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On May 26, 2004, it was up to a panel of three Judges of the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals to decide if the state of Oregon had the right to assisted suicide. This highly controversial issue had both Oregon and The White House in an uproar for months and had everyone questioning who was in the wrong. Although it came down to only three judges, this issue has undergone countless man-hours and the list of those who helped move this bill along is endless. Just like every other bill that makes it to Congress, this issue needed more than a simple jury to decide the final verdict. 


Before lawyers and politicians are at each other throats the first thing that needs to happen is an issue, with this case it took place in Oregon, officials felt that state Doctors should be allowed to be able to prescribe their patients lethal doses of drugs for the sole purpose of suicide. This is not the first time attempted suicide made a hit in the news, back in 1997 the state of Washington was hit head on by Dr. Harold Glucksberg, who along with 4 other four other physicians, questioned the state’s ban on assisted suicide. Now that Congress has a clear and present issue they must take action. This is where committees come into play. A committee is a group appointed by the members of the lower and upper houses to resolve disagreements on a bill. The purpose of these committees is so that the entire house is not limited to one issue and can deal with more than one problem. In this case with Oregon, specific Congress members were sent out to research and study this problem to see if it was in fact constitutional. Usually with complex cases like this the committee will assign the main tasks to a few of its members in an attempt to once again keep production high within the house. This second committee is known as a subcommittee. Now the main person behind Congress in this matter was Attorney General John Ashcroft, and later on Samuel Alito would take over after Ashcroft’s retirement. Whenever a bill is extremely controversial, a filibuster might occur. This is when “a Senator or a group of Senators talk for as long as they can to prevent a bill from coming to a vote.” (MI, 16) A filibuster occurred in January of 2006 just weeks before the final verdict, think of it as an “I’m right you’re wrong” battle between both sides in an attempt to stop the bill from becoming a reality. The only way to end a filibuster is after 30 hours of discussion, “someone can ask for a vote to end the filibuster. Ending a filibuster is called cloture and requires 60 Senators to agree.” (MI, 16) Finally after all these obstacles if there is still a difference the Senate and the House’s version of the bill, it will be assigned to a conference committee.  Conference committees are made up of both members of the House and Senate and the sole purpose of this committee is to come up with a version of the bill that satisfies all the members. When this is accomplished it is sent to the House and Senate for a final vote where it awaits the President’s signature. So how does this fit with the Oregon case? Well the proposed argument between Oregon and the Federal Government originally started out as a small committee, and then branched off to a subcommittee when they realized the severity of the issue. A filibuster also came into play, as previously stated as well due to both sides having strong beliefs in the issue.

When it comes to my personal feelings about this issue, I believe that Oregon has the right to do this and that it is not up to Congress to regulate who wants to live or die. I understand that the Declaration of Independence grants us “Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of happiness”, so I can see where the government is coming from when they tried to step in and take over, because it is their responsibility to protect us, but against ourselves? I think not. A long standing argument in this case was that if Oregon was permitted to have assisted suicide that soon people would be killing themselves left and right, but as of 2004 only 208 people had actually gone through and “died” under this program. Honestly, are 208 people that important when there are around 3,421,399 people in the state alone? Also one needs to take into consideration how inhumane it is forcing terminally ill patients to live in agony when they know death is near. What gives the federal government right to decide on a complex case like this that can’t be settled with a simple bill, because as we all know, not everyone is the identical, same goes for their health. I just think that John Ashcroft wanted to end his career with a bang and take on something that would spark national interest, and then he just quits and leaves it for the new Attorney General. 


All in all you now see how laws become a reality and you got a little sample of an actual court case that had the state of Oregon in chaos for years. I hope that with this you now understand how complicated and time consuming the government is and how difficult it is to make or change things in this country. America is filled with issues that need to be dealt with but when it all comes down to it, they all can’t be taken care of, and that is one thing that every American needs to understand. Usually the government is hard at work trying to make the country better but its cases like this where people seem to cause more trouble than it is actually worth. Given a similar situation like Oregon’s, if the state and federal governments just sat down and discussed the problem thoroughly and left the press and psycho protesters out of the picture, the issue would have been resolved much faster. But that’s how the world is, so the only thing to do is just help to your greatest ability and hope for the best. 

