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1. The Parties 
 
Complainant is PayPal, Inc., United States of America (“United States”), represented by Stobbs IP Limited, 
United Kingdom. 
 
Respondent is marvin bell, United States. 
 
 
2. The Domain Name and Registrar 
 
The disputed domain name <paypaltravel.com> (the “Domain Name”) is registered with GoDaddy.com, LLC 
(the “Registrar”). 
 
 
3. Procedural History 
 
The Complaint was filed with the WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center (the “Center”) on August 3, 2026.  
On August 4, 2026, the Center transmitted by email to the Registrar a request for registrar verification in 
connection with the Domain Name.  On August 6, 2026, the Registrar transmitted by email to the Center its 
verification response disclosing registrant and contact information for the Domain Name which differed from 
the named Respondent (Registration Private / Domains By Proxy, LLC) and contact information in the 
Complaint.  The Center sent an email to Complainant on August 12, 2026, providing the registrant and 
contact information disclosed by the Registrar, and inviting Complainant to submit an amendment to the 
Complaint.  Complainant filed an amended Complaint on August 17, 2026.   
 
The Center verified that the Complaint together with the amended Complaint satisfied the formal 
requirements of the Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the “Policy” or “UDRP”), the Rules for 
Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the “Rules”), and the WIPO Supplemental Rules for 
Uniform Domain Name Dispute Resolution Policy (the “Supplemental Rules”). 
 
In accordance with the Rules, paragraphs 2 and 4, the Center formally notified Respondent of the Complaint, 
and the proceedings commenced on August 18, 2026.  In accordance with the Rules, paragraph 5, the due 
date for Response was September 7, 2026.  Respondent did not submit any response.  Accordingly, the 
Center notified Respondent’s default on September 8, 2026. 
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The Center appointed Robert A. Badgley as the sole panelist in this matter on September 17, 2026.  The 
Panel finds that it was properly constituted.  The Panel has submitted the Statement of Acceptance and 
Declaration of Impartiality and Independence, as required by the Center to ensure compliance with the 
Rules, paragraph 7. 
 
 
4. Factual Background 
 
Complainant alleges: 
 
“PayPal was founded in 1998 and is a leading global online payment company. Through its various websites 
and software, PayPal provides a fast, secure and easy way for users to send and receive payments online 
without sharing financial information, and with the flexibility to pay using their PayPal account balances, bank 
accounts, credit cards or promotional financing.  Since its platform launched in 1999, the Complainant has 
continuously used the mark PAYPAL in connection with its goods and services.”  
 
“The Complainant’s PayPal platform is available in more than 200 markets around the world.  In 2019, its 
revenues were over 17.8 billion USD and in 2020 its revenue grew to over 21.5 billion USD.  The 
Complainant’s official website is www.paypal.com (“the Official Website”) which the Complainant has owned 
and operated since 1999.” 
 
“Today, the Complainant’s PayPal platform has a large and loyal user base, with approximately 426 million 
active users worldwide.  As a result of the Complainant’s continuous use of the mark and success, the 
PAYPAL mark is well-known around the world.  The PAYPAL brand and trade mark has appeared on 
television, in print, and internet advertisements, and enjoys a substantial reputation.  The success of the 
Complainant’s branding for its Registered Trade Marks has also been the subject of numerous awards as 
recognised by the media worldwide.  In 2024, PayPal was ranked in the Top 100 Most Valuable Global 
Brands in the annual Kantar BrandZ survey.” 
 
Complainant also states that it has a robust social media presence, with more than 6.7 million Facebook 
followers and 673,000 Instagram followers.  The PayPal app is also among the most downloaded apps on 
Google Play and the Apple App Store. 
 
The foregoing allegations are supported by annexes to the Complaint. 
 
Complainant owns numerous trademark registrations in many jurisdictions for the PAYPAL mark in 
connection with its online payment software and services, and related goods and services, including 
cryptocurrency payments and transfers.  For example, Complainant owns United States Reg. No. 3,069,209 
for the mark PAYPAL, registered on March 14, 2006.   
 
The Domain Name was registered on September 16, 2023.  According to Complainant, the Domain Name 
“redirects to a third-party commercial website at <evotravelagent.com>, specifically to the sub-page 
<evotravelagent.com/mrmarvin>, which is an affiliate landing page operated by an individual (“Mr. Marvin”) 
who appears to be an independent participant in a multi-level-marketing (“MLM”) travel business structure 
connected to Evolution Travel LLC and Archer Travel Service, Inc.” 
 
A screenshot of Respondent’s website was annexed to the Complaint in support of this allegation. 
 
Respondent has not denied any of the foregoing allegations or disputed any of the evidence offered by 
Complainant. 
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5. Parties’ Contentions 
 
A. Complainant 
 
Complainant contends that it has satisfied each of the elements required under the Policy for a transfer of the 
Domain Name.   
 
B. Respondent 
 
Respondent did not reply to the Complainant’s contentions.   
 
 
6. Discussion and Findings 
 
Paragraph 4(a) of the Policy lists the three elements which Complainant must satisfy with respect to the 
Domain Name: 
 
(i) the Domain Name is identical or confusingly similar to a trademark or service mark in which 
Complainant has rights;  and 
(ii) Respondent has no rights or legitimate interests in respect of the Domain Name;  and 
(iii) the Domain Name has been registered and is being used in bad faith. 
 
A. Identical or Confusingly Similar 
 
The Panel concludes, on this undisputed record, the Complainant has rights in the trademark PAYPAL 
through registration and use demonstrated in the record. 
 
The Panel also finds that the Domain Name is confusingly similar to Complainant’s mark.  The Domain 
Name incorporates the PAYPAL mark in its entirety and adds the word “travel.”  Notwithstanding the 
additional word, the Panel finds that Complainant’s mark is easily recognizable within the Domain Name.   
 
Complainant has established Policy paragraph 4(a)(i). 
 
B. Rights or Legitimate Interests 
 
Pursuant to paragraph 4(c) of the Policy, Respondent may establish its rights or legitimate interests in the 
Domain Name, among other circumstances, by showing any of the following elements: 
 
(i) before any notice to you [Respondent] of the dispute, your use of, or demonstrable preparations to 
use, the Domain Name or a name corresponding to the Domain Name in connection with a bona fide offering 
of goods or services;  or 
(ii) you [Respondent] (as an individual, business, or other organization) have been commonly known by 
the Domain Name, even if you have acquired no trademark or service mark rights;  or 
(iii) you [Respondent] are making a legitimate noncommercial or fair use of the Domain Name, without 
intent for commercial gain to misleadingly divert consumers or to tarnish the trademark or service mark at 
issue.   
 
The Panel concludes that Respondent lacks rights or legitimate interests in respect of the Domain Name.   
Respondent has not come forward to dispute Complainant’s allegations and evidence.   
 
The Panel has little difficulty concluding that the PAYPAL trademark is famous.  The undisputed record 
shows that the Domain Name resolves to a website apparently related to a travel agent.  It is the Panel’s 
finding, on this record, that Respondent is probably a travel agent, or someone associated with the travel 
industry, who has used the Domain Name to increase the traffic to a commercial website in which he has an 
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interest by free-riding on the considerable fame of Complainant’s trademark.  Obviously, such a motivation 
cannot give rise to a legitimate interest in respect of the Domain Name.   
 
The Panel concludes that Complainant has established Policy paragraph 4(a)(ii). 
 
C. Registered and Used in Bad Faith 
 
Paragraph 4(b) of the Policy provides that the following circumstances, “in particular but without limitation,” 
are evidence of the registration and use of the Domain Name in “bad faith”: 
 
(i) circumstances indicating that Respondent has registered or has acquired the Domain Name primarily 
for the purpose of selling, renting, or otherwise transferring the Domain Name registration to Complainant 
who is the owner of the trademark or service mark or to a competitor of that Complainant, for valuable 
consideration in excess of his documented out of pocket costs directly related to the Domain Name;  or 
(ii) that Respondent has registered the Domain Name in order to prevent the owner of the trademark or 
service mark from reflecting the mark in a corresponding domain name, provided that Respondent has 
engaged in a pattern of such conduct;  or 
(iii) that Respondent has registered the Domain Name primarily for the purpose of disrupting the business 
of a competitor;  or 
(iv) that by using the Domain Name, Respondent has intentionally attempted to attract, for commercial 
gain, Internet users to Respondent’s website or other online location, by creating a likelihood of confusion 
with Complainant’s mark as to the source, sponsorship, affiliation, or endorsement of Respondent’s website 
or location or of a product or service on Respondent’s website or location. 
 
The Panel concludes, on this undisputed record, that Respondent has registered and used the Domain 
Name in bad faith.  The Panel incorporates its discussion above in the “Rights or Legitimate Interests” 
section.  This is a clear case of intentionally attracting, for commercial gain, Internet users to Respondent’s 
website by creating a false impression of affiliation with Complainant and its famous trademark, in violation of 
the above-quoted Policy paragraph 4(b)(iv). 
 
Complainant has established Policy paragraph 4(a)(iii).   
 
 
7. Decision 
 
For the foregoing reasons, in accordance with paragraphs 4(i) of the Policy and 15 of the Rules, the Panel 
orders that the Domain Name <paypaltravel.com> be transferred to Complainant.   
 
 
/Robert A. Badgley/ 
Robert A. Badgley 
Sole Panelist 
Date:  September 23, 2026 
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