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

NETGEAR, INC. ) Opposttion No.: 91214868
a Delaware corporation )
) Application No.: 85867520
Opposer, }
) Mark: READYCLOUD
v. )
} Published in the Official Gazette on
TRUESHIP LLC, ) October 15, 20123
an Arizona Limited Liability )
company, )
)
Applicant. )

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

TrueShip, LLC (“Applicant”) answers NETGEAR, In¢.’s (“Opposer”) Notice of

Opposition. Any allegation not specifically admitted is denied.

1. Applicant admits the allegations of paragraph 1.

2. Opposer’s paragraph 2 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. The remaining allegations of paragraph 2 are denied as Applicant is without
sufficient information to know when and how the Opposer first used the marks, the length of
time and the extent of such alleged use, and whether said registered and unregistered marks
constitute a growing family.

3. Applicant admits only that the United States Patent Office (“USPTO”) records
show that Opposer holds registrations for READYNAS, READYSHARE, READYDATA, and
READYDROP but denies any remaining allegations.

4. Applicant admits that the United States Patent Office (“USPTO”) records show

that Opposer holds an application for READYCLOUD but denies any remaining allegations.



5t Opposer’s paragraph 5 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. To the extent there are any factual allegations, Applicant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations and therefore denies the
allegations.

6. Opposer’s paragraph 6 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. To the extent there are any factual allegations, Applicant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations and therefore denies the
allegations.

7. Opposer’s paragraph 7 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. To the extent there are any factual allegations, Applicant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations and therefore denies the
same.

8. Applicant admits the allegations of paragraph 8.

0. Applicant admits that it filed an application on March 5, 2013, under Section 1¢{b)
to register READYCLOUD in International Class 42.

10.  Applicant admits the allegations of paragraph 10.

11.  Opposer’s paragraph 11 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the remaining allegations and therefore denies the same.

12.  Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 12.

13.  Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 13. Applicant registered the domain
name “READYCLOUD.COM?” in November 2012 and on information and belief begun use of

the mark prior to, but no later than, a tradeshow in January of 2013.



14. Opposer’s paragraph 14 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. Applicant denies any factual allegations.

15.  Applicant admits that the marks alone are identical. Applicant denies any
remaining factual allegations.

16.  Opposer’s paragraph 16 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. Applicant denies any factual allegations.

17.  Opposer’s paragraph 17 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. Applicant denies any factual allegations.

18.  Opposer’s paragraph 18 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary. Applicant denies any factual allegations.

19.  Opposer’s paragraph 19 states legal conclustons for which no response is
necessary. To the extent there are any factual allegations, Applicant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations and therefore denies the
same.

20.  Opposer’s paragraph 20 states legal conclusions for which no response is
necessary and denies that Opposer will be damaged by the registration of U.S. Serial No.
85867520. To the extent there are any factnal allegations, Applicant is without knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations and therefore denies the

same.

Applicant denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief requested in the Notice of

Opposition.



AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Applicant asserts that the following affirmative defense bars Opposer’s relief requested in

the Notice of Opposition.

Opposer’s claim(s) are barred under the Morehouse doctrine. While Opposer has not, and
will not be, injured by the registration of U.S. Serial No. 85867520, any injury Opposer may
sustain will not exceed any injury already sustained due to or more of Applicant’s valid
registrations including, READYSHIPPER (# 4045493) registered October 25, 2011,
READYRETURNS (# 4048917) registered November 1, 2011, READYMODULES (#4048921)

registered November 1, 2011, and READYLABELS (# 4048923) registered November 1, 2011.

WHEREFORE, Applicant requests that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board dismiss

the Notice of Opposition and grant all other appropriate relief to Applicant as it deems just.
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5 /14 /14 oot £ Gyl
Date Michael] F. Campillo v

Venable Campillo Logan & Meaney, P.C.
1938 E. Osborn Rd.

Phoenix AZ 85016

Telephone: (602) 631-9100

Fax: (602) 631-4529

email: docketing@vclmlaw.com
Attorneys for

Applicant TrueShip, LL.C

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing ANSWER was served on Counsel for Opposer by first
class mail at the address and on the date below:



Date: March 14, 2014

Aaron D. Hendelman
Nathan E. Ferguson
Wilson Sonsini Goodrich & Rosati
650 Page Mill Road
Palo Alto, California 94304-1050
(650) 493-9300
trademarks@wsgr.com

W%M

Michael F. Campillo



