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During the last decades there have been major debates regarding the level and quality of aid that several developed countries offer to less developed countries around the world. There are various forms of performing such aid, which cover a huge variety of mechanisms, including education programs, institution establishment advisory, funding, among others. Such phenomenon is in some cases the outcome of the interaction of regions that have major differences in their economic development levels. (Serrano, 2017).

Innovation of course plays a highly relevant role in the accomplishment of economic development goals. One of the key elements of innovation around the world is the intellectual property systems, since it creates some of the main legal mechanisms for transforming knowledge and technological solutions into entities and assets for economic transactions. Innovation is also often regarded as a key factor that assures the path for human development. (Xiong 2017). 

The contemporary rather free flow of merchandise, people and information is quite paradoxical when compared to the exclusivity that still certain forms of knowledge documentation and usage of science and technology have. One clear example is the still strict control that is imposed through patent legislation through the international agreements of the World Intellectual Property Organization. In this scenario, Mexico and China have taken two radically different paths of development, both in terms of strategies and outcomes. (Christie,  2017).
On one hand, China had a rather relaxed policy in terms of punishment towards patent infringement during several centuries. Sharing technological solutions was actually encouraged by Chinese society and institutions. Even though ancient China had remained as one of  the main economic powers, the industrial revolution capitalized by a few countries put China in great disadvantage compared to them. However, during the XX century, while being helped by the Soviet Union, China was able to accomplish great development in terms of industrialization, using reverse engineering as a key element to understand and assimilate foreign technology, especially the one coming from Soviet Union that enabled the installation of some of the most important Chinese manufacturing centers. (Yang, Jianjun, Huafang Liu, Shanxing Gao, and Yuan Li. 2012).
On the other hand, Mexico became a rather economically limited country during most part of the XX century, given that it was mostly under the powerful influence of the United States of America, with whom Mexico has around 70% of the total international trading volume; therefore, Mexico agreed to follow many of the rules imposed by the USA. For example, intellectual property rights was one of the main conditions that the USA demanded in order for Mexico to enter the North American Free Trade Agreement with USA and Canada during the decade of the 90’s. This type of agreements has demonstrated to be detrimental for Mexico’s industrialization on the long term. This phenomenon related to the extreme imposed control of the usage of inventions, which inevitably hinders industrialization of developing countries, has had arguably negative results in several cases all around the world, affecting international stability and countries sovereignty caused by the clash of industrial and post industrial economies and agricultural ones. (Rabe, 2015).
The recent European migration crisis had a strong component of economic development imbalance between Europe and other countries. The effects of that crisis are still going through great controversy nowadays, mainly because of the great repercussion of the cultural disruption and cultural shock that some European countries went through after receiving many thousands of refugees coming from cultural backgrounds that have radically different lifestyles and sets of fundamental values. There have been even cases of outrageous and highly controversial crimes such as raping. This is just a clear evidence of the difficulties and fragility involved in the interaction of economic powers with rather poor developing countries. (Josifovic and Keskoski 2016). 
Moreover, the type of aid which European countries offered the refugees of this crisis had to do with immediate assistance and not a long term comprehensive plan that could lead to sustainable development, which might contribute to the potential elimination of the possibility of another similar crisis in the near future. These interactions are the evident outcomes of a complex equilibrium of negotiations and agreements that often include the paradoxes of international relations. In many cases, these relations are comprised by the prevalent scenario of facing major challenges and issues of great complexity in terms of legal repercussions. (Roberts, Bayard, Adrianna Murphy, and Martin McKee 2016).

This is a similar case compared to the migration that constantly occurs in the American continent given that virtually every single Latin-American country has less quality of life compared to that of the United States of America and Canada. Therefore, as it happens in Europe, the flow of migration goes greatly towards the North American region and not vice versa. (Levine, 2015).

These types of cases constantly set the tone of international relations balance, which is often defined by ruling powers deciding whether accepting to collaborate or not with developing countries by sharing resources and technology. In some cases, the scenario is basically comprised by developed countries taking advantage of the economic and technological weaknesses of those developing countries by setting profitability of companies as the driving force of those relationships. (Vergara, 2015).
China has undoubtedly been aware of such international relations issues; therefore the strategies dictated by its central government had in their core values a vision of technological independence, which could assure a future of more equal negotiations in order access long lingered goals related to peach negotiation, economic growth, healthcare, military, alimentary independence, education, scientific research, usage of natural resources, sustainability, among other strategic national security sectors. China had to create legislation in terms of intellectual property as one of the conditions imposed in order to enter the World Trade Organization, which eventually fostered China’s economic development by allowing the spread of Chinese products around the world.

In this context, it is evident that the international system of intellectual property which was originally promoted by developed countries is a factor that perpetuates a world order in which despite catastrophic events such as the refugee crisis in Europe, the status quo enables only a few countries to remain as the top leaders of the world in terms of competitiveness and productivity. Such competitiveness is granted mainly because of their technological development inherent in their economic development models, which usually implies a sophisticated integration of several of their institutions, such as universities, research centers and private companies. This integration requires of immense amounts of capital investment, which is protector through intellectual property rights; however, the integral human development is sometimes not taken into consideration since pure economic interest can overshadow them easily. That could be the case of pharmaceutical companies which have the power to save or affect the health of millions of citizens, jeopardizing public health, with national and international implications. In this case, China has implemented certain cautionary previsions in the application of such intellectual property laws, whereas Mexico is basically under a much bigger influence of pharmaceutical patent owners. Moreover, it is constantly emphasized by western countries that intellectual property should be inherent to innovation models in order not to fail in the pursuit of the creation of an economy based on technological products. However, this vision is challenged by the fact that in the past China already remained as one of the most technologically developed countries, without this strong sense of property. The development paths set by developed countries, for example the role of the World bank, International Monetary Fund and the World Trade Organizations have been in some ways successfully challenged by China (Contreras-Jaramillo. 2015). 
There are even journalists and researchers who claim that humanitarian programs like the ones performed by the United Nations and the World Bank have an opposite effect compared to the originally expected, since in some ways they have been able to perpetuate a high dependence of basic food products, healthcare technology and services which developing regions usually lack, especially because their economies are highly dependent on the exportation of only a few main natural resources and not many high value added products. As mentioned before, China has been moving forward in terms of technological products generation, whereas Mexico has experienced a dramatic stagnation. Therefore, it is constantly claimed that the establishment and operation of the intellectual property legal framework in Mexico was mainly motivated and pushed by multinational companies that make business in the Mexican and Latin-American markets, blocking the birth and development of a national industrial revolution that could allow the generation of the most basic Mexican innovation system in order to modernize the basic areas of national security, like China has done. (Côté, Rochelle, Jensen, Roth, and Way 2015).
Therefore, a core aspect of these international issues is the fact that only a few regions have been able to become virtually technologically independent. These major differences contribute to some of the main factors involved in the diversity of levels of success of regions around the world regarding the accomplishment of knowledge economies and/or knowledge societies. 
A major component in the accomplishment of such goals has to do with the integration of intellectual property systems in their innovations models, which is expected to have a positive impact in the generation of patents, which ultimately fosters the creation of technology based companies and products. However, as mentioned before, countries like China firstly decided not to integrate a very strict form of intellectual property in order to assimilate foreign technology and create an innovation system based more in sharing (Vercellone and Cardoso 2016).
On the other hand, the economic development models used in many developing countries like Mexico constantly only take into account a rather macro analysis, instead of having a systematic perspective that could integrate both national and regional factors into a more comprehensive view of the implications of intellectual property and its role in the consolidation of a succesful innovation system. In the case of Mexico, there are only a few cases in which development models throughout the country take into account a deep regional integration of the economy through various forms of collaboration between Universities, research centers and private companies. This high level net of collaboration should have a rather complex set of rules and values that dictate the framework in which those entities operate and interact. However; there are not many exaples of such legal framework nor groups of people who integrate the knowledge and experience involved in the creation and evaluation of such documents. It requires undoubtedly a multidisciplinary approach that should include lawyers, engineers, scientists, government official, executives, employees, investors, etc. (Van Der Borgh 1995).
The lack of this comprehensive view that allows the articulation of innovation models in many Latin American countries, including Mexico, sets the landscape of the lack of sophistication and relevant results involved in the development of technology and virtually any other forms of high added value products, which in the end define the overall behavior of the economy in most regions of Latin-America.  

Given this contemporary context of international relations and almost absolute dominance in some technological aspects by a few regions and companies, it is of great importance for many underdeveloped countries to develop an internal legal system that includes at least a general framework for intellectual property that can both be included in the international sphere without completely surrender to the goals of technological independence. 
In the case of Mexico, it is important to emphasize what can be considered as a great contradiction, since foreigners fill in around ninety percent of the total amount of patents in the country. Those inventions are pradoxicaly sometimes the product of the effort performed by the Federal government through Federal institutions such as CONACYT, which is the main institution in charge of operating Science and Technology projects throughout the country. This contradiction can be understood if it is considered the fact that the state of Mexico with the biggest amount of annual economic growth is Queretaro (8%) in center Mexico, which is mainly the product of foreign investment in the aerospace and automobile manufacturing sector. There are also cities that have been deeply transformed such as Hermosillo nearby the US border which has the biggest Ford manufacturing center of the whole continent. Therefore, the influence of multinationals in terms of law making in Mexico is overwhelming. This was a quite similar scenario in China since during the 1980’s since the number of patents filed was also dominated by foreign inventors; however the nationalist approach that China took regardin its allies did not allow such level of foreign dominance over its internal interests and sovereignty. In order to understand the main elements involved in the creation of intellectual property considerations involved in any legal system around the world, it is important to have a broad perspective of historical, political, social, economic and technological events. 
There are great repercussions related to the philosophical justification of the legal framework that allows countries to determine the type of national and international relationships and interactions that affect national security affairs which are under the influence of intellectual property. Therefore; these justifications greatly define the set of rights and obligations by which entire regions like China and Mexico regulate their borders, and interests. 
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