
SUCCESSFUL NON-USE

CANCELLATION OF A WELL-
ESTABLISHED TRADEMARK

by Threenuch Chatmahasuwan 

The cancellation of a trademark 
based on non-use is relatively rare in 
Thailand. When the cancellation action 
is launched against a trademark that has 
previously been renewed, success is 
even more uncommon. Yet we recently 
succeeded in cancelling two trademark 
registrations which had been valid for 
more than 20 years. These decisions by 
the Board of Trademarks demonstrate 
that such actions can be successful, 
given the right circumstances.  

United Foods Public Co., Ltd., a 
Thai company, registered the trademark  

“KARAMUCHO & its Thai 

transliteration” (Reg. Nos. TM55563
and TM55564) in 1987 in Classes 29 and 
30 for the goods “potato chips, crispy rice 
chips, corn flakes and crackers.” This 
trademark was never used in Thailand, 
but it was renewed with the Thai 
Trademark Office every ten years.  

Our client, a Japanese company, 
wished to use and register the 
trademarks “KARAMUCHO” and 
“KARAMUCHO in Japanese 

characters” with its products in 
Thailand, but was unable to do so

because of United Foods’ exclusive 
right. Therefore, our client decided to 
file non-use cancellations with the Board 
of Trademarks to challenge these 
registrations.  

According to Section 63 of the 
present Thai Trademark Act 1991, any 
interested person may request that the 
Board cancel the registration of a 
trademark if it can be proven that (1) at  
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