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ln the matter of Arbitration under the .IN Domain Name Dispute
Resolution Policy; The INDRP Rules and Procedure and

The Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996

Between

Com lainant:

UPL Limited, R&D Center,

Plot Nos. B-20 and C-12,
Road No.16, Wagle Industrial Estate,
Thane-West, Thane - 400604,
Maharashtra.

And

Respondent:

Zhou Xiangsheng,
HouJu Road #9-4-3-101,
Hongshan District,
Wuhan, Hubei-430074, China.

Disputed Domain Name

Seat of Arbitration

Date of commencement
of Arbitration Proceeding

: "upl.co.in"

: Office of the NIXI at Delhi, India

:7thApril,2025
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l. The Parties to the Arbitration:

1.1 The Complainant in the Arbitration proceedings is UpL Limited, R&D
Center, Plot Nos. B-20 and C-12, Road No.16, Wagle Industrial Estate, Thane-
West, Thane-400604, Maharashtra, a company incorporated under the
companies Act, 1956, alo,g with its parent company, and its globar affiliated
entities. The complainant's authorized representatives in these proceedings are
its Attomeys, IWs. Lall & Sethi, D-17, South Extension-l l, New Delhi-l10
049. (Email: jkaeam@indiaip.com), as per power of Attomey dated 6th

February,2025.

1.2 The Respondent in the proceedings is Zhou Xiangsheng, HouJu Road
#9-4-3-101, Hongshan District, Wuhan, Hubei-430074, China (E-mail:
domain9l5S@l6j.com), as per the details publically available in Annexure B
WHOIS database maintained by the National Intemet Exchange of India
(hereinafter referred to as NIXI).

2. Applicable Law and Jurisdiction:

2.1 The present Dispute Resolution Process is in accordance with policy No.
5 of the .IN Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (hereinafter referred to as

the .IN Policy) and .lN Domain Name Dispute Resolution Rules of procedure

(hereinafter referred to as the INDRP Rules of Procedure), based on the
Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996 as amended from time to time, adopted
by the NIXI and sets forth the legal framework for resolution of disputes
between a Domain Name Registrant and a Complainant arising out of the
registration and use of an .lN Domain Name.

2.2 By registering the disputed Domain Name with the NIXI accredited
Registrar, the Respondent has agreed to the resolution of disputes under the
policy and Rules framed thereunder (See Policy No. 15 and 16 of the .IN Policy
and Rule 13 (a) INDRP Rules of Procedure).

3. The Domain Name and Registrar:

3.1 The disputed Domain Name "upl.co.in" was registered on the l5th June,

2023 and the Sponsoring Registrar of the Respondent Registrant is Dynadot
LLC.
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3.2 The particulars of the registration of Domain Name as found in the .lN
Registry database are as follows:

DNS Form co.ln
User Form l.co.in

ROID D6323 L2DFD8 I B4A5 989 6489 50 73 89AC6
E-IN

Name LLC
IANA ID 472
Create Date 2023-06-15T20:00082

Date 2025-06-15T20:00.082
Last U Date 2025-01-29T10:35:052

EPP Status
serverRenewProhibitedl serverUpdateprohibi
tedl serverTransferProhibitedl cl ientTransferp
rohibited serverDe I eteProh ibited

Domain Status
Name servers sll.sedo.com sedo.com

strant Client ID c-581018

Registrant ROID C3 3 O I 3B 8FD65E4BCA8C7E8OAA5AC65
989-rN

Registrant Create Date 2024-10-19T09: l0:2lZ
Email domain9l58 163.com
Phone 86.1 3ss4l 89
lnternational Postal Name Zhou
International Postal Street
Line I HuoJu Road #9-4-3-I0l

International Postal Street
Line 2 Hongshan District

International Postal City Wuhan
International Postal State Hubei
International Postal
Postcode/ Zip Code

430074

International Postal Country CN
Registrant Registrar Name
Registrant Registrar IANA
ID 472

A
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4. Procedural History

4.1 The Sole Arbitrator, Adv. Sunil V. Mohammed was appointed on 7th

April,2025, in the above INDRP case to resolve the domain dispute raised in
the Complaint dated 6th February 2)25,inaccordance with Rule 2(a) and4(a) of
the INDRP Rules of Procedure.

4.2 After obtaining the Statement of Acceptance and Declaration of
Impartiality of Independence of the Sole Arbitrator, the NIXI has forwarded the
amended complaint along with Annexures A to o and also the wHoIS details
of the domain initially through e-mail dated TthApril 2025. But it was noticed
that the Domain complaint and the Declaration attached to it referred to a
different domain name. Accordingly, when this was pointed out, NIXI by e-mail
dated 14.04.2025, forwarded the complaint concerning the present domain name
in dispute.

4.3 After clarifuing the confusion with respect to the difference in the
Complaint with NIXI, on 1" May 2025, the Tribunal issued Notice under Rule
5(c) of the INDRP Rules of Procedure to the Respondent through e-mail and the
complainant was directed to serve copies of the domain complaint along with
complete set of documents in soft copies as well as in physical via courier or
post to the Respondent registrant at the address provided in the wHoIS detaits
of the domain, in compliance of Rule 2 and 3(d) of the INDRp Rules of
Procedure and to fumish proof of such service and delivery. In the said Notice,
the Respondent was directed to file Reply to the Domain complaint within 15

days.

4.4 Following the same, the Respondent vide e-mail dated l0thMay 2025,has
placed its response to the domain complaint contending that it has never tried to
sell the domain name or brought any kind of inconvenience to the complainant
and further that the Respondent did not register it or not using the domain name
in bad faith.

4.5 After declaring the service of the Domain complaint along with the
Annexures and the Notice to the Respondent on 31't May,2025 in compliance
of Rule 3(d) and 2(d) of the INDRP Rules of Procedure, the matter was posted

for the proceedings in accordance with Rule 5(e) of the INDRP Rules of
Procedure.

Daten[:
Page 6 of 21

x



5.3

faith.

4.6 The Award ought to have been passed within 60 days from the date of
handover. But further time was necessitated due to health issues of the
Arbitrator and consequent bed rest. Therefore, the Tribunal had availed a further
period of 30 days in accordance with Rule 5(e) of the INDRp Rules of
Procedure to complete the proceedings.

5. Grounds urged for the Administrative proceedings:

5.1 rhe disputed domain name is identically and./or confusingly similar to
Complainant's domain name/trademark

5.2 The Registrant has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the
domain name.

The Registrant's domain name has been registered or is being used in bad

6. Complainant's Contentions:

6.1 The complainant would content that it is a global crop protection
chemicals and seeds company and founded in 1969, it is, today regarded as the
5th agrochemical company in the world. previously, it was known as .United
Phosphorus Limited' and later it officially adopted the corporate name .UpL
Ltd.' in the year 2013.

6.2 The Complainant would content further that it is a global leader with a
revenue of approximately USD 4.7 billion (20tg-2019) and has established its
presence in more than 138 countries globally, with 4gmanufacturing locations
and by virtue of this expansive presence, it is focused on ushering groMh and
progress for complete 5 agricultural value chain including growers, distributors,
suppliers and innovation partners. To substantiate the above contentions, the
Complainant would rely on Annexure D documents.

6.3 It is the case of the complainant that apart from the aforementioned
activities, it is also involved in several other related businesses such as
environmental solutions, environmental electronics, specialty chemicals and
apiculture and that there are more than 1344 products in its product portfolio
across seeds, seed treatment, herbicides, insecticides, fungicides, rodenticides
and post-harvest. The complainant would also content that while conducting its
global business; it lays huge emphasis on maintaining the highest standards of
quality for its products, processes and relationship s. In support of the same, the

o",..dl.1o
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Complainant has produced Annexure E printouts from its website as well as

third-party websites evidencing its history and business.

6.4 It is the case of the Complainant that various articles from the
Complainant's website and the multiple third-party websites produced as

Annexure F would demonstrate the fact that the names 'UPL Ltd., and
'United Phosphorous Limited' have been used interchangeably even before
the year 2013.It also pointed out by the Complainant based on Annexure G
that it has registered multiple companies and business ventures with the
corporate names, which include its trade mark 'LIPL'.

6.5 According to the Complainant, it is the registered proprietor of highly
distinctive and unique trade mark 'UPL' in India from 2013 onwards. The
Complainant has produced Annexure H certificate of registrations to
substantiate the said contention. As per the same, the following are the relevant
registrations obtained by the Cornplainant in India:

TradeMark Number Date Class

UPL 250301 1 March 26,2013 Class 01

UPL 2695839 March 10,2014 Classes 01,05,
3l and 44

.--.i
UP'3.;:iil;=fir' 1420531 Febmary 10,2006 Class 01

UPL 25030 I 0 March 26,2013 Class 05

.-. I
UPL* t420530 February 10, 2006 Class 05

UPL t4tt342 January 04,2006 Class 31

'--_{
UPLd..;;Gi;:4tr' 1420529 February 10,2006 Class 31

UPL 2797650 August 26,2014 Class 44

Urer 2804097 September 4,2014 Class 44

6.6 As per the Complainant, the said registrations are valid and subsisting

and it was used long before the Respondent's registration of the Disputed

Domain Name.
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