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

LABORATOIRES DERMO-COSMETIK INC., Opposition No.: 91185402
Opposer, Mark: ELYSAMBRE & Design
v. Serial No.: 79/046,285

NATURE COS SARL,

Applicant.

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant NATURE COS SARL ("Applicant"), by and through counsel, hereby states the
following for its Answer to the Notice of Opposition filed by Opposer LABORATOIRES
DERMO-COSMETIK INC. ("Opposer") on July 22, 2008:

1. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition with
the following exceptions: a) Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a
belief as to the truth of the nature of Opposer's entity or the location of its principal place of
business and therefore denies the same; and b) Applicant admits that it filed U.S. Trademark
Application Serial No. 79/046,285 on October 18, 2007 for registration of the mark

ELYSAMBRE & Design.

2. Applicant admits the allegations set forth in Paragraph 2 of the Notice of
Opposition.
3. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the Notice of Opposition, with

the exception that Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to



the claims that Opposer's and Applicant's goods are substantially identical and travel in the same
channels of trade and that "potential customers are likely to seek, and purchase, the goods of the
Opposer and the Applicant in the same retail outlets, and displayed in close proximity to each
other," and therefore denies each of the same.
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

4. The Notice of Opposition fails to set forth a basis for the Opposition sufficient to
deny registration of Applicant's mark.

For the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully requests that the Board deny the request
set forth in Paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition, that the Notice of Opposition be dismissed

with prejudice, and that the Board allow the present application to proceed to registration.

Dated: December 8, 2008 Respectfully submitted,
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William P. Bemdge
S. David Sterkin
OLIFF & BERRIDGE, PLC
277 South Washington Street
Suite 500
Alexandria, VA 22314
Tel: 703-836-6400
Fax: 703-836-2787

Attorneys for Applicant



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on this ﬁf day of December, 2008, a copy of the foregoing
ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION was served by first class mail, postage prepaid, on:
George G. Grigel
Wells St. John P.S.
601 W. First Avenue, Suite 1300
Spokane, WA 99201

Attorney for Opposer
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