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Parody in Trademarks
Xu Zi—yue

( School of Law, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315211, China)

Abstract: Parody, protecting freedom of speech, first appeared in the realm of the copyright law. Actually trademark parody
can be found quite common. Often regarded as a reasonable trademark use, it is an important subject of trademark infringement
defense. The expansion of trademark functions has made it an indicator of businesses’ credibility, which not only has
distinguishing and indicative functions but also is an embodiment of enterprises. Therefore, there should be some criteria by
which to judge whether parody can be an absolute defense. Studies on it must be made in terms of the relationship between
parody and confusion possibilities, and the relationship between parody and trademark dilution

Key Words: trademarks parody; reasonable use; confusion; dilution
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