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PROTECTION OF INTELLECTUAL 
PROPERTY RIGHTS IS NOT EQUAL 
FOR EVERY NATION



Intellectual property rights in China 
are often juxtaposed against the Unit-
ed States in relation to how the exis-
tence of private ownership of ideas 
worthy of protection by state-run 
mechanism are often absent. As is 
noted, the emergence of intellectual 
property has been linked to the emer-
gence of printing technology. Simply 
now, there is the ability to copy either 
an idea or physical product without 
attribution or payment to be made to 
the originator of that product. There 
are different ideas amongst cultures 
as the idea that this is something that 
must be protected by the state itself. 
Recognizing this as a legitimate out-
come is made more difficult when a 
producer from a nation with significant 
intellectual property rights shifts pro-
duction to a nation with less stringent 
protections of intellectual property 
rights. Used a juxtaposition to Chinas 
is the United States. This nation has, in 
general, quite significant levels of le-
gal protection for intellectual proper-
ty. Yet this ideal is more at the cultural 
level, born out in state protection pol-
icies. These ideas, until recently, were 
not present in Chinese culture. Recog-

nizing this fact is important to under-
stand the total picture when making a 
comparison between the two nations. 
Additionally, intellectual property 
rights have been notably beneficial 
for the state, even if they are not the 
direct beneficiaries of the protections. 
Protecting this right consequently en-
courages innovation. Proponents of 
a universality of intellectual property 
rights say it is necessary in a global-
ized market where states with varying 
degrees of domestic policy are effec-
tively nullified if the protections are 
not the same across the board.

A gLAWcal comment on Paolo Davide Farah  and Elena Cima 
“The Implementation of the WTO Agreement on Trade-Re-
lated Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPs) in Chi-
na (April 30, 2010)” Tsinghua China Law Review, Vol. 2, pp. 
317-351. 



gLAWcal is an independent non-profit research organization (think tank) that aims at providing a new fo-
cus on issues related to economic law, globalization and development, namely the relationship between 
international economy and trade, with special attention to a number of non-trade-related values and con-
cerns.Through research and policy analysis, gLAWcal sheds a new light on issues such as good governance, 
human rights, right to water, rights to food, social, economic and cultural rights, labour rights, access to 
knowledge, public health, social welfare, consumer interests and animal welfare, climate change, energy, 
environmental protection and sustainable development, product safety, food safety and security.

To collaborate with Government, Civil society and 
business community to balance the excess of glo-
balization with Non Trade Concerns.

To influence policymakers, to raise awareness over 
Non Trade Concerns, to encourage stakeholder 
participation, and to disseminate gLAWcal’s publi-
cation results.

OUR  MISSION

OUR GOALS Email: research@glawcal.org.uk
Website: glawcal.org.uk
Facebook: gLAWcal - Global Law Initiatives for 
Sustainable Development
Twitter: @gLAWcal 
LinkedIn: gLAWcal 

Cite as: gLAWcal Comment #287  “Protection of Intellectual Property Rights is not equal for every nation” 
(2018) based on Paolo Davide Farah  and Elena Cima “The Implementation of the WTO Agreement on 
Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights (TRIPs) in China (April 30, 2010)” Tsinghua China Law 
Review, Vol. 2, pp. 317-351, Spring 2010. Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=1679999

The gLAWcal comments are insight and short analytical pieces written by the gLAWcal team. The gLAWcal 
comments are based on, and inspired by, the books and chapters published within one of the gLAWcal 
book series published by Routledge Publishing (New York/London) or by other gLAWcal publications. 


