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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK AND TRIAL APPEAL BOARD

Citicorp,
Opposer,
V.
City National Bank,
Applicant.
Mark: CITYREC

Serial No. 76/424,937
Filed: June 26, 2002

Published: December 10, 2002

Commissioner of Trademarks
BOX TTAB NO FEE

2900 Crystal Drive
Arlington, VA 22202-3513

Dear Sir’/Madame:
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Opposition No. 91156294

06-20-2003
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CERTIFICATE OF EXPRESS MAILING

!
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited pursuant

ANSWER

Applicant City National Bank (herein “City National Bank™) answers the Notice

of Opposition as follows:
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1. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 1, and on that basis, denies
those allegations.

2. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sujifﬁcient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 2, and on that li)asis, denies
those allegations. |
3. City National Bank is without knowledge or information su#ﬁcient to form

a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 3, and on that l#asis, denies

those allegations.

4. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufﬁcient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 4, and on that j‘asis, denies
those allegations. ‘;

5. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 5, and on that l%sis, denies
those allegations. l

6. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufj }1cient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 6, and on that b:asis, denies
those allegations. i

7. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufiiﬁcient to form

a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 7, and on that bLsis, denies
those allegations. £
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8. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 8, and on that basis, denies
those allegations.

9. City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 9, and on that B:asis, denies
those allegations. [

10.  City National Bank is without knowledge or information su l1cient to form

a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 10, and on that }basis, denies
!

those allegations. T

i

11.  Denied.

!

12.  City National Bank is without knowledge or information sufficient to form
a belief as to the truth of any of the allegations of paragraph 12 with respect/to the
|
activities of Citicorp, and on that basis, denies those allegations; otherwise, admitted.

13.  Admitted. |

14.  Admits that CITYREC includes the prefix CITY and that th%re is some

i
)

similarity between CITY and CITI; otherwise, the allegations of paragraph E]4 are denied.

15.  Admits that CITYREC includes the prefix CITY and that thqire is some
similarity between CITY and CITT; otherwise, the allegations of paragraph t15 are denied.

|

16.  City National Bank admits that it has used for many years anp sought to
register various marks that include the word City as an element or prefix; ot[herwise,
denied. )r

17.  Admitted. &
18.  Admitted. {
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Admitted; but City National Bank disagreed with and continues to

disagree with the examining attorney’s erroneous conclusion that a Section/2(d) refusal

was appropriate.

i

|
20.  Admits that it filed an application to register CITY IMAGE and that the

application was abandoned, but denies that the application was abandoned a%lfter Citicorp

filed an opposition.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

Denied.

Denied.

Denied.

Dented.

Denied.

Denied.

Denied.

WHEREFORE, Applicant respectfully requests that the opposition be denied and

that judgment entered in favor of Applicant.

Dated: June (2 , 2003
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David W. Grace [
LOEB & LOEB LLP i

10100 Santa Monica Boulevard, Suite 2200
Los Angeles, California 90067 |

Tel.: 310-282-2000 ‘f

Fax: 310-282-2200 |
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By:

David W@:‘?J
Attorneys for Applicant, City Nati(;)nal Bank
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It is hereby certified that the foregoing ANSWER is being deposited with the
United States Postal Service express mail in an envelope addressed to: ;
Commissioner for Trademarks i
BOX TTAB NO FEE
2900 Crystal Drive
Arlington, VA 22202-3513

and a true and correct copy of the same is being served upon counsel for
Applicant by depositing a copy of the same in the U.S. mail, first class postage prepaid,
in an envelope addressed to:

Bruce J. Goldner

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom LLP
Four Times Square

New York, NY 10036

Executed this Q«O day of June 2001, at Los Angeles, California.
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