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ARBITRATION WORLD
AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
MEDIATION CENTER ORGANIZATION

Alternative Dispute Resolution Proceeding
Case No. DSE2026-0005

1. Petitioner

The Petitioner is Stickstay AS, Norway, represented internally.

2. Domain Holder

The Domain Holder is [Name Removed], Latvia.

3. Domain Name and Procedural History

This Alternative Dispute Resolution proceeding relates to the domain name <stickstay.se> (the “Domain
Name”).

This Petition was filed under the Terms and Conditions of Registration for the top-level domain .se (the “.se
Policy”) and the Instructions governing Alternative Dispute Resolution proceedings for domain names in the
top-level domain .se (the “.se Rules”).

The WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center (the “WIPO Center”) verified that the Petition satisfied the formal
requirements of the .se Policy and the .se Rules. In accordance with section 13 of the .se Rules, the WIPO

Center formally notified the Domain Holder of the Petition on February 24, 2026. The Domain Holder
submitted a response on March 23, 2026.

The WIPO Center appointed Jon Dal as the sole arbitrator in this matter on March 26, 2026. The arbitrator
has submitted the Statement of Acceptance and Declaration of Impartiality and Independence, as required
by the WIPO Center to ensure compliance with section 1 of the .se Rules.

4. Claim

The Petitioner claims that the Domain Name shall be transferred to the Petitioner.

The Domain Holder objects to the claim requested by the Petitioner.



page 2
5. Parties’ Contentions

5.1. The Petitioner

A. The Domain Name is identical or similar to a right which is legally recognized in Sweden and to
which the Petitioner can prove its rights

The Petitioner is the legal owner of the registered trademark “Stickstay”. The trademark and the entire
Stickstay business were acquired from Stickstay AB through a signed business transfer agreement dated
October 14, 2025. The Domain Name is identical to the trademark “Stickstay,” to which the Petitioner holds
exclusive rights.

B. The Domain Name has been registered or used in bad faith

Stickstay AB previously owned and operated the Domain Name for ap proximately ten (10) years. Due to an
administrative failure to renew the Domain Name, it was subsequently registered by the Domain Holder. The
Domain Name is currently used for online casino/gambling content. This use is unauthorized and
misleading, and it causes reputational harm to the Stickstay brand. The registration and use of the Domain
Name are in bad faith, aiming to exploit the established reputation of the Stickstay name.

C. The Domain Holder has no rights or justified interest in the Domain Name

The Domain Holder has no rights, trademarks, or legitimate business interests in the name “Stickstay,” is not
commonly known by that name, and has no relationship with the Stickstay brand. The use of the Domain
Name for gambling services demonstrates a lack of legitimate interest.

D. Evidence

The Petitioner adduce i.a. the following evidence: copy of business transfer agreement, extract from the
Swedish trademark registry, screenshot from the Domain Holder's website,

5.2 .The Domain Holder

| own the Domain Name legally. The previous owner did not renew it, so the Domain Name became
available for registration by anyone, and | ended up registering it. | believe the Domain Name should remain
with me. If the previous owner wants, | can post the name of their new domain in large letters on the site so
people know where to go; | can even include a link.

6. Discussion and Findings

A domain name may be transferred to the party requesting dispute resolution proceedings if the following
three conditions are fulfilled:

A. The domain name is identical or similar to a name which is legally recognized in Sweden and to which the
party requesting dispute resolution can prove its rights, and

B. The domain name has been registered or used in bad faith, and
C. The domain holder has no rights or justified interest in the domain name.

All three conditions must be met in order for the party requesting dispute resolution to succeed with a claim
for transfer of the domain name.
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A. The Domain Name is identical or similar to a right which is legally recognized in Sweden and to
which the Petitioner can prove its rights

The Petitioner is the owner of a Swedish trademark registration for “Stickstay”, reg no. 528732. The Domain
Name is in all material aspects identical to the trademark and the first condition is met.

B. The Domain Name has been registered or used in bad faith

The Petitioner's Swedish trademark registration for “Stickstay” predates the registration date of the Domain
Name. The Petitioner’'s trademark is distinctive, and anyone using the Domain Name is likely looking for the
Petitioner's website and not the website of the Domain Holder. The Domain Holder’'s use of the Domain
Name is therefore utilizing the good reputation, market position and characteristic feature of the Petitioner’s
trademark to attract traffic to its own website and to increase revenue in this manner.

The arbitrator comes to the conclusion that the Domain Holder is using the Domain Name in bad faith.
C. The Domain Holder has no rights or justified interest in the Domain Name

Registration of domain names under .se is done according to the first come, first served principle, but third-
party organizations can still challenge the ownership of a domain name after it has been registered, for
example by initiating an Alternative Dispute Resolution Proceeding. The registration of a domain name does
not per se give the domain holder a right or justified interest in the domain name.

The Instructions pertaining to ADR (paragraph 7.2) exemplifies what could constitute a right or justified
interest in a domain name for the domain holder, for example, ownership of a registered brand that is
identical or similar to the domain name. The Instructions also exemplifies circumstances that could support
that the domain holder does not have a right or justified interest in the domain name, for example, if the
domain holder is utilizing or plans to utilize the good reputation, market position or characteristic feature of
the petitioner to attract traffic to its own website or to increase revenue in this manner.

The Domain Holder has not shown that it has any rights or justified interest in the Domain Name. The
Domain Holder is, furthermore, using the reputation of the Petitioner's brand to attract traffic to its own
website.

The arbitrator comes to the conclusion that the Domain Holder has no rights or justified interest in the
Domain Name.

7. Decision

The Domain Name shall be transferred to the Petitioner.

8. Summary

The Petitioner owns a Swedish trademark registration for a trademark similar to the Domain Name. The
Domain Holder has used the Domain Name in bad faith and does not have any rights or justified interest in
the Domain Name.

/Jon Dal/
Jon Dal
Date: April 7, 2026
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