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Abstract: China’s administrative law enforcement of intellectual property provides
the intellectual property with the protection similar to 'administrative power for public
security " and contributes to the improvement of the intellectual property governance system
and intellectual property protection greatly over the past forty years. The parallel operation
mode of administrative law enforcement and judicial protection of intellectual property can
be called a two-track system of intellectual property protection with Chinese characteristics.
But nowadays, this two-track system is still facing a few theoretical and practical challenges
and obstacles, which mainly concentrated on three perspectives, the heated debates about its
justifiability, the failure to bring its effectiveness into full play, and how to make adaptation
to the new fields and new technology environment. The 19th National Congress of the CPC
raised the goal of a better combination of an efficient market and a positive government.
Administrative law enforcement of intellectual property is in line with the general direction
of the reform of state governance modernization, and is an important guarantee to make sure
the realization of autonomy of private law in the field of intellectual property rights. In order
to further optimize and improve the administrative law enforcement of intellectual property,
it is necessary to accurately define the relationship between administrative law enforcement
of intellectual property and judicial protection, improve the relevant laws and regulations on
the administrative law enforcement of intellectual property, and break down the obstacles to
the institutional mechanism of administrative law enforcement of intellectual property. In the
digital era, it is necessary to enhance the capacity of digital administrative law enforcement
of intellectual property from the technical and institutional levels to cope with the challenges
posed to administrative law enforcement of intellectual property by new business forms and
modes such as network technology and data technology.





