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

Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd.,
Opposer Opposition No. 91250333

V. ANSWER

Solutions International, LLC.

Applicant.

Solutions International, LLC (“Applicant” or “SI”’), a limited company existing under the
laws of the State of Utah, having a principal place of business at 1272 S 1380 W, Orem, UT
84058, responds to Teva Pharmaceutical Industries, Ltd.’s (“Opposer” or “Teva”) opposition to
registration of the mark RESTEVA, Application Serial No. 88/000,347 (“Applicant’s Mark™). SI
admits it is the owner of the registration for RESTEVA in connection with “dietary and
nutritional supplements; dietary supplements being sleep aids; oral spray preparations for use as
sleep aids; nasal spray preparations” as listed in its Application Serial No. 88/000,347. SI lacks
sufficient knowledge or information to confirm or deny other allegations contained in the
opening paragraph and, therefore, denies them. SI denies the remaining allegations of the

opening paragraph and responds as follows:



1. Paragraph 1 contains allegations not directed to SI. To the extent a response is required,
SI does not have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the
Opposition and, therefore, denies them.

2. Paragraph 2 contains legal conclusions to which no response is required. To the extent a
response is required, SI does not have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of
Paragraph 2 of the Opposition and, therefore, denies them. SI denies the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 2 and denies that Teva is entitled to any relief thereunder.

3. Paragraph 3 contains allegations not directed to SI. To the extent a response is required,
SI does not have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the
Opposition and, therefore, denies them.

4. Paragraph 4 contains legal conclusions to which no response is required. To the extent a
response is required, SI does not have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of
Paragraph 4 of the Opposition and, therefore, denies them. SI denies the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 4 and denies that Teva is entitled to any relief thereunder.

5. SI admits that it seeks to register the RESTEVA mark in connection with dietary and
nutritional supplements, dietary supplements being sleep aids, oral spray preparations for use as
sleep aids, and nasal spray preparations as listed in its application. Paragraph 5 contains legal
conclusions to which no response is required. To the extent a response is required, SI does not
have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of Paragraph 5 of the Opposition
and, therefore, denies them. SI denies the remaining allegations of Paragraph 5 and denies that
Teva is entitled to any relief thereunder.

6. Denied.

7. Denied.



8. Denied.

9. Paragraph 9 contains legal conclusions to which no response is required. To the extent a
response is required, SI does not have knowledge sufficient to confirm or deny the allegations of
Paragraph 9 of the Opposition and, therefore, denies them. SI denies the remaining allegations
of Paragraph 9 and denies that Teva is entitled to any relief thereunder.

10. Denied.

11. Denied.

12. Denied.

13. SI denies that Teva is entitled to any of the relief requested in the last, not numbered,
paragraph of its Opposition.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. Applicant denies all averments of the Opposition not specifically admitted herein,
including, but not limited to, all titles, headings, and other recitations.

2. The Opposition fails to state any claim against Applicant upon which relief can be
granted.

3. Opposer’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, by the equitable doctrines of laches,
unclean hands, estoppel, and/or waiver.

4. Applicant’s use and/or registration of RESTEVA will not create any likelihood of
confusion, false connection, dilution, mistake, or deception because RESTEVA is not
confusingly similar to the marks alleged by Opposer.

5. Applicant asserts the affirmative defenses listed in Fed. R. Civ. P. §(c) and reserves the
right to assert additional affirmative defenses as their existence may be later established through

discovery.
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