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BcnomoratenbHble PenpoayKTUBHbIE TEXHONOMN, SIBASIOWMECS NPEAMETOM HACTOSILLErO NCCNEA0BAHWS, NPEACTABASIOT COBOI CO-
BOKYMHOCTb GMOMEANLMHCKIX TEXHONOMMIA, HANPaBNEHHbIX HA JOCTUXEHUE BEPEMEHHOCTM B CUTYaLyK, KOTAA YeNOBEK N0 Kakum-n1bo
NPUYMHAM NMLLEH CNOCOBHOCTY K PENPOAYKLMN. B CBA3N C BAXHOCTbIO 0BLIECTBEHHBIX OTHOLIEHNI, B KOTOPbIX OHU MPUMEHSIOTCS, 1X
NpaBoBOE PEryMpoBaHu1e LOMXHO ObiTb HA BHICOKOM YPOBHE, MHAYE CYLLECTBYIOWME NpobaeMHble acnekTsl GyLyT NpensTcTBOBaTb He
TONbKO AULLAM OCYLLECTBANATL CBOE NPABO Ha NpumeHeHne BPT, HO v ByayT TOPMO3uTb NPOLECC Pa3BUTUS AAHHOTO NMPABOBOIO ABAEHNS.

OTeyeCcTBEHHOE 3aKOHOAATENLCTBO, K COXANEHMIO, UMEET CYLLECTBEHHbIE HEAOCTATKM B Yka3aHHOM NPaBOBOM BOMPOCE, YTO TPeOyeT
CEPbE3HOr0 COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMS. B AaHHOM CBA3M 3QdEKTMBHBIM CPEACTBOM NMPEACTaBNseTcs o0palleHne K 3apybexHOMy 3akoHOaa-
TENbHOMY OMbITY.

B HacTosLLeM 1cCnefioBaHu noapoBbHO paccMaTpuBaeTCs U aHanuupyetcs npaso GpaHuun, pernameHTupyioliee Bonpocsl BPT,
B LIENSIX YCTAHOBNEHMS NONOXUTENbHBIX ACMEKTOB, KOTOPbIE MOMK Bbl BbiTb NEPEHSITH POCCUIACKIM 3aKOHOAATENbCTBOM.

OCHOBHbIMY BbIBOLAMY BBICTYNAIOT NONOXEHUS O HANMYMM HECKONBKIX MPABOBLIX aCMeKTax, Ha KOTOPbIE OTEYECTBEHHOMY 3aKOHOAA-
TeNto cnedyer 06paTuTb BHUMaHWE, CPeaM HUX CReflyeT BbiAenuTb 60bLUYIO Pa3BUTOCTb BO PpaHLmmM MeXaHN3MOB COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMS
nHeTuTyTa BPT, Gonee WMpoKuil nepeyeHb auL, MMEIOLLMX NpaBo Ha npuMeHeHne BPT, Hannune rocyapcTBEHHOrO opraHa, Gopmupyio-
Ler0 eXeroAHble OTYETbl O MPUMEHUMOCTY PENPOAYKTUBHbLIX TEXHONOMUA, HANYME KOHCYNbTALMOHHOMO 3Tana ¢ OyaywyMi poauTensMu
(pomuTenem), npeawecTsylowero npoueaype BPT.

KnioueBbie cnoBa: BCoOMOraTenbHble PENpPOAyKTUBHbIE TexHonorn, BPT, 3akoH «O 61oaTuke», CKYCCTBEHHAs PENPOayKUMS.
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The assisted reproductive technologies that are the subject of this study are a set of biomedical technologies aimed at achieving
pregnancy in a situation where a person for some reason is deprived of the ability to reproduce. In view of the importance of the social
relations in which they are applied, their legal regulation should be at a high level, otherwise the existing problematic aspects will prevent
not only persons from exercising their right to use ART, but will also hinder the development of this legal phenomenon.

Domestic legislation, unfortunately, has significant shortcomings in this legal matter, which requires serious improvement. In this
regard, recourse to foreign legislative experience seems to be an effective tool.

This study examines and analyses in detail the law of France that governs ART issues in order to identify positive aspects that could
be adopted by Russian legislation.

The main conclusions are the provisions on the existence of several provisions, which the domestic legislator should pay attention
to, among which there is a great development in France of mechanisms for improving the institution of ART, a wider list of persons eligible
for the use of ART, the presence of a public body that generates annual reports on the applicability of reproductive technologies, and the
presence of a consultation stage with future parents (parent) preceding the ART procedure.
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