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

GOOGLE, INC.,, )
)
Opposer, ) Opposition No.: 91173427
)
Vs. )
)
JENNIFER LYNN FRENCH, ) Application No.: 78/378,817
) Filing Date: October 24, 2005
Applicant. ) Publication Date: July 4, 2006
) Mark: CASHOOGLE

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Jennifer Lynn French, through her undersigned counsel, the Law Offices of
Mark Wray, hereby answers the Notice of Opposition filed on October 17, 2006, Opposition
Number 91171124" as follows:

1. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 1, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

2. Denies the allegations of paragraph 2.

3. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 3, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

4. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 4, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

117

" The Notice of Opposition filed on October 17, 2006 incorrectly identifies the trademark as
Application Serial No. 78/581,071. However, Application Serial No. 78/581,071 refers to a
separate Opposition filed by Google, Inc. regarding an application for “Chmoogle”, a mark that
has no relationship to the above entitled action.
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5. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 5, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

6. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 6, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

7. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 7, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

8. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 8, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

0. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 9, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

10. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 10, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

11. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 11, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

12. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 12, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

13. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 13, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

14. Admits the allegations of paragraph 14.
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15. Admits the allegations of paragraph 15.

16. Denies the allegations of paragraph 16.

17. Admits the allegations of paragraph 17.

18. Denies the allegations of paragraph 18.

19. Denies the allegations of paragraph 19.

20. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 20, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

21. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 21, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

22. Denies the allegations of paragraph 22.

23. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 23, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

24. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 24, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

25. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 25, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

26. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 26, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

27. Denies the allegations of paragraph 27.

28. Denies the allegations of paragraph 28.

29. Denies the allegations of paragraph 29.

30. Denies the allegations of paragraph 30.
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31. Denies the allegations of paragraph 31.

32. Denies the allegations of paragraph 32.

33. Lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations of paragraph 33, and basing her denial thereon, denies each and every allegation
contained therein.

34. Denies the allegations of paragraph 34.

As and for separate and affirmative defenses, Applicant alleges:

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The Opposition fails to state a claim upon which relief can be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer’s and Applicant’s relevant goods and services are sufficiently distinct, thus
avoiding any likelihood of confusion.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer’s and Applicant’s marks are sufficiently distinct, thus avoiding any likelihood of|
confusion.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

No damage or injury has resulted, will result or can result from the registration of
Applicant’s mark.
FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer is barred by the doctrines of laches and estoppel.
SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The Notice of Opposition was filed in an untimely manner.

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The Opposer’s trademark has become generic and can no longer be enforced.

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Applicant’s attempt to register and use of the trademark was made in good faith to
accurately describe Applicant’s goods and/or services and is consistent with other trademarks

registered under the Applicant’s name.
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NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Applicant reserves the right to supplement these affirmative defenses as additional

information is discovered through discovery and after reasonable inquiry by the Applicant.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Notice of Opposition be denied and dismissed
with prejudice in all respects, to issue registration of Applicant’s mark, and grant Applicant any

and all relief as may be appropriate and proper.

DATED: November 27, 2006 LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY

By: /Robert Simon/
MARK WRAY
ROBERT SIMON
LAW OFFICES OF MARK WRAY
608 Lander Street
Reno, Nevada 89509
Phone: (775) 348-8877
Fax:  (775) 348-8351
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned employee of the Law Offices of Mark Wray certifies that a true copy of

the foregoing document was sent via e-mail and placed in an envelope with first class prepaid

postage affixed and deposited in the U.S. Mail in Reno, Nevada on November 27, 2006

addressed to the following:

James Vana

Matthew Schneller

Perkins Coie, LLP.

1201 Third Avenue Suite 4800
Seattle, WA 98101
pctrademarks @perkinscoie.com

/Robert Simon/




