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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY **

As aptly put in a paper published a decade ago, detailing nearly a
century of earnest but unsuccessful attempts to implement industrial de-
sign legislation, proponents of copyright-based protection for the useful
arts have traveled down “a long and winding road.”! It began in 1914,
when a group called the Design Registration League, representing the in-
terests of a range of businesses and manufacturers, went before Congress
to propose amending the copyright statute to protect industrial designs,
using a registration system.2 Even though Congress generally supported
the bill, it ultimately failed.> But it laid the foundation for subsequent
lobbying attempts to pass similar legislation that have traversed the course
of the twentieth-century.*

One scholar has characterized the seemingly intractable problem of
protecting industrial designs as “the world’s oldest intellectual property
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*#A more detailed analysis begins on the third page of this article.
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