Case 2 – SPAM versus Muppets
Question 1
(a)
Are there ethical implications when a company profits at the expense of another company’s product or name, even if a parody is involved?
(b)
Is the Lanham Act (as described in this case) sufficient for dealing with this type of situation?

directly tied to commercial use, depend on which company.

The situation of reason according to the ref for s law… the produle is not legal only if that is direct to commercial tie, since the …. Company do not use the brand name directly is not liable,   
Question 2, image of products, the law of goods well and intangible asset cannot be covered by the portion of income gains, what is more important is if the target of the spoofs, think they are suffered they can bring the case to the court and let the court decide the possible penalty.
