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General information 

 Submit manuscripts in MS Word format  
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publication 

 Manuscripts should not exceed 20 pages (36 000 characters including letters and spaces altogether) 

 Proofread your manuscript and prepare it for peer review process 

 Include abstract and keywords on the first page of the manuscript. (Times New Roman font size 10, line spacing 1) 

Formatting 

 Use Times New Roman font size 12, line spacing 1. 

 Paragraphs should be indented (0,5 cm from the left) except the first paragraph of each section (without indentation) 

 Use only italics only for emphasis. 

Quotations and notes 
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indented (1.25 cm from the left and 1.25 cm from the right) paragraph in font size 11 without quotation marks. 
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 Footnotes should not be used excessively and should be numbered. Do not use endnotes. 

 In case of two or more authors, use the following scheme: 

o 2 authors (Beauchamp & Childress, 2009, p. 60) 

o 3 authors (Beauchamp, Childress & Callahan, 2010, p. 55) 

o 4 authors (Beauchamp et al., 2011, p. 66) 
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Dignity and human dignity as methodological basis of bioethics 
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Introduction 

The first question is we face is: What is dignity? On what basis can we speak about the dignity 

of something or someone? The first working hypothesis is that dignity is an aggregate of certain 

valuable qualities and values. To accept dignity, then, means to accept values or qualities that 

we believe to be valuable, or worthy of esteem and respect. The second working hypothesis is 

that dignity is a result of these values and qualities, as reflected in one’s conduct and behaviour; 

i.e. in the kind of behaviour that confirms the values and qualities that we attribute to dignity. 

What then are these values and qualities that create dignity?  Collste states that the basic 

attributes of dignity are equality and respect (Collste, 2002, pp. 202–203).  

Let us examine to what extent these attributes are among the qualities and values that create 

dignity. I believe that values and qualities that create dignity are primary and not secondary, 

just as I believe that dignity is a primary and not a secondary value. When he lifted up equality 

and respect as the attributes of dignity, Collste certainly meant equality of all human beings and 

respect for all human beings. But, in my opinion, we can accept the idea of the equality of all 

human beings only if we believe that there is something on the basis of which we can perceive 

them as equal. At this point a question arises: What is the reason (value or quality) on the basis 

of which we consider all human beings to be equal? The equality of all human beings is only a 

consequence of our acceptance of human dignity, or, if you like, dignity in general, but it cannot 

be a primary value that creates (human) dignity. In the work Human being and morality in 

ethics of social consequences I wrote that “we have to accept that all members of humankind 

are morally equal because of the commonality of their being” (Gluchman, 2003, p. 137). 
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