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Resumo Este artigo registra a contribuicdo historipara a reflexdo bioética trazida pela
Declaracdo Universal sobre Bioética e Direitasmdnos (DUBDH), aprovada em 2005 pela
Unesco. Concentrando-se nos aspectos relativatnarabilidade e a responsabilidade social, séo
destacados e interpretados fatores orientadqrara o Brasil. Em primeira mao é apresentado
um histérico dos encontros que precederam a tidasdo da Declaragdo e spaomulgacao.

O artigo conclui mostrando que DABDH trouxe valiosa contribuicdo ao ambito das pesguis
cientificas e tecnoldgicas, reafirmando que @wmbdevam gozar de liberdade criativa, sejam
orientadas por principios éticos que respeitelaramente a dignidade humana, os dgeit
humanos e as liberdades fundamentais, dispdos@special atengdo aos vulneraveis.

Palavras-chave: Vulnerabilidade.Responsabilidade social. Estado. Organizagis Nacgbes
Unidas para a Educacgéo, Ciéncia e Cultura.

Scientific and technological development progresses
achieved in the last 30 years, particularly in &binology
and human health fields, enabled undertakings vilese
unimaginable before. Diseases that then were ibteira

today have treatment, organisms taken as enigmatic,
currently have their genomes sequenced, situatizken
as impossible, such as living organism geneticrezeging
and cloning are currently reproduced by routine

Marcio Rojas Cruz methodologies in many places around the world and i

Biologist,Scence and Technology Brazil.
andyst at the Ministry of
Science and Technology

UnescoChair and Graduate At the same time, that humanity gets knowledgepowder
Program in Bioethicsesearcher . . . . . .
at the University of Brasilia to improvesubstantially its quality of life; paradoxally it

(L2, eslaiel Draliciz el also acquires knowledge and power to cause la@je sc

irreversible damageDeforestation of huge areas (due to
extensive agriculture or logging activities), liaton of gases that
affect the ozone layer (by using non-renewableilfass)

Revista Bioética 2010; 18 (1): 93 - 107 93




and construction of mass destruction weapons are
examples evidencing moral frailness of human kind.

The great ethical issues set due to scientifictaokino-
logical progress do not refer to human being paibties,

\ but to its responsibilities Theoretically, researches may
Solange de Lima Torres Oliveira  follow in many directions, but, in practice, not phths

Sanitary Physician at tifredera . . . .

District State Secretariat of Health lead to benefits for humanity or yield them immeselig,

UnescoChair and Graduate creating, however, possibility for costly long-term

Program in Bioethicsesearcher L

at the University of Brasilia consequences. Thus, the problem does not lie éctiep

(UnB), Federal DistrigtBrazil. of new technologies that are not morally acceptdiyle
society, but rather in enforced ethical controlt tslaould

exist.

At about 30 years ago, an American physician, Van
Rensselaer Potter, realized that humanity sundwald be
under threat. He created, then, the neolodimethicsto
designate the need of a scientific area that wdeldicate

Jorge Alberto Cordén Portillo to searching knowledge and wisdom. According to,him
Dertist, assistant professd¥ and .

T e e wisdom would represent knowledge needed to manage
Program in Bioethics knowledge itself aimed at the social well béin@ince
researcher at the University of . . .

Brasilia (UnB), Federal then, bioethics revealed to be one of the reflecticeas
District, Brazil. that grew most. Currently, when biotechnology acepli

enormous strength and not only economic, but toansfr

of human life and nature, bioethics analysis on
technoscientific progress became an unadjournable
initiative.

In this present-day scenario, the Universal Detitamaon
Bioethics and Human Rights by the United Nations
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization —
UNESCO is like a milestone for bioethics. Therefdres
reflection proposes not only to record relevantdnisal
events for the construction process of the dedtargeven

if without pretension to turn into an exhaustivedan
complete historical narrative; but
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assuming the tangibility of such endeavor), restrictive view which currently pervades

as well as to emphasize and to interpret twiscussion onulnerability*.

specific topics — namelyyulnerability and

social responsibility— that express generaHowever, it is an agreement point that
agreement concerning its relevance talnerabilityis not necessarily the same among all

Brazilian society. human being existing indviduals, groups of
people or even countries that are more

Vulnerability and social exposed because they present certain

responsibility additional frailness set by historical

factors or temporary circumstances,

who find themselves in (greater
Vulnerability, according to Lorenzaiarries susceptibility conditiofs Under these
a sense of susceptibilitthat is,characteistics conditions, not only equal State protection
that leave us capable of been harmed by 8Rould be requested, but specific additional
external event of any sort, which reports theasures need implementatiofi State
the possibility that this event trajectory findgction as promoting human rights and basic
us in its path It is consensus thatfreedom recognizing human being dignity
vulnerability is an universal humanmmay be seen as the foundation for developing
condition. This conclusion may be found imeeded protection for the vulnerable.
arguments from different scholars in all ages.
These  understand,  completely,  agternational documents, versant on ethical
necessary an equal State protection f@pects related to research with human
all due to this conditioh beings, within science and technology

specific scope, present definitions for
This universality, according to Hurstyulnerability. In order to clarify them better,
expands too much the borderline of thgese documents present a roll of the so-
concept, bringing on hardships for thealled vulnerable groupsBelmont Reportists
consequent need of special protection. Thgial minorities, those who are in economic
reductionist standpoint of vulnerability disadvantage, the sick, and institutionalize@he
parallel, when referred only to condition ifjocumentfrom the Council for Intemational
which  the subject, definitively  orOrganizations of Medical Sciences — Cioms,
temporarily,  finds  himself  without |nternational Ethics Guidelines for Biomedical

conditions to defend his own interests, mayesearches involving Human Beingdentifies
cause that a few, who effectively should b@ose

taken as vulnerable, to not receive suitable
protection. The dilemma of an encompassing
construction of the concept or of its
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who present limited capacity to consent or social policies, in such manner that social
to refuse consenting, like children andevelopment and health promotion are to be
individuals who, because of mental ilnesseen as the two faces of a same coin. It is
are incapable to provide informed consent, insufficient to make large investments in
addition to people submitted to any kind afanitation services of excellence if health
hierarchy, elder people, unemployedocioeconomic conditionings — such as
prsioners or refugeés poverty, illiteracy, malnutrition, environ-
mental pollution — finish by endangering
Recognition and valuation of vulnerabilitydecisively the quality of life for a significant
mainly when incremented by additiongbortion of our societ$.
conditions that call for greater specific
protection, requires ethical rigor to approacBuch reflection, stated in théJniversal
when evaluating and managing addition&leclaration on Bioethics and Human Rights
risks that may occur to individuals or groupinal version, is in certain way advanced by
of individuals due to this special condition. the Chart of Buenos Ayres on Bioethics and
Human Rights Carta de Buenos Airesbre
Social responsibility, in moral discussiomBioéticay DerechosHumanos) This document
focus, has been constantly pointed assults from an event that took place in
determinant factor, more than a goal, ddovember 2004, counting on the presence of
moral justification and analysis of scientificeveral bioethics experts from Latin America
and technological progress, genetic aridr the initial discussion of the Declaration.
environmental interventions, and otherdn mentioned document, expert declared to
without previous regulatiothat discards or be convinced that the development of
includes individuals as beneficiaries of theessential human capabilities is only possible
scientific and technological developmen®ocial when basic needs are met, and through it,
responsibility of government with people’siuman beings need to have access to potable
health, because it deals with citizensvater, food, housing, work, medication,
interests and basic rights, bases primarilpedical care, and public health services,
in recognizing these rights from thewithout such guarantees, it is not possible to
standpoint of human dignity valuationconsider as moral any sociéty
that ensures society to merit this
tutelage. Bioethics at UNESCO

From recognition that health promotiordnesco’s Ethics of Science and Technology

should perform beyond sanitary policieProgramme aims at promoting considerations

derives the need to promote integration amu science and technology in the field of

complementarity among health policies and ethics through the development of a
democratic process to build
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normative and respect for Unesco’s ideal of Adoption of the Universal Declaration of
true dialogue based in respect to shardduman Genome and Human Rights, in 1997,
values and dignity of each civilization andvas the first great conquest of the
culture UNESCO promotes, with theprogram approved by the General
program, meetings ofad hoc groups of Conference. The second was the
renowned competence specialists to refldaternational Declaration on Human Genetic
on the state of art and to preparPata, adopted in 2003
recommendations on ethical, legal, and social
aspects deriving from sciences of lifdJniversal Declaration on
especially genetics, guided toward actions Bioethicsand HumanRights—
the specific fields of ethics in science andonstruction of the declaration
technology*.

One of the resolutions from -the 32nd
The Internaional BioethicCommittee— IBC General Conference session, in 2003,
and thelntergovermenta Bioethics Committee considered the establishment of universal
— IGBC are this discussion forunstandards in bioethics regarding dignity,
framework. IBC, established in 1993human rights, and freedom, in the cultural
comprises 36 independent specialists wipturalism spirit inherent to bioethicsas
follow progress of the sciences of life andpportune and desirable In addition, it
their applications, in order to assure respeanwited the director general of UNESCO to
for human dignity and freedom. It isprepare a universal declaration on bioethics
considered as the only global forum founiversal norms — to be submitted for
profound bioethics discussion about curreappreciation in the 38sessioft.
topics, offering subsidies so each country,

specially their legislators, can maklanning of procedures adopted toward a

reflections about society’s choices iQnjversal declaration presented three major
elaborating or maintaining national laws, anghases:

to decide on different positioris IGBC, in

its turn, established five years later, in 1998, January to April 2004:  written
comprising 36 UNESCO’s member states, consultation phase to member-states-, by
whose representatives gather at least every means of questionnaire and debate
two years to analyze IBC advices and among ntergovernmental organizations
recommendations. IGBC informs IBC on  and non-governmental organizations and
its opinions and submits them, jointly npational bioethics committees on the

with IBC proposals for actions, to the structure and scope for the declaration;
director-general of UNESCO, who forwardg — April 2004 to January 2005: Project

them to member-states, to the Executive wording phase, which involved six

Council and to the General Conferetice meetings of the Wording group Comprised
by selected IBC members, two meetings
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of UN Interagency Committee /Unesco, declaration project. Its opening conducted
national and regional consultations, onby Pierre Sané, assistant director general for
IBC meeting and one written Social and Human Sciences and the director
consultation to member-states; general of Unesco representative, who
c. January to September 2005: Projdaighlighted the endeavor importance for
finalizing phase, when a draft of théwumanity, as model for legislation subsidies
declaration was presented officially, anthat respect dignity, basic human rights and
appreciated twice(interspersefl by a freedom, making it clear that no member-
governmental expert committed, andstate opposed the initiative.
finally, appreciated and unanimously
approved at the 33rd General Conferen@ée directorof Unesco’s Division of Ethics of
session. Science and Technology, at the time, Henk
ten Have, and Michele S. Jean, then

During the Declaration construction procesBlesident of IBC, presented, next, the report
it is worth noting that 1IGBC 4th session®n Progress achieved until the moment and
IBC-IGBC joint session and IBc planning of future actions. Michael Kirby,
extraordinary session, undertaken during tRéesident of the IBC Writing Group, at the
period of January 24-28, 2005 at Unesdine, called attention to the general points of
headquarters in Paris, showed to be crucfgpior relevance ‘_Jf the 4”_‘ \{ersion, such as
for the declaration final wording definition the respect for life (not limited to human
since they preceded official presentation §fe). complementarity ~between several
the document' but government expergrinCipleS, inclusion of social resp0n5|bll|ty,
analysis as well. Corollary, taking advantagf® attempt to conciliate biomedicine with
of the fact that one this work authors had thiman rights and theossibility for future
opportunity to be part of the BraziliarHPdates

delegation when meetings took place, it N _

allows us to record this important reflectiodhe  Brazilian  delegation  vehemently
moment in bioethics for the world andgdvocated, during the debate, the clause
particularly, in defense of the vulnerabldegarding social responsibility acknow-

through guidance do Unesco member-statet€dging the progress of the topic with its
inclusion within the scope of the declaration,

Intergovernmental Bioethics emphasizing still on the need to a more
Committee 4th session thorough wording on the topic. Points such
as access to medications, the necessity to
Taking place in January 24-22005 and protect vulnerable people and the non-
chaired by the Italian delegatioracceptance of double standard— principle in
representative, this meeting aimed athich safety regulations (especially on new
promoting debate on the #ersionof the medication or treatment tridlgoresented by
developing countries to be less rigorous

Revista Bioética 2010; 18 (1): 93 - 107 98



compared to developed countries safety  the declaration project. Initially, a report

regulations - should be specificallyyn giscussions carried out by IGBC in
mentioned in the clause. Additionally, ihrevious days was presented, stressing major
recommended also that clause dealing wif§cys of the debate between delegations from
transnationalpracticewould state clearly the geyeral countries. In the discussion among
non-acceptance of biopiracy acts, traffic Qfarticipants on suggested titleUniversal
organs and trade of scientific material Qheclaration on Bioethicsand Human Rights
animal and human origin. it was clear that all agreed with prior

withdraw of the worchorm, but there was no

The debate polarized between Brazibonsensus on maintaining the expression
advocating developing countries standpoifiyman rights

and Germany, advocating developed
countries positionAccording to the GermanThe Brazilian delegation recommended that
delegation, the Declaration should restrict {eedom of research be mentioned in
issues  related to  biotechnology  andocument introduction, signaling that it
biomedicine,  considering,  thereforeyoy|d be taken in consideration, but it should
inappropriate the clause referring $ocial ot pe treated as a principle, since research
responsibilityand need adequacy of clauseshould be limited by ethical considerations.
dealing with sharing of benefits, soIidarityDeve|oped countries governmental and
and international cooperation and the role of-5demic sectors representatives
States in order to restrict its guidance tQecommended that freedom of research
biotechnological and biomedical features.  shoyid be dealt as basic for the progress of
science. Another point of view of the
At the end of the meeting, it was approvedgyazilian delegation referred to withdrawing
IGBC 4th Session Recommendationgs the wherever possibleexpression from the
document, which, inter alia, requested cjayse regardingocial responsibility which
reconsideration of some crucial points such 8%idently weakened commitment with

autonomy,  informed  consent,  sociglquality and social responsibility state
responsibility, sharing of  benefitsinereto.

transnational practice, and ethics committee.
Reflection on the internal organization of the

The International Bioethics declaration project took most of the time.
Committee and the Intergovern- Observations about the order, grouping, or
mental Bioethics Committee Joint even titles of articles consumed several hours
session of the joint session. The Brazilian delegation

_ _ _ interpreted the fact as possible developed
This meeting, undertaken in January 26-2£guntries strategies to divert attention to

2005, aimed at promoting a joint debalgss relevance points and to avoid political
between IBC and IGBC on thd 4ersion of
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debate such as social agenda. Adding, still, that Brazil is a membe-

State of WHO and that under any
A few delegations recommended thaircumstance he agreed with the positioning
mention on member-states obligations, as tAEesented by that Organization representa-
commitment on national report generatiofive — an attitude criticized by the German
foreseen by the articlBC and IGBC roles delegation but supported by other developing
should not be made. IBC representativé@untries representativesnter alia, from
took stand against this recommendatiof\gentina.
clarifying that Unesco, as well as other
United Nations organizations, have beehhis polarization related to bioethics and
criticized for preparing declarations that argocial issues interface raises attention to what
not duly adopted and implemented bgan be considered possibly as one of the most
member-states, exactly for not havin§ignificant contributions in  preparation

control and evaluation mechanisms of tHéiscussions for the final version of the
recommendations. declaration. The working group, until this

joint session, in charge to write the text
It is timely to mention that during theconsidered bioethics definition te realm of
opening of debate about observegystematic, plural, and interdisciplinary study
participation, World Health Organizatiorﬂedicated to theoretical and practical moral
(WHO) representative strongly criticizedSsues rose by medicine and by the sciences of
maintenance of the article concernisacial life with implications for human beings and
responsibility in the project, using for the relationship of humanity and the
derogatory terms such &sindry list arguing biosplere. Discussions then pointed toward
that the article dealt with specific interest gfraup NewW understanding, showing that these
of countries and, therefore, without any relatidigfinitions presented too much academic
with bioethics. The Brazilian delegation features, leading reflection to the necessity to
more specifically, minister Luiz Albertocontemplate, in an analogous way, the
Fgueiredo Machado, and not the Ambassaddiolitical features.

Antonio Augusto Dayrrel, as mistakenly

became public by article of differentuch perspective opens space so reflection on
authorship —, pleading order issue ioethics to be used @ instrument for concrete

demanded that comments by internationBfoblems resolution not only in sciences of
institutions representatives, particularly thodée (like biology, microbiology, biochemistry,
from other agencies of the United Nation&20logy andvirology), but, equally, in those
system, to be restricted to institutions officigletected by social sciences (like political
point of view, and that any kind of persondicience, sociology, psychology, anthropolo-

view was not to be accepted. gy). Consequentlythe new bioethics reference
definition began to set the concept of a systematic
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plural and interdisciplinary study and ethical issues Michael Kirby, pleased with established
raised by medicine and by sciences of life andadoctransparency and dialogue, made a report on
sciences with implications for human beings and favorks undertaken until then, emphasizing
their relationship with the biosphereincluding the importance of the article abosbcial
issues concerning availability andaccess to responsibility which reflect the special
scientific and technological developments and thewituation experienced by developing
applications. countries and discussions currently taking
place about the topic in specialized circles.
International Bioethics Committee Other delegations manifested, still about this
extraordinary session article, support to Brazilian standpoint (like
Argentina, Egypt and Tunisia), and China

This meeting, undertaken in January 28uggest that social responsibility should be
2005, opened with Mr. Koichiro Matsuura’siso mentioned in articles abosharing of

statement, director general of UNESCO, Whgenefits and international cooperation
congratulated all for their effort, recognizing

the difficulty to prepare a really universabther topics appeared in the meeting agenda,
declaration. The declaration, in his viewjke the principle of precaution, informed
should establish a number of principles anrghnsent of children, the possibility of
procedures that would work as model fasxistence of member-states domestic laws
legislations from different member-states)pposing the declaration principles, and
such as to encourage dialogue among gdsponsibility related to biosphere.

involved actors searching for consensus

between plural of opinions pointing the patApproval of the Declaration
for correct measures. He mentioned also IBC
decision in highlighting social |n February 2005, preliminary version of the
responsibility in the context of humanyeclaration project was submitted to a new
rights  protection,  relating  ethicalconsultation by  member-states, by
questioning to future generations We”governmenta| and non_governmentaj
being. According to Mr. Matsuuray raising organizations and by other institutions. The
specific issues such as access to health care, &0d first meeting of the committee comprising
water, pOVGI’ty alleviation or environment enhancetne governmenta| experts and another IGBC
the proposal opens perspectives for actions that gpeeting took place in March. In April, the
beyond medical ethics as such, pointing once af@n director general of UNESCO presented a
necessity for bioethics as part of an open debate, progress report to the Executive Council. In
general, about political and social realffs June, with the second meeting of the
committee of governmental expert and
another of IGBC, concluded the final
wording of the Project. In October, the
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33% General Conference sessiaappreciated It is possible that a more explicit manifest-
and unanimously approved theUniversal ation would make difficult th eDeclaration of
Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rights Helsinki review approval by the $9World
Medical Association — WMA General
Assembly, undertaken in Seoul in October
2008. Thus, it began to contemplate, in items
29 and 32, the possibility of flexibilization of
the governing norms on research with human
The Universal Declaration on Bioethics and gemgfs, pdartlcu_larly trr:ose undertahken tl)f_\ |(§SS
defines in its title its guiding vocation basegervice. As it deals traditionally with one
in international legislation on human rightsf thed_most {Is_'e\/lant l_r(ljtelmatlorfIal d(;)cqments
I . regarding ethical guidelines for designing
respect for human dignity and basic freedo perimental research with human beings,
as essential for the development of bioethiogle fact that WMA, at least apparently,

principles presented in it. It acknowledges, 8fve in to pharmaceutical sector pressures
—, with fallacious urgency arguments in

the preamble, fregdom of sc.len(.x.a aharch for innovative therapies for health
technology, emphasizes that scientific anfkterioration, but compelled strictly by

technological developmentshould search €conomic interests — and depriving of the

. " pportunity of not flexibilizing researchers’
always to promote individuals, families, groups 0?esponsibilities with voluntaries participating

communites and  humanity  well-being inn biomedical research, opens a serious
recognizing human dignity and universal respedgrerogative in controlling experiments with

. uman being and awakens mistrust regarding
and enforcement of human rights and bas e conquest achieved by theniversal

freedom, while moral sensibility and ethicabeclaration on Bioethics and Human Righis
reflectionare essential to this development processiefending the interests of the vulnerable

Contributions of the Declaration
to States

Unfortunately, Declaration text did notVN€n comparing this text to theniversal
record in a clear and evident fashion ageclaratlon on Human Genome and Human Rights

opposing manifestation to  the morazf‘nd 'the Inter-nal.onal Decl.aratlon on Human
justification for double standarg. Genetics Datait is undeniable that progress

Notwithstanding, in whereas, there is gchieved by migration of wvulnerability, dealt

statement thatall human beings WithouteXp"CitIy in the international cooperation theme,

distinction, should benefifrom the same toward a specific article in the section of pritesp

high ethical Standards imedicine and in
science of life researcheerphasis of authors),
what unarguably compromises any kind of double
standards advocacy
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(Article VIIl — Respect for Human results and products began to see

. . . broadening of; access to health care
Wulnerability and Individual Integrity ¢ quality gnd essential medication:

where the need to protect individuals angcess to suitable nutrition and good quality

groups with specific vulnerability as well agyater: improvement of living conditions and
respect for individual integrity stands out. ¢ the  environment: elimination  of

marginalization and exclusion of individuals

Naturally, this section of principles present$yr whatever reason and, poverty alleviation
additionally, a series of relevant guidelines ignq jlliteracy reduction.

terms of preserving the vulnerable from
possible harm deriving from scientific angtina1 considerations
technological practices, such as: a)

nonnegotiable  requirement  related  ®pe Universal Declaration on Bioethics and
previous, free and clarified consent based jipman Rightsstarts with a strong call to
suitable information; b) guarantee that algtection of the vulnerable and extends
discrimination or stigmatization constitutegself in its principles, emphasizing respect
human dignity, human rights and basig individuals' autonomy and the need of
freedom violations and; c) advocacy to shaggymplete, clear and adequate clarification on
benefits resulting from any scientificopiaining consent of individuals submitted
research and its technological applicationsto’ among others, to biomedical research. It
dedicates special article to vulnerable
Article XIV (Social Responsibility and jngividuals or groups and assures guidance
Health) deserves the merit of inserting i, respect for their integrity. It rejects
biomedical agenda an annoying reflection fferformance reflecting double standards and
the central countries, but of major importanGgstates social responsibility of State about
for the peripheral countries. Its mentioningeg|th. It strives in declaring the principle of
in the Declaration final text represent fanefit sharing and expands all view on

milestone  in  Dbroadening  bioethic§espect and protection of humanity and
conceptual  scope, which starts, WitRjanet future.

approval by Unesco, to contemplate a close

interrelation between healthpegpite the fact that the Brazilian State, to
promotion practice and measures thahntribute with several initiatives, made
aim social development. Now, aftegfforts to achieve a fairer and equitable
approval of the Declaration, governmenigyciety, there is not any doubt that, even been
took the responsibility to foster scientificyone in this endeavor, desirable diversities

progress and technological development {Bmain in society (the case of biological and
such manner that in future its cultural), but
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as well those unwanted (the case d¢@been aleclaration, itis not binding) to a

educational level diversity, basic health ca ifi tocol (thi ther bidi
access and family income level). Thus, while d smal r:sﬁ)eq ic_protocol (this a rather biding ong),
in order to strengthen more so the protection

part of around 170 million of Brazilian have _ .
of interests of the vulnerable.
access to, for example, to the most recent

medical technology advances, such %Sederal Council of Medicine (CFM)

computerized  tomograph and . . .
enepration druas. a Ellarpey ortion of thmanlfestatlon should be mentioned. Its
g . . g8 . .g P : esolution no. 1,885, of 2008, considers that
population lives daily with the uncertainty . N . D .
: there is no scientific evidence justifying ethic
related to a possible méal . . .
indulgence adopted in placebo use by changing

L . current Declaration of Helsinki that maintains
k is imperative that, as corollary, th

- . ,_. bonds of any nature with medical research
Brazilian State as a whole — conS|der|nﬂ . . .
. . ... Involving human beings that use placebo in
here federal agencies, with their dlverstﬁ . .
_— eir trials when effective treatment for the
attributions and competences - . . o
. researched disease exists prohibited to
acknowledges the need to invest more 'prPlysiciansls
the defense of interests of the vulnerable, a
topic so dear to our society. Particularly

been present the deadlock arouse

with the current review of the . L . . ) .
bioethics issues in domestic and international

Declaration ofHelsinki,it is legitimate that the =~ . . L
. . legislations as it shows that other institutions,
Brazilian State, with due support from

entities affect by the topic, inter alia, te exemplified by CFM, may, depending on

. . ; . articulation, become major allies with
Brazilian Bioethics Society (SBB), makes. . . .J .

. significant contributions in domestic and
efforts to enable the evolution of the

i ; . ) nternational discussion forum.
Universal Declaration on Bioethics andI
Human Rights

ch manifestation signalizes to Brazilian
tate not only the need to give priority to

Resumen

La Declaracion Universal sobre Bioética y Derechos Hoaos- contribuciones al
Estado brasilefio

En este articulo se registra la contribuciistérica a la reflexién bioética provocadar pa

Declaracion Universal sobre BioétigaDerechos Humano¢DUBDH), aprobada en 2005 por la
Unesco. Centrandose en los aspectos de la vhlhgaa y de la responsabilidad social, se ponen
de relieve e interpreta los factores rectoresBusil.Trajo una historia de primera mano de las
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reuniones que precedieron a la consolidacionadeeclaraciény de su promulgaciénEl texto
concluye mostrando que la DUBDH trajo valiosantribucién al campo de la investigacion
cientificay tecnolégica al afirmar que aunque éstos debermar de libertad creativa, se guian
por los principios éticos que respetan claramdatelignidad humana, los derechos humagos
las libertades fundamentales, con especial igtena los vulnerables.

Palabras-clave: Vulnerabilidad.Responsabilidad social. Estado. Organizaciénlas Naciones
Unidas para la Educacion, la Ciengita Cultura.

Abstract

The UniversaDeclaration on Bioethics and Human Rightontributionsto the
Brazilian State

This article records the historical contributiolo bioethical reflection brought by the Univdrsa
Declaration on Bioethics and Human Rig{&BDH), adopted in 2005 by UNESC&bcusing
on aspects of vulnerability and social regitity, guidelines for Brazil are hereto
highlighted and interpreted. It is a fireand account of meetings that preceddw t
consolidation of the Declaration and its promulyat The article concludes by showing that the
DUBDH brought valuable contribution to théeld of scientific and technological research by
stating that although they should enjoyative freedom, they must guide by ethical
principles that clearly respect human dignityman rights and fundamental freedoms, with
special attention to the most vulnerable sectdrsooiety.

Key words: Vulnerability Social responsibility. State. United Nations Eatimnal, Scientific and
Cultural Organization.
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