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BEFORE BHARAT S KUMAR, SOLE ARBITRATOR 

.IN REGISTRY 

NATIONAL INTERNET EXCHANGE OF INDIA (NIXI) 

INDRP ARBITRATION 

INDRP Case No. 2159 

Disputed Domain Name:< schneider-electric.net.in > 

ARBITRATION AWARD DATED SEPTEMBER 18, 2026 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC SE 

35, rue Joseph Monier 

92500 RUEIL-MALMAISON 

France 

Webdot Tech 

Chennai, 

Tamil Nadu- 600053 

India 

1. The Parties in the proceeding: 

The complainant: 

Complainant 

VERSUS 

Respondent 

The complainant in this administrative proceeding is SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC 

SE., an organization with its place of business at 35, rue Joseph Monier, 92500 Rueil­

Malmaison, France. The complainant is represented in this proceeding by 

NAMESHIELD ofFrance, having its place of business at 36bis rue Delaage, 49100 



20.07.2026, by the representative of the complainant, Maitre Christine, which further 

authorizes Laurent Becker, Enora Millocheau and Clemence Guillaume of 

NAMESHIELD S.A. 

The complainant asserts in its complaint that it was founded in the year 1871 and is 

a French industrial business trading house. The complainant avers that it is featured 

on the NYSE Euronext and the French CAC 40 stock market index. It further avers 

that in the year 2025, the complainant's revenues amounted to 40 billion Euros. 

The Registrant and the Disputed Domain Name: . ' 

The complainant avers that the disputed domain name is schneider-electric.net.in. 

The complainant further states that the disputed domain name was registered on July 

JSt, 2026. Reliance is drawn to the WHOIS record and Annexure 1. The complainant 

avers that the disputed domain name resolves to a website under construction. For 

the same, it relies on Annexure 5. The details of the Registrant have been filed along 

with screenshots of the disputed domain. 

The complainant further lists the details of the registrant as under: 

Webdot Tech, Chennai, Tamil Nadu-600053 

The complainant asserts that the Registrant is not using the website for any legitimate 

business/ use. 

2. The complainant's right over the trademark "SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC": 

The complainant states that mark SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC is its house mark and 

has been used by it on a worldwide basis at least since the year 1871. 

The complainant asserts that it owns several trademarks across the world, including 

in India and avers that the same include the term "SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC". To 

affirm the same, the complainant has filed the trademark certificates as Annexure 3. 



A few trademarks mentioned by the complainant, which are relevant to the present 

dispute are as under: 

The international trademark SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC n° 715395 registered on 

March 15, 1999; 

The international trademark SCHNEIDER S ELECTRIC no 715396 registered 

on March 15, 1999; 

The Indian trademark SCHNEIDER ELECTRIC n° 4024734 registered on 

December 121
\ 2018. 

3. The complainant's internet presence: 

The complainant avers that it is the owner of the generic top-level domain name 

(gTLD) incorporating its name and marks, <schneiderelectric.com> which was 

registered on April 41h, 1996 and <schneiderelectric.in > registered since February 

41h, 2005. The complainant relies on Annexure 4 to affirm the same. 

4. Domain Name and Registrar:-

The disputed domain name is< schneider-electric.net.in>. The domain name was 

created on 01.07.2026. The details of the registrar with which the domain name is 

registered are as under: 

HOSTINGER operations, UAB 

Email: domains@hostinger.com 

5. Procedural History: 

5.1 This arbitration proceeding is in accordance with the .IN Domain Name Dispute 

Resolution Policy (the "Policy") adopted by the National Internet Exchange of 



proceeding is approved in accordance with the Indian Arbitration and 

Conciliation Act, 1996 and its amendments thereto. By registering the disputed 

domain name with a NIXI accredited registrar, the respondent agreed to the 

resolution of disputes pursuant to the said Policy and the Rules. 

5.2 The complaint was filed by the complainant with NIXI against the respondent. 

On 08.08.2026, to ensure compliance, I had submitted statement of acceptance 

and declaration of impartiality and independence as required by the Arbitrator's 

Empanelment Rules (Rule 5). On 08.08.2026, I was appointed as sole arbitrator 

to decide the disputes between the parties. NIXJ notified both the parties of my 

appointment as Arbitrator via email dated 08.08.2026. NIXI had also served by 

email an electronic copy of the complainant with annexures, on the respondent 

at the email addresses ofthe respondent, 'Webdot Tech'- info(_ql'vQ_QQ_Q!te<;h ,co_m. 

5.3 On 08.08.2026, I had issued notice to the respondent on iD_f()~w~b9..1)!1s::_c;_b , cJl_[!} 

and directed the complainant to serve the complete paperbook on the respondent, 

i.e. the complaint which was filed by the complainant and the complete 

annexures. I had also requested both the parties to confirm my appointment, as 

an arbitrator. That on 11.08.2026, the complainant's counsel Clemence 

Guillaume, from 'Nameshield', confirmed my appointment as an arbitrator and 

shared evidence of the service of the paper book on the respondent, by email and 

post, both. 

5.4 That on 14.08.2026, the respondent's counsel, Mr. J. Arokhiaraj had filed the 

Statement of Defense (response) to the complaint. Pertinently, in its response, 

the respondent agreed to transfer the disputed domain name to the 

complainant. I had on 14.08.2026, further requested the respondent's counsel to 

share his authorization letter and confirm that the respondent, without prejudice 

to its rights, wishes to transfer the disputed domain name. The snapshot of the 

email and the relevant portion ofthe respondent's response is as below: 



Dear Mr Arokh!araJ. 

I confirm receipt of the replyicounler filed 111 the captioned ma:111r 

In light or your response, Please confirm that the respondent Is, on his own volition. willing to transfer the disputed 

domain ru~me " schnetder-electflc.nel•n· to the complauunL 

Furthem1ore. your respons~ did not include an authonzallon letter. l request you to hare your Powl' r of Attorney/ 

Le.tter of Authori ty from the respon~nt. along with the respondl'nt' 5 i~n t i ty proof (1l an indlvrdual l to confirm that 

you have instructions from him, 

Dear ~gal - Since you ars acting for the complainant •n the case. please note ltlat respondent rs W1thng to 
amicably seltle the d•spute by translemng the drsputed domalfl name schnetder-electnc.neLm. to tho complarront 

Regards. 

RESPONDENT's RESPONSE: 

.1\ RFCISTR\ 
C/o..'Q\1 (\,\TIO!\ \L 1:'\TER\U. EXCII:\\(,F, OF 1!\I>L\) 

'\ rw nr. 1.11 L 1 'inl -\. n·rh 

<;('JI"-:FIDFR I I IC rKIC '' 
35. Rue Joseph Monier 
92500 Ru~ii-1\Jalmaison 
I 1 an~· ..: 

\\ c·hdr>l I L'-:h 

( 'ht:nnai . :' .' -ln<il<~ 

rq.:.i,ln aur , i.ir t 

( oJSl' '\o: 2159 

- \ ' 

Dispuled Domain ~ame: schneider-dcctril·.nct.in 

Rcpl~ filt-d h~ tht• Rcspondcn t 



Repl~ filed h) I he Respondent 

The address of all notices and rn1Cl'~'0:S nn the rcsrondem ,, th;~t pf his 

t 'punscl \lr 1. , \rtlkht:II.IJ :tnd 1). lknn:. : 1~1\ 111~ tiJI.'Ir ut"iil"l' aL ](,:-;, '.1.' \ \ 

l.a\\ Ch~tmbcr. I li t-h Courl. ( ' l11:1i!l.!' htHi \ 11\. \!t 1!-ik · 1)J'H')<'11l)(,hh 

3. That pursuunt to the s<Jid L'omrlaint. it j., hcrcb~ suhmiucd thut \\ L'h Jomain 

dormant and unstructured and e\ en not in usc. 

4· Further tO,:,\he, complaint it is understood th~ namt: . . schnci<.lcr .. is rdc\-<.~nt tu 

··rn:n(h ~iiJustri.ll hu:-.in.:.,-; lr~,Jilll.!. illlc'rllJiionall\. ~u1d l"(lUJIU the \1chi1.: ~,.., 

':""'·,.~ -·~~.cQm. which is hiJdc-nl) rcprc:.•scnting the name ~:hr ctdcr. 

'i lrrcspt:cti\e pj' the Jb" ' '· ,j,lc:c· t\;, d" ' ' ~· "n · .;chncidt·r-dl't'lricnd .in , , 

rcik~.:ting th.: c:,HnJ'!.I :IL!I!l ·, ll.lllh' . tlw ''' ' !'''"'lent '' ,q not ft11:h·' upl•'·''' 

6. Fun he-r there is no liahility ari~cs on r<~n or the rcsrondL"nt and th~· \\ct- ~i~h1 

same. th~ respondent i~ r :u.h ro l nln .. r~r 11 f lh ~ J i, pul t d d oma in n:11 u<•. 

·1 hus with above suhmis5ion th.: .\ri·IJtl'<ltlnn 1'1n~·c·ed11H.: 1< 1 be u•mht<k'd : a 

accordance with the Arbitrati<)n and Conciliatinn ,\l·t nf \'1'>11 1\ndiill. the ,·unenl 

INDRP Rult!s of Procedure (the "Ruk~" 1 i ~ nell requ11~·J .llld .1 ~ th..: Ji sputl· 1,. 

concluded. this <.~rhitration rnl\:c<·ding jo; unn<'<" <'"~.lr~ \-.elll:,' '1!'"11 the· lc':llil~ll~'' ,,, 

transfer Lhe disputed domain. it is selllcd anJ the c:omrlaint \-.ec:•mh:' inl.ruc:lll<'l" 



The authorization letter was shared by the respondent's counsel on 19.08.2026. 

He had subsequently also confirmed on 19.08.2026 that the transfer is by the 

respondent's own will and volition. The snapshot ofthe email is affixed below: 

J Arokhiaraj 

s.r by hiS own volitiOn h~ WI!! ;1w:l11HhJ alln)()flS..1 11011 (J''d:(; 'f.H t)l·.~:d I li! I fnr~ ... ttri: j y()~j to I{HII:l\(i !h\! ;V'.:u;o;, ~:,~q 01 :h._l 

award 

J Arokhiaraj 
lo gm-ca advisor · legal. nshab legal inlo " " • 

Pis lind the attachment of authorisation letter by the respondent 

One attachment • Scanned by Gmail Q ~ Add to Drive 

Q A•Jthoril~tion_Letter 

\ +-, Reply ! ' ~ Reply all ,-+ Forward 

5.5 I wish to highlight Clause 13(b) of the INDRP Rules of procedure, which 

requires that the arbitrator shall at all times treat the parties equally and 

provide each one of them with a fair opportunity to present their case. In 

light of the respondent's voluntary surrender of the domain name, 

<schneider-electric.net.in>, I had on 21.08.2026, reserved the verdict. 



Decision 

In view of the foregoing, the respondent's response and its voluntary 

relinquishment/surrender of the Disputed Domain Name < schneider­

eJectric.net.in >. T direct that< schneider-electric.net.in > be transferred 

to the complainant in accordance with the INDRP rules and procedures. No 

order as to costs. 

New Delhi 

Dated: 18.09.2026 




