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kel Theet 222 |nho] opujet 2Alo) Féel A HE FA| AAshs AR oalfet vk HAEAVIEY, HrAed 1
TTRAF, | ABEEFAATAE, 2008, 29,

2) 919 &, 19.
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‘%Ur P, QAR M B FEaL TE AHE (reconsent)E W= 2 E7Fs I E3 lFE)
He HudF] 9 DY 2AS ol ABS U volous Aol Al )

(understanding), ¢JAF27 52 (decision—making 8l 2 183} A 7RS FAlof i, o]eof| whe) uh
capacity), AP (voluntary )0 & Al| 7F4] 7184 24 o198 AH A2 o] Q¥ T IF-E 1| =2 X
T2 SHAACE SIS o] gk A 7] ZAES T AANZIA] oraA AT-gele] 71 P A Fe

1TAaaa ] R A I 4
A A5l E el AEA]l on|= g elek A E A7 4= Q= WOkS 2| Qi) ool wek Aok
=] (explict informed consent ) 2}ar 74 shc}, Ojoby Ards-olo] o8] 714] Hele-2 ®—-13 2tk

2] 5] el M ol Al 7HA] 71 205

3) informed consenti= ‘TAJE S, T HA| AT, AT, MEFel T o2 HYH I gl & =elA= A
To'gt g0l & ALg3H.

4) H]'O] S AN TR ‘3} 24 FAIE tiet A =) TR =S sk Q. oSy, 2228, Hlo] 2.

AT} TAH, A4 6(1), 20 35 47H; oS, 228, nlo| QA9 i gk S-S Sk F-Esle] o, A G
12(1), 2011, 33—524.

5) olall(understanding) T AAv8-5-0]] Ulgo] St AFU A A5t A8 T Aol FE FHE ofalfet F QIE sfof 3, 9
APAA 538 (decision—making capacity )| 2 1% A] o3l Ao} FAH of3)] 548 whd = 13l AAlsatel] oA oaAA
S U 5 e TS oJvlEh, AP (voluntary) o]k T128E SARAA o] 748, A5, 223kt 2 BRI 93t FAl 7} o] A
G740 & #hgl 7l o]ojof 3t} Beauchamp T. & Childress J., Principles of Biomedical Ethics, New York; Oxford University
Press, 2009, pp. 99—140.
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Presumed consent (57 5-2]) AF eI To] Folgle Ao = hfé/]
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Hypothetical consent(7H34 &9]) A7 AT Bl o7 =AE Eo

Future/ deferred consent (el ¥l %¢]) TFAA AFEA o] AAHA| B2 59
Broad consent( 2% £9]) Mel(X 5t 7)) W97t FH9IE 59

Blanket consent(F24 9])/ Jrppe— 5
- 29} o)) W) EA sk 0] o
open consent (A 3+ 52) AR AT HA7E FARAL §

olef gt Wefol x| ti=9] Hlo] &, Hﬂi AT o 7HA) HiQFA A se] FElE FollA ulo] S A
2] 714 diokq sl FelE Sl A 23 5 ol A3t 5o FElEA 224 59 (broad consent)
9= njo] QMY Aol 71 Agtek HWE& Alekst 9} 24 “5-0](blanket consent) 12| 3L FA|SH] &
a1 9).om &) 5] 9] o "]r‘ﬂ"ﬂ"ib o] Q€] ©](open consent) & AIRFskaL 9).oH, 53] 84 &
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o] WAlS Q-8ar Qlek whebA] ool = A uE e A A Al R A Eel
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I =22 &9 5189 A4 Hlol e Aol N E2H B0 ALge] AslE
Tk Algael ofshi vt 2 Al 714 A
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6) o] FolA Leht ofg] 71x] AH52] FEjS-2 Hofmann®] #-5-8+ ¥H4]-8- w5t} Hofmann B, Broadening consent—and diluting
ethics?, Journal of Medical Ethics, vol.35, 2009, p. 126.

7) Hansson M. G., Dillner J. & Bartram C.R., Should donors be allowed to give broad consent to future biobank research?, Lancet
Oncol, vol. 7, 2006, p. 266.

8) Hjo] QW ATl A XA Fo)E TN AFEE T oFdlY] =S 7= FaL 3131tk Hansson M. G., Balancing the quality
of consent, Journal of Medical Ethics, vol. 24, 1998, pp. 182—87; Hansson M. G., Building on relationships of trust in biobank
research, Journal of Medical Ethics, vol. 31, 2005, pp. 412—18; Hansson M. G., Dillner J. & Bartram C.R., Should donors be
allowed to give broad consent to future biobank research?, Lancet Oncol, vol. 7, 2006, pp. 266—9. Hansson M. G., Ethics and
biobanks, British Journal of Cancer, vol 100, 2009,
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o BARALEY, AL BEEIAT, | 39,

14) McGuire A.L. & Gibbs R. A., No longer de—identified, Science, vol. 312, 2006, pp. 370—1.
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Ethics, vol. 35, p. 126.



20 s=Mmee(aEx] M3 Mis(sd HMss) 2012

1ok 7 & 4 girk 1e|mE el Qb
A Hlo] @ 34=1] AT - 8112 o]
B2 o AP hrolok s, R B
ol <J3) 43h ol o 1 Zolrh

drgelel daxyd g9 sl ofd
(understanding)+= FoIx7} vlo] S HY = ¢t Hola}
3L AL, 72 A0 W& 8] 1AIskaL lefok g

S 73z ek 23y 1K population—based)

AAHS] 732 gle Aol
&2 A3l et v AR Al AR et
&l 253 Holel7 L pEA T Ale] SAIE

B2 A o= vjA] L = Qlth= ARdolt o] A
& O] AR SEAHATE Flsl e
AE Y 8t a7l <Ja tf Azt 212

oef gt Aol gt AiQle) B HHE H3fst
A0 gt go & Hthe A2 @A R &7}

3 dolrl.

o

Huﬁro_%tru:

off rr

16) Ibid.

= o
N
N
rlo
s
[
>
1
&
AN
f&
N
©
o,
g
o
by
ofr
ol

3
& S8 212 A O Tk o714 5
= A3kl 71E oA gk ol 7t
IRB 91¢10] 1779 W85 7 Hreview) & -+ = 5
o] #5307 wizoleh= Alolv). 1 vt ofe} of
2] 7] ¢ IRB| A4 2] Apo] = Qlel] B7e] At
o] gk ato]7F e b= A% B TR A 2 A7)
%31 vk 21 AL IRBE Hle] Q= A7} wskaeAt
E R AR S T T e gk TR X
FHoh= 2 B8 A7 L o & S0, 9= &
21913]=(The Ethics & Governance Council of the
UK) Ml 0= E] 81715 =t 7iQ1e] 4 4

= 4% 5o A7l AlEshE Al 8f8staL
QIek19

Jm
%
o
st
Y
lo 7
g
N

= & ) [RB7F 4ie]
3L A goiARe] A

4. HO|2%3 o179 REH

Hpo] © W= AF7F Ao S i8-8k Tk

Ae
ks B Aol sl Eak i eise] 2
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Lab Clinical Medicine, vol. 144, 2004, pp. 229—34.
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Consent Process Minimize the Risks of Genetics Research?, American Journal of Medical Genetics, vol. 113, 2002, p. 258.
23) Dave Wendler, Does Current Consent Process Minimize the Risks of Genetics Research?, American Journal of Medical Genetics

113, 2002, pp. 258—262.
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& Medicine, vol. 70, 2010, pp. 219—10.
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[Abstract]

Broad Consent in Biobank Research??)

Lee, Sang-Mok28)

An important ethical issue regarding biological samples stored in biobanks is unforeseen future sample
use, when no or limited subject consent is obtained. Biobanks of biological samples have significant future
research potential, but may cause conflicts of interest regarding the consent obtained,

Some peoples argue that broad consent is valid ethically and should be recommended for biobank
research provided that: personal information related to research is handled safely; donors of biological
samples are granted the right to withdraw consent; and new research studies or changes to the legal or
ethical authority of a biobank are approves by an IRB.

We criticize that they ignore a basic requirement for autonomy, understanding. Combined with an over
sized eagerness to promote research and recruitment, this combination of risk and information ignorance can

become dangerous

Key words : biobank, human material, informed consent, broad consent, research ethics
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