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The Alvarez Family Story
The Patients’ Rights Action Fund is working hard to raise 
awareness that assisted suicide limits patients’ choices, 
especially those who don’t have access to medical 
care. In our short video, the Alvarez family shares how 
assisted suicide will hurt Latinos.

Sal Alvarez fought for access to healthcare for everyone 
and he fought against assisted suicide.  He was an 
advocate for the poor and for all Latinos.  Sal believed 
that assisted suicide was a cheap substitute for providing 
care to those who are ill and that it would hurt Latinos 
because they didn’t have access to medical care.

“Our healthcare system is a healthcare market.  It’s an 
industry.  When you introduce a market force as strong 
as assisted suicide, it obstructs care that families need.”

• Patient requests for PAS should be met with better 
end-of-life conversations by physicians and with 
better end-of-life care resources.

• Physician decisions to participate in PAS in jurisdictions 
where legal may be considered as acts of conscience. 

• Available data indicate that the practice of PAS in 
some international jurisdictions has resulted in adverse 
effects such as its use on non-terminally ill patients 
and its expansion into active euthanasia.

• Existing procedural safeguards to PAS where practiced 
are inadequate and must be improved.

Watch The Video at:
www.patientsrightsaction.org/Alvarez

On May 15th, Riverside County Superior Court 
Judge Daniel A. Ottolia ruled that the End of Life 
Options Act was unconstitutional.  The law took 
effect on June 9, 2016 and was ruled unconstitutional 
by Ottolia because the Legislature passed the law 
during a special session convened by Governor Jerry 
Brown to address health care related issues.

At the time of its passage, California became the 
5th state to approve physician’s assisted suicide. 

Ottolia gave California Attorney General Xavier 
Becerra five days to file an emergency writ; to seek 
a stay and keep the law active during the assumed 
appeal process. Ultimately, the court of appeals 
agreed with Ottolia’s ruling and denied Becerra’s writ 
of appeal, but did give Becerra, or other interested 
parties, 25 days to provide additional arguments as 
to why the court should grant the stay.  

The initial lawsuit to overturn the law was filed the 
same day the law took effect by a coalition of groups 
that included the Life Legal Defense Foundation and 
the American Academy of Medical Ethics. 

CNN reports, “In a separate motion, they argue that 
medical aid in dying was not related to the stated 
purpose of the special legislative session that passed 
the act, explained Alexandra Snyder, the executive 
director of the Life Legal Defense Foundation.”  Some 
interested parties even go so far as to say that the 
special session was “hijacked” and used to pass the 
legislation more rapidly and with less scrutiny.  

It was this aspect of the lawsuit that Ottolia centered 
his decision upon – the legality of passing this law 
during the special legislative session.  In other words, 
the legislation did not align with the state purpose of 
the Legislative special session.

Matt Valliere, Executive Director of PRAF, released 
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On June 11, 2018, the American Medical Association 
(AMA) House of Delegates voted not to accept 
the report of its Council on Ethical and Judicial 
Affairs (CEJA) to reaffirm opposition to assisted 
suicide and sent the report back to committee for 
further review.   The CEJA report, online forum and 
Reference Committee all recommended that the 
AMA maintain its position in opposition to assisted 
suicide. In spite of those recommendations, the 
House of Delegates voted 56%-44% for further study.  

In the interim, the AMA remains opposed to 
assisted suicide, absent a vote to actually change 
the position.  There will likely be another battle at the 
next annual meeting in June of 2019.    

In a subsequent vote at the AMA annual meeting, 
proponents of assisted suicide attempted to remove 
another AMA policy which states: “Our AMA strongly 
opposes any bill to legalize physician assisted-suicide 
or euthanasia, as these practices are fundamentally 
inconsistent with the physician’s role as healer.” The 
attempt was defeated as was a motion to reconsider, 
and the AMA policy in opposition to legalization 
of physician-assisted suicide or euthanasia was 
retained.     

The CEJA report was generated from a resolution 
by the Oregon Medical Association in 2016 asking 
the AMA to study the adoption of a position of 
“neutrality” on assisted suicide. 

Since 1993, existing AMA policy has held that:

Physician-assisted suicide occurs when a physician 
facilitates a patient’s death by providing the 
necessary means and/or information to enable 
the patient to perform the life-ending act (e.g., the 
physician provides sleeping pills and information 
about the lethal dose, while aware that the patient 
may commit suicide). 

It is understandable, though tragic, that some 
patients in extreme duress – such as those suffering 
from a terminal, painful, debilitating illness – may 
come to decide that death is preferable to life. 

However, allowing physicians to participate in 
assisted suicide would cause more harm than 
good. Physician-assisted suicide is fundamentally 
incompatible with the physician’s role as healer, 
would be difficult or impossible to control, and would 
pose serious societal risks. 

Instead of participating in assisted suicide, 
physicians must aggressively respond to the needs 
of patients at the end of life. Patients should not 
be abandoned once it is determined that cure is 
impossible. Multidisciplinary interventions should be 
sought including specialty consultation, hospice 
care, pastoral support, family counseling, and 
other modalities. Patients near the end of life must 
continue to receive emotional support, comfort 
care, adequate pain control, respect for patient 
autonomy, and good communication. 

CEJA completed a two-year study of assisted 
suicide and reached the following conclusions:

• The basic arguments are unchanged from the 
AMA analysis of 1991-1993, which resulted in 
existing AMA policy. 

• The debate is best served by use of the plain 
language of “physician-assisted suicide (PAS)” to 
describe the practice. “Aid-in-Dying” and “Death 
with Dignity” are unacceptably vague. 

• The two sides in the debate have “irreducible 
moral differences.” The AMA should not approach 
these differences with a position of neutrality.

American Medical Association
Keeps Policy In Force

But Votes To Continue Study of Physician-Assisted Suicide
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Defend the Rights of Patients.  
Because Suicide is not 

Medical Care.

 Please Donate Today!

On September 27th, a bipartisan group of 10 
congressmen introduced a landmark Sense of 
Congress bill outlining the dangers of assisted 
suicide public policy. House Concurrent Resolution 
80: “Expressing the sense of the Congress that 
assisted suicide (sometimes referred to as death 
with dignity, end-of-life options, aid-in-dying, or 
similar phrases) puts everyone, including those 
most vulnerable, at risk of deadly harm and 
undermines the integrity of the health care system.” 
The bill goes on to enumerate the many nuanced 
dangers assisted suicide laws pose to people with 
terminal illness, disability, experience of depression, 
economic disadvantage and our elders. Very little 
has been discussed on this critical issue at the 
national level in the last 20 years. 

The original cosponsors are Representatives Brad 
Wenstrup (R-OH), Lou Correa (D-CA),  Juan Vargas 
(D-CA),  Jim Langevin (D-RI), Dan Lipinski (D-IL), 
Andy Harris (R-MD), Darin LaHood (R-IL), Ralph 
Abraham (R-LA), Keith Rothfus (R-PA), and Tom 
Suozzi (D-NY).

PRAF and the National Alliance Against Legalizing 
Assisted Suicide hosted a press conference on 
Capital Hill on September 27th. Congressmen, 
physicians, terminal patients, dozens of people  
with disabilities, and the press filled the 
Congressional committee room. The bill is supported 

by a broad array of individuals and organizations 
that range from Left to Right and dramatically 
differing world-views.

Rep. Brad Wenstrup, MD, the main sponsor of the 
bill explained it’s motivations: “This is a bipartisan 
resolution because assisted suicide hurts everyone. 
As physicians, we should not have the ability to 
determine when a patient should die. My feeling 
is when the government supports, encourages or 
facilitates suicide, whether assisted by physicians or 
otherwise, we devalue our fellow citizens, our fellow  
human beings. I don’t believe that’s who we  
should be.”

During the conference, JJ Hanson, the President 
of the Patients Rights Action Fund and terminal 
brain cancer patient, introduced his wife, Kris, who 
read his comments in a prepared statement, as his 
illness is inhibiting his ability to speak. JJ explained 
that, in a dark time some months after prognosis, 
he was experiencing depression and was tempted 
to end his life: “As I wondered, ‘Am I too much of 
a burden to my family?’ When I asked, ‘Is ending 
my life easier than this?’ I thought about it, and I 
considered it. Thankfully, I did not end my life, and 
that is why I am here today.” JJ has outlived his grim 
prognosis by over three years, and he and Kris just 
welcomed their 2nd son into the world!

Other speakers included Rep. Ralph Abraham, 
MD, Ms. Anita Cameron of ADAPT and Not Dead 
Yet, and Dr. Joseph Marine, MD, a cardiologist and 
associate professor of Medicine at Johns Hopkins.  

When a pro-assisted suicide advocate attempted 
to frame the issue as though it gives patients like 
her the option, members of ADAPT, who had been 
arrested earlier that week defending the ACA and 
opposing Medicaid cuts, explained that many 
would, in fact, have less choice under financial 
and societal pressures. Jessica Williams explained, 
“People do tell us all the time that we should be 
dead. You know what else people tell us? ‘If I were 
in your situation, I would want to die.’ And if that 
becomes legal, that’s exactly what’s going to 
happen. And instead of learning how to live with 
disability and learning how to actually have a life, 
have jobs, have families, instead they’re going to 
want to take the easy way out and kill themselves 
with assisted suicide, and that’s what we’re trying to 
prevent here.”

The bill has been referred to the Energy 
and Commerce Committee.  Call your US 
Representative and Senators today to ask their 
support of House Concurrent Resolution 80.

ON OFFENSE
Call your US Representative and Senators today

to ask their support and cosponsorship of 
House Concurrent Resolution 80

Learn more about the  
National Alliance Against  
Legalizing Assisted Suicide at 
allianceagainstassistedsuicide.org

“The mission of the Alliance is 
to protect patients, the elderly, 
people with disabilities, and 

others at significant risk of harms 
from assisted suicide laws.”

JJ and Kris Hanson

Members of ADAPT

Anita Cameron of Not Dead Yet
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Trickery
a statement in response to Ottolia’s ruling that 
focuses on the broader issues at hand with assisted 
suicide when he said, “Halting the law likewise has 
the benefit of protecting a great many vulnerable 
people against deadly harm through mistakes, 
abuse and coercion – risks that go hand in hand with 
this type of dangerous public policy.” 

Valliere’s statement continues, “This ruling confirms 
that assisted suicide advocates circumvented the 
legislative process.  It represents a tremendous blow 
to the assisted suicide legalization movement and 
puts state legislatures on notice regarding the political 
trickery of groups like Compassion and Choices.”

Currently, we await a June 29th hearing where 
Ottolia will consider a motion by Becerra to reverse 
his earlier decision.

— — —
UPDATE: Following the writing of this article, and 
as of the publishing date of this newsletter, a state 
appeals court has reinstated California’s law allowing 
terminally ill people to end their lives. The court gave 
opponents of its decision until July 2 to file objections.

On May 15th, Riverside County Superior Court 
Judge Daniel A. Ottolia ruled that the End of Life 
Options Act was unconstitutional.  The law took 
effect on June 9, 2016 and was ruled unconstitutional 
by Ottolia because the Legislature passed the law 
during a special session convened by Governor Jerry 
Brown to address health care related issues.

At the time of its passage, California became the 
5th state to approve physician’s assisted suicide. 

Ottolia gave California Attorney General Xavier 
Becerra five days to file an emergency writ; to seek 
a stay and keep the law active during the assumed 
appeal process. Ultimately, the court of appeals 
agreed with Ottolia’s ruling and denied Becerra’s writ 
of appeal, but did give Becerra, or other interested 
parties, 25 days to provide additional arguments as 
to why the court should grant the stay.  

The initial lawsuit to overturn the law was filed the 
same day the law took effect by a coalition of groups 
that included the Life Legal Defense Foundation and 
the American Academy of Medical Ethics. 

CNN reports, “In a separate motion, they argue that 
medical aid in dying was not related to the stated 
purpose of the special legislative session that passed 
the act, explained Alexandra Snyder, the executive 
director of the Life Legal Defense Foundation.”  Some 
interested parties even go so far as to say that the 
special session was “hijacked” and used to pass the 
legislation more rapidly and with less scrutiny.  

It was this aspect of the lawsuit that Ottolia centered 
his decision upon – the legality of passing this law 
during the special legislative session.  In other words, 
the legislation did not align with the state purpose of 
the Legislative special session.

Matt Valliere, Executive Director of PRAF, released 
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On September 27th, a bipartisan group of 10 
congressmen introduced a landmark Sense of 
Congress bill outlining the dangers of assisted 
suicide public policy. House Concurrent Resolution 
80: “Expressing the sense of the Congress that 
assisted suicide (sometimes referred to as death 
with dignity, end-of-life options, aid-in-dying, or 
similar phrases) puts everyone, including those 
most vulnerable, at risk of deadly harm and 
undermines the integrity of the health care system.” 
The bill goes on to enumerate the many nuanced 
dangers assisted suicide laws pose to people with 
terminal illness, disability, experience of depression, 
economic disadvantage and our elders. Very little 
has been discussed on this critical issue at the 
national level in the last 20 years. 

The original cosponsors are Representatives Brad 
Wenstrup (R-OH), Lou Correa (D-CA),  Juan Vargas 
(D-CA),  Jim Langevin (D-RI), Dan Lipinski (D-IL), 
Andy Harris (R-MD), Darin LaHood (R-IL), Ralph 
Abraham (R-LA), Keith Rothfus (R-PA), and Tom 
Suozzi (D-NY).

PRAF and the National Alliance Against Legalizing 
Assisted Suicide hosted a press conference on 
Capital Hill on September 27th. Congressmen, 
physicians, terminal patients, dozens of people  
with disabilities, and the press filled the 
Congressional committee room. The bill is supported 

by a broad array of individuals and organizations 
that range from Left to Right and dramatically 
differing world-views.

Rep. Brad Wenstrup, MD, the main sponsor of the 
bill explained it’s motivations: “This is a bipartisan 
resolution because assisted suicide hurts everyone. 
As physicians, we should not have the ability to 
determine when a patient should die. My feeling 
is when the government supports, encourages or 
facilitates suicide, whether assisted by physicians or 
otherwise, we devalue our fellow citizens, our fellow  
human beings. I don’t believe that’s who we  
should be.”

During the conference, JJ Hanson, the President 
of the Patients Rights Action Fund and terminal 
brain cancer patient, introduced his wife, Kris, who 
read his comments in a prepared statement, as his 
illness is inhibiting his ability to speak. JJ explained 
that, in a dark time some months after prognosis, 
he was experiencing depression and was tempted 
to end his life: “As I wondered, ‘Am I too much of 
a burden to my family?’ When I asked, ‘Is ending 
my life easier than this?’ I thought about it, and I 
considered it. Thankfully, I did not end my life, and 
that is why I am here today.” JJ has outlived his grim 
prognosis by over three years, and he and Kris just 
welcomed their 2nd son into the world!

Other speakers included Rep. Ralph Abraham, 
MD, Ms. Anita Cameron of ADAPT and Not Dead 
Yet, and Dr. Joseph Marine, MD, a cardiologist and 
associate professor of Medicine at Johns Hopkins.  

When a pro-assisted suicide advocate attempted 
to frame the issue as though it gives patients like 
her the option, members of ADAPT, who had been 
arrested earlier that week defending the ACA and 
opposing Medicaid cuts, explained that many 
would, in fact, have less choice under financial 
and societal pressures. Jessica Williams explained, 
“People do tell us all the time that we should be 
dead. You know what else people tell us? ‘If I were 
in your situation, I would want to die.’ And if that 
becomes legal, that’s exactly what’s going to 
happen. And instead of learning how to live with 
disability and learning how to actually have a life, 
have jobs, have families, instead they’re going to 
want to take the easy way out and kill themselves 
with assisted suicide, and that’s what we’re trying to 
prevent here.”

The bill has been referred to the Energy 
and Commerce Committee.  Call your US 
Representative and Senators today to ask their 
support of House Concurrent Resolution 80.
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Trickery
a statement in response to Ottolia’s ruling that 
focuses on the broader issues at hand with assisted 
suicide when he said, “Halting the law likewise has 
the benefit of protecting a great many vulnerable 
people against deadly harm through mistakes, 
abuse and coercion – risks that go hand in hand with 
this type of dangerous public policy.” 

Valliere’s statement continues, “This ruling confirms 
that assisted suicide advocates circumvented the 
legislative process.  It represents a tremendous blow 
to the assisted suicide legalization movement and 
puts state legislatures on notice regarding the political 
trickery of groups like Compassion and Choices.”

Currently, we await a June 29th hearing where 
Ottolia will consider a motion by Becerra to reverse 
his earlier decision.

— — —
UPDATE: Following the writing of this article, and 
as of the publishing date of this newsletter, a state 
appeals court has reinstated California’s law allowing 
terminally ill people to end their lives. The court gave 
opponents of its decision until July 2 to file objections.
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The Alvarez Family Story
The Patients’ Rights Action Fund is working hard to raise 
awareness that assisted suicide limits patients’ choices, 
especially those who don’t have access to medical 
care. In our short video, the Alvarez family shares how 
assisted suicide will hurt Latinos.

Sal Alvarez fought for access to healthcare for everyone 
and he fought against assisted suicide.  He was an 
advocate for the poor and for all Latinos.  Sal believed 
that assisted suicide was a cheap substitute for providing 
care to those who are ill and that it would hurt Latinos 
because they didn’t have access to medical care.

“Our healthcare system is a healthcare market.  It’s an 
industry.  When you introduce a market force as strong 
as assisted suicide, it obstructs care that families need.”

• Patient requests for PAS should be met with better 
end-of-life conversations by physicians and with 
better end-of-life care resources.

• Physician decisions to participate in PAS in jurisdictions 
where legal may be considered as acts of conscience. 

• Available data indicate that the practice of PAS in 
some international jurisdictions has resulted in adverse 
effects such as its use on non-terminally ill patients 
and its expansion into active euthanasia.

• Existing procedural safeguards to PAS where practiced 
are inadequate and must be improved.

Watch The Video at:
www.patientsrightsaction.org/Alvarez
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