ASIAN DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE RESOLUTION GENTRE

”” ”””g\ - A cheritable institution limited by guarantee registered in Hong Kong

Decision ID HK 1000309

Case ID
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The Parties’ Information

Claimant (1) Kuok Registrations Limited
(2) Kerry Properties Limited (52 B # % 5 R A )
Respondent Yang jing bin

Procedural History
1L RUOERF:

AR N — Kuok Registrations Limited, #idl & Z i X 2658 — B i E K8 21 #%.
A ZE B3R AN Kerry Properties Limited (52 B 2 %A BE 20 &), Hohih 2 50 A 15 300K 2 15
14 5 RSB0 3 13 B 148 EIRA— LR ZSHRA “BIREA7 ).

REEWALIRAIZ Yang jing bin.

A S U A 2 <kerryhkprops.com>, JEMFRT R AL UL (E R ARERAE, Hib
bbSE p EE R AP BRI R XL TRBAFE 2 S8 1 B (100176).
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2010 49 JT 3 H, Rl B s 13 40 LA P WIS R A3 A 06 R 5 T 308 2o P 2 b
BORBAYF AR TEORL TR R TRNFE R | 32552500k,

2010 9 F 28 H, rho & HEA T 40 DL R T S0 11 X7 i HHY b o B 0, 0 R A
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Factual Background
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For Complainant

PR3 AR AR 7 SO B R SR AU A B BERA R EER A0 R F A
ql, 11996 £ 1 H 2 HIEHZEEM RS, 35T 1996 4F 8 A 5 HEEFHHAs 5 0 F i, %
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Parties’ Contentions

3. HHEANFEK

For Complainant

() HIFAFEHX “KERRY”, “KERRY PROPERTIES” % “KERRY PROPS” 24 /7
br (BARHUFE “RAZ” ) 245 RS

RN — “KUOK REGISTRATIONS LIMITED” & R BE#R A Ao 241, #i5A—11
“KERRY” FiA5 T2 /> 7 6045 2 b K b H A TR T[] 3t 22 A28 500 1 785 0/ IR 25 345 B
M. YR “KERRY” BIFRAOVEM A5 T 1993 48 12 F 20 H % 1993 45 9 A 30
F 93 53 17 2 P B B A i B PR b S A, RIS 4 U 44 T W H B 2010 4E 6 A 3
HAH. #%if A= “KERRY PROPERTIES LIMITED (3 B @ ¥ HRAT)” FHRA—K
FISRHIA A, AERR AN —VER] R iR hR. BIFA T 1996 46 1 A 2 AEH %
FEM AL S BAAE 1996 £ 8 5 HT &M ST L, B MM T

“www.kerryporps.com”,

BFAZNE ROV RRRAT 2 —, LT3, SR B B R %,
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oo RN T A0S0 01 B85 BB . 000 . 28R L1, 2051 I MegaBox
s BYFAZ TR E SRR E KA, B A s g R . FRERRL,
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T3k YR N AR SRR ISR — RYIRSE R . SRR . 0 A b o5
TUH o BRAZIMIA B U X R 15%28, ARSI RS S A 241 15%
R o

AREBFNFERRALYREE T X “KERRY”. “KERRY PROPOERTIES” % “KERRY PROPS”
YRR ST . BEURA 8 “KERRY” A5 £ T 70k % oA A 2L/ R it
ZAT TG i S/ BURS RAB R AR . BRA— AR FRE A A, I S
VRN AW 2 M P IR b, Rt R R bR O 2 RS . T LR AR T
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Findings

4. BxRUEF
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TAWTHREF o (B 55 4 50058 1 98 b R4 4 BRI FE T . I3 4() &I,
BIRNDATE LR ZANAF i 2 -

() BRI SR N B BRI 3 B PR B0 25 B bR AR M SR s e AL

(@ BIRURARZINA AR R A BRI, B

(i) AR ARTZ IR A 10 R e A

RS B 5 RN\ A BB 28 (1) 44 R B 5 b s 1) B 9 AR

B A LS B A5 & AR, B2

- BRBURA - RE BRI S B R AR A T, AR, H%
A RAS “KERRY” K 4F A R “Kerry Properties Limited” |24 A%,
BVRN G HR Ay 3 A A 20 W) (R0 [ B B A3 0 44 0 7 5 5 4
Kerry Trading Co Ltd J Shangri-La International Hotel Management Ltd.]. #1f A —7F
BYR NV, [ “KERRY” Xk, $RUFAZT 1996 4 1 A 2 HAEFH 5
BT, IRTRAE 8 A S HEFMR ST Ll (LTS K 683).  #IFRA I

B 7ML <www.kerryprops.com>.
L HRMERD:

- RT “KERRY” AR, BUFA—CFT 1998 4F 11 A7E A M 2/ 201055 5/
M55 3R4% Vv, B0 T IZERIEEE 19, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41 & 42. 25 36
RIS LA A B =B, AL, NP, Rifrgg AR F RS 1
B IRSS



Ifi <kerryprops.com> X444, ZRET 1997 45 6 H 25 1% A" Shangri-La
International Hotel Management Ltd yEM [ JLE VR KK 6].

BRI S5 52 (1) PLRE: Q) Wik 3) HERE.

BN N BRI E R EREZ —, RFEAZIREEHEES KT S5k
BRI H BRI E R P, BEER DO, WYIERPL, e Bk
%, Bk “KERRY” IXANFIAR, LD EREMLER S, T “kerryprops”
EEAGER T 3 Bl By, “hk” XHT 7R/, —Bo A E A, Tin
“on” AEME—FE. /£ “kerry” M “props” HIA “hk” IR, f# ABLAR Y
R, TR EERHBIRA B A A, FREeERERERTDOE 3

1€ Lucasfilm Lid. and Lucas Licensing Lid. v. Cupcake C ity and John Zuccarini, WIPO %
7 D2001-0700 —ZLFAEH, WH ALK RAREN, BEFA %R
ARFMEMRI S VRN “KERRY” 866 8005M, TR IR
W A2 <www.kerryprops.com>, Al LR A% “KERRY” K “kerryprops” T
Fr/v 5 1 R AL 25 0T

FH—J7lH, £ WIPO %5 D2000-1493, Microsoft Corporation v. J. Holiday Co., %T
W44 <dmicrosoft2000.com>, L RUIEH:  “The Sole Panelist notes that the entirety of
the mark MICROSOFT is included in the Domain Name. Generally, a user of a mark may
not avoid likely confusion by appropriating another's entire mark and adding descriptive
or non-distinctive matter to it. ” Jl J. Thomas McCarthy, McCarthy on Trademarks &
Unfair Competition (4th ed. 1998).

FETI— %, WIPO 25 D2000-0553 AT & T Corp. v. WorldclassMedia.com, %3384 %
<attmexico.com> A <att-latinamerica.com>, & K48 Hi, B4R ATT [0 ZRERE Z4D,
BB AT & T [R5, ZE RN “The Panel is of the view that ATT is

a trade mark of the Complainant.....The balance of the characters in the domain names in

dispute are geographical descriptors. In the Panel’s view, where a domain name is

composed of a trade mark juxtaposed with a place name, a reader will naturally split them
in that way......Accordingly, the Panel is of the view that each of the domain names in
dispute comprises a portion identical to a mark (ATT) in which the Complainant has rights,
together with a portion comprising a geographic qualifier, which is insufficient to prevent
the composite domain name from being confusingly similar to Complainant’s mark ATT or
Complainant s Marks.”

1E BB FEL 2N sujinfu (HK-0900247), T4k 44 <marksixhk.com>, “MARK
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SIX" IEUIEZRY “KERRY” , CERT4 P08 M 17, 3545 7 RiARiEm, #
o, LR AVONBIRANT “MARK SIX” A A Al BB IR, %4 WK 4 72 57
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FEBLEE, N “hk” WH X EH, T84 8R4 <kerryhkproprs>, WIHIE “hk”,
SIRUR NI 10 1 B <kerryprops> 524 —RE, B UMEADGAIRE . LT
I, BRAFERIFACIHL T TEE] 5 4% S — &4,

(3) KT HHRYR AN 4 B0 A 5L BN R 22 S VR 28

PR NIIE S /275, Yang jin bin BUHORYS “kerryhkprops” 63 . VR AR A
RS ALY “KERRY” 5 “kerryprops” £ HIRA MR A6, TIREHEIR IR
MAHy “kerryhkprops” A1 HHIF M EyE T H1i% 3 3R AT 2010 4E 6 7 3 [IVEM 40384,
TEDE R URACAR T 1998 4R UREF “KERRY” fIRGHR. BRAGSG Big Soe M B,
BALR NS BRI TR AL o FER, 245 UR A28 B VR At e U 44 R R b A 22
FVARCER AR THE S, B H VR AME A 2430F 3R IF W i Ar s 42 2 S0k h3s, T
Document Technologies, Inc. v. International Electronic Communications Inc., WIPO & &
D2000-0270 M Clerical Med. Inv. Group Ltd. v. Clericalmedical.com, WIPO %&£ D2000-1228.
NG ARR N TEBAT 28 HE AT 0 S B R I 6 S U4 A AT B A 28, TR e 357 A
LM RRIMETE . 8L KAV A 43U 4 10 = BRI 4 3 T A3,
%Eﬁ%%&ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%@&ﬁ%o%L?%ﬁ%%&%kﬁ%ﬂ?ﬂﬁ%4@%ﬁ:
AR

KRR I sl E B

AR TEUR ] 58 40)%%, BRI MR NI S o2 — 04T h, A7 T i
DASE ) PR A 5 B A I -

C WD) ZIETERY, IR [BERUR] R 5 R T AR T RE R R b
R B PIT EAMIEEFN B TE P T 1 B, B, PSR
BE T T2 S it 2 2

i) T IERIT R AL QLN FR TR B 1 S T B R R A R 7
BB A LU 0165 SOMHE b Riprdsr: 2,

(i) FGTERE ) 3BT I8 T IR 5 0 F I IE sl 55 7 b #,

(v) o IR A P P 17 H) B 1 7 4 e 4R R 55 5 18 A B2
JTERIEE  BER) s 2 B (RAE R 7 T 188 0 5] 5524 P i b 4 7
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MR R 2

PR N AR N = 50 2 IR R B8 /75 “KERRY” ~ “kerryprops” K “hk” 43

“kerryhkprops” 1E 4 A I E TR GRS o RGN RIEBILZIR AL, W IFA
BHZ RS2 R VRA ORI, BT 2RI, 168 ERIL, DU Rk e AR
LEZYUNES, TS ERARRBE AR Y, AL CREN Nz BRI, I
Hugo Boss AG v. Wenzhou Lucheng District Shanghai Sunbird Department Store and Zhaoke
Jian (%5 DCN-0300608).
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e WEHRAFHBME, AAUANEFR LA WIS4, B A EYRA LS A BUR IE 41
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5B ALK

Decision

5. Hk
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(1) FBURA <kerryhkprops.com>5 e f N A7 RBERS 4 PRl H bz S MR, BoE 2
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Q) UL B B RS SR
() AU O B B T
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MAE L5 EWA Samuel Wong
HIW: 2010 4210 A 9 HT-&i



