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Trade mark applications made in bad faith
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GENERAL NOTION OF BAD FAITH IN TRADE MARK APPLICATIONS
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The concept of bad faith in trade mark
applications is not defined, delimited or
even described in any way in the EU
trade mark legislation.  Therefore,
guidance as to its meaning and scope
should be derived from EU case-law.

Bad faith is an autonomous concept of EU
law which must be given a uniform
interpretation in the EU, 27/06/2013, C-
320/12, Malaysia Dairy, EU:C:2013:435, §
29.

Lologmbeom 60dbols 3obsgbodo
5653900 l0bologMgdol (36905 3MBs0MI® 56 sMOl
29bLsBO3OMEo,  gsbdsMBHIdMwo b mMbsg
sofjgbomo  g3hm3sgdoMol  Lsgogmm  60dbols
396mb3gdEmdsdo.  sdoBmd,  obbG®mrdsos  dob
360336gcmdsls 5 BoMRgdOL  MomdIBY MBS
0m00bsMmgMdEgL  93MMm353d0MOL  LdlvdsMorerm
36593H03000b.

56539000 loboliog®mgdols 3b90s 560l
93603533060l  LssODEOL  93@MbmdomGmo (36909,
Odgbsg Mmbos 309i39L 9M0560 0bEHIM3MgE O30S
9360m353d063do, 27/06/2013, C-320/12, dsersobool
eonco, EU:C:2013:435, N29
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SOURCES OF GOOD FAITH IN THE EU -390m0eml0boologhabols Gystx 93635580680

Commercial transactions must be conducted in good faith - 30396300
396530900 39000 loboliogMgdols 300630300 Mbws bmM 309w gdmgls

Art. 59 (1)(b) EUTMR- bad faith provision - Lsbsgmbeom 60dbgdol MgaoLE®maool dgbabgd
936Mm©06M9JE030L dbeo 59 (1)(b) 56939m0lobologMgdol @omdds

Art. 8(3) EUTMR - unauthorized filing by an agent - Lsbsgmbgom 60969300
©930LEGH®300L TgLobgd 93MmOMgdE030L IMbero. 8 (3)
M3 gd53mLBogdolL 356M9dg 5296E0L doge A5bsEbsols g3Lgds

Directive (EU) 2015/2436 — ‘trade mark directive’ - 936m@o069d&ogs (EU)
2015/2436 — Lbogmberm 603dbgdol Gglobgd
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Art. 59 (1)(b) EUTMR
Bad faith fillings- procedure, main principles, definition

930m©0M99dE035 Lslisgmbenm 60dbgdOL MgaolEMEool glsbgd,
dobemo 59 (1)(b)
56539020 50bgoll0gMgdols 3MOBE0300 39bsEbaOL g3lgds s
Potcoagbs - 3Mm39009M5, oMo 306303900, GHgMdobol
2950356390
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DEFINITION - LEGAL BASIS

Art. 59 (1)(b) EUTMR Bad faith fillings

936M©OM9J3H030. Lolidgmberm
930LEME00L guobgd

dgbewo 59 (1)(b).  96539000lobooliogMgdols &
360b(3030m. 25653boOL F93L90s @S Hotroygbo.

“An EU trademark shall be declared invalid (...)

where the applicant was acting in bad faith when he filed the application for the
trade mark.”
J30902353000500 Usbisgeaberer 6o3bol 29800963305 B9 3563530500 56 0039672985 FAK000I, . ..

09053 3560365098900 5623390000¢L0bOLOYH9B0L 3006303000 Jeafiacogdl bsbsgraberer bodbols
2980b5™330569 3563365000 P3acog960b5L"
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EUIPO PROCEDURE - 93633538060l 06¢&9e9dd¢390m®0 1553790009000 caxtrgdsb0Bagools 36mEgomms

Post registration only - ground for invalidity

dbmm@ G9A0LEHGSE00L 8909 - 39ddgdol
b>3dggero

Anyone can file

690oldogeml Ggmdeos Hoemrygbos

Request based, not ex officio

9532996905 30856335, 56 b gds ©o35EHJ0000
MBG05dMLoEgdoL 356939

Good faith presumed

Case-hy-case assessment based on facts,
evidence and arguments provided by the parties

099colbdqds 3gomowloboobog®mgdols
360b303000 fomdmoaqgbocro

0@030@‘30@‘350 53930[;350 55053030 503?) JdMYy3500¢0
3399H9go0b, 33303901 gd900LS s SMRMTGBEHGdOL
Loxvd39e¢mbq

Invalidation from the outset - ex tun

3999905 5305639 - Bsboliobdo
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GENERAL NOTION OF BAD FAITH IN TRADE MARK APPLICATIONS

Lobiogmbgom 60dbols Mg30LGHMsgoolmzoL
36539000l0bEolingM0gd0l Brmyswo 36905

A dishonest intention on the part of the trade mark
applicant exists in — but is not limited to — situations
where it is apparent from the relevant, consistent and
objective circumstances of the particular case that the
application for registration of the trade mark was made:

with the intention of undermining, in a manner
inconsistent with honest practices, the interests
of a specific third party, and not with the
intention of engaging fairly in trade; or

with the intention of obtaining, without even
targeting a specific third party, an exclusive right
for purposes other than those falling within the
functions of a trade mark, in particular the
essential function of indicating origin

12/09/2019, C-104/18 P, STYLO & KOTON, EU:C:2019:724,
§ 46; 29/01/2020, C-371/18, SKY, EU:C:2020:45, § 75.
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3ob53boOL 293900900Usls 3°0mbsG Mo

bsbsgmbeom 6086gdol HJaolEMsEolsl §sbdEbowgdeols sMs3gmowlobwolog®o
356D6M5b3s 033907905 T dmMol 0d dgdmbgzglzgddo, MHmELsg 3mb3aMgE o
39b53bso 9939 99990 Lobom s 9By IgBYzgargdl  dglsdsdolo,
5630000930990 5 MB0YJEHWIMO J5MgIMGdIdO:

dofpsdmdmbmgmo  gsbbGMsbgzom,  3s@ombbgdol  3MagEHozol
F9lodsdm,  3mb3MgGmmo dgbisdy  dbsMol  0bEHIMYLIOOD
3590080006509 ©5 LMo 353MMd5d0 BIOMZOL FobDMbZOL
456Mqdg, ob

Lbsbogdmberm  6086ol  @mbdgogdol  dowds  ImsbOIOIEo

0Ju3MBoHo MRWYdOL d,m3mzgdol bbGMbgzom, 36309E Mo
d9bsdg dbool LsBoBBYdo STMEIOOL  FoMgdg, 29BLEIMMNMJd0M

903 dmdol 80mm0mMgdOL 57930 gdIo Bbd00m

bsbodmdm  dogoewoomo:  12/09/2019, C-104/18 P, STYLO & KOTON,
EU:C:2019:724, § 46; 29/01/2020, C-371/18, SKY, EU:C:2020:45, § 75.
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THE DIFFERENT FACETS OF BAD FAITH - 56537000050600b0960 3356%6sbgols 3353335010 bisbmdagdo

It cannot be excluded that other facets may
be identified, in particular in future EU
case-law

The misappropriation of the right/s
of the third party: where the applicant
Is targeting the interests of a specific
third party (e.g. NEYMAR, GRUPPO
SALINI)

The abuse of the trade mark system:
where, even if a specific third party is
not being targeted, the applicant
applied for the contested trade mark for
purposes other than those falling within
the essential functions of a trade mark
(e.g. MONOPOLY, Target Ventures,
LUCEO)

dgbsdg ALsbol  MBEGd(9d)oL  AobsIMIEMYDS:

MOmEabsg 3obd3boadgo doBbo obsbogly
3M6309@Mwo dgbsdg dbsGOL  0bEMgLYdL
(@sp. NEYMAR, GRUPPO SALINI)

Usbiagmberm 6036930l oliBgdol bygerymess: 0w

39693659395 115350500 Bog5HMM Bodsbo
Q9M930LGHMOMS  obgmo  FoBbgdoLm3zOL,
OMIgdog 9O gbgds  Lolodmberm  bodboly
doMoms©  Bw6J3090L  (dsy. MONOPOLY,
Target Ventures, LUCEO) dovbgosegs
0dobs, O™ 3mb3MgEHmwo dglsdg dbseg 56
560 306005306 J0BBJ0 sIMMYOMWO.

56 560 53mMoEbrEo, MMI Lbgs Lobgmdgdog

399m3w0bggls 3mdsgsendo ggahm3mero

3693900960 LMoL 3ModE035d0.
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MISAPPROPRIATION OF THE RIGHTS OF OTHERS - lbggdol vjo3emgdgdol olsgmordgds
T-795/17 NEYMAR

EU word mark “NEYMAR” for goods in Class 25 (clothing etc) - 93635380630
LOBY309M0  Lobodmberm  Bodsbo  “NEYMAR™  25-9  3ewslioloqodo
303907369000 Logmberoliogol (LadmUo, bg.)

Mr Neymar Da Silva Santos Junior, filed invalidity application invoking bad faith - do@mbds

690056 @0 LoEgdy LbBHML  ¥bom®Ay, dmombM3zs Lsbisdmberm bodbols gov1Jdgds o
d0BgBo 96539000¢LOBOLOYMGOOL 2oBBEIBZS oL
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MISAPPROPRIATION OF THE RIGHTS OF OTHERS - lbggdol vjo3emgdgdol olsgmordgds
T-795/17 NEYMAR

General Court confirmed bad faith - 6mgs000 36Omgoeol Lslsds®mgomad
QOSOA0DS 567539000 BOBEOLOGMO ABDMIHZOL SMLYGIMDS

No honest commercial logic - 3m39OHE0M0 M0z 9O  0oym
35¢0MmLbgd0L 360b(30390H9 Hg3dbgdO

Dishonest logic - to create an association with the Neymar’'s name in
order to benefit from its attractive force - s6s39000¢bobobog®mo

M035 3e0aM3569mdL 510dsMOL LbgEodb sLmEosEools 89Jdbsdo, Moo
doLo 3030390 Ao OlEMAGdMLs 53 306s.
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GENERAL RULES FOR THE ASSESSMENT OF BAD FAITH - s3500¢s0bgooliongo 336%sbaols Bgg3sbmdols omgcoo §igligdo

Burden of proof 3303900l 330000

QOOMOL 3G90

The relevant point in time 396000

Who is the applicant? 306 5oL 35603b5Egd9w0?




0
R EU IPOsm

EUROPEAN UNION
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE

COMMON FACTORS IN THE ASSESSMENT OF BAD FAITH - 56%539050es06000b0960 550618530 gazsbieols Lsghon gsgdymagdo

Non-mandatory
factors

Applicant’s dishonest intention ===

39693b509deOL 56539000¢LobEOLOYMO 3o6BMsbgs ==

The applicant’s knowledge or presumed
knowledge that the third party is

using/has an earlier identical/similar
right or sign - 25693bsgdmol 3m©bs 56
bo35MoEm  3mEbs, ®m3d Oglisdg dbsty
0ygbgdl/xmmmdl  sMoboge ogogg 6
Lozl »BEgdsls 56 60856l

Degree of legal protection enjoyed by

the third party’s earlier right - 9dgbsdg

Cornerstone of the
existence of bad faith

999351900b g39390bgo

b0l 5M0bgmo MBRWGdOL BoMymgddo
15FoMHNEIIMH0Z30 330L bodolbo

Identity/similarity between the contested
trade mark and the earlier right/s -

bosgm Bogs3Mmm b6odsbls s sMmobge

mBgd(90)L dmGol
0096 MOMBdS/AlYs3l5gds.
Goods and/or services at issue -

15358500 Bogmbgero s6/qs BmALsbryMgds
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COMMON FACTORS IN THE ASSESSMENT OF BAD FAITH - 56%539050es06000b0960 550618530 gazsbieols Lsghon gsgdymagdo

Non-mandatory
factors

Likelihood of confusion - 893®dsdo
3993560L 5Ed50IMBS

Previous relationship between the parties -
dbs699dL IOl sMobwgwo
MODNOIOHNMOS

Origin of the contested trade mark and its
use since its creation - bogosgm Labsgdmberm
6503b0L {omdmTsz3emds s dolo J5dmygbgds
394960l Mo©Ib

Chronology of events leading up to the filing
of the contested trade mark - dmgegbgdols
JOMbMmemyos Boogm Lsbogmbenm 6odbol
930LGO305D7 gobsbool Hobagbsdwy

* Honest commercial logic behind the filing of
the contested trade mark -35&ombbgdol
360630300 (o00mgdmeo 30d9OHE0Wo
MQ035 B3M LOLOJMberm Bodbols
©930LGO305D7 gobsbool Hotragbols
0396

* Request for financial compensation -
130656LM0 3m339BLogool dmmbM3bs

» Pattern of the applicant’s behaviour/actions

- 49693bsgdol J3930L/Jd99gdgd0L
dmEEwo
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SCENARIOS OF BAD FAITH IN TRADE MARK APPLICATIONS - 56390000006c00l09®g00l
1396561900 LoMGROLEHMEFOM 2oB3bIIOA0

Most typical or notable examples of scenarios of bad faith in trade mark applications:
943959 3H03079M0 56 50lsb0dbs30 F5g5¢0mJd0o Lslogmbenm 60dbgdol M9gaoLEMoE0sBY osbEbowgdols

P ooagbolisls:

-
Scenarios regarding the
misappropriation of  the
right/s of the third party

dgLodg adbools MBgdJd0L
dom30LgdsLm6 05353006900

» Parasitic behaviour (T-327/12, Simca)
* Breach of afiduciary relationship (T-321/10, GRUPPO SALINI)

* 35MsBodreo Jisggs (T-327/12, Simca)
* bmdsby ©sxmdbgdmo  MMMOgHmMdOL ©sMmggzs (T-321/10, GRUPPO

Lobogmbenm  60dbgdols  LobiEgdol

53530060900 bgbstgdo

L15(33&36){)?)0 SALINI) )
( . Defensive registrations (T-273/19, TARGET VENTURES) )
Scenarios regarding the abuse * Re-filing (T-663/19, MONOPOLY)
of the trade mark system « Speculative purposes/trade mark as an instrument for leverage (T-
82/14, LUCEO)
\_ J
( )

OGS0 2°0mygbgdoli;sh T

* 05305330000 GgaoLBMme30s (T-273/19, TARGET VENTURES)

* bgsbsgro aobogbsol fotygbs (T-663/19, MONOPOLY)

* 13939930GO 30Bbom bslsgMbem Bodbol gsdmygbgds dsmmzol dgMzgde (T-
82/14, LUCEO) )
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PARASITIC BEHAVIOUR - 3565%0¢)29e0 939300 8mgogemo

Parties before Simca Europe Ltd v OHIM Parties before P3A PEUGEOT  CITROEN,
the GC the Boards of Groupement d'lntérét Economique
Appeal (BoA) [claimant] v SIMCA EUROPE
LIMITED [current proprietor]
GC case T-327/12, 08/05/2014 BoA case R 645/2011-1, 12/04/2012
number and number and
date date
Contested Earlier rights | Factors which were relevant to the finding of bad
trade mark faith in this case
SIMCA Applicant's dishonest intention {in this case: to free-
EUTM ride’ on the surviving/residual reputation of the
Mo 6 489 371 claimant’s trade marks and o take advantage of that
(word trade WO reputation)
mark) The applicant's knowledge that the third party is using
Class 12 Eg]eﬂﬁaﬁy?? an earlier identical/similar right
Spain, Anstria Degree Inf legal protection enjoyed by the third party’s
dih earlier right
Trade marks ggnelfx]l Identity/similarity between the contested trade mark
and the earlier right/s
Classes 12, Orii : —
16. 25 rigin of the contested trade mark and its use since its
: creation
Lack of honest commercial logic behind the filing of the
SIMCA
F contested trade mark
rench - .
TM 1606604 Chronology of events leading up to the filing of the
(word trade contested trade mark
mark)

Classes 12, 37
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BREACH OF A FIDUCIARY RELATIONSHIP - Bocis%9) 0593936009000 2)cag@oadols osioges

*In order to assess bad faith, it should
be checked, inter alia

a) whether there was any agreement
of business cooperation between
the applicant and the claimant of a
kind that gives rise to a fiduciary
relationship, or

b) if such a relationship was imposed
by law

5653900 lobolog®mgdol 09L5x35L9dM S,
d9Lom)d9dg0s do0d JmEOU:

a) sMigdMds 01v) M Mro00g 89056HIGdS Logdosbo
0565030 IemdoL dglsbgd 25693bogdgels s
dm@sgg dboMgls dmMolL, MMIgois bmdsby
©o5YdbgdMEo  MMOgMHmMd0Eb  dgodengds
8m00bsrgmdgl, 56

b)sda35M0  MOMOgHmMds  39bmboo  odbs
2963060MmdgdMo
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BREACH OF A FIDUCIARY RELATIONSHIP - Bomds®g 0sg399600xmo 600900l sMm3gss

saiini

COSTRUTTORI

Parties
before the
GC

SA.PAR. Srl v OHIM Parties SALINI COSTRUTTORI
before the S.p.A. [claimant] v SA.PAR.
BoA S.r.l. [applicant]

GC case
number and
date

T-321/10, 11/07/2013 BoOA case R 219/2009-1, 21/04/2010
number and

date

Trade marks

Contested | Earlier Factors which were relevant to the

trade rights finding of bad faith in this case

mark

GRUPPO SALINI Applicant’s dishonest intention (in this case:

SALINI (non- intention to usurp the rights over the trade
registered mark of the claimant)

EUTM mark/sign) The applicant’s knowledge that the third party

No 3831 1
61 (word
trade
maurk)

Classes 36

is using an earlier identical/similar right

Degree of legal protection enjoyed by the
third party’s earlier right

Identity/similarity between the contested

trade mark and the earlier right/s

Previous relationship between the parties

, 37, 42 Chronology of events leading up to the filing

of the contested trade mark

Lack of honest commercial logic behind the
filing of the contested trade mark

Summary of
the case

The applicant (SA.PAR. Srl) registered the EUTM ‘GRUPPO SALINI'. The
claimant (Salini Costruttori SpA) filed an invalidity action based on bad
faith. The GC found that the applicant could not have been unaware of
the claimant’s long-standing use in Italy and abroad of the non-registered
mark/sign ‘SALINI’ (standalone or with the word ‘costruttori’). There was
a previous relationship between the parties: the GC took into account that
the applicant had a substantial holding in the claimant’s share capital and
its executives held high-level positions in the claimant’s management and
was, thus, ‘well-informed’ about the claimant’s commercial expansion and
increasing reputation. However, the ‘well-informed’ status was insufficient
— alone — to conclude bad faith and other factors were further examined,
inter alia, the chronology of events leading up to the filing (including a
corporate dispute prior to the filing and an increase in the cancellation
applicant’s turnover and reputation). In view of the above, the GC
confirmed the existence of bad faith since the applicant’s intention was to
usurp the rights over the trade mark of the claimant.
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Misappropriation of the rights of others - bggdol Mg3egd900L bgwymes
(T-772/17 Café del Mar (fig.) (12/07/2019)

e 3 partners - 3 3smGbomMo

e music bar ‘Café del Mar’ in Ibiza (Spain) - d-9L035¢c60 35539-0560 ‘Café del Mar’ 0dogsby
(9u3sbgono)

e one applied for EUTM - 6085 350EHB0m®Mds 2965365000 8903065 93609030l 0b@gergd&¢geworgto
153920 MORBODE0G0 s Loldgmbem BEdBoL MYAOLERMSEOS FMOlEM3s

%%’ Aol /@1/ ‘

o forclasses 35, 38, 41 - gbgds 3arsligol: 35, 38, 41

e  2remaining parners - 2 sbsmB9b0 3oMEHBOMMO drMEL
dods 503mMBbS

o filed invalidity action based on bad faith - 45439059
dmobmgbs 930000

5539000 L0BEOLGMGOOL LddO




EUVIPO

NNNNNNNNNNNNN

an
YEARS
FICE

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFI

Misappropriation of the rights of others - lbggdols «9g3e090900L st3939

by registering in his own name a trade mark generating confusion with the earlier sign ‘Café
del Mar’ while being its representative and by paying the registration costs with funds from
that company, he departed from accepted principles of ethical behaviour or honest
commercial and business practices and therefore acted in bad faith

356 93056 LbYEIHY TROLEMOMS LlsgMbEe 608560, MMIgro 039300 HBBYMEIMBL SEMY
56OLdM Bosbmsb ,,Café del Mar” dodsthmgdom. ol 5353000 ogem 3ma3sbools (fodmBsanbgmo o
930300l batrgdo 58 335600l b0 RoLFos. 58000 Tob o305 J0I03MMO J3g30L
3033023 HH0BE03PUS s LsBonsBo mAEomEo @1 Bobbnl 030l LsBasodl
4m39e¢039 5300 LEIMJOS AoLO 56539000 OBPOLOYMIO AEEBMBZS.

(T-772/17 Café del Mar (fig.) (12/07/2019)

General Court confirmed Bad faith - 6m50 30mg30e0l bolisdstodgomd
Q59005 56539070 LOBEOL0GMO QBBEOHIOL SBGOIMDS
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DEFENSIVE REGISTRATIONS - 033005330000 Gga0b@@sGos

Registrations that do not pursue a legitimate trade mark
function — in particular the essential function of indicating
origin — and are intended to:

a) only increase the scope of protection of the
applicant’s other earlier right/s, without any honest
commercial logic; and/or

b) prevent third parties from registering or using
identical/similar rights for identical/similar goods and/or
services in the future (in relation to all or some of the
identified goods and/or services), without any honest
commercial logic;

will be considered made in bad faith.

3obo3bogdo,  OHMIgdog 9  obobsggh  Jobbgdls -
39bLo3MMgdom  [o®IMIMdOL  sYool  Jomomgdols
Lsbogmberm 60360l @ga0B0dn®mo  gmbdsool  sGLYdom

B396J3050 - ©d FomgEowos 399wy bY:

a)

b)

29693bogdol bbgs, Mo Mgwgd(9d)ol
5330l 96950l oBMHsDbY, M50dg 35BH0MBsbO
30396300 ma030L 200939, 96/

dglodg AbsMYIOL o6 5dEg396 MgAOLEHGI300L b
0©96GHWO0/Abgoglo  MRWGdIBOL  A5dMmygbgdol
L5390l Lodmdsgem  39ML3gdGHo3580
0©96EGHWO0/Abgoglo Logmbeools ob/o
3cdLobmMgdolm3zol (yzgs 96 bmy 0©IbEHO
Logmbgermab ob/qos 3cdLobm™gdLmSb
©53930060930m), M5039 35¢H0MLbo 30TgMHEFOIE0
WMQ030L go69d9);

30B6g9emo 0gbg0s 96539m0loboliogMs.
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DEFENSIVE REGISTRATIONS - 0753005330000 0:920U¢&®5(300

Parties before | Target Ventures Group Lid v Parties before | Target Ventures Group Ltd
the GC EUIPO the BoA [claimant] v Target Partners GmbH
[applicant]
GC case T-273M9, 28M10/2020 BoA case R 1684/2017-2. 04/02/2019
number and number and
date date
Contested Earlier rights | Factors which were relevant to the finding of bad
trade mark faith in this case
TARGET TARGET Applicant's dishonest intention (in this case: infention
VENTURES | PARTNERS fo strengthen the protection of another right and
EUTM (non- broaden its portfolio of trade marks)
Trade marks Mo 13 685 56 registered Identity!aimi!arity_.r between the contested trade mark
5 mark/sign) and the earlier right/s
(word trade Origin of the contested trade mark and its use since its
mark} TARGET creation
Classes 35, | VENTURES Lack of honest commercial logic behind the filing of the
36 (domain contested trade mark

names)
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Misuse of the system —no intention to use the trade mark -lsols&gdols byerygmgs — bislsgmbeoem 60360l
2990996005 M3 Yrrg3oems Bsgod@pdmemo  (T-273/19, Target Ventures)

 ‘Target Ventures’ in Class 36 - 3enslsido 36

 another company was using it before the filling date - lbgs 300335600
0996905 3oL 25b53bogols Homdmapgqbols motmomsdg

« EUTM proprietor used ‘targetpartners.de’ - 936035380630 Lobogmbeom
60360l dg3eMdgEo 049698 0bEJMbgE Jolsdsmml targetpartners.de

* No intention to use - 4o6%Mob35d0 563 ymgzos dolio 4odmygbgds
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Misuse of the system —no intention to use the trade mark -Lolgdol bgegmas — Lslsgmbenm 60960k

258mygabgds M3 grmgzoems Bsggodmpdryemo (T-273/19, Target Ventures)

Bad faith confirmed s@ab®s 56939000¢lloboliog®o
256HMob3zs

“The intention of obtaining, without even targeting a specific third party, an
exclusive right for purposes other than those falling within the functions of a trade
mark [...] may be sufficient for it to be held that the trade mark applicant was acting
in bad faith”,3063609@ 0  8qbsdg  dbstol  doBsbdo  5dmMMgdol  AsMqdy,
b3 BomEmO  MREgdOl  Fm3M3900L  FbBEOBZs  olgmo  FoBbydoli;zol,
Ogd03 96 3gglsdsdgds  Lolivgmberm Bodbol 91bdizoqgol, [...] Lszdstolio
09000905 0gmb  0dobomzol, MM LsgsFMmm Bodbols Asbd3bogdErOls J89gds
Bo0mMZ35MU 561539000¢obOLOYMSE"



NNNNNNNNNNNNN

R’ EUIPC”
INTELLECTUAL PROI FICE

PERTY OF

Speculative Purposes / Trade Mark As An Instrument For Leverage -13g3mesg

B0 / LslemBenem 6050 Gt 85600l BgH3AH0

* Bad faith may exist, inter alia, where an
application for registration of a trade mark is
diverted from its initial purpose and is
filed speculatively or solely with a view
to obtaining financial compensation.
However, the fact that the applicant
requested financial compensation, even if
considerable, is not enough to conclude
that it acted in a fraudulent and speculative
manner when filing the trade mark
application.

% 39000Bobol0gMH9dOL

Bofobosmdgym
9489905 890d9ds SOLYOIMdIL, o TGO

dodob,  GmEgbsg  LLLoJMberem  bodbol
©930LEM300L  A5bsEbsO JoEsbgzglzl dobs
Lafgols doBsbl Qo fomagboeos
1393E530IMO© 96 TBMEMm©  BobsbLMMO
3M339bLsgool domgdols 3oBboom. mmdi3s, ol
3930, OmI 25693350 9ds  IMmomMbMmgs
130bsblmeo 3M3396Lo309, 063
36003b69em3zs60, Ls3dsMolo 56 Mol odol
sLoYgbo, MMI Tsb Lobogmberem b6odbol
25b53boOL Do6rcy9bobol 09mgd9gd

MOVLOMNYIMIP QS 1393 530v)MS©
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Speculative Purposes / Trade Mark As An Instrument For Leverage - b3g3mmagormo 8obbgdo / slsgmbenem 6odsbo Gmgm

3C

Parties before Copernicus-Trademarks Ltd Parties before COPERNICUS-TRADEMARKS

the GC v EUIPO the BoA Limited [applicant] v MAQUET
GmbH & Co. KG [claimant]

GC case T-82/14, 07/07/2016 BoA case R 2292/2012-4, 25/11/2013

number and number and date

date

LUCEOC
EUTM

MNo 8 554 974
Teade marks | (word mark)
Classes 10,
12, 28

LUCEQO
Austrian

T 1533/200
9

(word mark)
Classes 3, 9,
10, 12, 14,
18, 25, 28,
36, 40

Applicant's dishonest intention {in this case: an intent to
obtain a blocking position fo oppose possible
subsequent applications for registration of
identical/similar marks by third partfies)

Identity/similarity between the contested trade mark and
the earlier right/s

Crigin of the contested trade mark and its use since its
creation

Reqguests for financial compensation

Pattern of the applicant’s behaviour/actions

Summary of
the case

The claimant (Maquet GmbH) filed the EUTM application ‘LUCEA LED' for goods in
Class 10. The applicant (Copernicus EQOD) registered the contested EUTM ‘LUCEC’
claiming priority based on an Austrian trade mark. The applicant filed an opposition
against the EUTM application 'LUCEA LED', and the claimant filed an invalidity action
against the EUTM ‘LIUCEQ’ based on bad faith. The GC confirmed that the applicant
pursued an unlawful filing strategy consisting in successively chaining together
applications for registration of national trade marks. The GC found, inter alia, that the
chain of applications for registration of German and Austrian trade marks ‘LUCEQ’ was
intended to grant a blocking position to the applicant for a penod exceeding the six-month
period of reflection (in order to claim priority for an EUTM application) and the five-year
grace period. The applicant used this blocking position to oppose applications for
identical/similar marks by claiming priority of its earlier ‘LUCEQ" marks and requested
financial compensation only after the claimant made contact. This filing strategy was
found incompatible with the objectives of the EUTMR and qualified as an abuse of law,
because the trade mark applications were diverted from their initial purpose and were
filed sneculativelv or solelv with a view to obtainina financial comnensation
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Re-filing - 39653bygools byamabigwo fsteopgbs

*obgzg Gmames  bbgs  99dmbgg3zgddo, OMIId03
3990¢bobobogmgdols  Lsfobosmdgam  J89w9dol
9590, 9(30Q09OIE0S ©IGHSMOIS© 09631
dgbPogemomo  Lbgs  360d36gemmgsbo  ggsd@mMgdo,
396U 3MMgdoM 3°693bsgdeols m35EH0mLbM
396BMsbgs, g mbs dmbgl 3gmowlioboliog®gdols
LoHobsswdgam Q90 90900L dobbobl
290350069300, HMIgEo bgwsbowro 2sbsgbosol
Doggbols LggboMBo BoBbs olsbogh Lolisdmberm
6086900l LoliBHgdol dmOMESE odmyqgbgdol 01530056
5300 Bogooms©, MMELyg  #obdEbogdeols
doBsbo  0gm  moz30L0  vEMOY  MJAOLGHMOMYOMO
Labogmbeom 60db(9%)ol 25dmygbgdols
©5353LGMMYd9o 330390091900l [oMmagboligsb
05306 30y  ©@d  bmofierosbo  Lsdgmagsomm
3960mols gobsbyMdeoggds

% As in other bad faith scenarios, other factors
relevant to the assessment of bad faith,
especially the applicant’s dishonest intention,
will have to be examined in detail taking into
consideration the objective pursued by the bad
faith provisions, which in the context of a re-
filing scenario, is to prevent the abuse of the
trade mark system. E.g. when the applicant’s
intention was to avoid furnishing proof of
use of its earlier registered trade mark/s and
extend the five-year grace period.




INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE

Re-filing - §5653b5gools byamabiamo fjoMaoaghs

Parties before Hasbro, Inc. v EUIPO Parties before Kreativni  Dogadaji  [claimant]
the GC the BoA d.o.o. v Hasbro, Inc. [applicant]
GC case T-663M19, 21/04/2021 (157) BoA case R 1849/2017-2, 22/07/2019
number and number and
date date
Contested Earlier rights | Factors which were relevant to the finding of bad
trade mark faith in this case
Applicant’s dishonest intention (in this case: to avaoid
MONOPOLY furnishing proof of use of the trade mark and extend
EUTM the five-year grace penod)
Mo 238 352
(word trade Identity/similarity between the contested trade mark
mark} and the earlier right/s
Classes 9, 25,
MONOPOLY | 28
EUTM Identical or similar goods/services
Mo 9 071961 | MONOPOLY
Trade marks (word trade EUTM
glirsks;}es g, (N-.-.?o‘rsdﬁ?gd? 1 Grigir_‘u of the contested trade mark and its use since its
16,28 and | mark) creation
41 Class 41 Chronology of events leading up to the filing of the
MONOPOLY contested trade mark
EUTM _ _ . _
Mo 8 950 776 Lack of honest commercial logic behind the filing
(word trade
mark)

Class 16
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Misuse of the system — oliggdols bgergmess - T-663/19 MONOPOLY - 21.04.2021

«  word mark MONOPOLY’ reg. in 2011
BOAY309M0 Lsbagmberm 60860 MONOPOLY” &gaoldmomgdreos 2011 ol 5

« forg/sinCl9, 16, 28,41
Lgbeols s FmALEbIMGBOL 35M9aMM0s O/s Jasligodo Cl 9, 16, 28, 41

« atthetime of filling the EUTM already owned 3 word marks ‘MONOPOLY’

39653bOL Hotropagbols BmBgbE0licz0l 136MM3Meo Lslagmbenem Bodbols 8g3eMdgEL ©9339 MJROLEMOMdYIEO
39dmbgos 3 LoEYz09M0 Lsbisgmberm Bodsbo MONOPOLY

+  registered in 1998 (Cl 9, 25, 28) , 2009 (Cl 41) and 2010 (Cl 16)
O930LEMOMYOe0s 1998 {Hgwl (3esligdo: Cl 9, 25, 28) , 2009 (3esbo: Cl 41) s 2010 (3enstio: Cl 16)
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Misuse of the system —Lol&gdol bgeogmass

T-663/19 MONOPOLY - 21.04.2021

Repeat filing of a mark is not prohibited

But when pursued in order to circumvent
the proof of used requirement, then bad
faith can be found,;

EUTM proprietor admitted that this was
one of the advantages

The applicant intentionally sought to
circumvent the proof of use rule, in order to
derive an advantage therefrom to the
detriment of the balance of the system
resulting from that law

60odbols 25639690000 920309
536030 56 SGOL

09935,  OmEILyg ol JoBbow  olobogls
959my9gbgdols 53505LBM9dgo

330390 gdol 339MEOL 33asl, gl godergds
39molobooliogMgdols LoHobssedgam
999090500 Bs0m35e0mls

93635380006 Laldgmberm  6odbol  dBEPMOYEDS
300365, O™ g1 9MMN-9MMO M30M5BHILMDS 0YM.
25693bs9dgo 30560035600vs©
GOOWMdS  259myqgbgdoll  33H30(390vI 900l
3396O0L  53WsL, Goms  sdom  9mg3m3900bs
M30M5GHGUMBS,  OMIgerog  BodsMmMEgdOH030
©M3993963 00  Qomzsolfjobgdmeo  LoliEgdols
0o¢0obLL sB0sbgd©
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Misuse of the system — Lolsgdols bgergmess

T-663/19 MONOPOLY - 21.04.2021

Abuse of law

The fiing strategy practiced by the applicant,
which seeks to circumvent the rule relating to
proof of use, is inconsistent with the
objectives pursued by law,

It calls to mind a case of an abuse of law,

Despite formal observance of the conditions laid
down by the EU rules,

The purpose of those rules has not been
achieved, and

There is an intention to obtain an advantage
from those rules by creating artificially the
conditions laid down for obtaining it (§ 72)

3960Bols Bexsq 333mygbgds

2969365900l Boge 2980Yygbgdo MHAOLERMSEO0L
LEBOGIR09, OMTg0E BB OLbZL A5TmYgbgdols
333039090900 o060l Halol 095300090 s30EgdL;,
0990753909005 356Mboom gvmzaeolijobgdyen
do0Bb90mb

b 0f393L LBIBMNOL BCINIESO gIAMYBdOL
d900bg939L,

00359005350 936353306000 figbigdoo aygbogro
306090900 GO0 QOO(330L5

50 i98900L BoBbo 56 5L BofigmEro s

g0l 256BHMHZs, MM 53 9900 30MsEglmds
8000Mb bgermzbmesw 89ddbowro 3omHmdgdom,
39003 59 306G r00L 093030l MO
dy6oo (872).
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Usgdg ‘Sandra Pabst’ (R 2445/2017-G)

Revocation request filed as an "abuse of law" and °
with the intention of blackmail

An abuse of process is a “general procedural
objection of a preliminary nature”, which prevents
a discussion of the merits of the case (i.e.
assessment of genuine use of the mark)

A Board is entitled to examine certain facts ex °
officio, as long as they can be derived from other
Board of Appeal cases or from the EUIPO
Register

It is not in the public interest for trade mark trolls to *
flood other parties or even trade mark offices with
“vexatious requests” and burdensome litigation

299999900L  FmbMzbs  Foroagboos GMAMO3 85600l
BOOHMEQ 2990Yy)bgds” s obEo50L 2obBMb3ZS;

3Om39boL  dMOMEE  2ddmyggbgds  Fom3mapgbls ,Hobslfamo
HobsMOL BMASE BadMM3Ibm Fglsggdgeml”, Mmdgwog byl
3ol Loddols slgdoo 4sbbogsls (sbwg 60360l Mgsemmo
259my9bgdol ge30LgosLs);

35a0o(hel IBEgds 5g3L gbobowml ™335 BogBhgdo
399965006 Log3mdzgbg, 00 J9dmbgzazsdo, 00v) Qb BodEndo
39900@0b5MHMBL  Loadgeroom LsdFMb bbgs Loddggdosb b
9363530060l 063999339060 153M0MGOOL MORBOBOEOOL
998GM0Nb;

LIBMPSMGOM0Z0  0BEBHIMGUOL  LofobssmBgams,  MMEILSS
Lobiogmberm 603bol BoBbos LoBgergdols 8mBL39390000 b
ddodg  3Omi3ggdoo  goliswognmls  bbgs  dbstggdo b

063994339 mE0 15539MO0L MMA60B(30900.
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20/12/2022, R 2108/2018-2, Wong lo kat

Wong lo kat
BobMo B5¢obgIEol BSO

Classes: 5, 30, 32
3oligdo: 5, 30, 32
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Take-away points - @slsd5bLm3M9d9w0 sS139dGHgd0

»  Presumption of bad faith — burden of proof on invalidity applicant
362539000 L0BEOLOGOO ABBEOIBZOL 35O — T3 303900l BZOMO AL Zo9ddgdol
0mdmbm3gb dbatrnby.

an
YEARS
FICE

» However, proof of a subjective condition (intention) through objective circumstances is not-easy
— if the invalidity applicant provides strong arguments and evidence that bad faith might exist,
the burden of proof is reversed and it is for the proprietor of the contested mark to provide
plausible explanations on the objectives and commercial logic pursued by the trade mark
application: to be silent may be dangerous!

009939, b¥BOIIEMOO 30MHMBYBOL (ZBBEOZOL) ITEI03700 MBOYIEIOO FM90MGOJOO
35MGH030 56 SOHOL — 01¥) 2599d9d0L dmMTbrmzbo FboMg FoMoyabl derogM sMRBIBEHIOL s
333039019 gdadl, M3 gbodgrms  sMBNOMBGL 961539000 OBEOLOYMO  BBOBAIY,
3330339099900l AZ0OMO  A9OEOL  LBosgm  bodbol  AxgErMdgEBHg. Al Bermfig3L
QOAoxGM909e00  sbLbs 00 B0BBYdOLS s 3MAIMEOVIENO EMAOZOBS, MTgEoE Loliodmbem
60860l M1920LEHOHE000Y 0gm 2380BbIEO: BOO TglsAMd LaMOlZM oymUL!
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Take-away points - @slsd5bLm3M9d9w0 sS139dGHgd0

- Different bad faith scenarios identified are not exhaustive
561539000 B0bEOoLI0YEMNBOL gl A5BLBZ390vIErO B3gbIMGdO 56
2900530 59MIMo30, Bb3sE 393609

* Recourse to an oral hearing might be useful in bad faith cases
D93060 ImAG6OL Bob0dzbs T90dengds LobotygdM godm©agL
561539000 B0boLI0YMNBOL 390339e00 L9900l A9Bbo30LL
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CP13 Common Practice - Laghom 360594EHo3s

Publication and implementation 258m9439946085 s 2B PR

www.tmdn.org

Publication date gsdmd39969d0L
5 22/03/2024 o

COMMON COMMUNICATION

TRADE MARK APPLICATIONS MADE IN
BAD FAITH

Q Implementation date (max. 3 months after
publication) go6bmM309egdol MoMowo

(3&601;}3335360@.55 d5JbodMa 3 30l 9999)
HE 22/06/2024

MARCH 2024
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Unauthorised trade mark filing by an agent or representative

Article 8(3) EUTMR

3M570eq058mLoEro 3085Mm3s Lslsgmbenm 60dbols MgaoLEBMIE0sBY 5396@U
56 {o®m3mB509gbenols 3bG0EIb — g3Mmomgd@Eogol dmbero 8(3)

ssAccording to Article 8(3) EUTMR, upon
opposition by the proprietor of an earlier
trade mark, a trade mark shall not be
registered where an agent or representative
of the proprietor of the trade mark applies for
registration thereof in his own name without
the proprietor’s consent, unless the agent or
representative justifies his action.

*Lobogmberm 60dbgdols Gglobgd g3Mm©oMgdEo30l

dmberols 8(3) 0565bds0, 5QMY
920LEO0MOO LobogMmberm 60dbol
9x3™dYol Mm3MmboMgdoLLl, Lolisdmberm bodbols
M9a0LGHMOE0S 96 obbmMHEogmads 0y
Ixnmdgol  9396G0 96 HoMdmBoygbgero
15390560 Lobggrom d0dsmr03L
3o6M90LGHM0Mdg  MmOPbMl,  Lobogmberm
60360l xzEMdgEol MsbbAMBOL A569Tg, 43O
00 J99mbz93gdoly  Om@aLsg gu  9396GH0 b

Poe3mBoygbgero x9gMm3zbs  osLHdMYOL
L53P6 J89OIOIU.
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11/11/2020, C-809/18 P, MINERAL MAGIC (15/10/2018, T-7/17)

For the owner of a foreign trade mark to prevent the
registration of a subsequent trade mark which has been
applied by his/her agent or representative, the following
requirements must be met cumulatively:

1. The person asserting his right as the legitimate owner
of the disputed trade mark has a registration (in a Paris
Convention or WTO country);

2. A commercial relationship exists between the parties
to the dispute that may be broadly interpreted as
“principal” and “agent’ or “representative” (including
distributors);

3. ldentity of the signs and of the goods/services is not
required — similarity may be enough.

0dolozol, MM 3bmIMo  Lobodmberm Bodbols 9g3ermdgeds
05300050 50(300ML Aobo 93)PEHOL b HotBrmBocoagberols dogk
Dotrogabogo  Ggdamdo  Logsdmm  bodbol  GgaolEMoEos,
Lo oMM 0990900930 Jcmobmzbgdols GOHDMOCPOZQ
Q05305YMAB0Id:

1. 306, HB89003 B3 LBLOGMBEM BBl EIg0EHNMMO Fg3eMdgEOls
R3O 5(3b9gdL, MBS gosBbrogly MYACLEBMAEs (35M0Bol 3mb3gabEool
9B Bmz30m Leg5 MM MERVBOB300L 936 J30996580);

2. o530l dbyMmgmgol FMMOL  HOLBGOIMIL  3BIMEOIEO  YMHOYNIMDS,
™I90E 9g0dengds B39MoME 0g4bsl 5030 MMM ,000935M0" S
939030 96 ,§o08mB5c0y969w0“ (350> Mol OLEMOdYEMMIOOS);

3. 60369005 s BogMbeOl/mBLHYIMGBOL OIBEIMMDS HVYZOWIGDIO 56
360l — F9L59emo 13533560B0 0yl AbgyegLgds.
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11/11/2020, C-809/18 P, MINERAL MAGIC (15/10/2018, T-7/17)

Key points from the judgment:

The scope of application of Article 8(3)
EUTMR should not be limited to identical
marks and identical good/services but
should also extend to similar marks and
similar goods/services.

The concepts of ‘agent’ and
‘representative’ must be interpreted
broadly so as to cover all forms of
relationship based on a contractual
agreement under which there is some
agreement or commercial cooperation
between the parties of a kind that gives
rise to a fiduciary relationship.

For the purposes of applying Article 8(3)
EUTMR, similarity between the marks is
not determined on the basis of a
likelihood of confusion.

s

Bobiogmberm 6odbgdols M9aOLEEMSEOL Tglsbgd gatmmoMgddogols
8(3) 3mberols dmddgeogdols 561950 56 bs 0ymb 3B
dbmmmo  0hdHmmo  bodbgdoms @ 0©IPGHMEO
L5gbe00Y/BMAHMOHGBOM, 5MT9 Ngzg MBS AO3MEICIL
Ayl BodbdL> coo Ayl bigmbyer By Bmdlssti)gdsty.

SRPOOL" s »{jormBaopgherols” 35gdgdo Jbes ogbgl B

B3GR, 905 F0E33IL Y39es BbOL MHC0GMHMOL,
Mmooz ge3mdbgds  Logmb@moddm  0900bbdqosl o

3Molbdmdl  dbogors  FmOOL  g3t33gMe  3goobbdgdsl  sb
3009030 096533MMAMdL,  Gmdgerog  HoBmGmdls
Bmd5H9 05937936909 YIMHNOGMMANL.

Lobiogmberm Bodbgdols M9aOLEMIEOL Tqlvbgd gatmoMgddogol
8@3) dmberol  doBBIPWOLZ0L, 60odbgdls Tl  Algsgligdols
29BL5HE3MS 36 brogds ¥BYMEMBOL 5¢B0IMIOL Bog3rdzgeBy.
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28/06/2023 T-145/22, GRASS IN BOTTLE (other) / Bottle with strand of grass (3D) et al. (not allowed

to proceed to CJ; 25/01/2024, C-553/23 P) dmoeo ds¢nsbols @g®momo (3D) et al. (56 0gbs ¢0s8390w9¢mo

slsdo CJ

s « 3D sign
S 3D bodsbo

| - Cl 33 Spirts
~ and liqueurs -

R
LB30ME0bO
Earlier trade mark (among others) Contested sign BoliGgengdol o
5O Lobiagmberem Bodsbo (bggdls Logo3M bodsbo @odomcols
(6(")6)01)) 3o M%)

GC: EUTM application was not filed by the agent of the trade mark proprietor - No direct, even implicit or de
facto, contractual agreement of commercial cooperation between the parties had been proved.

B39O 36HMFBOOL BELHAIMEIM: QB 30 Ymgzzos [otmeagboero Lslisgmberm bodbols dg3EMdgEol
5396@0L BogM — FbMIYIOL FMOOL 33 S0MPS0MO, 33 HMSOMPISOMO S SO BoJBHMOMOZ0 3BINEOIO
075653361 MdOL FgLsbgd B 3MBEEYEM 8906bTGOS 56 5O,
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28/06/2023 T-145/22, GRASS IN BOTTLE (other) / Bottle with strand of grass (3D) et al. (not allowed

to proceed to CJ; 25/01/2024, C-553/23 P) dmoeo ds¢nsbols @g®momo (3D) et al. (56 0gbs ¢0s8390w9¢mo
sldo CJ

Key findings - 8023560 0a690900:

- The concept of “trade mark” includes both registered trade marks and non-registered trade marks,
but only to that extent that the law of the country of origin acknowledges rights of that type (8 42) -
Lobodmbeom  60dbols 36905 8moEsgl OHmamM Ma0LEMOMGdMW, g3 SMIMIOLEMOMdE
Bobodmbenm Bodbgdl, BsgMod dbmenme 08 89800H393530, 039 HoBmBmMdOL J399bols 356mbIENdEIMdS
50005050 53 3030L ROl (8 42).

- Regarding the “origin of the earlier mark”, it is irrelevant whether or not the rights relating to the
earlier mark apply in the EU (8 43) - sco®gmemo 60360l §atmamdmdeliosd ps39380mq000, s0s 593L
360036900mds, 3MEIG0s v M 93 B0dBMB  ©39300MPOMO MRWGOYJOO  G3MIM 53000l
309000 (8 43).
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28/06/2023, T-145/22, GRASS IN BOTTLE (other) / Bottle with strand of grass (3D) et al. (not allowed

to proceed to CJ; 25/01/2024, C-553/23 P) dmoeo ds¢nsbols @g®momo (3D) et al. (56 0gbs ¢0s8390w9¢mo
sldo CJ

- Broad interpretation of “agent” and “representative” - some kind
of contractual agreement, whether written or not, of commercial
cooperation must exist between the parties, and not through third
parties

- Decisive criterion - existence of a contractual agreement of
commercial cooperation established in substance, and not its
formal classification (§ 51-53).

-The protection conferred by that provision continues even after
the cessation of the contractual relationship, if the obligation of trust
and confidentiality still existed at the time of filing the trade mark
application (8 54).

- The burden of proof regarding the existence of contractual
relationship lies with the opponent, namely the proprietor of the
earlier mark (§ 55).

- ,,9396E0LS" o oMMl (36900l Gotonm QebdamEIds — TbMgHdLs
F0a0b 160 9MPOMINL 290337790 GO30L Ld3MBAEAMagEH™ Fgosbbdds,
DoMomdomo 01y sMfigMHomMdom0,  3MIGME0NI0  03955F3MMBMBdOL
Glsobgd s 562 Fglssdn Fbotggdols 35d390d00.

- 20Y30B0  3P0GgPomBo  — 3390300 086533MMBEmdOL
5329930e0bg OLIII0 3BAGIAIEo Tgonsbbagdol sMlgomds, Grderog
200L5BEZOE0s F0BsMLOM S 3 FOLO FMMACHMMO 3EBOGOZE0M (8
51-53).

- BB EPIPOD @3> FMIIWERPS  L3mbAHMJEe
009M0B0L F9fig30¢Hob F93ges 077 bromdols s 3mbgowIbEosEMmBdL
3OXQOVIO> 33z HOLdMBL Labigmbeom 6odbob gba3baols fotaobols
Ols (8 54).

- 153063 EH™  MH00gMNMBOL  SOIYOMdOL 833039008 BZ0Mmo g3l
3mBoE0sl, 39MAM, 500M7 o 5030 Bg3emdWl (8 55).
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THANK YOU FOR YOUR
ATTENTION!

QOO 350EMdS
416500 09gd0lomzgol!
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