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Procedural Protection of Industrial Designs and Forms in Jordanian Legislation
“A Comparative Study”

Samer Al-Dlala'a *

ABSTRACT

Procedural protection is a significant means of how right infringement should be substantiated in industrial
design, just precedent to take legal proceedings or a cause of action.and when the offended seeks Procedural
protection, it will be in the purpose of sustaining the material evidence that guarantees the success of his case.
Being knowledgeable about scope, conditions and forms in which procedural protection is applied in Jordan
would become very important in that regard. Particularly, given that such protection is governed by international
conventions, most notably TRIPS. Similarly important is how Jordan dependent on the very baseline specified
by such treaty. However the Jordanian legislator had in most cases attitudes that stand in contrast to what is
adopted by parallel legislations pertaining mechanisms of application. What we intend to do in the present study
is to identify such variation, to explore such conflict and to identify whether Jordanian law was a proponent to
extend application of such protection to industrial design, or rather have deviated from the baseline protection

that should be rendered as an industrial property rights.
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