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The authors of the article based on the understanding of intellectual property as
an immanent component of the innovative economy, an important factor, resource
and mechanism of innovation environment and development, note the actualization
of this phenomenon in nowadays society of revolutionary technological changes.
The article deals with the brief overview of the some features and characteristics of
the process of reforming the institute of intellectual property in Ukraine, including
regulatory framework, and also is based on the analysis of data gathered in
sociological survey «Intellectual property through the eyes of university lecturers and
high school teachers», conducted during May-December 2019, method - interview;
n =356. Based on the research results, the authors analyze high school teachers’ and
university lecturers’ attitudes to the intellectual property, the factors and mechanisms
of protection of intellectual property rights. What are the attitudes towards violation
of intellectual property rights in the field of education? How acute is the problem
of intellectual property rights (IPR) violation for the participants in the educational
process? Is the impact of intellectual property rights violation noticeable on their (high
school teachers and university lecturers) day-to-day activities? Who, what institution
(organization) should make efforts to protect IPR? These and some other issues are
analyzed in the paper. The authors note, among other, that, in general, the problem
of IPR violations perceived as quite acute for many (relative majority) of university
lecturers and high school teachers, the impact of this problem on respondents’ daily
activities is mostly negative. Opinions of respondents on the institution(s), which
should make efforts to protect IPR were clarified. Analysis of possible ways (inner and
external factors, mechanisms) to enhance the level of protection, public management
of the protection process, as well as the development of a culture of IPR is presented
also. The authors propose the prospects for further research of the problem.

Keywords: intellectual property, sociological survey, university lecturers,
intellectual property rights, violation of intellectual property rights, reforming the
institute of intellectual property.

Introduction the important component of innovation
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Intellectual property as a phenomenon
is not new, it isn’t something that is unique
to present time. Instead, this phenomenon
is immanent to a market economy, it is

environment and development. It is this
characteristic of intellectual property
that makes it the important factor, lever,
resource, mechanism of innovative progress,
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actualizesits status today and, in our opinion,
will keep attention to this phenomenon in the
future. Accelerating technological revolution
processes, first of allIoT, AI, Big Data, butnot
only, have brought great changes to the global
economy, allitssectors, and society asawhole.
That fully applies to intellectual property,
enhances its role, because the importance
of intellectual resources (knowledge, ideas,
technologies etc.) and hence the mechanisms
of protection, legal translation plays key role
in the value of capital and, thus, increases
dramatically.

Among international studies the works
of the intellectual property by Adcock M.,
Aoki R., Barazza S., Beyleveld D.,
Bhansali N.S., Borysov B., Epstein E.,
Foster F.H., Grant R., Idris K., James T.S.,
Jolly A., Lisitsa V., Noam Eli M., Rees M.,
Rosati E., Ruse-Khan H.G., Sahni M.,
Schneider M., Schook R.L., Tiltman P., are
of significant interest. Also, if we focus on
Ukrainianscientists’ contributiontothe topic,
we should mention the works of Asaul A.,
Boshytsky Yu., Chuhayenko Yu., Dakhno I.,
Drobyazko V., Kapitsa Yu., Kharitonova O.,
Khoroshko V., Kolomiyets P., Koval V.,
Kraynev P., Manzhura O., Matviychuk V.,
Orlyuk O., Ponomaryova N., Prohorov-
LukinV.,Shtefan O., Verbal., Voynarenko M.

Mostly, all those publications reflect
the results of research of the intellectual
property from point of view of economics,
management and law. Moreover, we can
say that the research is actual due to the
insufficient level of attention (or even lack of
it) of sociologists, Ukrainian sociologists are
among them, to the phenomenon and concept
of intellectual property too. For example,
content-analysis of titles of articles in three
Ukrainian journals in sociology: «Ukrainian
Sociological Journal», «Ukrainian Society»
and Visnyk V. N.Karazin Kharkiv National
University series «Sociological studies of
contemporary society: methodology, theory,
methods» — conducted by authors shows that
among 425 articles total published during
2016-2020 there was no one devoted to
intellectual property!.

The article aims to theorize and to
provide empirical analysis of the phenomenon
«intellectual property» in the educational
space of Ukraine.

1 Calculated by the authors.

What is «intellectual property»? What
does it mean? As well known WIPO defines it
as the following: «Intellectual property (IP)
refers to creations of the mind: inventions,
literary and artistic works, and symbols,
names, images and designs used in commerce.
IP is divided into two categories: industrial
property — which includes patents, utility
models, trademarks, industrial designs
and geographical indications of source
— and copyright, which includes literary
and artistic works (such as novels, poems,
plays, films), musical works, artistic works
(such as drawings, paintings, photographs
and sculptures) and architectural designs.
Rights related to copyright include those of
performing artists in their performances,
those of producers of sound recordings in
their recordings and those of broadcasters in
their radio and television programs» [1].

It seems that this definition is basic
and adequate, so it is not surprising that we
can find its basic theses in other definitions.
One of such examples is the definition of the
website «Oxford University Innovation».
Due to it intellectual property is understood
as ideas, information and knowledge. In the
university context intellectual property
can be viewed as the results and outcomes
of research — «intellectual», because it is
creative output and «property», because it is
viewed as a tradable commodity. Intellectual
property rights are specific legal rights which
protect the owners of intellectual property.
Intellectual property rights can be subdivided
into the major categories: patent, copyright,
database right, design right, trade mark,
confidential information [2]. In «Webster’s
New World Law Dictionary» intellectual
property is proposed to be understood as
«property having to do with patents or
trademarks» [3, p. 210].

All these definitions are very similar.
But from our point of view second one
(definition of the «Oxford University
Innovation») is more instrumental, more
useful, when we have to analyze it on societal
level, as well as on middle level (institution),
and on micro level (person).

Intellectual property in focus of public
governing

Intellectual property, for many, is
rather an understandable and clear problem
with purely practical meaning. And in this
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context we can mention the activity of WIPO
(World Intellectual Property Organization)
(for instance, WIPO Academy, its courses
(distance learning, as well as face-to-face),
numeral initiatives, programs aimed to help
individuals, businesses and countries all
year round. It is very important but it’s not
enough, moreover, attention to this area of
activity only creates the impression of the
simplicity of the problem.

Nevertheless it’s seems that this is a
rather deceptive simplicity. It is connected
with many phenomena and processes in
society. In this sense, the statement of the
authors of The Global Innovation Index
2019 draws attention. Firstly, because
authors connect intellectual property and
innovation and, secondly, because they focus
on the human dimension of the problem.
They emphasize on (it’s clear that these
theses are not just about medicine and health
care, because they are much more versatile)
human-controlled uncertainties and risks
and say, that they relate to recommendations
and decisions that drive approvals,
investments, or allocation of resources that
support product development, accessibility,
availability, affordability, acceptability,
or sustainability of health technologies.
Such decisions can significantly create or
overcome barriers to medical innovations in
all settings. Political will, appropriate and
relevant incentives, sufficient or insufficient
allocation of financial and human resources,
cost- and risk-sharing — or lack thereof — and
favorable or unfavorable ethical, regulatory,
and policy decisions can either advance or
stall innovation. Evidence-driven shifts in
the collective understanding of what is truly
impeding access in low-resource settings
today and more comprehensive analyses
of the value proposition that a particular
health technology brings to advancing health
equity are needed to overcome these human-
controlled uncertainties and risks. Human-
controlled factorsact asbarrierstoinnovation
and access to new products [4].

Ukraine also has achievements in this
field. Mention some of them. For example,
if we take such indicator (term) as «utility
model» (a special form of patent right,
also known as «petty patent», «short-term
patent», «innovation patent») we will see
that due to newest WIPO statistics (WIPO

Statistics Database 2019) Ukraine with little
positive dynamics ranks 4 of the world total.
[1, p.18] Ukraine is ranked among the top
20 offices in the world in terms of industrial
design filing activity and ranks 4% among
middle-income countries. [1, p.31] Compared
to previous year Ukraine demonstrates a
little progress (has improved its place on two
points) and ranks 45* in the Global Innovation
Index 2020 and 2™ in the context (group) of
lower middle-income economies neighboring
by Vietnam and India [5].

At the same time, if to consider
Ukraine’s potential, it is apparently that
achievements should be more visible and
higher. In fact, one can see the feasibility
and the inevitability of the intellectual
property reforming. Obviously, that’s the
way it is. If to analyze the state policy in the
field, it is noticeable that there have been
some changes over the last few years. From
our point of view these changes are directly
concerned with the signing of the Association
Agreement between the European Union and
Ukraine, that have contributed to the process
of reforming the institute [6]. This process
has been long enough in time, since it has
lasted more than 10 years and is still ongoing.
Interesting and worthy of research, there are
at least three stages of it: the drafting of the
Association Agreement, the act of signing and
especially the Association Agreement itself.
And the very last one (stage after the signing
of the Agreement) turned out to be a strong
incentive, which motivated (and motivates)
intellectual property reforming. It seems
to us that these influences cause changes
(perhaps sometimes systemic) in public policy
and that the government’s policy has become
more consistent. Some decisions of the
authorities in Ukraine (first of all, Verkhovna
Rada (parliament) and government) are in
this direction and so, give some optimism.
Obvious, clear and perhaps the most
important evidence to support this thesis
are the discussions focused on intellectual
property, legislative reform in this terrain
in public sphere, educational institutions,
discussions concerning these issues in
parliament. As well known newly (June-
July, 2020) Verkhovna Rada (Ukrainian
Parliament) has passed two Laws of Ukraine:
Law of Ukraine «On Amendments to Certain
Laws of Ukraine on the Establishment of a
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National Intellectual Property Authority»
(No. 703-IX, 16.06.2020) [7] and Law
of Ukraine «On Amendments to Certain
Legislative Acts of Ukraine on Strengthening
the Protection of Rights on Trademarks and
Industrial Designs and Combating Patent
Abuse» (No. 815-IX, 21.07.2020) [8]. That
became the basis and allowed the government
to make some important decisions, the
determination of the institution with powers
of National Intellectual Property Authority
(October 2020), more effective counteraction
to patent trolling are among them. However,
it is also clear that this is not enough, and the
intellectual property institution reforming
requires much more efforts. This is especially
important in nowadays society, because the
rapid and spread of access to the Internet,
easy coping of electronic data, revolutionary
technological transformations (AI, Big Data,
cloud computing etc.) challenge the existing
network of intellectual property regulations,
laws surrounding intellectual property rights
are among them. And, if that is so, we guess,
that no less important than in the business
environment, economics, other spheres
and institutions it becomes in the field of
education and science, given their key role
in the process of knowledge’ producing and
transmissing.

The phenomenon of intellectual
property needs additional attention and, of
course, it is not just about only reform of
it. It’s also important to conceptualize this
phenomenon, where a sociological approach
is rather promising. The methodological
potential of sociological science -creates
the basis for a comprehensive study of
intellectual property, its objective and
subjective characteristics, assessments of
public opinion, various manifestations at
the macro-, meso- and micro-levels of social
interaction. As mentioned above, the topic
is on the periphery of research attention
of sociologists, Ukrainian sociologists are
among them. There are no studies on this
phenomenon (at least the authors did not
find any confirmation of the opposite). We
can note only researches of some related
issues (academic culture, academic cheating,
academic dishonesty). For instance, studies
by Ukrainian researches of these issues are
known [9;10;11;12;13]. Some of these issues
(academic culture) are quite close and related
to intellectual property, but the advantage of

the latter concept is that it more, compared to
pointed ones, focused on the actual ensuring
and secure (for the owner) knowledge
transmission. From our point of view, this
concept, in contrast to academic culture, is
not limited to the academic sphere, is more
universal. In addition, it, by embracing
behavioral patterns, also focuses on the
other side of the problem — the protection of
property rights and figure of owner of the
intellectual property object. The profound,
systematic analysis of the phenomenon, its
conceptualization is ahead. Below are some
results of survey, conducted by authors.

Method

The empirical basis of the study
includes the data gathered in sociological
survey «Intellectual property through
the eyes of university lecturers and high
school teachers»? (leader of the team — V.
Nikolayevskyy). Survey has been conducted
during May-December 2019, 356 people
were interviewed, including 180 university
lecturers(4different higher schools —classical
university (V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National
University, 10 faculties), IT University
(National University of Radio Electronics,
3 faculties), engineering and pedagogical
higher school (Ukrainian Engineering and
Pedagogical Academy, 4 faculties), medical
school of postgraduate education (Kharkiv
Medical Academy of Postgraduate Education,
1 faculty); social, natural and technical
sciences are among them) and 176 high
school teachers (8 different high schools —
comprehensive school (3 ones in different
administrative districts), specialized school,
gymnasium, lyceum (3 ones in different
administrative districts, onetechnical and one
private lyceum are among them) in Kharkiv.
Method - interview. Model of the sample
— multistage, unique, random. In the last
selection stage a solid survey of respondents
was used. The purpose of the research was to
study high school teachers’ and university
lecturers’ attitudes to the intellectual
property, the factors and mechanisms of
protection of intellectual property rights.

2 The sociological research is carried out
within Research Work Ne19-01 DB «Theoretical and
methodological foundations of advanced training of
intellectual property education workers» (UIPA, 2019).
[14] In Ukraine the survey was conducted for the first time
and was realized in Kharkiv only.
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Table 1

Distribution of respondents’ answers to the question «Is the impact of IPR violation
noticeable on your day-to-day activities?» (% )*

university lecturers high school teachers
n=180 n=176
«5 points» impact is significant 5 6
4 points 6 9
3 points 18 15
2 points 17 16
«1 point» impact is not significant 38 34
don’t know 16 21
* in this table and the following ones percentages are given to those respondents who provided an answer to the
question
Results development), are more acutely aware of this
What are the Kharkiv educational problem.
community’s (secondary school teachers Respondents were also asked about

and lecturers of higher school institutions)
attitudes to intellectual property, in
particular the factors and mechanisms of
protection of intellectual property rights?
Above all what are the attitudes towards
violation of intellectual property rights in the
field of education, public management of the
process of protection of IP rights in education
sphere? A rather relevant tool for studying
a given problem (to identify, evaluate and
measure “pain points” and weaknesses (risks,
obstacles, incentives etc. in managing the
system, including its reform), traits that
are important to characterize the problem
condition is a poll.

The analysis of data gathered in
sociological survey to some extent makes
possible to clarify the problem and provides
some possible answers to questions mentioned
above. The conducted research has revealed
the following worthy results.

Sociologists tried to study opinions of
the respondents (university lecturers and
high school teachers) on level of severity of
the problem of intellectual property rights
violationbytheparticipantsintheeducational
process. In general, the problem of intellectual
property rights (IPR) violations is more acute
for university lecturers, compared to high
school teachers (37% compared to 29% ). This
problem is not perceived as acute by every
fifth of university lecturers (22% ) and about
every third (31%) of high school teachers.
Female university lecturers and male high
school teachers, as well as those, who possess
developments that require the acquisition
(protection) of rights as intellectual property
objects (further — referred to as owners of

effect, impact of intellectual property rights
violation on their day-to-day activities. They
were proposed to answer the question «Is
the impact of IPR violation noticeable on
your day-to-day activities?» Below (please,
see Table 1) the distribution of respondents’
answers to this question is presented.

Opinions of high school teachers
and university lecturers differ little:
approximately every second respondent —
university lecturer (55%) and high school
teacher (50%) rate such an impact on their
daily activities as insignificant, while the
opinion of 11-15% is the opposite: they
consider that impact as significant. There
wereslightly more female university lecturers
than the average those who judged this impact
to be insignificant. University lecturers and
high school teachers who are the owners of
developments (intellectual property objects)
rate this impact as more significant.

According to the relative majority of
respondents (48% of university lecturers and
43% high school teachers), this influence is
mostly negative. 14-15% of respondents are
of the opposite opinion. Female university
lecturers, male high school teachers,
development holders, and those, who believe
that the issue of rights abuses in this terrain
needs to be addressed as soon as possible,
are more likely to estimate this impact as
negative.

Respondents were asked also, if, in their
opinion, the problem of intellectual property
rights violation needed to be addressed as
soon as possible? The overwhelming majority
(75% of university lecturers and 70% of
high school teachers) guess that this problem
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Table 2
Distribution of respondents’ answers to the question « Who, what institution
(organization) should make efforts to protect intellectual property rights?» (%, R)*
Ne in the university high school
ques- lecturers teachers
tionnaire n=180 n=176
% R R
2 Council on Intellectual Property of the Cabinet of Ministers 47 1 45 1
(Government) of Ukraine
1 Ministry of Education and Science of Ukraine 40 2 31 2
15 owners of intellectual product 25 3 14 5
6 inspectors of intellectual property 22 4 26 3
4 Ministry of Justice of Ukraine 16 5 13 6
11 higher school/high school institutions 15 6 2 14-15
13 professional community (professional associations) 13 7 6 8
3 Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of Ukraine 9 8 4 11-12
5 police 8 9 21 4
7 regional education management bodies 7 10 5 9-10
10 specialized departments of universities 6 11 1 16
14 specialized organizations (NGQO’s, business) 6 12 3 13
8 local education management bodies 4 13 10 7
9 media 3 14 4 11-12
12 trade union 3 15 2 14-15
16 such an institution doesn’t currently exist, it needs to be created 2 16 5 9-10
17 don’t know 9 12
* the percentage in the column may exceed 100%, because respondents were allowed to choose more than one answer;
R (rating place) the order in which data is presented depends on the number of votes (percentages) cast by university lecturers
for a particular institution.
B needs to be addressed as soon as possible. university lecturers and high school teachers.
B This opinion is more than average, held by According to the hierarchy of «popularity»
m male high school teachers, those high school of such institutions (entities, subjects),
m teachers, who have experience in acquiring according to the university lecturers they
m (protecting) intellectual property rights are the following: the Council on Intellectual
- for their own developments and high school Property of the Cabinet of Ministers of
teachers — owners of developments. At the Ukraine, the Ministry of Education and
J  same time 12-16% of respondents hold the Science of Ukraine, owners of the intellectual
§ opposite opinion. It seems that this contradict product, inspectors of intellectual property,
§ to above-mentioned and partly is explained the Ministry of Justice of Ukraine.
2 by the following: a little more determination Also, data gathered and analyzed
N on this issue by university lecturers is indicate the following:
N correlated with opinions, that the problem of 1) absence of an institution/entity - the
§ intellectual property rights violation is more leader with an absolute magority of votes in
& acute for university lecturers, compared to the field of efforts to intellectual property
>§ high school teachers. But it is obvious, also, rightsprotection: # 1 rating —the Intellectual
T that clarification of this contradiction is a Property Council of the Cabinet of Ministers
5 task for further studies. of Ukraine — received 47-45% of the votes of
.§_ One of research tasks was to clarify university lecturers and high school teachers,
S opinions of respondents on the institution(s), respectively;
E
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organization(s) which should make efforts
to protect intellectual property rights.
Summarized opinions of the interviewed
university lecturers and high school teachers
are presented in Table 2.

On the whole, with few exceptions, the
top five institutions (organizations) that need
tomakeeffortstoprotectintellectual property
rights are almost identical in the view of

2) respondents — of university
lecturers and high school teachers extremely
skeptical of the media in this context (3-4%
respectively);

3) university lecturers, if to compare
their opinion with high school teachers, are
much more critical about police’ efforts to
protect intellectual property rights (8 and
21%);
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Table 3

Distribution of respondents’ answers to the question «In your opinion, what could,
firstly, help to improve the level of protection of intellectual property rights?» (%, R)*

Ne in the university high
ques- lecturers school
tionnaire n=180 teachers
n=176
R % %
1 consistent public policy on the protection of intellectual property rights 1 61 52
7 formation in society of intolerant attitude to the facts, cases of 2 38 22
intellectual property rights violation
3 legislation, legal support updating 3 30 36
4 punishment for intellectual property rights violation 4 27 32
2 demanding management of the educational institution 5-6 21 5
8 explanatory and educational activities 5-6 21 22
5 media promotion: coverage, promotion of intellectual property rights on 7 19 23
TV, press etc.
6 introduction of intellectual property training courses for higher school 8 17 16
programs

* the percentage in the column may exceed 100%, because respondents were allowed to choose more than one
answer; R (rating place) the order in which data is presented depends on the number of votes (percentages) cast by university
lecturers for a particular answer option; responses «don’t know» and responses that scored less than 2% of the respondents’

responses were not provided.

4) 15% of wuniversity lecturers
guess that when one says on institution
(organization) that should make efforts to
protect intellectual property rights higher
school institution should be; compared only
2% high school teachers hold similar opinion.

It is important to clarify a number of
issues related to the protection of intellectual
property rights, including factors,
mechanismstoenhance thelevel of protection,
public management of the protection process,
the development of a culture of intellectual
property protection.

Let’s consider these questions in more
detail.

Below, in Table 3, generalized responses
to possible ways to enhance the level of
protection of intellectual property rights are
presented.

So what, according to the opinions of
Kharkiv university lecturers and high school
teachers, could firstly help to improve the
level of protection of intellectual property
rights? The vast majority of respondents
guess that a consistent public policy on the
protection of intellectual property rights
should be in first: 61% of university lecturers
and 52% of high school teachers think so.
Among university lecturers and high school
teachers, who have a positive track record of
acquiring (protecting) intellectual property
rights for their own development, even more
people hold this view.

The second largest group of respondents
— university lecturers (38%, among high
school teachers — 22%) emphasized the
importance of forming an intolerant attitude
to the facts, cases of intellectual property
rights violation in society. TUniversity
lecturers—holders of developments emphasize
this more often than the average. 27-30%
of university lecturers and a third (32-
36% of high school teachers) emphasize the
importance of attention to legal mechanisms),
including wupdating of legislation, legal
support, punishment for intellectual property
rights violation. At the same time such levers
of influence as «media promotion: coverage,
promotion of intellectual property rights on
TV, press etc.», «introduction of intellectual
property training courses for higher school
programs», «explanatory and educational
activities», from respondents’ point of view
are less effective (16-22%).

The views of the university lecturers
and high school teachers differ significantly
on the role of the factor «demanding
management of the educational institution»
in promoting the protection of intellectual
property rights and increasing the level of
such protection: every fifth (21% ) university
lecturer and four times less (5%) of high
school teachers notes the effectiveness of this
factor.

It may be that the position of the high
school teachers regarding the demanding
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Table 4
Distribution of respondents’ answers to the question «In your opinion, what is the
role of the administration of the institution, where you work, in managing the process of
protection of intellectual property rights?» (%)
at present time should be
university high university | high school
lecturers school lecturers teachers
n=180 teachers n=180 n=176
n=176
noticeable and significant: management makes significant 35 18 64 53
efforts to protect the intellectual property rights of
university lecturers / high school teachers
inconspicuous, episodic: such issues are sometimes 27 17 13 6
discussed at the educational institution meetings,
decisions are made, but real shifts, changes are
imperceptible
invisible: maybe the management of the educational 17 27 7 7
institution is doing something about protecting intellectual
property rights, but | don't feel it
don’t know 21 38 16 34
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management of the educational institution as
a factor in promoting the level of protection
of intellectual property rights is explained by
the way in which they see (evaluate) the role
of the administration of their educational
institution in managing this process (please,
see Table 4). The data presented in the table
suggest that among high school teachers
there is a relative preference that the role
of the administration of their educational
institution is now unobserved (27%).

For comparison, 18% of respondents —
high school teachers say that the high
school’s management (lyceum, gymnasium)
is making significant efforts to protect
intellectual property rights, and thus
estimate it as significant and significant.
University lecturers’ assessments are
opposite: the relative majority of university
lecturers (one third) guess that management
of higher education institution is making
significant efforts to protect lecturers’
intellectual property rights, and 17% see it
as invisible. Also notable is the large number
of respondents who have not been able to
answer this question. At the same time, the
overwhelming majority of respondents -
high school teachers and university lecturers
— (563-64%) underline that the management
of the educational institution must make
considerable efforts to protect the intellectual
property rights of university lecturers / high
school teachers. There are more people than
average on the faculty among male university
lecturers, holders of developments, and those

who think that the problem of IP rights abuses
needs to be addressed as quickly as possible.

It is rather important to focus on
formation and developing of a culture of
intellectual property protection. Part of
this was discussed above (see Table 3), in
particular when it came to the potential of
introducing education programs in higher
education disciplines on intellectual property
in the context of enhancing the level of
protection of rights in this field. It should
be noted that according to two thirds of
university lecturers (68% ) such discipline is
taught in their university.

Are the issues regarding contracting
with university lecturers / high school
teachers on their intellectual product related
to copyright distribution regulated in
educational institutions - universities and
high school institutions?

In order to clarify the respondents’
opinion in the survey, the question was asked:
Is there a practice in education institutions
to contract with their university lecturers
/ high school teachers on their intellectual
product on copyright distribution?

One third of the interviewed university
lecturers and only 7% of the high school
teachers confirmed that «yes, such a practice
exists». At the same time according to every
fifth university lecturer surveyed (21% ) and
just over half of high school teachers (55%),
this practice is absent. Either everything is
owned by the university lecturer / high school
teacher-author of the intellectual product
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(42% of teachers and 11% of university
lecturers), or all is owned by the educational
institution (10-13%). For significant number
of respondents it was rather difficult to
answer this question.

Do university lecturers and high school
teachers know cases where their counterparts
have realized intellectual property rights
for commercial gain? The overwhelming
number of respondents (81-87% ) replied that
they didn’t know anything about when their
counterparts would exercise intellectual
property rights for commercial gain, which is
likely to indicate that the practice has not yet
become widespread.

Conclusion

Such, in general, is brief overview
of the some features and characteristics of
the process of reforming the institute of
intellectual property in Ukraine and the
attitudes of university lecturers and high
school teachers to intellectual property.
Summarizing, it should be noted, that the
data presented and analyzed, on the one
hand, to a certain extent allow us to better
understand the under-researched processes
and phenomena associated with the institute
of intellectual property reform. Sure, the
research we say about, results of survey,
analyzed in the article, are just the beginning
of the research process. The profound,
systematic analysis of the phenomenon, its
conceptualization is required. It seems, that
directions of further research are numerous,
because of potential of the concept, because of
its embeddeness in a challenging reality.

Sure, effects and implications of the
analysis provided is a deeper immersion in
the issues discussed in the article and the
emergence of other issues, focuses are not
addressed in the text. For instance, issue
needs to be explained in further research: in
general, as was noted, the problem of IPR
violations perceived as quite acute for many
(relative majority) of university lecturers
and high school teachers, but at the same
time they estimate the impact of this problem
on theirs daily activities as insignificant. If
we say about directions and methodology
of further analysis of issues, focused in our
study, it seems, that a rather relevant tool for
studying agiven problem (toidentify, evaluate
and measure «pain points» and weaknesses
(risks, obstacles, incentives etc. in managing
the system, including its reform), traits that
are important to characterize the problem
condition is a survey. But, of course, not only.
Methodology based on quality and quantity
analysis is relevant. And, if concerning
obstacles to effective public administration in
thefield, university lecturers’ and high school
teachers’ behavior, motivation, their training
in the digital age etc. may be considered as a
perspective of further study too. We guess
also, that, when one looks at and says about
the main participants, actors in the field of
education, it would be appropriate to consider
high school students’ (pupils), university
students’, as well as managers as actors in
the field of education too, and to study their
opinions on issues discussed.
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ABTOpbI CTaTbW, UCXOAS U3 MOHMMAHWS WHTENNEKTYaNbHON COBCTBEHHOCTM KaK MMMa-
HEHTHOW COCTaBHOM 4aCTW MHHOBALMOHHOW SKOHOMUKW, BaXHbIA PECYPC U MEXAHU3M MHHO-
BaUMOHHOW cpefibl Y Pa3BUTUSA, OTMEeYaIoT akTyanusaumio AaHHoro ¢peHoMeHa B COBPeMeH-
HOM 006LL,ECTBE NOJ, BINSHUEM MPOUCXOASLLMX B HEM PEBOMIOLIMOHHBLIX TEXHONOMMYECKNX U3~
MeHeHWI. B cTaTbe NpeAcTaBneH KOPOTKMIA 0630p XapakTepuUcTUK U NPOTUBOPEYMIA NpoLLec-
ca peopMMPOBaHUS MHCTUTYTa MHTENNEKTYaNBHOM COGCTBEHHOCTU B YKpauHe, B 4aCTHOCTU
HOPMAaTKBHO-NPaBoBOM 6asbl, a Takke aHann3 nHpopMaLmm, cobpaHHOM BO BpeMs peaun-
3aLMKM COLMONOTMYECKOro UccnenoBaHus «MHTennekTyabHas cobCTBEHHOCTb ra3amu npe-
nofiaBaTesiei By30B 1 yuUTeNen LWkon» (nepuop peanmsaumn; main-gekadbpb 2019 r.; meton,
cbopa nepBruYHON MHPOpMaLIMM — aHKETUPOBaHKWe; n = 356). Llenb nccnefoBaHns — U3yunTb
OTHOLLIEHWS NpernoaaBateniell By30B Y YUATENEN LLKON K MHCTUTYTY UHTENNEKTYalbHOW co0-
CTBEHHOCTU, PaKTOpbl M MEXaHU3MbI 3aLLUTHI NPaB UHTENNEKTYaIbHOW co6cTBeHHOCTH. Ka-
KOBO OTHOLLIEHWE K Mpo6ieMe HapylLeHWs NPaB UHTENNEKTYaNbHOW COGCTBEHHOCTU B cdhepe
06pazoBaHMA? Hackonbko oCcTpoit aBnseTcs aaHHas npobnema anst paboTHUKOB o6pa3oBa-
HWA? OlyllaeTcs N BAKsIHWE NPo6ieMbl HAPYLEHUS MPaB UHTENNeKTyallbHOW COBCTBEHHO-
CTW Ha MOBCE[IHEBHOMN [eATENbHOCTU NpenofaBaTeneil By3oB WU yYUTENEN LIKON — Y4acTHM-
KoB 06pa3oBateflbHoOro npotgecca? Kro, Kako MHCTUTYT (opraHnsaumst) AOMKeH npunaratb
YCUNUS AN 3aliMThl NPaB UHTENNeKTyallbHOW cOBCTBEHHOCTU? ABTOPbI CTaTbW HOKYCHPYIOT
CBO€ NCCEeloBaTENIbCKOE BHAMAHWE Ha STUX M HEKOTOPBIX APYrX Bonpocax. B yacTHocTw,
B CTarbe OTMEeYaeTcs, YTo Npobnema HapyleHUs MPaB UHTENNEKTYalIbHOW COOCTBEHHOCTM
B 06pa3oBaTeNbHOM MPOLECCe BOCTIPUHMMAETCS KaK A0CTaToO4HO ocTpast GONLLUMHCTBOM
OMpOLUEHHBIX NpenoaraTeneil N yunTenei, a Takke NnoflobHoe HapylleHWe NpaB HeraTMBHO
OTPaXaeTCA Ha MX MOBCEAHEBHOW 1eATENbHOCTU. YAENEHO BHUMaHWE BLISBIEHWIO Hanbonee
9PDEKTUBHBIX, C TOYKM 3PEHWUS PECTIOHAEHTOB, MHCTUTYLIMIA U OpraHn3aumii, NpU3BaHHbIX
npunaratb younma no 3almre npae MHTeNNekTyallbHol co6cTBeHHOCTH. [poaHanmampoBa-
Hbl HaKTopPbl MOBBILLEHWS 3aLLUTEI (OXpaHbl) MPaB MHTENNEKTYaNbHON COGCTBEHHOCTH, B TOM
yKncne ynpaeieHne NPoLLECCOM 3alliMThl M CTAHOBNIEHWE KY/IbTYPHI 3aLLUUTHI (OXpaHbl) NpaB WUH-
TeNNeKTyalbHOW COBCTBEHHOCTU, MPEIOXEHbl BO3MOXHBIE HaMPaBNeHNS AaNbHENLLINX UC-
cnefioBaHUM Npobnemsl.

KnioueBble cnoBa: uHTesieKTyaibHass COOCTBEHHOCTb, COLMOJIOINYECKOe UCCeoBa-
Hue, nperioflaBateni BbICHINX YIeOHbIX 3aBejeHWUA, MPaBo WHTENNIEKTYallbHOW COBCTBEH-
HOCTU, HapyilieHne rpaB MHTeINEKTYanbHoN COOCTBEHHOCTH, peOPMUPOBAHNE UHCTUTYTA
VMHTeNNeKTyanbHoi COOCTBEHHOCTH,
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ABTOpM CTaTTi, PO3YMIIOYN [HTENEKTyallbHy BNACHICTbL SIK IMMAaHEHTHY CKNnaaoBy
IHHOBaLAHOI €KOHOMIKM, BXJIMBUA YUHHWUK, pecypc Ta MexaHi3M iHHOBAUjHOIo cepeno-
BUMLLA Ta PO3BUTKY, BiA3HAYalOTh aKkTyanisawjto JaHoro GeHOMEHyY Y Cy4acHOMY CYCMiNbCTBI
nig, BNANBOM PEBONMIOLINHMX TEXHONOMYHMX 3MiH. Y CTaTTi NpeAcTaBNeHNA KOPOTKUIA ormnsig,
XapaKTepUCTUK Ta NPOTUPIY NpoLecy pedOopMyBaHHS IHCTUTYTY IHTENEKTYaNIbHOI BNACHOCTI
B YKpaiHi, 30KpemMa HOpMaTMBHO-MPaBoBoi 6ask, a Takox aHanis iHdopmadji, 3ibpaHoi nig,
yac peanisauji coUjonoriyHoro AocnimKeHHs «IHTenekTyanbHa BNACHICTb o4nMMa BUKIaaadiB
BMLLUIB Ta BYATENIB LWIKIN» (TepMiH peanisaii: TpaBeHb-rpyaeHb 2019 p.; meton 300py
NepBUHHOI iHQopMaLLii — aHKETYBaHHA; N = 356). MeTa 0oCNimXeHHS — AOCNIANTM CTABNEHHS
BUK/aJayiB BULLIB Ta BYATENIB LK [0 IHTeNeKTyanbHOI BIACHOCTI, YAHHUKWN Ta MeXaHi3MK
3aXUCTY NMPaB iHTeNeKTyallbHOT BNACHOCTI. KMM € CTaBlIeHHS L0 NPOGIEMU NOPYLLEHHS NpaB
iIHTENeKTyaNbHOI BNACHOCTI B OCBITHIN ranysi? Hackinbkn roctpolo € naHa npobnema ans
OCBITAH? Y1 NO3HAYAETHLCH BI/IMB NPOGIEMIN MOPYLLEHHS MPAaB Ha IHTENEKTYallbHY BNACHICTh
Ha MOBCAKAEHHIN OisNTbHOCTI BUKNAAaYiB BULIIB Ta BYMTENIB LK — YHACHWKIB OCBITHHOIO
npouecy? X1o, fKa iHCTUTYLIA (opraHi3aujs) Mae AoKnaaaTh 3yCWuib LWOAO 3aXMCTY MNpaB
IHTENeKTyaNbHOI BNacHOCTI? ABTOpK CTaTTi GOKYCYIOTb CBOK AOCNIAHWLBKY YBary Ha LMX
Ta JESAKUX IHWKX NMUTaHHAX. 30Kpema, Y CTaTTi BiiI3Ha4aeThes, Wo npobiema nopyLieHHs
NpaB IHTeNeKTyanbHOI BNACHOCTI B OCBITHLOMY NPOLIECI CMIPUAMAETLCS K Taka, Wo € A0-
CTaTHLO rOCTPOIO GiNLLLICTIO BUKNAAAYIB BULLIB Ta BUNTENIB LUKIN Ta HEraTUBHO MNO3HAYAETHLCA
Ha iXHI NOBCAKAEHHIN dianbHoCTI. MpuaineHo yBary BUSBNEHHIO HaBiNbll aBTOPUTETHUX,
Ha OYMKY PecnoHAEHTIB, IHCTUTYLIA, KOTpI MatloTb A0KNafath 3ycunb LWoAo 3aXUCTy NpaB
iHTenekTyanbHoi BnacHocTi. [poaHanisoBaHO YWMHHWUKK NIABULLEHHS PIBHSA 3aXMCTY MNpaB
iHTeNeKTyaNnbHOT BACHOCTI, 30KpeMa yrpaBiHHA MPOLLECOM 3aXMCTY Ta CTAHOBNEHHS Kyb-
TYPW 3axXMCTY NpaB iHTeNeKTyaNbHOI BIACHOCTI, 3anpornoHOoBaHi MOXIMBI HANPaMK Nnogalb-
LLIWX JocnifiB 03Ha4eHoi Npobremu.

Knio4oBi cNnoBa: iHTeneKTya bHa BACHICTb, COLLOIONYHE [OCHIAXEHHS, BUKNaaadi
BULLIB, MPaBO IHTENEKTYallbHOI BAACHOCTI, MOPYLLEHHS PaB IHTeNEKTYanbHOI BNacHOCTI, pe-
OPMYBaHHS IHCTUTYTY IHTENEKTYa/lbHOI B/IACHOCTI,
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