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If an IT business provides
anonymous SMS verification
codes to foreign users, and
those users subsequently sell
counterfeit goods, is the service

provider guilty of ‘Aiding and

/Yy
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Governed by:
| Trademark Act
Article 97




The Defendant
(Mr. Li)

IT & Mobile SMS

| Shopee & Yahoo
Qferification Provider. |

Auctions.

Mainland Chinese
citizens requiring
Taiwan phone numbers
for registration.

S J

&1 NotebookLM



The Verification Business Model

Step 1: Mainland Clients require access to
Taiwan-based e-commerce platforms
CRITICAL GAP:
Step 2: Mainland Partners act as brokers Defendant

7\ maintained
—— absolutely zero
direct contact with

the end-users.

Step 3: Defendant generates a One-Time
Password (OTP) via local dummy telecom numbers.

Step 4: The verification code is transmitted via the

“QQ” App. Defendant charges exactly 20 RMB per code
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The Underlying Offense

Unknown end-users exploited the verified accounts to
anonymously display and sell unauthorized goods online.

' Direct violations included Copyright infringement
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The Prosecutor’s Stance

Supplying dummy numbers
intentionally aids anonymity.
| The provider possessed “Uncertain

Intent” and should have foreseen
the accounts would be used for
illegal acts.

The Defendant’s Stance
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Neutral Service Provider

We provide foundational IT '\ L
verification.

It is impossible to foresee or
confrol a user’s future
actions—whether they shop
normally or sell fakes.




Judicial Reasoning Part I: The Business Reality

Cross-strait telecommunication

- restrictions physically prevent
Mainland citizens from obtaining
Taiwan phone numbers directly. ~,

/ Providing “One-Time Password”
(OTP) rentals is recognized as a
logical, market-driven business
response to this barrier. It is
NOT an inherently criminal
—  enterprise.




Judicial Reasoning Part IT: Breaking the Causal Chain

7
/ User Sells |
Counterfeit
\ Goods /

Providing the L5\ |
\ SMS Code J~ ¥ || E-Commerce [/

Account

) kel el s fals s ks | (R —— n
Mo | Mostusers re]gisfer accounts simply to shop or [eave reviews. !

=21 The leap from “creating an account” to “selling |

| counterfeit goods” is full of randomness and uncertainty.
l Foreseeability is severed here. |




Judicial Reasoning Part ITI: Presumption of Innocence

e “

Subjective Standard:
ero subjective
subjective intent.
Automated IT services
do not prove a
malicious desire to
“let the crime happen.”

Objective Standard: &~ /
Zero objective "
participation in the
actual infringement.
The defendant never
uploaded photos or
facilitated the sales.




'FINAL VERDICT:

~ NOTGUILTY

" Defendant Li and associated companies are
entirely cleared of aiding and abetting trademark
and copyright infringement.




Judgment Takeaways & Business Tmelications

f\b ~ Limits of Foreseeability:

Neutval Tech: Providi Prosecutors wmust i Stvict Leaal Boundavies:
'GOUndtﬁ"lﬂﬂﬂ‘ IT %WE‘% d?{-“mi‘\-iuelq :DUE. Aldlntj % a:eﬁma Undey
| (lik:e SMS Nhnce rtait Tobe rttetint Trademavrk Act Article 97
a:iﬂcgita m;:: :::: +';”:ﬂ the provider explicitly knew "eqt‘:% T}i‘;ﬂtug
: provable ca nex
secondavy liability €or and accegted the specific
users' subseauent actions.

illeqal outcome, not st a between the sevvice

aenevalized visk of user provided and the Specific
anonymity, ln‘GrintjEmEn‘r act.
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