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RANJAN NARULA

ARBITRATOR

Appointed by the .In Registry — National Internet Exchange of India

In the matter of:

Microsoft Corporation

A company incorporated and existing

under the laws of the State of Washington,

U.S.A of One Microsoft Way Redmond,

WA 98052-6399,

United States of America «.eres Complainant

Vishnu Suhas

Windows Phone Hub,

Arekere Main Road,

Bangalore - 572201

Karnataka, India ...... Respondent

Disputed Domain Name: www.windowsphonehub.in
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The Parties:

The Complainant in this arbitration proceeding is Microsoft Corporation a corporation
incorporated and existing under the laws of the States of Washington, USA, whose
address is One Microsoft Way Redmond, WA 98052-6399 United States of America.
The Complainant is represented by its authorized representatives Pooja Dodd,
Partner, LexOrbis, 709/710, Tolstoy House, 15-17, Tolstoy Marg, New Delhi -
110001.

The Respondent in this arbitration proceeding is Vishnu Suhas, WindowsPhone Hub,
Arekere main Road, Bangalore , Karnataka - 572201 as per the details available in

the whois database maintained by National Internet Exchange of India (NIXI).

The Domain Name, Registrar & Registrant:

The disputed domain name is www.windowsphonehub.in. The Registrar is Webiq
Domains Solutions Pvt. Ltd., 102, Osia Friendship, 4" Gaothan Lane, Off J P Road,
Opp. Ram Mandir, Andheri (W), Mumbai, Maharashtra.

The Registrant is Vishnu Suhas, WindowsPhone Hub, Arekere main Road, Bangalore,
Karnataka - 572201.

Procedural History: :

This arbitration proceeding is in accordance with the .IN Domain Name Dispute
Resolution Policy (INDRP), adopted by the National Internet Exchange of India
(NIXI). The INDRP Rules of Procedure (the Rules) were approved by NIXI on 28"
June, 2005 in accordance with the Indian Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996. By
registering the disputed domain name with the NIXI accredited Registrar, the
Respondent agreed to the resolution of the disputes pursuant to the .IN Dispute
Resolution Policy and Rules framed thereunder.

As per the information received from NIXI, the history of the proceedings is as
follows:

In accordance with the Rules 2(a) and 4(a), NIXI formally notified the Respondent of
the Complaint and appointed Ranjan Narula as the Sole Arbitrator for adjudicating
upon the dispute in accordance with the Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996, and
the Rules framed thereunder, .IN Domain Dispute Resolution Policy and the Rules
framed thereunder. The Arbitrator submitted the Statement of Acceptance and
Declaration of impartiality and independence, as required by NIXI.

* The complaint was produced before the Arbitrator on May 04, 2015, and the
notice was issued to the Respondent on May 04, 2015 at his email address
with a deadline of 10 days to submit his reply to the arbitration.
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« The Arbitrator also directed the Complainant to provide by email copy of
complaint and Annexures to the Respondent which was duly complied.

+ Vide email dated May 8, 2015 NIXI informed that the Blue dart courier agency
requires the contact number of the Respondent (Mr. Vishnu Suhas) to hand
over the Complaint along with Annexures to Respondent.

¢« Further, vide email dated May 8, 2015 Arbitrator provida%the contact no. of
Mr. Vishnu Suhas (Respondent) as per the whois records and also directed
the Respondent to confirm his mobile no. for the purpose of courier delivery.

¢ Thereafter, vide email dated May 11, 2015 Mr. Vishnu Suhas (Respondent)
confirmed his mobile no.

As the Respondent did not submit any response. The Arbitrator granted further
opportunity to the Respondent to submit its response on or before May 22, 2015.
Thereafter, the Arbitrator granted final opportunity to the Respondent to submit its
response on or before June 1, 2015 and also directed the Respondent to go through
the INDRP Dispute Resolution Policy and Rules to prepare the response. However, no
response was submitted by the Respondent within the stipulated time of thereafter.
Vide email dated June 2, 2015 the Arbitrator informed that sufficient opportunity has
been granted to the Respondent to file their response. As no formal response has
been received from the Respondent, the deadline to file reply or any documents is
being closed and also directed the complainant’s counsel to provide a copy of the
Power of attorney in their favour from the complainant company which was duly
complied.

In the circumstances the complaint is being decided based on materials submitted by
the Complainant and contentions put forth by them.

Grounds for administrative proceedings:

A. The disputed domain name is identical with or confusingly similar to a trade
mark or service mark in which the Complainant has rights;

B. The Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the impugned
domain name;

C. The impugned domain name was registered and is being used in bad faith.

Summary of the Complainant’s contentions:

The Complainant in support of its case has made the following submissions:

Complainant is recognized as a world leader in software services and solutions. It is
established as long back as 1975. Complainant is engaged in development,






