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Abstract

This article reviews recent reciprocal trade agreements signed by the United States
and focuses on geographical indication (GI) clauses. This article identifies various
modes of Gl clauses and analyzes the contents thereof. These GI clauses address the
United States’s concern that Gl protection may limit the market access of American
cheese and meat products. This article further discusses the Gl clauses of the U.S.-
Taiwan Agreement on Reciprocal Trade. The details of Gl clauses will be introduced,
while a warning of Taiwan’s potential violation will be mentioned. In Taiwan, Gls are
protected by the Trademark Act which uses a form of “location of production”
certification marks. This article points to four “location of production” certification
marks protecting their corresponding EU Gls. Based on the DARJEELING case, this
article discusses whether relevant cheese or meat products will infringe the certification
mark rights of those EU Gils.

Keywords: Reciprocal trade agreement, geographical indication, United States,
Taiwan, European Union

BUR PR B PR S H AR A e o0



