AR IR AL BRI A H W H

CHE

NBRE: AR SO EARARFE AR LA, 5AGRABRIRE, ik
FARSEERERT S RBEASRIR, RECHATFOBREERTRELFA, H&
IR T £ E4ME, B, EAMY A LEOMIFR ZRFRENHY XikPp, BT
BRI R —FAEM R, SERPLSELIRABFTELARE, REAEFAHES, H
ABAFREARPHERETERE

KR Bk REFR LR

RIPRIR L P B — DS R R BB NS, REMIRERIFESH - L F% (J. Thomas
McCarthy) B#t, “RIARIE R MR BH — 40 o X 4 25 J5 U4 i ) IR 28 A ) o T 1)
B, ” 1) 3 E¥# X FRARRACITHE M 20 2 90 BRFFHEFAR, HEXMHREREENF 7%
EASLEMAReR. HiE, RERXSEHERE T ARRAREE, MR ETHR kR
hES PEA X TRRRIEHIE . WM, RAOTELE2E AR T AR KRR IR SR
WIELRE, JE LA 88 04 B AR BOR AL R AR 2SR, FIRHES R ESERM % TRER, #)
B E BRI R R T o

— AR E R KR

BN ORISR BRI AR, JLT R —BISMA R AR IR (LI B MG VE IR & B E 2 90 2 -
Wrgl4F (Frank Schechter), G251 M FRY BIFRMEEE (uniqueness) HIIEWE. 1927 4,
(B EaAITie) & TS HCE (RREP HIEMEER)  (The Rational Basis of Trademark
Protection) . fEHEH BARIRALIIE Z /1, T A MR & 5 0 AR RIS D RERYIR 38, g i,
FAPR &N INREH AR R AMTAIARM “brm i s BUE IR S MORIE” . v THIEI X — 8, 5187 ILA
JK el 2 e A — S PR R B R s AT R SE A s R o, R AR R R O i ) o i R
REAFEEL R, mERIRMNE S AHEN S, fl, ATIEWERT (Baker) IR,
AR E N ATHGE S BRI 78 (Walter Baker) 4770, MZAMIZSVOXFITT . AW

oS RS AR,
[ 1) ]. Thomas McCarthy, Dilution af « Trademark : European and United States Law Compared, 94 Trademark Reporter 1163
(2004).
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BAR IR OB R S5 A

R, RrHEREERLRE, WELERERE, BIVEETRSSEENAR, TidiEAE
REMNER, BEXHREFFHBERBEIRES KREEMNEEIIME, HF2HEBEX EiRN 2R
15 (2] Bl , BRRA PG BRANRERE SRR R L RBOER -, CHELE
Rt sR B AT BAR B D BERE R RBIRT R TR . A RIEAFE S L LR . BFRAEESESERSZ
b, ZEHEESERBEL SN FRABERAIANR, %50 203 T % A AR 245
¥, B IE S s ORI R R A RIAIR, (3 4 X BARSEE X A “TF IR (death by
a thousand cuts)” BIATH, (4) BIbRALA HEEK B FRIARIRALERE . vl I, ERET X BiRshEEm
WERR, WU T RIARIRAGIEIS, FTLL, RARIRACIEIS AL MR A IR R T R AR DD EAE B AL
SRR

BB EIS AN, BAERAESREINEE (orgn function) . fELEIFIEE (quality or
guarantee function) ARBEAF EINEE (investment or advertising function) =FZheg, (SIH A%
BWRZ R “BARORIEERIEE” . “SEGERE” R TS EATIRR”, (o) RER EEH RN
BB =0 IAEITHEE . RRRIESIREA E e, (7) A FE M 7 EiEdm Rl o, HRRm
EANRRISEE H: RBITHRE. WRAoRTEMTIEE. RUFREHMIIEE. S E A mThaR, (8) (Hifmk
FHThRESCEr E e TIRBIZhEE. B, XFBEFE B =FMIheRULH 75 —F R T,

FRE =R IR R E D S K BB EEMABRENRN, EARRMI SRR, &RIEEnAExT
HEMAE, EWirlELENH, AR EREEREENIE. MELSEFEENER. M
PR R PRI RE R I REERAS T R E I WAE, RITEEW LI, R ZHMERRR KM
ITEREE AR T B RERIIEE. AT LAMBIAR R R DT £ E AR T BB A SR K 4% .

KFEARER, BELITHHRERGIE, AMTRGEMNE oA 5 H £ 30k bR E#
TR AAEN, FEMIWIREBBRA -, BFEENAFREET A2 ITHT 3500 18 K& i 11
fric; (91 B—R SO A A RIARE IR T 220 4000 4 AT RIAR BT i hk ) BLAY B9 IR BT i dic ; U0
BAH WAA R T ICHT 2698 9 E M2 EARiC, 1) HEEE M FRRENAREECHER
=, EERE. AANR, €0, MirxPERERTREIT, M miraE & Eg eI a CmHt
&L, URBIAFREAMHEES, 12 H AN, REI0RT A S R & LBOGE H 8 e,
1266 4E3 [ BUF & 51 AR A S MR IChrE R REME BN L. (3 g E IR, ik
B BARRR T M IR Al A BRIC Mg 5250, & A 13 4247 £ a1 4 B B
&, 4 Hg A8, XPRA LR, bR R R AEEZ S WEIRG, BRI AR T

(2] See Frank Schechter, The Rational Basis of Trademark Protection . 40 Harvard Law Review 813, 816 — 818 (1927).

[3) #i5] (2], Schechwer X, %5825 M.

(43 Coca—ColaCo. v. Stewart, 621 F.2d 287, 292 (1980).

(5) W. R. Comish, Intellectual Property: Patents, Copyright, Trade Marks and Allied Rights, London Sweet & Maxwell,
1996, p.527.

(6] 2R [B] 88%R: (LHEMEHIL) (Fo ). HEM 1996 %, 17 LT

17) BRYFEHZS: CESRGEEY, PEARKFE ML 2000 08, %232 WUT.

(8] BRAEBKRIH: (FUAMHK), HEBUEKSE LT 2002 1, 5218 T,

{9 ) Gerald Ruston, On the Origin of Trademarks, 45 Trademark Reporter 127, 130 (1955).

[10]) Frank I. Schechter, The Historical Foundations of the Law Relating to Trademarks . New York : Columbia University Press.
1925, p.20.

(11) Benjamin G. Paster, Trademarks — Their Early Historv, 59 Trademark Reporter 551, 552 (1969).

(12) 2Wai5] (8], RINKEHRB, % 224 1.

[13) ZRarsl (7)., WHEBELH. £ 236 AT

(4] BWHFRER: UGTRL), $HP & AR 2002 R 5 207 TLU T
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$E B CRENRT R 5 A AR BRI 5 DCRIFR , £ 343 TS M (i 2 i — 2 AR IR (15) B AR
MIShRE 3 B TR R R TR, FInARERANE ., 8, FX b, ERRINEN KRN BEE
HRBICF, FEL, HEHRinaEE R, o)

R AT AR IR A B SRR S B BTN Z AR AR R R R A RA—B, m%mﬁ¢ﬂ
LRERZRMESE, U7 Y, HHRB TR, BT KBHITEULA XBERMEIRMR
RPN s o P BRI BUG TR B B4R 7~ TARKHIRE R . 50T, R, 7R
BRI BT B R A 2B LR B35y, 7 A6 B i B, bR R
R IR LA T SMF T AT, Mok Rl AEHoEm, M, &ah e B iR RTEE v
B, HHGXSR MR ENA TR—mba. 1611 3 13 e, BEEsus 2 Rl ir T
Tk fraxt b mEf i SmER, L TfRARERA, F LTS RARETF Tk
#, WATRAFT ARSI 0 o B, FAREHRR T M EORIESNAE, [F—RtnRIRT iR A
EW. B, ATHRIESHFREIFEN™RELBH T iTERETSHE N, XK REMs
W25 EAREAIERERRIMCREN HH, 77 15 e, REMEERER TR HMAEM
FrA 7= b EANARR, DRI T =R AR, £2NEFRBAH LS e, U8) &
XA REG B, FrH s RIRE RS, XA CGEL ™ RELE K HRIET 2
HREBL, BLATBORBOVENE, BUCK-SRIRIL A P iy S 80l A S R 3R o i vl BT R

AR R BB AR AT 7 — R, ik D@ — R I, EEHEAOR T HE
MRS MR RE, ZRAHFE T HSHRRE, WIBT RirgRE ERER TG, KK R RE
PR TRRKYREE, R4 E0FEE K™ RitsEd ZRHRmeibE s AR,
TR T WX ERL 5 TR AT HEE, BARASSHEy —MREENER SR X
i, BRI =FIOIBEE RS EE—E, HRIMEIRAEERLBGT, EFERMNEA & S5
dh O B SRR R, sy HOEE U190 TR, R bR A8 R ARD SR AR as 7 ot ofe DR
MERFGEL R, T ERRERBGOT, AR RS — N IER R E AL, EmiH
TR WA RS, AR RE IR R T RARBRAICZ, AN, #REELT, K
WRBAE R LR E N EZE R, RRBK, SEERAS A R#HERS R g8
i TR R IR AEE BT . AR BB RAS RS | T RS T AN TR T, BARAY)T T RE A S
B TRE

MESCRIRR I S K Bk B B D, BATAEE i, WiniEAE AR A& R B BOA A [
H, BMES R, RIWIRAREAKIN, ERARK=FI8ET, RODHEREERE 1 I8 B b U B ok
WRThRE . T G2 E BN B ORI RL AL R DhRE NI A “RE R ISR DO RE™ . TERCZ SN A
SR FbR i AR o (200 RIEAREEFE WA R AR B A M REAMIIRE". 20 B
FEUL, SIARIREMBK R RFNER “RERMREIIRE RN, 72 RN
PRI R IR FIME— I RE . (220 iR AGEBI A T 0T, SR AR IR S RE R 75 S w5 D BE AR 2K
Bl R GRAE A SRR 7 KR SR EEM, T P A BRI R A B X - I RE LR B A

(15) BB GHATHGE), HRAHERY 2003 M), B8 HUT.

(16] Sidney A. Diamond, The Historical Development of Trademarks, 73 Trademark Reporter 222, 223 (1983).
{17) #7531 (16}, Diamond X, % 229 7T,

(18) A3l (11), Paster . #5556 AR,

(19] BREHKING: (FAEFRRR), GE=RERZ 1977 FH, $ 153 R,

(20) &2REBFEHIL: FRERE), PEARAEL R 2003 48R, % 10 7.

(21) @551 (8), RWAEHSB, H 218 A,

(22 &REG31 (7). NEHEHES, F 232 W,
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WAR B L R A

I TR LUK AE YRR . RIARET R MRS B SORTE R D BE R B AR BRI ThBE, 1T 59 1 B
THEENH A 3 J5 DI RE A RHAE

- BE, MR EIRHSNERELSIERIABAEZHCER S, 5K, KEEEIRF
WERHEAM B R R RS LR MR R T RS, AR SCE TR 5 b6 A E s T
BB mE R R ERENERE SR THSN, EEHNERBRESET DR FR, AR
REEBRILIE, HEHNRESFEERRRAE, BARMBEZME, mRMNHERE SR
REAFERE, IARERNFE. X, MEMRAEFE, EEMNEEFBRINERERER,
RIS AR AR AT N RS I B TR A AR 25, HAFRBERRIUT ICERIER
&, MPREAEEET A MR R RAH YA M EN R, KT EEE . X MERITLM
EHONRBERAME, FEHE AR ER . S, IR IME I ATE TR B Wk
W, MAETRIEBWLTT; XHWEKRETFARNOCE, EAIBRTH AR SNNE, &
BT B ARA S A RF M (uniqueness) FIER—HE (singularity); THIRBUAHCHE & EEAX
MRS E XM —,; BRRFARESEHTRY, N ENAPRERRTEIRTEA
T H S B A IR X BT e bR s iR e R (B HrERRR s | A E
BIAE B 2 B —HKAEREWAFAMA T AR “Odol”, REHEBESZINRET
WO X R A RIFHAAE N T, EEEEEAN, HAEHEERSRERMOZ, H#EmiA
LAV RE B b B B A A — P R S AR A R ST I R . AR A A ER AT X M R AR IR L 4R i vl
i, ERERA AW, B, #OH0EFE A BRIRIEZ R AR, (24)

PR B T AR AR SR E Z MNP R R, B REE S E G EREEE,
R R MR 2 C SR W IR B i brdric A S, R EKB CH AN E, ROTTLIEWME
B, [ RIEET AR R R RE M F S i ——R E R AT BE—R . A ANFS
EEY AN, AMAAVLEEHREXHRBENE, EEEAMEEYS, A RREEN
(source distinetiveness), ‘B EXHEBRRIEFREREEN; “AXEREEHS (differential dis-
tinctiveness), ‘B XRS5 A RTARA XA B2 . M54, RIRBEWEHR, mER
BEHEETHE, BIRERENSSH “HRICHE (sgn value)” BIE. 25 IHFS¥EXL L
IS RT A 53 b — A TE W T RIVRThRE R A SR 21K o

IR VR B FAR BOR AR S RETE T RIAR AT B e (G TRE, FROTRE AT LUE B8 18E BiAR L
RARY AR TETE

. BARRRAERFETEE—UEERE PO

MR E 40T, AT R EIEPIRM . ik (blurring) M5 (tarnishment) . (26) 2006 4F 10 A

(23) A8l (2], Schechter 3, %5 831 W1,

(24) A5l (2], Schechter 3¢, % 831 FLAT .

(25) Barton Becbe, The Semiotic Analysis of Trademark Law:, 51 UCLA Law Review 621, 621 —622 (2004).

(26) REFERIFHIELLITNBIFRS K. FORENEH SR ERBR R (RRRANERRENH),
GE%) 1997 EH T8 GOBANRES Tk GHE. REA. (BEEREHRKRLER), (EF) 198555
H9): HEOBREDMIRTIETS ( () M- Fi. CEEBEBRRIRIEN T %STR), ¥5F, KRER, O
ELIRIE) 1998 4E55 4 81 M. HAHE: (NEE Moseley REBIRRALMAEY, CRif=m) 2005 % 15): &
WEBIEN CHIREENT 5 SHREELT (BT, B, (BRRAEIREEEYT: EEE Victoria's Secret ®), (#
AU 2004 55281, BEINS, AU MR RRRE, rRFGH LA — TR
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6 B EEESEEWEIRIRIE EEE (Trademark Dilution Revision Act (TDRA)) . (27) 1998 4E 7
A 16 BEBOET 1999 4 1 A 1 HABMEER LS 14 £38 2 RZ (3) BERXMIE, REE
FX BRI B AT S8 BT ISHUT A B RF LR, Hit, WEWHE
EWHAE XS, FRAMEERENREREMF AT EXTHIRITH, AFEELHBELNS
Wo ARXFBELMIRITHASINER, FTEIRRIGINE PR AR, TXEEEWMRE L BE
A X —HE

FENTSHRAAT R AR 7 A B, MR ORI BYE B AHARA —, HIFHRET
B4R EH AR B AR SOR AL RE S 4R H ERE AR TR BRI E 15 TIRE, BAMBEIREEZ K
RE FRP BT S ERTREARA B, REREZ AR TIREERERBR IR PE
SC, BNGET RS RORACIR Y AR Rt 22 38 2 LA A 3 25 B i (R

(—) BIFRRIRACRI A B R B AW iR TRIR YR

Bt EORALRP BbR ) S BRI, X SRREAR, EERF AR EREDGE, R
He R AR R R BV A RIS RORAC IR AT IR B A, 2R R R LS = 1] o
MR REK — MRS RN RP A RFREERRE R, XETRESRERE, WA ERR
ML, —EMXFET, WRHEBENAFNORERULEEEAREAKR, WaEXR, #EXR
HFBEXER, RAENREE; WRFEHEREARBPARBRMEERAEMAER, RAENNRR
o XWF, ZBTLABE R RIARALA B SOR AR, 2 B TH B & AR R AL S — D A [ 9 R TR
BRRTE—E, HI5 7B ZE R EKER.

XHEBEE TR, WRiT A RERAETEAME . HAERMWERBURS 20, nRERK
R SE LRI TR SRR, REZ E, MEEGEHRBRIL. AL ERRR
(AL

S5EGRBRNAR, 2iEFRRAERBE RS HE WA, (28) BEP 1R BRI A
ALA . S8R, B oK, WRAITAESE BHFE THRENN R BoARmRET RIS
HE—AERE . ETEM . B RaSE RS NIRNAS, ERERERANET L. RFR
BAHAMBK AN, WA HRERK, EAEIENALIEE—T A e B2 E ™ macE ik
% ARIC . (290 SRCH A A0 AR R KRR B &, EftrABAXY RE
PRUT" SHE AN Se s RR A, B0 ZE— 2 &, TN BE RS 3 n TS BB T &
WHRREHP= G2 B AR A, REL” SMMERE A, BU B2, RSN, M0 TRE
B BEGERABRE, RIGTHEERRREA L RGEEE, W ERE R IF R EE
wEK AN OAE RET. E, EOWRIEHELR, RREWERERFAZRPHEE, ©
CRY AN S BB A 25 B SR T D BB

(27) EBIPEWRIRICERIERS . A0, BBRRAEF SRS RAT BERGSEA, HRZESRM RS
IREEEA R IE " ERWEE” (injury to business reputation) fLEETERF . Sce Robert C. Denicola, Some Thoughts on
the Dvnamics of Federa! Trademark Legislation and the Trademark Dilution Act of 1995, 59 Law and Contemporary Problems
75, 88-90 (1996). {HEBEIAY, BRFBRIRMEEMTITMTH. FlM, 7 Toys "R” Us, Inc. v. Akkaoui —FH, ¥
Bk A4 3 44 Fadulesrus. com BASHEBRAMRARRITY, BRTEEELART-ARFHAZNIRFNESR, BRK
IR LR MIFE . See Toys “R” Us, Inc. v. Akkaoui, 40 U. S. P. Q. 2d 1836 (1996), 2006 FRtFIRILBEERH
WHLE TIRICFISHERIT R, See 15U, S. C. A 1125 (),

[28) Moseley v. V Secret Catalogue. Inc., 537 U. S. 418, 430 (2003).

(29] Richard A. Posner, When Is Purody Fair Use?, 21 Journal of Legal Studies 67, 75 (1992).

{30) Maureen A. O'Rourke , Defining the Limits of Free — Riding in Cyberspace: Trademark Liability for Metatagging, 33
Gonzaga Law Review 277, 306 —307 (1998).

[31) Mark A. Lemley, Ihe Modern Lanham Act and the Death of Common Sense, 108 Yale Law Journal 1687, 1704 (1999).
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B, WirRRAEP P EE—MEE—REBSRAEMEHF, Exek, RU5RER
B, HBEREGRBAKERRAR, UAUNPHDREZ MGG LBIKR, MEEXRE,
B, MRHBERAACUMCSELRBLBFIRKRER, MRARRATAEA ., Bk, R
WRIRE, BRI, HRE - ERBENRESHIRBRAE R, BFERAERLNERLT, &
HBREAWERP, BORBEEREHRAN, AASXMEKAARNERE (confusion), Mif—FEIR
HFRYERAE (mental association ), (32)

IERRFEXMFE, BEAKRBENREWBIRNEFZ—, XN EMIRK AR
H¥ R, RERZEEENN, WRIITHEIER SRRSO L ERE; 3 BHESFIAN
PR T ot K AR R 2 B A FE S A B s R - AR AR T SE B G 56 R o 34) XA iR AR T
RPMRALHIBEE , B INERR IR Siitr S ERTIRZAMN IR TR R, MRHERE
SRR AE THRIAR, MIAARIMEZBRRAGEEMRR, BLERATRLARL
M, BEGEEE e WERY, fRciE R — P RIE—E L EARIN, NETHBRE NG
aRIE T REE , ERIANHE MR RIEE ZREEMAEXR. BIERETEMER, &
HREREE T TENRONEELRAFA . XB, WBH L, @mirrpEr ., mistss
HER, RmiZHRIE T

sesh, WRERBRE, RERZHFEHRAEN SEBERIFFIN —FMRETR, BE—F
HAR FRBIR. #EE, RIAMERKL (diluton), NRBM (infringement), iR HIEBIEN
IR B5) B4 TIREBENELT, FERBMEFHZIF (infringement claim), 77 B 4H%HK
AL 3R R ALUFL  (ditution claim) , (36) 4E LRI JFEERRE (V Secret Catalogue, Inc. v. Mose-
ley) ¥R AIESTRULRNL, MEREEE W EEMEMNFK ., AMEYHS FRAIRL
Fokfgeh TR, O Jik, MEMEREE L, BAREMAAME L, REBEAIRLEEARN,

(Z) Bt RRARY SRR I8

BB RA AR A A EARR BRI SORLIRYT, BRI KW, M, FIERf
ENEILpLNE

B, WAFARU. REREMERAA A REIRI 2 R ORI ATHE , (38) 1996 43 EHk
HRIbR IR AL (Federal Trademark Anti — Dilution Act ) HI¥FBidriR1LE LR “FEE. HIF5Mh 4
FART LB o BUIR &5 IR B BE I X BERE 7, TTTX RS 3t AR ETA A S AZ MR EFTER S E
#, BEEBFEREVR . ZEHAHE T "R X—EX, £E 2006 FitriRibiE
RS IS T RARR AL T B AR 2 R R R, B RIS IR AL B R AR R 5 5 0t
2 R AR LU 491 35 5t 4% RTAR 1) S 38 L AT VS i BR Ak 2 F T AR B R 5 5 Bt 4% A AR R T 40 25 5t

(32) ]. Thomas McCarthy, McCarthy on Trademarks and Unfair Competition . 4th ed., Thomson West, 2005, pp.24 —143.

(33) BF: (AT REMRY, (%) 1996 F5 9 #,

(34) PR (BRABIREPIRLTIRIRAD, (LUREE) 1997 58 5 4.

{35) Kathleen B. McCabe, Dilution — by — Blurring : A Theory Caught in the Shadow of Trademark Infringement, 68 Fordham
Law Review 1827, 1840 - 1841 (1999 —2000).

(36] See Joseph J. Galvano, There Is No Rational Basis for Keeping It a Secret Anymore: Why the FTDA ' S Actual Harm
Requirement Should Not Be Interpreted the Same Way for Dilution Caused by Blurring as It Is for Dilution Caused by Turnish-
ing, 31 Hofstra Law Review 1213, 1218 - 1220 (2002 —2003).

(37) XTI R BB R Be A Bl ik B & BIF M RIS, B W Trademark Law ~ Federal Trademark Dilution Act — Sixth
Circuit Holds That Plaintiffs Need Not Show Actual Harm to Prove Dilution — V Secret Catalogue, Inc. v. Moseley, 259
F.3d 464 (6th Cir. 2001), 115 Harvard Law Review 731 (2001 —2002).,

(38]) See Lynda]. Oswald, “Tarnishment” and “Blurring” under the Federal Trademark Dilution Act of 1995, 36 American
Busitiess Law Journal 255, 271 (1999).
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£ bR fEE, (39

B, FATRE. BEEBCPGERE 78 “HE . Bk AR RS AHEAM B E AR ie 5B
L.713 -5 &HE : “AEARLLR b BURS L IETE 2 B4 B bR A A5 B 5k 338 ) U 2 6
AN, BEANYEABRIIFE,” AP 2 REEHNE : Wi EINE HFRP Lk~
WERNAE 6 %42 2 BY ERHARR,” [40) Aty “FL4RR FHARANTE A5 & i
Pro RUBELRLT 199847 H 16 HEHUOGET 1999 1 A | HASWERBERRY, REES 14
FE2HZ (3) ME: “REFWHANFRE, M AZIEE = FEmVESY, EAHELIR R 5hE
AR5 &, SRR R R SR AR fIRE, JFHZRIESE A, AAFHF AT
BME T RN B EREFEE; BHE, XA REEEEENZAESE.” AT, EEE S,
BRI ER BB Pl b, REE N ER EEEERENEA AR BB iR
PO

REE LB B4 RARA BB BB SORIRY, REAR—1ZBAE, FRHMELA
TE, BRASEMT2BRIE, HRRAHERLY “FE", HARA L, XBEEAE—ATZ
WS R, BIRAR i TERIP BT S E AT LEE T, BRI BTERP BN HE
feohee, XHAEERRARNTAERA, MIREZHERANEY%S, WAz SRR
HFEE R E BRI SR IEE . &%, FirEREPNERHTE, AR T
BA—FUFERF], (4 BB R F E R RARAIRFR B TIEE, RNt R R 7
EWOHRXT FREMG SRR ERNR, AR RE#RFIInE. B2, MENRD
BB AR, FAREUABATFREREA TRRA SN R R &I EE T4
FRYEAT & T B AR R R TIRE, (92) B, BPREsiA TR HEERAN B EPHEEER
B GR LL AR ROAR RS AT BRI AR . BTE R R B RRBRIRThEE . & R E
AR G EE YR, (2, BSFIEEN . ERAERE AR, WintlRE R 2EM ., "/
PR BERR T R ARA A FIRT AR L B 2 A 2 55 A (omnibus) WAL 1430 2 % DUl
BB A g R, WRERIPEEFEANENEERAS, NEE -1 "BHFm. 7
BRI (radical property — right — in— gross) RIRACIEIEIR,, (4]

ZEBIBEAREER RO A f i R IR R R R A KT R AR A, 1996 45 3£ B B
FIAR R IR AL I AL E R It & AR A SR RORABAR Y, (HE, B e AE Rz At f
PIRET “RKTHMA" (niche fame) ARYE, INAREN F AR EFFHAlts, B2, R
ERE S RN SRR T GHEITEEBE, MELSHREZXRKTHEEARS RS
FE, WZERPRA AR IR . (45) (A3 E 2006 EERRIRILB ERERET “HRiigte”
W, FUE T RPRIR LI BRI S Y RIARAE S BTAR B A AR BT i 0 Bl 95 S IR A TEU T Ry 36 [
— PRI TR AP IZ AT, BAR RS g . (460 “— R B A" (general consuming public) 1
ZIAA]” (widely recognized) i “45kiipiha” MSrdERET “HH”, MLBCE R 7 EE¥

(39) 15U. S. C. A. 1125 () (2) (B) ().

(40) (HREHMGAFREM (WE)), HEFE, FRARL, HMRB M. CORSEROA) B3 %, PENEKEHIRE
2000 FFRR, %8 435 71,

{41]) See Hanover Star Milling Co. v. Metcalf, 240 U. S. 403, 413 (1916).

[42) See Wedgwood homes, Inc. v. Lund, 659 P.2d 377, 383 (Or. 1983).

(43) Playboy Enters. Inc. v. Netscape Communications Corp. , 52 U. S. P. Q. 2d 1162, 1170 (C. D. Cal. 1999).

{44) Ringling Bros. - Barnum & Bailey Combined Shows, Inc. v. Utah Division of Travel Development, 170 F. 3d 449, 459 (4th
Cir. 1999).

(45} Times Mirror Magazines, Inc. v. Las Vegas Sports News, L. L. C.. 212 F.3d 157, 164 (3d Cir. 2000).

(46) 15U. S. C. A. 1125 (¢) (2) (A).
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AR B R 3 R AR A

RARE R ERT S EERER R LM, i i B fibr k@ IR AL A Bl
MEF RN S ELTI8E, SO FEERTEE EER—E KLY

- EBFEAR, TR REEELBHRVEEN, 5B AAREZRIRARY; H
B, fERRAEREENABIRIC RSB M — N EEER, IR S AR P —1
HEWME R Hilt, welil, EMERRELAMEIMAE, AT HE5E 26 E A iR ERIRL
PRI R E L

FAL, A SINK R IR 5 Bbr B B RS A G . SRR e 32 0 R iR AL 3
WAk, REBANEDEERIRLRER (coined) . {TEM (arbitrary) WL A B8RS IR 1L
AP R ARD . XRE, B R PRI R AGR R I A A i b AR SR e 41 (47 B, EokEy iR
i, WHDEREP AL R B R R AR AT B ARTEE N, AeEE S R
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Abstract: The development of trademark’s advertising function is the basis of the trademark dilution
theory. Dilution differs from the traditional confusion infringement in that it does not lead to confusion of
goods source on the part of consumers, but whittle away the uniqueness of a mark or harm its reputation.
Therefore, those trademarks that have acquired considerable reputation deserve to be protected from dilu-
tion. However, trademark right is no more than a quasi — property right, overprotection will change its
nature and eventually hinder free competition. So the scope of anti — dilution should be limited.

Keywords: trademark dilution, origin function, advertising function

?@
;

TERERNERENERERE O Ty

(B 5 %R NAHMATIESE

(Bia 5 REBHAR¥EES. LB SR FREEMIED, BEIAF
MBS T, UEEAENEISRY. 25 FLUR, (BUASE/S) —HUNH 7.
“RE ASGEERFEROOCEART L P EY SOEREEOBRT WXCRE R ENSMEE . A
B AL R EAA S SRR TR, SRS RBUAE . IR H A Rk
JBIY, 4 LgHHER SR, (BUsESEE) WA TIM 2008 4 1 ARECHA Al 4
DA RS FIEE — B, B TA R ROMA T . A PR (Bus 5%
#) IE 16 JF, 160 51, B A 5 Hdip, &M 12 o; #REAS: 4 - 375; HIMLE:

LI S A Sy L WS By SV L P A A S P LIy S LV S I S A L VAL VA AT S U S Ay S S Py

WW;@W@C-N«@WWN/&WWWW

BM6622,
(BuR 5u:) wigH
200748 A8 H
)
wwmwwww—www'wwrnbv’»o’x——w;\zﬁ:m—m&vo»;

- 54 -



