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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Notice of Opposition

Notice is hereby given that the following party opposes registration of the indicated application.

Opposer Information

Name C-Byte Computer Systems LLC

Granted to Date
of previous ex-
tension

10/17/2015

Address 185 Broadway Ave
Alamosa, CO 81101
UNITED STATES

Correspondence
information

C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
185 Broadway Ave
Alamosa, CO 81101
UNITED STATES
admin@c-byte.company Phone:800-641-3750

Applicant Information

Application No 86571876 Publication date 08/18/2015

Opposition Filing
Date

10/16/2015 Opposition Peri-
od Ends

10/17/2015

Applicant Trevor Biscope
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South #148
Las Vegas, NV 89109
UNITED STATES

Goods/Services Affected by Opposition

Class 042. First Use: 1989/12/00 First Use In Commerce: 1989/12/00
All goods and services in the class are opposed, namely: Information technology consulting services;
Consulting services in the design and implementation of computer-based information systems for
businesses; Consulting services in the field of design, selection, implementation and use of computer
hardware and software systems for others; Computer services, namely, providingvirtual and non vir-
tual application servers, web servers, file servers, co-location servers, load balancing servers, re-
dundancy servers, media servers and database servers of variable capacity to third party computing
and data storage facilities; Developing and hosting a server on a global computer network for the pur-
pose of facilitating e-commerce via sucha server; Technical support services, namely, migration of
datacenter, server and database applications; Technical support services, namely, technical adminis-
tration of servers for others and troubleshooting in the nature of diagnosing server problems; Com-
puter programming services, namely, on-line transaction processing (OLTP) and decision support
(DSS) applications

Grounds for Opposition

False suggestion of a connection Trademark Act section 2(a)

Priority and likelihood of confusion Trademark Act section 2(d)

http://estta.uspto.gov


Mark Cited by Opposer as Basis for Opposition

U.S. Application/ Registra-
tion No.

NONE Application Date NONE

Registration Date NONE

Word Mark c-byte.com

Goods/Services communication specifically computer hardware and software con-
sultation, assembly web-design and system deployment and data-
base design Serving: Guest facilites Lodges Hotels Motels Resorts
Hospitals / Clinics Government administration

Related Proceed-
ings

Arbitration managed by National Arbitration Forum for Internet Corporation for
Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN)

Attachments USPTO Notice of Opposition C-BYTE Oct 2015.pdf(161860 bytes )
USPTO Exhibit Directory 2015.pdf(14785 bytes )
USPTO Opposer Supplemental Exhibits 1-5.pdf(79841 bytes )
USPTO Opposer C-BYTE Complaint Form - CDRP amended 10 02 15
B.pdf(457873 bytes )
USPTO Opposer Exhibit UDRP_C-Byte 2015 10 2015.pdf(911455 bytes )
USPTO Opposer UDRP C-BYTE CLUB EXHIBIT A- WHOIS REPORTS FOR
DISPUTED DOMAINS.pdf(240308 bytes )
USPTO Opposer's CentralNic policy.pdf(48805 bytes )
USPTO Opposer's Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy
(the Rules).pdf(318780 bytes )
USPTO Opposer's Supplemental Exhibit page 6 A-B.pdf(241540 bytes )
USPTO Opposer's Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy.pdf(174420
bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP WEBMAIL CENTRALNIC MEDIATION A+
3-7.pdf(282584 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT A- WHOIS REPORT FOR DIS-
PUTED DOMAINS.pdf(76145 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) B - D.pdf(1380995 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) H NUANs.pdf(1903405 bytes )
USPTO Opposer_CDRP_ C-BYTE EXHIBIT -S-.pdf(1341830 bytes )
USPTO Opposer_CDRP_ C-BYTE EXHIBIT -M-.pdf(652111 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) V & W.pdf(878323 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) T &U.pdf(924412 bytes )
USPTO Opposer_CDRPC-BYTE EXHIBIT E 1310001523522.pdf(1612700
bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) P & R.pdf(699718 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE -EXHIBIT -G- UDRP DECISION
FA1405001562032.pdf(786938 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) N & O.pdf(733653 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) -J- ALBERTA MEP.pdf(695847
bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE -EXHIBIT -L- LINKS TO VEGAS PORN IN-
DUSTRY.pdf(1612591 bytes )
USPTO Opposer CDRP C-BYTE EXHIBIT(S) K 1-4.pdf(644227 bytes )

Certificate of Service

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of this paper has been served upon all parties, at their address
record by First Class Mail on this date.



Signature /Wanda Brink Manager/

Name C-Byte Computer Systems LLC

Date 10/16/2015
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

In the matter of trademark application Serial No.: 86571876 

For the mark: C-BYTE  
 
Published in the Official Gazette on:  August 18th 2015 

C-Byte Computer Systems LLC 

v. 

Trevor Biscope  

NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 

C-Byte Computer  Systems LLC.,  

Recorded with the Secretary of State Colorado .   February 5th 2013  . who’s address is;   1 

185 Broadway Ave., Alamosa CO 81101,  2 

with a mailing address of;   PO Box 1896, Alamosa CO 81101. 3 

The above-identified opposer believes that it, will be damaged by registration of the mark shown in 4 

the above-identified application, and hereby opposes the same. 5 

(2) The grounds for opposition are as follows: 6 

i/ The Opposer has common law rights to the trademark “C-BYTE” as follows;  7 

            C-Byte Computer Systems LLC., as of  02/05/2013,  is a registered single member 8 

limited liability corporation formed under the laws of the state of Colorado United States of 9 

America. Attached Colorado Secretary of State certificate of good standing (Exhibit C-page 10 

1-  C-Byte Computer Systems LLC Documentation ) Vegas Brand Enterprises Inc is the 11 

single member, of  the limited liability corporation C-Byte Computer Systems LLC.   12 

Attached Colorado Secretary of State certificate of good standing (Exhibit C-page 2 -  ) See 13 

attached Certificate of Authority, C-Bye Computer Systems LLC (Exhibit C-page 4 -  )  The 14 

physical office  location of  C-Byte Computer Systems LLC is 185 Broadway Ave Alamosa 15 

CO 81101 see photos (Exhibit C-page 3 -  C-Byte Computer Systems LLC Documentation ) 16 

The Opposer is the owner of c-byte domain(s) with  following extensions  including but not 17 

limited to; c-byte.com, c-byte.net, c-byte.company, c-byte.equipment, c-byte.tech,  18 

c-byte.news , c-byte.online c-byte.website, even c-byte.horse, just to name a few, (See the 19 

attached domain list Exhibit C page 7) These “c-byte” domain(s) offer computer hardware 20 

and  computer software products and services to the public on the internet.  (See the attached 21 

Exhibit C page 5-6 and Exhibit Supplemental  pages 1-4  )  22 
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ii)   The Applicant is not entitled to the “C-Byte” trademark  because  he is already aware 1 

that it’s common law rights belong  to C-Byte Computer Systems LLC. (Opposer) 2 

In  receiving  the transfer  of  domain(s) c-byte.com and c-byte.net from the Applicant, on the 3 

date of  February 8th 2013_, ANY and/or all  of the prior rights the Applicant may have 4 

claimed to the trademark ended. (See Exhibit –E- page 22 line 14  &  Numbered Exhibits 5-7)  5 

Ancillary, the Applicant relies on  the Canadian registration of C-Byte Inc as, a first in use 6 

date. In 2005 long before the transfer of domains to the Opposer, the corporation ceased to 7 

exist in Canada. The Canadian NUANs system demonstrates the “C-Byte Inc”  registered 8 

1988 Dec. went “struck”  June 2nd 2005.  As per rules in the Federal Canadian registry  it 9 

cannot comeback the same. (See Exhibit -H- page 1  NUANs and letter from  Applicant 10 

Exhibit D page 3)  11 

C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Opposer) did not grant and/or approved a license(s),  or 12 

authorization,  to the Applicant in any way shape or form. Therefore  Applicant is not 13 

authorized  to  represent and/or use in any media for any purpose,  the Opposer’s trademark 14 

“C-BYTE”  15 

In  harmony with the Opposer’s position are the following ; 16 

v  Two arbitrations, decisions aligned with Internet Corporation for Assigned Names 17 

and Numbers ("ICANN") the contract policy for the registration of  domain names. 18 

•  See the following  Arbitration decision(s):  (  Exhibits E and G respectively. ) 19 

UDRP 1# FA1310001523522 and UDRP 2 # FA1405001562032_____________ 20 

Additionally included: ICANN Policy , Rules  and Forum (NAF) Supplemental Rules 21 

v  Two lawsuits | Montana  District Court  and Nevada Federal Court.  22 

• Nevada and Montana Lawsuit (Exhibit –K- pages 1-4) 23 

Further the Applicant registered two business with the state of Nevada,  in May  2014 using 24 

names,  similar to the Opposer business identity,  by means of  an United Parcel Service 25 

address. This action does not acquire senior rights to the trademark “C-BYTE” .  26 

(See Exhibit D- pages 1 to 3 ) 27 

iii/ Third and most important  “Identity theft” does not attain rights. 28 

 29 

     The Applicant is the same individual that; 30 

a) shor tly after  employment ended, hi-jacked the domains c-byte.com and c-byte.net.  31 

(See UDRP 1# FA1310001523522  Exhibit-E- page 24 line 14 and 26 lines 22-30 )   32 

b) before the process for dealing with the hijacking was completed,  and  while he had use  33 

of the hi-jacked websites , the green bar security certificate that the Opposer had 34 

purchased was display. Therefore deliberately misleading the public as to the true identity 35 

of the website. 36 

(See UDRP 1# FA1310001523522 Exhibit- E- page 26 line 8-19 )    37 
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c) offered online gambling registration knowing that it was illegal in the state of Colorado 1 

for a computer hardware and software company to be involved with any online gambling 2 

activity.    (See UDRP 1# FA1310001523522 - Exhibit –E- page 25 line 1 and  3 

Exhibit –U- gambling) 4 

d) has a rule or ruin agenda toward the Opposer, as evidenced by the scurrilous bizarre 5 

email attacks, clearly designed to bully and discredit the Opposer’s Officer. 6 

( See  Exhibits N & P ) (See UDRP 1# FA1310001523522 - Exhibit –E- page 25 line 17 ) 7 

e) is three times plus offender that  has defiantly continued to register more c-byte domain 8 

extensions and is now part of a third UDRP and fourth CDRP in progress.  9 

(See Exhibit(s) CDRP#FA1510001640318 |  UDRP#FA1509001639954  10 

and accompanying evidence.  11 

f) is aware by now, simply that of changing the domain extension OR MAKING A SLIGHT 12 

DIFFERENCE to the registration name causes confusion regarding the business  13 

name/brand/mark. With certainty, knows how internet search algorithms function and how 14 

domains resolve to their respective websites.  The Applicant is intentional and deliberate, 15 

in causing confusion, offering similar if not the same products and services. 16 

 Insolent, the Applicant does flaunt the breach of  ICANN policy, by once again on 17 

10/14/2015 registering 187799c-byte.com.( See Exhibit- Supplemental 6 A-B ) 18 

The Applicant cannot claim ignorance of infringement when intentionally smashing 19 

through  the rules of domain name registration (See ICANN RULES _) and USPTO 20 

registrations FOR VEGAS Exhibit –S- where the USPTO outlines the trademark process 21 

to avoid registering trademarks that may have established / or registered marks ) 22 

g) is Canadian.  The  physical address in United States he is using is United Parcel Service 23 

address.  The company he is using is  registered in Nevada (May 23, 2014) and uses the 24 

same  parcel service for small business address.  (See Exhibit- D – pages 1-3 )See Alberta 25 

MEP Exhibit and Montana MEP Exhibit –J- 1-4) 26 

h) has applied for this trademark and others as a US citizen. The Opposer,  cannot fathom  27 

how the Applicant has obtained Citizenship in the time between lawsuits and filing for the 28 

trademark at issue here. Notice the  lawsuit decision (Montana)  references  a Canadian 29 

law firm’s mailing address. The actual address used to send the case to Kalispell Montana 30 

court was  Leffler Law, Office Box 1873,  862 — 3rd Ave. Fernie, BC V0B 1M0.  31 

(See Exhibit –K- pages 4)  32 
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C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Opposer) v Trevor Biscope (Applicant  )  C-BYTE  serial number 86571876 

USPTO serial number     86571876    C-BYTE 

 

 
CONTENT DIRECTORY for USPTO Notice of Opposition  

Item description  
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Notice of 
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Exhibit Page(s) 

WHOIS  REPORTS FOR DISPUTED 
DOMAINS 

See UDRP 
|CDRP 

A 1-14 

RESPONDENT USPTO  APPLICATION 
See UDRP 

|CDRP 
B 1-4 

C-BYTE COMPUTER SYSTEMS LLC 
DOCUMENTATION 
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DOCUMENTATION (NEVADA) 
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UDRP DECISION FA1310001523522 2-3 E 1-28 

UDRP DECISION FA1405001562032 2 G 1-11 

CANADA NUANS REPORT C-BYTE 2 H 1-12 
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COURT DECISIONS 2-3 K 1-4 
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|CDRP 
L 1-9 
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M 1-9 

GROTESQUE EMAILS 1 3 N 1-7 
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See UDRP 
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USPTO C-BYTE OPPOSER 
See UDRP 

|CDRP 
R 1-3 

TRADEMARK APPLICATIONS  -VEGAS 3 S 1-17 

RESPONDENTS VEGAS CONNECTIONS 
See UDRP 

|CDRP 
T 1-7 

COLORADO GAMBLING LAWS (ONLINE) 3 line 4 U 1-8 

ALBERTA UN-AUTHORIZED CONNECTION  
TO C-BYTE 

See UDRP 
|CDRP 

V 1-2 

OTHER LEGAL FILINGS  4 W 12 

SUPPLEMENTAL EXHIBIT PAGES 1-5   1 and 4  5 

NUMBERED EXHIBITS  5-7    2 line 5  14 

SUPPLEMENT NUMBERED EXHIBITS  6 A-B  3 line 18  2 

Other Attachments 
UNIFORM DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE RESOLUTION POLICY 

CENTRALNIC DISPUTE RESOLUTION POLICY  
ICANN  RULES FOR UNIFORM DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE RESOLUTION POLICY (THE "RULES") 

FORUM SUPPLEMENTAL RULES TO ICANN'S UNIFORM DOMAIN  



Print   |   Close Window

Subject: c-byte.net changes DONE!
From: "Trevor[TeamC-Byte]" <biscope@c-byte.com>
Date: Thu, Feb 07, 2013 4:02 pm

To: admin@vegasbrandenterprises.com

[root@zoe cron.d]# whois c-byte.net
[Querying whois.verisign-grs.com]
[Redirected to whois.name.com]
[Querying whois.name.com]
[whois.name.com]

__ _ ____
| \ | | __ _ _ __ ___ ___ / ___|___ _ __ ___
| \| |/ _` | '_ ` _ \ / _ \ | | / _ \| '_ ` _ \
| |\ | (_| | | | | | | __/ _ | |__| (_) | | | | | |
|_| \_|\__,_|_| |_| |_|\___| (_) \____\___/|_| |_| |_|
On a first name basis with the rest of the world.

Get your domains at Name.com.

Domain Name: c-byte.net
Registrar: Name.com LLC

Expiration Date: 2013-11-23 00:12:32
Creation Date: 2007-11-22 17:12:30

Name Servers:
ns1kpv.name.com
ns2cqs.name.com
ns3jmt.name.com
ns4fmx.name.com

REGISTRANT CONTACT INFO
C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
Wanda Brink, Manager
185 Broadway Avenue
Alamosa
Colorado
81101
US
Phone: +1.7195875545
Email Address: alamosa@c-byte.com

ADMINISTRATIVE CONTACT INFO
C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
Wanda Brink, Manager
185 Broadway Avenue
Alamosa
Colorado
81101
US
Phone: +1.7195875545
Email Address: alamosa@c-byte.com

TECHNICAL CONTACT INFO
C-Byte Computer Systems LLC

 

Workspace Webmail :: Print https://email05.secureserver.net/view_print_multi.php?uidArray...
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Wanda Brink, Manager
185 Broadway Avenue
Alamosa
Colorado
81101
US
Phone: +1.7195875545
Email Address: alamosa@c-byte.com

BILLING CONTACT INFO
C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
Wanda Brink, Manager
185 Broadway Avenue
Alamosa
Colorado
81101
US
Phone: +1.7195875545
Email Address: alamosa@c-byte.com

Timestamp: 1360278682.1743

The Data in the Name.com LLC WHOIS database is provided by Name.com LLC
for information purposes, and to assist persons in obtaining information
about or related to a domain name registration record. Name.com LLC does
not guarantee its accuracy. By submitting a WHOIS query, you agree that
you will use this Data only for lawful purposes and that, under no
circumstances will you use this Data to: (1) allow, enable, or otherwise
support the transmission of mass unsolicited, commercial advertising or
solicitations via e-mail (spam); or (2) enable high volume, automated,
electronic processes that apply to Name.com LLC (or its systems). Name.com
LLC reserves the right to modify these terms at any time. By submitting
this query, you agree to abide by this policy.

Cached on: 2013-02-07T16:11:22-07:00

Copyright © 2003-2014. All rights reserved.

Workspace Webmail :: Print https://email05.secureserver.net/view_print_multi.php?uidArray...
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WHOIS search  results for:

C-BYTE.COM
(Registered)

Is this y our
domain? GO

Add hosting, email and more.

Domain Name: C-BYTE.COM
Registry Domain ID: 76751972_DOMAIN_COM-VRSN
Registrar WHOIS Server: whois.wildwestdomains.com
Registrar URL: http:/ /www.wildwestdomains.com
Update Date: 2014-09-29T13:41:22Z
Creation Date: 2001-09-01T21:32:34Z
Registrar Registration Expiration Date: 2022-09-01T21:32:34Z
Registrar: Wild West Domains, LLC
Registrar IANA ID: 440
Registrar Abuse Contact Email: abuse@wildwestdomains.com
Registrar Abuse Contact Phone: +1.4806242505
Reseller: Computer Parts Inc (Colorado)
Domain Status: clientTransferProhibited http:/ / www.icann.org/epp#clientTransferProhibited
Domain Status: clientUpdateProhibited http:/ / www.icann.org/epp#clientUpdateProhibited
Domain Status: clientRenewProhibited http:/ / www.icann.org/epp#clientRenewProhibited
Domain Status: clientDeleteProhibited http:/ /www.icann.org/ epp#clientDeleteProhibited
Registry Registrant ID: 
Registrant Name: Wanda Brink Manager
Registrant Organization: C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
Registrant Street: PO Box 1896 185 Broadway Ave
Registrant City: Alamosa
Registrant State/ Province: Colorado
Registrant Postal Code: 81101
Registrant Country: United States
Registrant Phone: +1.7195875545
Registrant Phone Ext:
Registrant Fax: + 1.8886413750
Registrant Fax Ext:
Registrant Email: admin@c-byte.us
Registry Admin ID: 
Admin Name: Wanda Brink Manager
Admin Organization: C-Byte Computer Systems LLC
Admin Street: PO Box 1896 185 Broadway Ave
Admin City: Alamosa
Admin State/ Province: Colorado
Admin Postal Code: 81101
Admin Country: United States
Admin Phone: + 1.7195875545
Admin Phone Ext:
Admin Fax: +1.8886413750
Admin Fax Ext:
Admin Email: admin@c-byte.us
Registry Tech ID: 
Tech Name: Domain Support
Tech Organization: Computer Parts Inc (Colorado)
Tech Street: 185 Broadway Ave
Tech City: Alamosa
Tech State/ Province: Colorado
Tech Postal Code: 81101
Tech Country: United States
Tech Phone: +1.7195875545
Tech Phone Ext:
Tech Fax: + 1.8006413750
Tech Fax Ext:
Tech Email: support@cpi-ebiz.info
Name Server: NS65.DOMAINCONTROL.COM
Name Server: NS66.DOMAINCONTROL.COM
DNSSEC: unsigned
URL of the ICANN WHOIS Data Problem Reporting System: http:/ /wdprs.internic.net/
>>>  Last update of WHOIS database: 2015-10-16T20:00:00Z < <<  

For more information on Whois status codes, please visit 
https:/ / www.icann.org/ resources/pages/epp-status-codes-2014-06-16-en

The data contained in this Registrar's WHOIS database,
while believed by the registrar to be reliable, is provided "as is"
with no guarantee or warranties regarding its accuracy. This

Search

NameM atch  Recommendations

Computer Parts Inc (Colorado) NameMatch has found similar domain names related to your 
search. Registering multiple domain names may help protect your online brand and enable 
you to capture more Web traffic, which you can then direct to your primary domain. 

Domains available for new registration: 

Alte rnate domains

c-byte.so ftware $39.99

c-byte.desig n $69.99

cbytes.co $29.99

c-byte.rocks $14.99

c-byte.life $39.99

c-byte.today $24.99

cbyte.guru $39.99

cbyte.technology $24.99

Learn more about

Private Registration ? Deluxe Registration ?

Business Registration ? Protected Registration ?

*Plus ICANN fee of $0.18 per domain name year. 

Domain already taken?

Enter Domain Name

Computer Parts Inc (Colorado)

Log In Forgot Password? | Create Account 

Home  |   ICANN  |   My Account  |   Back to CPI  |   FAQ 

DOMAIN NAMES ▼ WEB HOSTING ▼ SSL & SECURITY ▼ EMAIL ACCOUNTS ▼ MARKETING TOOLS ▼ BUILD A WEBSITE ▼

WHOIS Domain Check▼ GO 

24/7 Sales & Support (719) 587-5545

Cart (empty)USD 

https:/ /who.secureserver.net/whoisstd.as... Page 1 of 2
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See Underlying Registry Data
Report Invalid Whois

information is provided for the sole purpose of assisting you
in obtaining information about domain name registration records.
Any use of this data for any other purpose is expressly forbidden without the prior written
permission of this registrar. By submitting an inquiry,
you agree to these terms of usage and limitations of warranty. In particular,
you agree not to use this data to allow, enable, or otherwise make possible,
dissemination or collection of this data, in part or in its entirety, for any
purpose, such as the transmission of unsolicited advertising and
solicitations of any kind, including spam. You further agree
not to use this data to enable high volume, automated or robotic electronic
processes designed to collect or compile this data for any purpose,
including mining this data for your own personal or commercial purposes. 

Please note: the registrant of the domain name is specified
in the "registrant" section. In most cases, the Registrar 
is not the registrant of domain names listed in this database.

Use of this Site is subject to express Terms of Use. By using this Site, you signify that you agree to be bound by these Terms of Use, which were last revised on October 24, 2012.
Legal Privacy Policy

Search for another domain name in the WHOIS database 

Enter a domain name to search Search

Store Home   |  Catalog    |  Shopping Cart   |  My Account   |  FAQ    |  Support   |  WHOIS    |  Legal Agreements   |  Bookmark This Site    |  Mobile Site 

https:/ /who.secureserver.net/whoisstd.as... Page 2 of 2
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Information Sheet 
Maintenance Enforcement Program 

Federal Licence Denials 

A federal licence denial is one of the collection tools the Maintenance Enforcement Program (MEP) 
uses to encourage maintenance payments when debtors are in arrears. 

When debtors fail to make payments in full for three payment periods, or have accumulated arrears of 
$3,000 or more, MEP may apply to the federal government to deny certain federally issued licences, 
including passports and aviation and marine licences. 

Before issuing a federal licence denial, MEP sends a notification letter to the debtor’s address. This 
letter warns of a pending licence denial and requests that debtors contact MEP to make payment 
arrangements. From the date the notification is mailed, debtors are given 40 days to respond. If debtors 
contact MEP and make reasonable payment arrangements, federal licence denials are not completed. 
However, if no response is received within 40 days, MEP initiates action to deny federal licences.

If debtors hold a Canadian passport or other federal licence, the appropriate federal department suspends 
the passport or licence and refuses to renew it. That federal department then sends debtors notification of 
the action taken. If debtors are not current passport or licence holders, their names are placed on a 
control list to prevent future passports or licences from being issued to them. This control remains in 
effect until MEP requests that it be terminated. 

It is an offence for people notified of a passport suspension to use that passport or fail to return it to a 
passport office. This offence carries a fine of $5,000 or imprisonment for six months, or both. Federal 
RCMP conduct investigations to recover unreturned passports.

If debtors contact MEP and make satisfactory payment arrangements, MEP applies to have federal 
licence denials terminated. It may take up to 14 days for MEP to initiate removal of denials. 

For additional information on federal licence denials, you may wish to access the Justice Canada website 
at www.canada.justice.gc.ca. This action is authorized by part three of Family Orders and Agreement 
Enforcement Assistance Act.

This document is part of a series of MEP information sheets that can be obtained in the following ways: 
� MEP’s website at www.albertamep.gov.ab.ca
� MEP’s fax-on-demand service on the MEP Info Line by calling 780-422-5555 and using the catalogue number of the information sheet you wish to request 

* Toll-free service to all Government of Alberta phone numbers is available from anywhere in Alberta by calling 310-0000 and following the voice prompts 

Federal Licence Denial 1 of 1 Catalogue #99024 
  June 2011
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CDRP 2015 C-BYTE.US.COM 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

COMPLAINT IN ACCORDANCE WITH 
THE CENTRALNIC DISPUTE RESOLUTION POLICY 

 
[1.] This Complaint is hereby submitted for decision in accordance with the CentralNic Dispute 1 
Resolution Policy (“Policy”) and Rules (“Rules”) and the FORUM’s (FORUM) Supplemental Rules 2 
(“Supp. Rules”). Rule 3(b)(i). 3 
 
[2.]  MEDIATION CERTIFICATION 4 
The undersigned hereby certifies that a CentralNic Mediation was conducted between the parties and 5 
has concluded/been terminated.( See EXHIBIT A + page 3  CentralNic email confirmation.) 6 
Rules 3(a), 3(b)(ii). 7 
 
[3.] COMPLAINANT INFORMATION   8 
 
 [a.] Name: C-byte Computer Systems LLC  
 [b.] Address: 185 Broadway Ave., Alamosa, CO 81101 
 [c.] Telephone: 800-641-3750 
 [d.] Fax: 719-696-6055 
 [e.] E-Mail: admin@c-byte.us  
 
[4.]  COMPLAINANT AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE, IF ANY 9 
 [a.] Name: Wanda Brink,  Manager 10 
 [b.] Address: PO Box 1896 Alamosa CO 81101 11 
 [c.] Telephone: 719-480-3932 12 
 [d.] Fax: 719-696-6055 13 
 [e.] E-Mail: admin@c-byte.company 14 
 Rule 3(b)(iii).  15 

C-Byte Computer Systems LLC 
185 Broadway Ave., 
Alamosa, Colorado 81101 

 
Domain Name(s) 

in Dispute: 
 
 

c-byte.us.com 

(Complainant) 
v. 
Domain Administrator/C Byte Company  Inc. 
Licensee: (C-Byte™) C-Byte Company, Inc., 
Chief Legal Officer,,  
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148    
LAS VEGAS, NV 89109 

(Respondent) 
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Complainant’s preferred contact person for correspondence relating to this case:  Rule 3(b)(iv). 1 

 [a.] Contact Name(s): Wand a Brink , Manager  2 

 [b.] Contact Emails(s):  admin@c-byte.us | admin@c-byte.company 3 

 4 

 [5.] RESPONDENT IN FORMATION —Registrant from the Whois Record 5 

 6 

[a.] Name:      Domain Administrator/ C Byte Company  Inc 7 

[b.]      Address:  Licensee: (C-Byte™) C-Byte Company, Inc., Chief Legal Officer,, 3565 Las Vegas  8 
                                Blvd South 148    9 
                                LAS VEGAS, NV 89109 10 
[c.]      Telephone:  +1.4037707818 11 

[d.] Fax:  12 

            [e.] E-Mail:    30e1d910090e9c8e482c11eea8edc48b-1914461@contact.gandi.net 13 

 14 

[6.]  RESPONDENT  AUTHORIZED R EPRES ENTATI VE,  IF KNOWN 15 

 NOT KNOWN 16 

Rule 3(b)(vi). 17 

 18 

[7.]  ANY ADDITI ONAL CONTACT INF ORMATIO N FOR RESPONDENT  19 

[a.] Name: Trevor Biscope  20 

[b.] Address:          (VEGAS™) Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer                      21 

3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148, LAS VEGAS, NV 89109 22 

[c.] Telephone: +1.7027202300 23 

[d.] Fax:  24 

            [e.] E-Mail:   e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net 25 

            [f.]       Admin Name:    Trevor Biscope  26 

                        ( See EXHIBIT A  page -1-  WHOIS C-BYTE.US.COM .) 27 

Rule 3(b)(vi). 28 

[8.]  DOMAIN NAMES 29 

                                               c-byte.us.com 30 

Rule 3(b)(vii).  31 
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[9.] REGISTRAR INFORMATION 1 

[i.]   Registrar’s Name:       GANDI SAS  2 
[ii.]  Registrar Address: 63-65 Boulevard Massena  3 
                                                      75013 Paris France 4 
[iii.]  Telephone Number:    +33.143737851  5 

                         iv.]       E-Mail Address:          legal@support.gandi.net 6 
 7 

Rule 3(b)(viii). 8 

[10.] PANEL SELECTION 9 
Complainant elects to have this dispute heard by a: 10 
.   X   . single member panel |  Rule 3(b)(v) 11 
 12 
[11.]  TRADEMARKS IN DISPUTE 13 
        The Complainant owns    26   domains associated with the mark “c-byte” in an attempt to 14 
insulate itself, from identity theft and be better positioned in related internet searches. 15 
Domains c-byte.com c-byte.net, c-bytecomputersystems.com, c-byte.company c-byte.systems,   16 
c-byte.solutions, just to name a few,  are registered to the Complainant. (Exhibit C-page -7-  C-Byte 17 
Computer Systems LLC Documentation ) 18 
            C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Complainant)  is a registered single member limited liability 19 
corporation formed under the laws of the state of Colorado United States of America. Attached 20 
Colorado Secretary of State certificate of good standing (Exhibit C-page 1-  )  21 
Vegas Brand Enterprises Inc., is the single member of  the limited liability corporation C-Byte 22 
Computer Systems LLC.   Attached Colorado Secretary of State certificate of good standing (Exhibit 23 
C-page 2 - ) See attached Certificate of Authority, 24 
 C-Bye Computer Systems LLC (Exhibit C-page 4 - ). The physical office  location of  C-Byte 25 
Computer Systems LLC is 185 Broadway Ave Alamosa CO 81101 see photos; 26 
 (Exhibit C-page 3 -  ) Rule 3(b)(ix). 27 
 28 
[12.]  DESCRIPTION OF THE DISPUTE Rule 3(b)(x). 29 
 30 
The Complainant is entitled to relief under Policy Para. 4.,  based on the following   31 
statement of the grounds upon which the CDRP  Complaint is based;  32 
[a.]  Domains at issue are identical and/or confusingly similar; 33 
i)  The Trademark “c-byte” is  known to the Respondent.   34 
 After the first UDRP( Panel)  returned  the hi-jacked domains to the Complainant and  35 
 while waiting on the Montana court to decide a  lawsuit, regarding the mark “c-byte” 36 
the Respondent registered  “c-byte.us.com” Dec 5th 2013. (See Exhibit A page 1 date)  37 
Consequently, the Montana case was decided the following April (See Exhibit-K- page 4)    38 

Forum File FA1510001640318 

USPTO  C-BYTE Opposer Oct 15/2015

USPTO  C-BYTE Opposer Oct 15/2015

mailto:legal@support.gandi.net
mailto:legal@support.gandi.net


CDRP 2015 C-BYTE.US.COM                            4 
 
 
 
 

During the implementation phase of  the UDRP after the Montana court ruling,  the Respondent 1 
registered more c-byte domains. Then the other UDRP and other court case in Nevada were not 2 
finished until this past March 2015 (See Exhibit-K- page 2)   3 
This history shows  that the Complainant,  C-Byte Computer Systems LLC and  the Respondent are  4 
the same in two prior  Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (UDRP) arbitration cases in 5 
2 years and two lawsuits.   This demonstrates  Respondent prior knowledge of the name/brand/mark, 6 
and “how”  ICANN policy and rules function to administer trademark standards  in connection to 7 
domain registration(s).  8 
ii)  C-BYTE  by any domain  extension is still “c-byte”. Complainant domain(s)  are the same or 9 
similar to the disputed domains registered by the Respondent. (Exhibit C-page -7-  C-Byte Computer 10 
Systems LLC Documentation ) 11 
iii) The Respondent is certainly aware by now, that simply changing the domain extension OR 12 
MAKING A SLIGHT DIFFERENCE to the registration name causes confusion regarding the business  13 
name/brand/mark. With certainty, knows how internet search algorithms function and how domains 14 
resolve to their respective websites.  The Respondent is intentional and deliberate, in causing 15 
confusion, offering similar if not the same products and services.  16 
iv) Respondent is a three times offender and more. The  first UDRP process shows that  the  same 17 
Respondent,  hi-jacked  the domain  c-byte.com (Register.com) and used the email system to hi-jack  18 
c-byte.net at Name.com LLC . As well, the Respondent  registered   19 
c-bytecomputersystems.com with GANDI  SAS and that is a direct copy of the Complainant’s name. 20 
(See Exhibit -E-  UDRP #FA1310001523522  and  (See Exhibit -G-  UDRP #FA1405001562032_ )   21 
 22 
[b.]  i) No rights;  23 
 The Respondent Trevor Biscope, Canadian, a former employee, does NOT have permission or 24 
authorization from C-Byte Computer Systems LLC.,  to use or represent “c-byte” products or 25 
services in any way shape or form, publicly or privately in Canada or United States.  (See Exhibit –26 
V- Alberta Un-Authorized Connection  To C-Byte  ) 27 

Note: The Respondent, Mr. Biscope, at the time employment terminated, in July of 2013 had a 28 
Canadian address (Alberta) and phone number (Alberta). (See Exhibit –J-  Alberta And Montana 29 
(MEP)    Maintenance Enforcement Program      ) 30 

ii) or legitimate interest;  31 
The Respondent’s vow to get  “even” is demonstrated in the continued use of “c-byte”. Since the 32 
“rule or ruin” agenda advanced by the Respondent began with the  first hijacking of  33 
c-byte.com, the  Complainant has looked to ICANN policy, for relief.  34 
 Meantime,  the Respondent registers another “c-byte” domain extension, then  files a “frivolous”  35 
lawsuit,  and in doing so, has managed deliberately and defiantly to be “ c-byte”  on the internet.  36 
Respondent’s sham ventures, continues to be  a drag on and detrimental to conducting the normal 37 
business of  the  Complainant.   In knowingly registering these domains the Respondent is seeking to  38 
cause legal and financial injury, as well as  capitalize on the Complainant’s trademark  “c-byte” 39 
internet traffic.   40 
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Clearly this makes obvious, the Respondent’s rule or ruin agenda.  1 
Additionally; the term “frivolous lawsuit” is NOT  used lightly in this context, consider this, 
among other legal matters; (See Exhibit-K-Court Decisions ) 
► the Respondent fails to file a “reply” to his own law suit in Montana (Page-4-line 8  of 2 
Exhibit-K-) 3 
►uses jumbled language, cites no applicable law, in US Federal Court (Page-2-line 2 & 3  of 4 
Exhibit-K-) 5 
►filing  a “motion” in US Federal Court without an underlying  “complaint, (Page-1- 6 
line 25- of Exhibit-K-) 7 
► includes the Arbitration Panelist and NAF as Defendants . (Page-1- line 17 & 18 of Exhibit-8 
K-) 9 

Please Note; the date  on domain registration is within days of the Respondent’s lawsuit 10 
dismissal in Montana dated  April 16th,2014 ( Compare Exhibit K and Exhibit -G-  UDRP # 11 
FA1405001562032) and the 2015 registrations are within days of the US District court 12 
decision. March 16,2015  (Compare  Exhibit-K- with Exhibit-T- Respondents Vegas 13 
Connection_) 14 

iii) The Respondent’s uses the Complainant’s mark  on gaming/gambling and adult online activities 15 
where the Complainant’s mark C-BYTE  is clearly present. New screenshots of  Google and Bing 16 
searches show how  the practice of  confusion  and deception continues. (See Exhibit –L- Links To 17 
Vegas Porn Industry)   18 

 
 [c.]  Registered in Bad Faith  19 

i) The  Respondent reveals the maliciousness bullying, of this harassment through really bizarre 20 
scurrilous emails. This is proof that this activity on the part of the Respondent is meant to be 21 
disturbing and willfully  destructive in nature.(See bizarre emails Exhibit -N- Grotesque Emails 1)   22 
The email message(s) from the Respondent, using  threatening and gloating behavior provide proof 23 
that this conduct is no accident. .(See bizarre emails Exhibit -P- Grotesque Emails 2)      Some of 24 
these email use  the c-byte.us.com domain. 25 
 26 
ii) The Respondent, registers with Nevada’s Secretary of State, in May 2014,  an “LLC” and a 27 
“Corporation”, that deliberately includes the names of  the  Complainant companies that are 28 
registered in Colorado in 2012 and 2013 respectively.  (Compare  Exhibit -C- with Exhibit-D- noting 29 
dates - Colorado filing is Feb 2013 and Nevada is May 2014)  30 
iii) The Respondent on March 20th 2015 applies for “C-BYTE” trademark with the United States 31 
Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”) and begins to display 1989, as a first use date, on the 32 
disputed domain’s websites.  Since the March 20th 2015 filing, the Complainant was advised  that the 33 
USPTO application process had begun , so filed for an extension to prepare to oppose the continued 34 
theft of “c-byte”. The Respondent, in planning this end run of  due process, tries cleverly, to use the 35 
USPTO not only to harass the Complainant, but to continue identity theft. Applying to the USPTO as 36 
a US citizen, is also bizarre as he was an “undocumented” Canadian  in 2013, or so the Complainant 37 
was  led to believe. Note: The attached exhibit shows 38 
 “C-Byte Inc”  in Canada was dissolved (struck) in 2005 and cannot be used again (See Exhibit -H-  39 
Canada NUAN’s Report C-Byte) (See Exhibit -B-  USPTO APPLICATION C-BYTE ) 40 
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iv) The Respondent also applied March 20, 2015 to register trademarks; Vegas.XXX  Vegas.PORN  1 
Vegas.SEX   Vegas.ADULT respectively using an address that is shared with United Parcel Service 2 
for small business, in Las Vegas, Nevada. “VEGAS” is not part of this UDRP complaint. Nor does its 3 
inclusion, purport to navigate the complexities of  the Respondent’s gambling and/or registration of 4 
“VEGAS” domain(s).  The  Complainant felt it necessary to include the USPTO VEGAS application 5 
and latest Office action as evidence, in order to demonstrate the Respondent’s doggedness in being 6 
considered  part of the gambling and porn industry based in the state of Nevada. The  Respondent has 7 
registered VEGAS with 2 of these extensions as well as  different country extensions.  8 
Secondly, this evidence is included to show that the disputed domain’s “c-byte” whois data, share  9 
the Respondent’s trademark insignia in the  Registrant Address section and the same physical 10 
address as the Respondent’s Vegas domain registrations. Accordingly,  the website that the  domain 11 
“VEGAS.im” resolves to, removes any doubt  that the Respondent is among other things, actually 12 
involved in hosting and promoting gambling. (Isle of Mann). (See Exhibit –O- Vegas.IM  offshore 13 
gaming/gambling site. and See Exhibit –L- Links To Vegas Porn Industry ) and   (See Exhibit-T- 14 
Respondent’s Vegas Connections) and  (See Exhibit –L- on page 4  Displaying  C-BYTE on Vegas 15 
websites) 16 
v) The “VEGAS.COM”  trademark registration(s) are held by Vegas.com, LLC,  17 
 3rd floor Corporate Circle Dr., Henderson, Nevada 89074.  VEGAS.COM  USPTO serial # 78656203) 18 
.(See Exhibit  -M- USPTO Vegas.Com      )      19 
vi) To a greater extent,  now with a Nevada address (2014-15), and then a Montana address (in 20 
2013), the Respondent, Mr. Biscope is using C-Byte domain(s) to point traffic to Vegas endeavors. 21 
This intentionally leads the public to believe that the Complainant allows or approves the use  of  22 
“Vegas” and agrees with the activities that the Respondent is offering, when in reality nothing could 23 
be farther from the truth.  Vegas is an established brand with  separate organization and interests 24 
from the Complainant.  25 
The Complainant is a computer hardware and software company offering service to the hospitality 26 
industry and is NOT at all in the entertainment or travel industry in competition with anything Las 27 
Vegas, Nevada USA. ,(See Exhibit –C- page-7  and pages -5-6  offering bona fide services and 28 
products) 29 
vii) The inappropriate use of the disputed domains by the Respondent, not only tarnishes the 30 
Complainant’s image, it implicates  the Complainant in illegal activity. Whether or not,  fully 31 
regulated  and/or  allowed in some countries, online gambling remains illegal in Colorado. 32 
Succinctly put,  the  Colorado, Attorney General’s office offers grounds for rejecting online gambling 33 
and  outlines that computer companies shall not engage in operating websites that offer this activity. 34 
The Respondent had this information as an employee, and  from the last two UDRP processes.  35 
Again, for emphasis, the Respondent’s adult entertainment and gambling domains share the SAME 36 
physical postal  address that is used by the “ c-byte.us.com” domain,  that is  listed as part of this 37 
complaint. (See Exhibit –U- pages 1-8 Colorado Online gambling    ) 38 
 and  (See Exhibit –S- 1-17 pages… more particularly page -4- of  USPTO response to the 39 
Respondents Vegas trademark application(s) a clear outline of  ICANN trademark policy)  40 
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 [d]       Luring business away  1 
The Respondent is NOT making a legitimate noncommercial or fair use of the domain 2 
name(s) , and  the intent for commercial gain is very clear. The Respondent is offering 3 
computer  hardware/software services in competition with the Complainant by using  4 
“c-byte” knowingly, to lure business away. (See Exhibit –V- Alberta Un-Authorized 5 
Connection  To C-Byte  )             6 
TWO  UDRP’s  and a THIRD and now a CDRP with the same Respondent , 7 
UNEQUIVOCALLY  demonstrates  bad faith, and repeat offenses.   8 

 
[13.] EVIDENCE Rule 3(b)(xvi), Supp Rule 4 and the Annex to the Supplemental Rules. 9 
 10 

Attached evidence is the same as UDRP c-byte.club as it is the same Complainant and the 11 
same Respondent and the same history . (See CDRP Exhibit Directory) 12 

 13 
[14.] REMEDY SOUGHT  14 

The Complainant respectfully requests that the Panel issue a decision that the domain-name 15 
as follow;     c-byte.us.com  16 
with registration at Registrar, Gandi SAS be: ----TRANSFERRED----- to the Complainant.      17 

Rule 3(b)(xi). 18 
 19 
[15.] OTHER LEGAL PROCEEDINGS   Rule 3(b)(xii). 20 
 21 
Due to business and personal  identity theft, spam and threats posed by the Respondent;  22 

1/ Monday following the first domain hijacking (August 19th, 2013) a complaint was filed  23 
Federal Bureau (FBI) cyber crime unit (IC3) the number is I1308191142508922 _)  24 
Currently updated to include the latest attempts at blackmail and extortion.  25 
 26 
2/ Following the above,  also  filed a complaint with the Federal Trade Commission the 27 
number is  47862294       . This is currently on going.  28 
 29 
3/ Filed a complaint with Homeland security and the Post Office as illegal gaming and 30 
illegal auctions often use the postal service. (See Exhibit(s) -W- pages 1-2 | Other Legal) 31 
    32 
4/ UDRP  complaint filing regarding the  6 domains including  “c-byte.club”; (contains the 33 
same exhibits as it is the same mark  )  This, CDRP complaint  regarding the domain “c-34 
byte.us.com”; after request for 10 day CentralNic mediation process has  ended 35 
as notice received September 2/2015.  36 
 37 
5/ September 16,2015 Opposer to the Respondent’s USPTO application for “ C-BYTE” 38 
USPTO serial number _ 86571876__   (See Exhibit –R- USPTO C-BYTE Opposer  )  39 
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WHOIS  REPORTS FOR DISPUTED DOMAINS 2-3 A 1-2 

CONFIRMATION EMAIL  MEDIATION  1 A+ 3-7 

RESPONDENT USPTO  APPLICATION 5 B 1-4 
C-BYTE COMPUTER SYSTEMS LLC 
DOCUMENTATION 3-6 C 1-7 

RESPONDENT COMPANY 
DOCUMENTATION (NEVADA) 5 D 1-3 

UDRP DECISION FA1310001523522 4 E 1-28 

UDRP DECISION FA1405001562032 4-5 G 1-11 

CANADA NUANS REPORT C-BYTE 5 H 1-12 

ALBERTA AND MONTANA (MEP) 4 J 1-4 

COURT DECISIONS 3-4-5 K 1-4 

LINKS TO VEGAS PORN INDUSTRY 5-6 L 1-9 

USPTO  VEGAS.COM 6 M 1-9 

GROTESQUE EMAILS 1 5 N 1-7 

VEGAS .IM SCREENSHOT 6 O 1 

GROTESQUE EMAILS 2  5 P 1-6 

USPTO C-BYTE OPPOSER 7 R 1-3 

TRADEMARK APPLICATIONS  -VEGAS 6 S 1-17 

RESPONDENTS VEGAS CONNECTIONS 5-6 T 1-7 

COLORADO GAMBLING LAWS (ONLINE) 6 U 1-8 

ALBERTA UN-AUTHORIZED CONNECTION  
TO C-BYTE 4 & 7 V 1-2 

OTHER LEGAL FILINGS  7 W 12 
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 UDRP C-BYTE.CLUB 2015                                      

- 2 -

3.]  COMPLAINANT AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE, IF ANY 1

2

[a.] Name: Wanda Br ink Manager  3

 [b.] Address: PO Box 1896 Alamosa CO 811014

 [c.] Telephone: 719-480-39325

 [d.] Fax: 719-696-60556

 [e.] E-Mail: admin@c-byte.company7

 UDRP Rule 3(b)(ii). 8

Complainant’s preferred contact person for correspondence relating to this case: 9

 [a.] Contact Name(s): Wanda Br ink Manager10

 [b.] Contact Emails(s):  admin@c-byte.us | admin@c-byte.company  11
12

The Complainant chooses to have this dispute heard before a  13

    X   . single-member  administrative panel; Rule 3(b)(iv).UDRP Rule 3(b)(iv). 14
15

[4.] RESPONDENT INFORMATION 16

               As listed for  domains: c-byte.club |  17
[a.] Name: Trevor Biscope  18
[b.]      Address 1:       Licensee: Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer 

             Address 2:        3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 14820
[c.] Telephone: +1.702720230021

[d.] Fax: 22

            [e.] E-Mail: See List Below  23

               As listed for  domains: c-byte.pw      | c-bytes.com 24
[a.] Name: See List Below  25

[b.] Address:          (VEGAS™) Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer                     26
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148 27

[c.] Telephone: +1.702720230028

[d.] Fax: 29

[e.] E-Mail: See List Below30

               As listed for  domains:   c-byte.co | c-byte.enterpr ises | c-bye.international | 31

                                                        c-bytecompany.com    32
[a.] Name:      See List Below33

[b.]      Address:   Licensee: (C-Byte™) C-Byte Company, Inc., Chief Legal Officer,  34
                                 3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148 35
[c.]      Telephone: 1.403770781836

[d.] Fax:  37

[e.] E-Mail:     See List Below38
            Domain:      Registrant Name:                    Registrant  Email:

c-byte.club Trevor Biscope            2b4e0e5132bd8190485b53cdc6340e7a-698860@contact.gandi.net

c-byte.pw Trevor Biscope e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net 

c-bytes.com Trevor Biscope e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net 

c-byte.co C-Byte Company, Inc 30e1d910090e9c8e482c11eea8edc48b-1914461@contact.gandi.net 

c-byte.enterprises Domain Administrator 30e1d910090e9c8e482c11eea8edc48b-1914461@contact.gandi.net 

c-byte.international Domain Administrator 30e1d910090e9c8e482c11eea8edc48b-1914461@contact.gandi.net 

c-bytecompany.com Domain Administrator 30e1d910090e9c8e482c11eea8edc48b-1914461@contact.gandi.net 

19
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Rules for CentralNic Dispute Resolut ion Policy

("the Rules")

Administrative proceedings for the resolut ion of disputes under the CentralNic Dispute Resolution Policy 
shall be governed by these Rules and also the National Arbitration Forum (“Forum”) Supplemental Rules for 
CentralNic Dispute Resolution Policy.

1. Definit ions

In these Rules:

Forum or Provider means the National Arbitrat ion Forum.

CentralNic means CentralNic Ltd, 35-39 Moorgate, London EC2R 6AR, United Kingdom.

CentralNic Mediat ion means a mediat ion concerning a Domain Name registration conducted by CentralNic 
in accordance with the CentralNic Mediation Rules.

Complainant  means the party init iat ing a complaint under the Policy concerning a Domain Name 
registration.

Domain Name means any domain name registered under a sub-domain provided by CentralNic.

Mutual Jurisdict ion means a court  jurisdict ion at the location of either (a) the principal office of CentralNic or 
(b) the Domain Name holder's address as shown for the registration of the Domain Name in CentralNic's 
WhoIs database at the t ime the complaint is submitted to the Forum.
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Panel means an administrative panel appointed by the Forum to decide a complaint concerning a Domain 
Name registration.

Panelist  means an individual appointed by the Forum to be a member of a Panel.

Party means a Complainant or a Respondent.

Policy means the CentralNic Dispute Resolution Policy that is incorporated by reference and made a part  of 

the Registration Agreement.

Registrar means the entity with which the Respondent has registered a domain name that is the subject of a 
complaint.

Registrat ion Agreement  means the agreement between CentralNic or a CentralNic-approved registrar, as 
the case may be, and a Domain Name holder.

Respondent  means the holder of a Domain Name registration against which a complaint is submitted.

Reverse Domain Name Hijacking means using the Policy in bad faith to attempt to deprive a registered 
Domain Name holder of a Domain Name.

Supplemental Rules means the rules adopted by the Forum to supplement these Rules. Supplemental Rules 
shall not be inconsistent with the Policy or these Rules and shall cover such topics as fees, word and page 
limits and guidelines, file size and format modalit ies, the means for communicating with the Forum and the 

Panel, and the form of cover sheets.

Written Notice means hardcopy notification by the Provider to the Respondent of the commencement of an 
administrative proceeding under the Policy which shall inform the Respondent that a complaint has been 
filed against it , and which shall state that the Provider has electronically transmit ted the complaint including 
any annexes to the Respondent by the means specified herein. Written notice does not include a hardcopy of 
the complaint itself or of any annexes.

2. Communicat ions

(a) When notifying a complaint to the Respondent, it  shall be the Forum's responsibility to employ 
reasonably available means calculated to achieve actual notice to the Respondent. Achieving actual 
notice, or employing the following measures to do so, shall discharge this responsibility:

(i) sending Writ ten Notice of the complaint to all postal-mail, facsimile and e-mail addresses 
shown in the Domain Name's registration data in CentralNic's WhoIs database for the registered 

Domain Name holder, the technical contact, and the administrative contact and (B) supplied by 
CentralNic to the Provider for the registrat ion’s billing contact; and

(ii) sending the complaint, including any annexes, in electronic form by e-mail to:

(A) the e-mail addresses for those technical, administrative, and billing contacts;

(B) postmaster@; and 
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(C) if the domain name (or "www." followed by the domain name) resolves to an active web 
page (other than a generic page the Provider concludes is maintained by a registrar or ISP 
for parking domain-names registered by mult iple domain-name holders), any e-mail address 
shown or e-mail links on that web page; and

(iii) sending the complaint, including any annexes, to any e-mail address the Respondent has 

notified the Forum it prefers and, to the extent practicable, to all other e-mail addresses provided 
to the Forum by the Complainant under Paragraph 3(b)(vi).

(b) Except as provided in Paragraph 2(a), any written communication to the Complainant or the 
Respondent provided for under these Rules shall be made electronically via the Internet (a record of its 
transmission being available), or by any reasonably requested preferred means stated by the 
Complainant or the Respondent, respectively (see Paragraphs 3(b)(iv) and 5(b)(iii))

(c) Any submission to the Forum or to an Administrat ive Panel pursuant to these Rules, shall be made 
by the means and in the manner stated in the Supplemental Rules.

(d) The Forum shall maintain an archive of all communications received or required to be made under 
the Rules.

(e) Communications shall be made in the language prescribed in Paragraph 11.

(f) Either Party may update its contact details by notifying the Forum, CentralNic and the concerned 
Registrar for the Domain Name(s).

(g) Except as otherwise provided in these Rules, or decided by a Panel, all communications provided for 
under these Rules shall be deemed to have been made:

(i) if via the Internet, on the date that the communication was transmitted, provided that the date 
of transmission is verifiable; or

(ii) if delivered by telecopy or facsimile transmission, on the date shown on the confirmation of 
transmission; or

(iii) if by postal or courier service, on the date marked on the receipt.

(h) Except as otherwise provided in these Rules, all t ime periods calculated under these Rules shall 
begin to run on the earliest date that the communication is deemed to have been made in accordance 

with Paragraph 2(g).

(i) Any communicat ion by

(i) a Panel to any Party shall be copied to the Forum and to the other Party;

(ii) the Forum to any Party shall be copied to the other Party; and

(iii) a Party shall be copied to the other Party, the Panel and the Forum, as the case may be.

(j) It  shall be the responsibility of the sender to retain records of the fact and circumstances of sending, 
which shall be available for inspection by affected part ies and for reporting purposes. This includes the 
Forum in sending Written Notice to the Respondent by post and/or facsimile under Paragraph 2(a)(i).
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(k) In the event a Party sending a communication receives notification of non-delivery of the 
communication, that Party shall promptly notify the Panel (or, if no Panel is yet appointed, the Forum) 
of the circumstances of the notification. Further proceedings concerning the communicat ion and any 
response shall be as directed by the Panel (or the Forum).

3. The Complaint

(a) Any person or entity may submit to the Forum a complaint in accordance with the Policy and these 
Rules provided that the Domain Name(s) that is/are the subject of the complaint  has/have been the 
subject of a CentralNic Mediation between the same part ies. If the Domain Name(s) has/have not been 
the subject of such Mediat ion, the Forum shall take no further action on the complaint.

A copy of the complaint shall be sent to the Respondent, CentralNic and to the concerned Registrar.

(b) The complaint including any annexes shall be submitted in electronic form to 
domaindispute@adrforum.com or via the Forum’s online filing portal and shall:

(i) Request that the complaint be submitted for decision in accordance with the Policy and these 
Rules;

(ii) State that a CentralNic Mediation has been conducted pursuant to the CentralNic Mediation 
Rules regarding the Domain Name(s) that is/are the subject of the complaint , and that this 

Mediation has terminated;

(iii) Provide the name, postal and e-mail addresses, and the telephone and telefax numbers of the 
Complainant and of any representative authorized to act for the Complainant in the 
administrative proceeding;

(iv) Specify a preferred method for communications directed to the Complainant in the 
administrative proceeding (including person to be contacted, medium, and address information) 
for each of (a) electronic-only material and (b) material including hard copy (where applicable);

(v) Designate whether the Complainant elects to have the dispute decided by a single-member or 
a three-member Panel and, in the event the Complainant elects a three-member Panel, provide 
the names and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of the panelists in the order of 
the Complainant's preference (these candidates must be drawn from the Forum's list of panelists);

(vi) Provide the name of the Respondent (Domain Name Holder) and all information (including 
any postal and e-mail addresses and telephone and telefax numbers) known to the Complainant 
regarding how to contact the Respondent or any representative of the Respondent, including 
contact information based on pre-complaint dealings, in sufficient detail to allow the Forum to 
send the complaint as described in Paragraph 2(a);

(vii) Specify the Domain Name(s) that is/are the subject of the complaint;

(viii) Identify the Registrar(s) with whom the Domain Name(s) is/are registered at the t ime the 
complaint is filed; 
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(ix) Specify the trademark(s) or service mark(s) on which the complaint is based and, for each 
mark, describe the goods or services, if any, with which the mark is used (the Complainant may 
also separately describe other goods and services with which it  intends, at  the t ime the complaint 
is submit ted, to use the mark in the future);

(x) Describe, in accordance with the Policy, the grounds on which the complaint is made 

including, in part icular,

(1) the manner in which the Domain Name(s) is/are identical or confusingly similar to a 
trademark or service mark in which the Complainant has rights; and

(2) why the Respondent (Domain Name holder) should be considered as having no rights or 
legit imate interests in respect of the Domain Name(s) that is/are the subject of the 
complaint; and

(3) why the Domain Name(s) should be considered as having been registered or being used 
in bad faith.

(The descript ion should, for elements (2) and (3), discuss any aspects of Paragraphs 4(b) and 
4(c) of the Policy that are applicable.

(xi) Specify, in accordance with the Policy, the remedies sought;

(xii) In addit ion to Paragraph 3(b)(ii), identify any other legal proceedings that have been 
commenced or terminated in connection with or relating to any of the Domain Name(s) that is/are 
the subject of the complaint;

(xiii) State that a copy of the complaint , together with the Complaint  Transmittal Coversheet as 
specified in the Supplemental Rules, has been sent or transmitted to the Respondent (Domain 
Name holder) in accordance with Paragraph 2(b), CentralNic and to the concerned Registrar;

(xiv) Ident ify the Mutual Jurisdict ion (as defined in Paragraph 1) to which the Complainant will 
submit, with respect to any challenges to a decision in the administrative proceeding canceling or 
transferring the Domain Name, as follows:

"The Complainant hereby submits to the Mutual Jurisdict ion of [identify precisely the court 
jurisdict ion], for the purposes of any challenges to a decision in the administrative proceeding 

canceling or transferring the Domain Name."

(xv) Conclude with the following statement followed by the signature (in any electronic format) of 
the Complainant or its authorized representative:

"Complainant agrees that its claims and remedies concerning the registration of the Domain 
Name, the dispute, or the dispute's resolution shall be solely against the Domain Name holder and 
waives all such claims and remedies against (a) the Forum and panelists, except in the case of 
deliberate wrongdoing, (b) CentralNic; as well as their directors, officers, employees, and agents, 
and (c) the concerned Registrar(s)."

"Complainant cert ifies that the information contained in this Complaint is to the best of 
Complainant's knowledge complete and accurate, that this Complaint is not being presented for 
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any improper purpose, such as to harass, and that the assertions in this Complaint are warranted 
under these Rules and under applicable law, as it now exists or as it may be extended by a good-
faith and reasonable argument."; and

(xvi) Annex any documentary or other evidence, including any trademark or service mark 
registration upon which the complaint relies, together with a schedule indexing such evidence.

(c) The complaint may relate to more than one Domain Name, provided that the Domain Names are 
registered by the same Domain Name holder, and provided that the conditions in Paragraph 3(a) have 
been met.

4. Not ificat ion of Complaint

(a) The Forum shall:

(i) confirm with CentralNic that a CentralNic Mediation has been conducted between the Parties 
concerning the Domain Name(s) that is/are the subject of the administrative proceeding, and that 
the Mediation has terminated;

(ii) review the complaint for formal compliance with the Policy, these Rules and the Supplemental 
Rules.

If the complaint is found to be in compliance with the above requirements, the Forum shall forward it, 
including any annexes, electronically to the Respondent and shall send Written Notice of the complaint 
to the Respondent, in the manner prescribed by Paragraph 2(a), within three (3) business days (as 
observed at the Forum's principal place of business) following receipt of the fees to be paid by the 
Complainant in accordance with Paragraph 19.

(b) If the Forum finds the complaint to be administratively deficient, it shall promptly notify the 
Complainant and the Respondent of the nature of the deficiencies identified. The Complainant shall 
have five (5) calendar days within which to correct any such deficiencies, after which the administrative 
proceeding will be deemed withdrawn without prejudice to the submission of a different complaint by 
the Complainant.

(c) The date of commencement of the administrat ive proceeding shall be the date on which the Forum 
completes its responsibilit ies under Paragraph 2(a) in connection with forwarding the Complaint to the 
Respondent.

(d) The Forum shall immediately notify the Complainant, the Respondent, CentralNic and the 
concerned Registrar(s) of the date of commencement of the administrative proceeding.

5. The Response
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(a) Within twenty (20) calendar days of the date of commencement of the administrative proceeding 
the Respondent shall submit a response to the Forum.

(b) The response, including any annexes, shall be submitted in electronic form to 
domaindispute@adrforum.com or via the Forum’s online filing portal and shall:

(i) Respond specifically to the statements and allegations contained in the complaint and 
include any and all bases for the Respondent (Domain Name holder) to retain registration 
and use of the disputed Domain Name;

(ii) Provide the name, postal and e-mail addresses, and the telephone and telefax numbers 
of the Respondent (Domain Name holder) and of any representative authorized to act for 
the Respondent in the administrative proceeding;

(iii) Specify a preferred method for communications directed to the Respondent in the 
administrative proceeding (including person to be contacted, medium, and address 
information) for each of (a) electronic-only material and (b) material including hard copy 
(where applicable);

(iv) If the Complainant has elected a single-member Panel in the complaint (see Paragraph 3
(b)(v)), state whether the Respondent elects instead to have the dispute decided by a three-
member Panel;

(v) If either the Complainant or the Respondent elects a three-member Panel, provide the 
names and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of the panelists in the order of 
the Respondent's preference (these candidates must be drawn from the Forum's list of 
panelists);

(vi) Identify any other legal proceedings that have been commenced or terminated in 
connection with or relating to any of the Domain Name(s) that are the subject of the 
complaint;

(vii) State that a copy of the response including any annexes has been sent or transmitted to 
the Complainant, in accordance with Paragraph 2(b); and

(viii) Conclude with the following statement followed by the signature (in any electronic 
format) of the Respondent or its authorized representative:

"Respondent cert ifies that the information contained in this Response is to the best of 
Respondent 's knowledge complete and accurate, that this Response is not being presented 
for any improper purpose, such as to harass, and that the assertions in this Response are 
warranted under these Rules and under applicable law, as it now exists or as it may be 
extended by a good-faith and reasonable argument."; and

(ix) Annex any documentary or other evidence upon which the Respondent relies, together 
with a schedule indexing such documents.

(c) If the Complainant has elected to have the dispute decided by a single-member Panel and the 
Respondent elects a three-member Panel, the Respondent shall be required to pay one-half of the 
applicable fee for a three-member Panel as set forth in the Forum's Schedule of Fees. This payment shall 

https:/ /www.centralnic.com/support/disput... Page 9 of 15

8/12/201515



be made at the same time as the response is submitted to the Forum. In the event that the required 
payment is not so made, the dispute shall be decided by a single-member Panel.

(d) At the request of the Respondent, the Forum may, in exceptional cases, extend the period of time for 
the filing of the response. The period may also be extended by written stipulat ion between the Parties, 
provided the stipulat ion is approved by the Forum.

(e) If a Respondent does not submit a response, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, the Panel 
shall decide the dispute based upon the complaint.

6. Appointment of the Panel and Timing of Decision

(a) The Forum shall maintain and publish a publicly available list of panelists and their qualifications.

(b) If neither the Complainant nor the Respondent has elected a three-member Panel (Paragraphs 3(b)
(v) and 5(b)(iv)), the Forum shall endeavor to appoint within five (5) business days (as observed at the 
Forum's principal place of business) following receipt of the response by the Forum or the lapse of the 
time period for the submission thereof, a single Panelist from its list of panelists. The fees for a single-
member Panel shall be paid entirely by the Complainant.

(c) If either the Complainant or the Respondent elects to have the dispute decided by a three-member 
Panel, the Forum shall appoint three panelists in accordance with the procedures identified in this 
Paragraph. The fees for a three-member Panel shall be paid in their entirety by the Complainant, except 
where the election for a three-member Panel was made by the Respondent, in which case the 
applicable fees shall be shared equally between the Parties.

(d) Unless it has already elected a three-member Panel, the Complainant shall submit to the Forum, 
within five (5) calendar days of communication of a response in which the Respondent elects a three-
member Panel, the names and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of the panelists in the 
order of its preference (these candidates must be drawn from the Forum's list of panelists).

(e) In the event that the Complainant has, in the complaint, elected to have the dispute decided by a 
three-member Panel, and the Respondent fails to submit a response pursuant to Paragraph 5, the 
Complainant may elect instead to have the dispute decided by a single-member Panel.

(f) In the event that either the Complainant or the Respondent elects a three-member Panel, the Forum 
shall endeavor to appoint one Panelist from the list of candidates provided by each of the Complainant 
and the Respondent. In appointing the Panelist, the Forum shall, subject to availability, respect the 
order of preference indicated by a Party. In the event the Forum is unable within five (5) business days 
(as observed at the Forum's principal place of business) to secure the appointment of a Panelist from 
either Party's list of candidates, the Forum may make that appointment from its list of panelists.

(g) The third Panelist, who shall be the Presiding Panelist, shall be appointed by the Forum from a list of 
five (5) candidates submitted by the Forum to the Parties in the manner specified in the Forum’s 
Supplemental Rules.
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(h) Where the Respondent does not submit a response or does not submit the payment as provided in 
Paragraph 5(c), the Forum shall appoint the Panel as follows:

(i) If the Complainant has elected a single-member Panel, the Forum shall appoint the Panelist 
from its published list;

(ii) If the Complainant has elected a three-member Panel, the Forum shall, subject to availability, 
appoint one Panelist from the names submitted by the Complainant and shall appoint the second 
Panelist and the Presiding Panelist from its published list.

(i) Once the entire Panel is appointed, the Forum shall not ify the Part ies of the panelists appointed and 
the date by which, absent exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall forward its decision on the 
complaint to the Forum.

7. Impart iality and Independence

A Panelist shall be impartial and independent and shall have, before accepting appointment, disclosed to the 
Forum any circumstances giving rise to justifiable doubt as to the Panelist 's impartiality or independence. If, 
at any stage during the administrative proceeding, new circumstances arise that could give rise to justifiable 
doubt as to the impartiality or independence of the Panelist, that Panelist shall promptly disclose such 
circumstances to the Forum. In such event, the Forum shall have the discretion to appoint a substitute 
Panelist.

8. Communicat ion Between Part ies and the Panel

No Party or anyone acting on its behalf may have any unilateral communication with the Panel. All 
communications by a Party to the Panel or to the Forum shall be made to a case administrator appointed by 
the Forum.

9. Transmission of the File to the Panel

The Forum shall forward the file to the Panel as soon as the Panelist is appointed in the case of a Panel 
consisting of a single member, or as soon as the last Panelist is appointed in the case of a three-member 
Panel.

10. General Powers of the Panel

(a) The Panel shall conduct the administrative proceeding in such manner as it considers appropriate in 
accordance with the Policy and these Rules.
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(b) In all cases, the Panel shall ensure that the Parties are treated with equality and that each Party is 
given a fair opportunity to present its case.

(c) The Panel shall ensure that the administrative proceeding takes place with due expedition. It may, at 
the request of a Party or on its own motion, extend, in exceptional cases, a period of t ime fixed by these 
Rules or by the Panel.

(d) The Panel shall determine the admissibility, relevance, materiality and weight of the evidence.

(e) A Panel shall decide a request by a Party to consolidate multiple domain name disputes in 
accordance with the Policy and these Rules.

11. Language of Proceedings

(a) Unless otherwise agreed by the Parties, the language of the administrative proceeding shall be 
English, subject to the authority of the Forum or the Panel, as the case may be, to determine otherwise, 
having regard to the circumstances of the administrative proceeding.

(b) The Panel may order that any documents submitted in languages other than the language of the 
administrative proceeding be accompanied by a translation in whole or in part into the language of the 
administrative proceeding.

12. Further Statements

In addit ion to the complaint and the response, the Panel may request, in its sole discretion, further 
statements or documents from either of the Parties.

13. In-Person Hearings

There shall be no in-person hearings (including hearings by teleconference, videoconference, and web 
conference), unless the Panel determines, in its sole discretion and as an exceptional matter, that such a 
hearing is necessary for deciding the complaint.

14. Default

(a) In the event that a Party, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, does not comply with any of 
the time periods established by these Rules or the Panel, the Panel shall proceed to a decision on the 
complaint.
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(b) If a Party, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, does not comply with any provision of, or 
requirement under, these Rules or any request from the Panel, the Panel shall draw such inferences 
therefrom as it considers appropriate.

15. Panel Decisions

(a) A Panel shall decide a complaint on the basis of the statements and documents submitted and in 
accordance with the Policy, these Rules and any rules and principles of law that it  deems applicable.

(b) In the absence of exceptional circumstances, a single-member Panel shall forward its decision on the 
complaint to the Forum within fourteen (14) calendar days of its appointment pursuant to Paragraph 6.

(c) In the case of a three-member Panel, the Panel's decision shall be made by a majority.

(d) The Panel's decision shall be in writ ing, provide the reasons on which it is based, indicate the date on 
which it was rendered and identify the name(s) of the Panelist(s).

(e) There shall be no word limit on Panel decisions and dissenting opinions. Any dissenting opinion 
shall accompany the majority decision. If the Panel concludes that the dispute is not within the scope of 
Paragraph 4(a) of the Policy, it  shall so state. If after considering the submissions the Panel finds that the 
complaint was brought in bad faith, for example in an attempt at Reverse Domain Name Hijacking or 
was brought primarily to harass the Domain Name holder, the Panel shall declare in its decision that the 
complaint was brought in bad faith and constitutes an abuse of the administrative proceeding.

16. Communicat ion of Decision to Part ies

(a) Within three (3) business days (as observed at the Forum's principal place of business) after receiving 
the decision from the Panel, the Forum shall communicate the full text of the decision to each Party, 
CentralNic and the concerned Registrar(s). In the event of a determination in favor of the Complainant, 
CentralNic shall immediately communicate to each Party the date for the implementation of the 
decision in accordance with the Policy and any action required by the Parties in connection therewith.

(b) Except if the Panel determines otherwise (see Paragraph 4(j) of the Policy), the Forum shall publish 
the full decision on its publicly accessible web site. In any event, the portion of any decision 
determining a complaint to have been brought in bad faith (see Paragraph 15(e) of these Rules) shall be 
published.

17. Set t lement or Other Grounds for Terminat ion

https:/ /www.centralnic.com/support/disput... Page 13 of 15

8/12/201515



(a) If, during an administrative proceeding init iated pursuant to Paragraph 3, the Complainant not ifies 
the Forum or the Panel that the Parties have agreed on a sett lement, the Forum or the Panel, as the case 
may be, shall suspend or terminate the administrative proceeding.

(b) If, before the Panel’s decision is made, it  becomes unnecessary or impossible to continue the 
administrative proceeding for any other reason, the Forum or the Panel, as the case may be, shall 
terminate the administrative proceeding, unless a Party raises justifiable grounds for objection within a 
period of t ime to be determined by the Forum or the Panel.

18. Effect  of Court  Proceedings

(a) In the event of any legal proceedings init iated prior to or during an administrative proceeding in 
respect of a Domain Name dispute that is the subject of the complaint, the Panel shall have the 
discretion to decide whether to suspend or terminate the administrative proceeding, or to proceed to a 
decision.

(b) In the event that a Party init iates any legal proceedings during the pendency of an administrat ive 
proceeding in respect of a Domain Name dispute that is the subject of the complaint, it  shall promptly 
notify the Panel and the Forum. See Paragraph 8 above.

19. Fees

(a) The Complainant shall pay to the Forum an init ial fixed fee, as set out in the Forum's Schedule of 
Fees, within the t ime and in the amount required. A Respondent electing under Paragraph 5(b)(iv) to 
have the dispute decided by a three-member Panel, rather than the single-member Panel elected by 
the Complainant, shall pay the Forum one-half the fixed fee for a three-member Panel. See Paragraph 5
(c). In all other cases, the Complainant shall bear all of the Forum's fees, except as prescribed under 
Paragraph 19(d).

(b) The Forum shall be under no obligation to take any action on a complaint unt il it has received from 
the Complainant the init ial fee in accordance with Paragraph 19(a).

(c) If the Forum has not received the fee within ten (10) calendar days of receiving the complaint, the 
Forum shall have the discretion to terminate the administrative proceeding.

(d) In exceptional circumstances, for example in the event an in-person hearing is held, the Forum shall 
request the Parties for the payment of addit ional fees, which shall be established in agreement with the 
Parties and the Panel.

(e) If the administrative proceeding is terminated prior to the issuance of a Decision under this Policy, 
no fees will be refunded.

https:/ /www.centralnic.com/support/disput... Page 14 of 15

8/12/201515



20. Exclusion of Liability

Except in the case of deliberate wrongdoing, neither the Forum nor a Panelist shall be liable to a Party for any 
act or omission in connection with any administrative proceeding under these Rules.

21. Amendments

CentralNic reserves the right to modify these Rules at any t ime. CentralNic will post the revised Rules at least 
thirty (30) calendar days before they become effective. The version of these Rules in effect at the t ime of the 
submission of the complaint to the Forum shall apply to the administrative proceeding commenced thereby.

GR | Printable Version | Site Map | Privacy Policy | © 2015 CentralNic Ltd. All Rights Reserved | Wednesday, 
August 12th, 2015. 
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As approved by the ICANN Board of Directors on 28 September 2013.i-

These Rules are in effect for all UDRP proceedings in which a complaint is submitted to a provider on or 

after 31 July 2015. The prior version of the Rules, applicable to all proceedings in which a complaint was 

submitted to a Provider on or before 30 July 2015, is at https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/rules-

be-2012-02-25-en. UDRP Providers may elect to adopt the notice procedures set forth in these Rules 

prior to 31 July 2015.

Definitions
In these Rules:

Complainant means the party initiating a complaint concerning a domain-name registration.

ICANN refers to the Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers.

Lock means a set of measures that a registrar applies to a domain name, which prevents at a 

minimum any modification to the registrant and registrar information by the Respondent, but does 

not affect the resolution of the domain name or the renewal of the domain name.

Mutual Jurisdiction means a court jurisdiction at the location of either (a) the principal office of the 

Registrar (provided the domain-name holder has submitted in its Registration Agreement to that 

jurisdiction for court adjudication of disputes concerning or arising from the use of the domain 

name) or (b) the domain-name holder's address as shown for the registration of the domain name in 

Registrar's Whois database at the time the complaint is submitted to the Provider.

Panel means an administrative panel appointed by a Provider to decide a complaint concerning a 

domain-name registration.

Panelist means an individual appointed by a Provider to be a member of a Panel.

Party means a Complainant or a Respondent.

Pendency means the time period from the moment a UDRP complaint has been submitted by the 

Complainant to the UDRP Provider to the time the UDRP decision has been implemented or the 

UDRP complaint has been terminated.

Policy means the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy that is incorporated by reference 

and made a part of the Registration Agreement.

Provider means a dispute-resolution service provider approved by ICANN. A list of such Providers 

appears at http://www.icann.org/en/dndr/udrp/approved-providers.htm.

Registrar means the entity with which the Respondent has registered a domain name that is the 

subject of a complaint.

Registration Agreement means the agreement between a Registrar and a domain-name holder.

Respondent means the holder of a domain-name registration against which a complaint is initiated.

Reverse Domain Name Hijacking means using the Policy in bad faith to attempt to deprive a 

registered domain-name holder of a domain name.

Supplemental Rules means the rules adopted by the Provider administering a proceeding to 

supplement these Rules. Supplemental Rules shall not be inconsistent with the Policy or these Rules 

and shall cover such topics as fees, word and page limits and guidelines, file size and format 

modalities, the means for communicating with the Provider and the Panel, and the form of cover 

sheets.

Written Notice means hardcopy notification by the Provider to the Respondent of the 

commencement of an administrative proceeding under the Policy which shall inform the respondent 

that a complaint has been filed against it, and which shall state that the Provider has electronically 

transmitted the complaint including any annexes to the Respondent by the means specified herein. 

Written notice does not include a hardcopy of the complaint itself or of any annexes.

1.

Administrative proceedings for the resolution of disputes under the Uniform Dispute Resolution Policy 

adopted by ICANN shall be governed by these Rules and also the Supplemental Rules of the Provider 

administering the proceedings, as posted on its web site. To the extent that the Supplemental Rules of any 

Provider conflict with these Rules, these Rules supersede.

Forum link

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/udrp-rules-2015-03-11-en

_____________________________________________________________________________

Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the 

"Rules")
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Written notice does not include a hardcopy of the complaint itself or of any annexes.

Communications
(a) When forwarding a complaint, including any annexes, electronically to the Respondent, it shall be 

the Provider's responsibility to employ reasonably available means calculated to achieve actual 

notice to Respondent. Achieving actual notice, or employing the following measures to do so, shall 

discharge this responsibility:

(i) sending Written Notice of the complaint to all postal-mail and facsimile addresses (A) shown in 

the domain name's registration data in Registrar's Whois database for the registered domain-name 

holder, the technical contact, and the administrative contact and (B) supplied by Registrar to the 

Provider for the registration's billing contact; and

(ii) sending the complaint, including any annexes, in electronic form by e-mail to:

(A) the e-mail addresses for those technical, administrative, and billing contacts;

(B) postmaster@<the contested domain name>; and

(C) if the domain name (or "www." followed by the domain name) resolves to an active web page 

(other than a generic page the Provider concludes is maintained by a registrar or ISP for parking 

domain-names registered by multiple domain-name holders), any e- mail address shown or e-mail 

links on that web page; and

(iii) sending the complaint, including any annexes, to any e-mail address the Respondent has notified 

the Provider it prefers and, to the extent practicable, to all other e-mail addresses provided to the 

Provider by Complainant under Paragraph 3(b)(v).

(b) Except as provided in Paragraph 2(a), any written communication to Complainant or Respondent 

provided for under these Rules shall be made electronically via the Internet (a record of its 

transmission being available), or by any reasonably requested preferred means stated by the 

Complainant or Respondent, respectively (see Paragraphs 3(b)(iii) and 5(b)(iii)).

(c) Any communication to the Provider or the Panel shall be made by the means and in the manner 

(including, where applicable, the number of copies) stated in the Provider's Supplemental Rules.

(d) Communications shall be made in the language prescribed in Paragraph 11.

(e) Either Party may update its contact details by notifying the Provider and the Registrar.

(f) Except as otherwise provided in these Rules, or decided by a Panel, all communications provided 

for under these Rules shall be deemed to have been made:

(i) if via the Internet, on the date that the communication was transmitted, provided that the date of 

transmission is verifiable; or, where applicable

(ii) if delivered by telecopy or facsimile transmission, on the date shown on the confirmation of 

transmission; or:

(iii) if by postal or courier service, on the date marked on the receipt.

(g) Except as otherwise provided in these Rules, all time periods calculated under these Rules to 

begin when a communication is made shall begin to run on the earliest date that the communication 

is deemed to have been made in accordance with Paragraph 2(f).

(h) Any communication by

(i) a Panel to any Party shall be copied to the Provider and to the other Party;

(ii) the Provider to any Party shall be copied to the other Party; and

(iii) a Party shall be copied to the other Party, the Panel and the Provider, as the case may be.

(i) It shall be the responsibility of the sender to retain records of the fact and circumstances of 

sending, which shall be available for inspection by affected parties and for reporting purposes. This 

includes the Provider in sending Written Notice to the Respondent by post and/or facsimile under 

Paragraph 2(a)(i).

(j) In the event a Party sending a communication receives notification of non-delivery of the 

communication, the Party shall promptly notify the Panel (or, if no Panel is yet appointed, the 

Provider) of the circumstances of the notification. Further proceedings concerning the 

communication and any response shall be as directed by the Panel (or the Provider).

2.

The Complaint
(a) Any person or entity may initiate an administrative proceeding by submitting a complaint in 

accordance with the Policy and these Rules to any Provider approved by ICANN. (Due to capacity 

constraints or for other reasons, a Provider's ability to accept complaints may be suspended at 

times. In that event, the Provider shall refuse the submission. The person or entity may submit the 

complaint to another Provider.)

3.
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complaint to another Provider.)

(b) The complaint including any annexes shall be submitted in electronic form and shall:

(i) Request that the complaint be submitted for decision in accordance with the Policy and these 

Rules;

(ii) Provide the name, postal and e-mail addresses, and the telephone and telefax numbers of the 

Complainant and of any representative authorized to act for the Complainant in the administrative 

proceeding;

(iii) Specify a preferred method for communications directed to the Complainant in the 

administrative proceeding (including person to be contacted, medium, and address information) for 

each of (A) electronic-only material and (B) material including hard copy (where applicable);

(iv) Designate whether Complainant elects to have the dispute decided by a single-member or a 

three-member Panel and, in the event Complainant elects a three-member Panel, provide the 

names and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of the Panelists (these candidates may 

be drawn from any ICANN-approved Provider's list of panelists);

(v) Provide the name of the Respondent (domain-name holder) and all information (including any 

postal and e-mail addresses and telephone and telefax numbers) known to Complainant regarding 

how to contact Respondent or any representative of Respondent, including contact information 

based on pre-complaint dealings, in sufficient detail to allow the Provider to send the complaint as 

described in Paragraph 2(a);

(vi) Specify the domain name(s) that is/are the subject of the complaint;

(vii) Identify the Registrar(s) with whom the domain name(s) is/are registered at the time the 

complaint is filed;

(viii) Specify the trademark(s) or service mark(s) on which the complaint is based and, for each mark, 

describe the goods or services, if any, with which the mark is used (Complainant may also separately 

describe other goods and services with which it intends, at the time the complaint is submitted, to 

use the mark in the future.);

(ix) Describe, in accordance with the Policy, the grounds on which the complaint is made including, 

in particular,

(1) the manner in which the domain name(s) is/are identical or confusingly similar to a trademark or 

service mark in which the Complainant has rights; and

(2) why the Respondent (domain-name holder) should be considered as having no rights or 

legitimate interests in respect of the domain name(s) that is/are the subject of the complaint; and

(3) why the domain name(s) should be considered as having been registered and being used in bad 

faith

(The description should, for elements (2) and (3), discuss any aspects of Paragraphs 4(b) and 4(c) of 

the Policy that are applicable. The description shall comply with any word or page limit set forth in 

the Provider's Supplemental Rules.);

(x) Specify, in accordance with the Policy, the remedies sought;

(xi) Identify any other legal proceedings that have been commenced or terminated in connection 

with or relating to any of the domain name(s) that are the subject of the complaint;

(xii) State that Complainant will submit, with respect to any challenges to a decision in the 

administrative proceeding canceling or transferring the domain name, to the jurisdiction of the 

courts in at least one specified Mutual Jurisdiction;

(xiii) Conclude with the following statement followed by the signature (in any electronic format) of 

the Complainant or its authorized representative:

"Complainant agrees that its claims and remedies concerning the registration of the domain name, 

the dispute, or the dispute's resolution shall be solely against the domain-name holder and waives 

all such claims and remedies against (a) the dispute-resolution provider and panelists, except in the 

case of deliberate wrongdoing, (b) the registrar, (c) the registry administrator, and (d) the Internet 

Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers, as well as their directors, officers, employees, and 

agents."

"Complainant certifies that the information contained in this Complaint is to the best of 

Complainant's knowledge complete and accurate, that this Complaint is not being presented for any 

improper purpose, such as to harass, and that the assertions in this Complaint are warranted under 

these Rules and under applicable law, as it now exists or as it may be extended by a good-faith and 

reasonable argument."; and

(xiv) Annex any documentary or other evidence, including a copy of the Policy applicable to the 
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(xiv) Annex any documentary or other evidence, including a copy of the Policy applicable to the 

domain name(s) in dispute and any trademark or service mark registration upon which the 

complaint relies, together with a schedule indexing such evidence.

(c) The complaint may relate to more than one domain name, provided that the domain names are 

registered by the same domain-name holder.

Notification of Complaint
(a) The Provider shall submit a verification request to the Registrar. The verification request will 

include a request to Lock the domain name.

(b) Within two (2) business days of receiving the Provider's verification request, the Registrar shall 

provide the information requested in the verification request and confirm that a Lock of the domain 

name has been applied. The Registrar shall not notify the Respondent of the proceeding until the 

Lock status has been applied. The Lock shall remain in place through the remaining Pendency of the 

UDRP proceeding. Any updates to the Respondent's data, such as through the result of a request by 

a privacy or proxy provider to reveal the underlying customer data, must be made before the two (2) 

business day period concludes or before the Registrar verifies the information requested and 

confirms the Lock to the UDRP Provider, whichever occurs first. Any modification(s) of the 

Respondent's data following the two (2) business day period may be addressed by the Panel in its 

decision.

(c) The Provider shall review the complaint for administrative compliance with the Policy and these 

Rules and, if in compliance, shall forward the complaint, including any annexes, electronically to the 

Respondent and Registrar and shall send Written Notice of the complaint (together with the 

explanatory cover sheet prescribed by the Provider's Supplemental Rules) to the Respondent, in the 

manner prescribed by Paragraph 2(a), within three (3) calendar days following receipt of the fees to 

be paid by the Complainant in accordance with Paragraph 19.

(d) If the Provider finds the complaint to be administratively deficient, it shall promptly notify the 

Complainant and the Respondent of the nature of the deficiencies identified. The Complainant shall 

have five (5) calendar days within which to correct any such deficiencies, after which the 

administrative proceeding will be deemed withdrawn without prejudice to submission of a different 

complaint by Complainant.

(e) If the Provider dismisses the complaint due to an administrative deficiency, or the Complainant 

voluntarily withdraws its complaint, the Provider shall inform the Registrar that the proceedings 

have been withdrawn, and the Registrar shall release the Lock within one (1) business day of 

receiving the dismissal or withdrawal notice from the Provider.

(f) The date of commencement of the administrative proceeding shall be the date on which the 

Provider completes its responsibilities under Paragraph 2(a) in connection with sending the 

complaint to the Respondent.

(g) The Provider shall immediately notify the Complainant, the Respondent, the concerned 

Registrar(s), and ICANN of the date of commencement of the administrative proceeding. The 

Provider shall inform the Respondent that any corrections to the Respondent's contact information 

during the remaining Pendency of the UDRP proceedings shall be communicated to the Provider 

further to Rule 5(c)(ii) and 5(c)(iii).

4.

The Response
(a) Within twenty (20) days of the date of commencement of the administrative proceeding the 

Respondent shall submit a response to the Provider.

(b) The Respondent may expressly request an additional four (4) calendar days in which to respond 

to the complaint, and the Provider shall automatically grant the extension and notify the Parties 

thereof. This extension does not preclude any additional extensions that may be given further to 

5(d) of the Rules.

(c) The response, including any annexes, shall be submitted in electronic form and shall:

(i) Respond specifically to the statements and allegations contained in the complaint and include any 

and all bases for the Respondent (domain-name holder) to retain registration and use of the 

disputed domain name (This portion of the response shall comply with any word or page limit set 

forth in the Provider's Supplemental Rules.);

(ii) Provide the name, postal and e-mail addresses, and the telephone and telefax numbers of the 

Respondent (domain-name holder) and of any representative authorized to act for the Respondent 

in the administrative proceeding;

5.
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in the administrative proceeding;

(iii) Specify a preferred method for communications directed to the Respondent in the 

administrative proceeding (including person to be contacted, medium, and address information) for 

each of (A) electronic-only material and (B) material including hard copy (where applicable);

(iv) If Complainant has elected a single-member panel in the complaint (see Paragraph 3(b)(iv)), 

state whether Respondent elects instead to have the dispute decided by a three-member panel;

(v) If either Complainant or Respondent elects a three-member Panel, provide the names and 

contact details of three candidates to serve as one of the Panelists (these candidates may be drawn 

from any ICANN-approved Provider's list of panelists);

(vi) Identify any other legal proceedings that have been commenced or terminated in connection 

with or relating to any of the domain name(s) that are the subject of the complaint;

(vii) State that a copy of the response including any annexes has been sent or transmitted to the 

Complainant, in accordance with Paragraph 2(b); and

(viii) Conclude with the following statement followed by the signature (in any electronic format) of 

the Respondent or its authorized representative:

"Respondent certifies that the information contained in this Response is to the best of Respondent's 

knowledge complete and accurate, that this Response is not being presented for any improper 

purpose, such as to harass, and that the assertions in this Response are warranted under these Rules 

and under applicable law, as it now exists or as it may be extended by a good-faith and reasonable 

argument."; and

(ix) Annex any documentary or other evidence upon which the Respondent relies, together with a 

schedule indexing such documents.

(d) If Complainant has elected to have the dispute decided by a single-member Panel and 

Respondent elects a three-member Panel, Respondent shall be required to pay one-half of the 

applicable fee for a three-member Panel as set forth in the Provider's Supplemental Rules. This 

payment shall be made together with the submission of the response to the Provider. In the event 

that the required payment is not made, the dispute shall be decided by a single-member Panel.

(e) At the request of the Respondent, the Provider may, in exceptional cases, extend the period of 

time for the filing of the response. The period may also be extended by written stipulation between 

the Parties, provided the stipulation is approved by the Provider.

(f) If a Respondent does not submit a response, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, the 

Panel shall decide the dispute based upon the complaint.

Appointment of the Panel and Timing of Decision
(a) Each Provider shall maintain and publish a publicly available list of panelists and their 

qualifications.

(b) If neither the Complainant nor the Respondent has elected a three-member Panel (Paragraphs 

3(b)(iv) and 5(b)(iv)), the Provider shall appoint, within five (5) calendar days following receipt of the 

response by the Provider, or the lapse of the time period for the submission thereof, a single 

Panelist from its list of panelists. The fees for a single-member Panel shall be paid entirely by the 

Complainant.

(c) If either the Complainant or the Respondent elects to have the dispute decided by a three-

member Panel, the Provider shall appoint three Panelists in accordance with the procedures 

identified in Paragraph 6(e). The fees for a three-member Panel shall be paid in their entirety by the 

Complainant, except where the election for a three-member Panel was made by the Respondent, in 

which case the applicable fees shall be shared equally between the Parties.

(d) Unless it has already elected a three-member Panel, the Complainant shall submit to the 

Provider, within five (5) calendar days of communication of a response in which the Respondent 

elects a three-member Panel, the names and contact details of three candidates to serve as one of 

the Panelists. These candidates may be drawn from any ICANN-approved Provider's list of panelists.

(e) In the event that either the Complainant or the Respondent elects a three-member Panel, the 

Provider shall endeavor to appoint one Panelist from the list of candidates provided by each of the 

Complainant and the Respondent. In the event the Provider is unable within five (5) calendar days to 

secure the appointment of a Panelist on its customary terms from either Party's list of candidates, 

the Provider shall make that appointment from its list of panelists. The third Panelist shall be 

appointed by the Provider from a list of five candidates submitted by the Provider to the Parties, the 

Provider's selection from among the five being made in a manner that reasonably balances the 

preferences of both Parties, as they may specify to the Provider within five (5) calendar days of the 

6.
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preferences of both Parties, as they may specify to the Provider within five (5) calendar days of the 

Provider's submission of the five-candidate list to the Parties.

(f) Once the entire Panel is appointed, the Provider shall notify the Parties of the Panelists appointed 

and the date by which, absent exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall forward its decision on the 

complaint to the Provider.

Impartiality and Independence
A Panelist shall be impartial and independent and shall have, before accepting appointment, 

disclosed to the Provider any circumstances giving rise to justifiable doubt as to the Panelist's 

impartiality or independence. If, at any stage during the administrative proceeding, new 

circumstances arise that could give rise to justifiable doubt as to the impartiality or independence of 

the Panelist, that Panelist shall promptly disclose such circumstances to the Provider. In such event, 

the Provider shall have the discretion to appoint a substitute Panelist.

7.

Communication Between Parties and the Panel
No Party or anyone acting on its behalf may have any unilateral communication with the Panel. All 

communications between a Party and the Panel or the Provider shall be made to a case 

administrator appointed by the Provider in the manner prescribed in the Provider's Supplemental 

Rules.

8.

Transmission of the File to the Panel
The Provider shall forward the file to the Panel as soon as the Panelist is appointed in the case of a 

Panel consisting of a single member, or as soon as the last Panelist is appointed in the case of a 

three-member Panel.

9.

General Powers of the Panel
(a) The Panel shall conduct the administrative proceeding in such manner as it considers appropriate 

in accordance with the Policy and these Rules.

(b) In all cases, the Panel shall ensure that the Parties are treated with equality and that each Party is 

given a fair opportunity to present its case.

(c) The Panel shall ensure that the administrative proceeding takes place with due expedition. It 

may, at the request of a Party or on its own motion, extend, in exceptional cases, a period of time 

fixed by these Rules or by the Panel.

(d) The Panel shall determine the admissibility, relevance, materiality and weight of the evidence.

(e) A Panel shall decide a request by a Party to consolidate multiple domain name disputes in 

accordance with the Policy and these Rules.

10.

Language of Proceedings
(a) 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.

(b) The Panel may order that any documents submitted in languages other than the language of the 

administrative proceeding be accompanied by a translation in whole or in part into the language of 

the administrative proceeding.

11.

Further Statements
In addition to the complaint and the response, the Panel may request, in its sole discretion, further 

statements or documents from either of the Parties.

12.

In-Person Hearings
There shall be no in-person hearings (including hearings by teleconference, videoconference, and 

web conference), unless the Panel determines, in its sole discretion and as an exceptional matter, 

that such a hearing is necessary for deciding the complaint.

13.

Default
(a) In the event that a Party, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, does not comply with any 

of the time periods established by these Rules or the Panel, the Panel shall proceed to a decision on 

the complaint.

(b) If a Party, in the absence of exceptional circumstances, does not comply with any provision of, or 

requirement under, these Rules or any request from the Panel, the Panel shall draw such inferences 

therefrom as it considers appropriate.

14.
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therefrom as it considers appropriate.

Panel Decisions
(a) A Panel shall decide a complaint on the basis of the statements and documents submitted and in 

accordance with the Policy, these Rules and any rules and principles of law that it deems applicable.

(b) In the absence of exceptional circumstances, the Panel shall forward its decision on the 

complaint to the Provider within fourteen (14) days of its appointment pursuant to Paragraph 6.

(c) In the case of a three-member Panel, the Panel's decision shall be made by a majority.

(d) The Panel's decision shall be in writing, provide the reasons on which it is based, indicate the 

date on which it was rendered and identify the name(s) of the Panelist(s).

(e) Panel decisions and dissenting opinions shall normally comply with the guidelines as to length set 

forth in the Provider's Supplemental Rules. Any dissenting opinion shall accompany the majority 

decision. If the Panel concludes that the dispute is not within the scope of Paragraph 4(a) of the 

Policy, it shall so state. If after considering the submissions the Panel finds that the complaint was 

brought in bad faith, for example in an attempt at Reverse Domain Name Hijacking or was brought 

primarily to harass the domain-name holder, the Panel shall declare in its decision that the 

complaint was brought in bad faith and constitutes an abuse of the administrative proceeding.

15.

Communication of Decision to Parties
(a) Within three (3) business days after receiving the decision from the Panel, the Provider shall 

communicate the full text of the decision to each Party, the concerned Registrar(s), and ICANN. The 

concerned Registrar(s) shall within three (3) business days of receiving the decision from the 

Provider communicate to each Party, the Provider, and ICANN the date for the implementation of 

the decision in accordance with the Policy.

(b) Except if the Panel determines otherwise (see Paragraph 4(j) of the Policy), the Provider shall 

publish the full decision and the date of its implementation on a publicly accessible web site. In any 

event, the portion of any decision determining a complaint to have been brought in bad faith (see 

Paragraph 15(e) of these Rules) shall be published.

16.

Settlement or Other Grounds for Termination
(a) If, before the Panel's decision, the Parties agree on a settlement, the Panel shall terminate the 

administrative proceeding. A settlement shall follow steps 17(a)(i) – 17(a)(vii):

(i) The Parties provide written notice of a request to suspend the proceedings because the parties 

are discussing settlement to the Provider.

(ii) The Provider acknowledges receipt of the request for suspension and informs the Registrar of the 

suspension request and the expected duration of the suspension.

(iii) The Parties reach a settlement and provide a standard settlement form to the Provider further to 

to the Provider's supplemental rules and settlement form. The standard settlement form is not 

intended to be an agreement itself, but only to summarize the essential terms of the Parties' 

separate settlement agreement. The Provider shall not disclose the completed standard settlement 

form to any third party.

(iv) The Provider shall confirm to the Registrar, copying the Parties, the outcome of the settlement 

as it relates to actions that need to be taken by the Registrar.

(v) Upon receiving notice from the Provider further to 17(a)(iv), the Registrar shall remove the Lock 

within two (2) business days.

(vi) The Complainant shall confirm to the Provider that the settlement as it relates to the domain 

name(s) has been implemented further to the Provider's supplemental rules.

(vii) The Provider will dismiss the proceedings without prejudice unless otherwise stipulated in the 

settlement.

(b) If, before the Panel's decision is made, it becomes unnecessary or impossible to continue the 

administrative proceeding for any reason, the Panel shall terminate the administrative proceeding, 

unless a Party raises justifiable grounds for objection within a period of time to be determined by 

the Panel.

17.

Effect of Court Proceedings
(a) In the event of any legal proceedings initiated prior to or during an administrative proceeding in 

respect of a domain-name dispute that is the subject of the complaint, the Panel shall have the 

discretion to decide whether to suspend or terminate the administrative proceeding, or to proceed 

to a decision.

18.
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to a decision.

(b) In the event that a Party initiates any legal proceedings during the Pendency of an administrative 

proceeding in respect of a domain-name dispute that is the subject of the complaint, it shall 

promptly notify the Panel and the Provider. See Paragraph 8 above.

Exclusion of Liability
Except in the case of deliberate wrongdoing, neither the Provider nor a Panelist shall be liable to a 

Party for any act or omission in connection with any administrative proceeding under these Rules.

1.

Amendments
The version of these Rules in effect at the time of the submission of the complaint to the Provider 

shall apply to the administrative proceeding commenced thereby. These Rules may not be amended 

without the express written approval of ICANN.

2.

Fees
(a) The Complainant shall pay to the Provider an initial fixed fee, in accordance with the Provider's 

Supplemental Rules, within the time and in the amount required. A Respondent electing under Paragraph 

5(b)(iv) to have the dispute decided by a three-member Panel, rather than the single-member Panel 

elected by the Complainant, shall pay the Provider one-half the fixed fee for a three-member Panel. See 

Paragraph 5(c). In all other cases, the Complainant shall bear all of the Provider's fees, except as 

prescribed under Paragraph 19(d). Upon appointment of the Panel, the Provider shall refund the 

appropriate portion, if any, of the initial fee to the Complainant, as specified in the Provider's 

Supplemental Rules.

(b) No action shall be taken by the Provider on a complaint until it has received from Complainant the 

initial fee in accordance with Paragraph 19(a).

(c) If the Provider has not received the fee within ten (10) calendar days of receiving the complaint, the 

complaint shall be deemed withdrawn and the administrative proceeding terminated.

(d) In exceptional circumstances, for example in the event an in-person hearing is held, the Provider shall 

request the Parties for the payment of additional fees, which shall be established in agreement with the 

Parties and the Panel.

1.
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Whois Record ( last updated on 2015-10-15 )
Domain Name: 187799c-byte.com
Registry Domain ID: 1968689107_DOMAIN_COM-VRSN
Registrar WHOIS Server: whois.gandi.net
Registrar URL: http://www.gandi.net
Updated Date: 2015-10-14T21:42:37Z
Creation Date: 2015-10-14T19:42:36Z
Registrar Registration Expiration Date: 2016-10-14T19:42:36Z
Registrar: GANDI SAS
Registrar IANA ID: 81
Registrar Abuse Contact Email: abuse@support.gandi.net
Registrar Abuse Contact Phone: +33.170377661
Reseller:
Domain Status: clientTransferProhibited http://www.icann.org/epp#clientTransferProhibited
Domain Status:
Domain Status:
Domain Status:
Domain Status:
Registry Registrant ID:
Registrant Name: Trevor Biscope
Registrant Organization:
Registrant Street: Licensee: (VEGAS™) Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148
Registrant City: Las Vegas
Registrant State/Province: Nevada
Registrant Postal Code: 89109
Registrant Country: US
Registrant Phone: +1.7027202300
Registrant Phone Ext:
Registrant Fax:
Registrant Fax Ext:
Registrant Email: e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net
Registry Admin ID:
Admin Name: Trevor Biscope
Admin Organization:
Admin Street: Licensee: (VEGAS™) Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148
Admin City: Las Vegas
Admin State/Province: Nevada
Admin Postal Code: 89109
Admin Country: US
Admin Phone: +1.7027202300
Admin Phone Ext:
Admin Fax:
Admin Fax Ext:
Admin Email: e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net
Registry Tech ID:
Tech Name: Trevor Biscope
Tech Organization:
Tech Street: Licensee: (VEGAS™) Vegas License International LLC, c/o Chief Legal Officer
3565 Las Vegas Blvd South 148
Tech City: Las Vegas
Tech State/Province: Nevada
Tech Postal Code: 89109
Tech Country: US
Tech Phone: +1.7027202300
Tech Phone Ext:
Tech Fax:
Tech Fax Ext:
Tech Email: e939a0a836b0305845bba42c973767f8-698860@contact.gandi.net
Name Server: A.DNS.GANDI.NET
Name Server: B.DNS.GANDI.NET
Name Server: C.DNS.GANDI.NET
Name Server:
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Name Server:
Name Server:
Name Server:
Name Server:
Name Server:
Name Server:
Name Server:
DNSSEC: Unsigned
URL of the ICANN WHOIS Data Problem Reporting System: http://wdprs.internic.net/

For more information on Whois status codes, please visit
https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/epp-status-codes-2014-06-16-en

FROM  < https:/ /whois.domaintools.com/187799c-byte.com>  
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(As Approved by ICANN on October 24, 1999)

1. Purpose. This Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the "Policy") has been adopted by the 

Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers ("ICANN"), is incorporated by reference into your 

Registration Agreement, and sets forth the terms and conditions in connection with a dispute between you 

and any party other than us (the registrar) over the registration and use of an Internet domain name 

registered by you. Proceedings under Paragraph 4 of this Policy will be conducted according to the Rules for 

Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the "Rules of Procedure"), which are available at 

http://www.icann.org/en/dndr/udrp/uniform-rules.htm, and the selected administrative-dispute-resolution 

service provider's supplemental rules.

2. Your Representations. By applying to register a domain name, or by asking us to maintain or renew a 

domain name registration, you hereby represent and warrant to us that (a) the statements that you made 

in your Registration Agreement are complete and accurate; (b) to your knowledge, the registration of the 

domain name will not infringe upon or otherwise violate the rights of any third party; (c) you are not 

registering the domain name for an unlawful purpose; and (d) you will not knowingly use the domain name 

in violation of any applicable laws or regulations. It is your responsibility to determine whether your domain 

name registration infringes or violates someone else's rights.

a. subject to the provisions of Paragraph 8, our receipt of written or appropriate electronic 

instructions from you or your authorized agent to take such action;

b. our receipt of an order from a court or arbitral tribunal, in each case of competent jurisdiction, 

requiring such action; and/or

c. our receipt of a decision of an Administrative Panel requiring such action in any administrative 

proceeding to which you were a party and which was conducted under this Policy or a later version of 

this Policy adopted by ICANN. (See Paragraph 4(i) and (k) below.)

3. Cancellations, Transfers, and Changes. We will cancel, transfer or otherwise make changes to domain 

name registrations under the following circumstances:

We may also cancel, transfer or otherwise make changes to a domain name registration in accordance with 

the terms of your Registration Agreement or other legal requirements.

4. Mandatory Administrative Proceeding.

(i) your domain name is identical or confusingly similar to a trademark or service mark in which 

the complainant has rights; and

(ii) you have no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the domain name; and

(iii) your domain name has been registered and is being used in bad faith.

a. Applicable Disputes. You are required to submit to a mandatory administrative proceeding in the 

event that a third party (a "complainant") asserts to the applicable Provider, in compliance with the 

Rules of Procedure, that

In the administrative proceeding, the complainant must prove that each of these three elements are 

present.

(i) circumstances indicating that you have registered or you have acquired the domain name 

primarily for the purpose of selling, renting, or otherwise transferring the domain name 

registration to the complainant who is the owner of the trademark or service mark or to a 

competitor of that complainant, for valuable consideration in excess of your documented out-

of-pocket costs directly related to the domain name; or

(ii) you have registered the domain name in order to prevent the owner of the trademark or 

service mark from reflecting the mark in a corresponding domain name, provided that you have 

b. Evidence of Registration and Use in Bad Faith. For the purposes of Paragraph 4(a)(iii), the 

following circumstances, in particular but without limitation, if found by the Panel to be present, shall 

be evidence of the registration and use of a domain name in bad faith:

This Paragraph sets forth the type of disputes for which you are required to submit to a mandatory 

administrative proceeding. These proceedings will be conducted before one of the administrative-dispute-

resolution service providers listed at www.icann.org/en/dndr/udrp/approved-providers.htm (each, a 

"Provider").

Forum Link

https://www.icann.org/resources/pages/policy-2012-02-25-en

Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policyi.
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service mark from reflecting the mark in a corresponding domain name, provided that you have 

engaged in a pattern of such conduct; or

(iii) you have registered the domain name primarily for the purpose of disrupting the business 

of a competitor; or

(iv) by using the domain name, you have intentionally attempted to attract, for commercial 

gain, Internet users to your web site or other on-line location, by creating a likelihood of 

confusion with the complainant's mark as to the source, sponsorship, affiliation, or 

endorsement of your web site or location or of a product or service on your web site or 

location.

(i) before any notice to you of the dispute, your use of, or demonstrable preparations to use, 

the domain name or a name corresponding to the domain name in connection with a bona fide 

offering of goods or services; or

(ii) you (as an individual, business, or other organization) have been commonly known by the 

domain name, even if you have acquired no trademark or service mark rights; or

(iii) you are 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.

c. How to Demonstrate Your Rights to and Legitimate Interests in the Domain Name in Responding 

to a Complaint. When you receive a complaint, you should refer to Paragraph 5 of the Rules of 

Procedure in determining how your response should be prepared. Any of the following circumstances, 

in particular but without limitation, if found by the Panel to be proved based on its evaluation of all 

evidence presented, shall demonstrate your rights or legitimate interests to the domain name for 

purposes of Paragraph 4(a)(ii):

d. Selection of Provider. The complainant shall select the Provider from among those approved by 

ICANN by submitting the complaint to that Provider. The selected Provider will administer the 

proceeding, except in cases of consolidation as described in Paragraph 4(f).

e. Initiation of Proceeding and Process and Appointment of Administrative Panel. The Rules of 

Procedure state the process for initiating and conducting a proceeding and for appointing the panel 

that will decide the dispute (the "Administrative Panel").

f. Consolidation. In the event of multiple disputes between you and a complainant, either you or the 

complainant may petition to consolidate the disputes before a single Administrative Panel. This 

petition shall be made to the first Administrative Panel appointed to hear a pending dispute between 

the parties. This Administrative Panel may consolidate before it any or all such disputes in its sole 

discretion, provided that the disputes being consolidated are governed by this Policy or a later version 

of this Policy adopted by ICANN.

g. Fees. All fees charged by a Provider in connection with any dispute before an Administrative Panel 

pursuant to this Policy shall be paid by the complainant, except in cases where you elect to expand 

the Administrative Panel from one to three panelists as provided in Paragraph 5(b)(iv) of the Rules of 

Procedure, in which case all fees will be split evenly by you and the complainant.

h. Our Involvement in Administrative Proceedings. We do not, and will not, participate in the 

administration or conduct of any proceeding before an Administrative Panel. In addition, we will not 

be liable as a result of any decisions rendered by the Administrative Panel.

i. Remedies. The remedies available to a complainant pursuant to any proceeding before an 

Administrative Panel shall be limited to requiring the cancellation of your domain name or the 

transfer of your domain name registration to the complainant.

j. Notification and Publication. The Provider shall notify us of any decision made by an Administrative 

Panel with respect to a domain name you have registered with us. All decisions under this Policy will 

be published in full over the Internet, except when an Administrative Panel determines in an 

exceptional case to redact portions of its decision.

k. Availability of Court Proceedings. The mandatory administrative proceeding requirements set 

forth in Paragraph 4 shall not prevent either you or the complainant from submitting the dispute to a 

court of competent jurisdiction for independent resolution before such mandatory administrative 

proceeding is commenced or after such proceeding is concluded. If an Administrative Panel decides 

that your domain name registration should be canceled or transferred, we will wait ten (10) business 

days (as observed in the location of our principal office) after we are informed by the applicable 

Provider of the Administrative Panel's decision before implementing that decision. We will then 
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Provider of the Administrative Panel's decision before implementing that decision. We will then 

implement the decision unless we have received from you during that ten (10) business day period 

official documentation (such as a copy of a complaint, file-stamped by the clerk of the court) that you 

have commenced a lawsuit against the complainant in a jurisdiction to which the complainant has 

submitted under Paragraph 3(b)(xiii) of the Rules of Procedure. (In general, that jurisdiction is either 

the location of our principal office or of your address as shown in our Whois database. See Paragraphs 

1 and 3(b)(xiii) of the Rules of Procedure for details.) If we receive such documentation within the ten 

(10) business day period, we will not implement the Administrative Panel's decision, and we will take 

no further action, until we receive (i) evidence satisfactory to us of a resolution between the parties; 

(ii) evidence satisfactory to us that your lawsuit has been dismissed or withdrawn; or (iii) a copy of an 

order from such court dismissing your lawsuit or ordering that you do not have the right to continue 

to use your domain name.

5. All Other Disputes and Litigation. All other disputes between you and any party other than us regarding 

your domain name registration that are not brought pursuant to the mandatory administrative proceeding 

provisions of Paragraph 4 shall be resolved between you and such other party through any court, arbitration 

or other proceeding that may be available.

6. Our Involvement in Disputes. We will not participate in any way in any dispute between you and any 

party other than us regarding the registration and use of your domain name. You shall not name us as a 

party or otherwise include us in any such proceeding. In the event that we are named as a party in any such 

proceeding, we reserve the right to raise any and all defenses deemed appropriate, and to take any other 

action necessary to defend ourselves.

7. Maintaining the Status Quo. We will not cancel, transfer, activate, deactivate, or otherwise change the 

status of any domain name registration under this Policy except as provided in Paragraph 3 above.

a. Transfers of a Domain Name to a New Holder. You may not transfer your domain name 

registration to another holder (i) during a pending administrative proceeding brought pursuant to 

Paragraph 4 or for a period of fifteen (15) business days (as observed in the location of our principal 

place of business) after such proceeding is concluded; or (ii) during a pending court proceeding or 

arbitration commenced regarding your domain name unless the party to whom the domain name 

registration is being transferred agrees, in writing, to be bound by the decision of the court or 

arbitrator. We reserve the right to cancel any transfer of a domain name registration to another 

holder that is made in violation of this subparagraph.

b. Changing Registrars. You may not transfer your domain name registration to another registrar 

during a pending administrative proceeding brought pursuant to Paragraph 4 or for a period of fifteen 

(15) business days (as observed in the location of our principal place of business) after such 

proceeding is concluded. You may transfer administration of your domain name registration to 

another registrar during a pending court action or arbitration, provided that the domain name you 

have registered with us shall continue to be subject to the proceedings commenced against you in 

accordance with the terms of this Policy. In the event that you transfer a domain name registration to 

us during the pendency of a court action or arbitration, such dispute shall remain subject to the 

domain name dispute policy of the registrar from which the domain name registration was 

transferred.

8. Transfers During a Dispute.

9. Policy Modifications. We reserve the right to modify this Policy at any time with the permission of 

ICANN. We will post our revised Policy at <URL> at least thirty (30) calendar days before it becomes 

effective. Unless this Policy has already been invoked by the submission of a complaint to a Provider, in 

which event the version of the Policy in effect at the time it was invoked will apply to you until the dispute is 

over, all such changes will be binding upon you with respect to any domain name registration dispute, 

whether the dispute arose before, on or after the effective date of our change. In the event that you object 

to a change in this Policy, your sole remedy is to cancel your domain name registration with us, provided 

that you will not be entitled to a refund of any fees you paid to us. The revised Policy will apply to you until 

you cancel your domain name registration
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To:

Subject:

Sent:

Sent As:

Attachments:

Trevor Biscope (rich@newmanlawlv.com)

U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 86571855 . VEGAS.SEX -

r0141.00003

612412015 7:58:10 PM

ECOM116@USPTO.GOV

Attachment - 1

Attachment - 2
Attachment - 3
Attachment - 4
Attachment - 5
Attachment - 6
Attachment - 7
Attachment - 8
Attachment - 9
Attachment - 10

Attachment - l1
Attachment - 12

Attachment - 13

Attachment - 14

Attachment - 15

Attachment - 16

Attachment - 17

Attachment - 18

Attachment - 19

Attachment - 20

Attachment - 2l
Attachment- 22

Attachment - 23

Attachment - 24

Attachment - 25

TIMTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFTCE (USPTO)
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICANT'S TRADEMARK APPLICATION

U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 86571855

MARK: VEGAS.SEX 89657 18558
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CoRRESPoIIDENTADDRESS: C - BY TE. [L U B

RICHARD H NEWMAN CLICK HERE TO RESPOND TO TIIIS ]

Newman Law Llc hth://www,uspto.qovitrademarks/teasiresponse

365 Pilot Rd Ste D
Las Vegas, ].IV 89119-3516 VIEW YOUR APPLICATION FILE

APPLICANT: Trevor Biscope

CORRESPONDENT'S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO :

10141.00003
CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:

rich@newmanlawlv.com

OFFICE ACTION

STRICT DEADLINE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER
TO AVOID ABANDONMENT OF APPLICANT'S TRADEMARK APPLICATION, THE USPTO
MUST RECETVE APPLICANT'S COMPLETE RESPONSE TO THIS LETTER WITHIN 6 MONTHS
OF THE ISSUEA{AILING DATE BELOW.

ISSUE/MAILING DATE : 6 I 24 I 201 5

The referenced application has been reviewed by the assigned trademark examining attomey. Applicant
must respond timely and completely to the issue(s) below. 15 U.S.C. $1062(b); 37 C.F.R. $$2.62(a),
2.65(a); TMEP $$711, 718.03.

SUMMARY OF'ISSUES that applicant must address:

. Section 2(d) Refusal - Likelihood of Confusion

. Section 2(e)(2) Refusal - Primarily Geographically Descriptive

. Information Inquiry

. Supplemental Register (Advisory)

. Identification of Services

. Multi-Class Application Requiremarts (Advisory)

SECTION 2(d) REFUSAL-LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION

Registration of the applied-for mark is refused because of a likelihood of confusion with the marks in U.S.
Registration Nos. 3 1 82943 ("VEGAS.COM"), 36297 7 0 ("VEGAS.COM"), 317 347 4
("VEGAS.COM"), 320063 5 ("VEGAS. COM"), 3 l2g20g ("VEGAS. COM"), 33 l 17 39
("VEGAS.COM"), and3l292l0 ("VEGAS.COM"). Trademark Act Section 2(d),15 U.S.C. $1052(d);
see TMEP $$ 1207.01 et seq. See the enclosed registrations.

Trademark Act Section 2(d) bars registration of an applied-for mark that so resembles a registered mark
that it is likely a potential consumer would be confused, mistaken, or deceived as to the source of the
services of the applicant and registrant. See 15 U.S.C, S1052(d). A determination of likelihood of
confusion under Section 2(d) is made on a case-by case basis and the factors set forth in In re E. L du Pont
deNemours&Co.,476F.2d1357,177 USPQ563(C.C.P.A.1973)aidinthisdetermination. Citigroup
Inc. v. Capital City Bank Grp., lnc.,637 F.3d L344,1349,98 USPQ2d 1253,1256 (Fed. Cir. 2011) (citing
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on-Line caretine,Inc. v. Am. ontine,Inc.,229F.3d 1080, 1085,56 USPQ2d t+lt,ciq\\I(Fa3.tiP.
2000). Not all the du Pont factors, however, are necessarily relevant or of equal weight, and any one of
the factors may control in a given case, depending upon the evidence of record. Citigroup Inc. v. Capital
City Bank Grp., 1nc.,637 F.3d at 1355, 98 USPQ2d at 1260; In re Majestic Distilling Co.,375 F.3d 1311,
I 3 I 5, 65 USPQ2d l20l , 1204 (Fed. Cir. 2003); see In re E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., 47 6 F .2d. at
136l-62,177 USPQ at 567.

In this case, the following factors are the most relevant: similarity of the marks, similarity and nature of
the services, and similarity of the trade channels of the services. See In re Viterra Inc.,67l F.3d 1358,
136l-62,101 USPQ2d 1905, 1908 (Fed. Cir.2012\; In re Dakin's Miniatures Inc. ,59 USPQ2d 1593,
ls95-96 (TTAB 1999); TMEP $$1207.01 etseq.

Comparison of the Services

When analyzing an applicant's and registrant's services for similarity and relatedness, that determination
is based on the description of the services stated in the application and registration at issue, not on
extrinsic evidence of actual use. See Octocom Sys. Inc. v. Hous. Computers Servs. Lnc.,918F.2d937,
942,16 USPQ2d 1783,1787 (Fed. Cir. 1990); see also Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Packard Press Inc.,28l
F.3d 1261, 1267,62 USPQ2d 1001, 1004 (Fed. Cir. 2002).

Absent restrictions in an application and/or registration, the identified services are presumed to travel in
the same channels of trade to the same class of purchasers. Citigroup Inc. v. Capilal City Bank Grp., Inc.,
637 F.3d 1344,1356,98 USPQ2d 1253,1261(Fed. Cir. 201l); HewlettPackard Co. v. Packard Press
Inc.,28l F.3d at 1268,62 USPQ2d at 1005. Additionally, unrestricted and broad identifications are
presumed to encompass all services of the type described. See In re Jump Designs, S0 USPQ2d 1370,
1374 (TTAB 2006); In re Linkvest 5.A.,24 USPQ2d 1716,1716 (TTAB 1992).

In this case, the identifications set forth in the application and registrations are identical as to providing
bookings and reservations for temporary lodging and have no restrictions as to nature, type, channels of
trade, or classes of purchasers. Therefore, it is presumed that these services travel in all normal channels
of trade, and are available to the same class of purchasers. See Midwestern Pet Foods, Inc. v. Societe des
Produits Nestle ^S.1., 685 F.3d 1046, 1053, 103 USPQ2d 1435,1440 (Fed. Cir. 2012). Accordingly, the
services of applicant and the registrant are considered related for purposes of the likelihood of confusion
analysis.

Additionally, the identification of services in applicant's application is broad enough to encompass
registrant's services. For example, "providing booking and reservation services over global
communication networks" is broad enough to include such services for transportation sporting, cultural
or entertainment events, which are identified in the cited registrations.

Comparison of the Marks

Marks are compared in their entireties for similarities in appearance, sound, connotation, and commercial
impression. Stone Lion Capital Partners, LP v. Lion Capital LLP,746F.3d 1317, 1321, I 10 USPQ2d
ll57 , | 160 (Fed. Cir. 2014) (quoting Palm Bay Imps., Inc. v. Veuve Clicquot Ponsardin Maison Fondee
En 1772,396 F. 3d 1369,1371,73 USPQ2d 1689, 1691 (Fed. Cir. 2005)); TMEP $1207.01(b)-(b)(v).
"Similarity in any one of these elements may be sufficient to find the marks confusingly similar." In re
Davia,l l0 USPQ2d 1810, 1812 (TTAB 2014) (citingln re White Swan Ltd.,8 USPQ2d 1534, 1535
(TTAB 1988); Inre lst USA Realty Prof'ls,Inc. ,84 USPQ2d 1581, 1586 (TTAB 2007)); TMEP
$1207.01ft).

S
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Applicant seeks registration of "VEGAS.SEX". Registrant's marks are "VEGAS.COM" (some with
designs).

The term "VEGAS" is the "informal name for Las Vegas". See attached definition.

The designation ".SEX" is a "delegated TLD in ICANN's New gTLD Program." See attached excerpt
from icannwiki.com. Similarly, the designation ".COM" is "one of the first TLDs to be used on the
Internet's Domain Name System." See attached excerpt from icannwiki.com. In short, both parties
marks are a coupling of the term "VEGAS" with a top level domain, in this case, ".COM" versus
".sEx".

Top-level domains (TLDs), such as ".com" and ".net," are generic locators for Internet website addresses

and provide no meaningful source-identiffing significance. See Apple Computer v. TWET.net, Inc.,90
USPQ2d 1393,1397 (TTAB 2007); TMEP $$1215.01, 1215.02,1215.09; cf. In re Hotels.com, L.P.,573
F.3d 1300, 1301, 1304,91 USPQ2d 1532,1533,1535 (Fed. Cir.2009). Thus, anon-source-identiffing
gTLD is less significant in creating a commercial impression in the minds of consumers, and is generally
given little weight when comparing marks. See TMEP $1215.09.

Some of the cited registrations contain a design element. For a composite mark containing both words and
a design, the word portion may be more likely to be impressed upon a purchaser's memory and to be used
when requesting the goods andlor services. Joel Gott Wines, LLC v. Rehoboth Von Gott, Inc., 107

USPQ2d 1424,1431(TTAB 2013) (citingln re Dakin's Miniatures, Inc. ,59 USPQ2d 1593,1596 (TTAB
1999)); TMEP $1207.01(c)(ii);seeInreViterraInc.,6Tl F.3d 1358, 1362,101USPQ2d 1905, 1908,
191I (Fed. Cir.2012) (citing CBS Inc. v. Morrow,708 F. 2d 1579,1581-82, 218 USPQ 198, 200 (Fed. Cir
1983)). Thus, although such marks must be compared in their entireties, the word portion is often
considered the dominant feature and is accorded greater weight in determining whether marks are

confusingly similar, even where the word portion has been disclaimed. In re Viterua Inc., 671F.3d at

1366, 101 USPQ2d at 191I (Fed. Cir. 2012) (citingGiant Food, Inc. v. Nation's Foodservice, Inc. ,710
F.2d,1565,1570-71,218 USPQ2d 390, 395 (Fed. Cir. 1983).

In any event, applicant's mark is in standard characters. A mark in typed or standard characters may be
displayed in any lettering style; the rights reside in the wording or other literal element and not in any
particulardisplayorrendition. SeeInreViterraInc.,6Tl F.3d 1358, 1363, l0l USPQ2d 1905, 1909
(Fed. Cir. 2012); In re Mighty Leaf Tea, 601 F.3d 1342, 1348,94 USPQ2d 1257 , 1260 (Fed. Cir. 2010);
37 C.F.R. $2.52(a); TMEP $1207.01(c)(iii). Thus, applicant's mark could encompass the identical design
element as present in the cited registrations. See, e.g.,In re Viterra Inc.,67l F.3d at 1363, 101 USPQ2d at
1909;Squirtcov. Tomy Corp.,697F.2d,1038, l04l,2l6USPQ 937,939 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (statingthat
"the argument concerning a difference in type style is not viable where one party asserts rights in no
particular display"),

SECTION 2(eX2) REFUSAL - PRIMARILY GEOGRAPHICALLY DESCRIPTIVE

Registration is refused because the applied-for mark is primarily geographically descriptive of the origin
of applicant's services. TrademarkAct Section 2(e)(2),15 U.S.C. $1052(e)(2); seeTMEP $$1210,
1210.01(a).

A mark is primarily geographically descriptive when the following is demonstrated:

(l) The primarv significance of the mark is a generallv known qeosraphic place or location;
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(2) The goods and./or services for which applicant seeks registration originate in the geographic
place identified in the mark; and

(3) Purchasers would be likely to make a goods-place or services-place association; that is,
purchasers would be likely to believe that the goods and/or services originate in the geographic
place identified in the mark.

TMEP $1210.01(a); see In re Societe Generale des Eaux Minerales de Vittel5.A.,824F.2d957,959,3
USPQ2d 1450,1452 @ed. Cir. 1987); In re Hollryood Lawers Online,110 USPQ2d 1852, 1853 (TTAB
2014).

The primary significance of the mark is a generally known geographic place or location. The attached
evidence establishes that the term "VEGAS" is an informal name for Las Vegas, Nevada. See at1'ached.

Commonly used nicknames for geographic locations are generally treated as equivalent to the proper
geographicnameoftheplaceidentifred. TMEP$1210.02(a);see,e.g.,InreCarolinaApparel,4S
USPQ2d 1542,1543 (TTAB 1998) (holding CAROLINA APPAREL primarily geographically descriptive
of retail clothing store services where evidence showed that "Carolina" is used to indicate either the state
of North Carolina or South Carolina); In re Charles S. Loeb Pipes, Inc., 190 USPQ 238,245 (TTAB 1976)
(holding OLD DOMIMON is 'the accepted nickname for the State of Virginia").

The services for which applicant seeks registration originate in the geographic place identified in the mark,
namely, Las Vegas, Nevada. As indicated in the application, applicant is located in Las Vegas, Nevada.
Additionally, the specimens demonstrate that applicant is "based in" Las Vegas and that the services are

specifically directed to that city. See specimens.

When there is no genuine issue that the geographical significance of a term is its primary significance, and
the geographical place is neither obscure nor remote, a public association of the services with the place is
presumed if an applicant's services originate in the place named in the mark. TMEP $1210.04; see, e.9.,
In re Cal. Pizzal(:rtchen Inc., l0 USPQ2d 1704,1706 (TTAB 1988) (holding CALIFORMAPIZZA
KITCHEN primarily geographically descriptive of restaurant services rendered in California); [n re
Handler Fenton Ws., Inc., 214 USPQ 848, 849-50 (TTAB 1982) (holding DENVER WESTERNS
primarily geographically descriptive of western-style shirts originating in Denver).

As noted above, the non-source-identiffing top-level domain (TLD) merely indicates an Intemet address.
See, e.g.,In re lS00Mattress.com IP LLC,586 F.3d 1359,1364,92 USPQ2d 1682, 1685 (Fed. Cir. 2009);
In re Hotels.com, L.P.,573 F.3d 1300, 1301, 1304,91USPQ2d 1532, 1533,1535 (Fed. Cir.2OO9); In re
Oppedahl & Larsen LLP,373 F.3d I 17l,ll75-77, 7l USPQ}d,1370,1373-74 (Fed. Cir. 2004); see also
TMEP $$1209.03(m), 1215.01.

Furthermore, the addition of the top level domain ".SEX" does not obviate a determination of geographic
descriptiveness because this term has no service mark significance. See, e.g., In re Oppedahl & Larsen
LLP,373 F.3d 1l7l,7l USPQ2d 1370,1373-1374(Fed.Cir.2004); InteractiveProducts Corp.v.a2z
Mobile Office Solutions, Inc.,66 USPQ2d 1321, 1322 (6th Cir. 2003) citing Panavision Int'l , L.P. v.
Toeppen, 141 F.3d. 1316, l3l8-1319,46 USPQ2d 1511, l5l3 (9th Cir. 1998);[nreCyberFinancial.Net,
Inc., 65 USPQ2d 1789 (TTAB 2002); In re Martin Container,Inc., 65 USPQ2d 1058 (TTAB 2002);
TMEP $$1215 et seq.

INFORMATION INQUIRY
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To: Trevor Biscope (ncn@newmantawtv.cod

Subject: U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 86571865 - VEGASJO(X -
10141.00004

Sent: 612412015 7:57:10 PM

Sent As: ECOMI I6@USPTO.GOV

Attachments: Attachment - 1

Attachment - 2
Attachment - 3
Attachment - 4
Attachment - 5
Attachment - 6
Attachment - 7
Attachment - 8
Attachment - 9
Attachment - 10

Attachment - 1l
Attachment - 12

Attachment - 13

Attachment - 14

Attachment - 15

Attachment - 16

Attachment - 17

Attachment - 18

Attachment - 19

Attachment - 20

Attachment - 21

Attachment - 22

Attachment - 23

Attachment - 24

Attachment - 25

UMTED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARI( OFFICE (USPTO)
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICA}{T'S TRADEMARK APPLICATION

U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 86571865

MARK: VEGAS.XXX *8657 1865*
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CORRESPONDENTADDRESS: D- BYTE. CLU B

RICHARD H NEWMAN CLICK HERE TO RESPOND TO THIS I
Newman Law Llc http:i/www.uspto.qov/trademarks/teas/response

365 Pilot Rd Ste D
Las Vegas, ]ll-V 89119-3516 VIEW yOUR AppLICATION FILE

APPLICAI\T: Trevor Biscope

CORRESPONDENT'S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO :
10141.00004

CORRESPONDENT E.MAIL N)DRESS :

rich@newmanlawlv.com

OFFICE ACTION

STRICT DEADLINE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER
TO AVOID ABANDONMENT OF APPLICANT'S TRADEMARK APPLICATION, THE USPTO
MUST RECETVE APPLICANT'S COMPLETE RESPONSE TO THIS LETTER WITHIN 6 MONTHS
OF THE ISSUEA{AILING DATE BELOW.

ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 6,i21 I 2{t1 5

The referenced application has been reviewed by the assigned trademark examining attorney. Applicant
must respond timely and completely to the issue(s) below. 15 U.S.C. $1062(b); 37 C.F.R. $$2.62(a),
2.65(a); TMEP $$71l, 718.03.

SUMMARY OF ISSUES that applicant must address:

o Section 2(d) Refusal - Likelihood of Confusion
. Section 2(e)(2) Refusal - Primarily Geographically Descriptive
. Information Inquiry
. Supplemental Register (Advisory)
. Identification of Services
. Multi-Class Application Requirements (Advisory)

SECTION 2(d) REFUSAL - LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION

Registration of the applied-for mark is refused because of a likelihood of confusion with the marks in U.S.
Registration Nos. 3 1 82943 ("VEGAS.COM"), 36297 7 0 ("VEGAS.COM"), 317 347 4
("VEGAS. COM"), 320063 5 ("VEGAS. CO*"), 3 129209 ("VEGAS.COM"), 33 l 17 39
('VEGAS.COM"), and,3l292l0 ("VEGAS.COM"). Trademark Act Section 2(d),15 U.S.C. $1052(d);
see TMEP $$1207.01 et seq. See the enclosed registrations.

Trademark Act Section 2(d) bars registration of an applied-for mark that so resembles a registered mark
that it is likely a potential consumer would be confused, mistaken, or deceived as to the source of the
services of the applicant and registrant. See 15 U.S.C. $1052(d). A determination of likelihood of
confusion under Section 2(d) is made on a case-by case basis and the factors set forth in In re E. I. du Pont
de Nemours & Co.,476F.2d 1357,177 USPQ 563 (C.C.P.A. 1973) aid in this determination. Citigroup
Inc. v. Capilal City Bank Grp., Inc., 637 F.3d 1344, 1349,98 USPQ2d 1253, 1256 (Fed. Cir. 201 1) (citing
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On-Line Careline,Inc. v. Am. Online, Inc.,229F.3d 1080, 1085, 56 USPQ2d l4T,lhl-\$60.Url/.8
2000)). Not all the du Pont factors, however, are necessarily relevant or of equal weight, and any one of
the factors may control in a given case, depending upon the evidence of record. Citigroup Inc. v. Capital
City Bank Grp., lnc.,637 F.3d at 1355, 98 USPQ2d at 1260; In re Majestic Distilling Co.,3l5 F.3d 1311,
1315,65 USPQ2d l20l,1204 (Fed. Cir. 2003);see In re E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co.,476F.2d,at
136l-62, 177 USPQ at 567.

In this case, the following factors are the most relevant: similarity of the marks, similarity and nature of
theservices,andsimilarityofthetradechannelsoftheservices. SeeInreYiterraInc.,67lF.3dl358,
136l-62,101 USPQ2d 1905, 1908 @ed. Cir.2012); In re Dakin's Miniatures Inc. ,59 USPQ2d 1593,
1595-96 (TTAB 1999); TMEP $$1207.01 et seq.

Comparison of the Services

When analyzing an applicant's and registrant's services for similarity and relatedness, that determination
is based on the description ofthe services stated in the application and registration at issue, not on
extrinsic evidence of actual use. See Octocom Sys. Inc. v. Hous. Computers Servs. [nc.,918F.2d937,
942, 16 USPQ2d 1783, 1787 (Fed. Cir. 1990); see also Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Packard Press Inc.,28l
F.3d1261,1267,62 USPQ2d 1001, 1004 (Fed. Cir. 2002).

Absent restrictions in an application and./or registration, the identified services are presumed to travel in
the same channels of trade to the same class of pwchasers. Citigroup Inc. v. Capilal City Bank Grp., Inc.,
637 F.3d 1344,1356,98 USPQ2d 1253,1261 (Fed. Cir. 20ll); Hewlett-Packard Co. v. Packard Press
Inc., 281 F.3d at 1268, 62 USPQ2d at I 005. Additionally, unrestricted and broad identifications are

presumed to encompass all services of the type described. See In re Jump Designs,80 USPQ2d 1370,
1374 (TTAB 2006); In re Linkvest 5.A.,24 USPQ2d 1716,1716 (TTAB 1992).

In this case, the identifications set forth in the application and registrations are identical as to providing
bookings and reservations for temporary lodging and have no restrictions as to nature, type, channels of
trade, or classes of purchasers. Therefore, it is presumed that these services travel in all normal channels

of trade, and are available to the same class of purchasers. See Midwestern Pet Foods, Inc. v. Societe des

Produits Nestle,S.l., 685 F.3d 1M6, 1053, 103 USPQ2d 1435,1440 (Fed. Cir. 2012). Accordingly, the
services of applicant and the registrant are considered related for purposes of the likelihood of confusion
analysis.

Additionally, the identification of services in applicant's application is broad enough to encompass
registrant's services. For example, 'providing booking and reservation services over global
communication networks" is broad enough to include such services for transportation sporting, cultural
or entertainment events, which are identified in the cited registrations.

Comoarison of the Marks

Marks are compared in their entireties for similarities in appearance, sound, connotation, and commercial
impression. Stone Lion Capital Partners, LP v. Lion Capilal LLP , 7 46 F .3d, l3l7 , l32L , 1 I 0 USPQ2d
1157, 1160 (Fed. Cir.2Ol4) (quoting Palm Bay Imps., Inc. v. Veuve Clicquot Ponsardin Maison Fondee
En 1772,396 F. 3d 1369, 1371,73 USPQ2d 1689, 1691 (Fed. Cir. 2005)); TMEP $1207.01(b)-(b)(v).
"Similarity in any one of these elements may be sufficient to find the marks confusingly similar." In re
Davia,l l0 USPQ2d 1810, 1812 (TTAB 2014) (citingln re Wite Swan Ltd.,8 USPQ2d 1534,1535
(TTAB 1988); Inre lst USA Realty Prof'ls,Inc. ,84 USPQ2d 1581, 1586 (TTAB 2007)); TMEP
Q1207.01ft).
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Registrant's marks are "VEGAS.COM" (some withApplicant seeks registration of "VEGAS.XXX"

designs).

The term "VEGAS" is the "informal name for Las Vegas". See attached definition.

The designation ".XXX" is a "delegated TLD in ICANN's New gTLD Program." ,See attached excerpt
from icannwiki.com. Similarly, the designation ".COM" is "one of the first TLDs to be used on the
Intemet's Domain Name System." See altached excerpt from icannwiki.com. In short, both parties
marks are a coupling of the term "VEGAS" with a top level domain, in this case, ".COM" versus
".xxx".

Top-level domains (TLDs), such as ".com" and ".net," are generic locators for Internet website addresses

and provide no meaningful sowce-identiffing significance. See Apple Computer v. TWET.net, Inc.,90
USPQ2d 1393,1397 (TTAB 2007); TMEP $$1215.01, 1215.02,1215.09; cf, In re Hotels.com, L.P.,573
F.3d 1300, 1301, 1304,91 USPQ2d 1532,1533,1535 (Fed. Cir.2009). Thus, anon-source-identiffing
gTLD is less significant in creating a commercial impression in the minds of consumers, and is generally
given little weight when comparing marks. See TMEP $1215.09.

Some of the cited registrations contain a design element. For a composite mark containing both words and
a design, the word portion may be more likely to be impressed upon a purchaser's memory and to be used
when requesting the goods and/or services. Joel Gott Wirues, LLC v. Rehoboth Von Gott, Inc., 107

USPQ2d 1424,1431 (TTAB 2013) (citingln re Dakin's Miniatures, Inc. ,59 USPQ2d 1593, 1596 (TTAB
1999)); TMEP $1207.01(c)(ii); see In re Viterua Inc.,67l F.3d 1358, 1362, l0l USPQ2d 1905, 1908,
1911 (Fed. Cir.2012) (citing CBS Inc. v. Morrow,708 F. 2d1579,1581-82,218 USPQ 198,200 (Fed. Cir
1983). Thus, although such marks must be compared in their entireties, the word portion is often
considered the dominant feature and is accorded greater weight in determining whether marks are

confusingly similar, even where the word portion has been disclaimed. In re Yiterua Inc.,67l F.3d at
1366, 101 USPQ2d at 191I (Fed. Cir. 2012) (citingGiant Food, Inc. v. Nation's Foodservice, Inc. ,710
F.2d 1565, 1570-71,218 USPQ2d 390,395 (Fed. Cir. 1983)).

In any event, applicant's mark is in standard characters. A mark in typed or standard characters may be
displayed in any lettering style; the rights reside in the wording or other literal element and not in any
particular display or rendition. See In re Viterua Inc.,67l F.3d 1358, 1363, 101 USPQ2d 1905, 1909
(Fed. Cir. 2012); In re Mighty Leaf Tea,601 F.3d 1342,1348,94 USPQ2d 1257,1260 (Fed. Cir. 2010);
37 C.F.R. $2.52(a); TMEP $1207.01(c)(iii). Thus, applicant's mark could encompass the identical design
element as present in the cited registrations. See, e.g., In re Vitera Inc., 6'71F.3d at 1363, l0l USPQ2d at
1909;Squirtco v. Tomy Corp.,697 F.2d 1038, 1041,216 USPQ 937,939 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (stating that
"the argument concerning a difference in type style is not viable where one party asserts rights in no
particular display").

SECTION 2(eX2) REFUSAL _ PRIMARILY GEOGRAPHICALLY DESCRIPTIVE

Registration is refused because the applied-for mark is primarily geographically descriptive of the origin
of applicant's services. TrademarkAct Section 2(e)(2),15 U.S.C. $1052(e)(2);seeTMEP $$1210,
1210.01(a).

A mark is primarily geographically descriptive when the following is demonstrated:

(l) The primary sisnificance of the mark is a senerallv known geosraphic Dlace or locatiou
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(2) The goods and/or services for which applicant seeks registration originate in the geographic
place identified in the mark; and

(3) Purchasers would be likely to make a goods-place or services-place association; that is,
purchasers would be likely to believe that the goods and./or services originate in the geographic
place identified in the mark.

TMEP $1210.01(a); see In re Societe Generale des Eaux Minerales de Vittel5.A.,824F.2d,957,959,3
USPQ2d 1450,1452 (Fed. Cir. 1987); In re Hollywood Lawyers Online,110 USPQ2d 1852, 1853 (TTAB
20t4).

The primary significance of the mark is a generally known geographic place or location. The attached
evidence establishes that the term "VEGAS" is an informal name for Las Vegas, Nevada. See attached.
Commonly used nicknames for geographic locations are generally treated as equivalent to the proper
geographic name of the place identifred, TMEP $ I 2 1 0.02(a) ; see, e.g., In re Carolina Apparel , 48
USPQ2d 1542,1543 (TTAB 1998) (holding CAROLINA APPAREL primarily geographically descriptive
of retail clothing store services where evidence showed that "Carolina" is used to indicate either the state
of North Carolina or South Carolina); In re Charles S. Loeb Pipes, Inc., 190 USPQ 238,245 (TTAB 1976)
(holding OLD DOMINION is "the accepted nickname for the State of Virginia").

The services for which applicant seeks registration originate in the geographic place identified in the mark,
namely, Las Vegas, Nevada. As indicated in the application, applicant is located in Las Vegas, Nevada.
Additionally, the specimens demonstrate that applicant is "based in" Las Vegas and that the services are

specifically directed to that city. See specimens.

When there is no genuine issue that the geographical significance of a term is its primary significance, and
the geographical place is neither obscure nor remote, a public association of the services with the place is
presumed if an applicant's services originate in the place named in the mark. TMEP $1210.04; see, e.g.,
In re Cal. PizzaKitchen Inc., l0 USPQ2d 1704,1706 (TTAB 1988) (holding CALIFORNIA PIZZA
KITCHEN primarily geographically descriptive of restaurant services rendered in California); In re
Handler Fenton Ws., Inc., 214 USPQ 848, 849-50 (TTAB 1982) (holding DENVER WESTERNS
primarily geographically descriptive of westem-style shirts originating in Denver).

As noted above, the non-source-identiffing top-level domain (TLD) merely indicates an lnternet address.
See, e.g., In re lS01Mattress.com IP LLC,586 F.3d 1359, 1364,92 USPQ2d 1682,1685 (Fed. Cir. 2009);
In re Hotels.com, L.P.,573 F.3d 1300, 1301, l3O4,9l USPQ2d 1532,1533,1535 (Fed. Cir.2OO9); In re
Oppedahl&LarsenLLP,373 F.3d ll71,ll75-77,71 USPQ2i,1370,1373-74 (Fed. Cir.2004);seealso
TMEP $$ 1209.03(m), l2 15.01.

Furthermore, the addition of the top level domain ".XXX" does not obviate a determination of geographic
descriptiveness because this term has no service mark significance. See, e.g., In re Oppedahl & Larsen
LLP,373 F.3d I 17l,7l USPQ2d 1370,1373-1374 (Fed. Cir.20O4); Interactive Products Corp.v. a2z
Mobile Office Solutions, Inc., 66 USPQ2d 1321, 1322 (6th Cir. 2003) citing Panavision Int'l , L.P. v.
Toeppen, l4l F.3d. 1316, 1318-1319,46 USPQ2d 151l, 1513 (9th Cir. 1998); In re CyberFinancial.Net,
Inc., 65 USPQ2d 1789 (TTAB 2002); In re Martin Container, Inc., 65 USPQ2d 1058 (TTAB 2002):
TMEP $$1215 et seq.

INFORMATION INQUIRY

s
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From: TMfficialNotices@USPTO.GOV
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2015 00:33 AM
To: rich@newmanlawlv.com
Subject: Official USPTO Notice of Publication Confirmation: U.S. Trademark SN 86571876: C-BYTE:

DockeUReference No. 1 01 41.00005

T RA D ETIT A RK O F F I C I A L G AZETE PU B LI CATION CON FI RMATIO N

U.S. Serial Number: 86571876
Mark: C-BYTE
lnternationalGlass(es): 042
Owner: Trevor Biscope
DockeUReference Number: I 014'1.00005

The mark identified above has been published in the Trademark Official Gazette (TMOG) on Aug 18, 2015.

To Review the Mark in the TMOG:

Click on the following link or paste the URL into an internet browser: https://tmog.uspto.qov/#issueDate=2015-08-
1 B&serialNumber=86571 876

On the publication date or shortly thereafter, the applicant should carefully review the information that appears in the TMOG for
accuracy. lf any information is incorrect due to USPTO enor, the applicant should immediately email the requested conection
to TMPostPubQuerv@uspto.gov. For applicant corrections or amendments after publication, please file a post publication
amendment using the form available at http://teasroa.uspto.qov/ppa/. For general information about this notice, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199.

Significance of Publication for Opposltion:

* Any party who believes it will be damaged by the registration of the mark may file a notice of opposition (or extension of
time therefor) with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board. lf no party files an opposition or extension request within thirty
(30) days after the publication date, then eleven ('l 1) weeks after the publication date a certificate of registration should
issue.

To check the status ofthe application, go to
or contact the Trademark

Assistance Center at 't-800-786-9199. Please check the status of the application at least every three (3) months after the
application filing date.

To view this notice and other documents for this application on-line, go to
NOTE: This notice will

only become available on-line the nex business day after receipt of this e-mail.
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NOTE: THE RESPONDENT APPLIES TO REGISTER "VEGAS "ADULT ENTERTAINMENT INTERNET

ADDRESS

THIS ADDRESS IS SHARED WITH THE DOMAINS INVOLVED IN THIS DISPUTE.

ADDITIONALLY: See exhibits for USPTO "VEGAS.COM"
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NOTE: THE RESPONDENT APPLIES TO REGISTER "VEGAS "ADULT ENTERTAINMENT INTERNET

ADDRESS

THIS ADDRESS IS SHARED WITH THE DOMAINS INVOLVED IN THIS DISPUTE.

ADDITIONALLY: See exhibits for USPTO "VEGAS.COM"
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NOTE: THE RESPONDENT APPLIES TO REGISTER "VEGAS ,,ADULT ENTERTAINMENT INTERNET ADDRESS

THIS ADDRESS IS SHARED WITH THE DOMAINS INVOLVED IN THIS DISPUTE.
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NOTE: THE RESPONDENTAPPLIESTO REGISTER "VEGAS,,ADULT ENTERTAINMENT INTERNET ADDRESS

THIS ADDRESS IS SHARED WITH THE DOMAINS INVOLVED IN THIS DISPUTE.
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DESIGN MART(

Serial Number
??450178

Etatus
REGTSTERED

Wold Marlr
VEGAS.COM

Standard Chanacter Mart
Yes

Registration Nunber
35297't O

Date Registercd
2OO9/ 06/ 02

Ilpe of Mark
SERVTCE MARK

Register
PRINCTPAL

Mar* Drawlng Code
(4 ) STANDARD CI{\RJ\CTER MJqIIK

Offirer

77#50178

Vegas-Com, LLC LIMfTED LIABILITY COMPANY NEVADA 23?0 Corporate Circle,
3rd Floor Henderson NEVADA 890?4

GoodsrScrvice=
C1ass Status -- ACTIVE. IC 041. US L00 l-OL l-0?, c e S; Computer
services, namely, provldlng databases featurlng general and local- news
and information in the field of entertai-nment, arts, garning,
nightlife; recreation and leisure activities. Flrpt Use; 1995/01-/01-,
Pirst Use In Commerce: 1995/01/01.

Pdor tugirtratim(s)
31?34?4 ; 31829{3, 3200635;AND OTHERS

Scction 2f StEtrcrncnt
2 (F I ENTIRE I\4ARK

Filing Datc
20081 04/16

Exafinlng Af,torncy
GAYNOR? BARBARA

.1.
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Aftorney of Record
Michael 'I . McCue

77t150178

a.
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DESIGN MARK

Seild Number
7 86561_ 96

Etitus
SECTION 8 & Is-AC:CEPTED AND ACKNO9II,EDGED

Wod Mark
VEGAS.COM

Standard Chanacter Marlr
Yes

Registration ltlmber
3L42943

Date Registercd
2006/ t2/ L2

IYpe of Mark
SERVTCE I.{ARK

Register
PRINCTPAL

Mal* Ilnwing Code
t4 I STATIDARD CHi\Ri\CTER MjAIiK

Orvner
Vegas-eom, LLC LIMITED LIABILfTY COMPAI.IY NEVADA 3rd Floor 2370
Corporate Circle Drive Henderson NEVADA 89074

Goodr/Scruices
Class Status -- AC'IIVE. IC 039. US L00 l-05, G 0 S; travel ageney
services. namely providing booklngs and reservations for airllne
transportation, l5-mousines, and rental cars. First Use: 2001-/1,2/OL.
Flrot Use fn Commerce: ZAAL|L2|OL,

Sectbn 2f Statcr:ril
2(F} ENTIRE MARK

Filing Date
2005/06/22

ErrnHqg Afforncy
ALT, JILL C,

Attomey of Racord
Michael 'J. McCue

-1-
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DESIGN IIJIARI(

Seria! Nun$s
7 8655203

Status
SECTION 8 & ]-s-ACCEPTED AND ACKNOVfI,EDGED

Wod Mar*
\EGAS.COM

Standard C haracfier Marlr
Yes

Regisilration hlumber
3t'134'14

Date Registered
20061 LLl 2t

l}p of ltllark
SERVICE MARK

Register
PRINCIPAL

Mark Drawlng Code
(4 ) STANDARD CI{ARACTER MARK

Ctrrner
Vegas.corn, LLC LIMITED LIABILfTY COMPAI.IY NEVADA 3rd Eloor 23?0
Corporate Circle Drive Henderson NEVADA 890?1

Goods/Scruice3
Class Status -- ACTIVE, IC 041-, US 100 101 l-07. G e S; travel-
agency services, namely providing ticketingz reservations and VIP
paEEeE for entertainnent showa, entertai-nment and sporting events,
nightclubs and golf, Elrst Use; ZOOZ|O1|OL. Eirst Use In Commerce;
2002/ o5/ oL.

Pdor tugi*r*ion(cl
2857 427 t 29952't 4 t 29952? 6 tAI.lD OTHERS

Section 2f StatcrnGnt
2(EI ENTIRE MARK

Filing Drte
200s/ 06/ 22

Exrninlng Afrorncy
WAFILBERG, STACY

.1.
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? PA6ESPrint: Jun 21,2016 78856207

DESIGN iIIART(

SerialNumber
14555207

Status
SECTION I & I-S-ACCEPTED AI.ID ACI0'IOWLEDGED

Word Mad(
],EGAS.COM

Standard Charaqter Mail
Yes

Rqlstration l{rnber
3200635

Date Registered
zOO't /Ot/23

Ilpe of illarlr
SERVICE MARK

Regisler
PRINCIPAI

Marfi Drawlng Code
(4} STANDARD CHARACTER MARK

Ornrer
Vegas.corn, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY NEVADA 3rd Floor 2370
Corporate Cirqle Drive Henderson NEVADA 890?4

(hod=lScrvices
Class Status -- ACTIVE. IC 043. US l-00 L01, G e S: travel agency
services, namely providing bookings and reservations for hotels,
restaurant, bars and loungee. Eirst Use: ZOOL/OL{OL. First Use In
Commerce : 2OA1,/ ALl AL.

Prior kgirtr*ion(s)
2457 427 ;29952't 4;30641-05;AIID OTHERS

Section 2f Slrtcrncnt
?IEI ENTIRE I"IARK

Fifiqg Data
zoo5/ 06/22

Eranrinlng Atlorncy
WAHLBERG, STACY

PA6E 0 oF

C-BYTE.CLUB

-1-

CDRP 2015 | C-BYTE.US.COM

CDRP 2015| C-BYTE.US.COM



UDRP iXHIBfiT
PA6E

C-BY

Date Registered
2OO7 / LOl L6

Ilpe of Mark
SERVICE MARK

Register
PRINCIPAI

Mark Drawing Code
(3) DESIGN PLUS WORDS, LETTERS AIID/OR NIIMBERS

Ovrner
Vegas.corn, LLC LIMfTED LIABILITY COMPAI.IY NEVADA 3rd Eloor 2370
Corporate Circle Drive Henderson NE1IADA 890?4

Goods/Scrviceg
Clase Status -- AC"TIIIE. IC 043, US 100 101. G e S: travel agrency
services, namely providlng bookings and reservations for hotels,
restaurant, bars and lounges. First Use: ZOOL/O7/O!. First Use In
Commerce : ZAAI| O9/ Ql,.

Prior tugi#ion(s)
2857 427 ;299527 4 i299527 6;N:lD OTHERS

7 o,'/
IE.CLUB

PAGESPrint: Jun 21,?;016

DESIGN MARK

Serial Humber
14656252

Status
SECTION 8 & ]-s-ACCEPTED

Woil Marlr
\EGAS -COM

Standard Character M ark
No

Registration Number
331-1739

Colors Clairned
Color is not cl-aimed as a

Sectlon 2f Strtcilrnt
Z(EI ENTIRE MARK

Filing Date
2005/ 06/ 2z

78856252

AND ACKNO!fi,EDGED

feature of the mark,

-1.
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P^sE 6 oF ?
C.BIIE.CLUB

Print: Jun 21,2016 78658258

DESIGN MARK

Serial Nurnber
? 8656258

Strtus
SECTTON 8 E ].s-ACCEPTED AND ACKNOITLEDGED

Wol{ Mark
VEGAS -COM

Skndard Character Mark
No

Registration Nrmber
3L29209

Date Registered
2006/08/1,s

flpe of Mark
SERVTCE MARK

Rqister
PRINCIPAL

Mark Drawlng Code
(3) DESTGN PLUS WORDS, LETTERS AND/OR NUMBERS

Onner
Vegas-comr LLC LIMITED LIAEIILITY COMPANY NEVADA 3rd Floor 23?0
Corporate Circle Drive Henderson NEVADA 89074

Goods/Scrvices
Class Status -- ACTIVE,
for tlcket reservatlons,
shows, nightclubs, golf
Uae: ZOQZ|05/OL, Eirst

ftbr tugi=tr*ion(s)
2A57 42'l ;2995276

DisclairprStfunant
NO CLAIM ]S MADE TO THE
MARK AS SHOVi}I.

Colorr Glairned
Color is not cl-aimed as

$ection 2f Stilcrncnfi
as to "VEGAS"

IC 041-. US 100 LOl- l-0?. G & S; Arranging
reservatlons and VIP passes for entertainment

games, and other entertainment events. First
Use In Commerce: 2QA2/O5/AL.

EXCLUSI\|E RIGHT TO USE ".COM" APART EROM THE

a feature of the mark,

-1-
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C.BYIE.CIUB
Print: Jun 21,2015 78A58?72

DESIGN MAru(

Serial Number
786562't2

Status
SECTION 8 & 1s-ACCEPTED AND ACKNOWLEDGED

Wold Mark
iIEGAS -COM

Etandard C haraster M ark
No

Registration Nurmber
3L292LO

Date Registered
2OO5 / o8/ r-5

IYpc of Mark
SERVICE MARK

Regisler
PRINCIPAL

Mar* Drawlng Code
(31 DESIGN PLUS WORDS, LETTERS Al.lD/OR NLIMBERS

Ornrer
Vegas-corn, LLC LIMITED LIAEIILITY COMPAI.IY NEVADA 3rd Eloor 23?0
Corporate Circle Drive Henderson NE\IADA 89074

GooddScruicee
Cl-ass Status -- ACTM. IC 039. US 100 105. G e S: travel agency
services, namely providing bookings and reservations for airline
transportation, limousi-nes and rental c,ara. First Use: 2OOl/L2/Ol--
First Use fn Commerce: ZQOL|L2/A1.

Pdor tugistration(s)
285? 427 i299527 6

Di:clair:r St*crnant
NO CLAN{ IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO USE '"COM" APART EROM THE
I"IARK AS SHOIVN.

Colorr Clairned
Color 1s not clained as a feature of the mark.

Section ztStilcrncril
as to "VEGAS"

-1.
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C-BYIE.CLUB

UORP t);tl I

c E.C0l{Pt}ty

NATIONAL ARBITRATION FORUM

DECISION

C-Byte Computer Systems LLC v- Trevor Biscope / C-Byte, lnc.

Claim Number: FA1 31 0001523522

PARTIES

Complainant is C-BYte Computer Systems LLC ("Complainani"), represented by

Wanda Brink, Colorado, USA. Respondent is Trevor Biscope / GByte, lnc.

('Respondent"), Montana. USA.

REGISTMR AND DISPUTED DOMAIN NAMES

The domain name at issue is <c-byte.net>, registered with Name.com LLC.

The domain name at issue is <c-bytecomputersystems.com>, registered with

GAND] SAS.

The domain narne at issue is <c.byte.oom>, registered with REGISTER.COM,

tNc.

PANEL

fhe undersigned certifies he has acted independently and impartially and to the

best of his knowledge has no known conflict in serving as Panelist in this

proceeding.

Houston Putnam Lowry, Chartered Arbitrator, as Panelist.

CDRP 2015 | C-BYTE.US.COM

CDRP 2015| C-BYTE.US.COM



I

2

3

4

UUUF'oRiiM
PROCEDUML HISTORY

Complainantsubmitted a complaint tothe NationatArbitration Forum 
U D Rp E;1H lg ll

electronically on October 8, 2013; the NationalArbitration Forum receivefou, - ,F.J,Z.
payment on October 9.2013. 

c_ ByrE. cLU B

On October 9, 2013, Name.com LLC confirmed by e-mail to the National

Arbitration Forum that the <c.byte.net> domain name is regislered with

Name.com LLC, and that Respondent is the current registrant of the name-

Name.com LLC has verified that Respondent is bound by the Name.com LLC

registration agreement and has thereby agreed to resolve dornain disputes

brought by third parties in accordance with ICANN's Uniform Domain Name

Dispute Resolution Policy (the "Policy").

On October 9, 2013, GANDI SAS conlirmed by e-mail to the National Arbitration

Forum that the <c-byteoornputersystems.com> domain name is registered with

GAND! SAS and that Respondent is the current registrant of the name. GANDI

SAS has verified that Respondent is bound by the GANDI SAS registration

agreement and has thereby agreed to resolve domain disputes brought by third

parties in accordance with ICANN's Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution

Policy (the "Policy'')-

On October 9. 2013, REGISTER.COM, lNC. confirmed by e-mailto the National

fubitration Forum that the <c-byte.oom> dornain name is registered with

REGISTER.COM, lNC. and that Respondent is the currenl registrant of the

names. REGISTER.COI\1, lNC. has verified that Respondent is bound by the

REGISTER.COM, lNC. registration agreement and has thereby agreed to

resolve domain disputes brought by third parties in accordance with ICANN's

Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the "Polic/).

On October 11,2013, the Forum served the Complaint and all Anneres,

including a Written Notice of the Complaint, setting a deadline of Oc:tober 31,

2013 by which Respondent could file a Response to the Complaint, via email to

Z
PA6ES

5

6

7

8

9

r0

II
t2

l3

l4

t5

r6

t7

l8

r9

20

2l

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

it
32

UORP T):HI

b p^ets

. DOXP AN Y

l:.r;l
c-B
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1

2

allentitiesandpersonslistedonRespondent'sregislrationastechnical, UDRp E11HIBIIL

administrative, and billin g contacls, and l0 postrnaster@obyte,com,

postrnaster@c-byte,net, and postmaster@c-bytecomputersystems.com, Also on

4 October 11,2013, the Written Notice of the Complaint, notifying Respondent of

5 the e-rnail addresses served and the deadline for a Response, was transmitted to

6 Respondent via post and fa:(, to allentities and persons listed on Respondents

7 registration as technical, administrative and billing mntacts.

8

9 A timely Response was received and determined to be complete on October 31,

r0 2013.

lr
12 A timely Additional Submission was received from Complalnant and delermlned

13 to be complete on November 5, 2013.

)4

15 A limely Addition Submission was received from Respondent and determined to

t6 be complete on November 6, 2013.

l'l
l8 On November 8,2013, pursuant to Complainant's request to have the dispute

l9 decided by a single-member Panel, the Natlonal Arbitration Forum appointed

20 Houston Putnam Lowry, Charlered Arbihator, as Panelist.

2l

22 Having reviewed the communications records, the Administrative Panel (the

23 "Panel") linds that the National Arbitration Forum has discharged its responsibility

24 under Paragraph 2(a) of the Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution

25 Polioy (the "Rules") "to employ reasonably available means calculated to achieve

26 actual notice to Respondent" through submission of Electronic and Wriften

27 Notices, as defined in Rule 1 and Rule 2.

28

29 RELIEF SOUGHT

30 Complainant requests that the domain nam€6 be transferred from Respondent to

3l Complainant.

PAGEa o PA6ES

C-BYIE.CLUB

Page 3 of28
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lJORP E)(}lIBII

I PARTIES'CONTENTIONS

2 A. Complainant L
3 C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Complainant) is a registered singlemember limitpf 

u E 0F 1,. pA6Es
a liability corporation formed under the laws of the stale of Colorado Uniied StatesfJg y l ,, , 

G

5 America.

6

7 Vegas Brand Enterprises lnc is the single member of the limited liability corporation C-

8 Byte Computer Systems LLC,

9

l0 The real office location of C-Byte Compuler Systems LLC is 185 Broadway Ave,

I I Alamosa, CO 81101.

t2

I3 FACTUAL AND LEGAL GROUNDS

l4 This is a case of identity theft and domain hijacking. Funding has been difficult or this

l5 would have been filed sooner and the Respondent was aware of this took advantage of

l6 this delay to offer free membership in illegal online gambling etc. See list of games and

17 one-step invite.

t8

l9 ln the beginning;

20 February E, 2013, C-Byte Computer Systerns LLC acquired the domains <ebyte.com>

2l and <c-byte.net> from the original owner Trevor Biscope, (Respondent Trevor

22 Biscope/C-Byte, lnc.)

23

24 Following that acquisition, C-Byte Computers Systems LLC invested in a EV SSL

25 (green bar ssl) through Computer Parls lnc, (Colorado) program with Starfield Tech. for

26 <c-byte.com> and a standard sslfor <c.byte.net>. Oflice space and signage as in the

27 photos included in this matter. The sites are lo be used to sell software and services to

28 the public to the benefil of the oorporations and to hire Respondent as technical

29 supporU advisor/ and server side assistant. The sites were hosted at WWQuote of

30 Calgary Alberta paid for by Computer Parts lnc. (Colorado).

3t

Page 4 of 28
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1C

I The Respondent also assigned other siles to the main orporalion at the initial star.tup of

2 Vegas Brand Enterprises lnc., an EV SSL was provided to <vegas.)oo(>, The server

3 used was paid for by Computer Parts lnc. (Colorado) to \ffi/Quote a Calgary Alberta

4 company, UI]RPE)(IIIBITZ
5

6 False lnformation and Separation:

7 The Respondent falsely provided the address of an attomey that did not represent him,

8 and lhe attomey in question requested to be removed from the Colorado Secrelary of

9 State's Filing record. That is in curent process as the Secretary of State's oflice oould

l0 not give a definite time. That caused the corporation to restate and re-file the

I I incorporation docurnents, of Vegas Brand Enterprises lnc., that is the single member of

12 C-byte Computer Systems LLC. (Complainant). These domains <vegas-)oo(>,

l3 <vegas.im>r <vegas.gb.com>, <vegas.ar.com> were retumed with prejudice, to lhe

14 Respondent upon cancellation of the Respondent's Shareholder status Notice the dates

l5 Aug 7tt' 2013 that the Respondent updates the above domains. The Respondent was

I6 removed from the Complainant's member oorporalion for conduct deemed improper,

17 and unfit by the standards of the corporation.

r8

l9[a.][,:-..'..,..,,.',':..::..::i',..|-:.:.'i,'..-

20 ,,-.-:.,,:i -t :,,,-;. ,:,:",:.,',,', ,;'..: :; -_ , ':, -, : . ,'. .: ,:!/;:: j ,. r.'

2li:,,.,',,....,,l..;.]'],i,i.]-..i.,..:..'..

22 r.,,
23 The Respondent, knew ahead of time that selling and transferring the

24 domains <c-byte.com> and <c-byte.neF on February 8.2013 and the

25 produc{ion of the EV SSL that C-Byte Computer Systems LLC would be

26 promoting the sale of cornputer equipment and softrpare as a service to

2'l USA and Colorado and intemational customers rnore particularly in the

28 hotel rasort and casino businesses. Therefore any historic use of the

29 domains by the Respondent would cease to be relevant. Respondent

30 used Colorado address in email. The domains reflected the Colorado

3l physical address before hijack.

?^6E{ orZ:{lPAoEs

C-BYIE.CI.UB

Page 5 of28
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r5
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c-8 . c0xPAlt y

The Resp ond ent knowingly acquired <c-bytecomputersystems. com> Au g

14,2013 before hijacking the domains <c-byte.com> and <e.by{e.neF on

Aug 16nt,2013. UORP TIfl,BIT L.
PI6E I. OF : PT6ES

lb.] : ,,::_.:,. ;,.;.'.:l ' ,:- '.. ' f,.BItg;CfUA
. .:t 

i, 
_. 

-,.1i 
,,; i,. ,. 

. ,, ..,. _

..';i. ,' ,',,. .:,. ";r,"-'', , ..).', .',. - ,',; ' ' : .,,,' ..,. '

- '--'t''ll ''

The Respondent should have no rights to the domains because as

follows:

1l On Aug 16, 20'13 at 5:17 p.m., the Respondent hacked the C-byte

Computer Systern LLC account at Register.com and lransferred the

domain to his own ac@unt at Register-com and then used the flrst

hacking to change lhe dornain account <c-byte.net> at Name.com LLC to

his ownership, because he had access to the email addresses of <c-

byle.com>,

2l On Aug 1+tr 2013 the Respondent registered <c-

bytecomputercystems.oom> with Gandiand currently has it pointed to <c
byte.com>. This hijacks the corporate identity and has the C-Byte

Computer Systems LLC green bar ssl currently displayed when a person

navigates to <vegas.no(>.

3/ The hacking was done on a Fdday at dinner tirne with the classic

hacking style of changing password first and then changing the email

address to his and then changed the phone number to his and moving the

dornain.

t)lHt3

Page 6 of28
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We lmmediately complained to customer service at Register.com and by

email as per the received email notice of action as the phone number

t

2

3

4

5

6

1

8

9

t0

lt
t2

l3
't4

l5

t6

"t?

t8

l9

20

2t

?)

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

3I

UDRP E)(HIBIT Lrefuses to update to the correct information.

PA6E 7 orlt-.PAGES

The time spent and the oost of filing this oornplaint is a financi4dffT E . C L U B

emotional burden. However, if the Complainant does not move forward

with it, the UDRP the Complainant will continue to be held responsible for

the deception and folly of the Respondent, as the domains currenl

represent as of this flling. online gaming.

4l The hacking of our accounl and impersonation of the Complainant

Manager at Register.com perpetrated by the Respondent, shall prove

beyond question, that the rernoval of the Respondent as technical support

from the Complainant's Register-com and Complainant's organization was

corn pletely j ustified.

Gonsistent with false information the Respondent provided, lhe evidence

bears witness, that the Complainant had reasonable cause to find the

Respondent unfit for any business position in the Gomplainant's corporale

structure.

Therefore, the Complainant can make the reasonable judgment that the

Respondent would impersonate the Complainant without consct'ence

elsewhere in the cyber community, where hacking is the worst of offenses.

The Respondent is currently as of lhis filing using a Montana address

and GByte lnc and that corporate name is NOT registered to do business

in Montana as a domestic or foreign corporation and is still using the

green bar sslfrom C-Byte Computer Systems. The domain

<onready.com> is the Respondents main domain for finding work on the

lntemet and the email address used in the hifad<ing.

Page 7 of28
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The goal of the hijacker was to make a false appearance that the

Manager of C-Byte Computer Systems LLC comptied with rris Aegr6rpip.E 
X H I B I T -

,. - , t-i....t. .,--) | .:.'ri: : : r;: ,.-. .--i,' 
PAGE i," 0F -- PAGE$

: :l;'' i ." (i.) ,' ,. ,:,,.,, :: .. C-8YIE'CLUB

- : ' .l '- i ) '.

:r.i:li,l,: 
"t . ii- :,], r 1,,, , ,r, : , .; i), r'-1 , ':a-1, ::j . \ .,-:.i rl :

i,:;, a.l,; i j: r_:..: I :.;.-..(:,.',),r, r.i; .l: j:--,-,il.l;,:i.;-,,r.-,_, 1.,,.-i-:r

I ir -"

The Respondent before notice of the dispute, threaten the Manager of C-

Byte Computer Systems LLC with nasty emails if the corporation was to

seek justice for the hijacking.

The Respondent sent spam emails to customers of Computer Parts lnc,

(Colorado)the hosting Cornpany that the Respondent owed monies to.

It is our strong belief that the Respondent placed ihe domains in C-Byte

Computer Systems LLC corporate name deliberately, not only to have C-

Byte Computer Systems LLC cover debts to the shareholders of Vegas

Brand Enterprises lnc, and Computer Parts lnc (Colorado) but to have a

new identlty. Director and Shareholders of C-Byte Computer Systems

LLC, single member Vegas Brand Enterprises lnc., did not fully

understand the irnportance of this to the Respondent until the demand in

late July to run illegal intemet gambling and illegal auclion software, from

the server located at WWQuote facility, as the Respondent's favorite

phrase "maximurn return for very little efforf'. But when asked about the

basic legal issues including gambling license(s), shipping. warehousing

productts to fund an auction or casino platform, the Respondent was short

on answers and long on 'trust me, I have done this for a long time, with

important players like the Carbone family in Toronto, Canada " ln using

OFZb
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the identity of C-Byte Computer Systems LLC and

zero responsibility for following the laws of the Canada, Colorado or

Montana and the federal laws of United States. That would leave C-Byte

Computer Systems LLC holding the bag and responsible for dealing with

the fall out of the Respondents many lies.

List of false information supplied by Respondent:

1/ C-Byte lnc is NOT a legitimate Alberta, Canada corporation, and/or

fi nancing global projects

2l The law firm:

c/o Kelly and Kelly Law Ofc

Percy Pyra

220 3505 32 Street NE

Calgary, Alberta Canada T1Y SYg

DID NOT represent the Respondent at the time the Complainant's

docurnents were filed with the Secretary of State (Colorado) confirmed this

in a phone conversation. The firm requested their information be rernoved

from the Colorado Secretary of State website.

3/ The software platforms were developed by the Respondent (false) are

copies that were supplied to him from various projects that he worked on.

4/ The Respondent wanted us to believe that the Carbone Family paid

for his ownership of <vegas.x)fl>. The auclion account lool<s like their

name was used it does not state that they gave permission...

The following is true from our research:

UORP E)(HIBIII
pme C/ o epA6Es

S.BIIE.CtUB
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Fact: Canada's Alberta Justice Department Maintenance

had served C-Byte Computer Systerns LLC notice to payments

from any employment offered to the Respondent. The Respondent

absolutely refused to cooperate with the Alberta Maintenance

Enforcement program and vowedto neverpaythem and beth"S$hp 
EXl{ lB lT t-

person in Canada to get away with it.

The Respondent was assisting the Complainant and was considered an

employee untilthe separation; however, the Respondent would not supply

the documents to verify identity necessary to actual initialize the setup of

legal payrollwith C-Byte Cornputer Systems LLC.

, , 1,.',1 ,t,',, ..'--,ir,, ,,rrr, r,-..r, ,ii.rtt i ; , ,.,r,,i-.,.-, ' i

,.:,',,...'...,'.t,l)i',,',,.,.,,,'-,:i:..j':'1,:l1).j..,-'-|

,,,.;.;t .: , .'i.1,, .-_..; .:.J. r,'l ,,1 , )i) .';.:.u:. .r.:r,',I: Ci i:,,.i,' : 1,,-.. .'i: ,-: I

The Respondent had used the domain for a number of years to promote

computer hardware and software services using the name C-Byte lnc., a

dissolved Albeda Corporation numbered corporation, before selling and

transferring the c-byte.com and c-byte.net domains to the oorporation G
Byte Computer Systems LLC February 8th 2013. After the transfer dale

any history the domain had would cease to be relevant.

The Augusl l4lh 2013 before the hijacking of the domains <c.byte,com>

and <c-byte.neF the Respondent registered <c-

bytecomputersystems.com> with Gandi SAS.

iiii. ) ltl4telhe,' Responoqnt i-+ n?aking a legitintate ilcncoml;?ero^ial or lai,- use oi

the dontat'! name, u,itltottl utlenl for conTglercialgain to rnisleadingly dive,;'

GonsLttTters or to tarnish the trademark or serv'ice marfr at issue.J

?^68/0 o APAGES
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The Respondent is NOT making a legitimate non@rnmercial or fair use of

the domains in question as they were sold to the corporation GBge
Computer Systems LLC. Namely, the Respondent stole thern when the

Complainant refused to break the laws of Colorado regarding online

I

z

J

4

5

6

7

8

9

r0

u
t2

l3

t4

l5

l6
l7

l8

l9

20

2t

22

23

24

25

26

2?

28

29

30

3I

gaming and auctiors. This kind of operalion canies fines and

imprisonment.
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The Respondent operates the hijacked the domains on a server plugged

in at V\M/ Quote's operation in Calgary Alberta pretending to be C-Byte

Computer Systems LLC., (Colorado) using the green bar ssl issued to the

Complainant.

The Respondent has the domain <c-bytecomputersystems.@m>, <c..

byte.net> and <vegas.)ofi> resolved to <c.byte.@rn>.

ln using the stolen domains and identity of the C-Byte Computer

Systems LLC jeoparctizes the corporation's financial stability not only with

the child maintenance issue in Alberta, server payments to \ /V\rQuote, but

the use of copyright materials and contentthat is contested by a media

group from Washington state.

.i.,..]:''..-.,.'.,.i.:..,,i]],.,:.j'..-,-]

..i-.1'::i.:,...,::,.''-:,1-.::'i':,,:','.:''ill

-.i .'.. --. I ,-: :- I ',.1 -,, 
i, . ,:r i ,r. irli: .t: ..;. i, r: .,.

Ii' _ ,: , : ' t , . , - 1 , ,l

(i.) The Respondent has expertise in and works on server installations,

software as a service and router setup.

The Respondent hijacked the domains and registered <c-

bytecomputersystems.oom> to acquire the corporate identity to
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hide from Alberta Justice Maintenance E

because it is a USA company. The Respondent's use of the

domains in question would not allow the Complainant to recoup any

cost associated with the domains, sale of hardware, software, the

green bar sst, office space and signage. Whatever history the

Respondent had with the domains in question became mute the

moment the domains <c,.byte.oom> and <c-byte.nef> were

transferred to C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Colorado) as clearly

evidenced in the record.
Ut]RP E)(lllEIT;.

(ii.) ' ... : r.' . , , ,' :, I ','; ,.'- PAGV'L 0F PAGES

-,--i,,r ,:..- , : ):, :., .,i i '," , , .,' ',, 1--' l 'BYIE'CLUB

The Respondent first sold and transferred the domains <c-byte.com> and

<c-byte.neF to the Complainant and as the Complainant became more

aware of the Respondent continually providing false information and the

intent to knowingly break the gaming laws of Colorado, and would not

consider the consequences to the Complainant, et al., the Complainant

was ordered by the LLC member to end the relationship and contact. The

Respondent was removed from technical support at Register.com and

then made dernands that he be given the domain authority codes

immediately. When the Complainant did not do as lhe Respondent

demanded, the Respondent simply stole the domains by hacking /

impersonation / of the account at Register.@m. NOT only did ihe

Respondent NOT have the password to the Complainant account, the

Respondent had been speciflcally removed from the account as tech

support.

This is knowingly and intentionally attracting customers under false

pretence as there is no registered business in Montana and the site is, as

T):H I
tzb

.CI)HPAIIY
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20
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of this filing, using the Complainant's green bar ssl and the

in the WHOIS record is an Alberla number that the Respondent uses

across other dornain registrations. The WHOIS record should be as in this.

UORP E)(llIBlI
(iii.) '.', ,. r': '' i 'i-. , .r,'. .

;::..,,:''-:..,,.r,.,:r..'tj,,,,.-l,,-.::.,;',',.;:,.

The Respondent definitely registered <c-bytecomputersysterr.t"#rl'L' c L tJ B

distract potential customers away from the Complainant as this

registration was done two days before the other domains were hijacked.

(iv.) '.; ;i;,','-''.', :-",'.. ,: :' -.,1.'1,::-. '..'"'1 , ''::'i-.;.;'..',,;-' -.-;:i,"',','t'.), - t!

.,':i,:, ,':- ' , ::'.'r .- ,.i ,: > ,i- ; ;r;;-. -:: t ,!',.-',':,: l. .jr,- i: -

As of this filing, the Respondent has the domains <c-byte.net>, <c-

bytecomputersystems.@m> and <vegas.)oo(> resolvin g to <c.byte.@m>

and is using the EV Green Bar SSL issued to the Cornplainant.

B, Respondent

22 Dominic,

23

24 l'm sending you this email in response to the Complaint noted above.

25

26 I affirm that:

27

28 1. C-Byte Computer Systems LLC does not hold a registered trademark, copyright or

29 patient, dated to 1989, in regards to anything related to <c.by{e.com>.

30

L
PAGES
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I 2. Attached is a press release dated January 15, 2006, provided by <prw6b.eoffr),

2 dated long before any complaint send to this Respondent - This press release

3 demonstrates the use of the domain name in connection with a bona fideotfering of

4 goodsandservices. IJ0RPE)(}|IS;f::

5 P 

^GE/ / or Ztt p aaes

6 3. The press retease also provides evidence that the Respondent (as an individEaP,Y I E ' c L U B

7 business or other organization) has been commonly known by the domain name for

8 rnore than a decade, even if this Respondent has acquired no trademark or service

9 rnark rights.

l0

I I 4. The press release also provides evidence that the Respondent is making a fair use of

12 the domain name, without intent to misleadingly divert @nsumers or to tamish the

l3 trademark or service mark of any individual, business or organization.

r4

I5 5. This Respondent certifies that the information contained in this Response is to the

16 best of Respondent's knowledge complete and accurate, that this Response is nol

l? being presented for any improper purpose, such as to harass, and that the assedions in

l8 this Response are warranted under these Rules and under applicable law, as it now

19 exists or as it may be extended by a good-faith and reasonable argument.

20

2l ln summary, our group works very hard to make our products/selices very atffactive;

22 this does drive people to want what GByte has.

23

24 Unfortunately, this does drive people to attempt to hijack something that does not

25 belong to them, as in this case. I would ask that the panel member(s) dismiss this

26 complaint on the merit stated in rny response above.

27

28 Please take note of rny email address and telephone number below if you have any

29 fudher instructions, thank-you.

30

3l Regards,
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/s/ Trevor Biscope

PAo for?frPAGEs
C-BYTE.CLUB---.-1,

Corporate Headquarters

C-Byte Companies

P.O. Box 8496

Kalispell, MT l.

-l -US/Canada 
Headquarters (NOC38)

lnside US Call: 1-80G393'5804

Outside US Call: 1-403-770-7818

Phone: (403) 770-7818 ext 8738

u.s.59904 / EMail: lreadacted]

C. Additional Submissions

Respondent made an additional submission on october 9, 2013:

Dominic,

Thank-you.

There is no'Trademark Dilemma'here, this is clearly a'Reverse Domain Name

Hijacking' attempt. The UDRP panelists are very familiar with this type of abuse of the

UDRp process. Really other than just an unfair business practice - to file such

complaints - I realize there is no tool to punish applicants for the attempt'

please take note of my email address and telephone number below if you have any

further instructions, thank-You.

Regards,

C.BYTE

Trevor Biscope
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t.

Corporate H eadquarters

C-Byte Group I

P.O. Box 8496 I

_l _ US/Canada Headquarters (NOC38)

lnside US Call: 1-800-393-5804

Outside US Call: 1403-770-7818

Phone: (403) 770-7818 ext 8738

EMail: lredacted]

UORP EXHIBITL
P 

^GE/ 
h IFZA pAGEs

E-BYIE.CIUBKallspell, MT

u.s.59904

-t

Complainant submitted the following Additional Submission on November 5,

2013:

1/ Attached to the Response, the Respondent uses a promotional release that dates the

use of the domain, The release is noted by the Respondent. ln reviewing this exhibit,

we have noted that the location Calgary AB and C-Byte lnc are prominently displayed.

Attached is the NUANS report(s) that show this corporation was 'struck' June 2nd 2005,

a term used by Canada to denote a company or corporation no longer doing business.

The promotional statement is regarding a company that could NOT do business legally,

This promotional statement is lacking the authenUcity of a real corporation with a real

business location. ln a promotional/press release any statements made should be

readily verifiable, and accurate. Not only have we shown in the main context of the

complaint that the business name cannot be restated, we have add the list of the

NUANs report to this additional submission.

l/(a) Additional information is supplied regarding the use of the NUANs process adopted

by

Canada in registering a business, as does each state in the USA require a process to

do business

that meets certain criteria.

l/(b) This raises all kinds of questions not answered by the Respondent, as how are

taxes paid
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t and why would government(s) do business with a company that lacks the minimurn

2 business stature, lhat simply being, of the required registratlon, to be in business, in

3 thefirstplace. UDRPE)(I,IIBIIZ"
4 PAIE/-/ or."Z'. PAGEs

5 l/(c) The whole goal of ICANN is to provide the pubtic truth and accuracy of doftrdilI E . c L U B

6 registration, registrars are required to remind their clients to update the whois records

7 regularly

8 to preserve the integrity of the web as a whole.

9 C-Byte lnc simply no longer exists in the corporate world of Canada since 2005 and

l0 cannot be revived. So the very basis of the Respondent's 2008 press release, as

ll grandiose as it sounds, is a falsehood. Arnong others, the domains <c.byte.com> and

12 <c-byte.not> were transferred to C-Byte Computer Systems LLC (Colorado) as outlined

l3 in the Complainant's main document. What

14 happened before the transfer in February of 2013 is a mute argument.

l5 2l(a) An Affidavit from the original file is re-scanned and added as the other scan

1.6 lacked details of the original document.

t7

l8 2 (b) AdditionalAffidavit from the rnember corporation, Secretary affirming the record,

19 3/ Attached our protest to Register.com and Name.com that the domain <c.byte.oom>

20 had been rernoved from our Register.com account "cpi-ebiz" and moved to lhe

21 Respondents account with Register.com letter to \MrVQuote, as that is where the server

22 is housed that is promoting illegal online gaming. We will never undersland the

23 Register.com process of not listening to us that the domain was removed. The

24 Respondent took advantage of the process in that Register.com does not require an

25 emailverification process that a password is to be changed Register.com sent an ernail

26 but the damage was done and continues to be done.

27 4/ Additionaldocuments are identified as "UDRP <c.byte.com> Additional

28 Submissions."
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I Respondent rnade the following additional submission on November

2

3 Dominic,

4

€:UBRP E)(HIBIT

?^6E/fr or74i PAGEs

5 l'm sending you this ernailin response to the Complaint noied above. c- BYIE ' cLU B

6

7 I affirm that:

8

9 1. Absent of a Registered Trademark, the Complainant's affidavit speak to no credibility

l0 whatsoever-

D

12 2. Attached is a press release dated April21,2OO5, provided by prweb.com, again

l3 dated long before any complaint sent to this Respondent - The press release further

14 establishes, by use, as to the representation of the company and the producUservices.

t5

t6 3. This Respondent has learned of the Cornplainant's registration of the domain names,

17 c-byte.us & c-byte.info, which cunently point to pay-per-click advedisements,

I8

l9 4. Not only is the Complainant's registration and use of these domains reckless

20 endangerment, the Gomplainant's infringement undermines the credibility and trust that

2l consumers associate with delivery of very critical products/services. To that end, this

22 Respondent can bring a proceeding requiring the transfer of the domain names under

23 lhis Policy,

24

25 5. However, the Respondent is wllling to give the Complainant an opportunity to rectify

26 the situation by immediately transferring the domain name's - c-byte.us & c-byte.info - to

27 this Respondent by unlocking the Domain Name for transfer with your registrar and

28 providing this Respondent with the EPP authorization codes.

29
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6. lf this Respondent does not have a substantive response to these

Respondent will take the necessary steps, including but not limited to proceeding under

the UDRP, to enforce its rights against you. Ut}RP EXHIBIT

PAoE17 orZ'fr Pasts

7. This Respondent certifies that the information contained in this Response is td tt?J T E ' C L U B

best of Respondent's knowledge complete and accurate, that this Response is not

being presented for any improper purpose, such as to harass, and that the assertions in

this Response are warranted under these Rules and under applicable law, as it now

exists or as it rnay be extended by a good-faith and reasonable argument.

ln summary, with a substantial increase in cybersquatting, and reverse domain hijacking

- a clear rnessage needs to be sent - we will not allow @nsumers to be misled.

I rest,

/s/ Trevor Biscope

Corporale Headquarters

C-Byte Companies

P.O, Box 8496

Kalispell, MT l.

u.s.59s04

ln response to the Panel's order the parties' submissions should be provided in a word

process format within 10 days, Respondent ernailed:

Dominic,

-i 
_ US/Canada Headquarters (NOC38)

lnside US Gall: 1-80G393-5804

Outside US Call: 1403-770-7818

Phone: (403)770-7818 ext 8738

EMail: [glsqEq
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Word Perfect,

lf your guy can't open an email and read it, then he should be in another line of

work.

UI]RP t)(l{IBIT.Z.-
.TB

Complainant complied with the Panel's additionalsubmission order.

All addiUonal submissions were consjdered.

? 

^6EZO 
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Preliminary lssue: Multiple Respondents

ln the instant proceedings, the entities which control the domain names at issue are

effectively controlled by the same person and/or entity, which is operating under several

slightly different aliases. Paragraph 3(c) of the Rules for Uniform Domain Name

Dispute Resolution Policy (the "Rules') provides that a "complaint may relate to more

than one domain name, provided that the domain names are registered by the same

domain name holder." Respondent ('Trevor Biscope/C-Byte, lnc.") appears to have

registered the <c-byte.@m> and <c-byte.net> domain names under both Trevor

Biscope and C-Byte, lnc. The <c-bytecomputersystems.oom> domain name is

registered to Trevor Biscope alone.

While Complainan( pro secomplaint is so inarticulate it borders on the

incomprehensible. this Panelfinds the disputed domain narnes are all controlled by a

single entity. Trevor Biscope (who does not seem to contest the issue).

It should be noted Trevor Biscope previously sold Complainant the <c-byte.com> and

<c-byte.neb domain names.

Page 20 of28
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FINDINGS

(1) the domain name regislered by Respondent is identical or confusingly

similar to a trademark or service mark in which Complainant has rights;

and

Respondeni has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the domain

name; and

the domain name has been registered and is being used in bad faith.

DISCUSSION

Paragraph 15(a) of the Rules instructs this Panel to "decide a complaint on the

basis of the statements and documents submitted in aqnrdance with the Policy,

these Rules and any rules and principles of law that it deems applicable."

Paragraph 4(a) of the Policy requires that Complainant must prove each of the

following three elernents to obtain an order that a domain name should be

cancelled or transferred:

the domain name registered by Respondent is identical or confusingly

similar to a trademark or service mark in which Cornplainant has rights;

and

Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the domain

name; and

the domain name has been registered and is being used in bad faith.

ldentical and/or Confusingly Similar

Once again, the Panel notes Complainant's Complaint is very difficult to understand and

was obviously written by a pro se. While that does not change the burden of proof. this

Panel tries to understand the essence of what the parties are trying to say. ln this case,

lhe Panel has relied extensively on the documents provided by both parties since

neither of their written submissions were particularly helpful. The fact Complainant took

UORP ETllIBIT
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no action because Complainant didn't have adequate funds does not
analysis in this proceeding.

affect the Panel's /'
U.JllP EXHIBII E-

t):H I

?ABrZ'L.v{IOPAGEs

Complainant is a single member limited liability corporation formed on Februa,rlS,BIdlSc t u B

under the laws of Colorado. Complainant has used the <c-byte.com> and <c-byte.net>

domain names to sell software and services to the public. While Complainant has not

registered its C-BYTE mark with any trademark authority, Policy ll4(a)(i) does not

require Complainant to register its trademark as long as it can demonstrate common

law rights in the mark pursuant to Policy fln(a)(i). See Zee ru USA, lnc. v. Siddiqi, FA

721969 (Nat. Arb. Forum July 18, 2006) (finding that the complainant need not own a

valid trademark registration for the ZEE CINEMA mark in order to demonstrate its rights

in the mark under Policy tl+(aXi)).

Complainant acquired the <c-byte.com> and <e-byte.net> domain names from

Respondent, the original owner, on February 8,2013. Following Complainant's

acquisition of the <c-byte.com> and <obyte.net> domain names, Complainant invested

in an EV SSL (green bar ssl) through Computer Parts lnc. (Colorado) program with

Starfield Tech for <c-byte.cort>. ln Goepferl v. Rogers, FA 861124 (Nat. Arb. Forum

Jan. 1 7 , 2007\, the panel held that '[T]here is no particular amount of evidence required

in order to establish common law rights. The determination of what is sufficient is ad

hoc based on the speciflc facts and circumstances involved, as is the scope of the rights

once established." Complainant has provided sufficient evidence to prove secondary

meaning in its C-BYTE mark. Complainant has sufficiently proved its rights in the C-

BYTE mark under Policy !f+(a)(i)-

Respondent's <ebyte.com> and <cbyte.net> domain names are identical to

Complainant's C-BYTE mark. Respondent incorporates Complainants C-BYTE mark

and simply adds the generic top-level domains ("gTLD") ".com" or ".net." The addition of

a gTLD is inelevant to a Policy [a(a)(i) analysis. See Red Hat, lnc. v. Haecke, FA

726010 (Nat. Arb. Forum July 24,2006) (concluding that the <redhat.org> domain name

is identicalto the complainant's RED HAT mark because the mere addition of gTLD was
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insfficient to differentiate the disputed domain name from the mark).

Respondenfs <c-byte.@m> and <cbyte.nef, domain names are identicalto

Complainanfs C-BYTE mark under Policy Ta(aXi).

Respondent's <c-bytemrnputersystems.mm> domain name is confusingly similar to

Complainant's GBYTE mark- Respondent includes Complainant's entire C-BYTE mark

and merely adds the descriptive phrase "computersystems" (u/hich also happens to be

part of Complainanfs name). ln Experian lnb. Solutions, lnc. v. Credrt Research, lnc.,

D2002-0095 (WIPO May 7, 2OO2), the panel found that several domain names

incorporating the complainant's entire EXPERIAN mark and merely adding lhe term

"credif were confusingly similar to the complainant's mark. Respondent's addition of a

descriptive word does not affect a Policy tl4(a)(i) determination. Adding a gTLD'.com'

to Gomplainant's mark for its disputed domain name may also be disregarded because

domain name syntax requires either a gTLD or ccTLD. Respondent's addition of a gTLD

does not adequately differentiate the domain name from Complainant's mark under

Policy lf+(a)(i). See Bank of Am. Corp. v. McCall, FA 135012 (Nat. Arb. Forum Dec. 31,

2002) (holding that attaching a gTLD is "unable to create a distinction capable of

overcoming a finding of confusing similarity''). Respondent's <c-

bytecomputersystems.com> domain name is confusingly simllar to Complainant's C-

BYTE mark pursuant to Policy ll+(aXi).

The Panelfinds Policy 114(aXi) satisfied.

Rights or Legitlmate lnterests

25 Complainant must first make a prima facie case Respondent lacks rights and legitimate

26 interests in the disputed domain name under Policy IIa(aXii)- Then burden shifls to

2? Respondent to show il does have rights or legitimate interes(s. See Hanna-Barbera

28 Prods,, lnc. u Entm't Commenlari*,FA741828 (Nat. Arb. Forum Aug. 18,2006)

29 (hotding that the complainant must first make a prima faciecase that the respondent

30 lacks rights and legitimate interests in the disputed domain name under UDRP tl4(aXii)

3l before the burden shifts to the respondent to show that it does have rights or legltimate

UI)NP EI
I oF Zfr pr6Es
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I interests in a domain name); see also AOL LLC v. Gerberg, F A (Nat. Arb.

2 Forum Sept. 25, 2005) ("Complainant must first make a pima facie showing that

3 Respondent does not have rights or legilimate interest in the subject domain names,

4 which burden is light. lf Complainant satisftes its burden, then the burden shifls to

5 Respondent to show that it does have rights or legitimate interests in the subject domain

6 names.).

7

8 First of all, Respondent sold the <c-byte.com> and <ebyte.net> domain names to

9 Complainant's agent on February 8, 2013 (when they were immediately placed into

l0 Complainant's name). When that ocruned, Respondent lransferred all of his rights to

ll Complainant. Respondent has done nothing to show what rights he acquired since re-

12 acquiring the <c-byte,@m> and <c-byte.net> domain names.

t3

l4 Complaint claims Respondent stole the <c-byte.@m> and <c-byle.net> domain names

l5 on August 16, 2013. Respondent has not denied this allegation and has merely said

l6 this is a dispute between two people who have equal rights to a mark. This Panel does

l7 not think so and adopts the common law maxim that a thief cannot acquire any rights,

l8 especially rights against the true owner.

19

20 Respondent is not commonly known by the <c-byte.com>, <cbyte.net>, <c-

2l bylecomputersystems.@m> domain names. The WHOIS information identifies the

22 registrant of the dornain names as'Trevor Biscope / C-Byte, lnc." There is no GByte,

23 lnc. in Montana, at least according to the Montana Secretary of State. Respondent has

24 shown no information which would suggest C-Byte, lnc. exists anywhere.

25

26 Respondent's January 15, 2008 press release means nothing because Respondent

27 sold his rights to Complainant on February 8, 2013. The Panelfinds Respondent is not

28 commonly l<nown by the <c-byte.com>, <c.by{e.net), <c-bytecomputersystems-com>

29 domain names under Policy tl4(cXii).

30
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Complainant claims Respondent is using the <c-byte.corn),

bytecomputersystems,@m> domain names to offer free membership in illegal online
gambling operation. Respondent's disputed domain names resolve to a webpage tiUed

'vegas brand," listing online games such as "Poker. Backgammon, and Mahjong." rn

Nycomed Danma*ApS v. DiaZD2OO6-0779 (WIPO Aug. 15, 2006), the panet

epncluded that respondent's use of a disputed donrain name to operate a website

promoting an illegal food supplement was not a bona ftde ollering of goods or services

under Policy ll+(cXi) or a legitimate noncommercial or lair use under Policy fla(cXiii).
This Panel finds Respondent's use of the disputed domain names to provide an illegal

use or services does not constitute a Policy fla(cXi) bona lide offering of goods or

services or a Policy tp(cXiii) legitirnate non@mmercialor fair use.

It should also be noted Respondent deliberately provided false contact information

when Respondeni registered the disputed domain names. This prevents Respondent

from acquiring any rights to the domain names under the UDRP.

r6

17 Respondent claims this matter is outside the UDRP (and also essentially tells

l8 Complainant "you will rue the day you fired me"). This is not a case where Complainant

l9 authorized Respondent to register a domain name in Respondent's own name.

20 Complainant owned the <c-byte.oom> and <c.byte.neF domain names. There were

2l properly registered in Complainant's own name. The fact Respondent stole them does

22 not remove this matter from the UDRP because this is suddenly and exclusively a

23 "contractualdispute."

24

25 The Panel finds Policy fl (a)(ii) satisfied.

26

27 Reglstratlon and Use ln Bad Faith

28 Complainant claims Respondent registered <c-bytecomputersystems.@m> to distract

29 potential customers away from Complainant. Respondent registered the <o

30 bytecomputersystems.oom> domain name two days before the <cbyte.@m> and <c

3l byte.neF domain names were hijacked. Respondenfs disputed domain names resolve
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I to a webpage titled\regas brand," listing online games such as ,,poker.

and Mahjong." While panels typically do not find disruption where Respondent uses the

dlsputed domain names for a purpose unrelated to Complainant, this Respondent had

the specific animuslo harm Complainant and said so. There is no betterway to prove

bad faith use and regishation than having Respondent admlt it in an email to

Complainant.

Respondent has the domains <cbyte.net>, <c-bytecomputersystems.oom), and

<vegas.xxx> resolving to <c-byte.@rn> and is using the EV Green Bar SSL issued to

Complainant (which he presumably had access to as Complainant's former employee,

something Respondent does not deny). Respondent's disputed domain narnes resolve

to a webpage titled '\regas brand," listing online garnes such as "Poker, Backgammon,

and Mahjong." Respondent presumably commercially benefits through ils use of the <c-

byte.com>, <c-byte.nef>, and <obytecomputersystems.oom> domain names to provide

illegal gambting services. Therefore, this Panel finds Respondent's use of the disputed

domain names to provide illega! online gambling services shows bad faith under Policy

tl+(b)(iv). See Mars, lnc. v. Double Down Magazine, 02000-1644 (WIPO Jan.24,2001)

(finding bad faith under Policy fla(bXiv) where the respondent linked the domain name

<rnarssmusic.com>, which is identical to the complainant's mark, to a gambling

website).

On August 16,2013, Respondent hacked Complainant's account at Register.com and

transferred the <c-byte.@m> domain to his own account at Register.com and then used

the first hacking to change the domain account <c-byte.neP at Name.com LLC to his

ownership, because he had access to the email addresses of <c-byto.oom>. ln

Swaningson v. lhu lins, FA 1264365 (Nat. Arb. Forum July 1, 2009), the panel held

Respondent's illegal action of hacking Complainant's registration account was evidence

Respondent registered and was using the disputed domain narne in bad faith pursuant

to Policy ![ (a)(iii). Respondent's hacking of the <c-byte.com> and <c-byte.net> domain

names constitutes bad faith under Policy ![a(a)(iii).

tt 'zb P A0t s
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Respondent knew before he sold and transferred the <obyte.com> anif<c-byte.net>

domains to Complainant on February 8, 2013 and Complainant acquired the EV SSL,

that Complainant would be promoting the sale of compuler equipment and software.

Respondent obviously knew of Complainanfs rights in the domain names due to

Respondent's transfer of the <o-byte.com> and <c-byte.neF domain names to

Having established all three elements required under the ICANN Policy, the

Panel concludes relief shall be GRANTED.

Accordingly, it is Ordered the <o-byte.@m>, <c.byte.net>, and

<cbytecomputersystems.@m> domai n n a mes be TRAN SF E RRE D f rorn

Respondent to Complainant.

6 Complainant on February 8,2013. Respondent had actual knowledge of Complainant's

7 mark and rights and Respondenl registered the <c-byte.com>, <ebyte.net>, and <c.

8 bytecomputersystems.com> domain names in bad faith under Policy !] (a)(iii). See

9 Minicards Vennoolschap OnderFlrmaAmstetdam v. Moscowstudios, FA 1031703

I0 (Nat, Arb. Forum Sept. 5, 2OO7) (holding that respondent registered a domain name in

ll bad faith under Policy tp(a)(iii) after concluding that respondent "actual knowledge of

l2 Complainant's mark when registering the disputed domaln name")-

t3

l4 Respondent is also using the disputed domain name to deliberately injure

l5 Complainanfs business reputation by impersonating her, That isn't a good faith

15 registration and use of the disputed domain narnes.

t7

l8 The Panel finds Policy fl (a)(iii) satisfied.

r9
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Houston Putnam Lowry, Chartered Arbitrator, Panelist
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