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Abstract 
The rapid advancement of personalized genomic technologies has unlocked substantial 
potential within healthcare, particularly in enhancing risk prediction accuracy, enabling patient-
specific therapeutic regimens, and facilitating meticulous disease surveillance. Nevertheless, 
the collection and utilization of genetic information engender significant ethical and legal 
challenges. This study examines the intersection of genomics, data protection, and regulatory 
frameworks, emphasizing adherence to pertinent legal mandates such as the General Data 
Protection Regulation (GDPR) and Swiss data protection statutes. Key challenges include 
safeguarding sensitive genetic data, preventing genetic discrimination, and upholding 
intellectual property rights amidst the integration of artificial intelligence in predictive 
analytics. Furthermore, the psychological and social ramifications of disclosing genetic risk 
information are critically assessed, underscoring the imperative of transparency, informed 
consent, and ethical data management by genomic service providers. Through a comprehensive 
analysis of these multifaceted issues, this paper elucidates the contemporary nexus among 
genomics, law, and healthcare ethics, and proposes strategic approaches to advance responsible 
innovation while safeguarding patient rights and privacy. 
1. Introduction 
This paper has been prepared for the module “Ethics and Legal Aspects” and provides a 
comprehensive analysis of a hypothetical gene-based enterprise, GeneVista Inc., which 
operates within the personalized genetic services market. GeneVista Inc. offers advanced 
genomic services that deliver individualized information concerning health prospects, 
susceptibility to specific diseases, and personal pharmacological responses. 
The analysis critically examines the operational framework of the company, its regulatory 
obligations, and the ethical challenges it encounters. A significant portion of the study is 
dedicated to evaluating GeneVista’s adherence to data privacy regulations—particularly its 
compliance with the General Data Protection Regulation (GDPR) and Swiss data protection 
legislation—as well as its management of intellectual property rights. Furthermore, the paper 
explores ethical concerns inherent in the handling of genetic information, including the 
imperative of confidentiality, the potential for genetic bias, and the necessity for the provision 
of reliable and comprehensible health advice. By addressing these multifaceted issues, this 
study seeks to elucidate the intersection and compatibility of genomic technologies with 
prevailing legal and ethical frameworks in contemporary healthcare. 
GeneVista Inc., headquartered in Yverdon-les-Bains, Switzerland, is a prominent actor in the 
development of personalized genomic diagnostics. Its portfolio includes services that facilitate 
the interpretation of individual DNA sequences, enabling the assessment of disease risks, drug 



International Journal of Innovation Studies 9 (1) (2025) 

 

 1136

efficacy, and general health trends(Collins and Varmus, 2015). Leveraging cutting-edge 
sequencing technologies and rigorous computational methodologies, GeneVista provides 
offerings such as whole-genome mapping, prioritized gene panels, and plans for exome 
sequencing (European Union, 2016). The overarching aim of these services is to translate 
genomic data into actionable medical recommendations, lifestyle modifications, and 
preventive healthcare strategies. 
By integrating genetic research with clinical expertise, GeneVista empowers clients to make 
informed health decisions. Although primarily governed by Swiss legal frameworks, the 
company services a global clientele (Juengst et al., 2016). Central to its operations is a 
comprehensive genetic analysis and reporting system designed to identify hereditary disease 
susceptibilities and predict drug response efficacy. In strict accordance with Swiss federal 
regulations and international standards such as the GDPR (Eisenberg, 2006), the platform 
prioritizes the security of sensitive genetic information through stringent consent protocols, 
data encryption, and robust access controls. Compliance with healthcare regulations ensures 
that GeneVista’s interpretative services adhere to standards of accuracy and reliability in 
genetic analysis. 
GeneVista is poised to introduce an advanced predictive genomics product, underpinned by 
sophisticated scientific methodologies, intended to facilitate early diagnosis of complex health 
conditions including Alzheimer’s disease and various cancers (Heller and Eisenberg, 1998). 
The integration of machine learning tools enables the service to process complex genetic 
datasets and detect markers indicative of potential future health risks (Hudson, Holohan and 
Collins, 2008). While these predictive capabilities hold considerable promise for proactive 
health management, they also raise significant ethical concerns, particularly regarding the 
potential misuse of genetic information by insurers or employers to discriminate against or 
marginalize individuals. 
The company is committed to implementing rigorous data security measures and collaborates 
with legislative bodies to ensure the enactment of laws that protect individuals from genetic 
discrimination (Clayton et al., 2019). Additionally, GeneVista acknowledges the psychological 
impact associated with disclosure of predisposition to serious illnesses and thus emphasizes the 
provision of comprehensive genetic counselling. This counselling aims to inform and support 
clients in a transparent and ethical manner (Clayton et al., 2019). Through these initiatives, 
GeneVista strives to reinforce ethical standards and foster trust in the responsible and 
transparent delivery of genetic medicine services.  
2. Methods and Materials 
This article has been able to capture the operating systems, and the legal and ethical code of 
practices of a virtual company that analyses personalised genomics known as the GeneVista 
Inc. This article mainly consists of a critical review of action undertaken by GeneVista in data 
collection practices, adherence to desirable regulatory bodies and creation of ethical protection 
to ensure security of such sensitive genetic information. The principles of data privacy are also 
prevalent in the given analysis and entail adhering to the terms of the General Data Protection 
Regulation (GDPR) and the Swiss data protection laws as well as managing intellectual 
property rights. 
This article employed the application of a series of qualitative approaches in the investigation 
of the Genetic Evaluation services provided by GeneVista: whole-genome mapping, gene panel 
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assessment and exome sequencing. Nevertheless, more emphasis has been given to the ethics 
of the services particularly as regards to strict measures that they exercise to secure personal 
genetic data. An analysis of the privacy policies and data protection protocols developed by the 
company has been provided and examined with adherence to the domains of the law which 
include GDPR and Swiss laws governing data protection. 
Additionally, the research process allowed deep exposure in GeneVista’s intellectual property 
management in its application for patent, enforcement of copyright and protection of trade 
secret strategies. This assessment relies on research into contemporary legal case law, research 
into industry best practice. The analysis of the ethical dilemmas due to this genetic information 
(ranging from the risk of genetic discrimination to the obligation to keep confidentiality to the 
psychological impacts that the disclosure of genetic risk may have) is made by using 
frameworks based on the deontological ethics and virtue ethics. The basis for these evaluation 
are informed by these theoretical perspectives. 
In order to give a well-rounded and descriptive understanding of the interaction between 
personalised genomics, data privacy and ethical issues, this research aims to integrate legal 
analysis, ethical inquiry and corporate governance evaluation. 
3. Theory 
Introduction of technology in opinion and medical treatments has also transformed 
personalized medicine, which provides patients with custom treatment, depending on genetic 
profiles. Nevertheless, these developments create a need to have profound analysis of the 
ethical, legal and social implication (ELSI) that are linked with ethics of gathering, utilization 
and spreading of genetic information. 
3.1. Ethical Considerations 
The principles of ethics that guide the discourse on genomic medicine relevance are the 
principles of autonomy, beneficence, non-maleficence and justice. Autonomy is what stresses 
the right of an individual to make informed choices about their genetic data and this requires 
transparent processes of consent (Mezinska et al., 2021). Beneficence and non-maleficence tell 
healthcare providers to do what is in the best interest of patients so that interventions are 
beneficial to patients and do not harm them . It is only just that everyone has equal access to 
genomic technologies, and sources of unequal access to healthcare services and unexpected 
healthcare consequences do not exist, especially among vulnerable groups (Parker et al., 2020). 
The issues of genetic discrimination supplement the ethical concerns in that genetic features 
might include prejudice and discrimination on the genetic level, and this aspect might affect 
work force, insurance, and social stigmatization (Clayton et al., 2019) 
3.2. Legal Frameworks 
The legal environment that applies to the genomic data is both complex and multidimensional, 
including national and international laws. In the European Union, the General Data Protection 
Regulation (GDPR) offers a solid basis on data protection, clarifying genetic data as sensitive 
personal information and prescribing high-level restrictions on the consent needed to process 
it (Mitić et al., 2023). The Genetic Information Nondiscrimination Act (GINA) of the United 
States of America, which bans discrimination based on genetic information regarding 
employment and health insurance is excluded by life insurance and disability insurance 
(Hudson, Holohan and Collins, 2008). At the international level, the World Intellectual Property 
Organization (WIPO) has developed the GRATK Treaty introducing the creative innovations 
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aimed at fighting biopiracy, according to which the applicants of a patent must reveal the source 
of a genetic resource along with related traditional knowledge (WIPO, 2021). 
3.3. Social Implications 
Genomic medicine has an enormous effect on society and impacts on the planning of health 
policies and medical practice as well as the behaviour of individuals. Possible implications of 
the use of genomic data in predictive medicine involve this study to question the relationship 
between the well-being of the population and the human right to privacy (Mezinska et al., 
2021). In addition, commercialization of genetic information has sparked apprehension over 
ownership of data, presence of consent, and how individuals could exploit the genetic 
information of individuals to exploit it to make a gain. Such concerns lead to the necessity of 
detailed governance structures that would regulate both the implications of genomic data use 
and complexities within a social responsibility context. 
4. Results 
4.1. Legal Aspects – Genetic Screening and Evaluation Service 
4.1.1. Safeguarding Personal Information 
Handling Sensitive Data: GeneVista obtains basic genomic data from DNA samples sent by its 
users for both complete whole genome and exome sequencing analysis (Bartha and Győrffy, 
2019). The company not only balances with sequencing data, it also has access to 
supplementary medical information such as patients’ medical history, current state of health, 
daily activities, drug usage and medical family backgrounds. These datasets constitute the basis 
of accurate genetic analysis and delivery of personalised health recommendations (Bartha and 
Győrffy, 2019). In addition, we collect personally identifiable information that allows access 
to an account, as well as contact information as necessary, and tailor our services to meet the 
individual's needs. In view of the particularly sensitive nature of this data, this is subject to very 
restrictive frameworks of regulation, including the General Data Protection Regulation 
(GDPR) and the Swiss privacy legislation (Mitić et al., 2023). Genetic profiles are the most 
sensitive ones, as they disclose key information about a person’s identity, possible health risks, 
and hereditary traits. 
Lawful Data Acquisition and Transparency Toward Users: To ensure the lawful processing of 
personal data, GeneVista implements a rigorous informed consent protocol that requires 
participants to be fully informed about the nature of the data collected, its intended purposes, 
and the associated risks and benefits (Karasaki et al., 2017). This consent documentation 
typically includes: 

 An introductory explanation of the various data categories collected, including genetic 
sequences, medical records, and personally identifiable information. 

 A detailed description of the data usage objectives, encompassing genetic testing 
procedures, personalized health assessments, and participation in research initiatives. 

 A balanced account of anticipated benefits, such as tailored medical care and the early 
detection of genetic risks. 

 Information on security measures, including encryption, data pseudonymization, and 
stringent access restrictions. 

 Clear articulation of users’ rights, including access to their data, the ability to correct 
inaccuracies, detect unauthorized use, and withdraw consent at any time. 
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 Contact information for support services or genetic counsellors to facilitate users’ 
exercise of their rights and to provide further information. 

Embedding Privacy into the Framework: The concept of “privacy by design” underpins all 
stages of GeneVista’s data management processes, from initial acquisition through to retention 
and eventual disposal, thereby reinforcing privacy as a core principle within the service 
architecture (Tamò-Larrieux, 2018). Genetic materials and health record data are encrypted and 
passed and stored in an encrypted form to maintain confidentiality. Following data integration, 
we pseudonymize personally identifiable information to minimise the risk of re-identification 
in case of a security breach. There are multiple security controls into the data infrastructure 
which include a robust firewall, advanced threat detection, patch management done regularly. 
Access to sensitive records is allowed to specifically authorised personnel who have a 
legitimate need to access them, access being authenticated by multifactor authentication, and 
to audit trails executed regularly. It is powered by automated monitoring systems that 
constantly assess the performance and security of data systems, detect anomalies, and respond 
to them in a timely fashion. To maintain compliance with GDPR and Swiss data protection 
regulations, ongoing audits and expert evaluations are conducted to ensure that security 
measures remain effective and are progressively enhanced (La Torre et al., 2021). Additionally, 
a comprehensive data governance framework is upheld, encompassing secure data 
management protocols and mandatory staff training initiatives to promote sustained privacy 
compliance. 
4.1.2. Overview of Intellectual Property Safeguards 
Proprietary digital tools and specialised analytical processes support the genomic technologies 
of GeneVista Inc. To protect their innovations, the company has a multi-pronged intellectual 
property (IP) strategy that includes copyright and patent protection, trademark protection, and 
trade secret confidentiality. 
Selection of Intellectual Property Instruments: The IP instruments chosen are copyright, where 
GeneVista software solutions, although registered, are protected by copyright laws that 
disallow unauthorized reproduction and misuse of Intellectual property original software 
without a license (Fakeyede et al., 2023). One significant advantage of copyright protection is 
that it is enforced automatically for all original creative works without the need for registration, 
and it is widely applicable to the diverse classes of original creative works. The issue, however, 
is that foundational concepts and operational methodologies are not subject matter protected 
by copyright, and thus competitors are permitted to independently create applications similar 
to one another without violating the provisions of copyright. 
The patent system secures the company’s innovative algorithms and its advanced 
bioinformatics technologies (Labadie and Legner, 2023). GeneVista’s computational 
techniques, upon which the synthesis of genomic and clinical data is based, are protected by a 
patent. Such legal safeguards enhance GeneVista’s competitive position and increase market 
awareness. Unfortunately, patenting requires technical details to be disclosed for competitive 
purposes, and consequently, it gives competitors insights that promote further innovation. 
Furthermore, it is to protect GeneVista’s corporate identity and branding elements, so as to 
maintain its market recognition and cultivate better customer and business partner 
relationships. Finally, with this full IP approach, GeneVista is protected from unauthorised 
exploitation of its product and maintains its brand integrity. 
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Strategic Benefits of IP Management: The advantage of consolidating intellectual property 
management is a strategic asset for GeneVista Corporation. By granting exclusive rights to its 
technological innovations, the company prevents infringement of its technologies by other 
companies and generates additional revenues from collaborations or the granting of rights to 
these innovations until the protections are lifted (Trencheva et al., 2020). Second, having a 
strong IP portfolio makes the firm more attractive to investors, signaling the protection of 
critical intangible assets. 
4.1.3. Intellectual Property: Patent Strategy 
Protecting Technological Advances by Filing Patents: GeneVista genomic products are 
developed on several patents of proprietary technologies. At the center of them lie dedicated 
algorithmic frameworks to process data in the genomic domain and machine learning methods 
to realize proactive diagnosis, and advanced systems that combine genetic and electronic health 
records (Budd et al., 2019). These proprietary technologies are also legally protected using 
patent protection to prohibit any form of theft of such technologies by other companies to 
reinforce the company dominance in the market. These innovations are patented AI-based 
GeneVista diagnostic engine that can be used to forecast and predict the probabilities of 
diseases as well as the Integrated Data Framework, a generalization of genotypic and 
phenotypic data, which produces personalized diagnoses (Budd et al., 2019) 
Geographic Patent Targeting: GeneVista prioritizes patent filings in technologically advanced 
regions with established clinical infrastructures, such as North America, Western Europe, and 
East Asia (notably Japan) (Zhou and Wang, 2021). These markets exhibit strong demand for 
specialized medical solutions, supported by advanced research frameworks, substantial 
healthcare expenditures, and a technologically engaged patient population. The regulatory 
environments and financial infrastructures in these regions facilitate the integration of genomic 
technologies into routine clinical practice (Zhou and Wang, 2021). Patent applications are 
initially lodged in these strategic regions before being extended internationally under priority 
regimes. These protective measures provide GeneVista with a competitive advantage, enabling 
expansion into premium healthcare markets. 
Illustrative Patent Claim: Among the patents granted to GeneVista is an independent claim 
describing “a protocol for assessing hereditary substances to forecast therapeutic outcomes, 
encompassing nucleotide sequencing, computational model analysis of the results, and 
matching interpretations with individual patient health data to provide accurate health 
assessments.” This patent exemplifies the synergy of DNA sequencing, computational 
analytics, and targeted interpretation that underpins GeneVista’s competitive edge. 
4.1.4. Protection of Software Assets and Ancillary Mechanisms 
Code and Documentation Copyright: The information technology infrastructure supporting 
GeneVista’s genomic analysis services is a set of complex software systems built to analyse 
biological data (Sandu et al., 2022). Copyright protection is automatic at the instant of creation. 
But it is worth noting that copyright law does not protect abstract ideas or overarching 
methodologies and so it is permissible for others to develop functionally similar tools, without 
violating copyright protections. 
Algorithmic Patent Protection: Patent protection would be a crucial element of GeneVista’s 
intellectual property strategy, covering not only novel, specific procedural innovations but also 
sophisticated data processing algorithms (Huusko, 2023). By acquiring reputable patents to its 
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advantage, GeneVista reigns supreme and effectively protects its technological distinction from 
competitors who may adopt a similar course (Huusko, 2023). On the other hand, pursuing 
patent protection requires a significant financial investment and a substantial time commitment, 
involving the public disclosure of technical know-how in the hope of spurring competitive 
innovation in related areas. 
Confidential Technical Know-how: An example is that several of GeneVista’s innovations, 
including proprietary machine learning frameworks and analytical algorithms, are considered 
confidential technical know-how (also referred to as a trade secret), which is one of the most 
critical (Eisenberg, 2006). Secondly, the confidentiality of these core technologies must be 
preserved to sustain GeneVista’s competitive advantage. As a result, the company is reluctant 
to publish defensively, as premature exposure of critical innovations can pre-empt exclusivity 
and revenue potential. As such, technical disclosures are carefully restricted to perimeter 
technologies that don’t directly comprise the firm’s primary intellectual property portfolio 
(Ryan, 2020). However, it is acknowledged that trade secret protection, usually through the 
requirement of a non-disclosure agreement, is not sufficient to avoid independent discovery or 
reverse engineering. This highlights a limitation in counting that risks confidentiality of 
sensitive technological processes, which must be constantly guarded against. 
Use of Public Disclosures for Strategic Deterrence: GeneVista exercises careful strategic 
consideration regarding the public dissemination of proprietary information. Given the 
innovative character of its technologies, disclosure of material advancements carries the risk 
of eroding future market advantages or commercial benefits. Thus, technical details are 
selectively shared only in relation to ancillary technologies, thereby safeguarding the core 
intellectual property assets that drive GeneVista’s profitability while remaining eligible for 
subsequent licensing opportunities. 
4.1.5. Freedom to Commercialize and IP Rights Management 
Assessment of Originality and Inventive Step: An Espacenet patent search on GeneVista’s 
intellectual property was conducted to assess the originality and not obviousness of Originality 
and Inventive Step (Marttin and Derrien, 2018). Two prior applications relating to the subject 
matter of the present inventions were found as being either identical; or related to varying 
degrees; but both were finally rejected. The first application claimed under 35 U.S.C. §101 as 
being directed to ineligible abstract ideas and 35 U.S.C. §103 as lacking inventive step since 
the computational components are considered prior art in the field of data management 
practices: the application was entitled 'Personal Health Record with Genomics'. The second 
application, “Identification of Signature Mutations and Targeted Treatments,” presented a 
machine learning based system for genomic inference that shared similar fate with the same 
rejection because business methods were found to be too inflexible and claims were seen as 
mere numerical formulas without technologically substantive contribution (Marttin and 
Derrien, 2018). All these decisions stress the most importance of precisely setting up patent 
claims to set apart from the previous ones, be applicable in daily life and be capable of further 
technological enhancement. 
Collaboration-Induced IP Sharing Protocols: Intellectual property ownership agreements are 
needed for collaborative ventures with academic institutions or third‐party (such as researchers) 
parties. IP generated through joint projects is generally allocated among cost sharing partners 
and therefore the parties involved need to agree expressly about the use, capitalization and 
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profit sharing of the resulting IP to avoid disputes (Jürgens and Herrero-Solana, 2015). For 
example, in the case where an academic research university research team has developed a 
neural network architecture used in GeneVista’s analytical tools, it should be clear under what 
rights the university will have to commercialise that architecture through its collaboration 
agreement with GeneVista (whether exclusive or shared with GeneVista). 
IP Ownership Framework in Entrepreneurial Ventures: When GeneVista is formed to deliver 
high-end genomic services, IP ownership should be adequately centralized within the 
organization. To secure clear ownership rights, founders and initial team members must 
contractually assign any technologies they have developed to the company itself (Ferraz et al., 
2019). It serves to clarify so much left unclear in legal ambiguity, so this removes the burden 
under which a business has always been and increases investor confidence, as well as business 
valuation. For instance, ownership over a co-founder's invention—e.g., a proprietary analysis 
engine before formal incorporation—is a must in order to capitalise on the asset in a future 
financing or regulatory conversation. The power of being able to drive growth, maintain 
competitiveness and assert the company’s position, lies in establishing unequivocal ownership 
of every intellectual asset. 
4.1.6. Intellectual Property-Related Contracts and Legal Disputes 
Categories of Agreements and Revenue Structure: GeneVista, a startup focused on innovative 
genomic products with an innovative approach to marketing of the offshoot genomic products 
in promotional genetic assessments must develop several kinds of contractual agreements in 
order to capitalise on collaborative ventures. GeneVista’s licencing agreements allow the 
company to authorise a third party to use the company’s patented technologies and software, 
collecting revenue in the form of royalties, lump sum payments or both (Gaitán, 2021). 
Fostering innovation through synergistic pooling of expertise and resources, collaborative 
research initiatives with academic institutions and biotechnology partners are considered. 
Negotiation and joint projects such as those carried out by GeneVista and its collaborators are 
absolutely necessary and will be protected by confidentiality agreements (non-disclosure 
agreements, NDAs) for the good reason of protecting intellectual property rights (Gaitán, 
2021). Furthermore, service agreements with healthcare providers and research organisations 
outline the terms under which GeneVista’s services can be accessed, providing GeneVista 
personnel with a way to account for and make transparent their actions. 
Two revenue model parts exist at GeneVista: one is consumer-to-consumer, the other is through 
strategic business-to-business (B2B) collaborations. The direct-to-consumer framework 
provides online access to genetic analysis services for individual clients. At the same time, 
GeneVista aims to build B2B partnerships with pharmaceutical companies, healthcare 
providers and academic institutions to launch and bring those technologies to the large health 
projects as well as the clinical trials (Clayton et al., 2019). GeneVista’s dual approach of 
monetization through direct consumer sales and strategic alliances with industry leaders creates 
this opportunity. 
The special aspects of introducing and managing GeneVista’s innovations within legal 
frameworks are presented in relation to both advantages and challenges. Innovation can be sped 
up and new market opportunities unlocked, through partnerships via shared knowledge and 
resources. But such alliances will only work effectively if there is effective governance in place 
such that intellectual property protections remain strong (Bernard and Giguère, 2003). In 



International Journal of Innovation Studies 9 (1) (2025) 

 

 1143

addition, the projection of partner performance may entail many risks that could jeopardise 
project outcomes. 
NDAs are important tools protecting proprietary information in the first stages of commercial 
discussions (Hudson, Holohan and Collins, 2008). However, the effectiveness of NDAs relies 
on the reliability of the contracting parties, and a suit for a breach can be both expensive and 
time-consuming. Service agreements enable GeneVista to establish the quality and delivery of 
its offerings that meet expectations. However, compliance with these agreements requires a 
competent operational infrastructure that can sustain the stipulated standards and meet client 
needs. 
Competitor Patent Monitoring: If a competitor’s pending European patent application 
represents a major competitive threat to GeneVista, either because such application threatens 
to cover technology currently developed in GeneVista laboratories licensed by GeneVista or 
because it claims a territory in which GeneVista has research or development efforts, GeneVista 
may opt to strategically file third-party observations (Huusko, 2023). These submissions are 
intended to submit prior art or a claim that the competitor’s claims lack novelty or inventive 
step which could result in modification or rejection of the claims. At relatively low legal costs, 
this approach can mitigate competitive risks. Yet, the EPO is not committed to considering 
third-party observations, and actual implementation strongly relies on in-depth expertise 
regarding the competitor’s application, and especially crucial prior art, which might involve 
considerable resources (Huusko, 2023). This tactic further risks alerting a competitor to 
GeneVista’s concerns, something a competitor might very well use to protect themselves from 
GeneVista’s potential actions. 
Filing Opposition and Nullity Proceedings against a Granted European Patent that usher 
GeneVista from the Market Edge: There are two main alternative possibilities at hand: to file 
an opposition with the European Patent Office (EPO) or initiate a nullity procedure in national 
courts that enforce the patent in question. The EPO offers an impetus for a central legal tool to 
challenge the validity of a patent across all jurisdictions in which the patent is recognized 
(Huusko, 2023). In this way, this route provides a potentially more efficient and cost-effective 
alternative to potentially several separate national litigations. If the outcome is favourable, the 
patent will be revoked or amended. However, opposition proceedings can be time-consuming 
and may not be the ticket to stop use by a competitor overnight. 
If patent validity is adjudicated in national courts, nullity actions would be brought for actions 
in a given jurisdiction. Treated as such, proceedings are able to apply patent laws specific to 
the forum and also afford relatively expeditious resolution (Eisenberg, 2006). A lawsuit for 
nullity allows foreign plaintiffs to make a fast stop to a competitor’s patents in the respective 
country. Yet nullity actions in multiple jurisdictions are usually expensive, time-consuming, 
and require substantial legal expertise. 
4.2. Ethical Considerations – Predictive Genetic Analysis 
4.2.1. Technology and Society: A Sociological Perspective 
Contemporary society exhibits a multifaceted relationship with technological breakthroughs, 
particularly in the fields of genomics and personalized healthcare. The advent of genetic 
services marks a pivotal advancement in understanding human health at a molecular level. This 
interaction is marked by both an optimistic embrace of the advantages and a measured 
contemplation of the moral and societal implications. The allure of these innovations lies in the 
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potential for improved health outcomes and preventive strategies that could mitigate the risk 
of severe health conditions. However, this optimism is tempered by concerns over data privacy 
and the potential exploitation of genetic data (Clayton et al., 2019). The potential benefits of 
these innovations, such as early disease detection and personalized treatments, reflect a societal 
trust in technology's ability to enhance human life. Yet, there remains a significant concern 
about how genetic information will be used, particularly in the realms of employment and 
insurance (Mitić et al., 2023). This societal tension between progress and caution is driving the 
need for a more robust ethical framework to govern the use of genomic technologies, ensuring 
that they serve the greater good while preventing exploitation. 
Social interest in digital and genetic technologies is a symptom of long-established beliefs 
concerning the ability of technology to extend human capabilities. The omnipresent confidence 
in technological progress, linked to the ideas of efficiency and control, weighs quite extensively 
in modern healthcare (Bartha and Győrffy, 2019). Digitalization of health records and the 
involvement of AI in the process of genetic analysis are examples of these values which serve 
to result in more accurate diagnoses and personalized treatment regimes. The tendency to 
precision medicine and predictive genetic testing is also consistent with the increasing 
importance attached to individual autonomy because it provides people with knowledge about 
their genetic code (Clayton et al., 2019). Nonetheless, these developments give concerns 
regarding the security and the use of personal information. In many cases, the interest that 
society shows towards these technologies contravenes any potential terror of having their 
information misused or being discriminated against on the basis of predisposition. The issues 
raise concerns about the necessity to govern and regulate using caution in order to promote 
advancement in technologies with no compromises concerning values of privacy, fairness, and 
transparency. 
The rampant technology optimism evinces a kind of frame of humanity which implies that 
humans are not mere biotic beings but complex mechanisms, which can be modeled and 
therefore maximized based on data and algorithms. This perspective implies the metaphor of 
the human body as the reservoir of data: here, each gene and cellular process can be understood 
and transformed (Tamò-Larrieux, 2018). It is this attitude that underlines the notion that the 
workings of health and of disease can be manipulated with the right tools, so that a longer 
lifespan can be enjoyed as well as increased human potential. The data-driven decision-making 
trend is not limited to the work of healthcare, and it shapes a culture in which statistical models 
become central. A good example is the two ways in which genetic threats of potential diseases 
such as Alzheimer or cancer are considered to be a kind of proactive methods, as it provide 
early interventions and prevention efforts. On the one hand, this practice can contribute to the 
blistering evolution of precision medicine and on the other hand, it is distressing to note 
whether this practice will lead to further impersonalization of healthcare as a person will 
continue to be glued as data point rather than a whole person. A reductionist view of nature of 
humans should be taken into consideration as it is important to consider the consequences of 
focusing on genetic metrics, at the expense of emotional well-being and quality of life viewed 
as other aspects of health which are important. 
The trajectory suggests the development of a society that increasingly relies on digital 
technologies and data to manage and enhance health outcomes. Such a society values scientific 
innovation and views technological progress as essential for overcoming the challenges in 
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modern healthcare. However, it also faces critical ethical dilemmas and social challenges, such 
as ensuring equal access to these innovations and protecting individuals from risks like genetic 
discrimination or privacy violations. The integration of genomic services into healthcare 
signals a shift towards a more proactive, personalized approach to medicine (Bartha and 
Győrffy, 2019), but it also requires the establishment of ethical and societal frameworks to 
guide its deployment and use. These advancements, while offering significant opportunities for 
improving health outcomes, also bring with them the challenge of balancing innovation with 
ethical concerns. Companies operating in this space, like GeneVista, must navigate the complex 
regulatory environment, ensuring they comply with data protection laws such as GDPR while 
also addressing societal concerns about privacy and equity (Mitić et al., 2023). This evolving 
landscape suggests that the future of healthcare will increasingly be defined by technology-
driven decisions, yet the human elements of care, empathy, autonomy, and justice, must remain 
central to the framework guiding these innovations. 
4.2.2. Moral Considerations 
Genomic Technology, ethical philosophy answers basic questions as part of the moral 
principles, like good and bad, right or wrong, what is fair and what is just, etc. A systematic 
framework is set up for human decision making evaluating and guiding it in conformity to these 
moral principles. Technology advancement demands ethical policing to produce a positive 
social outcome leaving no suffering, no inequality behind (Paul, 2019). The issues are complex 
and, increasingly, relate to the emerging technologies in genomics, in which the intrinsic 
sensitivity of genetic data lead to its being problematic almost by definition. Such data disclose 
personal and very intimate traits of a person's health, possible risks and ancestral status 
(Thiroux and Krasemann, 2009). Thus the protection and ethical use of genetic information is 
necessary. 
There is, however, significant concern that genetic data and information will be misused to 
discriminate against individuals (e.g., discrimination based on genetic testing results by an 
employer or insurer). Genetic is discriminating against people, because of their genetic 
information, without the manifestation of the associated disease (Hellman, 2003). For example, 
an employer can refuse to hire an applicant because this person is genetically predisposed to 
future illness or an insurance company can reject a prospective policyholder or charge him (or 
her) them a higher premium based on their genetic profile (Hellman, 2003). To the extent that 
they deny individuals the pursuit of happy lives, these practises worsen the problem of social 
inequality by limiting access to the common, shared resources necessary for those access, on 
the basis genetic characteristics. 
Economically disadvantaged and socially marginalised populations which are already 
disadvantaged in receipt of healthcare and employment opportunities, are disproportionally 
vulnerable to genetic discrimination. Genetic information used to withhold inclusion simply 
continues to perpetuate social and economic disparities. For genetic discrimination to be 
addressed, well equipped legal frameworks and ethical standards need to be established that 
guarantee genetic confidentiality and responsible use of genetic data. Such legislation was 
passed in the United States which is the Genetic Information Non-discrimination Act (GINA), 
prevented individuals using genetic information in insurance and employment decisions. 
To assess technological advancement a variety of ethical frameworks can be used. Actions are 
evaluated based on outcomes using the utilitarian approach in which individuals incline 
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towards maximising the positive impacts and minimise negative impacts (Seaver et al., 2022). 
Genomics is the subject of utilitarian analysis: will the benefits of precise medical treatments 
and early disease detection, outweigh privacy invasion or inequitable access risks? 
Deontological ethics is the set of beliefs and practices focusing on following the moral duties 
and the established ethical norms. Virtue ethics centres on the qualities and morals of the 
individuals involved, and thus virtues such as integrity, honesty, and responsibility (Seaver et 
al., 2022). 
Any ethical consideration of GeneVista’s genomic services must go beyond the creators’ 
intentions and include an eye towards the possible consequences of the technology more 
broadly. Researchers should find out if the technology is fostering human dignity, defending 
fairness, and is a positive contribution to public health and societal evolution (Evans, 2019). 
Moreover, in addition to what the government, researchers, ethicists, and scientists should do 
to maintain a moral compass, a proactive involvement of female patients, physicians, and 
policy makers is necessary in a bid to guarantee consistency in applications of moral principles 
in various stages of development and deployment of genomic technologies. 
4.2.3. Sustainability and Justice – Through Life-Cycle Analysis 
What is the context of ecological and poverty-related crises? Industrial activities and 
deforestation dramatically intensify impending existential threats, including the experienced 
climate change acceleration, biodiversity loss and environmental destruction as the source of 
the social and ecological challenges that epitomise feedbeds of sustainability and Justice 
Candidacy. These critical issues coexist with persistent mass poverty where huge population 
sectors do not have access to basic resources like clean water, education, and healthcare 
(Braverman, Shapiro and Bernstein, 2018). A cyclical relationship exists between 
environmental decline and socio-economic deprivation, wherein environmentally vulnerable 
communities tend to face higher levels of hardship and blockages to development than their 
less environmentally deprived counterparts in the onward march towards social and economic 
development. 
What are the ethical implications of sustainability? According to Dupras et al. (2018), 
sustainability is about putting practices and technologies into use that meet current needs 
without undermining the ability of future generations to meet their needs. In this concept, 
environmental, economic, and social dimensions are integrated together in the context of the 
technology-driven progress that brings human quality of life up, as well as supporting planetary 
health. For example, corporations like GeneVista have a responsibility to take on board the 
environmental impact of delivering their operations and products from raw material acquisition 
to waste management (Dupras et al., 2018). Examples of sustainability practices include the 
use of green materials in testing kits, reducing data centre energy consumption, and enhancing 
reliable recycling programs for both biological and electronic waste. 
How does life-cycle analysis relate to justice in digital technologies? Where digital 
technologies and sustainability meet, we must consider justice, which we can define as the fair 
apportionment of the welfare and injury of innovation among all participants in society. An 
effective evaluative tool in order to assess a product is life-cycle analysis that focuses on both 
environmental and social impacts along a product’s lifespan (Eisenberg, 2006). In addition to 
looking at only current benefits, GeneVista should closely consider the environmental and 
social consequences of each stage of its service delivery. Transparent sourcing of materials, fair 
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labour in production, and broadened rather than privileged access to genetic information are 
among other elements that this entails. 
Issues of accessibility and inclusion are foregrounded by this framework. As such, GeneVista 
has the ethical responsibility to the equitable distribution of its services, across heterogeneous 
populations particularly those that are marginalized and disadvantaged. Some or all of this goal 
will only be made possible if we have strategic initiatives that make genetic technologies 
affordable and widely available (Zhou and Wang, 2021). GeneVista can partner with public 
health agencies to leverage service accessibility and meet the needs of health disparities with 
the support of global health equity. 
4.2.4. Applied Ethics: New Technologies for Vulnerable Populations 
Innovations developed by companies like GeneVista hold significant potential for improving 
health outcomes among vulnerable populations facing economic hardship, limited healthcare 
access, and geographic isolation. Early genetic risk assessment services enable personalized 
medical interventions and preventative strategies. The affordability and availability of gene 
testing empower individuals to acquire actionable health information, facilitating informed 
decision-making (Zhou and Wang, 2021). The provision of comprehensive genetic counseling 
and support is vital to assist users in accurately interpreting results and maintaining autonomy 
over health-related choices. Addressing biases in genetic data is imperative, as the 
underrepresentation of specific communities in genomic studies limits the applicability of 
findings. GeneVista prioritizes population diversity in its research efforts and collaborates with 
local healthcare providers and community organizations to ensure the equitable and effective 
deployment of its technologies. Such measures are essential to mitigating health disparities and 
promoting social justice. 
5. Discussion 
As a leading healthcare innovator, GeneVista Inc. is a responsible and prudent user of state-of-
the-art genomic technologies, capable of ultimately delivering tangible benefits to patients. 
Adopting cutting-edge genomic techniques, along with state-of-the-art data security protocols, 
GeneVista demonstrates a commitment to innovation, with the security of user genetic 
information as its top priority (Marttin and Derrien, 2018). As a company, we uphold the 
highest standard of regulatory frameworks, including the General Data Protection Regulation 
(GDPR) and Swiss privacy directives, to ensure the safety of genetic data privacy and build 
trust with users, given the growing worry about genetic information security. 
In addition to the data protection, GeneVista works within an overall intellectual property 
context including patented, copyrighted and trademarked intellectual property. This proactive 
intellectual property strategy not only protects the company's most important innovations but 
also positions the company more competitively in the market of genomic services. 
Management of intellectual property assets effectively leads to the confidence of investors and 
consolidates GeneVista’s position in the industry (Marttin and Derrien, 2018). Using its 
portfolio of intellectual property, GeneVista is continuously able to outrun its competitors’ 
ability to provide highly personalised applications for achieving optimal human health. 
In addition, GeneVista strongly stresses on solving ethical issues of genetic discrimination, 
breach of privacy and social disparities. The company is willing to serve personal dignity, 
fairness in the provision of genomics service and promote social wellbeing through alignment 
of its operations with the broader ethical and social objectives. Among other things, 
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GeneVista’s commitment to public welfare includes sustainable sourcing as well as 
partnerships with public health organisations. To achieve benefits for underserved populations 
on an equitable basis, GeneVista expands the reach to these populations by developing 
programmes that democratize access to genomic services, to mitigate health disparities. 
6. Conclusion 
Conclusively, GeneVista Inc. is an exemplar of the perfect melding of cutting edge genomic 
technologies with ethical business practice. A stringent approach to information security and 
intellectual property protection is guaranteed to give preserve the market advantages as well as 
privacy and reliability of genetic data. With the inherent feature of complying with the GDPR 
and also Swiss privacy standards, as well as use of globally accepted security measures such 
as encryption, pseudonymization and periodic audits, GeneVista has a built in process for 
protecting user information. Patents, copyrights and trademarks represent the company’s 
intellectual property strategy – simultaneously protecting innovations and serving to make the 
company attractive to investors and strengthening competition in the market. Genetic privacy, 
misuse and social justice are issues faced by GeneVista and from an ethical point of view they 
are addressed through the adoption of principled standards. This means that its innovation is 
respectful of individual dignity, that it contributes to greater fairness and to society more 
generally and that it is catalysed by transparency through ongoing engagement with 
stakeholders. 
The sustainability vision of GeneVista is proactive in order to deal with major global 
environmental and socio-economic problems, depletion and degradation of the environment, 
and lack of socio-economic disparity. The company is committed to implementing 
environmentally responsible practices and supports the responsible sourcing of all materials 
consumed in its operations. In addition, GeneVista works with public health institutions to 
increase the accessibility and affordability of genomic services that reduce health inequities 
and increase service provision for underserved populations. Along with technological 
innovation, GeneVista offers comprehensive genetic counseling, along with support tailored to 
an individual’s genetic profile, to facilitate informed decision-making about health. The 
programme is well paired with the company, whose research programmes have continued to 
demonstrate diversity, and it partners with local healthcare providers to make the most of its 
outreach and best use of its services. This approach provides inclusiveness, social justice, and 
health equity. As pioneers of personalised genomics, GeneVista stands on the very cutting edge 
of emerging scientific progress, adheres to strong ethical guidelines that are fixed in stone, 
embraces world class security standards for data and is committed to long term environmental 
stewardship. With the goal of improving outcome of individual health and impact on overall 
wellbeing, GeneVista is an innovation pathfinder in the application of next generation 
personalised health solutions to serve varied communities across the globe. 
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