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ABSTRACT 

 

This paper aims to provide a comparative study of the problems faced by 

Intellectual Property Right holders in the EU and South Asia. A concept like 

intellectual property rights may seem to be international in nature or transcend 

physical barriers. But upon careful research and reviewing, we were able to 

find varying problems that intellectual property rights holders face in different 

countries. For this paper, we have reviewed the problems facing intellectual 

property right holders in three countries in the EU:  Britain, Ireland, and 

Germany, and three countries in South Asia:  Singapore, India, and China. In 

the EU, Britain has a system of Intellectual property rights that are 

unfortunately weakly enforced. Thus problems like counterfeiting, piracy, and 

weak laws pose a threat to Intellectual property rights in the United Kingdom 

of Great Britain. The United Kingdom of Great Britain however has taken steps 

to curb such problems like introducing Individual litigation, Volume litigation, 

shutting down and blocking pirate sites, and the Digital Economy Act. Ireland 

and Germany share a similar position: both countries are plagued with online 

Intellectual property scams. In the case of South Asia, Singapore has been a 

Pioneer in intellectual property rights and introduced many initiatives to 

encourage the registration of Intellectual property. India has a weak 

implementation of laws that often do not protect all Intellectual Property rights. 

Its corrective measures are the implementation of more strongly enforced laws. 

China has been one of the few countries that have recognized problems faced 

by Intellectual property rights and have also implemented laws and policies to 

fix the same.  

 

https://www.ijllr.com/
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A common theme found regarding the problem facing Intellectual Property 

Rights would be counterfeiting and sometimes copyright and Trademark 

piracy.  This paper will leave the reader with a clear idea of how each country's 

law, policies, and culture affect international business and globalization.  
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Introduction 

 

Before we begin to understand the problems related to intellectual property rights; their 

protection, development, and registration, we must understand what intellectual property rights 

are. According to WIPO “intellectual property (IP) refers to creations of the mind – everything 

from works of art to inventions, computer programs to trademarks and other commercial signs.” 

1 Intellectual Property Rights refer to those sets of rights that allow the user to register and 

protect their patent, trademark, or copyright, granting the user exclusive right to use the 

aforementioned symbols. Other than the above-mentioned terms, IP rights can also be of the 

following types; trade secrets, right of publicity, etc. Intellectual property rights increase the 

incentives for people to produce innovative products that further create job opportunities and 

new technologies while enabling our world to enhance and evolve even faster. 

 

Due to such high significance, every country and every international body tries to protect 

Intellectual Property Rights. The most comprehensive treaty would be The WTO Agreement 

on Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights, or commonly known as TRIPS. This 

document is of great importance as many problems are generally associated with IPR, these 

problems take a turn for the worse when the aspect of international trade is considered. One 

may think, with the existence of such treaties and laws, there shouldn’t be many problems that 

Intellectual Property Rights face. But one would be surprised, as there are many problems such 

as counterfeit goods, copyright piracy, 'knock-off' brands, and many more. Most would have 

seen brands like "ABIBAS" the knock-off version of "Adidas". While there are countries that 

have been pioneers in IPR protection and development, some countries still fail to have an 

adequate framework for IPR. To prove the same here is a critical analysis of problems faced by 

Intellectual Property Rights in South Asia and the EU. 

 

The EU nations chosen for reviewing IPR Problems are as follows:  

A. UK 

B. Ireland  

C. Germany  

 

 
1 ‘What is Intellectual property, World Intellectual Property Organization, (2020), 

https://www.wipo.int/publications/en/details.jsp?id=4528 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://www.wipo.int/publications/en/details.jsp?id=4528
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A. UK 

  

A study by the European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO) stated that 63 million 

jobs in the EU belong to IP intensive industries. 2 That accounts for $6.7 trillion of total EU 

economic activity and 90% of EU trade with the rest of the world. However, all this good has 

accompanying bad. Specifically, in the UK, the biggest problems facing IPR are 1. Newer and 

weaker systems; 2. Counterfeiting and 3. Online Piracy. 

 

1. Newer and weaker IPR protection systems 

Intellectual Property Rights in the UK are particularly tricky; this can mainly be attributed to 

Brexit. Due to Brexit, the UK can no longer fall under the cushion of EU-wide rights. The UK 

no longer has direct access to COPIS which is an EU-wide intelligence database used by 

customs services and companies to alert the authorities to seize shipments and routes being 

used by counterfeiters. It is of popular belief that the equivalent UK system called PIPR is not 

as comprehensive as ‘COPIS’ and as a result, Britain has been left more vulnerable to IP fraud. 

3 

  

2.  Counterfeiting 

According to the Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), fakes 

worth some $18.8 billion were imported into Britain last year, resulting in a $12.4 billion loss. 

4 Adding to this, Brexit has had a tangible negative effect. As IPR stands on shaky grounds and 

the UK is navigating its exit from the EU, there is a real risk that larger amounts of counterfeit 

goods are getting into the UK. 

3.  Piracy 

Another pressing problem related to weak IPR in the UK is piracy. According to the British 

Phonographic Industry (BPI), online copyright infringement cost the music industry over $ 

 
2 IP Contribution Report 092019, European Union Intellectual Property Office, (25 September 2019), 
https://euipo.europa.eu/tunnel-
web/secure/webdav/guest/document_library/observatory/documents/IPContributionStudy/IPR-
intensive_industries_and_economicin_EU/IP_Contribution_Report_092019_pr_en.pdf 
3 Cahal Milmo, Counterfeit Britain: How the pandemic – and Brexit – has changed the UK’s booming £14bn 

trade in fakes, inews.co.uk, (May 21, 2021), https://inews.co.uk/news/long-reads/counterfeit-britain-how-the-

pandemic-and-brexit-has-changed-the-uks-booming-14bn-trade-in-fakes-1013050 

4 Russell Lynch, Fake Imports Cost UK Firms £9.2bn, warns OECD, Telegraph.co.uk, (29 November, 2019), 
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2019/11/29/fake-imports-cost-uk-firms-92bn-warns-oecd/ 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://euipo.europa.eu/tunnel-web/secure/webdav/guest/document_library/observatory/documents/IPContributionStudy/IPR-intensive_industries_and_economicin_EU/IP_Contribution_Report_092019_pr_en.pdf
https://euipo.europa.eu/tunnel-web/secure/webdav/guest/document_library/observatory/documents/IPContributionStudy/IPR-intensive_industries_and_economicin_EU/IP_Contribution_Report_092019_pr_en.pdf
https://euipo.europa.eu/tunnel-web/secure/webdav/guest/document_library/observatory/documents/IPContributionStudy/IPR-intensive_industries_and_economicin_EU/IP_Contribution_Report_092019_pr_en.pdf
https://inews.co.uk/news/long-reads/counterfeit-britain-how-the-pandemic-and-brexit-has-changed-the-uks-booming-14bn-trade-in-fakes-1013050
https://inews.co.uk/news/long-reads/counterfeit-britain-how-the-pandemic-and-brexit-has-changed-the-uks-booming-14bn-trade-in-fakes-1013050
https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2019/11/29/fake-imports-cost-uk-firms-92bn-warns-oecd/
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276.7 million in 2009 and the cumulative total losses between 2001 and 2012 are estimated to 

be $ 1.6 billion. 5 

  

UK’s private sector and public sector’s response to IPR problems: 

(a) Individual litigation 

The UK music industry resorted to suing individuals for copyright infringement under the 

Copyright, Designs, and Patents Act 1988 (CDPA) to fight piracy and illegal file-sharing. 5 

(b) Volume litigation 

Copyright owners band together and track the Internet Protocol (IP) addresses of those who 

infringe IPR. Through a court order, they acquire personal details of the felons through their 

internet service providers. They then coerce them into paying a large settlement sum for 

engaging in IPR violation. 

(c) Shutting down and blocking pirate sites 

As opposed to suing individuals, companies have also hired IT staff to shut down pirated sites 

to curb this illegal activity. Section 17 of the Digital Economy Act enables the Secretary of 

State to make regulations allowing the courts to grant a website-blocking injunction for a 

website that engages in infringing copyright. 5 Although this action has come with success, 

sites once shut down begin their operation again on a new IP address and domain. 

(d) Digital Economy Act 

In June 2009, the Labor government introduced the digital economy act in response to the 

concerns of increased music piracy. 5 The Digital Economy Act aligns itself with technological 

advancements and protects victims of online copyright infringement. 

  

Although the UK government has made notable advances in protecting IPR, it’s clear that the 

UK has a long way to go. 

 

B. Ireland 

 
5 Aditi Mene, Piracy and illegal file-sharing: UK and US legal and commercial responses, Thomson Reuters 
Practical Law, (14 July, 2010), https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/1-502-
7956?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&firstPage=true 
 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/1-502-7956?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&firstPage=true
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/1-502-7956?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&firstPage=true
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The Intellectual Property Office of Ireland is responsible for Ireland’s policy and legislation on 

IP. European Union Intellectual Property Office (EUIPO), estimates piracy losses at $ 1075 

million in Ireland, equivalent to 5.4 percent of total sales. This represents $ 227 per citizen per 

annum, according to the report. 6 Even though Ireland has in place a strong legal framework 

for IPR, companies, and individuals are still victims of IP scams, criminal gangs, and 

counterfeiting. 

  

1.  Criminal Gangs 

Lucrative potential markets make it attractive for criminal gangs to engage in counterfeiting 

within Ireland. Gangs are increasingly using the internet to distribute counterfeit products and 

to promote the distribution and consumption of illegal digital content. 7 A vast majority of 

citizens knowingly purchase such goods online because the incentives for consumers to 

purchase intellectual property right infringing goods and services in Ireland include lower 

prices, easy access, and low degrees of social stigma associated with such activity. 

  

2.  Counterfeit medical supplies during Covid 

The pandemic has inflicted an incalculable loss on human health and the economy and is still 

mushrooming every day. According to Europol, in only 8 days from March 3 to March 10, 

2020, law enforcement officers seized 34,000 counterfeit PPE which were sold across 2,000 

illegitimate websites. 8 

  

Consumption of counterfeit medical goods has several legal, health, and safety implications 

and the proliferation has economic implications that reverberate through several spheres of 

Ireland’s economy and industries namely- National GDP, tax and customs, big pharmacies, 

SME’s, etc. WHO estimates that falsified medical products account for 10 % of the 

 
6 Rob Corbet, John Menton et. al., IP in Business Transactions: Ireland overview, Thomson Reuters Practical 
Law, (1 November, 2018), https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/9-501-
9071?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default) 
7 Frank Dillon, Counterfeiting and piracy cost Ireland €900m in lost sales, Irish Times, (6 June, 2019), 

https://www.irishtimes.com/business/innovation/counterfeiting-and-piracy-cost-ireland-900m-in-lost-sales-

1.3915981 

 
8 Medical Product Quality Report- COVID-19 Issues, campusvirtualsp.org, (June, 2020), 

https://www.campusvirtualsp.org/sites/default/files/xford_medical_product_quality_report_-_issue_1.pdf 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/9-501-9071?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)
https://uk.practicallaw.thomsonreuters.com/9-501-9071?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)
https://www.irishtimes.com/business/innovation/counterfeiting-and-piracy-cost-ireland-900m-in-lost-sales-1.3915981
https://www.irishtimes.com/business/innovation/counterfeiting-and-piracy-cost-ireland-900m-in-lost-sales-1.3915981
https://www.campusvirtualsp.org/sites/default/files/xford_medical_product_quality_report_-_issue_1.pdf
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worldwide market. To put it into perspective, each year in the European Union alone it 

causes the:  

 

(a) Loss of 4.4 % of legitimate sales;  

(b) Loss of $ 12.06 billion in revenue for the sector;  

(c) Destruction of 90,900 direct and indirect jobs;  

(d) Loss of $ 2.01 billion in government revenue. 9 

  

The executive director of EUIPO believes that the Covid-19 pandemic has put the problem of 

IP crime under a magnifying lens with the rise of counterfeit medicines and medical products 

that further threaten the health and safety of citizens. 

3.  IP Scams 

In Ireland, IP applicants and proprietors often receive requests for payment of fees from 

unofficial sources.  Such entities claim that the patent or trademark has been accepted for 

registration and that payment of a sizable fee is now due. 10 Other entities claim that your patent 

or trademark will be renewed on receipt of payment of a specified amount.  However, the 

Intellectual Property Office of Ireland isn't the one who issued these requests for payments and 

they are subjects of a scam. 

  

Ireland is closely working with Interpol in shutting down illicit websites, catching those who 

engage in IP scams, and reducing the circulation of counterfeit goods.  

  

C. Germany 

  

The problem of online IP infringement has given rise to extensive jurisprudence in Germany.  

Germany is notoriously tough on pirating content online, with people risking massive fines or 

jail time for spreading illegal files. It is impossible to hold the direct seller responsible when an 

IP owner finds products infringing their rights online. Therefore, Germany finds it necessary 

to take action against an intermediary such as a provider of an online shop or an internet auction 

 
9 The Economic Context of Counterfeiting and Piracy, OECD Library, https://www.oecd-
ilibrary.org/docserver/df0f5bbf-
en.pdf?expires=1626331749&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=F957426815C2D608DAD1FCEA277506D0 
10 Misleading Invoices, Intellectual Property Office of Ireland, https://www.ipoi.gov.ie/en/news-events/news-
categories-/announcements/misleading-invoices.html 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/df0f5bbf-en.pdf?expires=1626331749&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=F957426815C2D608DAD1FCEA277506D0
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/df0f5bbf-en.pdf?expires=1626331749&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=F957426815C2D608DAD1FCEA277506D0
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/docserver/df0f5bbf-en.pdf?expires=1626331749&id=id&accname=guest&checksum=F957426815C2D608DAD1FCEA277506D0
https://www.ipoi.gov.ie/en/news-events/news-categories-/announcements/misleading-invoices.html
https://www.ipoi.gov.ie/en/news-events/news-categories-/announcements/misleading-invoices.html
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platform, a host provider, or even an access provider. Unlike in many other jurisdictions, 

German courts have always granted permanent injunctions as an automatic remedy if a patent 

was found to be infringed. However, even though Germany appears to have a stronghold on 

IP-related crimes it has placed second in a ranking of the top countries of origin for counterfeit 

products. The damage to businesses in the engineering sector is estimated at $ 9.34 billion. 11  

 

The South Asian countries we have chosen for reviewing problems facing IPR are: 

A. Singapore 

B. India 

C. China 

 

A. Singapore  

 

Patent and trademark counterfeiting, as well as copyright piracy, are threats and problems to 

Intellectual Property protection and enforcement in ASEAN countries in general. 

Singapore however has enforced strict laws with serious repercussions in the light of its 

violation. For example, Section 49 sets out the sale of counterfeit goods as an offense 

punishable by a fine of up to $7387 per counterfeit good, or up to five years’ imprisonment, or 

both. Singapore has been a Pioneer in intellectual property rights and it vigorously defends IP 

rights, which are territorial. 

 

Singapore's Intellectual Property Office advises on and executes intellectual property laws, 

encourages IP understanding, and provides structure to enable IP development in the country. 

It has developed initiatives such as: 

 

(a) Generous financial incentives,  

(b) Favorable tax regimes,  

(c) The Intellectual Property Hub Master Plan; a ten-year road map for making Singapore 

the world's leading location for developing, registering, and protecting intellectual 

property 

 
11 Procedures and strategies for anti-counterfeiting: Germany, World Trademark Review, (24 May, 2018), 
https://www.worldtrademarkreview.com/anti-counterfeiting/procedures-and-strategies-anti-counterfeiting-
germany-0 
 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://www.worldtrademarkreview.com/anti-counterfeiting/procedures-and-strategies-anti-counterfeiting-germany-0
https://www.worldtrademarkreview.com/anti-counterfeiting/procedures-and-strategies-anti-counterfeiting-germany-0
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(d) Singapore also offers Market Readiness Assistance to help Singapore-based companies 

cover IP costs when expanding outside Singapore. The program provides funding of up 

to 70% of costs for eligible activities (capped at $10914 per company per new market 

from 1 April 2020 to 31 March 2023), including the filing of foreign IP applications. 12 

Singapore's legal system is known around the world for its impartiality, efficiency, and 

transparency. Other than the Intellectual property office of Singapore, Singapore has also 

created a specialized IP Court to handle increasingly complex IP cases. The specialized IP court 

has also released court guides, making it easier for local and international businesses to defend 

their IP rights.  A WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center has also been created in Singapore 

and it is the only one of its kind, other than the main branch in Geneva, Switzerland. Singapore's 

IP Academy offers a Graduate Certificate in IP Law, guaranteeing that the country's attorneys 

and jurists are well-versed in IP law. 

When it comes to the protection and development of IP rights, Singapore is the role model that 

other countries must follow. 

 

B. India 

 

India continues to be one of the most challenging countries to protect and enforce intellectual 

property among the world's major economies. Despite the government of India's many 

encouraging incentives and initiatives, progress has been slow, and the speed of reform has not 

kept pace with repeated high-level requests to support innovation and promote creativity.  

 

Problems: 

(a) Weak implementation of laws, that often do not protect all IP rights; 

India has failed to make serious efforts to solve long-standing IP difficulties confronting 

innovation-based sectors, with one notable example being the lack of statutory protection for 

trade secrets. The courts' and police officers' inadequate enforcement of IP, combined with a 

lack of knowledge with investigation tactics, risks hampering any progress made. 

 
12 Singapore Intellectual Property Law, Corporate Services, Corporate Services (2021) 

https://www.corporateservices.com/singapore/ip-protection-in-singapore/  

 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
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(b) Restrictive Acts; 

The existing section (3) in the Indian constitution that deals with issues like patents have 

restrictive provisions such as; Section 3(d) restricts the patentability of derivative/s of a 

pharmaceutical compound. India still lacks a framework for informing interested parties of 

follow-on pharmaceutical marketing approvals, which would allow for the quicker prevention 

of possible patent issues. 

 

(c) Delay in the final decision 

Due to many internal bureaucratic issues, a patent lawsuit ordinarily takes approximately five 

to seven years to be finally decided after trial, longer if contested by the other party. 

Transparency is also inadequate, particularly at the local level. 

 

The silver lining in this grey cloud is that India has taken and begun to take some formative 

steps to cure all of its existing IP problems.  

In recent years, legislation governing all types of intellectual property has been revised or 

reissued, primarily in reaction to India's 1995 admission to the World Trade Organization. 

1. Trade Marks Act, 1999 

2. The Patents Act, 1970 (as amended in 2005) 

3. The Copyright Act, 1957 

4. The Designs Act, 2000 

5. The Geographical Indications of Goods (Registration and Protection) Act, 1999 

6. The Information Technology Act, 2000 13 

These acts aim to establish IP rights and have undergone many amendments to suit the existing 

dynamic and turbulent world economy. India provides legal remedies for violation of IP rights, 

in special regards to the infringement of trademarks; infringement of a trademark is a violation 

of the exclusive rights granted to the trademark's registered owner to use the mark. 

Imprisonment for not less than six months but not more than three years, and a fine of not less 

 
13 Vijay Pal Dalmia, Intellectual Property Laws In India- Everything You Must Know, Mondaq.com, (13 
December, 2017) 
https://www.mondaq.com/india/trademark/654712/intellectual-property-laws-in-india-everything-you-must-
know 
 

https://www.ijllr.com/
https://www.ijllr.com/volume-ii-issue-ii
https://www.mondaq.com/india/trademark/654712/intellectual-property-laws-in-india-everything-you-must-know
https://www.mondaq.com/india/trademark/654712/intellectual-property-laws-in-india-everything-you-must-know
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than US$ 800 but not more than $ 3,000. Infringement of a trademark is a punishable offense, 

and the perpetrators might face criminal charges. 14 

 

C. China 

 

China has always been known for its mass-produced, low-quality products. But ever since the 

Chinese government has shifted the production focus to more sustainable, higher quality, and 

long-term products, IP rights are not something to be ignored any further. China’s IP legal 

framework, however, is in desperate need of reform in areas such as trade secrets, uneven 

enforcement, and many more. At the same time, counterfeiters and infringers in China are 

increasingly sophisticated.  

 

Some of the problems are as follows: 

 

(a) Lack of awareness 

In the People's Republic of China, enforcing intellectual property rights is exceptionally 

challenging. There is minimal knowledge that infringement is a criminal due to a lack of IPR 

education.  

 

(b) Challenges in Obtaining Evidence 

There is no formal procedure of discovery in China, and there is no obligation that IP infringers 

submit evidence of infringement, such as sales or accounting information. Many corporations 

have stated that this makes conducting fair IP litigation in China impossible. 

 

(c) Financial compensation amounts are minimal: 

According to some estimates, patent holders currently win roughly 36% of the damages they 

seek in court, with damage awards averaging around just $12,400 and legal fees between $1,550 

to $4,650. 15 

 
14 Vijay Pal Dalmia, Intellectual Property Laws In India- Everything you must know, Mondaq.com, (13 December 
2017)  
https://www.mondaq.com/pdf/clients/654712.pdf 
15 William Weightman, China’s Progress on Intellectual Property Rights, The Diplomat, (January 20, 2018) 

https://thediplomat.com/2018/01/chinas-progress-on-intellectual-property-rights-yes-really/  

 

https://www.ijllr.com/
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(d) The most infamous problem- Counterfeiting 

Counterfeiting is such a rampant problem in China that there are cities in China known as the 

‘Counterfeiting Capital of China’. The city of Yiwu is possibly one of the best examples as a 

wide array of counterfeit products such as designer clothing, electronic devices, shoes and more 

can be found there, for a fraction of the price. On average, counterfeit products account for 20% 

of all consumer goods sold in China. China is estimated to generate two billion counterfeit 

products worth $8.2 billion yearly, according to the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime. 

Not all counterfeit articles are harmless imitations. Many are lethal in nature, including 

antibiotics made of talcum powder and birth control pills which are nothing but rice flour. 

According to the World Health Organization, 10% of the world's medicine supply is 

counterfeit, with 30% of the developing world's supply being counterfeit. i.e. drugs 

“deliberately and fraudulently mislabeled concerning the identity and/or source.” 16 

 

While such facts and figures may seem ominous, China has made big strides in intellectual 

property protection, one of the laws passed being the ‘Copyright Law of the People's Republic 

of China.’ 

 

This law protects the copyright and other legitimate rights and interests of the authors of 

literary, artistic, and scientific works. The law provides that in addition to protecting the 

copyright of written works, oral works, music, operas, Quyi (folk art forms) and China also 

protects computer software. 17 

 

China has enacted laws and regulations governing Intellectual Property rights. While there 

might not be specialized IP courts for settling such disputes in China, those whose rights and 

interests have been infringed can bring a lawsuit to the people's court.   

 

Comparison  

 
16 Daniel C. Fleming, Counterfeiting in China, U. Of Pennsylvania East Asia Law Review, (2014)  
https://scholarship.law.upenn.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1083&context=ealr 
 
17 Intellectual Property Protection in China, Information Office State Council Of the People's Republic of China, 

(June, 1994) 

http://www.china-un.ch/eng/bjzl/t176937.htm 

 

https://www.ijllr.com/
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Although the EU boasts highly developed IPR systems, its markets have been victims to 

counterfeit goods which have resulted in the loss of 4.4 % of legitimate sales, loss of $ 12.06 

billion in revenue for the sector, destruction of 90,900 direct and indirect jobs, and loss of $ 

2.01 billion in government revenue. The numbers have inflated due to the pandemic. In 

response to counterfeiting, pirating and Intellectual Property scams, the member states of the 

EU are working together on further supporting a rapid rollout of the unitary patent system, 

optimizing supplementary protection certificate, upgrading the design protection system, 

strengthening protection for geographical indications (GIs) and promoting the use of new 

technologies such as blockchain and artificial intelligence. It seems that the greater the degree 

of westernization (encompassing both trade orientation and the treatment accorded to foreign 

capital) of an economy, the higher is the probability that it will pursue modern systemic changes 

with its major economic partners in terms of Intellectual Property. The recent evolution of IPR 

systems in the EU illustrates this proposition. These countries are willing to upgrade their 

systems beyond the levels that would be typical for their stage of development. On the flip side, 

South Asia is taking a more traditional route by imposing fines and stricter penalties to enforce 

IP protection laws which are illustrated in the case study on China and India. IPR in south Asia 

is less complex and more traditional compared to its EU counterpart. A more open approach to 

introducing technology in IPR reform should do wonders to the south Asian economy. 

 

Conclusion 

 

Analysts believe that historically the level of Intellectual Property Rights protection has been 

positively correlated with the level of economic development. Such a proposition could, in 

principle, be used to rationalize the recent wave of reforms in Intellectual Property Rights. The 

countries reviewed in this study are highly developed yet they face challenges in the 

implementation, enforcement, and protection of IPR on a national and international level. It’s 

clear that taking the traditional route such as South Asia is not the answer because Intellectual 

Property laws are as weak as ever. A more technological approach to combat IP crimes namely- 

counterfeiting, piracy, scams, and fraud should facilitate adherence to IP laws. 
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