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IY SUMMARZ

Trademark owners in &reece can seek preliminary inDunctions for urgent cases and 
permanent ones for proven infringementsL Trademark protection is regulated by national 
and MZ regulations, while unregistered trademarks are protected by unfair competition lawL 
Uisputes are handled by 6ivil and Administrative 6ourts, with mediation or arbitration as 
alternativesL The remedies available include, among other things, cessation of use, damages 
and product destruction, while intentional infringement is liable to criminal sanctionsL .ost 
decisions are subDect to appeal, excluding inDunctive relief and temporary ordersL

FISCUSSIOY POIYTS

1 MZ regulations empowering &reek customs authorities to sei$e counterfeit goods 
under Regulation )MZC KoL G0;*204Y

1 Rights of trademark owners to act against third parties for trademark use in ways that 
cause confusion and dilution or unauthorised use

1 .ediation and arbitration for trademark disputes, with mandatory mediation in certain 
cases under Baw KoL qGq0*204z

1 Baw KoL qG7z*2020 transferring Durisdiction for trademark invalidity and revocation 
cases from administrative to civil courts

1 jurveys or expert witnesses as evidence

1 Uefendants invoking defences like lack of confusion, descriptive use, ac–uiescence 
and limitation of a trademark right

REHEREYCEF IY T[IS ARTICLE

1 Vmplementation of Uirective )MZC 204‘*2qYG )the Trademark UirectiveC and Uirective 
200q*q;*M6 )the Mnforcement UirectiveC through Baw KoL qG7z*2020, as amended 
by Baw q7zG*2024 and qz;2*2022

1 Baw KoL 4qG*4z4q )unfair competitionC

1 RatiEcation of the Paris 6onvention for the Protection of Vndustrial Property through 
Baw KoL 24Y*4z7‘

1 RatiEcation of the .adrid Protocol 6oncerning the Vnternational Registration of 
Trademarks through Baw KoL 27;Y*2000

1 RatiEcation of the Kice Agreement on the 6lassiEcation of &oods and jervices 
through Baw KoL 2‘0‘*4zz7

IYVUYCTIOYS AT A GLAYCE

Preliminary inDunctions are obtained through a court ruling )or Dudge orderC upon petition 
of the trademark owner if the urgency, risk and probability of winning the lawsuit are 
establishedL
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Permanent inDunctions are obtained by virtue of a court ruling upon petition of the trademark 
owner if an infringement of rights is proved and substantiatedL

The payment of a security or deposit is not necessary to secure an inDunction, but the court 
may order itL

Regulation  )MZC  KoL  G0;*204Y  concerning  customs  enforcement  of  VP  rights  and 
6ommission Vmplementing Regulation )MZC KoL 4Y‘2*204Y, as amended and in force, 
provide for the ability of customs authorities to sei$e counterfeit goodsL They are directly 
applicable in &reeceL

LEGISLATIKE HRAMEWORq AYF CAUSES OH ACTIOY

Trademark Law’ Rules And Regulations

Trademarks in &reece are regulated by Baw KoL qG7z*2020, as amended by Baw q7zG*2024, 
which implements Uirective )MZC 204‘*2qYG )the Trademark UirectiveC and Uirective 
200q*q;*M6 )the Mnforcement UirectiveCL

Znregistered marks are protected in &reece under unfair competition law provisions 8 
namely, Baw KoL 4qG*4z4qL MZ trademarks are regulated by Regulation )MZC 2047*4004, 
which is directly applicable in &reeceL

&reece has also ratiEed§

1 the Paris 6onvention for the Protection of Vndustrial Property )through Baw KoL 
24Y*4z7‘C]

1 the .adrid Protocol  6oncerning the Vnternational  Registration of Trademarks 
)through Baw KoL 27;Y*2000C] and

1 the Kice Agreement on the 6lassiEcation of &oods and jervices )through Baw KoL 
2‘0‘*4zz7CL

Causes Of Action

The owner of a registered trademark may rely on its exclusive right to bring action against 
infringersL A trademark owner can§

1 use the trademark]

1 characterise services] and

1 aōx the trademark on§

1 goods]

1 covers and packaging of the goods, writing paper, invoices, price lists, notices, 
advertisements and any other printed material, or electronic, audiovisual or 
social media] and

1 goods or packaging intended exclusively for exportL

The owner of a registered trademark may prohibit any third party from doing any of the above 
if§

1 the sign used by the third party and the goods or services at issue are identical to 
those of the trademark owner] or
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1 risk of confusion or dilution is createdL

The trademark owner may also prohibit§

1 the aōxing of the trademark on goods or packaging]

1 the transit of infringing or counterfeit goods through &reece]

1 the aōxing of the trademark on genuine products that the trademark owner intended 
to be anonymous or intended to put on the market under another trademark]

1 the removal of the trademark from genuine products and their sale with a different 
brand or without any brand]

1 offering the goods or putting them on the market, or stocking them for those 
purposes, under the trademark, or offering or supplying services thereunder]

1 the import or export of the goods under the trademark] and

1 the use of the trademark§

1 as a trade or company name, or part of a trade or company name]

1 on business papers and in advertising, including on social media] and

1 in comparative advertising in a manner that is contrary to article z)2C of Baw 
KoL 22‘4*4zzq, as amended by law Y‘;7*2007 )misleading advertisingCL

ALTERYATIKE FISPUTE RESOLUTIOY

3ediation And Arbitration

(y virtue of Baw KoL qGq0*204z, all civil and commercial law disputes, including disputes 
concerning trademarks initiated before civil courts, can be voluntarily submitted to mediation 
provided that the parties have the authority to dispose of the subDect of the disputeL 
Mxceptionally, submission to a mandatory initial mediation session is introduced for the 
following civil and commercial disputes§

1 family disputes )concerning lawsuits Eled as of 4‘ :anuary 2020C]

1 disputes under the standard civil procedure falling within the Durisdiction of the 
single-member Erst instance court when the value of the subDect matter of the dispute 
exceeds éY0,000 )concerning lawsuits Eled as of 4‘ .arch 2020C] and

1 disputes arising from contracts that contain a valid mediation clause )concerning 
lawsuits Eled as of Y0 Kovember 204zCL

Vn the above cases, a mediator will be appointed by mutual consent of the parties or the 
claimant will submit a re–uest for recourse to mediation to an accredited mediator included 
in the register of the .inistry of :usticeL Vf the respondent does not agree on the mediator, 
the mediator will be appointed by the 6entral .ediation 6ommitteeL The mediator must 
notify the other party )or partiesC of the re–uest and arrange the date and place of the initial 
mediation sessionL This session takes place no later than 20 days from the day following the 
claimant9s re–uest to the mediator, extended by up to Y0 days when any of the parties reside 
abroadL

(y virtue of article ;G7 of the 6ivil Procedure 6ode )6P6C, private disputes can be submitted 
to arbitration upon agreement between the parties and to the extent that the parties may 
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dispose of the obDect of the disputeL Therefore, the above points do not apply to matters 
falling within the administrative process of trademark rights ac–uisitions or cancellationsL 
Arbitration can, for example, be agreed between parties in disputes arising from trademark 
licensing agreementsL

LITIGATIOY KEYUE AYF HORMATS

Court System And Litigation Venues

Znder the previous Baw KoL q072*2042, a bifurcated system existed in &reeceL The 
Trademark Iōce and the administrative courts were exclusively competent for all matters 
related to the existence and cancellation of marks )including oppositions and invalidity 
actionsC and the civil courts were exclusively competent for infringement mattersL Pursuant 
to the new Baw KoL qG7z*2020, civil courts have ac–uired Durisdiction for examining the 
validity of national trademarksL .ore speciEcally, the Administrative Trademarks 6ommittee 
remains competent to hear both oppositions and invalidity or revocation actionsL Oowever, 
the decisions of the committee are subDect to appeal before administrative courts regarding 
oppositions and 8 under the new Baw 8 civil courts regarding revocation and invalidity 
actionsL 6ompetence regarding disputes concerning invalidity or revocation actions is 
transferred from the administrative courts to the civil courts for both separate invalidity or 
revocation actions at second instance and for counterclaims of the defendant in trademark 
infringement proceedings concerning revocation or invalidityL

The civil court system consists of the Erst instance civil courts, the civil courts of appeal 
and the jupreme 6ourtL The administrative court system consists of the ’irst Vnstance 
Administrative 6ourt, the Administrative 6ourt of Appeal and the Administrative jupreme 
6ourtL Vn &reece, most cases are appealed at second instance on matters of fact and lawL 
jeveral appeal rulings are also challenged before the jupreme 6ourt on matters of lawL

Uisputes arising from the infringement of MZ trademarks are brought before the exclusively 
competent special departments within the courts of Athens and ThessalonikiL Vt is standard 
in trademark infringement disputes to combine trademark infringement claims with unfair 
competition and tort claimsL Vf claims are based on trademark infringement, they may be 
brought before a single-member courtL Vf combined with unfair competition, they will be 
brought before a multi-member courtL

According to the 6P6, the plaintiff must serve the lawsuit on the defendant within Y0 days of 
its ElingL Where the lawsuit must be served abroad, it must be served on the competent public 
prosecutor within the same periodL The parties must submit their pleadings, supporting 
evidence, procedural documents and powers of attorney within z0 days after the expiry of 
the service deadline, or within 420 days where the lawsuit is served abroadL Rebuttals of 
the other side9s arguments will be submitted in writing within 4‘ days of the expiry of the 
z0-day )or 420-dayC periodL Ince the parties have Eled their pleadings, the case is assigned 
to a Dudge, who within Y0 days shall issue an order if the lawsuit presents procedural issues 
affecting its admissibility or if it is deemed not to have been instituted or if the case falls within 
the Durisdiction of another court or if additional procedural or evidentiary steps are re–uired 
or if the lawsuit has factual deEcienciesL As regards any factual deEciencies identiEed by the 
Dudge, the plaintiff may remedy them by supplementing their pleadings no later than 40 days 
before the hearing, and the defendant may respond within Eve working days following the 
hearingL Vn case the Dudge Ends that the action is inadmissible or it is deemed not to have 
been instituted, the lawsuit will be dismissed unless the plaintiff, within Eve days following the 
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issuance of the order, re–uests that the case be heard at the hearing set and that a Dudgment 
be delivered on the meritsL Vf the plaintiff does not obDect to the order or, where applicable, fails 
to remedy the factual deEciencies by supplementing their pleadings, the order is conErmed 
and the proceedings are terminatedL The order is not subDect to appealL Vf no such order is 
issued, the typical hearing proceeds on the basis of the material submitted with the parties9 
pleadingsL

The typical hearing date is set upon Eling of the lawsuit, normally within 200 to 240 days, 
or, where service abroad is re–uired, between the ninth and 40th month after ElingL Ko 
postponement may be granted on the set hearing dateL

Forum S-opping

’or national civil disputes, plaintiffs may choose between the competent court based on the 
defendant9s place of seat or residence and the competent court based on tort 8 namely, 
where the infringement took placeL

’or cross-border disputes, the relevant &reek civil procedure, MZ or international legal texts 
apply, providing the available venues from which the plaintiff can chooseL

Jury Versus Menc-

Vn &reece, trademark disputes are heard in bench trialsL There is no provision for Dury trialsL

FAMAGES AYF REMEFIES

Available Remedies

Vn the main civil procedure )permanent inDunctionC, the following remedies are available§

1 ceasing the infringing activity]

1 refraining from future infringing activity]

1 withdrawing the products bearing the infringing trademark and, if necessary, the 
materials used for the manufacture of said goods]

1 destroying or conEscating the infringing goods and, if necessary, the materials used 
for the manufacture of said goods]

1 a threat of penalties )in the form of monetary Enes and personal incarcerationC should 
the defendant fail to comply with the above]

1 damages]

1 moral damages] and

1 the publication of a summary of the rulingL

Uamages and moral damages may be claimed if the infringement was intentional or due to 
gross negligenceL &reek trademark law implementing the Mnforcement Uirective provides 
that the trademark owner may claim§

1 actual damage suffered )including lost proEtsC]

1 the licence fees that would be re–uested if a licence agreement existed] or

1 the amount that the infringer proEted from the exploitation of the markL
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Vntentional infringement of a trademark is a criminal offenceL 6riminal prosecution is initiated 
on Eling a criminal complaint by the trademark ownerL 6riminal penalties include at least 
six months9 imprisonment and a minimum Ene of éG,000L ’or counterfeit products, when 
particularly high proEts result or damage occurs on a commercial or professional scale, 
stricter penalties apply )ie, a minimum of two years9 imprisonment and a Ene of between 
éG,000 and éY0,000CL &eneral provisions of the Penal 6ode )with respect to forgery under 
article 24GC and fraud )article Y;GC may also be applicableL

Injunctive Relief

Trademark owners may seek inDunctive relief by§

1 Eling a preliminary inDunction petition re–uesting temporary measures]

1 delivery of information on sales Egures and networks or channels of distribution of 
the infringing goods] or

1 temporary conEscation of the infringing goodsL

The issue of urgency in the petition is criticalL Vf no urgency is established, the petition will be 
dismissed for formal reasonsL

VnDunctive relief is granted if§

1 the claim is likely to be substantiated]

1 the infringement is current or imminent and constitutes a threat to the owner9s rights] 
and

1 an urgent need for court regulation of the matter existsL

The preliminary measures that the court may impose on the infringing party include§

1 a temporary cease of the infringement and temporary withdrawal of the infringing 
products from the market]

1 drawing up a detailed inventory of the infringing items in the possession of the 
infringing party or temporary conEscation and placement under custody of the items]

1 the audit of the commercial records and books for gathering data on the infringing 
items produced or marketed]

1 the precautionary sei$ure of movable and immovable property in the case of an 
infringement committed on a commercial scale, including the blocking of bank 
accounts if the inDured party demonstrates circumstances likely to endanger the 
recovery of damages]

1 the threat of penalties )in the form of monetary Enes and personal incarcerationC in the 
case of contempt of the decision and for each violation of the decision9s provisions] 
and

1 publication of the inDunction orderL

In Eling the petition, the trademark owner may also re–uest that a Dudge grant a temporary 
orderL  This is  available only in cases of  extreme urgencyL  The Dudge may invite the 
respondents to appear at the hearing, which is usually the case even though eE parte 
proceedings are also an option provided by lawL
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EKIFEYCIYG T[E CASE

Investigations And First Steps

(efore the commencement of Dudicial proceedings, it is recommended to have in place all 
evidence that the plaintiff will use to substantiate the claimL Bawsuits in &reece must be 
precise and refer to all points of fact under Dudicial reviewL Ko supplementing of the facts is 
allowed subse–uent to ElingL As a Erst step, a test purchase of the goods at issue is usually 
recommendedL

’urther, the trademark owner may re–uest, through a lawsuit or an interim measures petition, 
the delivery of information by the infringer on sales Egures and networks or channels 
of distribution of the infringing productsL The same may be re–uested by a third party 
contributing to the infringement, to the extent that§

1 the third party was found to possess infringing products, or was using or providing 
infringing services on a commercial scale] or

1 the third party was involved in the production, manufacture or distribution of infringing 
goods, or in the provision of infringing servicesL

Vf a trademark owner has produced evidence to support its infringement claim and claims 
that evidence is in the hands of the defendant, it may re–uest the court to order the defendant 
to provide such evidenceL

Vn cases of infringement on a commercial scale, the court may also order the defendant to 
submit bank, Enancial or commercial books and recordsL

Survey Evidence

jurveys are used in &reece, but they are of low probative value because they are easily 
rebutted by the other side, mainly on grounds of subDectivity and lack of independenceL They 
may constitute evidence of a trademark9s establishment in the market, repute and extent of 
useL Iccasionally, surveys may be used for strengthening risk of confusion allegationsL

Use Of Expert Witnesses

Mxpert witnesses are permitted under the 6P6L Vt is unlikely that a court will appoint an expert 
witnessL Oowever, trademark owners may use expert witnesses to support their claimsL

AKAILAQLE FEHEYCES

Vn civil law cases, the defendant may invoke the following defences§

1 no likelihood of confusion or dilution between trademarks]

1 the sign is used in a descriptive way rather than as a trademark]

1 own name defence]

1 use to denote the purpose and context of spare parts]

1 use of a right of mere local signiEcance]

1 ac–uiescence by the owner of the earlier trademark if the trademark owner knew of 
the infringing use for more than Eve years and knowingly took no action against it, 
unless the later trademark was used in bad faith]

1 limitation or exhaustion of a trademark right]
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1 prescription]

1 counterclaim for revocation or invalidity] and

1 obDection of non-use of the earlier marks that form the basis of the claimL

Zntil recently, the defendant could also invoke the fact that the infringing sign used was a 
registered trademark in the defendant9s nameL Oowever, following recent Muropean 6ourt of 
:ustice case law, the &reek courts have now started to dismiss this defenceL This case law 
has been crystallised in both the new Trademark Uirective and the national law implementing 
this directiveL

Vn the context of administrative proceedings )opposition or invalidityC, if the grace period for 
non-use of the registered mark has expired, the defendant can re–uest the trademark owner 
to prove that it has put its trademark to genuine use within the relevant periodL

Appeals Process

Any party participating in the Erst instance proceedings based on an ordinary lawsuit can Ele 
an appeal according to the following time frame§

1 within Y0 days of the decision being served, if the party resides in &reece]

1 within G0 days of the decision being delivered, if the party resides abroad or their 
address is unknown] and

1 within one year of the issuance of the decision, if the decision has not been servedL

VnDunctive relief decisions and temporary restraining orders are not subDect to appealL
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