INDIA NON JUDICIAL 7
-
)
=
Government of National Capital Territory of Delhi %@
(¢4
e-Stamp X
(l
—
QU
(¢4
( » Certificate No. . IN-DL18155815690074N Z )
» Certificate Issued Date : 20-Jun-201512:09 PM (X
( s Account Reference . IMPACC (IV)/ dI856903/ DELHI/ DL-DLH o )
o Unique Doc. Reference . SUBIN-DLDL85690333376171042026N (4
§% | Purchased by . SONAL KUMAR SINGH 0
= Description of Document . Article 12 Award (=
S»  Property Description : Not Applicable (U
- Consideration Price (Rs.) 0 (2
( % (Zero) < )
'L First Party . SONAL KUMAR SINGH (_L
( > Second Party . Not Applicable < ))
g Stamp Duty Paid By . SONAL KUMAR SINGH n k
( Stamp Duty Amount(Rs.) . 100 )
1 (One Hundred only) o
~) <)
0y - G
{ )
] &2
( ¢ , )
& SRS AR 7.
; > . = nﬂ {1‘ lnrlmﬁa; ’(;
— SRR ﬁ’;’ o -
I)\ ""s‘}” el & ’(I
( )
G’ G
( ),
(".') Please write or type below this lNe. ... . ..o ee e e eee e ceeen e mee e meamnas %
- ",
( _ BEFORE THE SOLE ARBITRATOR UNDER THE )
(‘:‘) .In DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE RESOLUTION POLICY ('.'
~ ,
(.(_) . IN THE MATTER OF: (')'
LS Sony Corporation AT
{ 1-7-1 Konan, Minato-ku, ),
(‘r) | Tokyo, 108-0075, (4
0> * Japan ...(Complainant) <9
(‘, v. (4
S Deborah R. Heacock -
(a 1256 Horizon Circle J
&

%

Seattle, WA - 98119
CO" ———1 US @y ...(Respondent) ——— )
IR —— | RN
.(T) \ Statutory Alert: ‘( T

()
1. The authenticity of this Stamp Certificate should be verified at "www.shcilestamp.com”. Any discrepancy in the details on this Certificate and as
available on the website renders it invalid.
a 2. The onus of checking the legitimacy is on the users of the certificate. — "

3. In case of any discrepancy please inform the Competent Authority.



The Parties
The complainant in this proceeding is : Sony Corporation, 71-7-1 Konan, Minato-
ku, Tokyo, 108-0075,Japan.

The respondent in the proceeding is : Deborah R. Heacock, 1256 Horizon Circle ,
Seattle WA - 98119US, Telephone:+1.2536666283, E-mail
:domainsimple@gmail.com

The Domain Name & Registrant
The disputed domain name is SONYMOBILE.CO.IN is registered with Dynadot
LLC.

Procedural History

I have been appointed as the Arbitrator by .IN Registry vide its email dated
17.04.2015 , to adjudicate upon the complaint of the Complainant, regarding the
dispute over the domain name SONYMOBILE.CO.IN.

IN registry has supplied the copy of the Complaint and Annexures to me.

On 22.04.2015, I sent an email to the parties informing them about my
appointment as an Arbitrator,

.In the abovementioned mail itself, I requested the Complainant to supply the
copy of the complaint with annexure to the Respondent and to provide me with
the details of the service record.

In accordance with IN Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (INDRP) read
with INDRP Rules of Procedure, notice of arbitration was sent to the Respondent
on 22.04.2015 with the instructions to file his say within 15 days from the
receipt of notice of Arbitration or the receipt of the copy of Complaint, whichever

is later.

NIXI through an email dated 22.04.2015 provided the proof of sending the copy
of the complaint to the Respondent by blue dart courier and also stated in the
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same email that the Tribunal will be informed about the status of the courier
once they receive it from the courier agency.

On 23.04.2015, Counsels/Representative of the Complainant sent the soft copy
" of the Complaint to the Tribunal.

Further more on 07.05.2015, NIXI informed the tribunal that the courier was
lying undelivered at the destination due to the incorrect/incomplete address of
the respondent.

On 09.05.2015, as the courier could not be delivered to the respondent because
of the consignee address being incomplete/incorrect, the complainant was
directed by the Arbitrator to send a soft copy of the complaint to the respondent.
Even though the Respondent was copied on all correspondences and was
deemed to be aware of the proceedings, in the interest of justice, 10 days time
was further given to the Respondent to file its Reply, failing which, the parties
were informed that the Arbitrator will proceed with the matter on the basis of
the pleadings and documents available on record.

On 11.05.2015 the Complainant sent a soft copy to the respondent on the email
address listed for the Respondent in the Whols database of the .IN Registry.

On 29.05.2015, the Arbitrator informed the parties that due to the
Respondent’s failure to file a reply, the Tribunal shall proceed and pass the
award on the basis of the Complaint and documents on record.

The Respondent failed / neglected to file his say / reply to the Complaint of the
Complainant within the stipulated time i.e. 21.05.2015. Similarly he has not
communicated anything on the Complaint till the date of this award and as such
the proceedings were conducted.

I feel that enough opportunities have been given to the Respondent and genuine
efforts have been made to make him a part of the proceedings. Since he has
“failed to join the proceedings, or to file any response the present ex-parte award
is passed.

I have perused the entire record and all the annexures / documents.
Factual Background

The following information is derived from the Complaint and supporting evidence
submitted by the Complainant.
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COMPLAINANT:

1. The Complainant is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of
Japan of the address 1-7-1 Konan, Minato-ku, Tokyo, 108-0075, Japan.

2. The Complainant is an established international business enterprise
present in diverse fields related to electronics, media and entertainment.
It is é leading manufacturer of audio, video, communications and
information technology products for the consumer and professional
market with sales and operating revenue of 6,800.8 Billion Yen for the
fiscal year ended on March 31, 2013.

3. The Complainant is a leading manufacturer of audio, video products,
electronic components, professional solutions and medical related
equipments. Its motion picture, television, computer entertainment, music
and online businesses make the Complainant one of the most
comprehensive entertainment and technology companies in the world. The
Complainant’s principal business operations include Sony Corporation
(Sony Electronics in the U.S), Sony Pictures Entertainment, Sony
Computer Entertainment, Sony Music Entertainment, Sony Mobile
Communications and Sony Financial Holdings.

5. The word SONY and SONY MOBILE forms a substantive part of the
marks of the Complainant and is used by the Complainant either as it is or
in conjunction with other words. The marks have also been a part of the
corporate identity of the Complainant worldwide since the 1950s when it
was first adopted in Japan and also introduced to the markets in America.

6. The word SONY and SONY MOBILE also forms the forepart and is the most
distinguishing feature of the Complainant’s corporate name and trading
style. 'SONY' is also a part of the corporate name and trading style of a
number of the Complainant’s affiliated companies including "SONY INDIA"
in India. The Complainant has also set up a wholly owned subsidiary in
India, viz, SONY INDIA LTD. which is using the trade mark SONY on all its
products and is doing substantial business. With relentless commitment to
quality, consistent dedication to customer satisfaction and unparalleled
standards of service, Sony India is recognized as a benchmark for new

age technology, superior quality, digital concepts and personalized service

%






