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DOMAIN NAME DISPUTE 

ADMINISTRATIVE PANEL 

DECISION 

 

CIIDRC case number: 15634-UDRP Decision date:  

Domain Name:  bijouterielanglois.com 

Panel:  Fabrizio Bedarida 

Complainant:        Bijouterie Langlois 

Complainant’s representative: Rebecca Langlois 

Respondent:         Webproaction 
 

 

1. PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

 

The Canadian International Internet Dispute Resolution Centre (“CIIDRC”) has informed the Panel as follows: 

The Complaint under the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (“Policy”) was filed with the CIIDRC 

on June 17, 2021 requesting a single-member Panel. The CIIDRC checked the Complaint and determined that 

it satisfies the formal requirements of the Policy, the Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy 

(the “Rules”), and the CIIDRC Supplemental Rules. The CIIDRC transmitted by email to the concerned 

Registrar a request for registrar verification in connection with the disputed domain name. On June 17, 2021, 

the Registrar confirmed that the disputed domain name was placed in a Registrar LOCK. The Registrar also 

provided the identity and contact details of the Respondent to the CIIDRC. 

 On June 18, 2021, CIIDRC, as Service Provider, confirmed compliance of the Complaint and commencement 

of the dispute resolution process. Pursuant to UDRP Rule 4 and Supplemental Rule 5, CIIDRC notified the 

Respondent of this administrative proceeding and forwarded a Notice with login information and a link to the 

Complaint to the Respondent on June 18, 2021. The Respondent failed to file its response by the due date of 
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July 8, 2021. On July 23, 2021 the CIIDRC appointed Mr. Fabrizio Bedarida as a single-member Panel and so 

notified the Parties to this proceeding. The Panel finds that it was properly constituted. The Panel has 

submitted the Statement of Acceptance and Declaration of Impartiality and Independence, as required by the 

Center to ensure compliance with the Rules, paragraph 7. The Center set August 6, 2021, as the due date to 

receive the decision from the Panel.  

The Domain Name was first registered on  May 8, 2001 by the Complainant and subsequently transferred to 

Webproaction/Romain Stachurski (the Respondent), most likely in  2019; currently the registrant’s details in the 

Domain Name WhoIs entry are redacted for privacy. 

This matter is conducted pursuant to the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the Policy) and the 

Rules for Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the Rules) of the Internet Corporation for Assigned 

Names and Numbers (ICANN). 

 

2. FACTS ALLEGED BY THE PARTIES 

 

According to the Complainant, the Domain Name was registered and maintained by the Complainant for 18 

years until the Respondent, without any authorization, registered it under his name in 2019. 

The Complainant is a jewelry store, established since 1953, and has operated on the Internet since 2001 

through the website www.bijouterielanglois.com. 

 

The LANGLOIS trademark has been used in Canada since 1953. 

 

At the time of this decision the Domain Name apparently resolves to the Complainant’s website. The 

Complainant however has no control over the Domain Name. 

 

 

3. CONTENTIONS OF THE PARTIES 

• Complainant 

I. The domain name is identical with or confusingly similar to a trademark or service mark in which the 

Complainant has rights. 

The Complainant contends that the domain name is confusingly similar to the BIJOUTERIE LANGLOIS 

trademark. 

II. The Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the domain name.  
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In support of this claim, the Complainant claims that the Respondent is a hacker who took the Complainant’s 

website offline on May 10, 2021, and that this hacker is asking for $63.200 to release the codes to the 

Complainant’s accounts, including the Domain Name account.  

III. The domain name has been registered and is being used in bad faith. 

The Complainant asserts that this is a plain and simple case of cybersquatting carried out by a professional 

hacker. It was a premeditated act by the Respondent who, on his own initiative, offered to help the Complainant 

with its website while taking advantage of the fact that he was in a relationship with a member of the 

Complainant’s family. During  this relationship, the Respondent registered and used the Domain Name in bad 

faith.  

 Respondent 

The Respondent did not submit a response. 

• Remedy Sought 

The Complainant asks for the Domain Name to be transferred from the Respondent to the Complainant. 

 

4. DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS 

4.1  Requirements 

In accordance with Paragraph 4 of the Policy, the onus is on the Complainant to prove: 

1. That the Domain Name is Identical or Confusingly Similar to a trademark or service mark in 

which the Complainant has rights: 

2. That the Registrant has no rights or legitimate interests in the Domain Name; and 

3. That the Domain Name has been registered and being used in bad faith. 

The Panel will consider each of these requirements in turn. 

4.2  Analysis 

 

4.2.1 That the Domain Name is Identical or Confusingly Similar to a Mark in which the 

Complainant has Rights 

Identical or Confusingly Similar to  a Trademark 
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In order to prove this point, the Complainant has provided some information regarding the use of the Bijouterie 

LANGLOIS trademark and an extract from a Canadian trademark application for the LANGLOIS  Bijouterie 

(device) trademark. 

The application for the LANGLOIS Bijouterie (device) trademark, which was filed on May 19, 2021 and has not 

yet been examined or accepted by the Canadian Intellectual Property Office, may not give the Complainant the 

necessary rights in order to be successful regarding confusing similarity between the aforesaid trademark and 

the Domain Name. This Panel however believes that this factor is not fatal to the Complaint. In fact, a  

fundamental principle of trademark law is that rights in a trademark can be acquired through use, and such 

rights exist even though the trademark may not be registered. Therefore, given that the Complainant has 

provided evidence to the effect that it had been using the LANGLOIS Bijouterie sign in association with its 

business (bijouterie and silverwork) for many years prior to the Domain Name being registered by the 

Respondent, the Panel is of the opinion that the Complainant has provided adequate grounds for a finding that 

it holds rights in the LANGLOIS Bijouterie trademark. 

In fact, to establish unregistered or common law trademark rights for the purposes of the UDRP, the 

Complainant must show that its mark has become a distinctive identifier that consumers associate with the 

Complainant’s goods and/or services (see WIPO Overview of WIPO Panel Views on Selected UDRP 

Questions, Third Edition (“WIPO Overview 3.0”), section 1.3).  

Relevant evidence demonstrating such acquired distinctiveness includes a range of factors such as (i) the 

duration and nature of use of the trademark, (ii) the amount of sales under the trademark, (iii) the nature and 

extent of advertising using the trademark, (iv) the degree of actual public (e.g., consumer, industry, media) 

recognition, and (v) consumer surveys. 

In the present case, it appears that the LANGLOIS sign has been used as a trademark for several decades and 

has been used on the Internet since 2001, and it also appears that it has become a distinctive identifier which 

consumers associate with the Complainant’s goods and/or services.  

In addition, the Panel observes that the Respondent, when he (with no authority) registered the Domain Name 

in his name, was well aware that it corresponded to a trademark. Indeed, it appears that the Respondent 

offered to help strengthen and improve the Complainant’s website and related business i.e. the sale of the 

Complainant’s goods and services. Thus, “the fact that a respondent is shown to have been targeting the 

complainant’s mark (e.g., based on the manner in which the related website is used) may support the 

complainant’s assertion that its mark has achieved significance as a source identifier” (see “WIPO Overview 

3.0” section 1.3”) 

 

4.2.2 That the Respondent has No Rights or Legitimate Interest in the Domain Name 
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This Panel finds that the Complainant has made a prima facie case that the Respondent does not have rights 

or legitimate interests in the Domain Name.  The Complainant has not licensed or otherwise authorized the 

Respondent to use or register any domain name incorporating the Complainant’s trademark.  The Respondent 

does not appear to be commonly known by the name “Langlois” or by a similar name.  The Respondent does 

not appear to make any legitimate non-commercial or fair use of the Domain Name, nor any use in connection 

with a bona fide offering of goods or services. 

Finally, the Respondent has not replied to the Complainant’s contentions, alleging any rights or legitimate 

interests in the disputed domain name.   

Accordingly, the Panel finds that the Complainant has satisfied paragraph 4(a)(ii) of the Policy. 

4.2.3 That the Respondent has Registered and Used the Domain Name in Bad Faith 

The Panel, on the basis of the evidence presented, accepts and agrees with the Complainant’s contentions 

that the disputed domain name was registered in bad faith and has been used in bad faith. 

Particularly relevant are the Complainant’s unchallenged assertions (which the Panel accepts and partially 

reports below) that:  

 

The Respondent registered the Domain Name without any authorization, abusing the trust that was accorded 
him by the Complainant; 
 
The Respondent is using the Domain Name as a tool to force the Complainant to pay an amount of money not 
previously negotiated and/or agreed on, for work done by the Respondent in favor of the Complainant.  
 
Whereas the Panel is not in a position to judge the work relationship between the parties, or whether or not the 
amount requested by the Respondent for the work done is fair, it is the Panel’s opinion that the use of the 
Domain Name as a tool to extort the payment requested by the Respondent from the Complainant constitutes 
bad faith use of the Domain Name. 
 
As well as the registration of the Domain Name without authorization, the fact that the Respondent is well 
aware of the Complainant’s trademark rights and activity constitutes bad faith registration of the Domain 
Name. 
 
Therefore the Panel finds that the Complainant has satisfied the third requirement that the Respondent has 
registered and is using the disputed domain name in bad faith, under paragraph 4(a)(iii) of the Policy. 

 

4 DECISION and ORDER 

For the above reasons, in accordance with Paragraph 4 of the Policy, Paragraph 15 of the Rules, and Rule 10 

of the Supplemental Rules, the Panel orders that the Domain Name be transferred to the Complainant. 
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Made as of  August 1, 2021 

 

SIGNATURE OF PANEL 
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