
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov

ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA627389
Filing date: 09/16/2014

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

Proceeding 91217754

Party Defendant
SON, SAMMY S

Correspondence
Address

STOREPLAN USA CORPORATION
STOREPLAN USA CORPORATION
21023 MAIN ST STE A
CARSON, CA 90745-1246

syang@stblueca.com;info@storeplanusa.co

Submission Answer

Filer's Name Matthew Seror

Filer's e-mail mseror@buchalter.com

Signature /matthew seror/

Date 09/16/2014

Attachments Storeplan Opp. Answer.pdf(16519 bytes )

http://estta.uspto.gov


 

BN 17038724v1 

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

In the matter of Trademark Application Serial Number 86/141,864 
For the Mark: OKRUMONG 
Published for Opposition on July 1, 2014 

STOREPLAN USA CORPORATION,  

Opposer; 

v. 

SAMMY S. SON, 

Applicant. 

Opposition No.: 91217754 

Application No. 86/141,864 

Mark: Okrumong 

Published for Opposition:  July 1, 2014 

 
Applicant’s Answer to Notice of Opposition  

 
Sammy S. Son (the “Applicant”), by its undersigned counsel of record, hereby responds 

to the Notice of Opposition as filed by Storeplan USA Corporation (the “Opposer”) on August 7, 
2014  opposing registration of Application Serial No. 86/142,210 (the “Opposition”).  Applicant 
responds to the Opposition as follows: 

In response to the introductory paragraph contained in the Opposition, Applicant is 
without sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the first sentence of this 
introductory Paragraph, and on that basis denies the allegations contained therein.  Applicant 
denies the remaining allegations contained in this Paragraph.  

1. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to 
the allegations of Paragraph 1 and Applicant therefore denies the allegations thereof.   

2. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Opposition.  

3. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the Opposition.   

4. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the Opposition.  

5. Applicant admits that the document attached to the Opposition as Exhibit “A” 
reflects a printout from the TTAB website for Serial No. 86/142,210. 

6. Applicant admits that the document attached to the Opposition as Exhibit “B” 
reflects a printout from the TTAB website for Serial No. 86/141,864. 

7. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Opposition. 

8. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Opposition.  

9. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Opposition.  
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10. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the Opposition.  

11. Applicant admits that on or about August 4, 2014 Storeplan USA Corporation 
filed a lawsuit in Los Angeles Superior Court bearing case number BC551887. 

12. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the Opposition. 

13. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the Opposition. 

14. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the Opposition. 

15. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the Opposition. 

16. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of the Opposition. 

17. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of the Opposition. 

18. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of the Opposition. 

19. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 19 of the Opposition. 

20. Paragraph 20 does not contain any allegations which Applicant is required to 
either admit or deny.  

 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

1. As between the Applicant and the Opposer, Applicant has senior rights in and to 
the OKRUMONG mark.  

2. Applicant’s use of its OKRUMONG mark, and variations thereof, predated 
Opposer’s alleged use.  

3. Applicant’s rights in and to the OKRUMONG mark, and its other marks, is based 
on long term, continuous use of its OKRUMONG mark and variants thereof.   

Wherefore Applicant respectfully requests that the opposition be denied and Applicant’s 
application to register the OKRUMONG mark be allowed for registration.   

 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

BUCHALTER NEMER, APC 
 
Date: September 16, 2014     By:  __/MLS/_________________ 

Matthew L. Seror  
1000 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, California 90017-2457 
Telephone: (213) 891-0700 
Facsimile: (213) 896-0400 
Attorneys for Applicant 
Sammy S. Son  
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Proof of Service 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the instant Answer 
to Notice of Opposition has been served on the Attorney of 
Record for Storeplan USA Corporation via First Class Mail.     
 
By: _____/mls/_______________________ 
 Matthew L. Seror  
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD  

In the matter of Trademark Application Serial Number 86/142,210 
For the Mark: OKRUMONG 
Published for Opposition on June 10, 2014 

STOREPLAN USA CORPORATION,  

Opposer; 

v. 

SAMMY S. SON, 

Applicant. 

Opposition No.: 91217754 

Application No. 86/142,210 

Mark: Okrumong 

Published for Opposition:  June 10, 2014 

 
Applicant’s Answer to Notice of Opposition  

 
Sammy S. Son (the “Applicant”), by its undersigned counsel of record, hereby responds 

to the Notice of Opposition as filed by Storeplan USA Corporation (the “Opposer”) on August 7, 
2014  opposing registration of Application Serial No. 86/142,210 (the “Opposition”).  Applicant 
responds to the Opposition as follows: 

In response to the introductory paragraph contained in the Opposition, Applicant is 
without sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the first sentence of this 
introductory Paragraph, and on that basis denies the allegations contained therein.  Applicant 
denies the remaining allegations contained in this Paragraph.  

4. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to 
the allegations of Paragraph 1 and Applicant therefore denies the allegations thereof.   

5. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of the Opposition.  

6. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of the Opposition.   

7. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of the Opposition.  

8. Applicant admits that the document attached to the Opposition as Exhibit “A” 
reflects a printout from the TTAB website for Serial No. 86/142,210. 

9. Applicant admits that the document attached to the Opposition as Exhibit “B” 
reflects a printout from the TTAB website for Serial No. 86/141,864. 

10. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Opposition. 

11. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Opposition.  
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12. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Opposition.  

13. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the Opposition.  

14. Applicant admits that on or about August 4, 2014 Storeplan USA Corporation 
filed a lawsuit in Los Angeles Superior Court bearing case number BC551887. 

15. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the Opposition. 

16. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 13 of the Opposition. 

17. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the Opposition. 

18. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the Opposition. 

19. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of the Opposition. 

20. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of the Opposition. 

21. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of the Opposition. 

22. Applicant denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 19 of the Opposition. 

23. Paragraph 20 does not contain any allegations which Applicant is required to 
either admit or deny.  

 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

24. As between the Applicant and the Opposer, Applicant has senior rights in and to 
the OKRUMONG mark.  

25. Applicant’s use of its OKRUMONG mark, and variations thereof, predated 
Opposer’s alleged use.  

26. Applicant’s rights in and to the OKRUMONG mark, and its other marks, is based 
on long term, continuous use of its OKRUMONG mark and variants thereof.   

Wherefore Applicant respectfully requests that the opposition be denied and Applicant’s 
application to register the OKRUMONG mark be allowed for registration.   

 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 

BUCHALTER NEMER, APC 
 
Date: September 16, 2014     By:  __/MLS/_________________ 

Matthew L. Seror  
1000 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, California 90017-2457 
Telephone: (213) 891-0700 
Facsimile: (213) 896-0400 
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Attorneys for Applicant 
Sammy S. Son  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Proof of Service 
I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the instant Answer 
to Notice of Opposition has been served on the Attorney of 
Record for Storeplan USA Corporation via First Class Mail.     
 
By: _____/mls/_______________________ 
 Matthew L. Seror  

 
 


