1. Ibid, para.13

2. See Prosecutor v. Furundzija, 10 December 1998, case no. 1T-95-17/I-T; Prosecutor v.
Delacic and Others, 16 November 1998, case no. IT-96- 21-T, §454; and Prosecutor v.
Kunarac, 22 February 2001, case no. IT 96-23-T and IT-96-23/1, §466.

3. Reidy, 2003: 9

4. Severity

5. Ireland v. the United Kingdom, 18 January 1978, §162.

And see also, amongst other authorities, Ireland v. the United Kingdom, p. 65; and more
recently Tekin v. Turkey, judgment of 9 June 1998, ECHR 1998-1V, §52; Keenan v. the
United Kingdom, judgment of 3 April 2001, §20; Vala$inas v. Lithuania, judgment of 24 July
2001, §120; and specifically with relation to torture Labita v. Italy, judgment of 6 April 2000,
ECHR 2000-1V, §120.
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1. Greek Case, 5 November 1969, YB XII, p. 501.

2. Ireland v. the United Kingdom, p. 66, §167

3. Commission’s opinion in the Greek Case, Chapter IV, p. 186.

4. Wainwright v. United Kingdom, Application no. 12350/04 (2007) 44 E.H.R.R. 40
5. Pretty judgment, §§ 52-55
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1. Commentary charter of fundamental rights and freedoms of european convention, art 4

2. Eur. Ct. H.R. (GC), Selmouni v. France (Appl. No. 25803/94), judgment of 28 July 1999,
Rep. 1999-V

3. Commentary charter of fundamental rights and freedoms of european convention, art 4

4. Ibid, p 48 & Price v. the United Kingdom case
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1. Right to humane treatment
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CCPR General Comment No. 22: Article 18 (Freedom of Thought, Conscience or Religion),
para. 1
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4. Huri-Laws v Nigeria, AfrCommHPR, Communication No. 225/1998, 28th session, 23
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