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

 

HEADBLADE, INC.,                                                                      

      Plaintiff                                                                                     Oppsition No. 91204398 
                                                                                                          App. No. 85/419614                                                          
        v                                                                                                Mark: CHINBLADE   
 

 THOMAS M. POLADIAN                                                 

      Defendant 

_________________________________________  

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION, 

       I, Thomas M. Poladian , an individual residing at 727 N. Rosevere, Dearborn, MI 48128,  

Applicant of the Trademark, CHINBLADE (ChinBlade), Application No. 85/419614 do hereby 

contest  several allegations brought forth by HEADBLADE, INC.’s (“HeadBlade”) Notice of 

Opposition and appeal to the United States Patent and Trademark Office to dismiss plaintiff’s 

request and approve registration of ChinBlade allowing for the Mark to be placed on the 

Principal Register.  I believe no damage and injury to HeadBlade will result from the registration 

of ChinBlade and I am continuing to seek registration of the Mark, and answer all sections 

outlined HeadBlade’s Notice of Opposition: 

      1.         I disagree with HeadBlade’s claim in § 1. The plaintiff’s Word Mark is not a single 

word, but in fact two separate words forming the compound term “HeadBlade”. The USPTO’s 

TESS Database currently lists a total of 6,661 Marks that contain the word “Head” and 1,833 

Marks that contain the word “Blade”.  Both word listings include: Compound terms as in the 

case of HeadBlade , Phonetic-Compound terms, Separated terms, and the single stand alone 
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words “Head” and “Blade”. Therefore, no claims can be made by the plaintiffs for the exclusive 

right to use the terms “Head” or “Blade” regardless of how long the Mark has been in use or 

the commerce that it is associated with.  The Word Mark HeadBlade is a compound term whose 

separate words are used in 8,494 Word Marks that are on file at the USPTO, thus, it is my 

position that the words used are not distinguishing.   

     2.         I agree with the proof of status or registration of plaintiff’s Word Mark, “HeadBlade”.  

     3.         I do not have access to any financial records of HeadBlade to obtain a more clear 

understanding of what plaintiffs claim to be “considerable funds”.  Thus, I lack sufficient 

information; and outlined in TBMP chapter 300 specifically, § 311.02 disagree with plaintiff’s      

§ 3.    

     4.        I agree with filing an intent-to-use Trademark application for CHINBLADE on 

September 10, 2011 for “Non-electric, straight razors”; USPTO Application 85/419614. 

     5.        I agree with filing dates of previous HeadBlade marks.   

     6.        I disagree with plaintiff’s claim outlined in § 6. As with any Word Mark within the same 

industry, the USPTO approved the registration of thousands of Word Marks that share a 

common word in their Mark and have still managed to distinguish themselves apart from 

others, not causing harm to others’ goodwill and reputation. Therefore, I would like the USPTO 

to grant me the same opportunity and feel I am justified in my pursuit of the Word Mark, 

ChinBlade. 
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     7.        I disagree with plaintiff’s allegation that ChinBlade resembles their Mark as to cause 

confusion. ChinBlade was approved for publication by an examining attorney and does not 

resemble the plaintiff’s Mark, any more than a person’s chin resembles their scalp. The chin 

(apex of the lower jaw) and scalp/crown (upper part of the head) are two different locations 

above the thoracic inlet.  Furthermore, the USPTO approved other Word Marks which use the 

word “Blade” in the title which are also razors registered within the same class, EXHIBIT A. The 

Marks listed in EXHIBIT A are support that the plaintiffs are unjustified in their attempt at 

opposition against ChinBlade, and their pleadings are without foundational merit. 

     8.      I disagree with plaintiff’s allegation that registration of ChinBlade and obtaining prima 

facie rights for ChinBlade would cause “damage and injury” to HeadBlade.  

    9.       It is my belief that this is HeadBlade’s strategy in an attempt to monopolize the entire 

body region above the thoracic inlet, namely the head and neck, the plaintiffs are using the 

word “Head” to stake claim to a body region that has multiple sections, seeking to obtain 

exclusivity by referencing Section 2(d) of the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. § 1052(d) to help in their 

pleading.  If the USPTO grants plaintiff’s Notice of Opposition it would be tantamount to 

granting them the exclusive right to use the word “Blade” in forming compound terms for other 

sectional areas, both above and below the thoracic inlet. If HeadBlade is allowed to do this, any 

shaving products that people develop in the future for targeting specific sections above the 

thoracic inlet, or anywhere else on the body would not be able to form any compound term 

that incorporates the word “Blade” in the second half of the mark.  Also, in support of my claim 

that the plaintiffs want to monopolize terminology, they also own the Word Mark FaceBlade, 
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which is currently listed on the USPTO’s Supplemental Register. If the plaintiff’s trend is allowed 

to continue, they could start incorporating other parts of the human body with the word 

“Blade”; the plaintiffs should not be granted the exclusive use of this basic word for creating 

compound terminology. The human body has multiple hair covered regions that have multiple 

sections, including the region above the thoracic inlet. If the plaintiff’s Notice of Opposition 

against ChinBlade is upheld it would allow for the plaintiffs to stake claim to other bodily 

regions as well, that region’s multiple sections and then on to the entire body.                      

      Wherefore, I, Thomas M. Poladian, respectfully request that the USPTO dismiss plaintiff’s 
Notice of Opposition, and approve the registration of CHINBLADE, Application No. 85/419614.                                                                                                                                                  
Date:  April 25, 2012                                        
                                                                                                                 
                                                                                                   By:______________________________                                                  
                                                                                                                               Thomas M.  Poladian 
                                                                                                                               727 N. Rosevere 
                                                                                                                               Dearborn, MI 48128 
                                                                                                                               Tel: (313) 277-4031        
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EXHIBIT A 
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