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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 

 

In the Matter of Application Serial No. 87907482 

for the mark PANERA LIGHTING 

Published in the Official Gazette on: October 30, 2018 

 

 

 ) 

Louis Poulsen A/S             ) 

Opposer, )      Opposition No. 91245127 

v. ) 

Ningbo Panera Lighting Co., Ltd.       ) 

Applicant. ) 

 ) 

 

 

APPLICANT Ningbo Panera Lighting Co., Ltd.’s ANSWER 

TO Louis Poulsen A/S ’s NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 

 

Ningbo Panera Lighting Co., Ltd. (“Applicant”) hereby answers the Notice of 

Opposition(“Opposition”) against U.S. Trademark Serial No. 87/907,482 of 

“PANERA LIGHTING” in classes 9 and 11(“Subject Trademark”) filed by Louis 

Poulsen A/S(“Opposer”) as follows: 

 

Applicant answers the below numbered paragraphs of the Opposition as 

follows: 

 

1. Admit. Applicant admits U.S. Trademark Serial No. 87/907,482 speaks for 

itself. 

 

2. Admit. Applicant admits U.S. Trademark Serial No. 87/907,482 speaks for 

itself. 

 

3. Admit. Applicant admits U.S. Trademark Serial No. 87/907,482 speaks for 

itself. 

 

4. Admit. Applicant admits U.S. Trademark Serial No. 87/907,482 speaks for 

itself. 



 

5. Denied. Applicant is without information or knowledge sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations of this paragraph of the 

Opposition, and therefore denies such allegations. 

 

6. Admit. Applicant admits the Opposer’s U.S. Trademark Registration No. 

5102368 speaks for itself. 

 

7. Admit. Applicant admits the Opposer’s U.S. Trademark Registration No. 

5102368 speaks for itself. 

 

8. Denied. Applicant is without information or knowledge sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations of this paragraph of the 

Opposition, and therefore denies such allegations. 

 

9. Denied. Applicant is without information or knowledge sufficient to form a 

belief as to the truth or falsity of the allegations of this paragraph of the 

Opposition, and therefore denies such allegations. 

 

10. Admit. 

 

11. Denied. Applicant’s Subject Trademark is not likely to cause confusion, 

mistake, or to deceive the purchasing public because the Subject 

Trademark is not similar to the Opposer’s U.S. Trademark Registration No. 

5102368 while used under the goods covered by both the Opposer and 

Applicant’s trademarks. 

 

12. Denied. The registration of Applicant’s Subject Trademark shall not violate 

the Opposer’s trademark rights since the trademarks owned by the two 

parties are not similar trademarks and no confusion is likely to be made to 

public. 

 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 

Wherefore, Ningbo Panera Lighting Co., Ltd. prays that Louis Poulsen A/S’s 

Notice of Opposition is denied and rejected in its entirety, and that the 

opposition is sustained in favor of Applicant and registrations to Applicant are 

granted. 

 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 

1. The trademarks owned by the two parties are not similar, and there is no 

likelihood of confusion. 

2. The marks are dissimilar as to appearance, sound, connotation and 



commercial impression. 

3. There is no likelihood of confusion, mistake, or deception between 

Opposer’s trademark and Applicant’s trademark. 

4. There is no likelihood of confusion as to the source of the goods. A 

reasonable consumer would not be confused as to source. 

5. There is no evidence of actual confusion, and the evidence submitted in 

the answer to the opposition shows that the client used the trademark as 

“ ” or “ ”, which is quite different from the 

Opposer’s trademark. 

6. Applicant’s goods are not distributed or marketed to the same or similar 

class of purchasers or in the same or similar channels of trade as 

Opposer.    

7. Applicant reserves the right to assert and pursue additional affirmative 

defenses. 

 

 

Certificate of Service 

 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of this filing has been served 

upon all parties, at their address of record by Email on this date. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Date: April 25, 2019 

 

/YANBO QIU/ 

YANBO QIU 

 

Principle 

Ningbo Panera Lighting Co., Ltd. 

ROOM 409 BUILDING B3 RESEARCH PARK, NO 999 YANFAN ROAD 

GAOXIN DISTRICT, NINGBO CITY ZHEJIANG, 315000, CHINA 

Email: bsu@ideal-idea.com 
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