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Equivalent information disseminated by other users should be removed when an intermediary becomes
aware of it through a notification made by the concerned person, third parties or another source (as art.14
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court or authority considering an application for an injunction based on an unharmonised national right
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courts or authorities should undertake a close scrutiny when issuing injunctions against intermediaries,
envisage time limitations for them, and monitor their effects. This said, the approach recommended in
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services provided by the intermediary targeted by the injunction, and the intermediary alike to intervene
to vary or discharge the order issued. In addition, the potential availability of worldwide injunctions
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This article looks at the underlying assumptions between copyright and the sui generis database right.
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Despite the growth of the food industry, it is still not clear whether copyright protection can be invoked
to protect food-related inventions creations against copying. While legal scholarship and case law seem
to deny copyright protection to such works, I argue that all the arguments that have arisen in this direction
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This article explores the law of confidential information. It presents steps required for the effective
commercialisation of know-how while protecting know-how against its fragile nature. This article takes
into consideration recent changes in trade secret law (UK and Germany) introduced by the EU directive
on trade secrets.
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In a recent case involving a figurative trade mark consisting of three parallel stripes applied in any
direction, the General Court confirmed that the registration was invalid and found that Adidas had failed
to prove that distinctive character had been acquired throughout the European Union based on the use
made of the mark. This comment considers the judgment and its implications.
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In Evalve Inc v Edwards Lifesciences Ltd, Mr Justice Carr refused to grant an interim injunction to
Evalve Inc and Abbott (together, Evalve) against Edwards Lifesciences Ltd (Edwards) in relation to
alleged patent infringement by a mitral valve repair device. The application was refused on the basis
that Evalve did not show that damages would be an inadequate remedy in the event that the court declined
to grant an injunction, and Edwards’ device was ultimately found to be infringing.
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