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        IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

           BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

________________________________________________
)

In the matter of Trademark Opposition No. 91189025 )
)

For the mark: )
WEAVEMASTERS )

)
Shake-N-Go Fashion, Inc., )

Opposer, )
              v. )
Rashanna Lee, )

Applicant. )
)

________________________________________________)

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board
P.O. Box 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Rashanna Lee, hereby submits her answer to the Notice of Opposition filed by 

Opposer Shake-N-Go Fashion, Inc. as follows:

1. Rashanna Lee (“Applicant”) admits that she is an individual having a 

correspondence address of 245 Dorset Street, Brooklyn, New York 11236.



2. Applicant admits that Shake-n-Go Fashion, Inc. (“Opposer”) is a corporation 

having a principal place of business at 83 Harbor Road, Port Washington, New York 

11050. 

3. Upon information obtained in the Trademark Electronic Search System operated 

by the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Opposer’s U.S. Trademark 

Application Serial No. 77/525,914 (“the ‘914” Application) filed July 19, 2008 for 

WEAVE MASTER indicates Opposer’s first use on June, 6, 2006 and first use in 

commerce June 6, 2006. 

4. Applicant is the owner of U.S. Trademark Application Serial No. 77/495,627 (the 

‘627 Application”) filed June 10, 2008 for WEAVEMASTERS, which indicates first use 

January 1, 1998 and first use in commerce October, 15, 2000. 

5. The dates of Opposer’s first use and first use in commerce of WEAVE MASTER

mark are after the dates of Applicant’s first use and first use in commerce of 

WEAVEMASTERS mark, which indicates priority of use by Applicant. 

6. The date of Opposer’s filing of WEAVE MASTER is after the date of filing of 

Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark. 

7. Further, Applicant has publicly advertised WEAVEMASTERS mark in 

connection with Applicant’s Services via international print media in Modern Salon 



Magazine (June 2005 issue, July 2005 issue), Allure Magazine (July 2005 issue), and 

Sophisticates Black Hair Styles and Care Guide Magazine (September/October 2005 

issue, June/July 2006 issue, September/October 2006 issue) and electronically via 

ww.weavemasters.us (registered by Applicant on July 19, 2004) and 

www.weavemasters.com (registered by Applicant on May 19, 2005).  

8. Sophisticates Black Hair Styles and Care Guide Magazine (“Publication”) lists 

Opposer among its Prominent Advertisers in 2005 media kit and Opposer advertised its 

products under Milky Way brand name (Trademark Registration No. 2,187,687), in two 

(2) full page ads and on the back cover of the Publication’s June/July 2006 issue, 

available in late May 2006, in which the Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark was also 

advertised, establishing strong possibility that Opposer could have seen Applicant’s 

WEAVEMASTERS mark in said Publication, prior to Opposer’s indicated first use on 

June 6, 2006. Enclosed supporting evidence of Applicant’s use of WEAVEMASTERS

mark includes: (1) official invoice from Publication for Applicant’s September/October 

2005 issue ad using Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark, dated July 18, 2005 

(scanned image), (2) actual copy for September/October 2005 ad in Publication using 

Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark (image), (3) Publication’s 2005 media kit insert 

listing Opposer among its Prominent Advertisers (scanned image), (4) Applicant’s ad in 

Publication’s June/July 2006 issue using Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark (image), 

(5) Publication’s 2004 Distribution Profile indicating distribution of over 200,000 copies 

per issue internationally.  



9. The WEAVEMASTERS mark used by the Applicant has become distinctive of 

the Applicant's Services in commerce, after several years of public advertising and 

delivery of training services in the field of hair extensions. 

10. Applicant currently offers training services in the field of hair extensions 

(“Applicant’s Services”) under the Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark, namely to 

educate persons in multiple hair extension techniques.

11. Applicant denies that the mark is merely descriptive of Applicant’s Services in 

that:

(1) there is no existing English word nor commonly used term “weavemasters”;

(2) according to the Merriam-Webster Dictionary the English word “weave” means 

“to form by interlacing strands,” specifically citing the use of cloth, yarn, and 

thread;

(3) and the Applicant’s Services include training in over 10 unique hair extension 

techniques, which cannot be described by the terms “weavemasters” nor “weave”

12. Applicant denies that the granting of a trademark registration on 

WEAVEMASTERS to Applicant would be contrary to Section 2(e) of the Lanham Act, 

15 U.S.C. §1052(e). 

13. As a point of reference, on May 3, 2005, Regis Inc. Corporation was granted  

HAIRMASTERS trademark Registration No. 2,946,028, filed in International Class 44 as 



applied to “beauty salon services, namely, hair cutting, styling, coloring, perming 

services, and nail care services.” According to records, no opposition was filed on 

Application Serial No. 78/338,690. 

14. The HAIRMASTERS Registration No. 2,946,028 was not deemed contrary to 

Section 2(e) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. §1052(e) by an Examining Attorney.

15. Similarly, the Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS trademark was not deemed 

contrary to Section 2(e) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. §1052(e) by an Examining 

Attorney during initial review.

16. The ‘914 Application was filed as applied to hair products, namely, hair pieces, 

wigs, hair braids, hair extensions, ponytails and hair weaves, indicating differentiation by 

Opposer between hair extensions and hair weaves. 

17. Upon information and belief, the Applicant admits that the Opposer’s mark so 

resembles Applicant’s mark as to be likely, when applied to the services of the Applicant, 

to cause confusion, or to cause mistake, or to deceive.

18. Upon information and belief, Opposer is believed to have acted in bad faith, using 

deceptive practices to investigate Applicant’s use of & interest in WEAVEMASTERS

mark. Serious, careful consideration has been taken as to not falsely and/or wrongfully 



accuse Opposer and supporting evidence of the deceptive acts are provided in statements 

below.

19. Corporation Service Company, is provider of legal services for law firms offering 

services, including trademark screening research and corporate domain management. 

20. Attorneys for Opposer John K. Kim Shareholder of Greenberg Traurig have an 

established connection with Corporation Service Company (“CSC”) evidenced by  

Attorney Jason Firth (employed as an attorney of Greenberg Traurig through March 

2008) serving on the CSC Corporate Identity Protection Executive Business Advisory 

Board as a representative of Greenberg Traurig and the law firm having also received 

multiple awards and top rankings from CSC, as published in a public February 10, 2009 

Greenberg Traurig press release.

21. Corporation Service Company (doing business as “Corporate Domains, Inc.”) is 

the registrar of record for www.Reizmann.com.

22. In consideration of the foregoing, Applicant believes that, Simon Derrick 

(“Employee”), an employee of Reizmann (www.Reizmann.com) acting on behalf of 

Opposer, pretended to be a prospective hair extension training class client in an attempt 

to purposely deceive the Applicant to investigate Applicant’s use of & interest in 

WEAVEMASTERS mark.  



23. Employee placed at least two phone calls to Applicant during January 2009 

pretending to be a cosmetologist working for Reizmann, which he claims is a “Los 

Angeles production company” and made several unusual inquiries about the Applicant 

and the length of time of the use and scope of use of Applicant’s mark. Cosmetology 

licensing records for Employee could not be confirmed. The existence of a business 

called Reizmann offering production services could not be confirmed.

24. Employee provided a telephone number of 323-665-7149 and an email of 

sderrick@reizmann.com and further requested all information for Applicant’s Services be 

mailed to 10061 RIVERSIDE DRIVE, #702 TOLUCA LAKE, CA 91602, the same post 

office box address as indicated on www.Reizmann.com and the same address supplied by 

registrar of record, Corporate Domains, Inc., of CSC, for its client Reizmann, now 

believed to be contracted to investigate the Applicant, ultimately on behalf of Opposer. 

25. Applicant admits failure to deliver Consent to Extension Request to Opposer in 

advance, and Applicant remains open and willing to directly and honestly communicate 

with Opposer in a timely manner, in the spirit of cooperation and good faith and is 

making efforts to seek alternative dispute resolution with the assistance of a non-profit 

organization.

26. Upon information and belief, should Opposer’s Opposition be upheld and ‘627 

Application not be permitted to mature into a registration, Applicant, who first used and 



filed for currently used WEAVEMASTERS mark would not be able to obtain federal 

trademark protection for its WEAVEMASTERS mark.

WEHEREFORE, Applicant prays that said Application Serial No. 77/495,627 be 

accepted and permitted to mature into a registration, that registration be issued thereon to 

Applicant, and that Opposition be rejected in favor of Applicant.

Dated: May 4, 2009. Respectfully submitted,
          

/Rashanna Lee/                                                       

By: Rashanna Lee

245 Dorset Street

Brooklyn, New York 11236

Tel. 585-721-6405



ENCLOSURE - SUPPORTING EVIDENCE: 

(1) Official invoice from Publication for Applicant’s September/October 2005 issue ad 

using Applicant’s WEAVEMASTERS mark, dated July 18, 2005 (scanned image):

/Rashanna Lee/



ENCLOSURE - SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

(2) actual copy for September/October 2005 ad in Publication using Applicant’s 

WEAVEMASTERS mark (image):

/Rashanna Lee/



ENCLOSURE - SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

(3) Publication’s 2005 media kit insert listing Shake-N-Go Fashion, Inc. among its 

Prominent Advertisers (scanned image):

/Rashanna Lee/



ENCLOSURE  - SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

(4) Applicant’s ad in Publication’s June/July 2006 issue using Applicant’s 

WEAVEMASTERS mark (scanned image):

(JUNE/JULY 2006 COVER IMAGE)

/Rashanna Lee/



ENCLOSURE - SUPPORTING EVIDENCE:

(5) Publication’s 2004 Distribution Profile indicating distribution of over 200,000 

copies per issue internationally:  

.

/Rashanna Lee/



  
Certificate of Service

I, Rashanna Lee, certify that on May 4, 2009, I caused a true and complete copy 

of the foregoing Answer to Notice of Opposition to be transmitted by First Class U.S. 

Mail, postage prepaid, to the Opposer at the following address:

John K. Kim

Greenberg Traurig

200 Park Avenue 

P.O. Box 677 

Florham Park, NJ 07932-0677  

                       /May 4, 2009/                                                /Rashanna Lee/

_______________ ____________________
Date Rashanna Lee


