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Objective Conditions of the Concept of
Trade Secrets, is it Adequate? A Comparative Study

Abstract

This study focuses on studying both the Jordanian and American legislation, where they
implemented objective conditions for defining the concept of trade secrets, through
illustrating that in order to consider the information as being trade secrets, they shall be
unknown to the public or professionals in the field of such information, have an economic
value, and their proprietor shall take precautionary reasonable measures in order to maintain
them from being disclosed. The study focused on judicial applications, which concluded that
each case shall be handled independently from all other cases, according to the circumstances
of each individual case, in order to determine the concept of trade secrets. Even though, there
are several factors that may be relied upon, which are considered as a standard or guide for
the consideration of information as being trade secrets.
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