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CraTbsl MOCBsIIIIEHA MHCTUTYTY OCIIapMBaHMsI HOPMATUBHBIX MPaBOBbIX akTOB PocrnareHnTta B Cyne no
MHTEJJIEKTYaTbHBIM IpaBaM Ha MpUMepe HECKOJIbKUX PACCMOTPEHHBIX CYIOM JeJ1. ABTOPbI BBIACJSIOT Psijt
rpo6iieM B 1ot 061acTu. [1ocKonbKy paccMOTpeHMe BO3pakeHHsl 001LEeCTBa MPOTUB MaTeHTa Ha CIIOPHYIO
TOJIE3HYI0 MOJIEJTh WM U300peTeHre U TIPUHSITAE PELIeHUs ITO pe3yJibTaTaM PACCMOTPEHHsI TAKOTO BO3pa-
XKeHUs HaxomsTcsl B pamKax KoMmneTeHuu Pocnatenrta, a CUII BbIMOMHSET UL HAA30PHYIO (DYHKIIHIO,
3Ty MpobJieMy PEIIUTh B pa3yMHbIE CPOKH TPYIHO.

ABTODBI MpeUIaraloT: BCe CIIOPBI, CBSI3aHHbIE ¢ MHTEJICKTYaIbHOM COOCTBEHHOCTBIO TIOC/IE BbIAAYM
OXpaHHOTO JOKYMEHTa, pelaTh He B aIMMHUCTPATUBHO-CYIeOHOM TMOPSIIKE, a TOJIBKO B CyIeOHOM, TI0
aHaJIOTMY ¢ HapyileHueM nateHTa Poccuiickoit Depepay Ha 0OObEKThl MHTEJUIEKTYyaIbHOM COOCTBEH-
HOCTH.

KiioueBsble cjioBa: cya 1o MHTEUIEKTYaJIbHBIM MTpaBaM, MHTEJICKTYalbHasi COOCTBEHHOCTb, MATEHT,
00BEKTHI MATEHTHBIX MpaB, hopMyJia MaTeHTa, najaTa rmo MaTeHTHBIM CIIOPaM.
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The article is devoted to the institution of challenging the normative legal acts of Rospatent in
the Court on Intellectual Rights on the example of several cases examined by the Court. The authors
highlight a number of problems in this area. Since the consideration of a public objection to a patent for
a controversial utility model or invention and the decision on the results of the consideration of such an
objection is within the competence of Rospatent, and the PIS performs only a supervisory function, it is
difficult to solve this problem within a reasonable time.

The authors propose: all disputes related to intellectual property after issuing a security document
should be resolved not in an administrative - judicial manner, but only in a judicial one, by analogy with
the violation of the patent of the Russian Federation for intellectual property objects.
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