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A. THE PARTIES

The Complainant in this administrative proceeding is Quixey, Inc. 303, Bryant Street,
Mountain View California — 94041, U.S.A.

The respondent in this proceeding is Alex Wang 995, Shangchuan Road, Pudong, Shanghai —
210016, China.

B. THE DOMAIN NAME, REGISTRAR AND REGISTRANT

The disputed domain name is WWW.QUIXEY.CO.IN and it is registered with Webiq
Domains Solutions Pvt. Ltd. (R131-AFIN) First Floor, Directi Plex, ACME I- Tech Park,
Next to Andheri Subway, Old Nagardas Road, Andheri (East), Mumbai — 400069.

C. PROCEDURAL HISTORY:

| was appointed as the Arbitrator by .IN registry, to adjudicate upon the complaint of the
Complainant, regarding the dispute over the domain name <WWW.QUIXEY.CO.IN>,

In Registry has supplied the copy of the Complaint and annexures to me.

On 27.04.2016, I seni an email to the parties informing them about my appointment as an
Arbitrator.

In the above mentioned email itself, the Tribunal directed the complainant to supply the copy
of the complaint with annexures to the Respondent and to provide the tribunal with the details

of service record.

In accordance with INDRP read with INDRP Rules of Procedure, notice of arbitration was
sent to the Respondent on 27.04.2016 with the instructions to file his reply within 15 days
from the receipt of the above stated email or the receipt of the copy of the Complaint,

whichever is later,

On 28.04.2016, Counsels/Representative of the Complainant sent the soft copy of the

Complaint and the annexures to the Tribunal.



On 03.05.2016, NIXI sent the soft copy of the complaint along with the annexures to the

respondent.

The efforts made to serve the respondent on his postal address remained unsuccessful due to
the postal address and telephone number being incorrect as is evident from emails dated
03.05.2016, 05.05.2016. 09.05.2016 and 17.05.20160f NIXI and the courier agency and as
such the Tribunal considered the service of the complaint and annexures on the respondent by
NIXI vide email dated 03.05.2016 and by the Complainant vide email dated 28.04.2016 as

valid service under rule 2(a) of INDRP rules of procedure.

Vide email dated 02.06.2016, the tribunal granted a last opportunity to the respondent to file

its reply within 3 days from the receipt of the said email.

On 13.06.2016, the Tribunal informed the parties that no response/reply is received from the
respondent and as such the Tribunal will proceed with the matter on the basis of the pleadings

and the documents already on record and will pass its award.

The Respondent has failed to file his say/ reply to the Complaint of the Complainant. The
Tribunal feels that enough opportunity has been given to the Respondent and genuine efforts
have been made to make him a part of this proceeding. Since he has failed to join the
proceedings, or to file any response, the present award is passed on the basis of the pleadings

and the documents, placed on record by the complainant and .IN Registry.

On perusal of the entire pleadings and the documents placed on record, the Arbitrator's

finding is as under:-
D. FACTUAL BACKGROUND:

The following information is derived from the complaint and supporting evidence submitted

by the Complainant.
E. COMPLAINANT:
The case of the Complainant is that:

1. The Complainant submits that ‘Quixey, Inc’ is a global company established in the

year 2009 in Mountain View, California, USA. It was incorporated at Delaware,



U.S.A, the complainant is organized and existing under the laws of the United States
of America.

The Complainant submits that it was founded in 2009 by Mr. Tomer Kagan and Mr.
Liron Shapira, as a mobile technology company providing the world’s leading mobile
brands with its product “Deep View Cards™ connecting users to the functionality of
applications and dramatically shortening user’s time-to-action with easy access and
engagement with the content. The Complainant also submits that the complainant
through its applications helps user’s to search through the clutter of mobile, desktop.
web and browser applications without actually requiring users to know an
application’s name or description. The Complainant also submits that they have
partnerships with search engines, manufactures, web browsers and web platforms in
an endeavor to provide global search. The complainant also submits that it currently
employs around 300 people with offices in India, the United State of America, Israel
and China.

. The Complainant submits that today it is one of the leading companies in the
web/mobile applications sector providing search engine services via its search
application viz. “QUIXEY”. The complainant also submits that ‘QUIXEY" service is

available through the complainant’s website www.quixev.com since May, 2011 and

which was subsequently released as a mobile application on October 23", 2013. The
Complainant is also engaged in providing search solutions for third parties such as
YunOS through a partnership with the famous online B2B portal www.alibaba.com
allowing YunOS users to find applications based on what they want to do rather than
through keywords. Further, the Complainant has worked with business customers
such as Sprint, Ask.com as well as with browser makers and Original Equipment
Manufacturers (OEMs) by licensing its technology to power their applications/search

engines.

The Complainant submits that, during the year 2014, with a view to extend its
presence in India, acquired a Bengaluru based start-up i.e. Dexetra. The complainant
also submits that it has around 15 developers in Bengaluru. The Complainant is also
the creator of “Launch by Quixey”, an application for the android operating system
being developed and marketed in India which provides for management of contacts
and applications on mobile devices, search capabilities and offering easy access to

content within mobile applications. It further submits that the application was publicly






