Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA231494

Filing date: 08/19/2008

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

Proceeding 91182955
Party Defendant
Jangl, Inc.
Correspondence Patricia L. Cotton
Address Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman
P.O. Box 10500
McLean, VA 22102
UNITED STATES
patricia.cotton@pillsburylaw.com
Submission Answer
Filer's Name Attorney of Record
Filer's e-mail patricia.cotton@pillsburylaw.com
Signature /Patricia L. Cotton/
Date 08/19/2008
Attachments JanglAnswer_Page_1.tif ( 1 page )(26878 bytes)

JanglAnswer_Page_2.tif ( 1 page )(32490 bytes )
JanglAnswer_Page_3.tif ( 1 page )(23558 bytes )
JanglAnswer_Page_4.tif ( 1 page )(25464 bytes )



http://estta.uspto.gov

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

In re Application of: Jangl, Inc.
Serial Number: 77/056,715
Filed: December 4, 2006
Mark: JANGL and Design
Published: November 13, 2007
)
Opposition No. 91182955
Daniel A. Mendoza )
Opposer, )
Vs.
)
Jangl, Inc., )
Applicant.
)
)

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Jangl, Inc., hereby answers the Notice of Opposition as follows:

1. Answering the preamble on page 1 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is
without knowledge and information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of
the averments concerning Opposer’s citizenship and location and on that basis
denies them. Applicant denies the averment that Opposer will be damaged by

registration of the mark in the above-identified trademark application.

2. Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 1 of the Notice of Opposition.

3. Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 2 of the Notice of Opposition.
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Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 3 of the Notice of Opposition

Applicant is without knowledge and information sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the averments in paragraph no. 4 of the Notice of Opposition, and on

that basis denies them.

Applicant is without knowledge and information sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the averments in paragraph no. 5 of the Notice of Opposition, and on

that basis denies them.

Applicant is without knowledge and information sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the averments in paragraph no. 6 of the Notice of Opposition, and on

that basis denies them.

Applicant is without knowledge and information sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the averments in paragraph no. 7 of the Notice of Opposition, and on

that basis denies them.

Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 8 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 9 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no.10 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant denies the averments in paragraph no. 11 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant denies the averments in paragraph no. 12 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant admits the averments in paragraph no. 13 of the Notice of Opposition.
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Applicant denies the averments in paragraph no. 14 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant denies the averments in paragraph no. 15 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant denies the averments in paragraph no. 16 of the Notice of Opposition.

Applicant admits the averment in paragraph no. 17 of the Notice of Opposition
that if Applicant were granted registration of the mark opposed in this opposition,
Applicant would obtain at least a prima facie exclusive right to use such mark.
Applicant denies all other averments in paragraph no. 17 of the Notice of

Opposition.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Applicant alleges that the Notice of Opposition fails to state a claim of opposition

against Applicant’s marks.

Applicant alleges that Opposer’s mark is so dissimilar to Applicant’s marks that
there can be no likelihood of confusion or deception of the public as a matter of

law.



WHEREFORE, Applicant requests that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board dismiss
the Notice of Opposition in favor of Applicant. This Answer has been served upon counsel for

Opposer.

Date: August 19, 2008
Jangl, Inc.

By its attorneys,

PATRICIA L. COTTON

PILLSBURY WINTHROP SHAW PITTMAN LLP
P.O. Box 10500

McLean, VA 22102-8500

Telephone: (650) 233-4758

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that the attached copy of the ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION,
in Opposition No. 91182955 regarding Trademark Application Serial No. 77/056715 for the
JANGL and Design, is being deposited with the United States Postal Service, First-Class postage
prepaid, on the date set forth below and is addressed to:

Daniel A. Mendoza

P.O. Box 193156
San Francisco, CA 94119-3156

Date: & 19-0F A K@MW

Diana Dearing
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