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The Criminality of Encouraging Suicide 
	The government of the United States has the responsibility to safeguard the right to life and the safety of all its citizens. As such, the government vehemently discourages suicide. In fact, in some states, suicide attempts are criminal and will invariably lead to a trial process. In states whose laws allow for suicide, they allow it for elderly and terminally ill individuals. However, the subject of euthanasia is still controversial. Aiding people to end their life, either by euthanasia or otherwise, has been likened to murder. There is little difference between aiding someone to commit suicide and deliberately encouraging someone at risk to commit suicide. As such, people who encourage others to commit suicide should be indicted for manslaughter. 
	Persons who express the desire to commit suicide are often psychologically unstable. Despite the difficulties of life, individuals with normal psychological health often have hope that drives them through. Suicidal ideation is a hallmark feature of psychological dysfunction (McGorrery & McMahon, 2018). Suicidal ideation characterizes severe mental disorders such as depression and schizophrenia. As such, a person who expresses suicidal ideation is one who needs close care and attention. Encouraging these individuals to go ahead with their plan is often disastrous. With such instability, an encouragement to commit suicide is often a confirmation to the subject that those around them dislike them and wish the worst for them. In fact, an encouragement to commit suicide can be enough to commit a para-suicidal mentality to a true suicidal mentality. While it is legally difficult to demonstrate the conversion of a para-suicidal mentality to a suicidal one, it is possible to demonstrate mental instability prior to a suicide attempt. In that case, a sane person who encourages a mentally unstable person to take their life should be held responsible for such actions; encouraging a person to commit suicide is equivalent to exploiting a vulnerable person. 
	Additionally, some individuals do not just encourage unstable individuals to commit suicide but counsel them on the process of committing suicide. For instance, in the case where Carter, a seventeen-year-old girl, encouraged her eighteen-year-old boyfriend, Roy, to commit suicide, an investigation into their cellphone conversations demonstrated that Carter did not just encourage Roy to commit suicide but conducted research to inform Roy of various methods of painless suicide (Zavala, 2017). Further, even when Roy expressed a desire to terminate his plan, Carter encouraged him to execute it. In such a case, the prosecution can demonstrate beyond reasonable doubt that the defendant had ill intentions towards the victim’s life. With such a demonstration, the charge of involuntary manslaughter is merciful. A person who intentionally sets to end another person’s life either physically or otherwise should be indicted for murder. By intentionally plotting for the end of one’s life, the defendant is fully responsible for the victim’s death and should, therefore, be held accountable as such. 
	Moreover, every person has an ethical duty to protect and safeguard the lives of others. As such, one has a duty to stop others from taking their lives if they are aware of such intentions. Failing to stop suicide when one has knowledge of such intentions amounts to the neglect of one’s ethical duty. The common further gives individuals a duty to stop suicidal attempts if they possess special relationships to the victims or are responsible for the creation of the life-threatening condition (Zavala, 2017). In the case of Carter and Roy, Carter would be guilty on both fronts. The duration of the phone calls they had and the intimacy in their text messages demonstrate a special relationship between them. Also, it is possible that Carter contributed to Roy’s depression which was then responsible for suicidal ideation. By letting Roy execute his plan and even counsel him on better techniques of executing it, Carter neglected both her legal and ethical responsibilities. She should, therefore, be held responsible for her actions; she is partially responsible for Roy’s death. 
	On the other side, holding one responsible for another person’s suicide is unfair since suicide is a voluntary act. For an adult to commit suicide, they often have deliberated upon it and have thought it to be their best decision. In America and beyond, the criminal law avoids assigning responsibility to one for the voluntary acts of another (Zavala, 2017). The case of suicide should not be an exception. For instance, Roy voluntarily acquired the carbon monoxide combustion unit and sat in the care with closed doors and windows. Roy is, therefore, fully responsible for his own death; he knew his actions would lead to death and executed them. As such, the person who encouraged him to commit suicide is fully innocent. 
	Furthermore, for one to be indicted of manslaughter, their actions must show a level of illegality. However, encouraging one, either verbally or by text message, to commit suicide is in line with the freedom of expression that the First Amendment guarantees for all citizens and should not, therefore, constitute a crime (McGorrery & McMahon, 2018). By encouraging someone to commit suicide, one does not directly lead to death. Rather, the victim has the final decision of whether to die or not. As such, there should be no indictment of a person who encourages another to commit suicide in one way or another. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	A person who deliberately encourages one to commit suicide is, in many ways, similar to that who aids one commit suicide and even the one who directly takes the life of another. As such, one who encourages another to commit suicide is partially responsible for the resultant death and should be held accountable for it. While suicide may be voluntary and verbal or text messages are not criminal, encouraging one to commit suicide and counseling them in the process is equivalent to exploiting a disturbed mind deliberately. It is also a neglect of one’s legal and ethical duty to others and should be treated as such. 
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