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Analyses the coverage of topical issues of formation and development of legal protection
of industrial designs. The author analysed the legal regulation of the studied relations and
identified the main stages of its development. The purpose of this article is a legal analysis of
the provisions of the legislation of Ukraine regarding the formation and development of the
legal regulation of industrial designs, the definition of debatable legislative provisions and the
expression of proposals for the improvement of the relevant legal regulation. Research
methods. There were used a systematic method (when clarifying the place of an industrial
design in the system of objects of industrial property rights), a comparative method (when
comparing the stages of development of national legislation). The historical method was used to
study the formation and development of legislation in the field of industrial property in a
chronological sequence, starting from 1991 and ending with the present; formal-legal method -
for a comprehensive characterization of the legislation of Ukraine regarding industrial designs.
The method of scientific interpretation of law was used to clarify the content of relevant legal
norms. Conclusions. It has been proven that the formation of the legislation of Ukraine, which
regulates relations regarding the emergence of rights to industrial designs, their
implementation and protection, took place in several stages. It was established that the first
stage lasted during 1991-2003 (the initiation of domestic legislation on industrial property took
place), the second stage lasted during 2003-2014, during which the development of national
legislation in this area took place, the third stage began in 2014. and continues until now
(harmonization of national legislation in the field of industrial property with EU law is taking
place). It has been proven that after Ukraine gained independence, there was practically no
legal regulation of industrial designs in Ukraine. It was established that the only normative act
that contained at least a few norms regarding industrial designs was the Civil Code of Ukraine
of the Ukrainian SSR. It has been proven that the first regulatory act that regulated relations
regarding industrial designs was the Temporary Provision on Legal Protection of Industrial
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Property Objects and Innovative Proposals in Ukraine, which played an important role in the
subsequent development of legislation on industrial designs. It is substantiated that the
adoption of the Law of Ukraine “On the Protection of Rights to Industrial Designs” dated
12.15.1993 was the next important step in the establishment of legal regulation of the studied
relations, since this law very thoroughly normalized the relations arising in connection with the
acquisition and exercise of rights on industrial samples. It is substantiated that the second stage
in the formation and development of the legislation on industrial designs was determined by
the adoption of the Civil Code of Ukraine in 2003, in connection with this, many legislative
provisions were significantly improved, which subsequently operated for about 20 years. It was
established that the main legislative innovations (2003) were as follows: the conditions of
patentability were changed, the novelty content of an industrial design was improved, the
procedure for conducting an examination of an application was changed, the procedure for the
publication of the grant of a patent and patent registration was improved, the procedure for
appealing the decision of the patent office on an application for an industrial design was
changed, the legal norms regarding the use of an industrial design, the termination of patent
validity, and the protection of rights to industrial designs have been improved. It was
established that the third stage regarding the development of legislation on industrial designs
began in 2014 (signing of the Association Agreement between Ukraine and the EU) and
continues to this day. It has been established that the Association Agreement between Ukraine
and the EU contains a large Section on intellectual property, several articles are devoted to
industrial designs (Articles 212-218). It is substantiated that these articles laid the foundation
for the future reform of the legislation of Ukraine on industrial designs, which took place only
in 2020. It has been proven that, as of today, the legislation of Ukraine regarding industrial
property in general, and regarding industrial designs in particular, is as close as possible to EU
standards in this area, and is able to properly regulate relations.

Key words: industrial design, intellectual property, patent, certificate, patentability
conditions, protectionability criteria, EU standards.

Formulation of the problem. Industrial designs are common objects of industrial property law. In
2020, a comprehensive reform of the legislation on intellectual property took place, and the legislation on
industrial designs was significantly reformed. The law on industrial designs really needed to change, as it
had been practically unchanged for 20 years. During the independence of Ukraine, the legal provisions
regulating relations regarding the acquisition of rights to industrial designs, their exercise, termination and
protection were significantly changed several times. The last such change took place in 2020, which
indicates the relevance of this scientific study. In general, legislation in the field of industrial property has
gone through a significant path of reform. As of today, industrial designs as an object of intellectual
property law have changed their legal regime taking into account the European experience of legal
regulation. At the same time, for about 30 years (1991-2022), the legislative regulation of industrial
designs did not always meet European standards and in some places was frankly outdated. Therefore, this
article will discuss how the formation and development of legal regulation of industrial property relations
(in particular, regarding industrial designs) took place, starting from Ukraines independence in 1991 and up
to now.

Analysis of research and publications. Industrial designs as objects of industrial property law have
been the subject of numerous scientific studies. At the same time, after the reform of the legislation on
industrial property, which took place in 2020, only isolated scientific studies touch on the issue of the
conditions for granting legal protection to an industrial design. Among scientific works, attention should be
paid to the research of such scientists as O. Doroshenko, L. Rabotyagova [1, 2], Yu. Kapitsa [3],
A. Kirylenko [4], N. Samolovova [5], O. Zhikharev [6], L. Tarasenko [7, 8], Yu. Gladyo [9] and others. At
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the same time, these works only to a small extent pay attention to certain aspects of the formation and
development of legislation on industrial designs, focusing their attention on the characteristics of the
industrial design itself as an object of industrial property law. Also, the updated legislation on industrial
designs gives rise to many debatable issues regarding the enforcement of the relevant norms, which
determines the relevance of this scientific study.

The purpose of this article is a legal analysis of the provisions of the legislation of Ukraine
regarding the formation and development of the legal regulation of industrial designs, the definition of
debatable legislative provisions and the expression of proposals for the improvement of the relevant legal
regulation.

Main material presentation. The formation of the legislation of Ukraine, which regulates relations
regarding the emergence of rights to industrial designs, their implementation and protection, took place in
several stages.

In the scientific literature, it is noted that the formation and development of the national legislation
of Ukraine in the field of industrial property can be divided into the following stages:

I. 1991-2004 — initiation (establishment) of domestic legislation on industrial property.

I1. 2004-2014 — development of national legislation in this area.

I11. 2014 and until now — harmonization of national legislation in the field of industrial property with
EU law and improvement of legislation taking into account the development of the digital environment
[9, p. 8].

We agree with this approach and note that the really key years in which the beginning of a certain
new stage took place were 1991 — the year Ukraine gained independence and the beginning of the
formation of domestic legislation in all areas; 2004 — is the year of entry into force of the Civil Code of
Ukraine, which is the main act of civil legislation and which contained basic legislative provisions on
intellectual property rights (book four), including on industrial designs; 2014 — Is the year Ukraine signed
the Association Agreement with the European Union, in which numerous provisions related to the
adaptation of domestic legislation on intellectual property (including industrial designs) to EU standards.

After Ukraine gained independence, there was practically no legal regulation of industrial designs in
Ukraine. The only normative act that contained at least a few norms regarding industrial designs was the
Civil Code of Ukraine of the Ukrainian SSR, which continued to operate in the future. In particular, Art.
520-1 of the Civil Code of the Ukrainian SSR contained the provision that:

— the author of the industrial design has the right to authorship of the industrial design and has
exclusive rights to the industrial design. At the same time, the author could be issued either a certificate of
authorship or a patent (certificate of property rights). The author received a certificate of authorship in the
event that he transferred exclusive rights to the industrial design to the state;

— the states exclusive right to an industrial design (in case of transfer of this right by the author) was
valid for 10 years, on the other hand, the exclusive right to an industrial design, which was based on a
patent, was valid for five years with the possibility of extending the term of legal protection for another
five years.

These were actually the only legal provisions in this area. There was a real lack of legal regulation in
relation to other objects of industrial property law (inventions, utility models, trademarks). Therefore, in
September 1992, in order to ensure the legal protection of industrial property objects and for the effective
functioning of the unified patent system, the President of Ukraine approved the Provisional Regulation on
the legal protection of industrial property objects and innovative proposals in Ukraine [10]. This provision
applied to industrial designs until the adoption of the Law of Ukraine “On Protection of Rights to Industrial
Designs” in December 1993.

At the same time, the Temporary Regulation on the legal protection of industrial property objects
and innovative proposals in Ukraine (hereinafter referred to as the Temporary Regulation) played an
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important role in the establishment of legislation on industrial designs, since as of 1992 it provided
provisions that qualitatively regulated these relations. In particular, the characteristics of the industrial
sample were given. Thus, in accordance with Clause 7 of the Provisional Regulation, an industrial design
includes a shape, drawing, colouring or a combination thereof, which determines the appearance of an
industrial product, and which is reflected through the essential features of the industrial design, which
determined its aesthetic and ergonomic features.

Separate attention should be paid to the conditions of patentability of an industrial design, namely,
the Provisional Regulation provided that a patent is issued for an industrial design that is new, original and
industrially suitable. This was a rather progressive norm, which for unknown reasons did not make it into
the Law on Industrial Designs (1993), since patentability under the new law was limited to novelty only.
Instead, adopting the positive European experience, only in 2020, as part of the reform of industrial
property legislation, such a condition of patentability (criterion of protectionability) as originality
(individual character) was returned. It should be noted that in the EU countries, this criterion of
patentability of an industrial design was almost always present. Therefore, the Provisional Provision quite
progressively normalized the patentability of an industrial design. It was also established that the right to
an industrial design is confirmed by a patent, which certifies both the authorship of the industrial design
and the exclusive right to use it. The term of legal protection was also increased, which was established for
10 years with the possibility of extension for another 5 years.

The Law of Ukraine “On the Protection of Rights to Industrial Designs” dated 12/15/1993
(hereinafter the Law on Industrial Designs) was the next important step in establishing the legal regulation
of the studied relations. This law was adopted together with other legislative acts that regulated relations in
the field of industrial property (regarding inventions, utility models, signs for goods and services).

This law very thoroughly normalized the relations arising in connection with the acquisition and
exercise of rights to industrial designs.

In particular, the conceptual apparatus was defined (department, industrial design, author, patent,
application, priority of the application, etc.), not only the conditions of patentability, but in general the
conditions of granting legal protection — non-contradiction to public interests, moral norms and compliance
with the conditions of patentability (compared to Provisional the provision left only novelty and industrial
suitability). The subjects of the right to apply for an industrial design were also characterized, which could
be not only the author, but also the employer or legal successor. The procedure for drawing up an
application for registration of an industrial design, the procedure for its submission and consideration by
the patent office was provided in detail.

The law provided intellectual property rights to the industrial design, enshrining the traditional triad
of property rights — the right to use the industrial design, the right to allow its use by third parties, and the
right to prohibit such use by third parties. In addition, the duties of the patent owner were stipulated, which
consisted in the obligation to issue compulsory licenses in cases provided for by law (non-use, insufficient
use of the industrial design within 3 years, dependent license), and a list of actions that were not
recognized as a violation of patent rights. Separately, the law regulated the procedure for the termination of
the patent and the procedure for declaring it invalid.

In general, the adoption of the Law on Industrial Designs in 1993 should be positively evaluated, as
it became the first legislative act that regulated the relations regarding industrial designs at the level of law.
By the way, this law is formally in force as of today. But it is worth noting that the law of December 15,
1993 is only formally effective, since there is not a single norm in the 1993 edition — all norms, articles,
sections of the law are set out in the editions of various laws that were adopted over the next 30 years.
Although this only shows that the legislator sought to improve the regulation of relations, which over time
required new changes to the law.

The second stage in the formation and development of legislation on industrial designs was
determined by the adoption of the Civil Code of Ukraine in 2003 (entered into force in 2004). In order to
harmonize the legislative provisions of the law on industrial designs with the new (at that time) Civil Code
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of Ukraine, in 2003, numerous provisions of the law were significantly changed, which were brought into
line with the Civil Code of Ukraine. Therefore, the second stage began precisely in 2003 by adopting
amendments to the special law, which are consistent with the provisions of the Civil Code of Ukraine,
which entered into force in 2004. In particular, the conditions of patentability were changed by removing
industrial suitability. The novelty content of the industrial design was also improved. The law changed the
procedure for examination of the application, the procedure for publication of the issuance of a patent and
registration of a patent. The mechanism for appealing the patent office’s decision on an industrial design
application was also changed. Other articles of the Law on Industrial Designs (regarding the use of an
industrial design, termination of patent validity, protection of rights to industrial designs) have also
undergone changes. In general, the legislative changes of 2003 were quite radical in nature. The law in this
version (with minor changes and additions introduced in 2012 regarding the procedure for the examination
of the application) was valid until 2020.

The third stage regarding the development of legislation on industrial designs began in 2014 and
continues to this day. In particular, in 2014, the Association Agreement between Ukraine and the EU was
signed. The agreement contained a rather large section on intellectual property. Several articles were
devoted specifically to industrial designs (Articles 212-218). These articles laid the foundation for the
future reform of the legislation of Ukraine on industrial designs, which took place only in 2020. In
particular, the Association Agreement provided for the following innovations in the legal regulation of
industrial designs:

— the conditions of patentability (protectability) have been expanded: the industrial design must be
new and must have an individual character;

— the novelty of the industrial model is characterized in a new way;

— the essence of individual character is defined;

— the division of industrial samples into registered and unregistered ones was introduced;

— the maximum term of granting legal protection to an industrial design has been increased to 25 years;

— cases that are not considered to be violations of the rights to an industrial design are defined.

The specified provisions of the Association Agreement between Ukraine and the EU were
implemented into national legislation in 2020 during the reform of industrial property legislation. In
particular, in July 2020, Law No. 815-1X “On Amendments to Some Legislative Acts of Ukraine on
Strengthening the Protection and Protection of Rights to Trademarks and Industrial Designs and
Combating Patent Abuse” was adopted, which detailed the provisions of the Association Agreement
between Ukraine and the EU, and made significant changes to the Law on Industrial Designs. In the
scientific literature, it is rightly noted that the reform of any area of Ukrainian legislation is impossible
without a creative understanding of the experience of foreign countries, including in the field of patent law
[11, p. 33].

Characterizing these changes, one should emphasize the most fundamental of them. In accordance
with Part 2 of Art. 5 of the Law on Industrial Designs, an industrial design can be only the appearance of a
product or its part, which is determined, in particular, by lines, contours, colour, shape, texture and/or
material of the product, and/or its decoration. The binding of the industrial design to aesthetic and
ergonomic needs has disappeared from the law. In the scientific literature, this approach was justified as
quite appropriate, since the law primarily aims to protect the product manufacturer from copying the form,
regardless of whether it has an aesthetic effect on the end consumer [12, p. 75]. At the same time, other
authors point out that industrial designs are at the crossroads of art and technology, as their developers try
to create products whose shape and appearance meet both the aesthetic preferences of consumers and their
expectations regarding functional characteristics [13, p. 8].

A list of objects that cannot be registered as industrial designs is defined: objects of unstable form
made of liquid, gaseous, lose or similar substances, etc.; the result of intellectual, creative activity in the
field of artistic design, embodied or applied in a product, which is part of a composite product and is
invisible during normal use of the product; features of the appearance of the product, determined
exclusively by its technical functions, etc.
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The law clearly distinguished between registered and unregistered industrial designs. Certainly, the
correct approach is to give legal protection to unregistered industrial designs, the design of which can
usually only be relevant for a short period of time. Scientific literature draws attention to the fact that, for
example, in the field of fashion, numerous collections are updated every two weeks, which makes it
impossible to protect each individual item as a registered industrial design [6, p. 15], and that is why
unregistered industrial designs should be given special legal protection without any formalities (such
designs should be protected without registration) [7, p. 198].

The security document certifying the rights to an industrial design has been changed (a certificate
instead of a patent). The term of validity of property rights to a registered industrial design is five years,
with the possibility of extending the term of legal protection one or more times for another 5 years, but the
total term of validity cannot exceed 25 years. The term of legal protection of an unregistered industrial
design is three years from the date of its publication.

Attention should be paid to the characteristic of individual character as a criterion of guarding
ability. In particular, an industrial design is recognized as having an individual character if the general
impression it makes on an informed user differs from the general impression made on such a user by any
other industrial design brought to public knowledge. The scope of legal protection granted to a registered
industrial design is determined by the representation of the industrial design (rather than the set of essential
features, as previously provided), and includes any other industrial design that does not give an informed
user a distinctive overall impression. The law does not provide a definition of an informed user, while this
concept is evaluative and may be applied differently for different types of goods.

The law improved the procedure for submitting and considering an application for registration of an
industrial design, allowing submission of an application in electronic form with further electronic filing of
the application.

The rights of the holder of the industrial design certificate have also undergone changes, and the
rights of the owner of the registered and unregistered industrial design have been demarcated.

Undoubtedly, the introduction of an extrajudicial procedure for invalidating industrial design rights
was a significant achievement. Such a decision can be taken by the Appeals Chamber of the national
intellectual property body. This mechanism is important to combat the so-called “patent trolling”
(registration of well-known products as industrial designs). The out-of-court procedure is characterized by
the fact that the consideration of the case is carried out quickly, without necessarily involving the
conclusion of a forensic examination.

Conclusions. National legislation on industrial designs has undergone a complex and long process
of formation and development. At the first stage (1991-2003), the basic foundations of the corresponding
legislative regulation were laid. The first Law on Industrial Designs (1993) was an extremely relevant and
necessary regulator that was in effect for about 10 years. The adoption of the Civil Code of Ukraine
initiated the second stage of formation and development of domestic legislation regarding industrial
designs. Many legislative provisions were significantly improved, which continued to be in effect for about
20 years. The need to adapt the legislation of Ukraine on industrial property to EU standards led to the
beginning of the third stage of the development of the relevant legal regulation, which took place in 2020
through the adoption of the relevant law, which, again, significantly and qualitatively changed the state of
legal regulation of relations regarding industrial designs. As of today, the legislation on industrial property
in general, and on industrial designs in particular, is as close as possible to EU standards in this area, and is
able to properly regulate relations in this area.
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CTAHOBJIEHHSA TA PO3BUTOK 3AKOHOZABYOI'O PEI'YJIIOBAHHSA ITPOMUCJIOBUX 3PA3KIB
SAIK OB’€KTIB IHTEJIEKTYAJIBHOI BIACHOCTI B YKPATHI

BucpitiieHO HM3KY aKTyaJabHUX NUTAHb CTAHOBJICHHS Ta PO3BHUTKY NPABOBOI 0XOPOHM NPOMHUC-
JgoBux 3pa3kiB. [IpoanaJiizoBano npaBoBe pery;il0BaHHS JOCIIIXKYBAHUX BiTHOCHMH Ta BU3HAY€HO OCHO-
BHI eTanu ioro po3BuTKky. MeTo10 CTATTi € NPAaBOBUIl aHAJII3 M0JI0KeHb 3aKOHOJABCTBA YKpaiHM 11010
CTAHOBJIEHHS] Ta PO3BUTKY NPABOBOr0 pPeryJlOBaHHS NMPOMHUCJIOBHMX 3pa3KiB, BUSHAYEHHS AUCKYCIHHMX
3aKOHOJABYHUX M0JIOKEHb TA BHCJIOBJIEHHS NMPONO3MLiil 11010 BAOCKOHAJEHHS BilllIOBIAHOr0 NPaBoOBOIO
peryiaioBaHHs. Bukopucrano cucremuuii Mmeron (mpu 3’sicyBaHHi Miclsi HPOMHCJI0BOTO 3pa3Ka B CUCTEMi
00’€KTiB MpaBa MPOMHUCJIOBOI BJIACHOCTI), MOPiBHAIbLHUIT MeTo (IPU MOPIiBHAHHI eTanmiB PO3BUTKY Ha-
HiOHAJILHOTO 3aKOHOAABCTBA). ICTOPUYHHMI METOH 3aCTOCOBAHO [JIsl JOCJIIKEHHSI CTAHOBJIEHHSI Ta
PO3BHUTKY 3aKOHOAABCTBA Yy cepi NPOMMCJIOBOI BJIACHOCTI Y XPOHOJIOTiYHiH MOCIiIOBHOCTI, IOYUHAKYHM Bij
1991 p. i 3akiHuy0uH CbOTOAEHHAM; (POPMATBLHO-IOPHANYHUIT MeTO — JJIsi KOMIUIEKCHOI XapaKTepHc-
THKH 3aKOHOAABCTBA YKpaiHM 1100 NPOMHUCJI0BHX 3pa3kiB. MeToJ HayKOBOIro0 TJyMadeHHs MpaBa — BH-
KOPHUCTAHO JJIsl 3’ ICyBaHHSA 3MicTy BiImoBiZHHX mpaBoBHX HOpM. /[oBeeHO, IO CTAHOBJIEHHS 3aKOHO-
JaBCTBAa YKpaiHH, siKe pery/i0€ BiIHOCHHHU 1100 BUMHUMKHEHHS NMPaB HAa NPOMMUCJIOBI 3pa3ku, ix 3aiiic-
HEHHSI Ta 3axMcT, Bin0yBaJjiocs1 y Kijbka eramiB. BecTaHOBJIeHO, 0 nmepuiMii eTanm TPUBAB MPOTSIOM
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1991-2003 pp. (BinGy;10cs 3aM04YATKYBAHHS BITYM3HSHOIO 3aKOHOJABCTBA LIOA0 MPOMHUCJIOBOI BIACHOCTI),
apyruii eran TpuBas npotsrom 2003-2014 pp., mix yac sikoro Biz0yBcsi pO3BHTOK HALIOHAJIHLHOTO 3aKOHO-
naaBcTBa y wiii cepi, Tperiii eran po3nouascest y 2014 p. i TpuBae gorenep (Mae micue rapmonizauist
HANIOHAJILHOTO0 3aKOHOAABCTBA y chepi mpomMucioBoi BiaacHocTi 3 npaBom €C). /loBeaeHo, mo micjas 310-
OyTTs1 He3aJ1eXKHOCTI B YKpaiHi 0y/10 NPaKTHYHO BiACYTHE MPaBOBe PeryJTI0BaHHS MPOMHCIOBUX 3Pa3KiB.
BceraHoBiieHo, 110 €IMHUM HOPMATUBHUM aKTOM, IKMii MicTMB X04a 0 KiJIbKa HOPM 100 POMMCJI0BHX
3pa3kiB, 0yB LluBinbHuii kogexe Ykpainu YPCP. 3aznaueHo, 1m0 nepmuM HOPMATHBHHUM aKTOM, SIKMH
BpPeryJibOByBaB Bi/IHOCHHU I0/10 MPOMHUCJIOBHUX 3pa3KiB, 0ysio TuMuacoBe 1o/10keHHS TPO MPaBOBY 0X0-
POHY 00’ €KTiB MPOMMCJIOBOI BJIACHOCTI Ta panioHami3aTOpchbKUX Mpono3uuiii B Ykpaini, sike Bigirpamao
BAKJIMBY POJIb Y HACTYNHOMY CTAHOBJEHHi 3aKOHOAABCTBA NMPO NMPOMMCJIOBI 3pa3ku. 3a3HauyeHoO, 110
npuiiHaTTa 3akony Ykpainu “IIpo oxopony npas Ha nmpommucioBi 3pa3ku’ Big 15.12.1993 p. oyao
HACTYNIHUM Ba;KJIMBHM KPOKOM Y CTAHOBJIEHHI NMPAaBOBOT0 PeryJIIOBaHHS JOCJiIKyBaHUX BiIHOCHH,
OCKITbKH el 3aK0H Ay:Ke IPYHTOBHO YHOPMYBAB BilHOCHHH, III0 BHHUKAKTH Yy 3B 3Ky 3 HAOyTTAM i
3AiliCHEHHSIM NpaB Ha MPOMHCIOBI 3pa3ku. OOIPYHTOBAHO, 110 APYTUii eTan y CTAHOBJIEHHI i pO3BUTKY
3aKOHOAABCTBA PO MPOMMCIIOBI 3pa3ku OyB 3yMoBJeHMIl NpuiitHATTAM LluBinbHOrO Koekcy Ykpainm y
2003 p., y 3B’A3KYy 3 UM 0yJI0 CYTTEBO BIOCKOHAJIEHO 0Aararo 3aKOHOJABYHX MOJIOKEHb, SIKi 3arajaom
nisin maiiske 20 pokiB. BeraHoBieno, mo ocHoBHi 3akoHoaaBui HoBanii (2003) OyJu TaKUMH: 3MiHEHO
YMOBH NATEHTOCHPOMOXKHOCTI, YI0CKOHAJIEHO 3MiCT HOBH3HU NMPOMMCJIOBOI0 3pa3Ka, 3MiHEHO MOPSIAOK
NPOBe/IEHHSI eKCIIePTU3H 3asiBKH, BAOCKOHAJEHO NOPAAOK myOuaikauii npo Buaayy nareHTy Ta peecrpa-
Lil0 MATEeHTY, 3MiHEHO MOPAI0K OCKAPKEHHsI PillleHHS NATEHTHOI0 BilOMCTBa 3a 3asiBKOI0 HA IMPOMMC-
JIOBHH 3pa30K, YI0CKOHAJIEHO NMPAaBOBi HOPMH 1100 BUKOPHUCTAHHS MPOMMCJIOBOI0 3pa3Ka 11010 NPUIIH-
HeHHs /il MaTeHTy 100 3aXHCTy NPaB Ha MPOMUCJI0BI 3pa3ku. BusHadeHo, mo Tperiii eran mono pos-
BHUTKY 3aKOHOJABCTBA NP0 NPOMHCIOBI 3pa3ku posnouaBest y 2014 p. (migmucamus Yroam mpo
acomiamiro Mixk Ykpainow ta €C) i TpuBae Ha choroani. Becranosiaeno, mo Yroaa npo acouiauiro
Mik Ykpainow Ta €C MicTUTH BeJIMKHUI 32 00CSIrOM PO3AiJ PO iHTEJEKTYaJbHY BJACHICTD; KiJibKa
cTareil mpucBsiYeHi came npoMuciaoBUM 3pa3kaMm (cT. 212-218). O6rpyHTOBaHO, IO Wi CTATTI 3aKJIaTU
OCHOBY Maii0yTHbOr0 pedopMyBaHHS 3aKOHOAABCTBA YKpaiHU NPO MPOMUCJIOBI 3pa3kH, sike BigdyJocst
Jume y 2020 p. /loBeaeHo, 1110 CTaHOM Ha CHOTO/IHi 3aKOHOJABCTBO YKPaiHH 1100 MPOMHUCJIOBOI BJIACHO-
cTi 3arajioM, i 010 NPOMUCJIOBHUX 3Pa3KiB 30KpeMa, € MAKCUMAJIbHO Ha0JIuKkeHUM 10 cTanaapris €C y
uiii cgepi i 31aTHe HAJIEIKHO BPEryJibOBYBATH Bi/THOCHHM.

Kuio4oBi cjioBa: mpoMuc/jioBui 3pa3ok, iHTeleKTyajlbHa BJACHICTH, MATEHT, CBiIONTBO, YMOBH
NaTeHTO31aTHOCTi, KpuTepii oxopoHo3aaTHocTi, cTanaapTu €C.
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