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7MY S oS (olst ‘=UkeldE) e dthe AW &eldol 53 WSt
okl FEAS FAIs] AT AWz doE &
10o\d0] A A5& A=7F ABad] el v IS 11 ans
WFsE AT dojtk o]F fldiie 7Y E VIHoE S AWEY &0l =
ALBlel oA EYEACH ofd ¥StE AR =T} sk FA H]
sith. e o] 22 HIRA HEE RHOE A ¥eth o] SdAe Ik 3] elA
TR A &F - AAE BRE ke FE &30 77t HAEa e &
A g A 1A EE A o L3 et HEAA- rellA HAsHA HAsoF Frh=
Z, 283 O9 49 &FE o' JEHE wA 2 AJA JHEs BaA gk

o] 22 I7ISIHU3Y A4 WHIlE S9 A7 7MY EFo] [AE &
g kol ek WE s YAyl olgt drhl o Fdd ek AR ZAgs=
A8 e ‘Sé*é‘s}{— SAZITREE oJAl= FAR] S3l(public deliberation)] HAE
aekska erzq«] e fFAshE 849 &2 7197 Holof jth= Aotk AF7HA
=7H43)7F A 7}5«] Eo9t oAS Foll, A=, AFE &3kt 7l v, o
Ale &g og Meo] a3t At Fobof £AE T=Estal old #ete 59 f
AL FGAS= 7]osof kol FARTE w73 AR sjAd A 1k Aol
oflg}, A4S =& FEAS vfdste BAF 7|77 Hojof gtk Aotk =AY
FaaAo9dse 25 AP AEA A4H AEE v oE gHste 7]dHol
oflegl o ® MAE 5 Qe EAEH old #HIF HA| tijks BAlstal 11 HA A A
o] oS BAShHE FHo g olgHolok 3hr] wlLo|tt. o]FA Fo=H I7lejdd=
=7 Aae i A &el4 S93 dede BEske 94ES F3E Aok o
Al o] Zo] AASHE FAA 39 o]E 53 &2 TIFF9(deliberative democracy)= TF

A7t A %o 2 APsAel

r
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o] 29 T2+ e Atk 2844 =719 43 75l

AHF o 2R I7FRAETE FEAC] ol AR TE HlE VX dYEY YA Hlo
E2 7158 A8 e AR 3dolME Y=(FE FHAEE7hY w7t 3¢t AT
%FJ A AAL] FERE FuR 2 ATeE AEAAE AHE Aotk Iy od

we = U3 ARE g A oAty AT AlETt ol g8 AAE
& ANZolA AvE7] 94§ Foelth i AR A ErS wolEole AMElY BAdo]
of9A ¥slea glom oy WstE nestd AW Hs FAo), + o HgsiAE AW
o] #ASH 2| x5 AGRo], oA9A B o T AJAE FHA 1ZFT Aot} o
HAo A m=5e] thEH2E A EEAE D3]] HIE AvE 02N 98] F7ed3]
7} Hgsle 87 etolA &El7 dols %%ﬂlom oﬁézﬂc’ ﬂo} Agete A& A2
7p &) Hgho] o} FEA-S v < ok s A =

Zolt}. ojolA =7IE7t ko= PMof & ZXﬂE gb%ld_ob:}

e

l

o

il

21'4
=
fz
o
i
l
}01
_>|“[_,
i
m_?L

2. At TR oz 7B S

Argseiot Aaele A st Ao R olfod F AT [HHEUH] 9
UHA F7Ee1 sl AT BFe Az YRE olsfajoF gtk 1990 THAE
2000t Zy¥he] FbAQl AR Hs R o] )&, B3] FAAAT, vlotdT ol #
gk AEA #Alg Aeo]l SEHE AN =7k AEFeR Ted F e dFe
RhEoloF Pel 7401E‘r 0174% FEHos I7te] o AAAAV | YPHst IEE ¢

o AEA ghele] daA "R, E FEHCR geldt Forbe ' ARl Bt
HHE et %J?‘E 7Fe®t el Hashy| wEolitt [ABaEW ] 3 =713

AREAQ Jd] HAHE A FAE FOE BAE FRshe olge] ¢ A o
=95k, AL ARsHE FA S AANTE HAMT AYss & AFHATH
gAY =798+ a7t A=8 == (institutionalisation) & Q3+ FAHOF T3 F
2 A 52 (public bioethics)DE= 2FHollA 71 3o}
=7H91d3] = AR Ed o] AuaE F kAol #d AR Ak
< EHO= s 7|Helth 7Sl TAMEEIH] & SATAHCRE 3 U3

R

B

1) A. Moore. “Public Bioethics and Deliberative Democracy”. TPolitical Studiesy . 58. no. 4. 2010. pp.715 -
30. doi:10.1111/j.1467-9248.2010.00836..
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% 3 AR Egor o WEo] FESHE ok, FAATY ATl B}
of FAAL A% BE AHH] AP ASIE SR, BN AR A
3 Aol B 51§ OB AHSY] 9 AOE H/PL B o Ao] B FAS
g A Sojshu Aedleh dul Aole] Betel [AREey] & ojd %L%zlx] %

2 FHE A ol AWHL V12T DU W, ofE FR oAAgow
% SiE A0 nelgy, DA Aol ol gl Bare] H3eHe o
S e B BEE Fal ofF Agel Jbsiths e AR Bk

o

—_

n:E

A, GRAAA R B AL, OARHOR BT —g— 99 % e A EAT
5 15 MR B 5 i, 94 Agsos
1, ©A8F B Sash J15E 253 AW Aol
o 3 ol A e Aol w87 gty FhsUse] dde @A
Moz PO /K ATE AT HEWS AH B Aelgleh ol [HFE

Wlol Hlgdd ATaslel B AAFEE T YdEE(HesE WA A6, Al
By AT A9l 2AS IAADIAL ARHEE S 7] DEO(NE Bl A= A
Qi gaolgith. A 7h91Usle) A

P

N
o
rlo
AN

13} 53, 63) 1 Z840] 34 ¢14= & vl gle
Ao ARl FEES AT YPE Aotk AHIsldFe Ex ’\D‘roizﬂ oq =
71993 E A S Rokd 3 ALS| A Bdy =4S &fA4sty, TAAS ATE A kst
3, vresh @) Ad dae wgshe @, AiFoR Mgt e dds] ¢

7] FANVIAE 53 A8 FsIANE e AT NG AYFE AT
B7hE] AYT & Y=S 9UFoEA 1 AW YU £815HS =
0% 753 4 Utk ol AHEes} A ANS Yol AT WHE

QT & 5 e Zolth HHE AW e TSk & Abola

2) AldE M2z=mM3gh 272l 3lol= MM niHiol EMnl EMQ el Tl RMoR
3) Aol(FEH) = Fofel deliberationoll sHEStE ZHH2o =z AlRlEe HEI = 5
g dzle #S olojsich

=
4) 37| sl UdBERIe| AYo BANY Mot FRUTEIALe| Ago|z ANl Alotg WastD MEStE
=7x5l= HES 2 FI72Ele g5 & oAl deActn 2= A

st df Aot a2t o &S

foo&t o ee|Ale|ls] FH0|X| hitps:/bioethics.go.kr/user/news/notice/board/list
4 20174 88 27,

5) J. Montgomery. “Bioethics as a Governance Practice”. THealth Care Analysisy . 24. no. 1. November
27, 2015. pp.3 - 23. doi:10.1007/s10728-015-0310-2.
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7HedE e Ao 52, MES AYES AT Fv= Ao, WEA o e

TR wiol AE Ao FHME HEAH] A2 o & 5 e Aotk
Iy HES 7o J7ld w7kedE e AHed =ole Hol a7k e Wl

A o] Fold Fatel] gl IAICHY WHF QoA EAIE AAst &ol9 A
) E Al el fllth =7RIEEE 1 27 He HEC] W' AFE ol
AYAY Aot =7 U3 Aad AEA WA 7P d9%le =3
Ha AFol= ARBE =9F FEskA Eskal .

10do] At A7 FAA o]y WY HE AAZE s FEAJAA AES Favt
t} 20179 A Z7FY3) 7 Aol & AEe AAHE AESTY A A™I 7o)
Alad 4ol ad EAEUN B2 ofUth mheF AlEeE ARbel FHalok = Ay
7b sloldsole =7kedsle A A ARES fAskE sl RS ok,
Ad3e= = o2 FeH9 7]EAMl(technocracy)= HZ2E 91840] Utk Evanst P9
ARae7t 7ledor THRE AE7Fe0] 5% A4 FEAolH AA|Hola AA
Al A= el #fAel oaf &ste ZeAME WAHT vk Aaskal 9lomd
Moore= @9 =737 M7t 2202 WslHAAM AErtee] vE F s oA

B ORI gdrkn AL Y. S8 IAAUIAE oby o]d Mg W P of

N

YAARE o] Ao AE 7Y 87t Aok A A 193] AA= I7FdE ol
Fofste] FFo] 7AE FEshe AUE AYEE JEVHE EEAA e 319
o327t ofyet AEEAle B ols|E FHAIE MEAR EF=AZ fFe]l IA

ee7h H7He1d s = wskshe gy AeiAlel 5o ®afof & Aotk ¢4 ot
HEZA APHA dd Ao Asshe A XMZ]?H X347 folgte vl A7t
U< UAsloF ek =3 A3 Gl #HS TH QAR FdE o 189 &
ol ME AA S v TS AAsHA aesfof gtk

2013 [ARSEH ] & A Ak 82 & J=S /NBEHAS 1R HE A7
zo) W} 9939 750l F B V5o EE CFRV|BAAE SN JF =),

Jzi

6) S. Johnson. “Multiple Roles and Successes in Public Bioethics: a Response to the Public Forum Critique
of Bioethics Commissions”. TKennedy Institute of Ethics Jourmaly . 16. no. 2. 2006. pp.173 - 88.
doi:10.1353/ken.2006.0010.

7) 371 =IIRIMEITE MAlSE cdHo|2AP A ALoto| At Moz de| AFEUE 2 0| Atetol 2
5o 38 =ol& Fret HE AFEUY| Hzolck

8) J. Evans. “Between Technocracy and Democratic Legitimation: a Proposed Compromise Position for
Common Morality Public Bioethics”. TJournal of Medicine and Philosophy; . 31. no. 3. July 1, 2006. 213
- 34. doi:10.1080/03605310600732834.

9) A. Moore. e =
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(PEAEE 23T ) dDFAT B ARP (33, 43), "AAFUE A7l &
g A= 8%) Tol ITHE 1). 19d ol F7 FEEE AR B Al Fast
A &g AETF ot B4 ARl S3E Zloltt BE ol FUhE 4R oAt
AR =7 2= FdETE HoAA A 73] Vees GA U 5 jle
ARZ Bz Zlolth 2y ME A0 AUAA ABHZ ZeH] e A
& T7191d el B YA AgtE BHE wFEL U5S AXA B &}tk

@ F87124 2
@ ATl Aol A B AP
@ ATHA AANNE B B AT

© zroqujol AT & ARt 2A

©® AAMEZEA o} AT 5§ ARE AH

@ HjoFE7 M EF o] AT 51§ A 2H
AT Aol BA Ak 24

© FRAAAAL Aol HF AR

O 718k 1 FaAo] AE ARl #3419

@A) Fi0se] Aol AAE fAskE A BARS el YeAE e o)
A FAADIATE Aee] ARE A4HE So] YUHOE UF 9FOR AT 9
Y

the Zlolth 20174 89 @Al FlolAE Bl AAT F Y AU BEL U
of 23t AHHE Beosh anth 23 o AF AAHE (AU B et
tho, 919187} A5 AHEA S o HYT + Y= ALY BF ol WY
S olFolaithl 1 e /U & glovt ARYAIE WU BEHL YA B

15
AT B ol Aejsta AYsoF & Acle] RIS He WAk [WFa

Y
1ol Aol RE AHd A7o] BAPL AZAARY FA90A57} AAR Aojshn
AR Adle] $EG e T9IU ] AB ANA Golw AT S G olRE
BRY 5 9l AER 4P JF0] BFolAES Sl A0 719193} @A)
AL A% e Seols PRAUFS Seuls Zolth ol Gue WEe] 94
so] BABA Aeke AT + JES AHL Fojgon} adA EAE BEehn A
Moz FEAFIE AL A5l ol teh AYD el Q] W] WA =
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AUt FH S8 AN ATE QNFA S @, LD oo %ol A%t )
AE|A) G @, UEY a5 219198 dHS S8 ofele Zolth

WEol aw 99sE A oFe sxw M4aE HAE A Ak FA
Mo T3] o) AAle] WAL FHES Bolsta glons FAUoIA vt
£ RE Eolt AEA of3E HAT o) Alote] Holmze Aotk ZEAoz: oY
3 )

3. =9 AF&EtE

7l RE AR =7l AFRE HE

FUlzz A& BEAA2005) 7S] Hal Fa3 7|ES AABIL A =
7R3 TR 2ok gkt BHe Witk SHAYIE O dEE A7
24, WA, F8H4, AR A Wrlete @9z &84 Al =dsta, @
St 7le e Wrksta dakke 2HAdske AH i e Zlost, @ ETol &
& =4, wSI g A HolE ARss Ae FE= Ik

T =7kl Araskole Fop Ao &g e ATAR7|EEE s (A Y

291 93)-=7H 93l o] s B3l ol FolRinh o] Z1EH T2 WA Z =7t B
3 et 8 ol wet 7 gAle Fddold WA I, @A Hd3le] Jsy #A T
o] tt2t}. A AT TEL o242 AT (foundational), A3 (clinical), 18] ¥ (public)2-
E FEY 5 A o] SddMe 7L (22| =71l A national council/committee
S AHEAThe I AFAlel A W8-S A E Zlojth),
=% st F7lelA ATd A= FE A AT A
I FAT= Ak A B = AAE 2= @
ok Alef IAEE Ao ATt &3 7188 A&l (olst 7]1a9 L)

iatl

2

v

11) J. Bvans. &l =

12) 58 =72l 5= European Network of Research Ethics Committes = 0| X[of] AHA|=l Zt=2| E1
A2 E digloz =SIch &1, http:/www.eurecnet.org/information/uk.htmli& &, 2017 88 25, 0|
=o| Z% o|= EAM (Department of Health and Human Services)2| Zmo|X|& Z3ch ZHn,
https://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/regulations-and-policy &% 20174 88l 25¢.
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4, Q0 Ui =, Aol Axtel dBAFA, ARk 7183 Aol
3

Ale] Aol wae) Wzl we} o
} =5 BA0 FAEc

3
53 AL Fke Agel wet tie |, 9% ks AEa
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tok
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=
o
8
tio

8 A7wd WE oags #d ¥E o o8 FAHs
= QITKFISe] 739 FDA, HHSS| %0) 23 97
& HE AAE 230 Yok Aol BE 1S3 PREt. W FkaUsls Az
gel7k Bag wopol #al Aslopinon T ANSH: Z15e 2 ey Wee WA T
ol gl HFHU Aot el ohe YA} =osta Y AROE HAe
Wolge] AT 4 Uk F/HAUNNA W% FPOE A 20139 A

: .

A
=
o A3 ke A AT} JTh. o] F3He &S oL o} At (F2)

F 2 frH /e Fa0l%

< 719939 we

< 7189193 Ao dF

« AA AlF (guidance)

« AR e 71A9]d3]el oHA A (opinion)
« AFAT| B9 Y3 2T 2%
« £4 ARbe] #g Ao {3
o« WS

« AR ALS] o] 713 BA
77183 A7 A% AT

v oL

WAL, ) F7E o4, Ho} AT

Lt @=o dyustEof A7l A2 A

e 104719 AYGATF421 D3] (local research ethics committee)7} 157171 4
2] 9] 93] 7] 9 (the UK Ethics Committee Authority, UKECA)9] +5-& Wro} FE &=
Zra ot AYLYsl = G=rATa-2] A H] 2~(National Research Ethics Service, NRES)S
UESZE 7535k ok NRESY A=AAE Bl =9 AF&7AY IS 7=
& 4 9l=dl, NRESE $AIEZ 2] = (Patient Safety Authority) axdrollA 2 9= NHS A
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Al Qe AT HRke A=ste Edﬂ:rlthﬂ%(Health Research Authority, HRA)Z %7
Atk o= A Fl B2 thFoE SR Utk HollA, SAtel] AF A9 AL Q)
+ NHS7} #ej3hs HojEnh B d3dTe HRA-4 Q& Wolof sk HRAE A4
olF FetA L A A3 AEAHAE a7ITHI). ATV obd AAFH=
+ UA| 2= = (Human Tissue Authority, HTA), Wloldd A= UA 4-Hjo} T
= (Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority, HEFA)S] $%1& Q8= 3tk ol 7]¢ o
] 23 AT S2E Ao ¥ A A9 dAHE a7tk o]#A ATEdA
o 99 Ao Agto® AR al AT HAC] B3 HE, FHAF At
F2 x3eo] o 53] A7t ozt M AMERS AN Foll A5
Ao &2l Brel Ao B BUkA] LA, T1EiA Ao 3 o
VoA, v A 713429 8] (Institutional Review Board) #|A2] TiQko.
E:]EJ'S}'E]'- 1‘3‘/} AT T =7F 71l AR A9 dte A= et 2004 o]F
o A A2 2] AEE E83h] fEAe YA 3] (Medical Research Council) ¥}
TAEQ HEE A chNuffield Foundation)©] 35 93l = FAA-23-88]-9 9
] 3](the UK Biobank Ethics and Governance Council, EGC)2] %18 ¥ojo} 3l=t14), EGC
25 A7 A FHS At e =9 dATeEe = AU s
Aedo] Afole =71 @elo AoE, bE A7 B¢ dFEgHdIr| )t
= 7ML Jth FollA TR EE ARSI TY] A ATaE 3]
bojol sh=tl|, =2 o0& 80/l AT-&eAdEt 1 ﬂ‘ﬂ = Utk A
ATEHdI e A 1589 HdoE AT o5 HIFHSA} 1301 E3HE o
F 38kl layE Aokl ols#AZE iAWY SEHA &2 Hogllew Ao
eh. F=Y B¢ T7ILE0 dshs Aol EAEHA gerh 71HS A3 AT
HYAE RS 4] ZlAleln A 91939 FE2 RS "1 Fmao] e ds
g=e] &5 Fo BT B3 ATdee Al B3 & 18 AR A (Y
FaEAE Q1 AR ofd /‘1 °o7) FFHor yHHAL:

i

>

r

_.VE T Lo Fll‘
E ru_ mi
fo

K

o
ol
o
rlr
-

18 °lg vl o: r{r r*o e oR ft @ L o
o,
o
n]I

Lo

g Gl A A& ofe] L Thy WA o2 St Uit A& 9d3
(Nufﬁeld Council on Bioethics)= T]=r2] th&5H 3 %E] AL YU3lol Fole V|HoE T4
g e AAS UEle Aol oflet AFH o 83 o F 71 olE EEet &

13) = EAATIZ|Z,  hitp://www.hra.nhs.uk/research-community/before-you-apply/determine-which-revie
w-body-approvals-are-required/ E% 20174 8¥ 3.
14) A= MA23 22-2H3| https://egeukbiobank.org.uk &% 20174 8¥ 3.
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214 AEE AAGTH. HER I7hE2H(Human Tissue Act 2008)7 <UF 4 o j
o} (Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 2008)¢] 21} o]& AW Hd dY

A z22ol A3 Aotk FH WA o] Badk AOR 937} kg ARl A
= = 39 (FYEDALITE ARSI BHAAME AETrHe. T3 Aol B3k
AP ko] Fa%k Z3to] "tk 7|4 AL FEEE A2 MEE olnE wEst

1 #9078 Fsae AEFE 249 UBE 9989 JFolth UL AAIE o)
e YR FFuAsE, FAAAT, ZAE ATE B WE FGolA
JAe AA gk THA AAe] Ao, ) ArIHo] opd AT-geloke] A 23O
2 Jsste] B, WE 4, A8 919319 AR SolA F2F ol Aopinion) .2 7]
)

ch olZel HEYNS MY ATSIUS

F=o HIE 3ol Fot= w7 2o g el AHEAdIrt Aok s
o] FAsh= A& B3 AZAUIEA APEYALI e I3t vl= WellA A&
2o B3 g3k =95 83t &4 ks Bk &Es df stk enpnt
2 A171(2009~20161) ﬂ] H2A& AH{E] AT LS (the Presidential Commission for the
Study of Bioethics Issues)= ZZ7Fe] Fod e} A%, o] =Zolgke ojd o] HAIHHEE
Hojd AIEE gt o] A7) AR E &5 d Amy Guimann <9 Y159 =&
ol AXHstAE T Yol odl = thEe® AL ARPEE A3 AN o
ojFY L o] WFT AAES ATH. ol ANIY o= tiEH LIt
s AXA B s HPEHAAHTEAE APaeds]e] 98 740 A
Sk} o o) WS A AAATH Ad AWE SHE] 93 =¥o g o e
AL Aotk F=9 A9e ted AEe] ofd F 7Ho2A A FHAHE 7A

o

it

15) HEE 2sle] =2 W&o zeliMe= che HAIEE ZI. hitpy//nuffieldbioethics.org/previous-work
% 20174 8¥ 30¢.

16) cHEAMSo 2 1985 Warnock EIAM7t QIch EIAS ME2 A Question of Life: The Warnock Report
on Human Fertilisation and Embryology.0l0f Ol A=eol MAlo|st ool Z7t2 MZFCE HE
http://www.parliament.uk/documents/upload/nihumfertembrbill.pdf &< 20174 8 3.

17) A. Gutmann, J.W. Wagner. “Reflections on Democratic Deliberation in Bioethics, Goals and Practice of
Public Bioethics: Reflections on National Bioethics Commissions, special report”. Hastings Centre
Reporty . 47. no. 3. 2017. pp.35 - 38. https://doi.org/10.1002/hast.718.

18) A.L. Caplan. “Free the National Bioethics Commission”. Flssues in Science and Technologys . XIX(4).
2003. available at: http://issues.org/19-4/caplan/. 8% 20174 8¥ 30¢.
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<Abstract>

From Regulation to Communication:
A Proposal for Transformation of National Biogthics Committee

linak Lee.

<Abstract>

Korean National Bioethics Committee (KNBC) is deliberating body with functions
designated by Bioethics and Safety Act (2013). After 10 years of its establishment, it
is necessary to review its achievement and how it can serve the society in
safeguarding the sound ethical judgement and practice in biomedical researches.
Considering the nature of ethical governance, KNBC worked successfully in
institutionalising bioethical consideration into research practice. KNBS worked through
deciding the permissible topics in genetic and embryonic researches, about which
there existed conflict. Since the ecosystem of ethical oversight has been changed, in
which foundational, clinical, and public bioethics body(Evans, 2006) collaborate, KNBC
should transform its function and structure to adapt the changes. Considering the
nature of bioethical conflicts and pluralistic society, the ideal and practice of
bioethics should take into account of deliberative democracy.

To explore this possibility, this article review the functions and status of current
KNBC and the European national bioethics committees. And the proposal for
transformation is given.

Key words
bioethics act, national bioethics committee, public bioethics, deliberative democracy,
public deliberation.
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