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INDRP RULES OF PROCEDURE AND THE
ION AND CONCILIATION ACT- 1996

(Complainant)

(Respondent)




CATESTSERIES.IN

TIES TO THE ARBITRATION

ICABLE LAW AND JURISDICTION

'DOMAIN NAME,REGISTRAR AND REGISTRANT
SEDURAL HISTORY

INANT"S CONTENTIONS

IDENTS CONTENTIONS

3SIONS AND FINDINGS



APPLICABLE LAW AND JURISDICTION

ain Name Dispute Resolution Poli
ant arbitration policy proceedmg is under and in
h the .IN Domain Name Dispute resolution
was adopted by National Internet Exchange of
sets out the legal framework for resolution of
1 a domain name registrant and a complainant
the registration and use of an .IN Domain name.

> domain name www.CATESTSERIES with the
:"“Reglstrar the Respondent has agreed to the
tes under the .IN Dispute Resolution Policy
there under. The policy and the .IN domain
ocedure 2020(the Rules)were approved by
Arbitration and Conciliation Act ,1996.

nd Constitution of the Arbitral Tribunal.

e complaint under the .IN domain

‘against the respondent, seeking
www.CATESTSERIES into the

‘the .In Registry sought the

r (The under signed), Who is a

tor under 5 (a) of the rules, to

of INDRP domain dispute




4. Thereafter the arbitral Tribunal issued the notice of
arbitration under 5 (c) of the rules
C- THE DOMAIN NAME, REGISTRAR AND REGISTRANT
The particulars of the registration of the domain name
www.CATESTSERIES as-
- found in the .IN registry database
- Domain name : www.CATESTSERIES
THE DISPUTED DOMAIN NAME AND REGISTRAR
dispute concemns the following domain name:

ted Domain Name

GoDaddy (Registrar

IANA ID: 146; WHOIS:

whois.godaddy.com;

- Abuse: abuse@godaddy.com)
- 14 November 2019 (2019-

- 11-14T12:08:28.7502)

> 14 November 2026 (2026-

Y 4T712:08:28.7502)

19 April 2026 (2026-04-

9T05:52:39.3912)

ansferProhibited

Prohibited




clientDeleteProhibited
clientUpdateProhibited
(Active, locked)

ant Organization CA Exam Test series

athena.dns-parking.com
apollo.dns-parking.com
(Domain-Parked)
ant Name REDACTED FOR PRIVACY
(per ICANN Temporary
Specification)
January 2026 (approx.)
- as evidenced by
; website screenshots

e Use (Annex M) and WhatsApp
solicitation (Annex N)

ajendra kumar was appointed for the
irding the complaint instituted against

le 2(a) of INDRP Rules.
imed through notice and the



nplainent authorized representative in this arbitration
Dr.Mayur Singla
TSERIES.COM

’s Trademark Rights

Dr. Mayur Singla, is the registered owner

Services

Class 41
February Education
12018 Services

Class 41
Education

Services




11. The Complainant’s trademark CATESTSERIES.COM (TM
0. 3755755, Class 41) was registered as of 16 February 2018,
the Certificate of Registration sealed on 09 September
8 by the Trade Marks Registry, Mumbai (Annex A). The

>omplainant’s Established Presence and Goodwill
omplainant has been continuously and exclusively
narks CATESTSERIES.COM and CA TEST SERIES

vices including mock test series, online
papers, and coaching support. The
imary online platform is accessible at

mented proof of the Complainant’s
1 operational is an email from Softel
veb developer) to Dr. Mayur Singla
1 contains the teacher login link
acher/Login.aspx with login
form was technically live and in
mnex D - Softel Systems
uly 2016).



The Complainant registered the domain
TSERIES.COM on 10 March 2016, as confirmed by the
record showing Registrar: GoDaddy.com, LLC,
n Date: 2016-03-10, and domain status
cted (Annex F - WHOIS Record for
RIES.COM). The Internet Archive (Wayback
as continuously indexed CATESTSERIES.COM
" May 2016, with 124 total captures recorded
ruary 2025. A screenshot from 7 September 2016
/e website with the Complainant’s CA logo, tagline
ay For A Better Tomorrow’, and student
(Annex E - Wayback Machine
r 2016).
016 onwards, the Complainant was
nt transactions through the PayU
chant ID: 5518567, registered as
Monthly commission invoices from
“show continuous and growing
N in August 2016 — ¥656.42 in
in February 2017 — %7,145.04
\ g rapid growth in student
CATESTSERIES.COM platform
on Invoices, Aug 2016 to Aug

LR

19
L



The Complainant has operated physical office premises
the ‘CA Test Series’ brand, as evidenced by PSPCL
, bills in the name of ‘CA Test Series’ paid in

er 2017 (29,330) and October 2017 (226,930) (Annex
L Electricity Payment Receipts, Sep—Oct 2017).
. 2016, thousands of CA examination aspirants
CATESTSERIES.COM every year, making it one of
known and trusted platforms in the CA test-prep
T ; dia. The growing payment gateway commissions
the first month to over 27,000 per month by 2017)
his student enroliment growth. Through this
use, the trademark CATESTSERIES has
secondary meaning, goodwill, and

plainant's CATESTSERIES brand had
ercial recognition, as evidenced by: (i)
invoice 05-07-2018 for IT development
S.COM worth 35,400 (Annex |);
tments Ltd. (nw18.com / News18)

0 Dr. Mayur Singla dated 10 July
utions Tax Invoice No. 67 dated

velopment & Maintenance -

018 to 30-09-2018' worth
*‘ -'-'Enterprises Tax Invoice

e .?



fe $ro Ao
o tradellal

o)

e Al
(NOWI

elmingly pre-date the Respondent's registration and

Disputed Domain Name, which commenced in
— nearly 10 years later.

n CATESTSERIES.IN (registered 14 November

‘documented history of repeated trademark

st the Complainant by multiple successive

registrants/us The Complainant has consistently enforced

rk

Respondent S 2ev Kumar acquired this domain with full prior
edge of its disputed and infringing history. The complete

gement notices from
nin@cacstestseries.com and
| exclusive rights in the CA

u 2015 and demanding
‘.esist Emails dated 4



(i) 2021 - Bhopal/MP Registrant Ceased Operations: The
domain CATESTSERIES.IN was at this time registered to a
person from Bhopal, Madhya Pradesh, who was using it to offer
Mﬁﬂﬁﬂlhg CA test series services. Following the Complainant's
o Htmﬂ@mark infringement complaint bearing Reference Number
s @ﬁ.536596026574, that person ceased all operations on the
dnmaim This is expressly confirmed in the Complainant's
,-JﬁﬁUary‘ZOM infringement notice (Annex S, below).

(ﬁil) Wamuary 2022 - Cease & Desist Specifically Against
f‘GA’mEﬁTSERIES IN: On 29 January 2022, Rahul Singla on
' :frﬁma’lﬁféfﬁA-LTest Series sent a formal cease and desist notice
.v"'.,"EtEBﬁESBacs@gmail com explicitly listing catestseries.in as
infr __ging URL, anng with associated Instagram and

Ve NI

‘ nt sent a formal Trademark
legal@catestseries.org  to
dent's  email), cod 1o
9 both Sanjeev Kumar
ating catestseries.in for
""pder the mark 'CA



s registered to a person from Bhopal, India and he
ease to operations after our Trademark Infringement
vide Reference Number 321586596026574." The
sd that trademark infringement communications
ent to Facebook, Instagram and Google fo
ieir ad accounts and social handles (Annex S —

Notice dated 12 January 2024).
\nuary 2024 — Temporary Cessation: Following the

fringement notice, the Respondent Sanjeev
o have temporarily suspended infringing

)2 Deliberate  Reactivation:
ymplainant's repeated notices (2020,
ondent Sanjeev Kumar reactivated
around February 2026, deploying a
' website offering CA Foundation,
eries in direct and knowing
ainant (Annex M - Website
the Respondent's



the Complainant issued a formal Legal Notice
cate Gurwinder Singh Dhillon to the Respondent
e Complainant also filed an abuse complaint with

). The domain now resolves to DNS parking

-parking.com / apollo.dns-parking.com per

“history of repeated, wilful, and knowing
ning 2020 to 2026 — is unambiguous

activated the infringing platform

ontinued infringing even after

Clause 7 is designed to

ESTSERIES.IN wholly

wordmark




ERIES (TM No. 3755755, Class 41, Government of

settled in Indian law and INDRP arbitral practice
n name has the same characteristics as a

Court of India, in Satyam Infoway Ltd. v.
Ltd. AIR 2004 SC 3540, held that the law

that domain names have the same

demark and act as a source and

d trademark is not significant in
Y (see: Kenneth Cole Productions

domain name from the

ited Domain Name is




The Complainant's trademark CATESTSERIES.COM
16 February 2018) and the domain
SERIES.COM (in continuous use since 2016) both
lly pre-date the Respondent’s registration and use of
' ;RIES.IN (January 2026 onwards) — a gap of nearly

rior use and over 8 years of prior registration. This
riority strongly affirms the Complainant's rights.

mplainant also holds the logo mark CA TEST

| No. 3755756, Class 41). The Disputed Domain

RIES.IN is the phonetic and visual equivalent

SERIES" with spaces removed. Both the

Respondent operate in the identical field —

ation services in India (Class 41) — and

students in India) would readily

ERIES.IN with the
\TESTSERIES.COM.

Condition 4(a) of the INDRP is

Complainant's

ondent has No Rights or

ghts or legitimate interests in
of the .IN Policy sets out the
) ndent may demonstrate

‘those circumstances are

"l
sl




authorisation: The Complainant has never granted any

uthorisation, permission,  OF consent to the

to use the trademark CATESTSERIES or any

of, including as a domain name. There is no

~ — commercial or otherwise - between the
d the Respondent.

only Known by this Name: The Respondent's
amed "CA Exam Test Series” — 2 different
jentity. The Respondent holds no trademark
ATESTSERIES" or any variation thereof. The

; mmenced use of the Disputed Domain
2026 - nearly a decade after the

in 2016. The Respondent has no

ting identity under the designation

The Respondent's use of
nuary 2026 was not a bona fide
under Paragraph 6(a) of the

te attempt to capitalise on the
blished reputation among CA

a name identical to the

k for identical services. It is

m fide offering of goods

mmercial or fair use when

fusingly similar to an




llshed mark uses the domain name without approval of

of the mark (Sports Authority Michigan, Inc. v.

,,gr
Moreover, when

sting, NAF Case No. 124516).
’ia legal notice and hosting abuse complaint, the
romptly removed the infringing content (Vultr, 20

— an implicit admission that the use was not

a domain name does not, by itself, establish
e interests in it. As held in Wacom Co. Ltd. v.
: 'the Complainant has not licensed or
‘the Respondent to use its name or

en then shifts to the Respondent to
e evidence, that he falls within one of
Paragraph 6 of the .IN Policy. The

~ frademark  registration  for

; known independent commercial

peting directly with the




n no rights or legitimate interests in the
ame. The Respondent cannot satisfy any of
rlnrlph 6 of the .IN Policy. Condition 4(b) is

e ng Used in Bad Faith
submlts that the Disputed Domain Name
s being used in bad faith within the
) of the INDRP, read with Clause 7 of
~ circumstances, individually and

ge - Directly Notified Since
pondent Sanjeev Kumar was
ified of the Complainant’s
IES by a formal Trademark

uary 2024, sent directly to his
series.in (Annex R). That

) th Rajendra Singh, cited
ary 2018), and described

IES IN infringed the
hjs notice over two

Respondent resumed

g




calated full commercial infringing operations on

ERIES.IN in February 2026. This is not innocent

s is wilful, deliberate, and knowing infringement in
the face of clear prior notice.

f Bad Faith Use — Repeated Infringers on the
in: The domain CATESTSERIES.IN has a
istory of being used to infringe the Complainant's
multiple successive holders. The Complainant

nd desist notices regarding related infringing
uary 2020 (Annex P), a specific cease and desist

g it had a prior infringement history
eployed it for the same purpose.
multiple holders — each using

e same mark, each stopping
mpelling evidence of bad faith

ose obligations on a

ledge the registration will




and that he will not

third party’s rights,
ion of applicable law.

e domain in violati
ar violated both warranties = he registered Of

STSERIES. IN with actual knowledge of the
édemark (having been directly notified in 2024)
it for identical services in deliberate

Clause
mination
attracted

"ttractlon for Commerclal Gain -
$TSER|ES IN for identical CA exa

the Respondent intentionally

'platform by creating 2 likelinood of

t.plamants trademark as to SoOuUrce,
ydorsement. CA students searching

v,.q’\ ces at CATESTSERIES.COM would
ERIES.IN and be misled into
liated platform. This is squarely

Business — Clause 7(d): The
ne Disputed Domain Name to
hed business by diverting
services. This is a classic

g the Complainant's
| kw_o on 14 November
fter the Complainant's




. the Complainant's first use and domain
6. As held in M/s Merck KGaA v. Zeng Wei,

fter Forced Removal: Following the Vultr
nd legal notice (March 2026), the
e hosted content, leaving the domain

pience in favour of the

ight or interest in the
en adopted by the




ate rights or interest must establish the
\ts required by paragraph 4 of the INDRP

pondent domain  name

entical and/or deceptively
of Complainant?

vidence to establish that

, the brand has




nition. A perusal of the trademark registration
d WHOIS recognition records shows Complainant
e trademark registration in India.

nal notes the decision of Fendi S.r.l.v Ndiaye
Case no. D2018-0179 Birdies, Ince v/s

e, Domains By Proxy LLC but a FuLi, WIPO
34 which states that through a catena of

| and WIPO (under the UDRP), that domain
".com" and ".in" are to be ignored while
a domain name is identical or confusing
, the disputed domain name is regarded
1at mark for the purposes of UDRP

| Tribunal notes the decision of WIPO

v. Warrick Mulder, INDRP Case No.

‘Havells India Limited v. Jojo
5, dated October 4, 2018; Voltas
P Case No. 1257, dated
Media Group L.L.C v. Rina
21-1076 stating that the

)y 'CATESTSERIES', nor

S under such a name,

10 rights or legitimate
LIS submitted that the
ACie case and has
ul rights of the




t over the Disputed Domain Name. The burden of
tablish any legitimate interest over the Disputed
now falls upon the Respondent.

Tribunal also notes the decision of HSBC
ooman Esmail Zadeh, INDRP Case no 032,
~ 2007; Visteon Corporation v. Prahlad S.,
. 1535, dated May 6, 2022, Solidium Oy v.

that the mere registration of an
n unaffiliated entity can by itself

ide mark which has been regi

plainant. Thecomplainant is

acts of the present case
e said that the disputed
espondent establishes a
1ant's trademark and

it is confusingly




Accordingly, the Arbitral Tribunal holds that the

er under Paragraph 4(b) of the INDRP Policy,
has to show that the Respondent has no rights

ATESTSERIES' trademark.
' frademark was registered

ainly not a bona fide offering
aragraph 6 (a), and
tes the Complainant's




rk. A careful perusal of the above shows that the
omain name impersonates the Complainant's ang

| prima facie case that the Respondent has no
egitimate interests in respect of the disputed domain

sold, transferred, or

not used for making legitimate non-
it satisfies the second element under
Policy. The respondent has no right

of the complainant,
ind bad faith.




| holds that the respondent’s domain name
IN has been registered with an

Tribunal directs that

orthwith to the Complainant and The parties shall
S
b
[Signature]
Rajendra Kumar

-~

\

(Sole Arbitrator)
The Arbitral Tribunal




