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INTEREST OF THE AMICUS 

The Florida Catholic Conference, a Florida corporation not for profit, is comprised of all the 

active Roman Catholic Bishops in the State of Florida, including the Archbishop and Auxiliary 

Bishop of Miami, and the Bishops of St. Augustine, St. Petersburg, Orlando, Pensacola- 

Tallahassee, Palm Beach and Venice, The conference is the vehicle through which the Bishops 

speak, cooperatively and collegially in the field of public affairs. It advocates and promotes the 

pastoral teaching of the Roman Catholic Church on many diverse issues including the sanctity 

and dignity of human life, Roman Catholicism is one of the largest religious denominations in 

the State of Florida. Its members, numbering over 2 million in the State of Florida, share a faith 

that has long recognized the sanctity and dignity of each and every human life. 

When permitted by court rules and practice, the Conference files briefs as amicus curiae in 

litigation of import to the Catholic Church and its people in the State of Florida. Of the values 

that the Conference seeks to promote through its participation in litigation, respect for human life 

is of the highest importance. 

The Catholic Church’s opposition to euthanasia and assisted suicide is well known, and is as 

old as Chstianity itself. Moral teaching against assisting a suicide is actually older than 

Christianity, for it is found in Jewish tradition and in the Hippocratic Oath which laid the 

groundwork for modern medicine as a healing profession. 
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Through their counsel, the parties have consented to the filing of this brief by this amicus 

curia. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS 

This case is an appeal from a Final Declaratory Judgment and Injunctive Decree entered by 

the Circuit Court of Palm Beach County, Florida on January 3 1 ,  1997. The plaintiffs below 

included three terminally ill adult patients, Charles E. Hall, C.B, “Chuck” Castonguay and 

Robert G. Cron, as well as a licensed Florida physician, Cecil B. McIver, M.D. Mr. Cron and 

Mr. Castonguay died prior to trial in this cause and were dismissed upon stipulation of counsel 

prior to entry of Final Judgment, Charles E. Hall and Dr, Cecil McIver, the Appellees herein, 

requested a declaration fiom the trial court that 6 782.08 of the Florida Statutes, which makes a it 

a crime to assist in self-murder, was unconstitutional as applied to prevent Dr. McIver from 

prescribing a lethal dose of drugs to be self-administered by Mr. Hall in the event Mr. Hall 

determines that he no longer wishes to live. Injunctive relief was also sought against the 

Defendant below and Appellant herein, Barry Krischer, who, as the State Attorney for the 

Fifteenth Circuit of Palm Beach County, would have the discretion to prosecute Dr. McIver 

pursuant to 5 782.08 Fla. Stat. (1995) in the event he complied with Mr. Hall’s request for a 

physician’s assistance in self-murder. The trial judge below phrased the question presented as 

follows: “Whether a competent adult, who is terminally ill, imminently dying, and acting under 

no undue influence, has a constitutional right to choose to hasten his own death by seeking and 

obtaining from his physician a fatal dose of prescription drugs and then subsequently 

administering such drugs to himself” 

The court answered the question in the affirmative. It construed existing Florida case law 

dealing with the withholding and withdrawal of medical treatment to create a “right to control the 

time and manner of [one’s] own death” (Judgment, p. 14) that was protected by Article I, 5 23 of 

the Florida Constitution. It the found that “in the strictest sense, disconnection from life support 
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