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IN THE UNITED STArES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 


In the )" Iau(.'r of TrdJ~m"rk Application S(.'nal No. nnl0511 
for th.. mark FIREH) (and D~51Itn ) 
................. ....•••••••.••••••••.•••••••••.•.•.•• ·········x 

FlRFEYE.INL 

Opposer. 
Opposition Nos. 91193572 (parent) 

91194675 

. II.gain~t· )T";. OF 

FlREID [,\TER,'\ATIONAL SAR.L.. 

Applicant 

• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••--.---.--••••••••••••••••••••• i( 

Applicant Fif~m International S,AR.L. ("·ApplicanC). as and for its Ans"Cf to the 

claims asserted in th~ Notice of Opposition ("Opp<)si tion "J filed on bo;>hal r of Opposer Fire!::) c. 

Inc. (" ·Opp<)ser··). denies that Opp<)ser will ~ damaged by the registration of Applicant's m.ark 

FlREID (plus Tksign) (Ser. No. n l7l0511). With rt"sp<:Ct to 1~ spc'Cific as5ot'rtions in the 

Opposition. Applicam respcctfull) rtiponds as follows: 

I. ApplieanlllK:ks lno" ledse or information sufficient to form a belief as to the 

truth of the allegations St"t forth in paragraph I oftbo: Opposition. 

1. Applicant denies each and e,er) allegation set forth in )X!rul!raph 20rthe 

Opposition, and respcctfull) refers the Board to U.S. Registration No. J.386A 18. tiled with the 

U.S. Patem and Tradcmar~ Of1ice on September 9. 2005. for the contents thereof. 

3. Applicant denies each and e\'er~: alletlation set fOM in paragrnph 3 of the 

Oppositiun. and rcspcrtfull) refers the Board to 1;.5. Retlistration No. 3.386.626. med "ilil the 

U.S. Patent and I rndemar~ Office on Febl1J.'l0 1.2006. for the contents therc<!f. 



4. Appliellm lacl..s knowledge or infonnation sufficient to fonn II belief 11$ to the 

truth orthe allegatioru; set forth in paragraph 4 of the Opposition. 

5. The allegations sct forth in paragr.lph 5 oflhe Opposition ~aJl for a legal 

conclusion to "hieh no rcsponse is nc<:cs5ar}. To the ext .. nt a response is n<!Cess.ary. Applicant 

denies each and C\ cr} allegation s<:t fonh in paragraph 5 of the Opposition. 

6. Applicant admits that it tiled its Trademark Application Serial No. 77nI OSI I on 

April <). 2009 and r<.:sJlCctfully refers the Board to that document for the contents thereof. 

7. Applicant denies each and evcr}' allegation sct fonh in parngrnph 7 of the 

OPPOsition 

8. Applicant denies each and el'cr} allegation SCI fonh in paragraph 8 of the 

Opposition. 

9. Applicant deRies each and cI'er} allegation set fonh 10 paragraph 9 of the 

Opposillon. 

10. Applicant dcnies each and CICr}' allegation SCI fonh in paragraph 10 of the 

Oppo)ition. 

II. Applicant dcnies each and "I Cr}' allegation sct fonh in paragfaph II of the 

Opposition. 

12. Applicant den ies cach and ever}' allegation set fonh in paragraph 12 of the 

Opposition. 

13. The allegations Sd forth in paragraph 13 of the Opposi tion call for a Icgal 

condu.ion to "hich no respons.c is nec",ssary, To the extent a response is nccesSW). Applicunt 

denies each and eler} all...gation set forth in paragraph 13 of the Opposition. 

, 




14. The al legations set fonh in paragraph 14 oflhe Opposition call for a kgal 

conclusion \0 wh ich no response is nec"'SSUI). To the extent a response is n«essary. Applicant 

denies each and every allegation SCt fonh in paragraph 14 of the Opposition . 
• 

15. I"hc allegations se:t fonh in p;lrJyraph IS of the Opp!.)$ilion cal! for a legal 

conclusion to" hieh no response is ncccsS3l). To tnc cxtcm a I'\'sponse is neccssary. Applicant 

denies each and e' "I) allel!luion set fOrlh in paragraph 15 ofthc Opposition. 

16. The 1I1Ieglilions SCI fonh in parttt;rttph 16 ofille Opposition call for a legal 

conclusion 10" hich no response: is n«essar;.. To the eXlem a response is n«ess:lf). Applicant 

denies each and every allegation SCt forth in pamgl1lph 16 Oflhe Opposition_ 

17. Applicant dcniH each and e\"e!) allegation set forth in Jl3I1Iir1Iph 17 ofthc 

Opposition. 

III. Applicant denies each and e\"c!)' allcgation set fonb in paragraph 18 oflhc 

19. Applicanl admits that Opposer ha.~ filed Opposition No. 91193572 and has 

separatel} filed D ~Iolion 10 Consolidate Ihe~ proceedings. lind respectful!> refers the Board 10 

lhe doxumcms n:fcrenced "ithin Jl'Ir.agraph 19 of the Opposition for the contents thereof. 

AS A~n fOR,\ f i RST AFFIRMAT IVE nEfEi'"SE 

20. 	 The Opposition fails 10 state an> claim upon "hich relidean be granted . 

AS A"'O fOR A SEC_OND AH IRJ\I;\T IVE DEFE,,'SE 

2] . Opposer' s allegations an: bam.-d b) the equitable doctrines of wah·cr. eSIOPJl't'1. 

laches. aC'luies.:ence and or unclean hand~. 

AS ,0. ,," 1) FOR A TllJRl) AFFIRMATIVE l)HENSE 

Opposer lacks standing to asscn the claims in the Opposition. 

J 



AS A,,"!) fOR A FOURTH A ....IR.\IATIVE DEfENSE 

23. Applicant's mar},: FJRJ:.I!) (plus Do:signl i> substantially dissimilar in sound. 

Il.ppt'ar.mc~, mtaning and commercial imp~s.•ion from Opposers marks such that consumers art 

not li~ell !O ~ confu~, d~cei'ed or mistaken as to the source of AppliclUlt" s goods. 

AS ASI) FOR AFIFTH ,\fFIRJ\lATIVE DEFESSE 

14. Lpon information and helkr, th~ I!oods and/or serviCfs sold b} Opposer and 

Arrlicrutt arc substantiall) di5similar and therefore no likelihood of confusion e,usts. 

AS ,-\/1.' 0 FOR A SIXTH AFfiRMATIVE DEfENSE 

15. Upon infOT1Tl3tioil and belicf, Opposcr and Applicant sell their goods andior 

SCI"' ices III di fTerent channtls of trade and Ihcl"<.'fore no lilelihood of confusion exists. 

~S...hNn FOW. A SEVEl'iTiI AU·IRMA TI VE DHENSr. 

26. Opposer does not own tht exclusive rights in Wld 10 an) marl containing the term 

FIRE. 

WII ERU'ORE, Applicant rfspectlull) requ.:SIS that OpPffiition :-':0. 91194675 be 

dismissed in its cntiret) and thUI Application Serial Ko. 771710511 be allo,",ed to proceed to 

[)al~d: 	 N~,\ York, Ne', York 
November 30, 2010 

Respectfull} subrninro, 

B'§~su;ce;alkTTl13Il:ESq: 
AnorneyofReeord 
Richtmont ~onh America. Inc. 
645 Fifth A'enue. 5th Floor 
~e\\ York Nell Yor\; 10022 
(211) K91·2445 



Cl:RTIFlCATE Of SERVICE 8 Y FIRST CLASS MAIL 

1 h.:reb} ceni~' that II true and COlTO:\!! copy of the foregoing AI'<SWER TO NOTlCF OF 

OPPOSITION IN OPPOSITJO:-l :-10. 91194675 has been served on Julia Spoor Gard. E!Iq .. 

anomcy for Opposer Fir~E}c. Inc .. by mailing said copy on Nm-ember 30. 2010. via First Class 

Mail. po~luge prepaid to: 

Julia Spoor Gard. [50:[. 

B1l1TIes & Thornburg 


11 South Meridian Stlttt 

itwlianapolis. IN 46204 


Dav:d: t>:C\\ Yorl.l\"e\\ Yon.: 
No'.:mber 30.1010 
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