
ARBITRATION AWARD 
.IN REGISTRY - NATIONAL INTERNET EXCHANGE OF INDIA 

.IN domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy 
INDRP Rules of Procedure 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Sensient Technologies Corporation 
777 E, Wiscoinsin Avenue 
Suite 1100, Milwaukee 
WI 53202 
USA First Complainant 

Sensient India Private Limited, 
322, Solitaire Corporate Park, 
Andheri Kurla Road, 
Andheri East, 
Mumbai ....Second Complainant 

VERSUS 

Mr. Duan Zuochun 
XiangzhouquJidaBailianlu 188Hao 
Zhongtonggongyedsha2Lou 
Guangdong - 519000 
China 

Respondent 



T H E PARTIES: 

The C o m p l a i n a n t in this administrat ive proceeding is Sensient 

Technologies C o r p o r a t i o n , a company incorporated u n d e r the laws of 

U . S . A . , hav ing its address at 777 E, W i s c o i n s i n Avenue , Suite 1100, 

Mi lwaukee WI 53202 , U . S . A . Represented through M s . R a c h n a B a k h r u , 

Advocate of R a n j a n N a r u l a Associates , Intel lectual Property Attorneys, 

at V a t i k a Towers 10 t h F loor , B l o c k B, Sector-54, G u r g a o n - 122 002 

The Respondent is 

X i a n g z h o u q u J i d a B a i l i a n l u l 88 Hao 

Guangdong - 519000 C h i n a . 

M r . D u a n Z u o c h u n 

Zhongtonggoi igyedsha2Lou 

2 T H E DOMAIN N A M E AND REGISTRAR 

The d isputed d o m a i n name <SENSIENT.IN> has been registered by 

the Respondent . The Registrar wi th w h o m the d i sputed d o m a i n is 

registered is Transecute Solut ions Pvt. L t d . 

3 PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

The C o m p l a i n t was filed wi th the .In Registry. Nat iona l Interne! 

Exchange of India (NIXI), against M r . D u a n Z u o c h u n 

X i a n g z h o u q u J i d a B a i l i a n i u 188Hao Zhongtonggongyedsha2Lou 

G u a n g d o n g - 519000 C h i n a . The NIXI verified that the C o m p l a i n t 

together w i t h the annexures to the C o m p l a i n t a n d satisfied the 

formal requirements of the . i n D o m a i n Name Dispute Resolut ion 

Policy ("The Policy") a n d the Rules of Procedure ("The Rules") . 

3.1 In accordance with the Rules , Paragraph-2(a) and 4(a), NIXI 

formal ly not i f ied the Respondent of the C o m p l a i n t a n d appointed 

me as a Sole Arb i t ra tor for ad judicat ing u p o n the dispute - in 

accordance w i t h The Arb i t ra t ion a n d C o n c i l i a t i o n Act , 1996, 

Rules f ramed there under , .In Dispute Resolut ion Policy and 

Rules f ramed there u n d e r on 5 t h January, 2011. The parties 

were not i f ied about the appointment of an Arb i t ra tor on 5 t h 

January, 2011. 

3.2 The Panel has submi t ted the Statement of Acceptance and 

Dec lara t ion of Impart ial i ty a n d Independence, as required by NIXI 



to ensure compl iance wi th the Rules (paragraph-6). The 

arbi t rat ion proceedings commenced on 5 t h January, 2011. In 

accordance w i t h the rules , paragraph 5(c). The Respondent .was 

notified by me about the commencement of arbi t rat ion 

proceedings a n d the due date for f i l ing h is response. 

3.3 The Respondent failed a n d / o r neglected a n d / o r omitted to file 

formal response to the C o m p l a i n t w i t h i n 10 days as was granted 

to h i m by the notice dated January 5, 2011. However, by h i s e-

m a i l dated J a n u a r y 5 , 2011 , the Respondent submit ted; " Y o u 

arb i t ra t ion to arb i t ra t ion , a n d I do not care". 

3.4 The Pane l considers that according to Paragraph-9 of the Rules , 

the language of the proceedings s h o u l d be in E n g l i s h . In the facts 

and c i r c u m s t a n c e s , in -person hear ing was not considered 

necessary for dec id ing the C o m p l a i n t a n d consequently, on the 

basis of the statements a n d documents submit ted on record, the 

present a w a r d is passed. 

FACTUAL B A C K G R O U N D 

4.1 The C o m p l a i n a n t in these administrat ive proceedings is Sensient 

Technologies C o r p o r a t i o n , 777 E , W i s c o i n s i n Avenue , Sui te 1100, 

M i l w a u k e e W l 53202 , U S A 

4.2 The C o m p l a i n a n t is a global company w i t h operations in more 

t h a n 30 countr ies a n d is the world's leading suppl ier of flavors, 

fragrances and colors used to make a diverse variety of foods a n d 

beverages, pharmaceut ica l s , cosmetics, home a n d personal care 

products , specialty pr in t ing and imaging products computer 

imaging a n d i n d u s t r i a l colors. The c o m p l a i n a n t employs 

advanced technologies a r o u n d the wor ld to develop specialty food 

and beverages Systems, cosmetic a n d p h a r m a c e u t i c a l ingredient 

systems, ink je t a n d specialty i n k s , d isplay i m a g i n g chemicals a n d 

other special ty chemicals . The C o m p l a i n a n t employs 3600 

employees wor ldwide a n d its customers inc lude major 

in ternat ional manufac turers representing some of the world's best 

k n o w n b r a n d s . 





4,8 The Respondent has registered the disputed domain name 

<sensient.in> on 8 t h October, 2010 through the sponsoring Registrar, 

Transecute Solutions Pvt. Ltd. 

4.9 The respondent has not submitted formal reply to the contentions 

raised by the Complainant in the Complaint. However, by his e-mail 

dated January 5, 2011, the respondent wrote to the Panel "You 

arbitration to arbitration, and I do not care" 

5 PARTIES CONTENTIONS 

5A COMPLAINANT 

5A(1) The F i r s t C o m p l a i n a n t was founded in 1882 as Meadow Springs 

D i s t i l l i n g C o m p a n y . In the late 1800s, C o m p l a i n a n t changed its 

name to Nat ional D i s t i l l i n g C o m p a n y . Subsequent ly , Nat iona l 

D i s t i l l i n g C o m p a n y changed its name to Red Star Yeast and 

Products C o m p a n y . Red Star Yeast a n d Products C o m p a n y 

changed its name to Universa l Foods C o r p o r a t i o n in 1962. In 

2000 U n i v e r s a l Foods Corporat ion changed its name to Sensient 

Technologies Corpora t ion (Complainant) . 

5A(2) In India , the Second C o m p l a i n a n t has obtained registrations of 

the trade m a r k " S E N S I E N T " and is the registered proprietor of the 

t rademarks in n u m e r o u s classes as detai led below: 
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The aforesaid t r a d e m a r k s are valid a n d s u b s i s t i n g on the records 

of the Trade M a r k s Registry. 

5A(3) The C o m p l a i n a n t has pending appl ica t ions / reg is t ra t ions of the 

m a r k S E N S I E N T in a n u m b e r of countr ies a r o u n d the wor ld 

i n c l u d i n g Uni ted States o f A m e r i c a , A u s t r a l i a , Argent ina , C a n a d a , 

C h i n a , E u r o p e a n C o m m u n i t y , M a l a y s i a , Turkey , T h a i l a n d , 

Swi tzer land, Sr i L a n k a , S o u t h Afr ica . 

5A(4) The C o m p l a i n a n t C o m p a n y has generated revenue of US$ 1201 

m i l l i o n for the year 2009. The sales in U . S . A . accounted for 59% 

of the total sales. Fur ther , the C o m p l a i n a n t has recorded 

revenue of U S $ 773 and generated income of U S $ 1 2 4 . 5 from its 

F lavour a n d Fragrances G r o u p and recorded revenue of U S $ 375 

a n d generated income of U S $ 58 from its C o l o u r G r o u p for the 

year 2009. 

5A(5) T h e C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s t h a t t h e o v e r w h e l m i n g s u c c e s s o f 

S E N S I E N T p r o d u c t s h a s r e s u l t e d i n C o m p l a i n a n t ( s ) g a m i n g 

e x t e n s i v e g o o d w i l l a n d r e p u t a t i o n i n t h e s a i d m a r k / n a m e 

w o r l d w i d e a n d i n I n d i a . T h e m e m b e r s o f the t r a d e a n d 

p u b l i c e x c l u s i v e l y a s s o c i a t e the m a r k / n a m e S E N S I E N T w i t h 

the b u s i n e s s o f t h e C o m p l a i n a n t a n d n o n e o t h e r . 

5A(6) The C o m p l a i n a n t owns the Intellectual property in the trade m a r k 

a n d d o m a i n name " S E N S I E N T " i n c l u d i n g its trade m a r k 

registrat ions a n d d o m a i n names registrations. The C o m p l a i n a n t 

is the registrant a n d user of several d o m a i n names conta in ing the 

S E N S I E N T m a r k e.g. 

1. w w w . s e n s i e n t . c o m 
i i . www.sens ient - tech . in 

i i i . www.sens ient - tech .com 

iv. www.sensientfoodcolors .com 

v. www.sens ient l l avours . com 

v i . www.ser is ientdehydratedf lavors .com 

v i i . w w w . s e n s i e n i - f l a v o u r s . c o m 

v i i i . www.sensient fraerances .com 

5A(7) The C o m p l a i n a n t submi ts that the overwhelming success of 

m a r k / n a m e S E N S I E N T has resulted in the C o m p l a i n a n t gaining 

http://sensient.com
http://sensient-tech.com
http://sensientfoodcolors.com
http://tllavours.com
http://un.vw.serisientdehydratedflavors.com
http://www.sensientfraerances.com
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extensive goodwil l and reputat ion in the m a r k world-wide 

i n c l u d i n g in India . The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that i t i s c o m m o n 

for every b u s i n e s s and household in India to use the Internet for 

emails , b r o w s i n g web-sites , entertainment etc. In India , where 

there is a huge user base w i t h a large y o u t h p o p u l a t i o n that uses 

Internet. for c o m m u n i c a t i o n a n d enterta inment , the 

C o m p l a i n a n t ' s m a r k / n a m e S E N S I E N T i s w e l l - k n o w n a n d i s 

popular amongst them. 

5A(8) The C o m p l a i n a n t also owns the websites www.sens ient . com and 

www.sens ient - tech .com, w h i c h are accessible f rom worldwide a n d 

is available for use by users globally, i n c l u d i n g those in India. 

B . RESPONDENT 

5B ( l )The Respondent has been given opportuni ty to file h is response to 

the C o m p l a i n t by the panel by its notice dated J a n u a r y 5, 2011. 

5B(2) The Respondent has , however, failed a n d / o r neglected a n d / o r 

omitted to file, any response to the C o m p l a i n t filed by the 

C o m p l a i n a n t . 

5B(3) The Panel , therefore, has no other opt ion b u t to proceed w i t h the 

proceedings a n d to decide the compla int on the basis' of the 

mater ia l on record a n d in accordance w i t h the .In Dispute 

Resolut ion Policy a n d the Rules framed thereunder . 

6. DISCUSSIONS A N D FINDINGS 

6.1 The Compla inant (s ) , while f i l ing the C o m p l a i n t , submit ted to 

arbi t rat ion proceedings in accordance w i t h the .In Dispute 

Reso lut ion Policy a n d the Rules framed thereunder in terms of 

paragraph (3b) of the Rules and Procedure. The Respondent also 

s u b m i t t e d to the mandatory arbitrat ion proceedings in terms of 

paragraph 4 of the policy, while seeking registration of the 

d i s p u t e d d o m a i n name. 

6.2 Paragraph 12 of the Rules provides that the Panel is to decide the 

C o m p l a i n t on the basis of the statements a n d documents 

submit ted and that there shal l be no in -person hear ing ( inc luding 

http://www.sensient.com
http://www.sensient-tech.com
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hear ing by teleconference video conference, a n d web conference) 

unless , the Arb i t ra tor , in his sole discret ion and as an exceptional 

c i r c u m s t a n c e , otherwise determines that s u c h a hear ing is 

necessary for dec id ing the Compla in t . I do not th ink that the 

present case is of exceptional nature where the determination 

cannot be made on the basis of mater ia l on record a n d without 

i n - p c r s o n hear ing . Sub-Sect ion 3 of Section 19 of The Arbi t ra t ion 

& C o n c i l i a t i o n Act also empowers the A r b i t r a l T r i b u n a l to conduct 

the proceedings in the m a n n e r i t considers appropriate i n c l u d i n g 

the power to determine the admiss ib i l i ty , relevance, material i ty 

a n d weight of any evidence. 

6.3 It is therefore appropriate to examine the issues in the light of 

statements a n d d o c u m e n t s submit ted as evidence as per Policy, 

Rules a n d the provis ions of the Act . 

6.4 In accordance w i t h the pr inciples la id d o w n u n d e r order 8 Rule 

10 of the Code of C i v i l Procedure, the arbi trator is empowered to 

pronounce j u d g m e n t against the Respondent or to make s u c h 

order in re la t ion to the C o m p l a i n t as It t h i n k fit in the event, the 

Respondent fails to file its reply to the C o m p l a i n t in the 

prescr ibed period of time as fixed by the panel . 

The a w a r d can be pronounced on account of default of 

Respondent w i t h o u t cons ider ing statements or averments made 

by the Complainant(s ) on merit. However, in view of the fact that 

pre l iminary o n u s is on the Complainant(s) to satisfy the existence 

of a l l condi t ions u n d e r the policy to obtain the re l ie fs c la imed, 

the panel feels it appropriate to deal w i t h the averments made by 

the Complainant(s ) in its C o m p l a i n t in detail a n d to satisfy itself i f 

the condi t ions under the policy s tand satisf ied. 

The Complainant(s ) has filed evidence by way of Annexures-'A' to 

' K ' w i t h the C o m p l a i n t . 

The Respondent has not filed its reply or any documentary 

evidence in response to the averments made in the complaint . 

The averments made in the compla int remain u n r e b u t t e d a n d 

uncha l lenged . 
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6.5 The o n u s of proof is on the C o m p l a i n a n t s ) . As the proceeding is 

of a c iv i l nature , the s tandard of proof is on the balance of 

probabi l i t ies . The mater ia l facts pleaded m the C o m p l a i n t 

concern ing the C o m p l a i n a n t ' s legitimate r ight , interest and title in 

the trade m a r k , trade name and d o m a i n name <SENSIENT.IN> 

and the reputat ion accrued thereto have neither been dealt wi th 

nor d i s p u t e d or specifically denied by the Respondent . The 

Respondent has not also denied the correctness a n d genuineness 

of any of the A n h e x u r e s / E x h i b i t s filed by the Complaihant(s) 

a long w i t h the C o m p l a i n t . 

6.6 U n d e r the provis ions of Order 8 Rule 5 of the Code of C i v i l 

Procedure , 1908 the mater ia l facts as are not specif ically denied 

are deemed to be admit ted. 

6.7 The dec is ion of Hon'ble Supreme C o u r t of India in the matter of 

J a h u r i S a h V s . D w a r i k a Prasad - AIR 1967 SC 109, be referred 

to. The facts as are admitted expressly or by legal f ict ion require 

no formal proof. (See Section 58 of the Indian Evidence Act, 

1872). 

6.8 The Panel therefore accepts the case set up a n d the evidence filed 

by the Complamant(s ) and concludes that the same s tand 

deemed admit ted a n d proved in accordance wi th law. 

6.9 Paragraph 10 of the Policy provides that the remedies available to 

the Complainant(s ) p u r s u a n t to any proceedings before an 

arb i t ra t ion panel sha l l be l imited to the cancel lat ion or transfer of 

d o m a i n name registration to the Complainant(s) . 

6.10 Paragraph 4 of the Policy lists three elements that the 

Complainant(s) m u s t prove to merit a finding that the d o m a i n 

name of the Respondent to be transferred to the Complainant(s) 

or cancel led: 

A. IDENTICAL OR CONFUSINGLY SIMILAR 
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Apart f rom the above, the C o m p l a i n a n t has pending 

appl ica t ions / reg is t ra t ions of the m a r k S E N S I E N T in a n u m b e r of 

countries a r o u n d the wor ld i n c l u d i n g U n i t e d States of A m e r i c a , 

A u s t r a l i a , A r g e n t i n a , C a n a d a , C h i n a , E u r o p e a n C o m m u n i t y , M a l a y s i a , 

Turkey, T h a i l a n d , Swi tzer land , Sr i L a n k a , South Afr ica . 

6A.3 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that the Respondent has registered the 

identical d o m a i n name www.sens ient . in w i t h the .IN Registry. It is 

submit ted that the aforesaid d o m a i n name incorporates the 

Compla inant ' s w e l l - k n o w n a n d prior registered m a r k S E N S I E N T . 

6A.4 The C o m p l a i n a n t fur ther submi ts that on account of extensive use and 

popular i ty of the d o m a i n name/ ' t rademark S E N S I E N T across the wor ld , 

the S E N S I E N T m a r k / n a m e is well recognized by different fragments of 

society. Therefore, the respondent can have no plausible reason for 

adoption of a d o m a i n name phonetical ly, v isual ly a n d conceptually 

ident ical to the C o m p l a i n a n t ' s w e l l - k n o w n and highly dist inct ive trade 

mark and d o m a i n name S E N S I E N T . The Respondent 's intent ion i s 

clearly to take advantage of the goodwill and reputa t ion enjoyed by the 

Compla inant ' s trade m a r k / d o m a i n name S E N S I E N T . 

6A.5 The C o m p l a i n a n t fur ther submits that i t wi l l suffer incalculable harm 

and injury to its goodwil l , reputat ion and bus iness in general i f the 

Respondent is a l lowed to m a i n t a i n its registrat ion of d o m a i n name 

S E N S I E N T . I N . The loss a n d damage w i l l not only be to the 

C o m p l a i n a n t ' s reputa t ion but also result in c on f us ion a n d deception 

among the trade a n d p u b l i c who would subscr ibe to the Respondent 's 

service a s s u m i n g it to be sourced, sponsored, aff i l iated, approved, 

http://www.sensient.in
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similar to the earlier registered trade m a r k s a n d D o m a i n names of the 

Compla inant . The whole of Compla inant ' s trade m a r k / d o m a i n name 

has been incorporated in the disputed d o m a i n name a n d there is bound 

to be confus ion a n d deception in the course of trade by the use of 

disputed d o m a i n name. Therefore, the C o m p l a i n a n t has been 

successful in prov ing that the d o m a i n name www.sens ient . in is 

identical and / o r confus ingly s imi lar to the t rademark S E N S I E N T of the 

Compla inant . 

B. RIGHTS OR LEGITIMATE INTERESTS 

6B.1 The Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the 

domain name. 

6B.2 Paragraph 7 of the Policy l ists the fol lowing three non-existence 

methods for de termining whether the Respondent has rights or 

legitimate interests in a d i sputed d o m a i n name: 

6B.3 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that the domain name was registered by the 

respondent on October 8 , 2010. At this time, the C o m p l a i n a n t had 

prior trade m a r k / d o m a i n name www.sens ient . com registration and 

considerable reputa t ion In the S E N S I E N T m a r k a n d d o m a i n name in 

India a n d abroad. The C o m p l a i n a n t is the registered proprietor of the 

mark S E N S I E N T in n u m e r o u s classes in India since 2004. The 

m a r k / n a m e S E N S I E N T was used by the C o m p l a i n a n t as early as 

J a n u a r y 2 3 , 2 0 0 1 . In India , the C o m p l a i n a n t ' s ' s u b s i d i a r y Sensient 

India Private L imited was incorporated in the year 2 0 0 1 . Therefore, the 

respondent was aware of the Compla inant ' s trade mark r ights in the 

S E N S I E N T m a r k / n a m e and its adoption of an ident ical d o m a i n 

www.senstent . in is in bad faith. 

6B.4 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that the respondent is not and has never 

been k n o w n by the S E N S I E N T name or by any s imi lar name. The 

respondent does not have any active bus iness operations in the name of 

S E N S I E N T . 

6B.5 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that the respondents ' d o m a i n name/web-s i te 

does not have an active content a n d has been merely blocked/regis tered 

with an i n t e n t i o n to benefit from the sale of a famous d o m a i n name. 

The web-site conta ins 'sponsored listings* only a n d therefore there is no 

http://www.sensient.in
http://www.sensient.com
http://www.senstent.in


legitimate b u s i n e s s interest of the respondent in b locking/regis ter ing 

the sa id d o m a i n name. The sole purpose of registering the d o m a i n 

name w w w , s e n s i e n t . i n by the respondent is to derive i l legal profits by 

offering the d o m a i n n a m e for sale. 

6B.6 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that the respondent is not even based in 

India b u t C h i n a as per the contact details available online and 

therefore, there is no legitimate bus iness interest in registering the 

d o m a i n names w i t h the .IN Registry. 

6B.7 The Respondent d i d not dispute any of the contentions raised by the 

C o m p l a i n a n t in its C o m p l a i n t . The case set up by the C o m p l a i n a n t is 

deemed to be admit ted as not d i sputed by the Respondent . The Panel 

also f i n d , on the bas is of the material available on record, that the 

respondent has no legitimate right or interest in the d i s p u t e d d o m a i n 

name. The respondent has failed to show any jus t i f i ca t ion for the 

adoption, use or registrat ion of d isputed d o m a i n name. 

6B.8 The Panel , therefore holds that the c i rcumstances l isted above 

demonstrate r ights or legitimate interests of the Complainant(s) in the 

d o m a i n name sensient . in a n d holds that Respondent has infr inged the 

rights of the Complainant(s ) by registering the D o m a i n Name a n d has 

no legitimate r ight or interest therein. 

C Registered and used in Bad Faith 

6C.1 For a C o m p l a i n a n t to succeed, the Panel m u s t be satisfied that a 

domain name has been registered and is being used in bad fai th. 

6C.2 Paragraph 6 of the Pol icy states c i rcumstances w h i c h , if found sha l l be 

evidence of the registrat ion and use of a d o m a i n name in bad fai th: 

6C.3 The c o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that c i rcumstances i n d i c a t i n g that the 

Registrant has registered or the Registrant has acquired the d o m a i n 

name p r i m a r i l y for the purpose of sel l ing, rent ing, or otherwise 

transferr ing the d o m a i n name registration to the C o m p l a i n a n t who is 

the owner of the t rademark or service mark or to a competitor of that 

C o m p l a i n a n t , for va luable considerat ion in excess of our documented 

out-of-pocket, costs direct ly related to the d o m a i n name; or 
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6C.4 The C o m p l a i n a n t fur ther s u b m i t s that the Registrant has registered the 

domain name in order to prevent the owner of the t rademark or service 

mark from reflecting the m a r k in a corresponding d o m a i n name, 

provided that y o u have engaged in a pattern of s u c h conduct ; or 

6C.5 The C o m p l a i n a n t s u b m i t s that by u s i n g the d o m a i n name, the 

Registrant has intent ional ly attempted to attract, Internet users to the 

Registrant website or other onl ine locat ion, by creat ing a l ikel ihood of 

confusion w i t h the C o m p l a i n a n t ' s mark as to the source, sponsorship , 

affi l iation, or endorsement of the Registrant website or locat ion or of a 

product or service on the Registrant website or locat ion" . 

6C.6 The C o m p l a i n a n t fur ther submi ts that the respondent is not car ry ing 

out any bus iness activities through the d o m a i n name www.sens ient . in 

and as ment ioned in the previous paragraph has merely 

blocked/registered the sa id d o m a i n name for the purpose of resel l ing 

for a considerable a m o u n t . The respondent has offered to sell the 

domain name w w w . s e n s i e n t . i n through www.sedo .com that deals in 

domain name s a l e / p u r c h a s e a n d auct ion . 

6C.7 The Respondent does not dispute any of the contentions raised by the 

Complainant(s) . The facts and c i r cumstances expla ined in the 

complaint coupled wi th the material on record clearly demonstrate that 

the d o m a i n name www.sens ient . in was registered by the respondent in 

bad faith and to at tract the internet users , through d isputed d o m a i n , to 

the website of the competitor. 

6C.8 The panel accepts the contentions of the C o m p l a i n a n t as have been 

raised by them a n d holds that the registration of the d o m a i n name on 

part of the Respondent is in bad faith. 

7 DECISION 

in view of the fact that al l the elements of Paragraphs 6 a n d 7 of the 

policy have been satisfied and in the facts a n d c i rcumstances of the 

case, the panel directs the 

A. Transfer of the d o m a i n name wvww.sensient.in to the 

Complainant(s ) . 

http://www.sensient.in
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B. Respondent pay the C o m p l a i n a n t cost of R s , 2 5 , 0 0 0 / - in 

above proceedings. 


