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Fashion Law: International perspectives and China’s prospects for development:
Using U.S. and European systems and their evolution as a frame of

reference for China’s own fashion law development
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Abstract: Fashion law is a young and emerging legal field that was developed to respond to the needs of the
fashion industry. The initial, and probably the most core issues it discusses-intellectual property issues-were
evolved alongside with the development of fabric production technology in the West and formed based on the needs
of protecting fashion designs. Through judicial debates and legislative efforts under the legal frames of the United
States and Europe, the landscape of fashion design protection has been gradually formed. As social and economic
importance of the fashion sector grows, more legal issues related to the fashion business have been called
for, which enriches fashion law and broadens it into a set of legal principles explaining and guiding the
fashion industry from both legal and social perspectives. China’s fashion industry has become a strong and
indispensable part of the world’s fashion pattern. It has a unique set of issues and challenges to be
addressed, and there are needs and significance to developing its own fashion law system in China. This
paper aims to reflect that significance by introducing the origin, development, and current landscape of
fashion law in the U.S. and Europe, and concludes that China should use the U.S. and European systems

and their evolution as a frame of reference for its own fashion law development.
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