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Marc Van Wesemael, CEO EURid -  Marc has worked in the telecom and software industries as a 

consultant and as a manager in software engineering, general sales and marketing. For ten years he 

was the Managing Director of not-for-profit DNS Belgium, the registry for .be. He has an MBA from 

Lessius Management School (Antwerp) in collaboration with Northwestern University (USA) and a 

degree in electronic engineering from the University of Ghent. 

 

Reputation economies and .eu 

Domain names are a crucial element in the reputation economics of today. EURid, the manager of the 

.eu name space, has developed a strategy that is focussed on creating a trustworthy online space along 

three main axes : 

 

- removing bad registrations through sophisticated algorithms,  

- making tools available for IP owners to protect themselves and  

- deploying advanced technology to prevent abusive registrations. 

 

This presentation serves to provide a detailed update along with practical insight regarding EURid’s 

efforts to pursue its trust based strategy. 

 



 

 
 

 
 

 
Petter Rindforth is Managing Partner of Fenix Legal KB, Sweden. He is a European Trademark & 
Design Attorney and a trained Mediator (member of the INTA International Panel of Neutrals). He 
serves as arbitrator/panellist for .eu disputes - Czech Arbitration Court (since 2005), as well as 
domain name disputes handled by WIPO (since 2000), the US-based FORUM, and Swedish IIS.  
 
He is board member of FICPI Sweden, representing FICPI in the Intellectual Property Constituency 
(IPC) of The Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers (ICANN). 
 
 

 
.EU disputes - what you need to know when doing business in Europe (and/or as a EUTM owner). 
 
If you want to dispute a domain name under .eu or the Cyrillic version .ею registration and you 
believe that: i) you have a prior right to the domain name, and ii) the current holder has registered or 
uses the domain name for speculative or abusive purposes, you can challenge its registration via 
the Alternative Dispute Resolution (ADR) procedure. 
 
Since 2006 the Czech Arbitration Court has been operating as the dispute resolution provider for .eu 
domain names. More than 1 200 disputes have been decided on during these 11 years. And from 
June 1, 2017, the WIPO Arbitration and Mediation Center also provides domain name dispute 
resolution services for .eu and .ею registrations in all 24 official EU languages. 
 
So, what can you do if you think someone has infringed your trademark via a .eu domain name? And 
what (why?) is different from .eu disputes compared to .com, .se or .dk? 
 
 

 

 

 



 

 

Magnus Ahlgren 

1995 LLM Uppsala University 

1995-1996 Legal Officer, PRV Trademark Department 

1996-1998 Legal Officer, PRV Patent Department 

1998-2000 PRV, Head of Trademark Division 

2000-2007 PRV, Senior Legal Councel, Designs and Trademarks Department 

2008-2011 OHIM, Seconded National Expert at Cancellation Division 

2012-…      PRV, Deputy Head of Designs & Trademarks Department, Head of Legal 

Section 

 

What is the purpose of the Nice Classification? 

The Nice Agreement for classification of goods and services was adopted in 1957 and has 

since served applicants and other parties before trademark registries throughout the 

world. Currently the Nice Union has 82 Member States. In practice, the Madrid Protocol 

adds more national and regional offices to the international community of a common 

classification system. Over the years its initial 34 classes have been extended to 42 and 

subsequently to 45. Continuous and rapid development of new goods and services call for 

increased and harmonized amendment of the database and indeed harmonized practice 

between offices. Which measures may be taken to keep the system up to date with the 

requirements of the 21st century.  

Historically, trademark classification systems were developed by trademark offices for the purposes 

of making it easier to locate and review marks.  The most widely adopted of these systems ---the 

Nice Classification---arose by way of the Nice Agreement in 1957. 

Since 1957, however, information technology has advanced significantly such that it may be time to 

revisit what the purpose of the Nice Classification(and other classification) systems is, and whether it 

still delivers enough value to justify its continued use over possible alternatives. 

 

 



 

 

 
 

Toni Polson Ashton - a partner at Sim & McBurney and Sim Ashton & McKay LLP with a legal practice 
counselling clients in the selection and availability of trade-marks, portfolio management, 
prosecution, policing of trade-marks, opposition and related licensing and packaging issues.  
 
Toni’s commitment to trade-mark law has led to serving as Chair of the National Intellectual Property 
Section of the Canadian Bar Association (CBA), and on the International Trade-mark Association 
(INTA) Board of Directors and its Executive Committee. In addition, Toni is a Fellow of the Intellectual 
Property Institute of Canada (IPIC) and CET1 Co-Chair of Trade-marks at the International Federation 
of Intellectual Property Attorneys (FICPI).  
 
Toni is a member of The University of Akron School of Law IP Advisory Council, Phi Delta Phi, an 
author of Hughes on Trade-marks (LexisNexis Butterworths) and contributes to Intellectual 
Property/Commercial Transactions, Canadian Forms and Precedents – Trade Marks, Halsbury’s Laws 
of Canada: Trade-marks, Passing Off and Unfair Competition 2012 and IP Benchbook – Trade-marks. 
  
Toni has been included in the Best Lawyers in Canada; The Canadian Legal Lexpert Directory; Expert 
Guides – The Guide to the World’s Leading Women in Business Law; Chambers and Partners; 
International Who’sWho of Trade-mark Lawyers and International Who’sWho of Business Lawyers; 
Canadian Who’s Who and is Martindale-Hubbell Distinguished ℠ rated.  
 

 

Since 1957, however, information technology has advanced significantly such that it may be time to 

revisit what the purpose of the Nice Classification(and other classification) systems is, and whether it 

still delivers enough value to justify its continued use over possible alternatives. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 
Ulla Wennermark - holds an LL.M. from the University of Lund in Sweden. After having worked as in-
house legal counsel at Colgate-Palmolive and thereafter in private practice as Attorney-at-Law and 
Trademark Agent in Denmark, Ulla was in 2005 appointed as Member of the Boards of Appeal at 
EUIPO. At EUIPO, Ulla also became an accredited mediator (CIArb) and took part in the setting up of 
the EUIPO Mediation center.  
 
After 10 years at EUIPO, Ulla moved back home to Gothenburg where she started her own law firm 
(wennermark.eu). As a Member of the Swedish bar association, Ulla provides consultation services to 
IP professionals in relation to the EU trademark and design systems, and the harmonization directive. 
Her business portfolio includes e.g. telephone support, second opinions, strategy advices and legal 
opinions in infringement cases.  
 
Ulla was in 2015 appointed as Member of the Board of Appeal for Trademarks both in Denmark 

(Ankenævnet for Patenter og Varemærker) and in Norway (KFIR). 

 

 

Topics: 

Presentation of Trademark cases with respect to the Nice Classification 

News in relation to the EU trademark and the Community Design. User oriented highlights of CJEU 

judgments. 


