
Теорія і практика інтелектуальної власності � 5/2014 49

ISSN 2308-0361

ПАТЕНТНЕ ПРАВО

ETHICAL VALIDITY OF RESEARCHES 
ON HUMAN BEINGS AS THE OBJECTS 

OF PATENT LAW IN UKRAINE
Oksana Kashyntseva, 
Head of the Industrial Property Department of Intellectual Property Research
Institute of the National Academy of Law Sciences of Ukraine, the Center for
Harmonization of Human Rights and Intellectual Property Rights, PhD In Law

Êàøèíöåâà Î. Åòè÷íà ëåã³òèìí³ñòü á³îìåäè÷íèõ äîñë³äæåíü íà îðãàí³çì³ ëþäè-
íè ÿê îá’ºêò³â ïàòåíòíîãî ïðàâà â Óêðà¿í³.

Ó ñòàòò³ äîñë³äæóþòüñÿ òåíäåíö³¿ ïðàâîâîãî ðåãóëþâàííÿ á³îìåäè÷íèõ äîñë³ä-
æåíü ç ïîçèö³¿ ì³æíàðîäíèõ åòè÷íèõ íîðì ³ âèìîã ìîðàë³. Àíàë³çóºòüñÿ â³ò÷èçíÿíå
çàêîíîäàâñòâî ç ïîçèö³¿ éîãî ³ìïëåìåíòàö³¿ ó ºâðîïåéñüêó ïðàâîâó ìàòåð³þ.

Àêòóàëüí³ñòü òåìè äîñë³äæåííÿ çóìîâëåíà ñòð³ìêèì ðîçâèòêîì ³íäóñòð³¿ á³îìå-
äè÷íèõ äîñë³äæåíü. Ï³äïèñàííÿ òà ðàòèô³êàö³ÿ Óêðà¿íîþ Óãîäè ïðî àñîö³àö³þ ì³æ
Óêðà¿íîþ òà ªÑ (äàë³ — Óãîäà ïðî àñîö³àö³þ)  âèñóâàº ïåðåä óêðà¿íñüêîþ íàóêîâîþ
ñï³ëüíîòîþ íîâ³ âèêëèêè ùîäî óí³ô³êàö³¿ óìîâ ëåã³òèì³çàö³¿ ðåçóëüòàò³â íàóêîâèõ
äîñë³äæåíü ó ñôåð³ á³îëîã³¿ òà ìåäèöèíè, çîêðåìà ¿õ îá’ºêòèâ³çàö³ÿ ó â³äïîâ³äí³
îá’ºêòè ³íòåëåêòóàëüíî¿ âëàñíîñò³. Â³äïîâ³äíî äî ïîëîæåíü Óãîäè ïðî àñîö³àö³þ âè-
íàõîäè ââàæàþòüñÿ íåïàòåíòîñïðîìîæíèìè ó âèïàäêàõ, êîëè ¿õíº êîìåðö³éíå âè-
êîðèñòàííÿ ñóïåðå÷èòü ordre public (cóñï³ëüíîìó ïîðÿäêó). Ïîëîæåííÿ Ãëàâè 22
Ðîçä³ëó V Óãîäè òàêîæ âèìàãàþòü àäàïòàö³¿ ïîëîæåíü íàö³îíàëüíîãî çàêîíîäàâñòâà
äî çàêîíîäàâñòâà ªÑ ó ñôåð³ ìåäèöèíè. 

Ó ñòàòò³ àíàë³çóþòüñÿ ïîëîæåííÿ Êîíâåíö³¿ ïðî á³îìåäèöèíó. Îñíîâíèé ïðèí-
öèï Êîíâåíö³¿ ïðî á³îìåäèöèíó, ÿêèé âèçíà÷àº ¿¿ äóõ, — öå ïðèíöèï äîì³íóâàííÿ
³íòåðåñ³â îêðåìî¿ ëþäèíè íàä ³íòåðåñàìè íàóêè òà ñóñï³ëüñòâà â ö³ëîìó. Çãàäàíà
Êîíâåíö³ÿ áåççàïåðå÷íî âñòàíîâëþº ïð³îðèòåò ïðàâ ëþäèíè ÿê îá’ºêòà äîñë³äæåííÿ
íàä ïðàâèìè ëþäèíè ÿê ñóá’ºêòà äîñë³äæåííÿ. 

Ùîäî Ãåëüñ³íñüêî¿ äåêëàðàö³¿, òî Âñåñâ³òíÿ ìåäè÷íà àñîö³àö³ÿ (ÂÌÀ) ðîçðîáèëà
öåé äîêóìåíòè äëÿ çàêð³ïëåííÿ åòè÷íèõ ïðèíöèï³â ìåäè÷íèõ äîñë³äæåíü çà ó÷àñòþ
ëþäèíè ÿê îá’ºêòà äîñë³äæåííÿ, çîêðåìà é äîñë³äæåííÿ íà ëþäñüêèõ ìàòåð³àëàõ
(human beings materials) òà äàíèõ, ÿê³ ìîæíà ³äåíòèô³êóâàòè. Íåçâàæàþ÷è íà òå,
ùî çãàäàíà Äåêëàðàö³ÿ àäðåñîâàíà ïåðåäóñ³ì â÷åíèì-ë³êàðÿì, ÂÌÀ çàîõî÷óº
é ³íøèõ ó÷àñíèê³â ìåäè÷íèõ äîñë³äæåíü, ÿê³ â³äáóâàþòüñÿ çà ó÷àñòþ ëþäèíè
ÿê îá’ºêòà äîñë³äæåííÿ, äîòðèìóâàòèñÿ çàêð³ïëåíèõ ó äîêóìåíò³ ïðèíöèï³â. 

Ó ñòàòò³ âèçíà÷àþòüñÿ çàãàëüí³ ïðèíöèïè ïðîâåäåííÿ á³îìåäè÷íèõ äîñë³äæåíü:
•ïðèíöèï ïð³îðèòåòíîñò³ ëþäñüêîãî æèòòÿ, çäîðîâ’ÿ, ã³äíîñò³ òà á³îëîã³÷íî¿ íå-

äîòîðêàííîñò³;
•ïðèíöèï ïð³îðèòåòíîñò³ ïðàâà îñîáè íà ñàìîâèçíà÷åííÿ, íåäîòîðêàíí³ñòü ïðè-

âàòíîãî æèòòÿ é êîíô³äåíö³éí³ñòü îñîáèñòî¿ ³íôîðìàö³¿ îá’ºêò³â äîñë³äæåííÿ;
•ïðèíöèï â³äïîâ³äíîñò³ á³îìåäè÷íîãî äîñë³äæåíü íàö³îíàëüíîìó çàêîíîäàâñòâó

êðà¿íè ïðîâåäåííÿ;
•ïðèíöèï íåäîïóñòèìîñò³ òà çàïåðå÷åííÿ íàóêîâîãî ³ ïðàâîâîãî âèçíàííÿ ðå-

çóëüòàò³â ìåäèêîá³îëîã³÷íèõ åêñïåðèìåíò³â ó ðàç³ â³äñóòíîñò³ â³äïîâ³äíîãî
íàö³îíàëüíîãî çàêîíîäàâñòâà ó êðà¿í³ çä³éñíåííÿ åêñïåðèìåíòó;

•ïðèíöèï ÷³òêîãî âèçíà÷åííÿ äèçàéíó íàóêîâîãî äîñë³äæåííÿ çà ó÷àñòþ ëþäèíè
ÿê îá’ºêòà äîñë³äæåííÿ ó ïðîòîêîë³, äå äîñë³äíèêîì ÷³òêî çàçíà÷àþòüñÿ çàä³ÿí³
åòè÷í³ àñïåêòè òà âêàçàòè, ÿê âðàõîâàí³ ïðèíöèïè ÷èííî¿ Ãåëüñ³íñüêî¿ äåêëàðàö³¿;

•ïðèíöèï îáîâ’ÿçêîâîñò³ ïîäàííÿ ³íôîðìàö³¿ ïðî ô³íàíñóâàííÿ, ñïîíñîð³â, ³í-
ñòèòóö³éíó íàëåæí³ñòü, ³íø³ ïîòåíö³éí³ êîíôë³êòè ³íòåðåñ³â, çàñîáè çàîõî÷ó-
âàííÿ ñóá’ºêò³â  òà îá’ºêò³â, çàä³ÿíèõ â äîñë³äæåíí³;

•ïðèíöèï îáîâ’ÿçêîâîãî ìîí³òîðèíãó á³îòè÷íèì êîì³òåòîì ìåäèêîá³îëîã³÷íîãî
åêñïåðèìåíòó. 

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ïðàâà ëþäèíè, á³îìåäè÷í³ äîñë³äæåííÿ, ³íòåëåêòóàëüíà âëàñí³ñòü



Under European Union — Ukraine
Association Agreement [1] Ukraine
takes the obligations to implement the
European standards of protection of
Human Rights into the national legisla-
tion in general and in the sphere of In-
tellectual Property particularly. In pre-
sent time as well as last 20 years Ukraine
has provided a wide humanization of
national and EU legislation in different
spheres. Ukraine has joined the Council
of Europe (1995) and adopted the Con-
stitution (28.06.1996). In 1994, the
Agreement on Partnership and Coopera-
tion between Ukraine and the European
Communities and their Member States
was ratified, and in 2005 the Cabinet of
Ministers of Ukraine and the Council on
Cooperation between Ukraine and the
European Union approved an action
plan for advancing compatibility of le-
gislative systems «Ukraine — European
Union» (12.02.2005). Ukraine has adop-
ted a number of international legal
standards in the domains of human
rights and health care, has created con-
ditions for integration of international
norms into its national legislation. 

Having become a member of the
European and World community,
Ukraine simultaneously took a wide
range of obligations, aimed at promo-
ting integration into «world territory».
The mentioned obligations flow out
from the ratified by Ukraine’s constitu-
ent documents of such important orga-
nizations as United Nations (UN) and
its specialized bodies, in particular
World Health Organization (WHO),
Council of Europe (CE), World Intellec-
tual Property Organization (WIPO) etc. 

Ukraine also is a member-state of
Convention for the protection of
Human Rights and Dignity of the
Human Being with regard to the Appli-
cation of Biology and Medicine: Con-
vention on Human Rights and Biomedi-
cine [2] (Convention on Human Rights
and Biomedicine) which is a part of
Ukrainian national legislation. Howe-
ver, because of the subject matter of

this paper (ethical validity of biomedi-
cal researches) it is important for us
that Ukrainian Medical Association is a
member of the World Medical Associa-
tion which adopted Declaration of Hel-
sinki Ethical Principles for Medical Re-
search Involving Human Subjects (Hel-
sinki Declaration). This Declaration
makes a great influence on the ethical
norms which regulate the researches on
human beings despite that fact that
Declaration belongs to the flexible law. 

According to the mentioned Conven-
tion the country-party should protect
the dignity and identity of all human
beings and guarantee everyone, without
discrimination, respect for their integ-
rity and other rights and fundamental
freedoms with regard to the application
of biology and medicine. Each party
shall take in its internal law the neces-
sary measures to give effect to the pro-
visions of this Convention. The inte-
rests and welfare of the human being
shall prevail over the sole interest of
society or science. Parties, taking into
account health needs and available reso-
urces, shall take appropriate measures
with a view to providing, within their
jurisdiction, equitable access to health
care of appropriate quality.

The Ukrainian legislation in the
sphere of legal regulation of providing
the biotechnological and medical (bio-
medical) researches on human beings
has many ethical lacks that have negati-
ve influence on the criteria of patenta-
bility of them as the objects of patent
law. There are widely different views
about the relevance of social and ethical
considerations in the assessment of pa-
tents. One view is that patents form
part of an economic system for encoura-
ging investment in research and that
the patent system should be concerned
primarily with assessing the inventive-
ness and utility of new inventions [3].
Social and ethical concerns are separate
issues to be dealt with by other means
[4]. It is also argued that the patent sy-
stem may not be an effective mecha-
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nism for dealing with social and ethical
considerations because it was not desig-
ned to address such issues [5]. In 2002
the Organisation for Economic Coopera-
tion and Development Working Party
on Biotechnology Report (OECD Re-
port) stated in its report that it was ge-
nerally agreed that «in cases where fun-
damental ethical decisions are at stake,
the debate needs to take place in society
at large rather than in the patent offi-
ces, which have no special authority in
moral matters» and that intellectual
property law is «fashioned primarily to
promote inventiveness and the disclosu-
re of advances in technology» and it
cannot be easily reformed to operate as
an ethical-legal instrument of public po-
licy at all and in the sphere of biomedi-
cal researches in particular [6]. Howe-
ver, it is difficult for us to accept men-
tioned above positions. We undoubtedly
trust that the instruments of intellectu-
al property law could be the proper
mechanism for harmonization of scien-
ce and morality.  

According to the Ukrainian Law «On
Protection of Rights on Invention and
Utility Models» the legal protection
shall be granted to an invention (utility
model) that does not contradict the pub-
lic order, humanity and morality and
complies with the requirements of pa-
tentability [7].

So, Ukrainian patent system has so-
cial and ethical dimensions, which dif-
fer according to the type of invention.
Actually in considering reforming of
the Ukrainian patent system (as it ap-
plies to the results of biomedical rese-
arches, genetic materials and technolo-
gies) the economic dimensions of the
patent system cannot be divorced from
their social or ethical impact into the
patent system and it also has social and
ethical dimensions, which differ accor-
ding to the type of invention. In Ukraine
the lack of the ethical norms in national
legislation in the sphere of protection
of human rights in biomedical researc-
hes is a great obstacle to national bio-

medical researches and makes them in-
valid for international scientific com-
munity. Despite the fact that Ukraine
is a member-state of major internatio-
nal legal documents in the sphere of
Human Rights and protection of human
beings in the field of biomedical rese-
arches, it has no proper domestic legi-
slation with enough level of protection
of individuals in such sphere. 

In Ukraine there is a lack of such
kind of scientific works which could be
the doctrinal background which consoli-
date modern morality, ethics of science
and law on the basis of the secular bac-
kground. This problem arises in parti-
cular from the problem of the govern-
mental financial support of such kind
of researches and this gap in secular
doctrine is filled by the representatives
of various religious denominations
which try to have influence also on the
law-making procedure as well as to the
social consciousness. Ukrainian scienti-
fic community could reach the success
in resolving of this social and legal pro-
blem basing on the theory of «ethics of
social consequences» which is establis-
hed by one of the best modern scientist
in the sphere of modern ethics —
V. Glushman. 

The ethics of social consequences is
one means of satisfying non-utilitarian
consequentialism. It is characterized by
the principles of positive social conse-
quences, humanity, human dignity, le-
gality, justice, responsibility, tolerance
as well as moral obligation [8]. The aut-
hor together with V. Glushman accepts
the idea that human society has been fo-
unded through the idea of social cont-
ract, and that its being is possible only
due to that social contract performed on
the international level, for example, like
international cooperation in trade, he-
alth and environmental care and so on.

It is very important to accept one of
the V. Glushman principles that the es-
sential principle for the performing of a
social contract is a cooperative idea for
the sake of the protection of human be-
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ings. It follows that one of the aims of
humankind is a stable community as
well as society, where the individual de-
legates a part of itself to rights and free-
doms that benefit the social institution.
That institution has the duty to protect
and pursue its rights and justified inte-
rests in accordance with rights and justi-
fied interests of other concerned people.

The fulfilling of humanity, the im-
plementation of principles of respect
for human dignity in the sphere of sci-
entific researches should be implemen-
ted into the national Ukrainian legisla-
tion on the basis of common sense mo-
rality. 

The priority and absoluteness of
rights is often gist for ethical debates.
There are different views on the extent
to which patent law itself should recog-
nise social and ethical considerations,
for example, through new criteria for
patentability. One view is that social and
ethical considerations are better addres-
sed through direct regulation of the use
or exploitation of patented inventions,
rather than through the patent system
directly. In contrast, it has been sugge-
sted that we should change the way we
think of the patent system, so that pa-
tent law is seen «as a regulatory mecha-
nism for a number of economic and soci-
al ends-including investment in innova-
tion, access to medicine, protection of
the environment, and the acknowledg-
ment of indigenous knowledge» [9]. 

On the way of reforming of national
patent system the experience of other
countries in the sphere of implementa-
tion of ethics norm into the patent legi-
slation should create the legal argu-
ments to develop common attitudes. 

The Patents Act of Australia does
not contain an explicit mechanism to
allow social and ethical considerations
to be taken into account by patent exa-
miners in assessing the patentability of
a particular invention. Section 6 of the
Patent Act of Australia determines that
an invention should «be not contrary to
the law, nor mischievous to the state by

raising prices of commodities at home,
or hurt of trade, or generally inconveni-
ent». It is arguable that the term «ge-
nerally inconvenient» includes social
and ethical considerations within its
scope [10]. Decisions of the High Court
and the Federal Court contain obiter
dicta suggesting that the «generally in-
convenient» exception incorporates
public policy considerations and may
provide a basis upon which the grant of
a patent could be refused [11].  It is
very interesting for us that Australian
courts have generally declined to rely
solely upon matters of public policy or
ethics under this exception in conside-
ring whether an invention is inappro-
priate subject matter for the grant of a
patent. The courts have suggested that
such issues are to determine for Parlia-
ment, not judges.

The TRIPS Agreement in Article 27(2)
provides that member-states may exclu-
de inventions from patentability if pre-
vention of the commercial exploitation
of an invention is necessary to protect
«ordre public or morality» including «to
protect human, animal or plant life or
health or to avoid serious prejudice to
the environment» [12]. The same provi-
sions have been included in Australia
and United States, Australia-United Sta-
tes Free Trade Agreement, 18.04.2004,
Article 17.9.2(a) [13].

European law also provides an exclu-
sion from patentability on the basis of
«ordre public or morality» in similar
terms to the TRIPS Agreement. The
exclusion is set out in Article 53(a) of
the European Patent Convention (EPC)
[14] establishes the exceptions of paten-
tability, beyond them are the follo-
wings: inventions the commercial ex-
ploitation of which would be contrary
to «ordre public or morality», such ex-
ploitation should not be deemed to be so
contrary merely because it is prohibited
by law or regulation in some or all of
the Contracting States; plant or animal
varieties or essentially biological pro-
cesses for the production of plants or
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animals (except microbiological proces-
ses or the products thereof); methods
for treatment of the human or animal
body by surgery or therapy and diagno-
stic methods practiced on the human or
animal body (except products, in parti-
cular substances or compositions, for
use in any of these methods). The issues
of EPC are also implemented in Europe-
an Parliament’s Directive on the Legal
Protection of Biological Inventions (EU
Biotechnology Directive) [15]. In Artic-
le 39 of this Directive it is determined
that whereas ordre public and morality
correspond in particular to ethical or
moral principles recognized in a mem-
ber-state, respect for which is particu-
larly important in the field of biotech-
nology in view of the potential scope of
inventions in this field and their inhe-
rent relationship to living matter; whe-
reas such ethical or moral principles
supplement the standard legal examina-
tions under patent law regardless of the
technical field of the invention.

Summarizing mentioned above we
could resolved that scientific researches
of human beings should be ethical valid
only if they fulfill the demands which
are determined in Standards and Opera-
tional Guidance For Ethics Review of
Health Related Researches with Human
Participants [16]. 

Firstly, it is a respect for the person
who incorporates two main ethical con-
siderations. The first one is that respect
for autonomy of person, which requires
that individuals those are capable of de-
liberation about their personal choices
should be treated with respect for their
capacity for self-determination. The se-
cond one is that protection of individu-
als with impaired or diminished autono-
my which requires that those who are
dependent or voluntary be afforded se-
curity against harm or abuse.  

Secondly, it is the principle of benefi-
cence refering to the ethical obligation
to maximize benefit and to minimize
harm. This principle gives rise to norms
requiring that the risks of research are

reasonable in the light of the expected
benefits, that the research design be
sound, and that the investigators be
competent both to conduct the research
and to safeguard the welfare of the re-
search subjects. Beneficence further
proscribes the deliberate infliction of
harm on persons; this aspect of benefi-
cence is sometimes expressed as a sepa-
rate principle, nonmaleficence (do no
harm).

Thirdly, it is justice refers to the et-
hical obligation to treat each person in
accordance with what is morally right
and proper, to give each person what is
due to him or her. In the ethics of rese-
arch involving human subjects the prin-
ciple refers primarily to distributive ju-
stice, which requires the equitable di-
stribution of both the burdens and the
benefits of participation in research.
The differences in distribution of bur-
dens and benefits are justifiable only if
they are based on morally relevant dis-
tinctions between persons; one of such
distinctions is vulnerability. Vulnerabi-
lity refers to a substantial incapacity to
protect one’s own interests owing to
such impediments as lack of capability
to give informed consent, lack of alter-
native means of obtaining medical care
or other expensive necessities, or being
a junior or subordinate member of a
hierarchical group. Accordingly, special
provision must be made for the protec-
tion of the rights and welfare of vulne-
rable persons [17].

Ukrainian Law «Principles of Ukrai-
nian Health Care Legislation» [18] esta-
blished the mentioned above principles.
However, these norms have not enough
level of its realization on practice in
reality of research process. Despite that
fact that Ukrainian legislation demands
to establish the local ethics committees
in every institutions providing the bio-
medical researches, national legislation
does not determine the methods of cont-
rol and responsibility for the violation
of such ethical norms. We do not mean
the criminal responsibility for torture,
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first of all we stress that it has to be
strong public control and wide circle of
subjects responsible for the ethical
aspects of process of biomedical resear-
ches and for the ethical aspects of its
result: e.g. expert board of scientific jo-
urnals, publishing houses etc.   

Ukrainian scientific society clearly
understands the necessity to harmonize
the national legislation to the EU norms
and standards especially in the sphere
of biolaw andintellectual property law
on the principles of Helsinki Declara-
tion and Convention on Human Rights
and Biomedicine.

For the achievement of such impor-
tant goal it has been established the Cen-
ter for Harmonization of Human Rights
and Intellectual Property Rights of In-
tellectual Property Research Institute of
National Academy of Law Sciences of
Ukraine (hereinafter — the Center) [19].  

Actually in Ukraine the Center has the
following background for its researches:   
1) the Ukrainian Governmental Pro-

gram on Providing of the Biotech-
nological Researches in Ukraine de-
mands the professionals with inter-
national experience in the field of
legal regulation of such researches
to work out the national legislation; 

2) the participation of the Intellectual
Property Research Institute of the
National Academy of Law Sciences
of Ukraine in the drafting process
of national legislation in the sphere
of biotechnologies, medicine and
pharmacy in the following fields:

•the obtaining, saving and using the
human genetic information;

•the protection of human rights
while providing the prognostic ge-
netic researches;

•the implementation of ethical
norms into the intellectual property
law legislation (the ethical respon-
sibility of the objects of intellectual
property);

•the protection of the human beings
in the field of biotechnologies and
medicine;

•the establishing of ethical review
committees and ethical responsibili-
ty of protocol designs. 

The Center has the scientific prioriti-
es which are determined in the Concep-
tion of the Development of Scientific Di-
rection: «Harmonization of Human
Rights and Intellectual Property Rights
in the Sphere of Medicine and Pharma-
cy» [20]. The main actual scientific di-
rection of the Center’s researches is «Et-
hical Standards and Legal Regulations
for the Researches with Human Beings»
which is providing from the point of
analyses of ethical aspects of the priority
and absoluteness of human rights in the
sphere of biomedical researches and its
scientific results (intellectual property
objects) on the basis of social contract
which will be implementing in different
norms of the national legislation. 

The research of the ethical aspects
of biomedicine researches includes the
following issues:

•ethical justification and scientific
validity of biomedical researches
involving human beings (ethical
responsibility in a protocol design);
the social and law-making role of
ethical review committees;

•ethical review of external sponso-
red research including the ethics
of ensuring risks and potential be-
nefits;

•ethical and psychological aspects of
individual informed consent (com-
prehension, renewing, cultural con-
sideration, use medical records and
biological specimens collected for
other purposes, wave of consent re-
quirements, consent of vulnerable
individuals);

•ethics of using identifiable and
non-identifiable materials of human
beings;

•ethics of researches using health-
related registries (databanks of ge-
netic, cancer registries etc.);

•ethical and moral requirements of
the patentability of the intellectual
property objects. 
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Summarizing mentioned above we
declare our openness for all scientific
discussions regarding the experience of
implementation of ethical norms and
moral standards into the legislation in
the sphere of harmonization of human
rights and intellectual property rights,

legal regulations of biomedical researc-
hes on human beings with the purpose
of legitimization of such scientific re-
sults. 
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Íàä³éøëà äî ðåäàêö³¿ 30.09.2014 ðîêó

Îêñàíà Êàøèíöåâà. Ýòè÷åñêàÿ âàæíîñòü áèîìåäèöèíñêèõ èññëåäîâàíèé íà îðãà-
íèçìå ÷åëîâåêà êàê îáúåêòîâ ïàòåíòíîãî ïðàâà â Óêðàèíå. Â ñòàòüå àíàëèçèðóþòñÿ
òåíäåíöèè ðàçâèòèÿ çàêîíîäàòåëüñòâà â ñôåðå èíòåëëåêòóàëüíîé ñîáñòâåííîñòè
ñêâîçü ïðèçìó ìåæäóíàðîäíûõ ýòè÷åñêèõ ñòàíäàðòîâ ïðîâåäåíèÿ ìåäèêîáèîëîãè÷å-
ñêèõ èññëåäîâàíèé ñ ó÷àñòèåì ÷åëîâåêà. Óêðàèíñêîå çàêîíîäàòåëüñòâî ðàññìàòðèâà-
åòñÿ ñ ïåðñïåêòèâû èíòåãðàöèè â åâðîïåéñêóþ ïðàâîâóþ ìàòåðèþ. 

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: ïðàâà ÷åëîâåêà, áèîìåäèöèíñêèå èññëåäîâàíèÿ,  èíòåëëåêòó-
àëüíàÿ ñîáñòâåííîñòü

Kasyntseva O. Ethical validity of researches on human beings as the objects
of patent law in Ukraine. The article analyzes the development trend of legislation in
the field of intellectual property through the prism of international ethical standards
for biomedical research involving human being. Ukrainian legislation is considered
from the perspective of integration into the European legal matter.

Keywords: human rights, biomedical researches, intellectual property


