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

FRED RAMIREZ, Opposition No. 91216777
Application Serial No. 86111915
Opposer,
ANSWER TO NOTICE OF
V. OPPOSITION
KMA CONCEPTS, LTD., MARK: ZOMP ROCKETZ
Applicant.

The following is the Answer of Applicant KMA Concepts, Ltd. (“Applicant"),
owner of Federal Trademark Application Serial No. 86111915 for the mark ZOMP
ROCKETZ (hereinafter "Applicant’s Mark"), by and through Counsel, Anthony
McNamer, McNamer & Company P.C., to the Notice of Opposition filed on June 10,
2014 by Fred Rameriz (hereinafter “Ramirez” or "Opposer"), and
assigned Opposition No. 91216777.

1. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

2. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

3. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 3 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

4. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief



as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

5. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

6. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 6 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

7. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

8. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of allegations contained in paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition, and
therefore Applicant denies the allegations.

0. Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 9 of the Notice of
Opposition.

10.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 10 of the Notice
of Opposition.

11.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 11 of the Notice
of Opposition.

12.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 12 of the Notice
of Opposition.

13.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 13 of the Notice



of Opposition.

14.  Applicant admits that it is not related to or associated with Opposer,
denies that authorization or license is required for Applicant to use Applicant’s Mark, and
denies the remaining allegations of paragraph 14.

15.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 15 of the Notice
of Opposition.

16.  Applicant denies the allegations contained in paragraph 16 of the Notice
of Opposition.

FURTHERMORE, Applicant sets forth the following in support of its position:

17.  Applicant’s mark is unique and distinctive.

18. The wording in Applicant’s Mark and Opposer’s marks are different.

19.  Applicant’s Mark and Opposer’s marks are different in appearance.

20.  Applicants’ Mark and Opposer’s marks are different in spelling.

21. The protectable portion of Applicant’s Mark (ZOMP) is fanciful, whereas
the “protectable” portion of Opposer’s marks (STOMP) is descriptive.

22.  Applicant’s Mark and Opposer’s marks create different commercial
impressions.

23. “ROCKET” is a common phrase that Opposer has disclaimed in its marks.

24. Applicant’s Mark and Opposer’s mark are not likely to cause confusion,
mistake or deception to purchasers as to the source of Opposer’s goods.

25. Applicant’s Mark and Opposer’s mark are not likely to disparage or falsely
suggest a trade connection between Opposer and Applicant.

Applicant hereby appoints Anthony McNamer, a member of the Bars of the States



of Oregon, Washington and California at the firm of:

McNamer & Company P.C.
321 SW 4™ Ave., Ste. 305
Portland, OR 97204

TEL: (503) 727-2500

FAX: (503) 727-2501
anthony@mcnamerlaw.com

to act as attorney in the matter of the opposition identified above, to prosecute said
opposition, to transact all business in the Patent and Trademark Office, and in the United
States courts connected with the opposition, to sign its name to all papers which are
hereinafter to be filed in connection therewith, and to receive all communications relating
to the same.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board deny
the Opposition and permit registration of Applicant’s proposed mark in Application
Serial Number 86111915 in the United States Patent and Trademark Office.

MCNAMER & COMPANY, P.C.

By:___ /Anthony E. McNamer/

Anthony E. McNamer, Esq.
Attorneys for Applicant



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of ANSWER TO NOTICE OF
OPPOSITION has been served on the following by delivering said copy on July 11,
2014, via First Class Mail, postage prepaid, to counsel for Opposer at the following
address:

Susan Lutzker, Esq.
Lutzker & Lutzker LLP
1233 20" St. NW, Ste. 703
Washington D.C. 20036

By:___ /Anthony E. McNamer/
Anthony E. McNamer, Esq.




