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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Briggs & Stratton Corporation,

Opposer

V. Opposition No. 91/200832

Honda Giken Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha
(Honda Motor Co., Ltd.),

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

Sir:

Applicant, Honda Giken Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha (Honda Motor Co., Ltd.), by and
through his attorneys, hereby responds to the Notice of Opposition filed by Briggs & Stratton
Corporation as follows:

1. Applicant admits the allegations in Paragraph 1, and further states that the
description includes the following, “[t]he broken lining in the drawing is not part of the mark and
serves only to indicate position.”

2. Applicant admits that the opposed application was filed on July 7, 2006 by the
indicated Applicant and that the application includes a claim of use since October 1983.

Applicant denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 2.

3. Applicant denies each and every allegation contained in Paragraph 3.
4. Applicant denies each and every allegation contained in Paragraph 4.
5. Applicant denies each and every such allegation contained in Paragraph 5.

The Notice of Opposition does not include a Paragraph 6.
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7. Applicant admits that Exhibit A purports to be a photograph of a 550 Series
Engine. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a conclusion as to the
truth of the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 7, and therefore denies them.

8. Applicant admits that it has claimed that Opposer’s 550 Series Engine infringes
Applicant’s trademark rights in the Engine Design trademark. To the extent that there are other
allegations contained in Paragraph 8, applicant denies each and every such allegation.

9. To the extent that there are factual allegations contained in Paragraph 9, applicant

denies each and every such allegation.

Wherefore, Applicant prays that Opposer’s Notice of Opposition be dismissed and that
judgement be entered in favor of Applicant Honda Giken Kogyo Kabushiki Kaisha (Honda

Motor Co., Ltd.).

Respectfully submitted,

Date: August 30, 2011 Michael J. Bevilacqua, Esq.
Barbara A. Barakat, Esq.
Wilmer Cutler Pickering Hale and Dorr LLP
60 State Street
Boston, Massachusetts 02109
(617) 526-6000
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that a true copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO NOTICE OF
OPPOSITION was served this 30" day of August 2011, upon:

Robert N. Philips
Reed Smith LLP
101 Second Street
San Francisco, California 94105

And

Nina Habib Borders
Reed Smith LLP
10 S. Wacker Drive, 40" Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60606

by first-class mail, postage prepaid.

Barbara A. Barakat
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