
Secondly, the applicant submits that the Commission violated
the notion of Community interest and committed manifest
errors of appraisal, erred in law and violated its duty to state
reasons.

(1) Commission Regulation (EC) No 773/2004 of 7 April 2004 relating
to the conduct of proceedings by the Commission pursuant to Arti-
cles 81 and 82 of the EC Treaty (OJ 2004 L 123, p. 18).
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Optimus-Telecomunicações, SA
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applicant

Mark or sign cited: The Community and international word
marks ‘PROVISC’ and ‘DUOVISC’ for goods in class 5
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