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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 provides evidence that it owns a valid trademark registration of the mark Naturalis Dog (word trademark) in the

European Union.

The domain was registered after the trademark registration was issued at the EUIPO. Date of domain registration was June 15,
2023. The trademark was registered January 11, 2020.

The Complainant contends that the requirements of the Policy have been met and that the disputed domain name should be

transferred to it.

No administratively compliant Response has been filed.


https://udrp.adr.eu/

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 second
level of the disputed domain name is identical to Complainant's Naturalis Dog trademark.

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 contends that Respondent has
no rights or legitimate interests with respect to the disputed domain name; or, in particular, with respect to the trademark Naturalis
Dog. The Complainant states that its trademark was not sub-licensed by the Complainant, and that Complainant has not permitted
the Respondent to use its trademark otherwise. This sufficiently alleges, prima facia, the Respondent’s absence of rights or
legitimate interests in the disputed domain name. Respondent has not appeared to rebut the allegations, and so the Panel accepts
them as true.

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 Complainant provides evidence that the webpage operated
under the disputed domain name states that the disputed domain name is on sale for $4.995. Complainant contends this is in
excess of Respondent's out-of-pocket costs directly related to the disputed domain name. The webpage offers the disputed domain
name to the public. Complainant contends that the disputed domain name was registered primarily for the purpose of selling the
disputed domain name registration to the Complainant or a competitor - either of whom would be most interested in this disputed
domain name. The Panel agrees that such use is in bad faith according to Policy, paragraph 4(b)(i).

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.

The disputed domain name appears to have been registered solely for the purpose of selling it to Complainant or a competitor.
Respondent has not appeared to offer any evidence of legitimate use or good faith.
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