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Bk BAEATE YRR Z IR R ZH . ME )& I8 2 F R W T, 16 2 AR IR

B, | HXA] E AR PR AL R AR A TIE Ll PR L KT BT R R R AU
Xt F TN 8 A B R O LA X LT 15 (comparative advertising) .

PO S ARG 2 — A bR 8 Y Y LB 5 RS B 4 T 2 H R RS S R, O

HE [F] 28 7 i B T 37 58 5 S 2 W] RE 4 T H A 52 4 2 DL SO B B R £ . AR, G A T R

EZN R ENSESAME, £EA 1971 FFEIR A 5 Z& 5t & (Federal Trade Commis-

ston, LR RIAR“FTC) AR 258 I IRl Fe )™ o Lok, ©2 0 — A TR0 0 25 HLRR il #5205 3%

* ARTRBUER¥FHIR,

C13 ZRSCRE ST 7 I 348 110 vk B B, G JC A ik 6 A ELoR 5 IR 45 — R A R e, 38938 1 7 IR 45

(21 FTCIAJN, FL9 HA B IR 0 ) 5 2 08 2 3 3 CE A5 8 0 ke L, T LA B il 7] 48T 2L 119
T 2 P sE e Ah 38 T LUAR S 7= o 1 ST R AL B A SR T R T 2 R TR Z W SR M BRI BT &b . 2 L FTC Trade
Rules and Guides, 16 Code Federal Regulation, 14.15(1979).
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P49 AR 5% 4% SO R Wt B 2% 80 0 [T ) S 325 45 WD 0 S B AN R AR T L ©8 0 MY L R 56 T
X HCR T A B O G 58 L IRRE TR, HAS o [ A5 R v R A T RS2 LU o C 40 R LA
7 A B S TR P 25 05 R A B O AT TR R L L X — [ T 58 R ) R R
JEHAHRE L.
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T3 FEB 7 (A 3 s 35 i i) g HL S SO0y« A R [R] 5™ il b R AR I — R B8R 55
LS 5 — A SRR T LU T 7 COOFTC 7E 1979 AR T He A 4 i BOR 75 B ) b 44
HY B RE LA+ RS T 3 it AT L L )R B M a4 R A i A AT SR A B R
AR A R AL DO IR BR B 2 06 TR § T & AL 4 148 4 ) CR FRGER 2 AL 3K
PR D) CTIHE 2 FR A 0 SCON AR W R BN TR 4 % T A S A B A A R BUIR
SR LS

FB R TR 0 — 5 R AR B IR 55 ) B R A AR ED S i B
e 55 S AR S L o 25 =7 7= i R AL A A A 1) B F 25 ™ i BEA T FERRPEAS I B 45 2R R R T
HB o BT S BT AR R A TR T B LR R TS TR SO
S50 4% I S2 B 0T LUK Lo BT A RO PR I T .

(CIEBEHMKR . EFERENERIRS

T e PR MR AR R o B 55 1) AR ST REROR AU R R I Z I AF TR S R R . BT LA
BB i AN 58 4 (FEDIRE L) A TR] B0 7 W S350 B 58 70 9 D e 2 AU B AT . iy il
M 55 2 5 B A AR AR L e 20T L) A5 AN N G A (9 00 5 350 BT B AT 13 5 8 Ll W R
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£33 See Jenna D. Beller, “The Law of Comparative Advertising in the United States and Around the
World: A Practical Guide for U.S. Lawyers and Their Clients”, International Lawyer, Vol. 29, No. 4, 1995,
pp. 925—936; Susanne Augenhofer, “Comparative Advertising in Europe: the Preliminary Ruling in PIPPIG
VS. Hartlauer and Open Questions After the 1997 Directive”, Tulane European and Civil Law Forum , Vol.
20, 2005, pp. 110—114.

(43 See Jenna D. Beller, ibid, at 936 —939.

(53 https://l.next.westlaw.com/Link/Document/Full Text?. & J5 Vi 0] H ¥]:2017 4£ 7 H 6 H .

(6] Federal Trade Commission of the United States, 1979 Statement of Policy Regarding Com para-
tive Advertising » footnote 1.

(73 EU Legislation: Directive 2006/114/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 12 De-
cember 2006 Concerning Misleading and Comparative Advertising, Celex No. 3061.0114.

(83 https://1. next. westlaw. com/Document/IB74F3658F7D14D2F9133561E39D439AE/ View/Full-
Text.html?, )5 Ui H 2017 427 A 6 H.
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B it IR 55 B A SR BRI L BE B B e Fr R RS W AFE M E R, 7E“De Landt-
sheer Emmanuel SA v. Comité Interprofessionnel du Vin de Champagn %7 09, NP iR 15
TR 2 R 7 A o) 3 0y R IR O )T vl P DR 0 ke AR T L bR A DA B Al AR A 4
TH 2 2 3 B 1 WY 5 g ot 6 12 1 A A B TR T R A DGR I ER G . 2007 48, WU 72 Bt 78 4]
e dg i

RERAFAELE T, LUK A b A48 45 oh B & SR &k H B, & Nz F X7 H

XS ETEA-—ERENTERE, AMHALEL R . THIREHFEIHR, UK

CMATREENEN B EEBRNREERT PRI X CRAEEHRH I RO T

HEMHEANT G LT H; S FRHEREH RN, AR A EZREN T &

- 103

PR e BB s BE AT LU HAT AR RE AY BN 77 s AT L2 2 0™ i i & (H 5K
2H A H R BN T BRI R AR BEOR . BT X B BT 2 R A AR AT 0 B, 35 R
BRI 3 BE 245 AT S . 76 Lidl Belgium GmbH And Co KG v. Etablissementen Franz Col-
ruyt NV 87 0D gt 5k 54 [ 2L Lidl F Colruyt by B % 44 FRAE L B 28 48 3 AR 06 5
2004 4F, Colruyt Z3 % MR A7) & 15, C20HG HARZ 7 il 1 B AR A% K F 5 A 52 5 % T (B2 45
&) HEAT T X L, IF A5 AR o] B4 3 Colruyt WA, #6543 2 m RIS " O 2518 . RO & B
N 845 3a 2555 1 3 (b) 0 rp 5 il 5 55 0 200 JE A ) 1) 5 SR Bk 1 [T RE B B A, I >
f R Sy, I ANER 1k 58 A VU X BT B B O BEAR T B i AR S EAT A LA, R T IR R AR A
) B T o Tl 2% SCRILE 8 RT LG A SR BT

T X B A it ARk R A AR I AR A T v i 0 55 B e L B
M= AR T E SR LV AR I R | 5 5 AR S A AE 7 A HRAE R
BB A R s HLAE 7 R 2 A AR IE 58 5, O8Il i Sk E LAk E L o —

(93 EU Case C—381/05: De Landtsheer Emmanuel SA v. Comité Interprofessionnel du Vin de
Cham pagne s Celex No.605C]J0381.

(103 Ibid.

(113 EU Case C—356/04: Lidl Belgium GmbH And Co KG v. Etablissementen Franz Colrytt NV,
Celex No. 604CJ0356.

(123 (RN e ZHAE (2003 48D, AR TE AT R IE (ColruyO 548 T — K. WAEEATH0F
M i A8 K TE RS 25— AR L, R 7R Colruyt 4E 3% 100 BRIT 9 Z4E RE W 17 4 366 ] 1129 BAIT, AR FE Colruyt
i He Al 88 2 77 3 () 4n Carrefour.Cora, Delhaize Z8) W% ;155 3208 293 30, MR FE Colruyt 1A & KIr
FIOF- A R s 4L & R (Aldi, Lidl, Makro) W ¥ . {5 97 TR 1T colruyt 5 H AR N 2003 4F A [F) 4 s i A2 14 %
e, RWIFER 22T A N L Colruyt 5 H AL MG M 46 283 — 2B MK 0 T BB 4k 22 0 OR A0 A% B IR AT LR T
HAWTGIE H % 18000 N #s . Mo FATEB AR T B A (2 8515 8, B 0 i SE A e . FRATTAE b ok L i R B¢
Wl T BT AR . BT BT X SN A R T S FRATT R AL S B AR 22 . RATH X AESS A C B s $E
BRI B E S BTG TTAE . HAE R TR AT I 2 T8 ) i AN RS IR R AR . 2004 AEFRATAN
LT X — R AE

(13) ZWERMHE BB &% ARNIE Y 5w F @B, http: //www. haokoo.com/job/4499592. html, %
JEViR AW 2017 28 H 7 H.,
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D] ™R A5 3 K A ARk 30 o L 7 o5 S AT 55 9 2 40 0 v 114 95 BT 3 0T M A8 S L O A LA I MR Ok Il
ROFWEMMEL ., BEREMHT WRBRN —FZRESKMD .. 50l 58 0 55
SO PR A R R R A RIS A T IR e AR L AR R 0 B R R A
H T4

(D)t AR . EES B

Py 5 R E B A B = b, DA K e Gt o R i IR 55 . R A A AR N DA
FRXE N CO B0 WA R AT ELAR SN . R MO A AR BB L P A e F RN
LR XTGBT, PR3O AN BRI A RS T & h i B 4, XA RTE
16 SR A I5F [B] 5% 3 A BE VR B EL B 2 1), T 5 AR AR W e T 4

FET &, B 5 A 2 kL IR S5 44 Bk DA EUR JBR A T A TE S R R b IR A5 AR
1 s FH SE A AR 25 5 UM LA ) 4 R TR = i /IR 55 S (R 3 . 72— DU KoBE 35 34 1 4 o, BT
“NZKER K S B AR T T R B SE A AR TR AR T 2 2T LS E R b
KU T HE T B O Z bR, HUE R T A AU Ak B KRR AL X T
B 3E 4 X 0 7 5 5 X BOUORE S T KR T RE R AT He A T A E B R T Al A
H R ERTEGX T BN G . X R R A A R B I A R WL S B 4y
E.

BIAE AN DL b 34 7 30 42 E s o 28 AR AT B 0 DB ) 4 Jr 4 1) 190 5 4 3 sl JHL ™ i %) D g ol ] 432
FeBH . BN, — YR AR R T 55 BRI IERE 0 5 L WG R SE G BT AR L (B e B—
T AT EINAE — S . FE LI A ERTE g Ol F RO G A OG0 AR RE K BOR A A
FEL L A7 R BB B A T . 7 AR R M IR BE 2000 4 7 H NP Y — A ZE AR R B
. C140 — G2 1B 77 O il 8 A B BT 77 i CrossAction B A4 “CrossAction, 5 4E ] 1 4% &
JEZF Kl AF LY o BB T G 2 B B 22 2R3 7 A i R A A 7 R U AN A R R T AT Y
W5 M AN IE Y585 i RIEBE B RAF IR F S S . Sl 2 — 2, ) & If R 5
R LR 0 B P i B 4B RS R A A

i 2 A AT T AR A A B R R R A HR e S L R
AP A £ S BT B IR 55 0 O N L BT R S OO TE S S 4 ) 5 2 SRR,
m, e G ER A O . AR AT RESE S A A S AN T A SRR e Al 7 5 O R B
U AHK R T B A AR, TS BRI, DUER M iR Tk G B DA X AR FR S R L T
e BRI S A ST 3 0 BB /N T 98 3 ek ) AR 20 4 R A T RT AR S S R Y S
Gt F . B 17 ZWMA TG 120 DL A4l Bk <4 SRR AR A, AR
T BE AR T AR FH At AR o o o S0 44 kR AR Al i T S A AR e B 5 %60, EEE 2000,
R TG ey, )4 rp e 1 4 R 2 ) R AT DAL AT R 2 il 5 5 A — 2B Al X 50 TR L ik

(143 OLG Hamburg, GRUR—RR 2001, 84 (89) — Handzahnbiirste.
(15 S0 T IREME ARG B 5 4 % T —— X B 4 v i ER A IR A, L B B2 55 92003 AR5 11 19, 56 42
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JEIEBEIAE E R T IR A i R E L, (160

535, fE“Castrol, Inc. v. Pennzoil Co.2” (7, EFE S =K M FiFEFEIN N, RE
A B 4 S5 G0k T A8 & S AL T I AR R POR B o 5 B AR TR AR e S T O B e
K& 5451 8RN R ) 4, 180

ANHE B A 3 SO P AR A 27 B RO S A X R 2 A AR S BT
ZEVZ R I AR BT 4, DTS T 2R PE S ik (Puffery) T 45 . DUER M 85 203K B wlt it A
g WK T 5 R R Cross Action AT AR 24 il 1 BE B2 4 L BRIJ5 7880 BAT JE AT e i BR IR
BRI ARl LB 4, 20

(BN EER - BERESXNFIETR

NECER T 5 1 78 SCR T ALFE WA 38 4 5 80 7 il / I 55 058 7T A4 8 e 85 4, TR 225K 5 38
G B BT /IS5 AT R LG . 1 O ¥ 7 Toshiba Europe v. Katun Germany GmbH
Z7 U g ,84/450 8455 2 A0 SUI“ LA 5 " o A LU I IR . e R A
fift s SORERE D 38 2 00 T 19 745 (il XX Al JR 7 2 ) o BOAORE £ 1 58 4 X 5= 44 Bk R 5 4 3
FRIEW & CA JE A+ XX A XD &80T DLy He e . SR i R B 1 N 7R A R
fift o SR SE PR b A EOR B LR A

TEFTR Z A J5 4 HOAS 23 28 48 [ 3 40 3 W) 7R WO AR 77 L B B 2 2 h A2 BN L RNIE A,
HEME YL ARG TIREZBHL., X aEEPLE S, GBS MHEH TiEn“ AR 2 13407
Z YRR B SRR IR OE BT SR DOMAR I BB P S S . TR
R B 7 R R R b R E OB O IR AR 2 U DAL [R) B S AT T A2 Rl
fn X R T A A R 75 i 2 ER AL

WEFmER

JEL 7 b B 77 i o CRL T 1T B XA 7 AR A | O R R R E A S BB G

U A D o B fi) O R L 7 i ) T BB T G T et S EDL R 5 O A — E 2 4R W]
JELAE 7 i 5 AR BN I B AR 2 SR BN S A e A2 o e P D A o S, B S R M
TARZEEHLEIR ECAF = dh R A8 A O Gl 7 AR ™ i BA R A D RE L Bl AN A A
T R B WA T s T B X A B S 0 G R G i AR D i R B 8

(161 Handzahnbiirste, a.a.0O.,S. 85.

(171 Castrol, Inc. v. Pennzoil Co. 987 F.2d 939 (3d Cir. 1993).

(18] Handzahnbiirste, a.a.0.,S. 89.

(19 S WK (FEE A IE Y524k 0150 A I R 2010 4F AR 55 198 1T,

(201 S UL EBEME, WHTHE (15,565 42— 43 1T,

(213 EU. Case C—112/99, Toshiba Europe v. Katun Germany GmbH, Celex No. 699CJ0112.
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FISZ EDHLIECE 7= b 20 R 48 BOR 27 B 2 5 AU I HA 22

TEBEN T Bk BRI A T T ™ bl 5 D 7 dl B AT R BORARAIE L T 2 8 C A RES
HERA U 55 2R 2 R S ML L 4 JC 1F 7= L BT R IR T OB i . AERX A ZAF Pk EUR
QRS RERR AR Z BT DLBEAT 48 S LB PR R AR I T RUR =R B B Sr ik A B
fifp R HL B S0 S5 A i W 5 4 0 7 R AR B A TR D s A T B 3R AS A O™ Al R Y
F R BUEAUTE VO LU S R I A T LB IR OO0 A AR AR 2 TR TR R AR A A0 L A
FORTE R A R B ERAGE4 x F iR A

32 FTC Sl o™ 5 B B 5 [ED0 B 9 52 W), B ORI 5 RO 45 [ O B LT
B KRR S TR B LA R A B R R LT

T BT R IE SR

P v e = Rl g oh o€ . ) 4 2 b B B SE Rt T O 2 L (280 b e E B A o
RATETRIMI A Z 0] T8 F2 09 H Ar 2 — i el 7 9% 38 T J8 5 0 S L5 ot 1) 5 =X 0V 28
LR SRR AR Y HO T R A T SR W A 2 [ Pl A xR O 25 T e 4 4 TR AY
Ao SR T FH DA A 7 5 1 2 O SR 2 R S T AR A O R A R DL R
BERATE, 2O SR R TFARE SR TS E BN RBA NEME., R
7 » 45 2 36 4 0o T 0l HLAT S5 17 37 S e M 07 A — ol B8 R b AT S SR A TR A 2R oA
iR A AT BEBE ST 4t T AR B bR R . BRI 9% 3 A EEORG B 15 200 T 3 vh R OG 7 A I RRAE
L Ab 3k S 25 ph o€ 22w, C25) B2 i O LA ) A 1) 4% Bl AL L T O 6 A = R e g R 25
N ) BT 2

(—)HMBARELZTSHBICERN

5 — M) A T B S R E 2 5E A 1 A R A (R TR — 28 (R Ry S T B SR R £7
CHESS B 77 ) I 22 55 ) 45246 W] — > sk 2 A BAR S 4 X0 T 19 3R 38 L 3 8 A F T4 x5 F

1997 4F R 3E i OC TR S M LB T 5 148 4 ) (97/55/EC) Z R B R A L P8 BE 2 4 4
T H A S A5 ST A R A E A A BT DL ST RS B TE 2 BE R
AW 25 REART 4 n A5 B PR AL T 3 5 G B A A G L L2600 ROxE LT T R
. B BALE AR 5 T B AR AR AL R R AL R R, DL R T AR B e 1] 4 R A7 B Y

€221 Ibid.

(231 See Theo Bodewig, “The Regulation of Comparative Advertising in the European Union”, Tulane
European and Civil Law Forum ,Vol. 9, 1994, p. 185.

(243 1Ibid, at 185—189.

(251 Theo Bodewig, supra note 23, p.185—189.

(260 Z WA BLIN - W3 LR A 4 10 T b v L o) B 3 s s AR = A ) 2016 4E 4 10 1,4 115 T,
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B, 2r

B FOEE T 4 ) BR AT DUBESG S AR R AU IE 5 P . R R AR IR AW A 0
TE HCB T ot v 3 B A 2 w7 el /R 55 o 23 i BT B IRV . 1994 AF Z AT [ A Fu i A
J R R A P v I Y R AR AR 1] T3 R bR B4 BT AN SRS A TR A %A 18] 1E
BN G, 280 A ALl T IR P i i A B R A A Ry i 44 R b B A T B 9%
Xof T ity B IR 55 A U O TR WA U 2 R AT A A T e 199 J 5 A Al A R LTI IR A A RS A
RN IE 2450 4 W I N M R s BT 2 R 5 GRIE) RN B T v i i 2 i dh 2
] ity 2S5 1 A2 o) s 0y 249 30D L AR A B i BT 9% 2 1R = 2 A O L I 58 4 X T A5 I
B HLR i A AP SE S BR )Y

CSUNTE=Rr ORISR E LR PN S Bow W UE N § iU PR S L W R (LW HE 25
BOH S E R B W R A RICAM AT R AR ALY 75 LR i BB AR AR S R S5V LI
75 4 B IR R B4y R BRI B IR A R R P R s R T BB A IE
A A B2 (8T At AR A st B A i BRI

S R HEAET 5 ) 7 5 AR A5 L AE e A 4 i AT B A BE 1 5 4 L B T 2 R A
R B T RE L BT N 45 R TR AT B . 8 T R LTS B 25 SRR TR T
B TR B X A o AT RE AR B ST R AT TR . BREECOOR TR S BT B4R 2 )t
XF BT E T AN AT R A A BE IR BB U 10 5 A A Y S R R 0 A
8 AR P20 T BT i A B IR R M A BN AN IE 25 5 A, DRI A% S ik R s AR L R
KXo He ™ A R B T O IE e Pk pURE R Z

(ZIREBHZESFSRAEEERN

T F A = A A AU 25 E AR T 58 R BB SR I HAROR B %E . AR B
prio e <O S e o R Ao A A LD I B il d A A S e R D A RN S (7 B T A=
gt o SO BRI LR s AR AR AE T ad e 1k F i 3E A R A T A MR R T 2 A A A
AL SR LB o 1 IR R PR O 5 ] 5 R A S A i L i F AR AR S A Hh S A AR e O

(273 See Cornish. W., Llewelyn. D., & Aplin, T.Ceds.). Intellectual Property: Patents, Copyright .
Trademarks and Allied Rights (8th ed), London: Sweet & Maxwell, 2013, p. 690.

(283 1Ibid, at 691.

(29) Z WA - FT - WELER (BRI E L5451 ), B, X 4k | R Bk % i,
AL 2015 4F i 55 78 —80 BT,

(303 fRHES SN E R L EZE®ZMAEH . See for example. Spectrum Sports. Inc. v. McQuil-
lan, 506 U.S. 447 (1993), F/R“R A — R3S L THE 092 AU F 4 58 o0 T 9 IR 12 L T2 40
F L G AR A URIL L X T 5E A ad B 22 45 T B R SE AR BN M S A B R R DA B SE AT R A JT 575 See Tn-
terface Group v. Mass. Port Auth., 816 F.2d 9, 10 (1st Cir. 1987), A k5% 4+ UK J& T 20ty T 9% & 19 46 ]
TR A A TE 5 25 1A R I ELIE 9% 25 78 X e 2 B0im 19 38 4 38 HEAT OR3P L o Al A 25, T HLX A B i i 7
HE A AR T 2l o LU R 1 B 4 0 3K R T 119 38 4 4 B8

(311 See Charlotte J. Romano, “Comparative Advertising in the United States and in France”, North-

western Jowrnal of International Law and Business. Vol. 25, No. 2, 2005, p. 373.
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PFARA B2 AT AR AT )T X R E T

— JBET 55 1 2 B W ) JAS R i ) A A% R B A AR R AR T P RR A R . 58D I
INZE R BB G BT 4R A A0SR S X A WA —E T BT 2T R IR K
Z 0P — A S G R R PR E o BRAR B0 A O S0 TR O S 98 A T X A
J o TR)ABUR X M7 2N ZEIH 2 8 A AR R A L HLTH 2% 3 2 76 T 4R 2 4 M TR T Jo AT 2 R
st W45 5 O 5T AL B ) BAS 22 ) 0 L7 SO TR R SR R LR i oA O 2 — Rl
I B R AR B AL 3 77 30 8 D T B S 1 T PR AR DL il A R A Ll e R BL T Ry A S T
(7 25 7 it 380 AR DL A 0000 JE R A 7T AR B3 9% 55 000 W 0 s, O DR IR 0 o 3 4

LA o Aiolb At AH T 3+ o3 IRAE B e 2B AE B B 2 (55 T BT R e B R S B R R Y
JUEEESL A BT R ST B R R R . TEIXRR SRR L LT A AT AR AR T 3 5 A
BE 42 O 9 E AR OE DA B0 Al BOAS SAR R DRI AR RS T[] 286 7 AR [ ) R AR 37 i A R
B AL A O A R R AT

X 52 4 0 T AT, o2 ) B PR A0S B —Fh 07 5. S8 R XL 5T A TR T A A
A G PN FTC B i B84 il 52 A9 it 22 —‘/254] L35 R IR LE A AT SR 5 gk ik
W A3 0 ) o O A BE R RE A Oy, E T 9 3 i 45 X 2 — Fh 5 KL ) i i R A R
SUE N

= MBI R S A

3

IR SR AL ST P IRGE R e MEA HOE R SR SCPRIE . SRS AR AR L AR AT A RO B

R
~

(321 FESEE . [ 584 (9 BRI 02 F O Rk A& &R 1 BE AR T 32 7, Restatement (Third) of Unfair
Competition § 1 (1995) 3 5 B¢ 488K [ 28 Wi vk 19 £ 28 H (1 2 18 42 9k B 1 58 4+ . See for example. Gordon v.
N.Y. Stock Exch., Inc., 422 U.S. 659 (1975), kA Jz 28 Wi 57 35 (% M — H AR 3k 2 O 477 38 4+ 5 Natrona Serv. ,
Inc. v. Cont’l Oil Co., 598 F.2d 1294 (10th Cir. 1979), & 7 JZ ZZ Wik /& T P47 5% 4 1 1 % 5 See J. Thomas
McCarthy, McCarthy on Trademarks and Unfair Competition(4th ed), West Group, 2003, § 1:1. 7EEH &
FRR Y A& 09 B dy S5 a] DUAE B AR O 1791 4 3 G 3k 4R B AR U, Ordonnance no. 86 — 1243 du ler
décembre 1986 relative a la liberté des prix et de la concurrence, art. 1, [ Decree No. 86—1243 of Dec. 1, 1986
Concerning Freedom of Prices and Competition ], (establishing the principle of competition) , Romano, supra
note 371. KRB vkt 5 5 4 JE DU kg R B ) 0b 25008 A Y L 45 » See for example Treaty Establishing the European
Community, Mar. 25, 1957, art. 4(1).

(33) See Andrew B. Whinston, Soon— Yong Choi, Dale O. Stahl, The Economics of Electronic Com-
merce, Macmillan Technical Publishing , 1997, p.256.“7H 2% & 8 R A" =4 T WA . 236 A UE =
i b BT A7 R T AL B A I IA) RS D 85 D DL R E R A

(34) McCarthy, supra note 32, § 2.5 (quoting F.T.C. Office of Policy Planning, “F.T.C. Policy Plan-
ning Issues Paper: Trademarks, Consumer Information and Barriers to Competition”, The Craswell Report »
1979, p.22.)

(35) See Federal Trade Commission, Comparative Advertising Policy Statement, 44 Federal Regulation,
47,328—47,329 (1979).
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SRR IR R b T A [ R R Y O L OF EA I AN 2 Tk A S S A DL B SRR 0 4
G BOH 36 [ 2 B0 B AR A E AN TE 25 LU 5 i AT 2SR AIE W B4 i PR i T SE PR R i
WICRRC HL A 5 48 2 )W N TE TR E 7586 o8 45 S 2 — Dy, % WL 5 3 o L IR 55 10 —
B A TR AT AL S DL K SR )RR AR B AN RS A OG0 H A (R RR S LA R
5 [ R0 R AR TA Ry o AT BRI 118 P9 25 T ARG 56 BICHIE 52, A R 2 W) BT LA

WRHECTE F AN IE 2 5 4 P 3 ) 5 = O S AR 22 461 1) e 3R A2 I 7 ) 26 43 4% ()
R (Talse advertising) iy H & 2 UF VA 1Y S5 0 Z00E I R 51 AN 24 (D B85 50 H 7™ i
ST AR T SR R R T 0 PRI 5 (2) X SRR 24 5T B IR AR K — ¥ 43 (significant
portion) ¥ TE T 2% 3 5 ©370(3) J0 B 2 S BTk A o B 3K Fofr S0 Bk P 6B 52 1) 9 9% 5 9 I ) R 5 ()
BB S A A MR 5 ) 5 (5) J5 45 O 4 BOf AT BE R B 5 47 o 8 2 003 L A B B R B RS
A, U8 RO TE Y 50 4 vk JE R Ay, 78 4 B vT BE BT S 1 9% B2 A o AR KB, a0 R A
PN AE 3 X B 3 B 1 T 2 7 R 5 0 T 2 19 08 AR A8 L DL SCGE TN 93 A LB B RO X AT
g NFNHATH 2% 5 38 A8 T o T AN S S 53 A 8 3 B #4990 21 5 1 26 X B B A b . 89 B
e B A IE B E AR AR ST i 2 B RE S RV R B, — s e s 2 el
TIRVE R B, BURVE 7 2 a2 R 2

(—)EBRBIRSHEARNHE

IR R AR A R A P R A AR IR 55 L T L 8 )T 45 (False Comparative
Advertising) "I K AR5 RE BT 9 R Al B SORRL ] DRI A 10 R AR BG4 1 R Al I, T
I = AN 56 A ME 5 A < 0 B 5 0 JH = o X 48 7= o 1) AR 3 2R 0 A 8 i S N L 2 At A
R BZBRA O 2880 n] RE AR K — 0 3 V8 121 2 & 7480 T ) T s I 32 B

BB R AR 4R (false representation) I8 XK “ X P2 5 B9 5 B V1R S Bk 358 4 £ 50 7Y
W3R B R BB 8 TF i A 1y g 50,7 OV B a4t AN 7 DX 430 15 it 45 7 i SRk 4 7 o Y
BRI o CHO AT ] 7 it 21 AT R AR I S 110 235 RIS I < U i R T 2 IR VA . L1236 R B
B BRI 43 R Bl 2 2R SEFRIA (literally false) FlAS AR 2R SE(H &5 1% 500 9% & ol v v 9% 3 1R VB
B RIR . FE BRI E IR FH 9 26 vk < Ja T 2 S R AR DU 4 o T 9% 3 AT R E AR L I 0 U S

(36 Louis Altman, Malla Pollack(eds.) , Callmann on Unfair Com petition , Trademarks and Monopo-
lies, Thomson— Reuters, 1982 Revised edition and 1989 Supplement, § 11.04.

(37 Restatement (Third) of Unfair Competition § 2 (1995).

(38) See James E. Clevenger, “False Advertising Under Lanham Act § 43(a)(1)(B)”, 44 American
Jurisprudence Proof of Facts 3d 1(originally published in 1997, updated in June 2016).

(39) Restatement (Third) of Unfair Competition § 1 (1995).

(401  Alfred Dunhill Limited v. Interstate Cigar Co., Inc., 364 F. Supp. 366, 372 (S.D.N.Y.1973); Skil
Corp. v. Rockwell Int’1 Corp., 375 F. Supp. 777, 783 (N.D. Ill. 1974).

(411 See Skil, ibid, at 782.

(42)  See Paul E. Pompeo, “To Tell the Truth: Comparative Advertising and Lanham Act Section 43
(a)”, Catholic University Law Review, Vol. 36, No. 2, 1987, p. 565.
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2 B G 5 Ja TN e LR IR L IR LAY 2% 8 B LR A S5k FIW R B iR I 2, L)

TE“BASF Corp. v. Old World Trading Co &7 U | JE 45 5y 5 YE i I T ¥ E H o 3e
GRS T WO AR TR AR LB AR AT S R BT RS o T AR R R A B AR S B
3G 7 2 15 A R U 1 FE SR AR AT SRR . b DX B DA A B T A 5 A B R S
WRik . Bk BEAE ot ik B 2R S BRI 1GR9 2 75 58 40 AR AR AS ] 22 4 v R AR 19 S ) 175 O ok
SE o AR B ) W R B S i A B A S B A i A R I AT DL S ik B IR
L] A B AN BEIE A R 34 O 58 B UE B AT 75 0] Jir A0 0 04 AR I Y IR AR R R A TR AR L TR
T 7E— Y LU 5 s HBE 4 32 TE W BRI 8 A 0 1 TE A0 o 460 SCIE B 7 90 ¢ ) sl T 37 9 A
TR IR Rl S 2 B A AR M R 3, R A B d5k = AT BF 58 TE 40 . ) 45 P 28t 0T e 2 L
SR, U IR A X N BRIES FTC AR, FTC KR, 4 XFaEAL 77 25, HE RN E T & N
BB P HUE A R T Hik f FTC %, 8

PRIk B A R SAAB BRI ANTE L AT5 vl RE & iCTH 2% & TR VA RS R IR, RSNy ) 4 R R IR T
EFHTE N F, 7FE 2 1 “Charles of the Ritz Group v. Quality King Distributors, Inc.
Z27 LA ) 2y M DXk B A E B R AR LR 28 AN Omni 4 5 Opium R I AH
7], XoF B 45 A0 A 17 s A A 1k A AR Ok £ AT AR SR AR B R Opium, AR 81 23 5 3 Omni” 1Y & 1%
T, D500 S ) ik et 22 A 1 A T B 2 I H b T O B 1T R A IR R R OR TR B He T
o OV G AR TS BORCE N SE A6 TR AR A0 R 1 3R BT VR R L WA R 4 B 1 L
TRYE PR FE P B b [B) 5T A9 versus AN 2 DA A5 2% 35 IX 4 ELAR RS & ok B 7 & v i 6 —

(431 Clevenger, supra note 38.

(443 BASF Corp. v. Old World Trading Co. 41 F.3d 1081 (7th Cir. 1994).

€453 Ibid, at 1091.

(461 BASF, supra note 44, p.1091.

(473 Procter & Gamble Co. v. Chesebrough—Pond’s, 747 F.2d 114, 224 U.S.P.Q. 344 (2d Cir. 1984).

(48) Federal Trade Commission, supra note 35.3& {1 F- R B TA XS F 51 | 4 46 1E 1 A R kit —
HAT R ANFRIRYAGLEAL ) & Z 00, 60 ) & BRI A & R0 Ml oo FTC 5838, £F Jy i IR 2L, 2
1% )4 Z s A B A R iR T FTC 58 5 08 L B UF  Scott Bass, “Prescription Drug Ad-
vertising Under the Lanham Act”, Trademark Reporter, Vol. 83, No. 4, 1993, pp.521, 531, F= F W &5 2R
& GUUE W B A SF FTC B FDA W2 B8 BR AE 5 107 H. , 36 00 Z00E WY, AR 38 5 38 T =2 o vk 2R 1R i
ARG NIRRT

(491 Charles of the Ritz Group v. Quality King Distributors. Inc. 636 F. Supp. 433 (S.D.N.Y. 1986).

(501 Tbid, woZUHE 24 0 DA S 4= A0 B AR AS N o 5 B 0 1] T A O AR AL X “ like/ love™ A 3 B4 A 1 W 36 fin 1
TIRE WA fE; Bausch & Lomb, Inc. v. Nevitt Sales Corp., 810 F. Supp. 466, 477 (W.D.N.Y. 1993), #ii & 2%
LA Wl SR AR B R Ray— Ban, #R 5<% | Rayex” BIAR1E » T 25 Be TA R 53X BE £ i 5 9 5 %oF Bt 45 Rl
FRERALREE . SR SN AEAE IR VE PI RR Pk e, 125 B OF AN 2K 1R 4 “like/love” ™ 45

(513 See Louis Altman, Rudolf Callmann, 4 Callmann on Unfair Com petition , Trademarks and Mo-
nopolies, Callaghan, 4th edition. Thomson— Reuters, 1998, § 22.28.
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J5, ©52)

Wi B A B A a5 L (E DY 2 R ] BB ik CTH B o R T 1 SR B R A A - it T o EAE R
(material omission) fl>f: HAH (half — truths) . #2F B 248 , 76 MRk B S0 i, X6 33 g R i
BPGE SCHEAE ARG B R “BARM#&7F BARE E], 76 “ American Brands, Inc. v. R. J.
Reynolds Tobacco Co. 4™ (590, A s 7= B 325K 4 W FF 45 - J A1 75 A8 o 0 7 9
T A E BN FE WA IR A PR S T R EA R BABRR A B
FSCEAR L E B R R B GR 0 (F BRI T 38 E R S ) e A kR SRR H
S I A B BT A R AR T AR R el T R 22O 22 M L 2 TR I 22 AR /N 0 W A T
J Y A B we W AR /), 4 T L[] B )6 1 — gk e Ak WA o, 5 H A AR LG Old Gold it
FWESAHE Wl T NAE . S8 0 T 22 510k AR 2 1 52 el A K, H ) 455298 Old Gold J2
el T AR E i R DA ORI 2O G EA R . XRE TR EAM,

(Z) # & = B R iR X R & 15 B 15 A9 BA

WRIEC S AN IE 258 G ik 3R ) 72 UE IR 5 1 R B 5 7T A8 3 80 It 4 7 b 4 5 B, T SEEEIE
B 1 B3k A2 DA 2 (materiality) DLECGE W 11 2% & 09 W0 9 P 5 Uk 28 UE WY A 76 38 1l 4
TG HAT RE M L Xk A2 LALEAT R AR FAE IR ST AN R AIE B i Sk R T
w7 R 1 IE B B Ak B2 AT Rk — o £ 3 Ui . ©%) #E“Johnson & Johnson v. Carter —
Wallace, Inc. 587 060 gl it BRI L 70 JEEA G B 6 7™ b NATR POl A 22 LI 5 3ih (Baby
oil) , FF7E 7 ity A 2B R P ML T 48 o A ol i Rl a2 2 A 7 O B iR A R L JER I A0 I A
P “NAIR & A 2L kim” 2 B AR FRik . H AL R R 5 1ETH 983 77 4 NAIR R SR AL &
MRS IR BN SR ARG AR Rt . IRWI R W SR 0 AR PR IR 8 T 3F Lh A vk ) 4 BRad , Bk Be 20 i
TRXREIE T B9 I 2 IR S5

B BEdR A2 TF T 37 b AR EUE B A SR R ) BRI A2 T 15 R T W 3K
FOTH % s DAt Ak A SR G T it 5 COTILR SR A 4 R 10 It 45 A T 5 Ik W 45 3 B R AR 2K
s TR AR R ) T AR ] E D AL T 35 S AR i = TR AT S I R E I L R R AR A F] A
Sk FUBLUE BB 7 b 6 AR DG T 3 b R B A DL S T A AR e T DA A A AR B E T B
P YA R AR CO8) R, s IX 12 B DA A S 2 0 SR WY g A X O - S L E R

(521 See Oral—B Labs., Inc. v. Mi— Lor Corp., 810 F.2d 20, 22 (2d Cir. 1987), cited in Louis Alt-
man., ibid.

(53] American Brands, Inc. v. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., 413 F. Supp. 1352 (S.D.N.Y. 1976).

(541 SCEEERIF SN - I IR 45 10 0T WA 2 2 A4 T8 B o B g A0 AT AS 4 5 2 Sy R R A A 2 im 3 5 1 0
T RIERZEARZ,

(553 Restatement (Third) of Unfair Competition § 2 (1995).

(561 Johnson & Johnson v. Carter— Wallace, Inc., 631 F.2d 186 (2d Cir.1980).

(571 See ibid, at 189.

(581 See Johnson & Johnson supra note 56, p.186.
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IR REIE B R A 45 LUE AR J7 203 nOH RS B 41 2k 0 ©99) Rk Beh g B A 43 2% (a) 3
TG BB 4 2 WY L 1l X3 B 1) A R 2 45 Tt fn 1 ek I S5 b DXV B 2 B R a4
P 22 2B A5 2R PR 2R G FR A0 TR 4R T i A SR D IR B LR Al 2 4 Ok 10 5 B AT RE
P 5 COOVTE B B AR S B BT O S PR i BT R A A B R L T AN B R R A 8
FEAZUE BT 5 T4 S PR 3t 0B 401 2% ARG o 610 b e i TA 451 AR PRR O &R 19 AT g
ANBEHERE , 7 ZAUEHE R UE W] . ©620 5 AR 20w TR A S B AN B A P O H L (R DAE B LY
A7 ] REE, (68

1£“Porous Media Corp. v. Pall Corp &7 (640, Jg4h 54 45 5 50 Tk o yE 48 19 52 4 X T,
Bl AR TR R 4081 1 o 5 D MR HE A P T i S A S U R AT LA IR S i
PEACURVS o b DR BE s % o ALV Hh 0 PRS2 « (1) i T 1 0 R 4 o A7 A JRVE 5 €650 (2)
e R A HE . P HE S5 AT Z A 7R 2R G &, 0660 M IX vk e SCHF 1 45 i BT
VRVRTE K, IR S XS AR L) 5 37 150 T3 B B E G £% . B4 Bk S A
AAE Y 1 T R AR AEIE 5 HoAR BE 19 46 1 8 Harper House, Inc. v. Thomas Nelson, Inc.
2 WTCLLUT 1 Fr “ Harper House Z27), B Jy #F #IL1Z 22 (1 ¥ Bt % K IE W] 55 58 09 1 3 A0 A 2R
K&,

“Harper House BUHAREWAEZ AT W ETEIFIEER LTS A — B ER
I B A CE B ROGREAT A . 68 IE AR R IR (Goodwin) ¥R B TR 1, B A AN E
A AR Al R 7 ot T AR A A 3R ™ I AN RE O 1 SRR I A R SR 42 52 AT 4 B R 4 F
g A A5 T RE H R R TR ) T 37 50 4 M WOR A 2 W —— 0 F W 2 . R, FE AR 3
R 5 By 200 b s e IR B 5 A PR O &R . SR/ ] B R B AR A Y FEAR 22 A 1
PR R AE A RT 1 28 18 vh g B e I, AT L2 BRG] Rk B AE 1988 4 “ McNeil-
ab, Inc. v. American Home Products Corp.%&” 691 rf gl J1) Xk H& 53¢ i Fh A [R) 1% TE Bir 2k FH B4 A

(591 See Johnson & Johnson supra note 56, p.189.

(60) See Johnson & Johnson supra note 56, p.190.

(617 See Johnson & Johnson supra note 56, p.190.

1623 Coca— Cola Co. v. Tropicana Prods., Inc., 690 F.2d at 316(2d Cir.1982); Vidal Sassoon, Inc. v.
Bristol— Myers Co., 661 F.2d 272 (2d Cir.1981).

(63) Johnson & Johnson, supra note 56, p.190.

(641 Porous Media Corp. v. Pall Corp., 186 F.3d 1077 (8th Cir. 1999).

0650 FIREEBCIAN B~ EE C AT £ BN , U - Haul Intl., Inc. v. Jartran, Inc., 793 F.2d
1034, 1041 (9th Cir.1986) (Jartran 1D ; Harper House, Inc. v. Thomas Nelson, Inc., 889 F.2d 197, 209 (9th
Cir.1989) ; Resource Developers, Inc. v. Statue of Liberty - Ellis Island, 926 F.2d 134, 140 (2d Cir.1991).

(66) Porous Media, supra note 64, pp.1329, 1333.

(673 Harper House, supra note 65, p.200, 58 B S RET 5P EIME KA Time Maker 1 7=
At M2 )5 & Time Maker 1177 i (WE Z B AR Z AR . B8 B SR T R BT A IR IE 4 7 30 FE L4 .
R B A g TS SR R A A R B 5 AT Ot U R L DA 2 TE A A BT

(68) Porous Media, supra note 64, pp.1329, 1334.

(691 McNeilab, Inc. v. American Home Products Corp.. 848 F.2d.34 (2d Cir.1988).
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e RSB 4 R R B e iR 5 o gl P 4 S 2 J30AS ] Rk A9 400 3 L 17 24 0 A 4, C70)

(Z)XEMNZAESKERBNEREEZ K

5 [ 356 S i ey e TE L 2R 0 ik Sy DR 5 SR AR X R R AR S R, (T FTC A
W4 S, 2R Bk SR WY S 0y X e B HEAT T OR] G BB AR Y S K, S BB DR M LUK
B 7 TR R . SRS KA DA R 12 iz HUBORT L G780 T R R AR T B SO AT IE
WY, CTORRIR A FUME L O R E RS E . 0 R F IR 2R IA R S B R
WK R R AE A 58 A HL 2 SR B A Ok 7 A R L R N RN 2 TE SR
FE 532 XA VR B ARART BRI 7 CTO R R AR B 2 A R BEME A RE RCR B R 2 B SR
B3 SE L X PR IAR L C 2 9K R SE 77, 0780 FTC 2R A T 28005 M ok AL X Fh R iR 19 & ik
BL9)

“Pizza Hut, Inc. v. Papa John’s International, Inc.%” SOVE M b8 W T 35 E BB A
AR IY SR S IIEIE . 2R R 59 B B 9T B . 1995 4R, iR A
N B AL T TR Oy A Y JEORE S AF B B O RN BRI R AR . 1997 4E 5 AL R TF
TR AR A% L % 02 e U 1 5 I [T ERE 45 4 o T BT X IS B AL ERA TS R H RS R R A2
— #5223 K Je (Frank Carney) (20 28 80 4 A0 & HF Il &5, J5 R d5e 3 W8 45 118 DC 5% 11 Ik, A
PG BRIV 208 N R W . EX ) 5 RO Bl IO B R A S T B R B
BT 11.7% b5 0T B T 820, BE G 5 5 B XUy B 5% 0K AT B R )
R T H H B E SRR TR,

J5 R TEW BT A A 22 LU BT T T Y JEORE AT A B B AR 1
A 55 T oty R TR OO0 A Y b A R I R BETA Ry T A SRR AT B R B AR U
JECE TR A DR, T R AN G U 0 S SRR R AU < T 4 — 1], AR XER AR
BNAEART 7= 5 BT AR 7 it A AT AT SR SR o 1 BE A A o 78 35 il 0 T A 00 A 1 L s e B

€701 Ibid.

(713 United States v. New South Farm & Home Co., 241 U.S. 64, 71 (1916).

(723 In re Better Living, Inc., 54 F.T.C. 648, 653 (1957), aff’d, 259 F.2d 271 (3d Cir. 1958).

€733 U.S. Healthcare, Inc. v. Blue Cross of Greater Philadelphia., 898 F.2d at 926; Smith — Victor
Corp. v. Sylvania Elec. Prod., Inc., 242 F. Supp. 302, 308 (N.D. Ill. 1965).

(74 Clorox Co. Puerto Rico v. Procter & Gamble Commercial Co., 228 F.3d 24, 39 (1st Cir. 2000).

(753 Omega Eng’g, Inc. v. Eastman Kodak Co., 30 F. Supp. 2d 226, 259 (D. Conn. 1998).

(761 U.S. Healthcare, supra note 73, p.922; United States v. An Article... Consisting of 216 Individual-
ly Cartoned Bottles, 409 F.2d 734, 741 (2d Cir. 1969).

(773 Terhune v. Coker, 107 Ga. 352, 354, 33 S.E. 394, 394—395 (1899).

(783 G. Rosden, P. Rosden, 2 The Law Of Advertising » Newark, NJ: Lexis— Nexis, 1989 Revised E-
dition, § 13.05[3], at 13—62.1—.2, § 10.06[2][b], at 10—30.

(79 FTC 7E-& #8546 HL 2 A5 FL10 SE At Sy S48 58 B WO 1 2 (BT A7 78  JUHCJ2 B0 W s T 4 = 952
(A 2 TR T 2 A B0 O 5 KL T AN J& 1k 2% % 2 WM. P. Ward, Federal Trade Commission: Law,
Practice and Procedure , Law Journal Press, 1990, § 6.03[4], at 6—11.

(803 Pizza Hut, Inc. v. Papa John’s International, Inc. 227 F.3d 489 (5th Cir. 2000).
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P b B AL 1 W A5 B RO HEIN 704 3 SC. 1kTH B 2 Ay L% S8 4 i Dt DR 2 PR A A 10
TS TR 3 1 5 22, A — Al L 9 E AR AR ) T S R . T R R IE ] i AR
TEOOE T 9% 2 N WA B T e O R S AR Y kK

A B R RS k) A AR B AR IR . — T T O W AR T N S AR B B R
W5 —J7 ) B S ARG B AT BB I AR B AR DS HURE L L B8 B R AR A
—FE R e e — AR A L AR R ] RAT R 2 TR, AR SO E A
B OB REAT RCUL IR B M S, A e e BT s T N A R TR BRI 2 D
Je T e HOARERE 19 .7 C2IE 24 % Robert A 000G F1 FTC Ji5 2k &1 % 48 51T VF 09 ff B¢ < BR
AE 7 A v R L ST RN S AT BB BRAET i A SRR IR B AR T
] 3 % LR A 2 MBI Y o 830 3L A I L S BE K TR Bk TE A 0 T B BRA A5 R T
SIRE A A BT

S RABWS KA A K (negative puffery) PR, F S04 K ply #82 BUR % K26
B TS RO AR AR A58 P X P T2 REE . A2FH AN HR S R7ER THARN
TB P BOR—"WURARA DA A B G35 foe b AT 280 0 Ut 7 5 AR 5 AT L, 2 AR 23 A L
XFREIE RS K, (81 IRIR I (WollD) 282 76 1938 AF LS B, 55 48 [ 3k B X 1 # 2 i i 4
FHEE L B SGk B 45 W] A 2 RO A B L VI Bl il W R 2 (5 S 5k (H 2 A0S AT A 48 AT g
P T e A 8 M2 A b N BHE R ) A 28T 52 52 00 7 5 4 F T TG 0 22 ALK Fof 4 4 3 R, I SR 2%
AN AE RS 3K A WL 0k Ul R 38 4, X B R AN B A A2 TR L (89

SR, W AT 2L T R SR A AL & X P 5T 48 B 1 1 2 UL 2, B S S B ok
AR AR R SR VAR AT 2 2 B A Rk . ek L 7 XU T A Y B R 3R et
AN HOAES TR UK VR R DG P L DR PE 7 SR T R R AN AR VY (860 3R (R B L R A
MR TR B LS — RS T LIRS IS = T LU X e A O 2 D R A

(811 See Paul T. Haydena, “A Goodly Apple Rotten at the Heart: Commercial Disparagement in Com-
parative Advertising as Common — law Tortious Unfair Competition”, lowa Law Review, Vol. 76, No. 1,
1990, p.87.

(821 Pridgen, Preston, “Enhancing the Flow of Information in the Marketplace: From Caveat Emptor to
Virginia Pharmacy and Beyond at the Federal Trade Commission”, Georgia Law Review ., Vol. 14, 1980, p.
679.

(831 Remarks of Robert Reich, Director, FTC Office of Policy Planning, before the National Conference
on the First Amendment and the Corporation (March 16, 1979), reprinted in FTC Trade Regulation: Advertis-
ing, Rulemaking. and New Consumer Protection, 1979, pp. 39, 50—51.

(84) See Haydena, supra note 81, p.88.

(851 H I\ WM ZI EWPIRB X 24T B i i, IFE— A M1 R . Wolff, “Unfair Competition
by Truthful Disparagement”, Yale Law Journal, Vol. 47, No. 8, 1938, pp.1334—1335, HE MWW AARSESH
JE BAN T 24 8 3 SR T DA A A ARG O A S HL AT Y R T

(861 Paul— Philippe Massoni, “Publicité comparative”, 5 Juris— classeur Contrats— Distribution, fasci-

cule 4140, p. 28 (1994).
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MAE R BRI . BIE A DL 9% 25 D0 B, 78 25 1 J2 R fu i 19 s (X Fhoxt be 7 56 [ 2 &
Y PR Sy sk 2645 B AT DAAS 378 2 2 D B kT L X 8K, 0 20 [ 9 9% 5 3R W L BT L A N A A R
M A

W S o 52 2 WM R 3R S [R] R AR B T P AP O R BT 2% 3 A . G SR T T Bk
TH e F AR E: & B 1H H A % 25, A 2 A IR SE BRI 19 2 2 /9, 35 00 AY Bk ik 2 |5
B o B870 AH B o ¥ R BT B 52 B 114 19 9% 5 Fn 11 < B 52 B 1 S RN Y HL 28 0O TR B N, (88D
125 1 Bt © 2 0 DA S VR B G [ FH e S 7T BB 1T 2 R R R LU BT A N . — 2k
TR KT 45 1k B A0 9 3 3 O R A8 228 51 B9 “bon pere de famille”, RFE AT & i
RIS TSR T R R S T A U Y T 2 bR AR S S I 9 k) A
R AR RN, C89) 5BV TN 2% 35 A L . 5 52 B i T 2% 5 O 48 IR L8 By 52 5 e Y L T
B TCHER S0 R S R A AR TR AN B SE 1 B2 JC AR 1 . ZE ) 2 T, A
RAZE W G A AR AR 5 . /5 2 A0 R AT A RBOR B iz i Rk, IR R
REPUNAA B BRI )4

HES] [ H 5 45 4 v T 0% R A A H bRk A 4R 56 [ Y R O 2% o pn o A 1R
Mo &R R TEAR 58 i 30 F T oA 4 () I s O T 9% o AR 4515 B R X kA7 B K
PR, BB ET b Rk B B B A R T R AT S B Y 2 AR U S T B R R R
2 T R UM B T TR T S Al 2 AP A, — S AT S AR IR
WS, TR PR LA IE i A 1 HE BRI T 2% o R A i) 15 O 23 BE oA 7 £00)

5 Z M Ty 32 5 0 B bR U B ) b R R L AT 1 % M R Bk R
HRENELEENG ., B T RS S 5 E 2 E R & B i — R DB R A
WA R AR e [IR AT T breee e PR BT A E AR T . X R
TARSF S BE 0 SR 23 BH 1k I 2 A 107 45 R 2 #5145 2 1A% 4%

(871 ALZHAR Y by 52 B 11K B8 4 J2 5 JLIH 2% 4 W0 bR E Z T B9 bR iE . Florence Mfg. Co. v. J.C. Dowd
& Co..» 178 F. 73, 75 (2d Cir. 1910) I\ Ak H2 A PR 47 JE 00 AN I8 5 DL K B 52 38 19 N o A AT 7E T 9 i
AR EAETR A3 B M A GE A W0 AT A B G2 4 HS BT s Doe v. Boys Clubs, Inc., 907 S.W.2d 472, 479 — 80
(Tex. 1995) MK HE 48 5 5% B )N MR VE 57 5 vk An 2R BEAT 2 B IO JE 80 W AN B 25 1 5 32 B =22 N 3% AT S i 2 1 AR
1 5 “ B4 2% % " BRHEAE Cliffdale Assocs, 103 F.T.C. 110 (1984) 5 Hr o — Wl F L IAAE T 45 B BT AR 1 51 36 %
FE2 BN B A OB BRI R R LAY

(881  7E-A HILIH 9% 5 ) b v 2 1 o 5 140 461 1 Dk S 3 35 S ) 32 9 10 T 20 A 5 Tk 60 30 6] vl ol P 3
I P EE AR, CA Paris, Sept. 27, 1993, D. 1994 somm.77, note M. — L. Izorche. (quoting Romano,
supra note 31, citation 130) , &t XJ AN [F] B 52 B 180 A 00 75 A 7= 0 . LAY 2% 350 09 3 v 8 0 v e ik & B0 22 1)
I LA AT RE S AR TR .

(891 See Ulf Doepner, Frank— Erich Hufnagel, “Towards a European Consumer Protection? Protection
Against Misleading Advertising in Europe”, Trademark Reporter, Vol. 88, No. 2, 1998, p.192.

0901 August Storck K.G. v. Nabisco, Inc., 59 F.3d 616, 618 (7th Cir. 1995); Doepner. supra note 89,
p.186. A0S ™07 14 )7 Ak B A (1 T LE A T RE /N A T 2 A IR (BN R 2 AT F R LAY B T 3508 W R O 1R
KR 2 0 55 00T 2 AR
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DU, A R AR

Al B B R AR A R bR U A A A T T AR W SE X T iR AR
IR 2 o TR 8 W07 125 R A T v B S S P T B RS SR bR . B e R T
T RIR R R SE I AT B A E LR SR Y . FE LT BB 1 R AR A I S8
o DL A B A Sy ek

(—)EFESMEETERNREEE

A BN FER N 8 B A 32 L F B AR AR AP AL T A7 45 R o A A A A A i
o, IR IR 2 A RE 2L Aok B IR 5 . B LA™ 4 S0 A X SN il B 0 B AR R )
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25 R R R R ) S R T A b SRR S A ) LA T A, 9101981 4R 1991 AE MR EEA 138
AP AR R X 4 0920 SR E SRR AR IR B TS B e T R RO R IE
AT BRI A N R AE % LUK, AR I 44 SR HA s B n s 3™ R R AR Y
P bR T8 A Sy 38 PH R 15 B AE R 3 K, ©93)

SEE LB MU R S TIA M, BAE 1910 4, 8 W0 K35 B OB AE “ Saxlehner v. Wagner
7 OUHET g, g5 R4S DL Hunyadi Janos” B AR 85 8 A9 R AR 7K 32 Bt Hl g 28 (| 9k 45
it T4 R A R i D FT A9 NG K E RV S 32 3 A i B L7 e R T R AR K Y
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1917 4E“Viavi Co. v. Vimedia Co &7 U95JF1 1962 4F“Societe Comptoir de L'Industrie Coton-

0913 Article 1..121—9(4). This form of comparative advertisements is also declared unlawful by 1..713—
2 IPC, which prohibits the “reproduction, use or affixing of a mark even with the addition of words such as
formula, style, system, imitation, type or method.” See CA Versailles, Jan. 19, 1987, D. 1993 somm. 113.
(qutai).

923 Cass. com., Oct. 16, 1985, 1985 Bull. Civ. IV, No. 243; Cass. com., Jan. 27, 1981, Ann. Prop.
Ind. 1981, 91. (quoting Romano citation , supra note 31, citation 144).

(933 Christine—Maud Vilmart, “La réference a la marque d’autrui sera— t— elle encore sanctionnée en
dehors de la contrefacon? 7, Le cas de la parfumerie, Gaz. Pal. 1991, doctr. 8. (quoting Romano. supra note
31, citation 145).

(941 Saxlehner v. Wagner, 216 U.S. 375(1910), at 380—381.

(95)  Viavi Co. v. Vimedia Co, 245 F. 289 (8th Cir. 1917) . at 292., J545 LA“ Viavi” 5 M i A 8 B -l & Fl
B AT 24 R AR50 L 4 24 PR 00 A0 2 A AR L Vimedia 72 55 Viavi 25 #5047 ) 80— B 748 Lk
] EARIEBE N A o 2E A SRl T R 3> 3 A 28 W07 B An 2R 1T B A ) AR A SR E AR 327 i HLR W] R AR R4
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M2 BRI bR AR S IR AL RIS L Lh 8 CRA Gt e A TR . BN, X 55 4 X
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PRASHT . 999 FEIR AL S I DR AR N, JC 18 2 TR TR 1 g 30 o N 0 B o T A0 ) T N2 0k BT
7£“Deere & Co. v. MTD Products, Inc.5&” 00, 3 [8 25 — 3 0] 34 B A Ay (] 8 ) O S 7E T

(961 Societe Comptoir de L’'Industrie Cotonniere Etablissements Boussac v. Alexander’s Dept. Stores,
Inc. 299 F.2d 33. 1 A.L.R.3d 752 (2d Cir. 1962) % &5 76 & H il 1T J5U & P # 47 * Dior” Al “ Christian Dior”
R WS AR T RBCE BTN R X LB AR 4 A I i AR A B ] R B B AR T RS AE S
IR DA R 3 3 92 v A ASOR  ig H E F  R IAR  R JR TE R 114 5 E AT 3 I S0 A i VR s T 9 X B A
T B SR PR ) OC BT AEIR W L T ELIR R U, 22 0 AR M A B X G 2 M A 3 SR BN R AR 09 48 T T g
T IR VA A 1R L BT S BOH 9 TE T S SO SR IR LA . 22 0 AR O AR R Bl X T B S AR B
sty A2 X A A AR i AR A B T BV B A T TR SR 0 48 ok UL B R R TR AR M A Al Tk R 5 A
T 28 Z 0 PR B R RE IR (] T e 38 30 1 1 R 3R« N A 38 4 b 00 N 7E B A RO B 4 T PH T A HE Al A
MR b TEARR D BT R A B AR ME— B R AL Y R A A R AR PR R ER R R
T AL 52 3] Ok 5 B S i 5C ZR IR VA T 1R 0 9 A ML U BR A

(971  Smith v. Chanel, Inc., 402 F.2d 562 (9th Cir. 1968).

983 Ibid.

(997 Playboy Enters., Inc. v. Welles, 279 F.3d 796, 806 (9th Cir. 2002) , AR & & S , i i 1 {f FH 2 48 4
BT RBR A R A AROR 2Lk 2 T 4 A S RRR T N R AR AR AN R A

(100 Deere & Co. v. MTD Products, Inc., 41 F.3d 39 (2d Cir. 1994).

+ 1640 -

www . chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw.cn/



FIE S R &k 2 AL

FRYE AL LM SR AL ) EREATE H ) 5w DLl A (B T S 4 X T 7 A A9 KOk IR 51 38
GF T T b, COU B T IRk B R DA ¢ S 5T R A B BE et T 1 R AR OR IR B g o
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1 2R 109 XU o 0 198 0508 T 3 330 P ) 2 o, 2 B e 1y, £1020
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B &5 0T Rl 7 A LA R 2 AR T A A S TR SRR AE L DR A R b R A8 R S R L B
KA I 0% A SE R . X SE I 2 Lk AR N D TR BRI AR L B AR AN (LR
A DX 43 TR 28R i AN IR R R D B L 38 A B2 W R AR T A 3 44 75 5 R E R DR L T 44 7R 5 R IR R
i bR BTGRP B REAE o 1090 I e (] 4% 5 B o B 0 DA 7T B b 2 L T A 3 FH DA it 2 T R R
R br M 5 4 75 B 58 4 T HL, 108

SRS T AR BT A N BRG] B b 1 R a4 9 SR U b B AZ AR ARLAE AR T A IR EE T L S R AR B Y
R34 Je B QDR Y T AR AR . S b PR B 0 AR B AR DX 43 R R T RE Y o —
H 02 DR B AR AN 5T L SR, DRAPT R A A A I 1) A% B8 W 2 28 95 4 B KAk 5 0
B A8 A I KAk 1 B H AR Ir B, B9 S8 bk R L IR A T AN A 3 4 (unfair
competition) 5 [ H 35 4+ (free competition) B MMES . SRIF) & I 7E L) 5 o 4k 177 2R
N FAR AN A . 5 ks P R 0 Gedr A fD JFIELAR FEIRVERA AP S) . HE
AR IR BRI L TS S A s R v T, (o

TERZEE T & R R AR e e e MY BRI L FL B A B A R R B 4 xt
FELEW LT R4 75 S5 . 24 B ITA AR LR G A B (s IR 22 & B E R A
AT 275 . RE T 2T R R O T AR Ik WHR O R BRI AT N 44 7R R A —
IO 32 1 BT AT R 5 1% P e A 5 ZU 1] 4 ok L AE R IE 2 5 G Sl L 0 L R R,
X RRER 1E PR 4R SO AN B 5 G R R L IR S IR B O R B AR I R

o0 Ibid, at 40.

(102 Deere supra note 100, p.41.

(103 See Arthur R. Miller, Michael H. Davis, Intellectual Property: Patents, Trademark , and Copy-
rights(3rd ed.), Nutshell, 2000, p.189.

(100 See Nancy S. Griewe, “Antidilution Statutes: A New Attack on Comparative Advertising”,
Trademark Reporter, Vol. 72, No. 2, 1982, p.178.

(105 See Miller, supra note 103, p.189.

(1060 Case 16/74, Centrafarm BV v. Winthrop BV, 1974 E.C.R. 1183 (1974).

(107 See Smith, supra note 97, pp.566—567.

(108 See McCarthy, supra note 328 1:1.

(109 Ibid, at § 31:90.

(110 See Eric Andrieu, “Nouvelle réglementation en matiére de publicité comparative”, 186 Légipresse s

2001, p.136.
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(110 See Andrea Lensing— Kramer Peter Ruess. “Recent Developments in Comparative Advertising and
Their Implication for Trademark Law in Germany”, Trademark Reporter, Vol. 94, No. 6, 2004, p. 1315.

(1120 See Jean— Jacques Biolay, “Publicité comparative”, 902 Juris — classeur Concurrence — Consomma-
tion, 2003, p. 49.

(113 CA Paris, Mar. 27, 1977, cited in Biolay, supra note 112, p.49.

(114 CA Paris, Feb. 12, 1988, D. 1988 inf. rap., 75. See Biolay, supra note 112, pp. 45—47.

(115 CA Douai, Oct. 2, 1995, D. 1996, 99, note Fourgoux; 9 Légicom 52 (1995). But cf. CA Paris,
Jan. 18, 2002, Gaz. Pal. 2002, 1I, jur. 1668, ( quoting Charlotte J. Romano, supra 31, citation 171).7A A Jo 4k
L5 R 7S AN TR RS VR E , K TIR A A ™ 4 Fi & (NRDD B9 AR IR, /N TR A~ 5 A 5% 4 X F (Europe 1D 1
FRR, A T RS B B AL “NR] e Europe 1 234 30 % BIWT A HIAT R IF A A4 AR .

(1160 Deere, supra note 100, p.45.

(117 Deere, supra note 100, p.45. 7E N IZT 15 BE A K B B AE AL S5 L vk B B A “ W B L Ak 1 — 4
0 A R S B A T A 1 T A e P O 20 9 e e "Ibid, at 44,8 # Deere 5 1 B B3 i Bl 8 B TB) 7Y
T SR A B 5 WA R iz B S R HAR AR — BT IR L JE L7, See Hormel Foods Corp. v. Jim Hen-
son Prods., 73 F.3d at 507 (2d Cir. 1996).

« 1642 -

www . chinalawinfo.com/ www . pkulaw.cn/



FIE S R &0k 2 AL

sty B B9 7 SRR THEH 3R o - - A7 A8 AR S 50 10 R A 500 R 1) UG, . 180

5 AR b JRIEBEH B Orangina JoMESRIT /K LA S0, (195 56 [ 45 — 8 [l 32k e
AR AR, T A, — B D7 BN (I TR B ) BB 48 HE AR 2 I —
A T | B A O AR A N (I Orangina” (9 f () RSk fF 25 7. ik Be Ik o 5 bl
e IR n A T U B DO B R IR RLANR AT S LB MBI IR B ANy . X6t
HAL T 8= BT 4 R 34 T AT 38 4k Orangina B0 8 . XA 800k a2 48 BT 5 b
7 IR, G2

(Z)=EMERANLER

HAL A BT X R AR AT 4 A AN 7 B F SO R Ak s R B s e AR
LW, A C HOE Y sk 2 & T A A BUE LB, 12D

S RS a8 [0 9k B tA A » 5 JEUA R b - T A 5 1A A K AR AE S B A R B
A NAE PR AT REXT B AR BT AT 0™ il ED RS B TE 58 rh glcfiei ik HARME /B T, fERXEEHEIET,
TR B B2 R R 1 L T R B W2 ARG AT R A 5 28 A 2% 77 il o I 45 sl e 2 75 25 5 4 )
il BBk FR AR o T TR B G0 P FEAE T E R R AR T B L R A D i B AR TR O A
i, T2 RO RE 1R AL B B 5 SR 6L, 10 H AR BR B AR R A5 U S e 2 O 38 2 R AR AR LAY AR
PR AE M EL . H A B9 6 2R PRl , 9 DA D 14 R A s DR ol o5 ) 0 P TR 30 52 T A A B A (12
G 4% 3% A A AR 2 8 AR R s ) BRI DR AR 80, I 4 HL AL 5 3R A SUR A A R R MR 36 1R 0k B
TE 35 FHHR B vk A L WA S8 HAL N SR AL BE . 2RO R BE b TN . HAL R 2 IR 1Y
i, (120

H T AR B AR AS 1k He ™ 5 h AR 2208 2 B0 e RS S0 A B el R 58 [ 3k o AR BB R S 1%
A1 BIR A T LA B Ve SR e ke LA IR AL . AT BT O 22 MR IR 58 43 (o) (b (A K A F &
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(118 Deere, supra note 100, p.44.

(119 See Lionel Forest, Publicité: “I”humour n’excuse pas tout”, Les Echos, Sept. 1, 2004, 12,

(1200 Ibid.

120 CA Douai, Oct. 2, 1995, D. 1996, 99, note Fourgoux; 9 Légicom 52 (1995). But cf. CA Paris,
Jan. 18, 2002, Gaz. Pal. 2002, II, jur. 1668(quoting Charlotte J. Romano, supra note 31, p.373).

(122 Deere, supra note 100, p.43.

(1231 Foods, supra note 117, pp.497, 508.

(124 See Robert S. Nelson, “Unraveling the Trademark Rope: Tarnishment and Its Proper Place in the Laws
of Unfair Competition”, IDEA: The Jouwrnal of Law and Technology s Vol. 42, No. 1, 2002, pp.145—146.

(125) Deere, supra note 100, p.45,%% i [l _F iR BEIN R . Ry T X 43 36 4 7 i T 0 358 1 8 b FH 7 2 43t
{5 BB ), SR AL B DR B3 PR 25025 P8 R A B U0 B P B RN I PR BT . See also Girl Scouts of U.S.
A. v. Personality Posters Mfg. Co., 304 F. Supp. 1228, 1233 (S.D.N.Y. 1969) , A Ky i iR P12 2z 2 1y i 4% . 1%
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(1271 See Smith. supra note 97. p.562.
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Abstract: As a significant way to obtain the information about the sellers or their goods, comparative
advertising is playing an important role in the market promoting. In judging whether an advertisement
constitutes the comparative advertising, we should focus on the following aspects about meaning of “com-
parison”: the objects of comparison, the way of comparison and the intention of comparison. The nature
of comparative advertising has made it more likely be identified as an unfair competition. It was the main
reason that comparative advertisement has been abandoned in the early stage. With the development of e-
conomy and commerce, the goal of competition policy is changing from protecting trademark owner to
pursuing the free competition and improving consumers’ welfare. After the United States acknowledged
comparative advertising, the European Union has gradually relaxed the limitation to it. In regulating the
three types of comparative advertising, false statements or misleading, taking advantage or defaming oth-

rs’ goodwill, which are more likely defined as unfair competition, obvious differences do exist between
US law and EU law. The experience of legislation and case law of the United States and the European U-

nion can help us review and regulate the comparative advertising in China.

Key Words: Comparative Advertising; Parody; Commercial Defamation; Trademark Dilution; Tar-

nishement
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