
4. Orders Mr Kimman to bear the entirety of the costs both at first instance and of the main appeal;

5. Orders each party to bear its own costs in the cross-appeal.
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1. Dismisses the action;

2. Orders Moonich Produktkonzepte & Realisierung GmbH to bear its own costs and to pay the costs incurred by the Office for 
Harmonisation in the Internal Market (Trade Marks and Designs) (OHIM) and by Thermofilm Australia Pty Ltd.
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