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The	Panel	is	not	aware	of	any	other	legal	proceedings	which	are	pending	or	decided	and	which	relate	to	the	disputed	domain	name.

	

The	Complainant	is	owner	of	the	French	national	trademark	BOURSORAMA	with	registration	number	001758614,	registered	since
October	19,	2001	for	goods	and	services	in	classes	9,	16,	35,	36,	38,	41,	and	42.

	

The	Complainant	is	a	French	financial	company	in	the	field	of	e-commerce	and	online	financial	products	with	an	online	brokerage,
financial	information	and	banking	operation	and	over	4.7	million	customers.

The	disputed	domain	name	was	registered	on	May	14,	2023	and	resolves	to	a	webpage	showing	a	“404	Page	Not	Found”	error.

The	Complainant	alleges	that:

the	disputed	domain	name	is	similar	to	the	Complainant’s	trademark	“BOURSORAMA”	and	that	the	addition	of	the	French	generic
term	“mon	espace”	is	not	sufficient	to	escape	the	finding	that	the	disputed	domain	name	is	confusingly	similar	to	the	Complainant’s
trademark	“BOURSORAMA”;
the	Respondent	is	not	identified	in	the	WHOIS	register,	and	not	known,	as	the	disputed	domain	name,	the	Respondent	is	neither
affiliated	with	nor	authorized	by	the	Complainant	in	any	way,	and	Respondent	has	no	rights	or	legitimate	interests	in	respect	of	the
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disputed	domain	name.	Further,	neither	a	license	nor	authorization	has	been	granted	to	the	Respondent	to	make	any	use	of	the
Complainant’s	trademark	“BOURSORAMA”	or	apply	for	registration	of	the	disputed	domain	name;	and
the	Responder	registered	and	used	the	disputed	domain	name	in	bad	faith	because	he	must	have	been	aware	of	the	Complainant’s
trademark	“BOURSORAMA”	when	he	registered	the	disputed	domain	name,	and	the	disputed	domain	name	resolves	to	an	error
page	and	it	is	not	possible	to	conceive	of	any	plausible	actual	or	contemplated	active	use	of	the	domain	name	by	the	Respondent
that	would	not	be	illegitimate.

	

Complainant´s	contentions	are	summarised	above.

No	administratively	compliant	Response	has	been	filed.

	

The	Complainant	has,	to	the	satisfaction	of	the	Panel,	shown	the	disputed	domain	name	is	identical	or	confusingly	similar	to	a	trademark
or	service	mark	in	which	the	Complainant	has	rights	(within	the	meaning	of	paragraph	4(a)(i)	of	the	Policy).

	

The	Complainant	has,	to	the	satisfaction	of	the	Panel,	shown	the	Respondent	to	have	no	rights	or	legitimate	interests	in	respect	of	the
disputed	domain	name	(within	the	meaning	of	paragraph	4(a)(ii)	of	the	Policy).

	

The	Complainant	has,	to	the	satisfaction	of	the	Panel,	shown	the	disputed	domain	name	has	been	registered	and	is	being	used	in	bad
faith	(within	the	meaning	of	paragraph	4(a)(iii)	of	the	Policy).

	

The	Panel	is	satisfied	that	all	procedural	requirements	under	UDRP	were	met	and	there	is	no	other	reason	why	it	would	be	inappropriate
to	provide	a	decision.

	

1.	 The	Panel	finds	that	the	disputed	domain	name	is	confusingly	similar	to	the	Complainant's	trademark	"BOURSORAMA"
which	was	registered	prior	to	the	registration	of	the	disputed	domain	name.	The	disputed	domain	name	wholly	incorporates
the	Complainant's	trademark	“BOURSORAMA".	The	addition	of	the	term	"mon	espace"	does	not	eliminate	the	similarity
between	Complainant's	trademark	and	the	disputed	domain	name.

2.	 The	Panel	finds	that	the	Complainant	successfully	submitted	prima	facie	evidence	that	the	Respondent	is	not	commonly
known	under	the	disputed	domain	name,	was	not	authorized	by	the	Complainant	to	register	and	use	the	disputed	domain
name,	and	has	made	no	use	of,	or	demonstrable	preparations	to	use	the	disputed	domain	name	in	connection	with	a	bona
fide	offering	of	goods	or	services.	The	Complainant's	allegations	were	not	challenged	by	the	Respondent.

3.	 In	the	absence	of	a	Response,	and	based	on	the	undisputed	facts	as	disclosed	by	the	Complainant,	the	Panel	infers	that
the	Respondent	must	have	had	the	Complainant’s	trademark	“BOURSORAMA”	in	mind	when	he	registered	the	disputed
domain	name,	which	was	therefore	registered	in	bad	faith.	According	to	WIPO	Overview,	section	3.3,	“[…]	panelists	have
found	that	the	non-use	of	a	domain	name	(..)	would	not	prevent	a	finding	of	bad	faith	under	the	doctrine	of	passive	holding,”
and	that	the	circumstances	of	the	case	determine	if	a	disputed	domain	name	is	used	in	bad	faith.		In	this	matter	the	Panel	is
satisfied	that	the	disputed	domain	name	is	used	in	bad	faith	because	the	disputed	domain	name	is	identical	to	the
Complainant's	trademark	“BOURSORAMA”	and	was	registered	while	the	Respondent	was	likely	aware	of	the
Complainant’s	trademark	which	is	undisputedly	well-known,	the	Respondent	concealed	his	identity,	and	the	allegation	of
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illegitimate	use	of	the	disputed	domain	name,	“such	as	by	being	a	passing	off,	an	infringement	of	consumer	protection
legislation,	or	an	infringement	of	the	Complainant’s	rights	under	trademark	law”	remained	unchallenged.
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