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especially since the debate about intellectual property as a justified form of property is now moot.
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local villages, towns, communes or districts to concentrate on one product that they promote and market.
The implementation of this model in the developing world has raised diverse challenges. Inspired by
the OVOP/OTOP, the author has expanded the scope of coverage by renaming the concept “One
Municipality, One Innovation (OMOI) Model”. The aim is to set up a platform/entity at the municipality
level, as defined by each country, which encourages locals to produce innovative projects in certain
areas deemed important in both non-technological and technological sectors and in accordance with the
needs and priorities of the municipality which should be implemented within the initial period of three
years and subject to an extension of two years, where applicable. The involvement of the informal
economies (sector) should be encouraged.

The Patenting of DNA and the Statute of Monopolies in Australia 492
Australia’s Patents Act 1990 defines a patentable invention by reference to concept of “method of
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Monopolies and traces its transplantation to Australia. It then explores the judicial interpretation in
Australia of method of manufacture by reference to attempts to patent medical treatments and DNA.
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The evolving landscape of digitalisation of copyrighted works has demonstrated the limits of traditional
copyright law and calls for a modern legal framework. The rise of online infringement, the risks of
unbalanced weight between the rights of copyright holders and the protection of public interest, including
free access to digitalised works, and the consistent advocacy of scholars to address these issues, seem
to have resonated. In fact, from North America to Europe and to the Pacific, new copyright policies
have been drafted and implemented in recent years. This article takes a critical look at the new European
Union’s Directive on Copyright in the digital single market from the angle of its benefits for both
copyright holders and the public.
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This article specifically explores Design Rights legislation and attempts to highlight the problems
presented by the functionality doctrine. The registered design right, unregistered design right and
community provisions are explored. together with case law to ascertain an understanding of the
implications of the doctrine for fashion. The article explores the scope of design rights and analyses the
parameters of design rights as applied to fashion and considerations are extended to the implications on
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The Court of Justice of the European Union has ruled that the word sign “Fack ju Gohte”—the title of
a successful 2013 German comedy, and a phonetic transcription into German of the English expression
“Fuck you, Goethe”—does not infringe the “accepted principles of morality” pursuant to art.7(1 )(f) of
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