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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK QGFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARY

AMAZON.COM, INC.
Opposer
V.

Opposition No. 91173810
AMAZON INTRODUCTIONS, LLC,

Applicant

APPLICANT'S ANSWER TO OPPOSITION

Applicant, Amazon Introductions, LLC, by its attorneys hereby respond to
the allegations set forth in the Notice of Opposition as follows:

I Applicant has msufficient knowledge or information as to the
truth of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 1 of the Notice of

Opposition and, therefore, denies said allegation.
2. Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the
truth of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 2 of the Notice of

Opposition and, therefore, denies said allegation.

3. Admuitted.



4.

6.

10.

1.

Admitted.
Admitted.
Admitted m part. Books on a variety of topics are available on

www.amazon.com, however, Applicant denies the implication that

Opposer 1s the publisher or author of such books, or that Opposer
specializes in the area of dating books. Opposer is only an online
retailer.

Admitted in part. Opposer is known by the public specifically
as an online retailer, and nothing more. The public can distinguish
Opposer only from other online retatlers.

Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the
truth of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 8 of the Notice of
Opposition and, therefore, dentes said allegation.

Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the
truth of the allegations set forth m Paragraph 9 of the Notice of
Opposition and, therefore, denies said allegation.

Adnutted.

Applicant has insufficient knowledge or information as to the
truth of the allegations set forth in Paragraph 11 of the Notice of

Opposition, in particular, Applicant does not know what Opposer



is aware or unaware of, and therefore, denies said allegation.
Further, Applicant adopted this name because of its suggestiveness
with the Amazon River and Brazil.

12. Denied. Applicant’s and Opposer’s services are unrelated and
registration 1s therefore unlikely to cause confusion, mistake or to
deceive. Further, Opposer’s mark would not be diluted where
there are already numerous third party registrations for the mark
AMAZON in connection with numerous goods and services in

various classes, and owned by different parties.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

13, As a first and separate affirmative defense, Applicant is
informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer has
sizated no claim upon which relief can be granted.

14. In the alternative, as a second and separate affirmative detense,
Applicant is informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that
since Applicant only uses the trademark on a speciﬁc type of web
site service, i.e. on-line dating services, covered by the broad
identification in its application, that there is no likelihood of

confusion with respect to Apphicant’s actual services as compared



with the services offered by Opposer. In the event that Opposer is
entitled to judgment with respect to Applicant’s services as broadly
identified, Applicant would nevertheless be entitled to a
registration of its trademark with a restricted identification
reflecting the actual nature of its services.

15.  As a third and separate affirmative defense, Applicant is
informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer’s
claim is barred from recovery by the doctrine of estoppel.

16.  As a fourth and separate affirmative defense, Applicant is
informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer’s

claim is barred from recovery by the doctrine of laches.
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As a fifth and separate affumative defense, Applicant is
informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer’s
claim is barred from recovery by the doctrine of waiver.

18.  As an sixth and separate affirmative defense, Applicant is
informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer’s
claim is barred from recovery by reason of its own unclean hands.

19.  As a seventh and separate affirmative defense, Applicant is

informed and believes, and on this basis asserts that Opposer’s

claim is barred from recovery by the doctrine of acquiescence.



20. There may be additional affirmative defenses to the claims
alleged by Opposer that are currently unknown to Applicant.
Therefore, Applicant reserves the right to amend its Answer to
alleged additional affirmative defenses in the event discovery of

additional information indicates they are approprate.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the present opposition be granted
in favor of Applicant, this opposition be dismissed, and that

registration be granted.

Michael Cerrati
John Alumit
Patel & Alumit, PC

16830 Ventura Blvd., Suite 360
Encino, CA 91436

(818) 592-4037 x376

Attorney for Applicant



PROQOF OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing APPLICANT’S
ANSWER TO OPPOSITION has been served on Jessica Stone Levy, counsel for
Opposer on December 15, 2006, via DHL, postage prepaid to:
Jessica Stone Levy
Preston Gates & Ellis LLP

925 Fourth Avenue Suite 2900
Seattle, WA 98104 .~ o7
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