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Procedural History

On 30 July 2008, the Complainant submitted a Complaint in the English language to the Hong Kong Office of the Asian Domain
Name Dispute Resolution Center (the ADNDRC) and elected this case to be dealt with by a one-person panel, in accordance with
the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the Policy) approved by the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and
Numbers (ICANN), the Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the Rules), and the ADNDRC Supplemental
Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the ADNDRC Supplemental Rules).

Based on a Whois Record search conducted on 25 July 2008, the Complainant had identified the Registrant as Simon S.Y. Chiou,
whose address is 200 Garfield Avenue, Alhambra, California, USA 91801; whose fax and phone number is +1 886933400989;
and whose email address is 999@9333.com. On 15 August 2008, the ADNDRC sent to the Complainant by email an
acknowledgement of the receipt of the Complaint and reviewed the format of the Complaint for compliance with the Policy, the
Rules and the ADNDRC Supplemental Rules. Except as otherwise specified, all correspondence to and from the HKIAC
described herein was in the English language.

On 16 August 2008, the ADNDRC transmitted by email to the Registrar, Name.com LLC, a request for registrar verification in
connection with the Disputed Domain Name. On 27 September 2008, the Registrar transmitted by email to the ADNDRC its
verification response, identifying Simon S.Y. Chiou, as the registered holder of the subject domain and confirming his contact
particulars, as recited above.

On 2 October 2008, the ADNDRC transmitted the Complaint to the Respondent and notified the Respondent of the
commencement of the action, by email directed to 999@9333.com, requiring that a Response be submitted on or before 22
October 2008.

On 13 October 2008, by email to the ADNDRC, the Respondent requested an extension of time until 30 December 2008. The
ADNDRC invited Complainant to comment on the Respondent’ s request for an extension of time. Claimant responded that it
was prepared to agree to an extension of time up to 15 November 2008. Making reference to article 5(d) of the Rules, the
ADNDRC notified the parties that the deadline for the Respondent to file a response would be extended to 15 November 2008.

Thereafter, on 4 November 2008, Respondent communicated with the ADNDRC by email, requesting leave to file a response in
Chinese. The Respondent” s said request was not copied to the Complainant. The ADNDRC replied by email that same day,
alerting Respondent to the prohibition against ex parte communications, found in article 2(h) of the Rules, as well as to the
language requirement found in article 11 of the Rules. The ADNDRC’ s email invited the Complainant to comment upon
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Respondent’ s request.

The Complainant responded that, although the language of the administrative proceedings should be in English, in accordance
with the Rules, the Complainant would raise no objection if the Respondent filed its Response in the Chinese language.
Whereupon, on 6 November 2008, the ADNDRC, by email to the parties, clarified that, although the language of the proceedings
would be the English language, in consideration of the views expressed by both parties, the Respondent would nonetheless be
permitted to file its response form in Chinese.

On 15 November 2008, Respondent filed its Response by email, in Chinese, noting therein the Respondent’ s election to have the
complaint determined by a single panelist.

Having received a Declaration of Impartiality and Independence and a Statement of Acceptance, the ADNDRC notified the parties
that the Panel in this case had been selected, with Mr. David KREIDER acting as the sole panelist. The Panel determines that the
appointment was made in accordance with Chapter 5 of the Rules and Articles 8 and 9 of the Supplemental Rules.

On 19 December 2008, the Panel received the file from the ADNDRC and should render the Decision within 14 days, i.e., on or
before 5 January 2009.

Pursuant to Paragraph 11 (a) of the Rules, unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, or specified otherwise in the Registration
Agreement, the language of the administrative proceeding shall be the language of the Registration Agreement, subject to the
authority of the Panel to determine otherwise, having regard to the circumstances of the administrative proceeding. The language
of the current Disputed Domain Name Registration Agreement is English, thus the Panel determines English as the language of
the proceedings.

Notwithstanding that the language of these proceedings is English, inasmuch as the Respondent sought and, with the concurrence
of Complainant, was granted leave by the Centre to submit its Response in Chinese, the Panel has reviewed and considered the
Respondent’ s Chinese-language Response with the same effect as if the Response had been submitted in English.

It should be noted that the Panelist is solely responsible for the accuracy of the translation of all text and passages taken from the
original Chinese-language documents in these proceedings.

Factual Background

For Claimant

The Complainant in this case is Cheung Kong (Holdings) Limited, a corporation registered in Hong Kong. The Complainant is the
owner of several trademarks including “HVL” , “KILI0” ,and “HKVTHEH]” |, and their corresponding marks/names in
English namely, “Cheung Kong” , “Cheung Kong Holdings” and “Cheung Kong Group” .

For Respondent

The Respondent, Simon S.Y. Chiou, is the current registrant of the Disputed Domain Name
<K:¥L.com>, according to the Whois information. The registered address of the Respondent is 200 Garfield Avenue, Alhambra,
California, USA 91801; whose fax and phone number is +1 886933400989; and whose email address is 999@9333.com.

Parties' Contentions
Claimant

The Complainant’ s contentions may be summarized as follows:
I. The Disputed Domain Name is identical or confusingly similar to a trade mark or service mark to which the Complainant has
rights

(a) The Complainant, Cheung Kong (Holdings) Limited ( “ {325 F) A R A ” ), formerly known as Cheung Kong Real

Estate Company Limited / Cheung Kong Real Estate & Investment Company Limited (31117 R /A 7)), is the flagship of the
Cheung Kong Group ( “KJT4EH]” ), the leading Hong Kong based multinational conglomerate.
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(b) The Complainant, was established on 8 June 1971 by Mr. Li Ka Shing, the tycoon who ranks 11th on Forbes Billionaires List
2008, and since 1972, the Complainant has been trading and providing services under the service mark/trade name “Cheung
Kong Holdings” / “KJ1.5Mk” . The Complainant is listed on the Hong Kong Stock Exchange and in Hong Kong alone,
members of the Complainant” s group of companies, which is known as the Cheung Kong Group ( “HiL4H]” ), include the
Complainant (stock code: 0001), Hutchison Whampoa Limited (stock code: 0013), Cheung Kong Infrastructure Holdings Limited
(stock code: 1038) and Hongkong Electric Holdings Limited (stock code: 0006), which are all constituent stocks of the Hang Seng
Index; Hutchison Telecommunications International Limited (stock code: 2332), Hutchison Harbour Ring Limited (stock code:
0715) and TOM Group Limited (stock code: 2383), which are companies listed on the Main Board of the Hong Kong Stock
Exchange; and CK Life Sciences Int'l., (Holdings) Inc. (stock code: 8222), a company listed on the Growth Enterprise Market.
Based in Hong Kong, businesses of the Cheung Kong Group ( “#¥T4EH]” ) encompass such diverse areas as property
development and investment, real estate agency; estate management; ports and related services; telecommunications; hotels; retail;
energy; infrastructure; finance; e-commerce; building materials; multimedia and life science. The combined market capitalization
of the Cheung Kong Group’ s Hong Kong listed companies amounted to HK$817 billion as at 30 June, 2008. The Cheung Kong
Group operates in 57 countries and employs about 260,000 staff worldwide.

(c) The founder of the Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group ( “{YI4E[4]” ) is a strong believer in synergy - the power of
combined efforts. This belief is reflected in his naming the Complaint and a series of companies within the Cheung Kong Group

( “KILEEH]” ) after the Yangtze River (3 F1. or K1) that flows through China, a great river that aggregates countless
streams and tributaries. As a result, there is a large number of companies within the Cheung Kong Group incorporated with names
beginning with the Chinese characters/words “VI.” /” Cheung Kong” .

The Complainant is mainly a property development and strategic investment company and it is one of the largest developers in
Hong Kong of residential, commercial and industrial properties. About one in seven private residences in Hong Kong were
developed by the Complainant.

(d) The Complainant has always aimed to maintain a strong presence in overseas property markets as a quality property developer
of choice residential and commercial projects. For example, in China, the Complainant has invested in a lot of important real
estate development projects including being the largest shareholder of the project “Oriental Plaza” , the most prestigious project
in the middle of downtown Beijing with project value of HKD7,000 million and covering a total gross floor area of 920,000 meter
square. In addition, the Complainant has in 1994 purchased “Lido Place” in Beijing, a commercial/residential complex that
accommodates a large number of Beijing's expatriate community and multinational companies.

(e) Pursuant to the enormous effort put by the Complainant in its businesses and excellent quality of the Complainant’ s real
estate development and services in Hong Kong and China, the Complainant has obtained the following awards: -
Hong Kong

Award: 1998-99 REVIEW 200: Asia’ s Leading Companies Award - ranked No.3 of “Top 10 Hong Kong Companies doing
Business in Asia”

Organizer: Far Eastern Economic Review

Nature: Organizer invited subscribers to choose the leading companies from 525 Asia and International companies.
Award: 1999 World Most Recommended Real Estate Development Company

Organizer: PricewaterhouseCoopers

Nature:  Organizer conducted survey on 754 CEO from state-owned enterprise, large-scale incorporations, self-owned
companies and listed companies of 715 countries to elect the world most recommended enterprises in different sectors.
China

Award: 1998 Asia’ s Best Managed Companies Award (Mainland & Hong Kong)

Organizer: Asiamoney

Nature: Organizer invited 250 fund managers from 150 institutional investors worldwide to nominate the best managed
companies.

Award: 2001 China Best Quality Services and Brands: the Best Real Estate Developer

Organizer: Capital

Nature: Organizer aimed to praise companies which were rapidly expanding the China market and which have contributed a lot to
mainland economy.
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() “KIL” is not only the service mark/trade name adopted by many companies within the Cheung Kong Group ( “{K7L4E

), of which the Complainant forms part, it is also the most distinctive part of the service mark/trade name of the Complainant.
The Complainant claims rights in the service marks “HKVL0” , “KITHEH” and “HKYL” , and their corresponding
marks/names in English namely, “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong Group” and “Cheung Kong” .

(g) Based on the above, the service marks/trade names “HKATSN” , “KITHER” and “IKIL” , and their corresponding
marks/names in English namely, “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong Group” and “Cheung Kong” , have been well-
recognized by the public and trade to be distinctive of and identified with the Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group but none
other. Substantial goodwill and reputation has subsisted in the service marks/trade names “KYTSME” , “KITHEHR” and “K
{L.” , and their corresponding marks/names in English. One can also find countless publications and reports on the Internet about
the Complainant and Cheung Kong Group by reference to the service marks/trade names “JTENk” | “KITHEH]” and “H
PAR

(h) Further, as early as 13 December 1995, the Complainant has already registered the domain name “cheungkong.com” . On 1
February 2000, the Complainant further registered the domain name “cheungkongholdings.com” , “cheungkongholdings.net”
and “cheungkongholdings.org” .

(i) The major part of the Disputed Domain Name “{VL” is:
i. identical to the major portion of the service marks/trade names of the Complainant and its group of companies;
ii. the Chinese translation of the major part of “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong Group” and “Cheung Kong” ; and

iii. the Chinese translation of the major portion of the Complainant domain names “cheungkong.com”
“cheungkongholdings.com” , “cheungkongholdings.net” and “cheungkongholdings.org” .

II. The Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the Disputed Domain Name

(a) The Respondent is not in any way related to the Complainant, nor was the Respondent authorised by the Complainant to use
the mark/name “H¥1” .

(b) On or before the registration date of the Disputed Domain Name i.e. 24 July 2005: -

i. The Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group have widely used “K¥L3ME” , “KITHEHRF” and “KIL” , and their
corresponding marks/names in English namely, “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong Group” and “Cheung Kong” as
service marks/trade names;

ii. Substantial goodwill and reputation subsisted in the service marks “HVLSENE” |, “KITEEHR” and “KYL, and their
corresponding marks/names in English” ;

iii. The service marks/trade names “KJL3ME” |, “KITHEH” and “KJL” , and their corresponding marks/names in English
have been identified by the public as the service marks/trade names of the Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group and none
other; and

iv. The Complainant has registered the domain names “cheungkong.com” , “cheungkongholdings.com” ,
“cheungkongholdings.net” and “cheungkongholdings.org” .

(c) As such, the Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the Disputed Domain Name.

II1. The Disputed Domain Name has been registered and is being used in bad faith
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(a) Service marks/trade names “KYLSZNE” | “KILEER]” and “HKYL” | and their corresponding marks/names in English
namely, “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong Group” and “Cheung Kong” , have been used by the Complainant and
the Cheung Kong Group in Hong Kong and China respectively for more than 30 and 10 years before the registration date of the
Disputed Domain Name. All these service marks/trade names have very strong reputation in Hong Kong and China. Undoubtedly,
the Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group have prior rights in the service marks/trade names “IyL5ME” | “KITHEHR]”
and “IKYT” , and their corresponding marks/names in English. As such, it could not be a coincidence for the Respondent to
register a domain name which is identical to the most distinctive portion of the service marks/trade names and/or which is a
Chinese translation of the most distinctive portion of the English service marks/trade names of the Complainant and the Cheung
Kong Group, taking into account that the Respondent has never had any rights or legitimate interests in the said marks/names. It is
believed that the Respondent registered the Disputed Domain Name in order to confuse the public that the Respondent’ s act in
registering the Disputed Domain Name authorized by the Complainant. It is clear that the Respondent had acted in bad faith when
it made the application for the registration of the Disputed Domain Name in 2005.

(b) Further, since the registration of the Disputed Domain Name, the Respondent has not put the same into active use but is merely
linked to a webpage providing information search services. This indicates that the registration of the Disputed Domain Name has
no purpose other than to create confusion that such registration is endorsed by the Complainant.

Respondent
The Respondent’ s contentions may be summarized as follows:
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Findings

Paragraph 15(a) of the Rules instructs the Panel as to the principles the Panel is to use in determining the dispute: “A Panel shall
decide a complaint on the basis of the statements and documents submitted in accordance with the Policy, these Rules and any
rules and principles of law that it deems applicable.” Paragraph 4 (a) of the Policy requires that the Complainant should prove
each of the following three elements to obtain an order that a domain name should be cancelled or transferred:

i. the domain name registered by the Respondent must be identical or confusingly similar to a trademark or service mark in which
Complainant has rights; and

ii. the Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the domain name; and

iii. the domain name has been registered and is being used in bad faith.
Identical / Confusingly Similar

The evidence submitted by the Complainant shows that “4<7I.” is not only the service mark/trade name adopted by many
companies within the Cheung Kong Group ( “VL£EH]” ), of which the Complainant forms part, it is also the most distinctive
part of the service mark/trade name of the Complainant. The Complainant claims rights in the service marks “HILS0L” , “K
TAEM” and “4K7L” , and their corresponding marks/names in English namely, “Cheung Kong Holdings” , “Cheung Kong
Group” and “Cheung Kong” .

Since 1972, the Complainant has been trading and providing services under the service mark/trade name “Cheung Kong
Holdings” / “KAYL52ML”  and that there is a large number of companies within the Cheung Kong Group incorporated with
names beginning with the Chinese characters/words “11.” /” Cheung Kong” . As the suffix “.com” only indicates that the
domain name is registered under this gTLD and is not distinctive, the Panel finds that the Disputed Domain Name <{:71..com> is
identical to the Complainant’ s service marks/trade names.

The Respondent seeks to draw a distinction by reason that the Disputed Domain Name appears in simplified Chinese characters
(as are typically used in the mainland of China), whereas the Complainant utilizes the same Chinese characters in their traditional
form on its website and in various publications (the traditional form of Chinese characters continue to be used in Hong Kong and
Taiwan, and in much of the rest of the Chinese-speaking world outside the mainland of China). The Respondent argues that this
distinction evidences that the Disputed Domain Name is dissimilar to the Complainant’ s marks and renders the possibility of
confusion between the Disputed Domain Name and Complainant’ s service marks/trade names unlikely.

The Panel finds Respondent” s arguments unpersuasive. Firstly, it is noted that the allegations in the Complaint that “the
Complainant and the Cheung Kong Group have widely used ‘HKITS0M" |, “RKITHEHR]” and ‘KL | since before the date
of registration of the Disputed Domain Name” show the Chinese characters comprising each of the marks/names written in the
simplified form. Moreover, from the evidence presented, including media reports and publications where these same marks/names
appear in simplified Chinese characters, Respondent’ s assertion appears factually incorrect, even if it could fairly be said that the
people of Hong Kong are likely far more accustomed to seeing the Complainant’ s marks/name written in traditional Chinese
characters, as is the custom in Hong Kong.

Additionally, it must be noted that although ICANN does assign simplified and traditional Chinese characters different puny
codes, even under the Implementing Regulations to the Trademark Law of The People’ s Republic of China, the registration for a
trademark in simplified Chinese characters will cover the traditional Chinese characters and vice versa. That is, Chinese
Trademark Law does not discriminate between trademarks registered in either simplified or traditional Chinese characters, as
against the same characters written in the other form, but, rather, treats the marks as being identical and equally deserving of
protection regardless whether the mark registered appears in the simplified, or in the traditional form.

Respondent further argues that the two Chinese characters in simplified form, “{Y1.” , are recognized by the government of The
People’ s Republic of China and by the United Nations as referring to the “Changjiang River” (which is also sometimes known
as the “Yangtze River” ), and not by the English words “Cheung Kong” . The Respondent observes that these same two
Chinese characters are written in English, in accordance with China’ s Han Yu Pin Yin system (a standard system by which
Chinese characters are alphabetised), as “Chang Jiang” , and not “Cheung Kong” , the English name by which the
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Complainant’ s group of companies is known.

Respondent” s observations, while substantially accurate, appear to this Panelist to be misplaced. As but one example to illustrate
the point, adopting Respondent’ s analysis, the two Chinese characters that comprise the immediately recognisable city name

“Hong Kong” - “#&” (meaning “fragrant” )and “¥#” (meaning “harbour” ) - would be alphabetized in accordance
with China’ s Han Yu Pin Yin system as “Xiang Gang” .

While speakers of the Mandarin dialect of Chinese (Putonghua) the world over would immediately recognise the spoken word
“Xiang Gang” as referring to Hong Kong, the same spoken word would be meaningless to an English speaker, unskilled in
Mandarin Chinese, if pronounced in this way.

The Panel considers that the closeness between the pronunciation/alphabetisation of “+JL.” as “Cheung Kong” (like the
pronunciation/alphabetisation of “Z#” as “Hong Kong” ), may be more readily apparent when those words are pronounced
in the Cantonese dialect of the Chinese language (the dialect of Chinese principally spoken in the Hong Kong Special
Administrative Region and in Guangdong (Canton) Province, China), rather than in Mandarin Chinese, as is used by China’ s
Han Yu Pin Yin system.

The Panel holds that the Complaint fulfills the condition provided in Paragraph 4 (a)(i) of the Policy.
Rights and Legitimate Interests

The Complainant contends that the Respondent does not have rights to or legitimate interests in the Disputed Domain Name. The
Complainant’ s assertion is sufficient to establish a prima facie case under Policy 4 (a)(ii), thereby shifting the burden to the
Respondent to present evidence of its rights or legitimate interests. The Respondent has failed to show that the Respondent has any
rights or legitimate interests in respect of the Disputed Domain Name - the two Chinese characters of which refer to China’ s
greatest river, the Yangtze River (¥ 11L), or Changjiang River (17T)).

Respondent has helpfully raised to this Panel’ s attention the matter of ADNDRC case HK-0800174, involving the same
Complainant’ s claims in relation to the materially identical domain name “+¥I.net” .

The administrative decision in that case recites:

Without any other specific reference or connotation, “1+¥1.” means nothing but the name of the [Yangtze or Changjiang] River.
Although Complainant has established the common law right in the mark “+YL.” , it cannot and should not deprive others from
using the River’ s name normally. The right that the Complainant can assert in the mark “{¥T.” is linked to its businesses and
services as to which the mark is used. The Complainant is, by no means, entitled to claim any monopoly over the River name “
{7, per se.

Referring to paragraph 4 (c)(iii) of the Policy, the administrative decision in ADNDRC case HK-0800174 continues:

-+ [A] respondent may demonstrate its right and legitimate interest in the disputed domain name through proving that it is making
a legitimate noncommercial or fair use of the domain name, without intent for commercial gain to misleadingly divert consumers
or to tarnish the trademark or service mark at issue.

Deciding that the Complainant had in that case failed to satisfy paragraph 4(a)(ii) of the Policy, the Panelist in ADNDRC case
HK-0800174 dismissed the Complaint, observing:

In the present case, the disputed domain name is being used for a website providing the information of Yangtze River. If any
Internet user is attracted by the River name in the domain name to visit the website that is genuinely presenting information of the
River, the domain name is apparently not misleading and will not cause either initial or subsequent confusion. Since there is no
evident [sic] that the Respondent has any commercial gains through the use of the domain name, the Respondent should have right
[sic] or legitimate interest to make such noncommercial use legitimately.

Here, the Respondent acknowledges that his is an “information website” listing eight categories of goods and services,
including: (1) industry, (2) computer networks, (3) educational training, (4) leisure, (5) finance, (6) health, (7) lifestyle, and (8)
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shopping, which are further classified into 67 searchable sub-categories. Respondent has submitted no evidence to suggest that its
website has any connection or relation whatsoever with China’ s renowned Yangtze, or Changjiang River, other than its use of
the same name.

This Panel finds that Respondent’ s website bears no connection with the Changjiang River and that the facts presented in
ADNDRC case HK-0800174, concerning as they did a not-for-profit website established by a China traveler who “enjoyed many
adventures near the Yangtze River” and wished to share with others her “pictures and stories related to the Yangtze River”
through the website, differ materially from the facts of the instant case.

Having considered the evidence, the Panel concludes that this case is distinguishable on its facts from ADNDRC case HK-
0800174, and that a contrary result is required.

The Panel finds that the Complaint fulfills the conditions provided in Paragraph 4(a)(ii) of the Policy.
Bad Faith

The Response recites that, in addition to its “lawful operation of the information website” , the Respondent plans to collaborate
with a social service organization to “donate” its website for use as a public environmental protection website to “protect

‘Mother river’ - the Yangtze” , which is “China’ s lifeline” , from the ravages of pollution, neglect and mismanagement.
Respondent” s evidence in relation to the steps it has taken to achieve this praiseworthy goal, however, consists of an Internet
blog posted by Respondent on 30 October 2008, wherein the Respondent offered to “donate” its website to a suitable
organisation, along with a single email reply from the “Information Centre” ofthe “Changjiang Navigation Management
Bureau” of China’ s Ministry of Transportation, dated 31 October 2008, enquiring how the donation of Respondent’ s website
would be accomplished and directing the Respondent to the Bureau’ s website for information about the Bureau.

Significantly, as was noted above, the ADNDRC had transmitted the Complaint to the Respondent in this action on 2 October
2008, several weeks prior to the date of Respondent’ s blog seeking a suitable donee for its website.

This Panel views the above-referenced evidence as proof merely of a belated attempt by Respondent to manufacture a connection
between its website and the River of the same name, where no normal or bona fide connection exists, for the purpose of refuting
the Complainant’ s allegations of “bad faith” , of which the Respondent was at the time already fully aware.

On balance, this Panel considers that it was not a mere coincidence, but an indication of Respondent’ s bad faith and guilty
knowledge, that the Respondent took half-hearted steps to donate its website to charitable causes only after receiving the
Complainant’ s Complaint in this cause.

Further, as is noted in the Complaint, “since the registration of the Disputed Domain Name, the Respondent has not put the same
into active use but is merely linked to a webpage providing information search services” . On its part, the Respondent
acknowledges that its use of the River’ s name has drawn significant numbers of visitors to its website.

It appears to this Panel to be a reasonable inference from the evidence and circumstances of this case, that prior to the filing of the
instant proceeding, Respondent had been biding his time and passively operating its information search website under the
Disputed Domain Name, with a view to securing a financial benefit or advantage at some future time.

This Panel finds that Respondent’ s intention was to ride on the reputation of the Complainant and to create confusion that the
Respondent’ s use of the Disputed Domain Name was authorised by the Complainant.

In conclusion, the Panel finds that the Respondent has registered and used the domain name in bad faith. Accordingly, the Panel
finds that the Complaint satisfies the condition provided in Paragraph 4 (a) (iii) of the Policy.

Status

www.K7T.com Domain Name Transfer
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Decision

Having established all three elements required under the ICANN Policy, the Panel concludes that relief should be granted.
Accordingly, it is ordered that the <t:YI..com> domain name should be TRANSFERRED from the Respondent to the

Complainant.

David KREIDER
Sole Panelist

Dated: 1 January 2009

https://www.adndrc.org/icann/icase.nsf/c5b34d46b1e00ad448256b10002b5d25/f01fc855dadcc1294825... 2/1/2009



