Anjpe nen Excrep
CynoBuii 3aXHCT MPaBa HAa 0XOPOHY 3/10POB’s

Po3kpuTo 0COOIMBOCTI CyIOBOIO 3aXHCTY MpaBa Ha OXOPOHY 370POB’Sl Kpi3b MPU3MY
aHaJi3y Cy/lI0BOi MPAKTHKK B MEAWYHUX cripaBax. [IpuKiIagy cy10BUX CIpaB, SKi MpoaHalli30BaHi
y CTaTTi, 31€01JIbIIOr0 BUCBITIIOIOTH IHHOBAIIMHI IMiIXOAH, SKi 3aCTOCOBYIOTHCS CYJaMH IIiJ] 4ac
pO3MIISIAY CHOpaB IOAO NUTAaHHA KOHCTUTYIIHHOCTI pedopm y cdepi OXOpOHH 3I0POB’S,
3a0e3Me4eHHs JOCTYIY 10 MEIMYHOI TOTTIOMOTH, 30KpeMa 3 aKIEHTOM Ha 3a0e3Ne4eHH] T0CTYIy
70 HOBMX METOMIB JIKYBaHHS Ta JOPOTOBapTICHUX Menu4HuX mpemnapatiB. [IpoananizoBano
CyJIOBY IIPaKTUKy KOHCTUTYLIMHUX CYAIB KpaiH MOCTCOIIaTicTHYHOro Tabopy, 30kpema [lombii,
Yexii, CnoBenii. BuCBiTIeHO MO3MUIII UX CyiB, IIOJO0 3aMPOBAKEHHS CHUCTEM MEIHMYHOTO
CTpaxyBaHHsA, OOMexeHHs icHyrounx mnpaB. CdokycoBaHO yBary Ha TOMy, IO 3aXOIH, SIKi
BXKHBAJIUCH JEP)KaBOIO Ta 0OMEXKYBaIM TapaHTOBAHUH 3aKOHOJABCTBOM OOCAT TpaB, 3HAXO N
OIATPUMKY KOHCTUTYIIMHHMX CyAiB 32 yMOBH JOTPHUMAHHS 3aKpIIICHUX Y KOHCTHTYIii
MIPUHITUIIIB.

3’scoBaHO MpaBoBy mno3uuio cyaiB Himewunnu 1 [lBeiinapii B acnekTi 3a0e3neyeHHs
JOCTYIly JO JOpPOrOBAapTICHUX MEIUYHUX INpenapariB. 30Kpema, MO3UIsS HIMELUBKUX CY[IiB
HOJISITaE 'y TOMY, L0 3aKOHOAABYl KpUTEpil A OOMEKEHHs BHUIUIAT JONOMOTH Yy 3B’A3KY 13
3aXBOPIOBAHHSIM TOBHHHI TIIyMa4UTHCH 3 OTJISAY Ha I[IHHOCTI, 3aKPIMUICHUX KOHCTHTYII€I0, TaKi
SK TIPAaBO HA XUTTA, (HI3UYHY HEINOTOPKAHHICTH Ta H0OpoOyT. BomHouac, y cTarTi HaBeneHO i
IHIIY MO3UIIi0, siKa Oyna chopmynboBaHa cynom llIBeiinapii, sikuil BKa3aB Ha Te, IO HAIMIpHI
BUTpaTH Ha JIIKYBaHHS MOTJIM OyTH HECHIBMIPHUMHU OTPUMAHOMY Oary, siK-OT JIMILIE YCYHEHHs
CUMINTOMIB 3axBopioBaHHs. IlpoananizoBano pnocsing HinepmanzaiB, ae BIACYTHIH 1HCTUTYT
KOHCTUTYLIHHOTO KOHTPOJIIO, BiATaK, CyAd, NMPH BUPILICHHI MUTAHHA NMpO 3a0e3NedyeHHs MpaB
JIOAMHU Yy cdepl OXOPOHH 370pOB’s, MOKJIAJAIOThCS HA HOPMH Ta MPUHIMINA MIKHApOJIHUX
CTaH/apTiB.

BucBiTiieHo MuUTaHHS CYJOBOTO 3aXUCTY MpaB JIOJUHU y cepi OXOPOHHU 370pOB’s Ha
€BPOIEHCHKOMY PiBHI, 30KpeMa 3 aKIIEeHTOM Ha MPaBOBUX MO3UIISAX €BpONEHCHKOro Cyay 3 IpaB
JIOAUHU. Y I[bOMY KOHTEKCTI 3p00JIEHO BHMCHOBOK, 11O B pa3l BIICYTHOCTI ab0 0OOMeEXeHOT
KUIBKOCTI MEIWYHUX MOCIYr Ta JIKapCchbKUX 3aco0iB, €BponeichbKUi CyJ 3 MpaB JIIOJAWHU
MOB’sI3yBaB MPaBO Ha OXOPOHY 370POB’A 13 3aKpIIUIEHUM Y €BpOIeNCchKiii KOHBEHIIT TpaBOM Ha
KHUTTS, 3a00pOHY KaTyBaHb Ta MOBAry 0 0COOUCTOro XKHUTTA. OKpeMO MPOAHATI30BAHO MO3UIIII0
€BporeicbKOro cyy 3 Mpas JIIOAMHU 100 3a0e3MeueHHs IpaBa Ha OXOPOHY 3/10pOB’s 0ci0, sKi
IIYKaIOTh NIPUTYIIKY.

Kniouosi cnosa: MEAHU4YHa a0I11omMora, Cy,Z[OBI/Iﬁ 3axXUCT, JOCTYII OO MEIUYHOI TOTTOMOTH.

AHpe aeH JKcTep
Cyne0OHasi 3a11MTa IpaBa HA 3PABOOXPAHEHHE

PackpbIThl 0COOEHHOCTH Cy€OHOM 3aIlUThI MIPaBa HA OXpPaHy 3/10POBbsI CKBO3b MPHU3MY
aHanmm3a CcyAeOHONW NpPaKTUKW B MEIUIMHCKHX Jenax. [Ipumepsl cyaeOHBIX e, KOTOpbIe
[IPOAHAJIN3UPOBAHBI B CTaTbe, B OCHOBHOM OCBEILAIOT WHHOBALIMOHHBIE IOAXOBI, KOTOPBIE
OPUMEHSIOTCS CyJaMH TMpPH PACCMOTPEHUH JeJI M0 BOMPOCY KOHCTUTYLMOHHOCTU pedopM B
cdepe 3apaBOOXpaHEHUs, OOECIEUEHHS IOCTyNMa K MEAMIMHCKOW IMOMOIIM, B TOM YHCIE C



aKIIEHTOM Ha O00ecleyeHUH JOCTylma K HOBBIM METOJaM JIEYEHUS U JIOPOTrOCTOSIIUM
MEIUIIMHCKUM Mpenaparam. [Ipoananu3upoBano cyaeOHYI0 TPaKTUKY KOHCTUTYIIMOHHBIX CYJIOB
CTpaH MOCTCOIMAIUCTUYECKOro jareps, B yacTHOCTH [lonpim, Yexuu, CroBeHuun. OCBElICHBI
MO3ULMU 3THUX CYAOB, [0 BHEIPEHHUI) CUCTEM MEIMIMHCKOIO CTPAaxOBaHMS, OrPaHUYCHUS
cymecTByromux mnpas. CHokycupoBaHO BHUMaHUE HA TOM, YTO MEPbI, KOTOPbIC MPUHUMAIINCH
rOCy/IapCTBOM U OTpaHUYHMBAIN TapaHTHPOBAHHBIA 3aKOHO/IATEIHCTBOM O00BEM IPaB, HAXOWIN
MNOIJEP)KKY KOHCTUTYIIMOHHBIX CYJIOB IPU YCIOBUH COOJIIO/ICHUS 3aKPEIUICHHBIX B KOHCTUTYLIUU
MIPUHLUIIOB.

Brisicneno npaBoByio no3unuio cyaoB ['epmanuu u IlIBelinapuu B aciekte odecrieueHus
JocTyna K JOpPOroCTOSIIIMM MEAMLMHCKUM IIpernaparaM. B uyacTHOCTH, MO3MLIMSA HEMELKUX
CYyJIOB 3aKJIIOUAETCS] B TOM, YTO 3aKOHOJAATEIbHbIE KPUTEPUH JJIsl OTPAHUYEHUS BBIILIAT [IOMOILU
B CBA3M C 3a00J€BaHMEM JIOJDKHBI TOJIKOBATbCS C YYE€TOM IIEHHOCTEH, 3aKpEeIUIEHHBIX
KOHCTUTYLIMEH, Takue Kak T[paBO Ha KHU3Hb, (PU3MUECKYI0 HENPUKOCHOBEHHOCTb U
Onarononyure. OZHOBPEMEHHO, B CTAaTbe€ MPHUBEACHO M JPYIYIO MO3UIMI0, KOTopas Obuia
chopmynupoBana cyaom llIBeiiniapuu, KOTOpbIM yKa3al Ha TO, YTO YpPE3MEpHBIE PACXOJbl Ha
JieYeHue MOIJIM OBITh HECOM3MEPUMBI MOJIYYEHHOMY Ojary, Hampumep, JIUIIb YCTpPaHEHHE
cuMnToMOB 3a0oneBanus. [IpoananusupoBan onbIT Hunepnanaos, rie OTCYTCTBYET WHCTUTYT
KOHCTUTYLIMOHHOT'O KOHTPOJIsI, CJI€A0BATENbHO, CYJIbl, IPU PELIEHUU Bompoca 00 obecnedyeHun
npaB dYeimoBeka B cdepe OXxpaHbl 300pPOBbs, BO3JNAralOTCd HAa HOPMBI M TPUHIIMIIBI
MEX1YHapOJHbIX CTaHIAApTOB.

OcgemieHbl BOMPOCH! Cy/I€OHOM 3alIUTHI MIPaB YejoBeKa B cepe OXpaHbl 370POBBS Ha
€BPOIECKOM ypOBHE, B YHACTHOCTH € aKLIEHTOM Ha MpaBOBBIX Mo3uiusax EBponeiickoro cyna nmo
npaBaM 4YeloBeKa. B 3TOM KOHTEKcTe cjenaH BBIBOJA, YTO B Cllydyae OTCYTCTBUS WU
OTPaHUYEHHOTO KOJMUYECTBA MEJUIIMHCKUX YCIYT U JIEKapCTBEHHBIX CpeAcTB, EBponeiickuii cyn
[0 TpaBaM 4YeJIOBEeKa CBS3bIBAJI MPABO Ha OXpaHy 370POBbS C 3aKpelyieHHbIM B EBpomelckoii
KOHBEHLIMM NPAaBOM HA JKW3Hb, 3alpPeT MBITOK W YBaXEHHE K JMYHON >KHU3HU. OTIENbHO
NPOaHATM3UPOBAHO MO3HIKI0 EBpomneiickoro cyna mo npaBaM 4esioBeKa o 00ecreueHuo mpaBa
Ha OXpaHy 3/I0pOBBS JIUI], HIIYIINX YOeXKHIIIA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: MeqUIIMHCKAs MOMOIb, CyJEOHYIO 3alUTY, JOCTYI K MEIULMHCKON
MTOMOIIIH.
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