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I E : Euthanasia Acceptance;_kn Attitudinal Inquiry .
C Freder1ck J. K]opfer - \ N1111am F. Price,
. "_" T o ‘ Oregon State University ) . L _
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Hith'a heightened interest in the topic of death, increa%ed atgention
has a]so been g1ven to the manner in wh1ch one dies. This stody“was Gonducted éff*

to examine potent1a1 relationships between attitudes regardmg the dy1ng ad
{ R L

process, 1nc1ud1ng acceptance ‘of euthanas1a, and otherwatt1tud1na] Br

“ - . - & .
s

" demographic attr1butes - N N ST

-

’ £
death by natural causes Both ph1losoph1ca1 (Aﬁexander &

>

rk*_>- Exp*essed Billef in an afterlife’ has prev1ously been found to be re]ated i

to a preference

- T ATdénstelg, ]965) and anthropo]og1ca1 studjes 1nd1cate a be]1ef fhat transition R
e 1nto an afterllfe~1s adverseﬂy affected by acc1denta] or other unnatUra] forms -

{

of death In th1s study, both. natura] and acc1denta1 death were posed as

- '-‘a‘ I3 Fon .
' hypothet1ca] s1tuat1ons 1nvo]v1ng 1mmed1ate death Th1s was done to dvoid

confusing dying durat1on w1th the natural-acc1denta] d1ﬁens1on The re]at1onsh1p

K

2 TN bet}leen behef 1n ia.fterﬂafe -and " preferred duratwn of death was “assessed .

0t
B '\

Y [ - .
by ask1ng a- separate quest1on concern1ng durat1on.; . h%‘ . :

'\-~ o Since be11ef in an after%&fe 1§‘presumed to be re1éted to 2 preference - b

- * 4
ok

, for death by natur§? caﬂses, 1t was - q]so expected tha{ be]1ef inh an after11fe

- M ) ‘
- wou]d resulf n a re3ect1on of euthah&s1a Acceptance vensus rejection of /

-t ‘

euthanas1a was a1so examined w1th res?ect to a)be11ef 1n an aftir11fe, preferred 1
o

S durat1on of death, and g)the age of fespondent ‘.It Was expected that euthans1a

- - LI .!A

T acceptance would be re]ated to: a)b411ef in an after]vfe' b)preference for, a(

- - "rss

> sudden,versus slow death (51nce euthana51a assures~soe4d), ‘and c)younger f

El

Py

- sub]ects. HA]so the: potent1a1 f0r cohd1t1ona1 acéS%tanée of euthanas1a was

~ ‘
“ . . - - Y

‘;. exam1ned by comparing g euthansia acdpptance unden two oond1t1ons of dec1s1on
© - \».‘!. 5‘11 : .
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DA after]1fe, (]) = 6.981

control. )

3

Fina11y; it was expected that respondents preferring a sudden death were 4

N
\

N

.

likely to be younger.

J | 7y Method
; The.predictionS'mere assessed with information gained from an attitdde‘
survey; The data fron this survey were'comgrised of responses.éd;en by 331 -
respondents to a f1xed schedule 1nterv1ew g1ven door to-door interview in’
the - commun1ty of Lubbock Texas. * Responses were collected by 25 trained

. interviewers. Of all persons approached 13 per cent refused‘to participate.

Another eight per cent of the data were unusuab]e due to 1nterV1ewer error, g

,1eavin9 the 1n76;;ation from 331 respondents. Residences for the door-to-

door interviewing were se]ected USLJ‘ a combination'of cluster and intervaTﬁ”

samp]ing The person answer1ng the door was asked for HRis/her cooperat1on

if that 1nd1v1dua1 was at Teast 18 years of age.” The ‘method of data analysis

chosen to test. the re]at1onshqps was Chi Square. N

i ey Resuits

r

’ Y N
The acceptance versus rejection of euthansia (passive) was independent

‘of preferance for natural versus accidental death, X (1) = 1. 996 n S

¥ N

J ~
e .

Acceptance of euthan151a was found -te co1nc1de w1th d1sbe11ef in an
p -0l ' o .

Euthanas1a was dwsprobort1onate]y accepted by younger subjects, Xz(l)

1 -~ s

8091 B -0 R ,

s

e A d1sproport1onate num er of respondents approv1ng o?/the geﬁera]

concept of passive euthanas a removed the1r approva] when-euthanas1a dec1S1on~

.mak1ng control was shifted f om~pat1ent to re]at1ves, XZK]S 59. 473 p_ 001




[T
=

who approved the genera] concept of euthanas1a removed approval when reﬂat1ves .

. would make the dec1s1on

—~ Belief in an afterlife.coincided'ﬁith preference for death by natural,
" i

as opposed to accidental causes, X“(1) = 6.590, p .01.

'Belief in an‘after]ife was not reiated to pre%erence for slow versus

sudden death, Xz(l) = 0.970, n.s.

i
’

Preference for slow versus sudden death was not related to the respondents

young or older age, X (1) = 0.116, n.s.. o e ’ e !

P I

3.

(\l{

Discussion -, . = N

R

Preferred cuase of death and preferred duration of death shou]d be treated

as separate concepts

L]

an afterlife, the latter“was not. Furtherj neithers concept was related to

acceptance of euthanasia.”, = - o
'Euthanasia acceptance was found to be re]ated to disbelief in. an afterlife,
r

contrary to expectat1ons Perhaps a rel1ance on g secu]ar‘so]ut1on, euthanas1a,

‘to moral d11emmas requ1res a secular ph1losophy Euthanasia acceptance was

»

found d1sproport1onate1y more in younger subJects, for whbm the notion is probably

Yet shifts in euthanasia decision contro] dramat1ca11y 1ncrease

»

.the potent1a1 threat of the procedure for SubJECtS overa11

., less’ threaten1ng

Near1y~ha1f of those

"t -
4 .

~

Finally, the preferred dunat1on of death was found to be 1ndependént of the

»
‘w
o a

respondent s age. ~
; This stydy has examined re]at1onsh1ps amgng saveral att1tudesvconcern1ng

v
death and dy1ng, including att1tudes regard1ng euthanasia. In ‘that euthanas1a

3

1ega11zat1on is _beginning to gccyr, much more need t6 be kqown about the dynam1cs

wh11e the former was found to be re]ated to belijef in ’/ , 1(

The mean1_ngf

death”
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of euthanas1a acceptance ' , ,', .? '
/ . - - L ‘ T . R .
I - ‘ References P L \
A A t.oow ol - “ N\ . ’ . ]
ATlexander, I.E., & A]derste1n, A.M. Death and religion. In‘H. Feifel.Ed.),  .°

o &

i




