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Welsh rugby stands at a crossroads as the Welsh Rugby Union moves to reshape the professional 
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to address financial instability and improve the performance of the men’s and women’s national teams. 
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synthesis, proportionality and harm-reduction rather than performative certainty.
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financial or in-kind support is provided by the brand in return for certain benefits, including enhanced 
visibility, audience engagement and an association with cultural prestige. This article explores examples 
of the art and cultural initiatives of luxury brands, and highlights some of the key legal considerations 
specific to partnerships with cultural institutions.
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The Court of Appeal has struck out a claim in unjust enrichment brought by Tyburn Film Productions 
against Lunak Heavy Industries and Lucasfilm over their reproduction of the likeness of the late Peter 
Cushing, who played Grand Moff Tarkin in the original 1977 Star Wars film. The claim failed on first 
principles, because a claim in unjust enrichment will always require a transfer of value from the claimant 
to the defendant. In reaching its decision, the court applied the Investment Trust Companies principle: 
there must be something that amounts to a transfer of value from A to B, in the sense of a loss suffered 
by A through the provision of the benefit to B.
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This article reviews and comments on the ruling of the Munich Regional Court in GEMA v OpenAI that 
the training and operation of the Al developer’s large language models infringed the copyright of the 
collecting society’s members by reproducing protected song lyrics without a licence.
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protection to the same work); (ii) the applicable standard for assessing copyright in works of applied 
art is the same as any other work; (iii) the subjective choices of the author, the pre-existence of similar 
works and the source of inspiration may be used in determining copyright subsistence but should not 
be individually determinative; and (iv) the test for copyright infringement depends solely on whether 
the protected work’s creative elements have been reproduced in a recognisable manner (rather than 
the pre-existence of other works, the originality of the original work or other similar factors).
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truth, honest opinion and public interest failed for lack of evidence.
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This article reviews and comments on Athleta (ITM) Inc v Sports Group Denmark, in which the Court of 
Appeal partially allowed an appeal against a High Court decision concerning revocation, trade mark 
infringement and passing off. The ruling provides important clarification on the UK courts’ approach 
to genuine use and targeting, the assessment of weakly distinctive marks, and the treatment of variant 
forms in infringement and passing off cases.
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On 15 January 2026, the Court of Justice of the European Union handed down its much-anticipated 
decision in Wunner, a landmark ruling with profound consequences for director liability in the online 
gambling sector. This article reviews the decision and considers its practical implications in light of 
Austria’s position as the litigation forum for such claims.
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Mark Infringement and Passing-Off Action 101
This article reviews and comments on Dryrobe Ltd v Caesr Group Ltd in which the Intellectual Property 
Enterprise Court, in upholding trade mark infringement and passing-off claims brought by the makers 
of the well-known “Dryrobe” waterproof changing robe against a competitor trading under various 
D-ROBE signs, dismissed a counterclaim that, amongst other things, the claimant’s marks had become 
generic.
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of the European Union further refined its preliminary ruling in Emanuel v Continental Shelf 128 Ltd, 
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paper published in 2017. The claimant, who was not credited as a co-author, argued that she was a 
joint author through various contributions, such as sketching out the structure and providing notes 
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