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1. European Convention on Human Rights 1950.

2. Right to Die.

3. European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR).
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-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.
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6. Principle of Subsidiarity.
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1. European Convention on Human Rights, art 19.
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5. Ibid.
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2. The Treaty on the European Union the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union 2012/C

326/01, art 5(3).

3. In Handyside v. the United Kingdom, 5493/72, (1976) 1 EHRR 737, [1976] ECHR 5, 7 December
1976.
s oS oS F
-Steven Greer, (2006) The European convention on human rights: achivements, problems and prospects,
New York, Cambridge University press.
-J. Christoffersen, (2009). Fair Balance: Proportionality, Subsidiarity and Primarity in the European
Convention on Human Rights, Leiden-Boston, Martinus Nijhoff.
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1. CJEU, C-36/02, Omega v. Oberbirgermeisterin (14 October 2004), para. 31.

2. CJEU, C-421/70, Frede Darmgard (2 April 2009); C-112/00 Eugen Schmidberger v. Austria (12 June
2003), paras 81-82; C-71/02, Herbert Karner v. Troostwijk (25 March 2004), paras 50-53.

3. CJEU, C-41/74, Yvonne van Duyn v. Home Office, (4 December 1974), para. 18; C-244/06, Dynamic
Medien v. Avides Media (14 February 2008), para. 44.

ASls bl (g lassl comMo jo aS 8ed o Jlesl (69,190 4o Lo byl Aol susles O(Y) sols F

5. Suicide act 1961, section 2(1).

6. R v Director of Public Prosecutions (Respondent), ex parte Diane Pretty (Appellant) & Secretary of
State for the Home Department (Interested Party) [2001] UKHL 61.
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. Pretty judgment, § 41.
. Inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.
. ll-treatment.
. Pretty judgment, §§ 52-55.
. Private life.
. personal autonomy.
. Pretty judgment, § 67.
ool 4235 3T -l el ) 50 a5 IS Jle olSals 5l a3 oS 5l idu cnl 5o olgs
Rodriguez v. the Attorney General of Canada, [1994] 2 Law Reports of Canada 136.
8. Pretty judgment, §§ 76-78.
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1. Pretty judgment, 8§ 88-89.

2. Hass judgment, § § 50-51.

3. Verein gegen Tierfabriken Schweiz (VgT) v. Switzerland (no. 2) [GC], no. 32772/02, § 83, ECHR
2009.

4. Keenan v. the United Kingdom, no. 27229/95, § 91, ECHR 2001-111.

5. In Switzerland, pursuant to Article 115 of the Criminal Code, inciting and assisting suicide are
punishable only where the perpetrator of such acts is driven to commit them by “selfish motives”. By
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way of comparison, the Benelux countries in particular have decriminalized the act of assisting
suicide, but only in very specific circumstances. Finally, certain other countries accept only acts of
“passive” assistance.

1. Hass judgment , § § 54-55.

2. Hass judgment , § § 56-58.

3. Hass judgment , § 61.

4. Koch judgment § 27.
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1. the applicant referred to Artico v. Italy, 13 May 1980, Series A no. 37.
2. Hass judgment , § 51.

3. Hass judgment , § 61.

4. Koch judgment , § § 43-54.
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6. Koch judgment, § § 69-72.
7. Koch judgment, § § 78-82.
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1. Gross judament, § 40.

2. see Pretty, § 61, and A, B and C v. Ireland [GC], no. 25579/05, § 212, ECHR 2010
3. see Haas, § 51; see also Koch v. Germany, no. 497/09, § 52, 19 July 2012

4. Gross judgment, § 65-67.
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2. Lambert judgment § 117.

3. Lambert judgment of § 121.

4. Lambert judgment § 144.

5. Lambert judgment § 182.

6. Lambert judgment § 148.
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Recommendation 1418 (1999) of the parliamentary assembly of the council of Europe, para 9.
2. Pretty judgment, §§ 35.

3. Hass judgment , § § 50-51.
4. Inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.
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1. lll-treatment.
2. Pretty judgment, §§ 52-55.
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4. See Arrowsmith v. the United Kingdom, no. 7050/77, Commission's report of 12 October 1978 DR 19,
p.19, 8§ 71.
5. Practice.

6. Pretty judgment, § 82.
7. Pretty judgment, §§ 88-89.
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Dissentina opinion of chief justice Lammer, p. 27 of the reasons for judgment (Rodriguez v British
Columbia (AG) [1993] 3 S.C.R. 519).
Decision of 6 February 2015 of the Supreme Court of Canada in the case Carter v. Canada (attorney
general), para 93.

2. Verein gegen Tierfabriken Schweiz (VgT) v. Switzerland (no. 2) [GC], no. 32772/02, § 83, ECHR
20009.

3. Pretty judgment, § 69.

4. Pretty judgment, 8§ 70-71.
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-Netherland’s “Termination of Life on Request and Assisted Suicide Act” (Wet toetsing

levensbegindiging op verzoek en hulp bij zelfdodin, WTL) 2002.

-Begium’s La législation belge concernant I’euthanasie, les soins palliatifs et les droits du patient 2002.

-Texte intégral de la loi relative aux droits du patient Questions et réponses sur cette loi 2014.

-Texte intégral de la loi relative aux soins palliatifs.

-Luxamburg’s Loi du 16 mars 2009 relative aux soins palliatifs , a la directive anticipée et a
I’accompagnment en fin de vie et modifiant.


http://www.admd.be/legislation.html#Loi%20droits%20du%20patient
http://www.admd.be/legislation.html#Questions%20droits%20du%20patient
http://www.admd.be/legislation.html#Questions%20droits%20du%20patient
http://www.admd.be/legislation.html#Loi%20soins%20palliatifs

WAY e ) 8,lois FA 6,98  sogoc B olalllao &olikiad Voo

&3l 3 pgan 0 sl 48,5 Ojso (5580 ik 5 Tewdesy Cul, TVl gsi
[ 979_? (a6, 5edg3 ) sl 4 papie Sy 3o ol CaS Wb (o0 3 ol g
Sl S5 (o) e Sunled 2 JFES 093 (N pat 3 S S eedl G 4 gl 2
aS col U_" Sl wl.u.u@ C\DUT ] «05...‘;‘.3 LS")} 6[&;«.&9.«;& 3)5} J)‘s as L?u] by ‘LS"Q
5)y0 S e (Ul 125 iS00 pg om0 (59,8 Copial 095 G Iy s (o 2k
yw‘dw‘ oweﬂsdemdu‘)bﬂw‘;ﬁd}u@WJQ
ool i Lol B olewl (S o g sl (500 500 slagolil 5 Bsi> plad slucKiw
ola 1S S ol 3l 3o b plie a5 wils oo jlxe ()50 jo S |, [0 e Jlasl a5
Soa iz 1) 0,8 Cul S aS 0y, 5 a4 glaigSas S50 Gl o o bl ol 5 Cogis

2,8 e g o)f 6z bsed po b s

(P u‘J_u.:.J—J_M C)Ja.o 5).0 d} SJ.JSJ.) QM) FLES IR ¢ JL.u )‘ s@l:j)‘ u‘y\)
o, 1y plalg> sleol 550 598>  olos Lans (ylgeo a5 (ot 1,1 G .l axils
A_J)JA.: ‘) al)sl 6’05"4} > 2 &> A.l.o.> )‘ ed}c} L’>'>)" ua.(u)}LMa d‘j o ol oo)S
iz ol cnl B 50 aen I i el ol 03 a5k si Ol Gl |, lacdss
T o w p ool G gl 45 Sl slisgles (polod Ly (Bpdy il
B> 2Lg)l HoidlaiS A sole Lads dodil 5l slaisSay daoig n cpl 5ST 50 ol asloas
—Oes 5L S meeal 3 b () LSesgS aS ol ol cal g 00,8 ST,

) sodigy 4 auS oSS paas ol o Right to liberty and security .\
Rodriguez v British Columbia (AG) [1993] 3 S.C.R. 519.
Decision of 6 February 2015 of the Supreme Court of Canada in the case Carter v. Canada.
oy ol 4 0S oSS pgas () o iRight to human dignity .Y
Decision of 31 December 2009 by the supreme court of the state of Montana, DA 09-0051, 2009 MT
449.
3. Necessity in English law:
R (on the application of Nicklinson and another) (Appellants) v Ministry of Justice (Respondent),
judgment of 25 June 2014.
4. Defense of consent :
Decision of 31 December 2009 by the supreme court of the state of Montana, DA 09-0051, 2009 MT
449.
5. Official Journal of the European Union C 303/17 - 14.12.2007.
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A) Books

4. Christoffersen. J (2009). Fair Balance: Proportionality, Subsidiarity and
Primarity in the European Convention on Human Rights, Leiden- Boston,
Martinus Nijhoff Publications.

5. Greer. Steven (2006). The European Convention on Human Rights:
Achievements, Problems and Prospects, New York, Cambridge University Press.

B) Articles

6. Carozza. Paolo G (2003). "Subsidiarity as a Structural principle of International

Human Rights Law", American Journal of International Law, Vol. 97, No. 1, pp
38-79.

7. Cassese. Sabino. (2015). "Ruling Indirectly: Judicial Subsidiarity in the ECtHR",
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15. The Treaty on the European Union and the Treaty on the Functioning of the
European Union 2012/C 326/01, art 5(3).

D) Codes
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19. France Public Health Code 2009.
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Grinden) 2003.

E) Cases
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2006.
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