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URS DEFAULT DETERMINATION
Amyris Clean Beauty, Inc. v. PrivacyGuardian.org llc
Claim Number: FA2305002046183
DOMAIN NAME
<biossance.club>
PARTIES

Complainant:  Amyris Clean Beauty, Inc. of Emeryville, California, United States of America.
Complainant Representative:  
Complainant Representative: Nancy Ly of Emeryville, California, United States of America.
Respondent:  PrivacyGuardian.org llc / Privacy Guardian of Phoenix, Arizona, US.
Respondent Representative:  N/A«cmMailTo» IF  = "SENDER" ", represented by Gary IF  > "!" "Gary" "" 
Gary

 IF W. > "!" " W." "" 
 SmithW.


 IF  > "!" " Smith" "" 
 Posternak Blankstein & Lund LLPSmith


 IF  > "!" ", of Posternak Blankstein & Lund LLP" "" 
, of MAPosternak Blankstein & Lund LLP


 IF  > "!" ", MA" "" 
, MA


 IF  > "!" ", «cCountry»" "" 
" "" 

 IF «rmMailTo_1» = "ATTORNEY" ", represented by Steven IF  > "!" "Steven" "" 
Steven

 IF W. > "!" " W." "" 
 MurrayW.


 IF  > "!" " Murray" "" 
 Murray


 IF  > "!" ", of Posternak Blankstein & Lund LLP" "" 

 IF CA > "!" ", CA" "" 
, CA


 IF  > "!" ", USA" "" 
" "" 

 IF «rmMailTo_1» = "SENDER" ", represented by Tom IF  > "!" "Tom" "" 
Tom

 IF  MERGEFIELD rmMiddle_1  > "!" " W." "" 

 IF Harper > "!" " Harper" "" 
 Harper


 IF  > "!" ", of Posternak Blankstein & Lund LLP" "" 

 IF CA > "!" ", CA" "" 
, CA


 IF  > "!" ", «rCountry_1»" "" 
" "" 

REGISTRIES and REGISTRARS
Registries:  Registry Services, LLC
Registrars:  NameSilo, LLC
EXAMINER
The undersigned certifies that he has acted independently and impartially and to the best of his knowledge has no known conflict in serving as Examiner in this proceeding.

David L. Kreider, Chartered Arbitrator (UK), as Examiner.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Complainant submitted: May 26, 2023
Commencement: May 26, 2023    
Default Date: June 12, 2023 
Having reviewed the communications records, the Examiner finds that Forum has discharged its responsibility under URS Procedure Paragraphs 3 and 4 and Rule 4 of the Rules for the Uniform Rapid Suspension System (the "Rules").
RELIEF SOUGHT

Complainant requests that the domain name be suspended for the life of the registration.
STANDARD OF REVIEW

Clear and convincing evidence.

FINDINGS and DISCUSSION
Even though the Respondent has defaulted, URS Procedure 1.2.6, requires Complainant to make a prima facie case, proven by clear and convincing evidence, for each of the following three elements to obtain an order that a domain name should be suspended. 
DETERMINATION
The Domain Name is identical to the Complainant’s registered BIOSSANCE trademark.  The Complainant has adduced clear and convincing evidence that the Domain Name resolves to a website which is effectively indistinguishable from the Complainant’s official website and is intended to siphon off and unfairly divert potential customer traffic from the Complainant’s website to the Respondent’s copy-cat website, thereby wrongfully usurping and diluting the goodwill of the Complainant’s marks and brand.   I find this to be an egregious example of cybersquatting by impersonation.
After reviewing the Complainant’s submissions, the Examiner determines that

the Complainant has demonstrated all three elements of the URS by a standard of clear and convincing evidence; the Examiner hereby Orders the following domain names be SUSPENDED for the duration of the registration:
<biossance.club>
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David L. Kreider, Esq.
Panelist




David L. Kreider, Examiner
Dated:  June 12, 2023
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