
  
8.2013

8

 .        -
     .    -

       ,    
      -

       .   -
      , -

 , ,    
    .  ,   -

    ,    .     
  ,         -
,         ,  

 .

 . -
     

    -
     

   -
  ,   -

    
 ,  -
.    -

, -    
     
  . -

,    ,  
   , 

    
,     -

    
   -

    , -
   -

.      
-    -

     
    

   -
 . 

  -  
   

  . 
   -

 ,   
   -
      

.   -
     
   . . -

, . . , . . , . . 
, . . , . . -

, . . , . . , 
. .    .    

    
     -

.
    -

     
    

       
   -

 . 
  -

 .     
    -

 ,   -
     

 ,     
 : 1) , -

   -
  ; 

2) ,   -
    -

 ; 3) ,  
  ( -

)     -
  .

    
     
  . -

 ,   -
 ,   

    -
  (in vitro)  

    
,   -

     
      -

 (1862 .)    
 (1982 .)    

(1993 .) [1, . 105-106].    
   -

   -
  (1996 .) [2, . 278]. 

   
    

     -
.   ,    -

   
     -

   -
,     

   ,  
     -

     

-         , 
         

:      
. ,

  , ,         
   

SUMMARY
This article analyzes the major areas of improvement of the criminal law on protection of human rights from crimes committed with 

application new biomedical technologies. The author examines the most pressing bioethical issues. The need to criminalize most socially 
dangerous acts related to the violation of bioethical norms is analyzed.

Keywords: bioethics, biomedical technology, biomedical crimes, immunity of the human embryo (fetus), biological exploitation of 
person.
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SUMMARY
The article examines the psycho personality as an integral tool in the detection 

of computer psychophysiological test veri  cation. Analyzes existing “theory of the 
polygraph,” which allow polygraph specialist, determine the type of person and the 
respondent to choose the best approach for him to quality of the planned expert study.

Keywords: psychology, psychophysiology, the theory of the polygraph, the 
instrumental detection, physiological expert studies.
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