Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA692412

Filing date: 08/28/2015

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

Proceeding 91222936

Party Defendant
Randstad Holding N.V.

Correspondence ROBERTO LEDESMA

Address LAW OFFICE OF ROBERTO LEDESMA
PO BOX 230692

NEW YORK, NY 10023

UNITED STATES
RL@EverythingTrademarks.com

Submission Answer

Filer's Name Roberto Ledesma

Filer's e-mail RL@EverythingTrademarks.com
Signature /Roberto Ledesma/

Date 08/28/2015

Attachments Answer TOTAL TALENT ARCHITECTURE Opposition.pdf(100956 bytes )



http://estta.uspto.gov

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

Korn Ferry Leadership Consulting )
Corporation )
Opposer, ) Opposition No. 91222936
)
V. ) Serial No. 79158054
)
Randstad Holding N.V. ) Mark: TOTAL TALENT
Applicant. ) ARCHITECTURE
)

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant Randstad Holding N.V., by its counsel, responds as follows to the

Notice of Opposition filed herein.

1.

32.

33.
34.

35.
36.

37.
38.

Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore
denies the same.

Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore
denies the same. Denied in so far as “the ARCHITECT Marks” are “well known.”

. Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations in paragraphs 3 to 31 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore denies the same.

Admitted.

Admitted.
Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations in paragraph 34 of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore
denies the same.

Denied.

Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 36 of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore
denies the same.

Denied.

Applicant incorporates above responses in Paragraphs 1 — 37.



39.

40.

Applicant lacks sufficient knowledge and information to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations in paragraph 39 of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore
denies the same.

Denied.
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FURTHERMORE, Applicant sets forth the following affirmative defenses and

statements in support of its defense:

41.
42.

43.

44.
45.

Applicant’s mark is not confusingly similar to Opposer’s alleged marks.

The marks differ in terms of sound, appearance, meaning and commercial
impression.

The services offered by the parties are distinctive and distinguishable and offered
in separate trade channels.

Opposer’s alleged marks are weak and entitled to a narrow scope of protection.

Applicant reserves the right upon further investigation to add affirmative defenses
and any potential counterclaims.

WHEREFORE, Applicant requests that this Notice of Opposition be dismissed

and that judgment be entered in favor of Applicant.

Randstad Holding N.V.

__/Roberto Ledesma/

Roberto Ledesma

Law Office of Roberto Ledesma
PO Box 230692

New York, NY 10023
646-845-9414

Attorney for Applicant

Date: August 28, 2015

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the foregoing document was served upon Opposer this 28th

day of August, 2015, by mailing a copy thereof via first-class mail, postage pre-paid, to
Lynn M. Humphreys, MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP, 425 MARKET STREET, SAN
FRANCISCO, CA 94105-2482.

/Roberto Ledesma/
Roberto Ledesma




