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APPLECANTS ANSWER TO OPPOSITION

Applicani, Bubber King Tyres India Pyl Fad,, by #s sttorsey, hereby

answers the aflegations set lovth in the Nefive of Opposition as fodlows:

1.

Ly

8.

Applicant hos inveilicicnr Keowledes or information as o the truth of the
alfrgations sef forth in paragraph § of the Notice of Opposition, and,
thevefore, dendes said allegations,

Admitted {n part; Applicant seeks to regisier the words RUBRER KING in
combination with ity design logo, nog solely as & word mark.

Appleant bas nsufficient knewledpe or informadion ax fo the teuth of the
allepations set forth in paragraph 3 of the Nobies of Opposition, and,
thevelore, denies said sllegations.

Applicant bas mvatficient knowledpe or information as to the truth of the
alfepations sef forth fo paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition, and,
therefors, donies suid allegations.,

Applicant has lnsuiticiont knewledge or lnformation sy (o the troth of the
allepations set forthy in paragraph 5 of the hotive of Opposivion, snd,
fherefore, denies sabd allegations,

Bented. Applicant’s mark with or withoat the desipn bears no resentblaves
to Opposer’s mark, in spand, appearance, or eonnsiation. The wording



“RUBBER" and “ROAD™ bear twi distinetly different connobiutions, sounds,
and sppearances. The addition of Applicant’s desige makes the distinetinns
botween the twoe marks even ereuter,

fo Applicant bas insufficient Knvwledge or information as to the truth of the
allegations set forth in paragraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition, and,
thevefore, dendes said allezatings,

¥, Applicant has insafficient knowledge or inlormation as to the trath of the
atlegations sef forth in paragraph 8 of the Nutice of Opposition, and,
therelore, denies said allegations,

9. Depicd. Opposer does not claim exelusive righis o the common wording
KENG in connection with any of the geods identifled by either party, nor
does it allege to own any sther mark bearing the wording KING in
connection with these goods to oreate an association solely with tis word,

HL Deniesd,

1E, Dended.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays thut the present spposition be granied jo favor
af Applicant, this oppositiva be dismissed, and that vegistration be granted.
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PROMH OF SERVICE

i herehy vertify that a true and compleie copy of the foregoing APPLICANT'S
ANSWER TO GPPOSITION hag been served on Feter Mack, counsed for Opposer,
by mailing said copy on February K 2085, via First Class Mail, postage pregaid 1o
Peter Mack, Feley & Lardeer LLP Washington Harbouor, 30 K Street, N8,
Suite 300, Washington, BLOC, 280647, ¢




