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ARBITRATION CASE NO. 2/2006

INTH IT) ON MATTER OF:

:

PIZZA HUT INTERNATIONAL LLC ...CLAIMANT
g

#
VERSUS

TEEET

PINO B. ...RESPONDENT

-]

§AWARD:
:

The present dispute has arisen over the registration of the domain name
Ppizzahut.in which was registered by the respondent. The claimant has filed the
present claim seeking the aforesaid domain name pizzahut.ip be cancelled
Awhich was granted in favour of the respondent and be transferred in favour of
the claimant. However, in response to the aforesaid claim, the respondent fairly
consented for transferring the aforesaid domain name in favour of the claimant.
gAlthough the respondent in his reply has raised the issue of sunrise period when
ghe had applied for the registration of the aforesaid domain name, but he did not
mention the purpose for which the said the domain name was being used by
“him. Furthermore, the claimant have also not been able to clarify that while
fduring the sunrise period why it had not filed its appropriate objection to the
gregistration of the aforesaid domain in favour of the respondent during the
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Be that as it may, on considering all facts and circumstances and on perusal of
the records, it is just and fair that the prayer of the claimant is allowed in its
favour for cancellation of the aforesaid domain name pizzahut.in which was
registered in favour of the respondent and allow the transfer of the aforesaid
domain name in favour of the claimant. As the respondent had acted fairly, no
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cost is awarded in favour of the claimant.
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NIKILESH RAMACHANDRAN
ARBITRATOR
DATED : 1°" July 2006



