PaBHYIO TOCTYITHOCTh MEIUIIMHCKOM ITOMOIITH, TOJKHBI 0€3yCIIOBHO coOmonaThes B 00mactu nupoBoii MeaniuHbL. He-
JIOITyCTHUMO €€ TIPEBpaIlleHIe U3 00IacTH 3a00THI O YEJIOBEYECKOM 3I0POBEE B c(hepy M3BICUCHUS MPUOBLIN U3 30POBbS
YeJioBeKa.
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BUOI3TUYECKUE ACMNEKTbI TPAHCIJIAHTALUUUN MATKH
BIOETHIC ASPECTS OF UTERINE TRANSPLANTATION

H. M. bou4eHko, K. B. Cmeuyrok
N. Boichenko, K. Stetsiuk
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B coBpemenHOM Mupe 0koio 3—5 % KEHIIUMH UMEIOT IpodieMy OecIIonus, CBsI3aHHYI0 C MAaTOYHBIM (haKTo-
POM: MaTka JIn0O0 OTCYTCTBYET, TM00, B CHITy aHATOMHUYECKUX WM (pru3nosiorndecknx (hakTropos, He CIOCOOHA K 1OJI-
HOIICHHOMY Pa3BUTHIO W BBIHAIIMBAHUIO OEPEeMEHHOCTH. EMHCTBEHHBIM BBIOOPOM OCTaBAJIOCH CyppOTaTHOE Ma-
TEPUHCTBO WM YCHIHOBIICHUE. TpaHCIUIAHTAINS MAaTKH SBIISICTCS aJbTEPHATUBON [UIS JKCHIIMH, KOTOPBIE HE MOTYT
HPUHATH «Iy>KOT0» peOCHKA M XOTEIH OBl MEPEKHUTH OIBIT MaTepUHCTBA. HECMOTps Ha TEXHUYECKYIO CIIOKHOCTh
JAHHOM MEIMIMHCKOHN MpOLEIyphl, Topas3no O6osee Cepbe3HBIMU SBIISIOTCS BOIPOCH STHYECKOIO XapakTepa, CBs-
3aHHBIC C ITOW MepcreKTHBOM. [0 cOMHEHHE MOoMaaroT KIF0UYEBbIC TIPHHIMITBI OMOITHKN «HE HABPEAN», KIIPUH-
IIUIT aBTOHOMUMY, «JieNaif Oaro». B riccieioBaHn paccMOTPEHBI TIEPCHIEKTUBBI JAHHOW MEANIIMHCKON MTPOLIETy bl
C Y4ETOM MPUHIUIIOB U HOPM OMOITHKH.

In the modern world, about 3—5 % of the female population have a problem of infertility associated with the
uterine factor: the uterus is absent, or because of anatomical or physiological factors, is incapable of full development
and bearing pregnancy. Previously, the only choice could have been either a surrogate motherhood, or an adoption.
Transplantation of the uterus can be considered as an alternative for those women who can not accept «another» child
and would like to feel the experience of motherhood. Despite the technical complexity of this medical procedure,
ethical issues that arise in connection with this prospect are much more serious. The key principles of bioethics «non
maleficence», «principle of autonomy», «principle of beneficence» fall under doubt. In this study, the prospects of
this medical procedure are considered, taking into account the principles and norms of bioethics.

Knroueswie cnosa: TpaHCIUTaHTAallusg MAaTKH, OMOAITHUECKHUE TPUHIHUIIBL, 9THYICCKAd AUJICMMa, YA3BUMOCTb, MATCPUH-
CTBO, IOHOP, pCHUIINCHT.

Keywords: uterine transplantation, bioethical principles, ethical dilemma, vulnerability, motherhood, donor, recipient.

CoracHo aHHBIM [2], TpyAHOCTH B NOCTHXEHHH OepemeHHOCTH MMeroT 10 % »xeHuH B Boszpacte 10 30 Jjer,
15 % — B Bo3pacte 30-35 net, 30 % >xeHmun B Bo3pacte 35-40 net u 50 % xxenmun crapiie 40 net. [Ipu aTom okomo
3—5 % >KEHCKOM MOMyYJISIIMK UMEIOT Po0seMy OeCIUIONus, CBSI3aHHYIO C MATOUYHBIM (akTopoM [1]: MaTka OTCYTCTBYET,
1100 B CHITy aHATOMHUUECKHUX MIIH (PU3HOJIOTNYECKUX (PaKTOPOB, HE CIIOCOOHA K MOTHOLIEHHOMY Pa3BUTHIO M BHIHAIINBA-
HUIO OepeMeHHOCTH. Kak Bpok/ieHHas! MAaTOIOTHsI, IPH KOTOPOH OTCYTCTBYET MaTka, TaK M MPHOOPETEHHOE OTCYTCTBHE
TIOJIOBBIX OPraHOB, BO3HHUKAIOIIEE ITOCIIE TIEPEHECEHHBIX ONEPATHBHBIX BMELIATEIBCTB, SBISIOTCS CIOKHBIMU CHUTYaIH-
SIMH, KOTJ]a OEpPEMEHHOCTh HE MOXKET HACTYNUTh. BO3MOXKHBIM pEIICHHEM JUIsl TAKUX MAIMCHTOK PaHbIIEe MOIVIO OBITh
100 CypporarHoe MaTepHHCTBO, JU00 yChIHOBIIEHHUE. [Ipolenypa TpaHCIIIaHTallMl MaTKHU SIBJISIETCS] HA CETOAHSIITHUN
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JICHb eIlIe OHOM M3 BO3MOXKHOCTEH MMeTh peOeHKa Ul MAIMeHTOK C Takol maromormeif. OCOOeHHO akTyajbHA JaH-
Hasl MEIMIIMHCKAsT TIPOLelypa /U TeX JKSHIIMH, KOTOPbIe TOHUMAIOT, YTO HE CMOTYT MPHHATH «4y)KOro» peOeHKa u
OTPHIIATEIEHO OTHOCSTCSI K CyppOraTHOMY MaTepHHCTBY. [10Ka TIIABHBIM MPEISITCTBUEM [Tl AKTHBHOTO UCTIOIb30BAHUSI
TPAHCIUIAHTAI[UH MATKH JJIS PEIICHUS PoOIIeMbl MATOYHOTO OCCILIONHNS SBISIETCS €€ BRICOKAsi CTOUMOCTh. BmecTe ¢ TeM
OYCHBb BKHBIM CICPIKUBAIOIINM (DAKTOPOM BBICTYIIACT U MOPAJIbHASI CTOPOHA ITOU TPOIICTYPHI.

CoBpeMEeHHbIC METUITMHCKUE TIPAKTUKH, CBSI3aHHBIC C POKICHACM YCIIOBEKa, SIBIISTIOTCS OMHUMHU M3 HanboJiee Tuc-
KyTHUPYEMBIX TeM B CIHELHaIbHON METUIIMHCKOM JINTepaType, HO He MEHBILNI HHTEPEC OHU BBI3BIBAIOT CO CTOPOHBI OMO-
9TUKU. BHO3THKA aKTHBHO MPUOOIIAETCS K BHIPAOOTKE MOPAILHO-MIPABOBBIX OCHOB COXPAHEHHS YEJIOBEUECKOM JKU3HH,
KOTOpast BCe Yallle CTAHOBHUTCSI 00BEKTOM HAay4HO-HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKOr0 HHTEpeca. JefcTBUTEIbHO, TPUMEHEHUE BCIIO-
MOTaTeJIbHBIX PEPOYKTHUBHBIX TEXHOJIOTHIN, HCIIONB30BaHKUE JOHOPCKUX OPTaHOB U TKAHEH MPAKTHYECKU BCET/IA CBsI3a-
HO C HCKOTOPBIMHU IPABOBBIMH, PEITUTHO3HBIMHI U OCOOCHHO YaCTO — C ITUYCCKUMHU MPOOIeMaMHu, HE UMCIOLIIMU YSTKOTO
U OTHO3HAYHOT'O PEIICHUS.

DTUYECKUEe KPUTEPUH BO3MOKHOCTH TPAHCILIAHTAIMK MaTku Obutd mpoaHanmsupoBanbl B 2012 1. A. Lefkowitz,
M. Edwards, J. Balayla [1], a y>xe B 2015 . M. Brannstrom, L. Johannesson, H. Bokstrom [3] omucanyu BeIHaImmmuBanne
U POXKJICHHUE 37I0pPOBOr0 pebeHKa MoCie TPAHCILIAHTAIUHE MAaTKH, 0003HAYUB ITPU 3TOM U BO3MOXKHBIE OCIIOKHEHHS Y Ta-
KUX TAIUEHTOK.

PaccMmoTpenue qaHHON METUITMHCKOM POLIENYPBI C TOUYKH 3PEHHS €€ COOTBETCTBUS OMO3TUYECKUM HOPMaM U TIPUH-
oyunaM AOOJIKHO YYUTBIBATH BCE CTOPOHBI, KOTOPBIC UMEIOT K HEeH IpsAMOE€ I OIMOCPECAOBAHHOC OTHOUICHHUE. Baxxno
OITPE/ICNIUTh POJIb JIOHOPA M TO, KAK M3MEHHUTCSI €0 )KU3Hb MOCIIE YXKEPTBOBAHMS MATKH, TYT MOXKET OBbITh HAPYILICH PHH-
LIUIT «HE HABPEIN», MOCKOJIBKY JOHOP JIOJDKEeH OyJeT MPUHUMATH ONpEIe/ICHHbIC MMPernaparbl B TEYCHUE BCEH KU3HH.
Hawubosnee ocTpble JUCKYCCHU BBI3bIBACT TOT (DaAKT, YTO JOHOPCKAsT MAaTKa MOCIIE BHIHANIMBAHUS OEPEMEHHOCTH JIOJDKHA
OBbITh yJaJieHa, MOCKOJIBKY BBITIOIHIIA CBOIO (DYHKI[HIO U PEHUIUEHT HE JOJDKeH Oy/eT NPUHUMATh HMMYHOCYITPECCaH-
Thl. OTIEIBHOTO BHUMAHHS 3aCITy)KHBACT TAKXKE M Peai3alus MPUHITUIA «HE HABPEIM» U «Jejail 01aro» B OTHOIICHUU
BBIHAIIIMBACMOTO PEOCHKA, KOTOPBII MMOBEPracTCss HEraTUBHOMY BIIMSHUIO MPENapaToB UIsi UMMyHocynpeccuu. Oue-
BHUJIHO TAKXKe, Y4TO JIaHHasl [TpoLielypa OyIeT A0CTyIHA TOJIBKO OUYeHb HEOOJIBIIOMY KOJIMYECTBY MAIEHTOB, YTO HApyIa-
€T MPHUHIINI «CIPABEATMBOCTH» B OKa3aHUM MEIUIIMHCKON MOMOIIHM. BO3MOXKHO JIM OJJHO3HAYHO OLIEHUTH MOPAIBHYIO
CTOPOHY TpaHCIUIaHTalu MaTku? Bornpoc ckopee putopryeckuii. Mbl He MOXEM OCTaHOBHUTH POrPECC IUBIIIH3AIHH,
BO3MOXKHO, TPAHCIDIAHTAIIMS MAaTKU Yepe3 HEKOTOPOE BPEMsI CTAHET IPOLICAYypOoi OoJiee TOCTYITHOW U BOCTPEOOBAHHOM.
OnHAKO ATUYECCKHE KPUTCPUH JTAHHOW MEIUIIMHCKOM MPOIEyPhl TOIDKHBI OBITh YETKO MPOMUCAHBI, YTOOBI UCKITFOYHUTh
BO3MOKHBIC MOPAJIbHBIC KOJUTU3UH.
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HenpeckazyeMocTh OCISACTBHI MPUMEHEHUSI MHOTHX HOBEHUIITMX HAHOTEXHOJIOT U, 0COOCHHO B OMOMETUITH-
HE, PEeATNoaraeT THIATeIbHYIO TPEIBAPUTENBHYIO OIIEHKY PUCKOB 00OpaTHOTO, HETATUBHOTO WX BO3AeicTBUsA. OHO
HalpaBJIeHO Ha 3aIUTY SKOJOTHH YeJIOBEKa, OXPaHy 3[0POBBs M KU3HM JIFOZCH. 3aIluTa MpaB U JOCTOMHCTB YeIo-
BEKa B CBSI3M C MPUMEHEHUEM COBPEMEHHBIX IOCTKEHUI HAYKH U TEXHUKU B OMOJIOTMH ¥ MEIUIIMHE, YTO OCOOCHHO
AKTyaJIbHO CETOJHS, TOCITYKUT JIEJTy 3aIUThI JIFOJACH OT HEraTUBHBIX MOCIEICTBUI COBPEMEHHBIX TEXHOJIOTHI.
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