Intellectual Property Rights: Issues and Challenges,
Minds and Monopolies: Exploring the Frontier of Intellectual Property Rights,
ISBN:978-93-91410-61-2, Published by BSSS Bhopal

[PR: UINOERSTANDING THE
INFORMATION SYSTEM AND DATA
EVALUATION
STANDING TRENDS

Mr Vivek Gupta'

Assistant Professor/ PhD Research Scholar
Indore Institute of Science and Technology Amity University, Gwalior M.P.
Email- vivek.gupta@indoreinstitute.com

ABSTRACT

Intellectual property rights are the criteria for any unique and
quality-based information system. These days the data is more easily
available and usually based on any development of a platform that is
recognized. Now fundamental which mostly available are the
websites and many sites like Web Science, Research Gate, Wikipedia
etc. shows many data for the information. Due to cause of similar data
and information claiming this idea of descriptive way and shows that
many heuristic states for the development of data evaluation for
standing trends and this also for understanding the information
system.

The suggested way for data evaluation by using the state wise
prescribed of data authenticity and approval for the property rights
and its related proposals for the agent-based rights.
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The paper is for proposing the state wise valuation system for
claiming the rights on information and the data evaluation system
from traditional way to technology of information system based.

The paper elaborates the system of agent which also rectify
the issues and proposed the initial solution for the present information
system and data evaluation system.

Standing trend basically is the adopted trend in the
intellectual system for available information and data research
proposals which are authenticated and provided certified rights.

Keywords: Information system. Technology based system,
Heuristic states, data research proposals, IPR (Intellectual property
rights).

INTRODUCTION

The intellectual property rights are suggested for certified and
legal paper to system like websites URLs, logos, marks, fonts, words,
statement, names, and characteristics of human beings or an
individual.

The system of providing rights for the private and Unique of
particulars. Also certified by IPR cell of the government supposed
and provide hold to the individual to legal papers and judicial based
system. This is basic criteria which shows to developed for the
individual to maintain private its all-respective information's system
and for the data evaluation.

Scenario of information system for IPR proposals.

Technological improvements and extensions are creating the
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possibility of bringing together voice, text, audio, and visual
materials into a common digital purpose that can be stored,
manipulated, and exchanged over telecommunication equipment and
delivered to individual users' computers or "multimedia" equipment.
To Join these technological improvements and extensions are shifts
in the meaning of time, place, and distance due to the growing use of
communication and information technology. These shifts open
opportunities and provide impetus to the restructuring of people's
work, recreation, and learning activities as well as how individuals
interact with one another in to do these activities. The social and
economic content of these changes is that they create new proposed
system and new markets which modify how people earn their living
and spend their money and time. All these changes, and more, are
conquers by the term "the information system and data evaluations
tend." A defining characteristic of the information system and data
evaluations tends is that the activities of creating, distributing, and
consuming information are of growing importance in the lives of its
citizens. Data Evaluation for Standing trends that authorised by IPR:

Intellectual property laws extend the right of property protection
under law to creations such as inventions, literary or artistic works, or
trademarks. After a particular creation is granted protection under
one of the several systems of IPR law it may be sold, licensed, or
mortgaged.

The vital roles that may be served by extending property right
protection to creations include:

1) promoting invention and the authorship of new work by
safeguarding the right of creators from others simply copying



IPR: Understanding the information system and data evaluation 'Standing Trends'
https://doi.org/10.51767/c250603

their ideas or works,

2) encouraging the dissemination of ideas and the disclosure of
inventions to foster the creative activities of others, and

3) protecting the rights of authors to be recognized and to receive
income from their work.

IPR protection attempts to balance society's interest in the
disclosure and dissemination of ideas by creating an exclusive right
to control and profit from invention and authorship. It is possible to
have either too little protection which will reduce the incentives for
invention and authorship, or to have too much protection which will
discourage the adaptation and improvement of ideas. IPR protection
interacts, and sometimes conflicts, with competition, trade, and
social policy. The exclusivity of IPRs may create market power that
would be a concern if it was achieved through the exclusive control of
some other asset such as the only site for a shipping dock. Trade
policies' search for reciprocity and competitive markets may come
into conflict with international differences in intellectual property
protection.

Social policy seeks to promote education, health,
environmental improvement, and a host of other objectives that may
employ intellectual property. With some important exceptions, the
right of the creator to legal protection is absolute, without regard to
who violates, or for what purpose, IPRs. The cost of the incentive
created by IPR protection is thus born by social actors as well as
private commerce. While none of the conflicts provide a compelling
reason to alter the existing systems of IPR protection it should be
recognised that this system has costs as well as benefits.
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Existing Data Evaluation by IPR:

The Government of India has taken several measures to
streamline and strengthen the intellectual property administration
system in the country These remedies include civil, criminal and
provisional remedies. when a party proposed to take a civil action
against any infringer, it has to file a Suit for infringement or passing
off in a High Court or a District Court. Upon a successful suit for
patent infringement, the court will order an injunction restraining the
infringer from working the patented invention for the entire term of
the patent. In addition, the court will either order the infringer to pay
damages for infringing the patent or give account of the profits. The
holder of an exclusive license is also entitled to damages or account
of profit. Further, the court has the power to seize, confiscate and
destroy the infringing goods without payment of any compensation.
Ifthe infringer can show that the infringement was innocent, the court
will not order the payment of either damages or account of profits.
The remedies of injunction and damages/account of profits are also
available for trade mark and copyright violation.

In addition to these civil remedies, the court has in the case of
Time Incorporated v. Lokesh Srivastava, awarded punitive damages
for infringement of ,,Time* trademark. The courts are not averse to
considering foreign jurisprudence in arriving at a conclusion and in
this case, American jurisprudence regarding punitive damages was
applied.

In another case, the court allowed Whirlpool Corporation to
recover damages against a trademark owner who had wrongfully
registered the ,,Whirlpool™ mark in India. A similar decision was
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reached in a case involving Allegan Incorporation where the court
recognized that in case of passing off of an unregistered trade mark,
worldwide reputation of the product/mark was an important factor.22
The court has also decided that the premises of an alleged infringer
may be searched if the claimant can show the court that abstention
from such a search may result in the destruction of the infringing
goods.

This court can pass such an order even in an ex parte
proceeding. Thus, the Indian courts have donned the mantle of
protecting IP rights in India. The willful disobedience of any
judgment of the Court amounts to contempt of court and it attracts
penal consequences under the Contempt of Court Act, 1971.

There are no criminal sanctions for infringement of patents.
In respect of copyright and trade mark violation, the court can order
imprisonment of the infringer for a term ranging from six months to
three years. In addition to imprisonment a fine is imposed upon the
violator. In case of copyright, a repeat violation can attract even more
severe punishments.

The Patents Act, 1970 grants power to the courts for making a
declaratory judgment as to non- infringement. The validity of the
claims contained in the patent cannot be the subject matter of such
proceedings. Thus, the declaration of non-infringement does not
affect the validity of the patent in question. Further, the court has the
power to grant relief by way of a declaration to the effect that the
allegations of infringement of patent made by a person are
unjustified. Such declaratory judgments are also available under the
trade mark and copyright laws.
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The courts can also order interim relief pending final
settlement of the matter. A court may order is the grant of an interim
injunction whereby the defendant may be restrained from using the
plaintiff's invention, or mark or work until hearing of the suit or
further order.

Standing Trends proposed for the IPR:

The trends which proposed to the IPR is descriptive analytics
based on the data evaluation and information gathered from the
existing system and the environment of the society and from the
existing domain.

Before claiming and filing the proposal, the individual must
perform the standing states check for patent and any formal acts i.e.
under section of four denominators like:

1. IndianPatentAct, 1970

2. Copyright Amendment Bill, 2010
3. Trademarks Amendment Bill, 2009
4. Trademark (Amended) Rules, 2010

The standing trend is based on agent concept and this totally
technology-based heuristics state wise terminology.

Agentin IPR Standing trends:

An agent in the IPR standing trends is entity for values-based
authentication and application. This agent deploys as the approach in
description format of data which map the applied data files of patent,
copyrights and for any registration as private certified and legal
ownership.
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An agent would suggest the good character of the rights and rectified
the issues if evaluated by the standing trends. These identified issues
will be applied and creates from the mapping concepts that is
concepts of state wise authentication for the filling of the IPR and
getting ownerships over the applied particulars.

Hllustration of IPR standing trends and agent description concepts

Standing Trends System for which filling agent to the [PR

— P ti
State 0 F’]h:de & % State 0.1: Agent: As Actuator and
Description ata for i
Evaluation ¢ Actions State 0.2: Evaluation Format: As Mapping

State 3: |Saved the proposal for filling. [ State 1: Issues: Correction before filing.
| State 2: Results: Proposed for filling.
\.

Standing Trends System for which filling agent to the IPR:

State Based Description and Outcomes:

State 0 : Agent and Mapping: This responsible form of state where it
distinguishes the formalities for the checker as agent to evaluate the
state 0.1 as actuator that search the data and identify the unique
proposed values for the filling of the patent and any copyrights and
certified ownership. Sate 0.2 do the task for mapping checking to the
old data and recommended data for the evaluation on facts and
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accuracy of the design and rights against the claiming proposals.

State 1. Issues: - correction before filling: This state would suggest
the correction made by agent perception and its action which is
already applied during the state 0. If the data evaluation and
information as per the descriptive system of the online based sites and
written paper information that proposal will fill as proposed filling in
the IPR. Mapping system with current information that would
recognize the file to forward into IPR recommend acts and rules.

State 2. Result: - Proposed for the filling: The existing IPR system
do not emphasis the verification of the proposal if the duplication of
works is shown as slice work or duplicate in different paraphrasing.
The state gives the importance for the data evaluation and
information system to rectify the values and issues comments. This
helps prompt way to forward the filling and reduce the illegal way of
taking the authentication of the duplicate data and rights on existing
information.

State 3. Saved the proposal for filling: The state wise authorization
this last state 3 for yield the proposal and saved for the future of filling
the proposal in the act of the IPR as understanding the information
system and data evaluation called the Standing Trends.

CONCLUSION

This Standing Trends is descripting analytics system based on data
evaluation and information system. This terminology helps for future
in the reduce of legal based issues and guide to authenticates the right
proposal for rights with the certified ownership on the individual's
private data/information.
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This is called the heuristic state concept as illustrated in figure which
supports the agent system and which will technology fundamental of
the current information system for data evaluation
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