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M Justice Nugee confirmed that as a matter of settled EU law, an EU trade mark may not be invalidated
for bad faith selely on the grounds that there was no intention to use the mark across the whole range
of goods and services specified at the time of filing. Questions remain as to whether: (1) the law is right
in principle; and (2) this is the position where there was no intention to use in relation to any of the
goods covered. The court also gave guidance on pleading bad faith for excessive claim width.

Duran some Interesting Arguments with a View to Reclaim, but Le Bon et al.

Come Undone in an Ordinary World: No Rio-version of US Copyright 134
In Gloucester Place Music Ltd v Simon Le Bon & Ors, the defendants sought to terminate the assignment
to the claimant of US copyright in some of the band’s most famous musical works, by taking advantage
of the termination right under 5.203 of the US Copyright Act 1976. The English High Court held that
such purported termination was in breach of the various relevant music publishing agreements. The
court did not have the benefit of expert evidence on US law, so the dispute focused primarily on
contractual interpretation. The relevant agreements contained broad assignment provisions and warranties
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Calculation of Damages for Copyright Infringement in Italy: Flou SpA v
Chateau d’Ax SpA 138

This judgment is one of the most recent examples (at the date of submission of this comment) of how
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but as an autonomous way of sanctioning the infringer, even if there is no evidence of lost profits. This
case shows that even with reference to copyright infringement, to which this specific provision of the
Italian Intellectual Property Code (art.125.3) does not apply, the Italian judges tend to somehow apply
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