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

In re Application No. 79/129361
Published February 4, 2014

Santoni Societa per Azioni
Opposer : '
V. ' : Opposition No. 91214860

Zarco-Fabrica de Calcado L.da
Applicant

ANSWER TO THE NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

1. Applicant has insufficient knowledge as to the allegations set forth in Paragraph 1 and
therefore denies same.

2. Applicant has insufficient knowledge as to the allegations set forth in Paragraph 2 and
therefore denies same.

3. Applicant admits that copies from the TSDR records were attached to the Notice of
Opposition but otherwise denies the allegations therein.

4. Applicant denies Paragraph 4.

5. Applicant has insufficient knowledge as to Opposer’s goods and therefore denies the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 5.

6. Applicant has insufficient knowledge of Opposer’s use and registration, and therefore
denies the allegations set forth in Paragraph 6.

7. Applicant admits that SANTOS is an element in the mark SANTOS BY CARLOS
SANTOS it is seeking to register, but denies said mark is “highly similar in

appearance and in sound to the literal element of Opposer’s SANTONI mark.”



8. Applicant denies Paragraph 8.

9. Applicant has insufficient knowledge as to Opposer’s goods and therefore denies the
allegations set forth in Paragraph 9.

10.  Applicant denies Paragraph 10.

11.  Applicant denies Paragraph 11.

Affirmative Defenses

12.  Opposer’s mark is a surname and therefore the scope of protection is limited.

13.  Opposer is not the sole and exclusive user of the trademark SANTONI

14.  Applicant’s mark in its entirety evokes a commercial impression distinctly different
from Opposer’s mark.

Wherefore it is requested that the opposition dismissed with prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,

JULIEIB. SEYLER d

ABELMAN FRAYNE & SCHWAB
666 Third Avenue

New York, New York 10017
212-949-9022
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