BCTyFIMTeﬂbHOE C/10BO MaBHOro pegaktopa

Joporue untatenu!

HoBblin BbiNyck ypHana Lex Cenetica NMOCBSILLEH OCMbICIEHMIO NPABOBbIX BbI30OBOB, BO3HMKAOLLMX
B YC/OBUAX CTPEMUTENBHOTO Pa3BUTUS reHeTnyecknx TexHonoruin. CerogHs reHomHble MCCNef0BaHNMS
1 BroMeaMLIMHCKME MHHOBALLMW GOPMUPYIOT HOBblE KOHTYpPbI MPaBOBOTO peryinpoBaHus — ot ny6anyHo-
NpaBOBbIX MEXaHM3MOB 0becneyeHmns 6e30MacHOCTU A0 YaCTHOMPABOBLIX MHCTPYMEHTOB 3aLLLUTHI UHTEpe-
COB IMYHOCTY. lNpeacTaBneHHble B HOMepe CTaTby JEMOHCTPUPYIOT, HACKONbKO MHOFOrPaHHbIM U MEXANC
LMNMHAPHbBIM CTAHOBWTCS COBPEMEHHOE NPaBO B 3TOW chepe.

My6anuHo-npasoBoit 610K UccnenoBaHnin oTkpbiBaeT cTatha 6. Pomarosckoro n O.B. PomaHoBCKOiA,
B KOTOPOW MCCNeAYHOTCS MPaBOBble OCHOBbI pereHepaTNBHON MeNLLVHbI. ABTOPbI aHaIM3UPYIOT CYLLECTBY-
foLLLMe Npobenbl B peryinpoBaHim reHoTepanii 1 KAeTOUHbIX TEXHONOMWiA, 0bpallias BHUMaHWeE Ha Heob-
XOMMOCTb BHEAPEHUS TMOKMX MPABOBbIX PEXMMOB, CNOCOBHbIX 06ecneunTh 6anaHc mexay 6esonacHo-
CTblO W YCKOPEHHbIM BHEAPEHNEM NHHOBALMOHHbIX METOLOB NeYeHus.

Cratbs [1.B. lToHOMapeBoit NpofomkaeT Temy ny6aM4HO-NPaBOBOrO PEryaMpoBaHus, Npeanaras Kom-
NNEKCHbI CPABHUTENBHO-NPABOBOI aHa M3 06palleHns TeHHO-MOANDULMPOBAHHbIX OPraHU3MOB B KOH-
TeKCcTe NPOAOBONLCTBEHHOM 6€30MacHOCTH. B cTaTbe paccMOTpeHbl HOPMAaTUBHO-MPABOBbIE aKThl M Mpa-
BOMpUMeEHUTENbHAS NPAKTMKA, CIOXKMBLIAACS B PA3/IUUHBIX OPUCAUKLMSX, C LIENbIO BLIIBNEHNS Hanbonee
3G PEKTVBHBIX MOLENENR YNPaBNEHNS PUCKAMMW U CTUMYIMPOBAHWS MHHOBALLMIA B arpapHOM CEKTOpe.

YacTHonpaBoBoe n3mepeHue npeactaenget pabora [J.0. OcMaHOBON, NOCBALLIEHHAS UHTENNEKTYa b
HbIM MpaBam Ha pe3ynbraThl reHeTUYecknx NccnefoBaHuin. B cTatbe nosHKMaeTcs BONpoC O NpaBoBOM
cTaTyce B1ONOMMUECKOrO MaTepuana YenoBeka 1 CpaBeAnBoOM pacnpeieneHii Bbirod OT ero UCrnosb3o-
BaHus. ABTOp 060CHOBbIBAET HEOBXOAMMOCTb yyeTa BKaAa L, NPeoCTaBASOLLNX B1ONOrMUecKnii ma-
Tepuan, v npeanaraet AnddepeHUnpoBaHHbIN MOAXOA K 3aLLWTe UX UMY LLECTBEHHbIX MHTEPECOB.

CpaBHUTENbHO-NPaBOBOI pa3aen 06beAMHAET UCCNEeN0BAHNMS, PACKPbIBAIOLLME MEXAYHAPOAHbIE N0/~
XOLbl K PETYNMPOBAHWIO TeHeTnyecknx TexHonoruin. B cratee [.P. Bpasuna v E.E. Tyngeson aHanmsmpyet-
€Sl MHOTrOypOBHEBas cuUCTemMa 3aluThl reHoma B bpasuauu, BKatovaowas KOHCTUTYLMOHHbIE rapaHTuu,
HOpMbI 61O6E30MaCHOCTM U 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO O 3alWTe NePCOHaNbHbIX AaHHbIX. ABTOPbI MOKA3bIBAIOT,
UTO, HECMOTPS Ha GpParMeHTapHOCTb, Takas cucTeMa cnocobHa obecneurBaTb KOMMIEKCHYHO 3aLLNTY reHe-
TUYECKON MHDOPMALLNN, XOTS U TPEBYET Aa/IbHENLLIETO COBEPLIEHCTBOBAHUS.

K Bonpocam rno6anbHoro perynnpoBaHuns reHeTYeckrx pecypcoB OTKPLITOrO MOps Ha Npumepe aH-
TapKTNYeckoro Kpuns obpatiaercs B cBoeit pabote GeHr YoHr. ABTOp 1cCaefyeT COOTHOLEHUE NaTeHTHO-
ro NpaBa W HOBbIX MEXAYHAPOAHbIX MEXaHM3MOB pacnpeeneHns BbIrod, NoAH1Mas npobaemy coxpaHe-
HUA BanaHca Mexay CTUMYIMPOBaHUEM MHHOBALMIA 1 MPUHLUMMOM OBLLErO HACNe s YeNOBeUeCTBa.

3asepluaeTcs HoMep 0630poM MOHOTpadwid, MOArOTOBAEHHbIX COTPYAHUKAMI HayuHo-06pasoBaTeb-
HOTO LieHTpa NpaBoBoro obecrneyeHns GUOIKOHOMMKM W FEHETUUECKUX TEXHONOT NI YHIBEPCHUTETA UMEHM
O.E. KytaduHa (MI'HOA).

Takum 06pa3om, HacTosLMi Bbinyck Lex Genetica popMUpyeT LENOCTHOE NMPEACTABNEHNE O PA3BUTUN
npasa B chepe reHeTUYecknx TEXHONOTNiA — OT HALLMOHA/IbHbIX MPABOBbIX PEXMUMOB A0 r0BanbHbIX peryns-
TOPHbIX NpOLLeCCcOoB. Bce npeacTaBieHHble NCCAef0BaHNS 0ObeANHSET CTpeMEHE HANTU BanaHc Mexay
Hay4HbIM NPOrPeccoM 1 3aLLUTON GyHAAMEHTANbHbBIX MPAB YeN0BeKa, YTO CTAaHOBUTCS OLHOM U3 K/K0YEBbIX
3a/ia4 COBPEMeHHOrO NPaBOBOrO Pa3BUTUS.

Bnaronapvim aBTOpOB 3a BKAAJ, B Pa3BuTUeE HayUHOM ANCKYCCUM, @ YnTaTeneil —3a BHUMaHue KxxypHany
VI MHTEPEC K TeM BOMPOCaM, KOTOPble y3Ke CErofHs OnpeaensioT NpaBoByio MOBECTKY GyayLLero.

C HAUAYUWIUMU NOXKEAGHUSMU,
2AaeHblii pedakmop O.C. [puHb
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Editor-in-Chief Opening Remarks

Dear Readers,

The new issue of Lex Genetica considers the legal challenges arising in the context of the rapid deve-
lopment of genetic technologies. Today, genomic research and biomedical innovations are rapidly shap-
ing new contours of legal regulation — from public law mechanisms aimed at ensuring safety to private
law instruments that set out to protect individual interests. The articles presented in this issue confirm
the multifaceted and interdisciplinary nature of modern law in this field.

The public law section opens with an article by G.B. Romanovsky and O.V. Romanovskaya, which
explores the legal foundations of regenerative medicine. The authors analyze existing gaps in the re-
gulation of gene therapy and cellular technologies, emphasizing the need to introduce flexible legal re-
gimes capable of ensuring a balance between safety and the accelerated implementation of innovative
treatment methods.

Continuing the discussion of public law regulation, the article by DV. Ponomareva offers a compre-
hensive comparative legal analysis of the circulation of genetically modified organisms in the context
of food security. The study examines regulatory frameworks and enforcement practices across vari-
ous jurisdictions to identify the most effective models for risk management and fostering innovation
in the agricultural sector.

The private law dimension is represented by the work of D.O. Osmanova, which discusses intellectual
property rights in the results of genetic research. The article raises the issue of the legal status of hu-
man biological material and the fair distribution of benefits derived from its use. The author highlights
the need to take into account the contribution of individuals involved in the provision of biological ma-
terial and proposes a differentiated approach to protecting their property interests.

The comparative law section includes works that reveal international approaches to the regula-
tion of genetic technologies. The article by D.R. Brasil and E.E. Gulyaeva analyzes the multi-level sys-
tem of genome protection in Brazil, which includes constitutional guarantees, biosafety regulations,
and data protection legislation. Demonstrating that, despite its fragmented nature, this system is capa-
ble of ensuring comprehensive protection of genetic information, the authors offer recommendations
forits further development.

The work by Feng Chong addresses the global regulation of genetic resources of the high seas
on the case-study example of Antarctic krill. Examining the relationship between patentlaw and emerg-
ing international benefit-sharing mechanisms, the author raises the issue of maintaining a balance be-
tween encouraging innovation and preserving the principle of the common heritage of humankind.

The issue concludes with a review of monographs prepared by researchers of the Research and Edu-
cational Center for Legal Support of the Bioeconomy and Genetic Technologies of the Kutafin Moscow
State Law University (MSAL).

Thus, the current issue of Lex Genetica provides a comprehensive view of the development of law
in the field of genetic technologies from national legal regimes to global regulatory processes. The ar-
ticles in this issue are united by the pursuit of a balance between scientific progress and the protection
of fundamental human rights, which becomes one of the key tasks of modern legal development.

We thank the authors for their contributions to the academic discourse —and our readers for their
interestin the journal and in the issues already shaping the legal agenda of the future.

Best regards,
Editor-in-Chief O.S. Grin
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