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

Asseta Al Inc., Opposition No. 91303408
Opposer,
Serial Nos.: 98/778,480;
V. 98/778,490
Asseti Pty Ltd, Filing Date: Nov. 26, 2025
Applicant.
Marks: ASSETI
=% asseti

APPLICANT ASSETI PTY LTD’S
ANSWER TO ASSETA AT INC.’S NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant Asseti Pty Ltd (“Respondent” or “Applicant”), by its undersigned counsel,
hereby responds to the Notice of Opposition filed by Opposer Asseta Al Inc. (“Opposer”) on
November 26, 2025, as follows:

Answering the allegations of the first unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant admits that
Applicant owns U.S. Trademark App. Serial Nos. 98778480 for ASSETI and 98778490 for
svasseti . Applicant is informed and believes that Opposer is Asseta Al Inc., a corporation
incorporated under the laws of the state of Delaware with an address of 16192 Coastal Hwy.,
Lewes, Delaware 19958. Applicant denies the remaining allegations of this unnumbered
Paragraph, and specifically denies that Opposer has any valid grounds to bring the instant
Opposition.

Answering the allegations of the second unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that
Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.

Answering the allegations of the third unnumbered Paragraph, Asseti admits that it is the

Applicant in this proceeding and that Opposer has opposed the ASSETI Applications.
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1. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 1, Applicant is informed and believes that
Opposer is a Delaware corporation and has a Delaware address.

2. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 2, Applicant admits that it is an Australian
proprietary limited company and has an address at Level 3, Suite 3, 2 - 12 Foveaux Street, Surry
Hills, Australia NSW2010.

3. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 3, Applicant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations, and therefore denies same.

4. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 4, Applicant admits that USPTO database
records identify Opposer as the owner of U.S. Trademark App. Serial Nos. 98/929,531 and
98/929,529, and that the documents displayed as Exhibit A to the Notice of Opposition appear to
be printouts of those applications.

5. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 5, Applicant admits that USPTO database
records indicate Opposer received an office action dated September 9, 2025 and two suspension
notices dated June 17, 2025 and October 20, 2025 and that the documents displayed as Exhibit B
to the Notice of Opposition appear to be printouts of those Office Actions. Applicant specifically
denies that Opposer has any valid grounds to bring the instant Opposition, or that Opposer has
suffered any damage, is being damaged, or will be damaged from Applicant’s registration of the
word mark and design mark ASSETI.

6. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 6, Applicant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of whether the trade channels, end consumers
and services for the Applicant’s Marks and the Respondent’s Marks differ substantially, and
therefore denies same. Applicant admits that Opposer contacted it through counsel on September
16, 2025 about entering into a coexistence agreement, but that no agreement was reached. Except

as expressly admitted herein, Applicant denies the remaining allegations.
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7. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 7, Applicant admits these allegations.

8. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 8, Applicant admits that the USPTO issued
an office action against its initial ASSETI application on June 12, 2023 and Applicant abandoned
this initial application. Except as expressly admitted herein, Applicant denies the remaining
allegations.

0. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 9, Applicant admits these allegations.

10. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 10, Applicant admits these allegations.

11. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 11, Applicant admits that the USPTO
requested a translation for Applicant’s marks and that Exhibit H reflects the USPTO Office
Actions. Except as expressly admitted herein, Applicant denies the remaining allegations.

12. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 12, Applicant admits these allegations.

13. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 13, Applicant expressly denies that it acted
“fraudulently” in any regard or engaged otherwise in any wrongdoing. As to the remaining
allegations, Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations, and therefore denies same

14. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 14, Applicant denies that Opposer has any
valid grounds to bring the instant action, has suffered any damage, is being damaged, or will be
damaged if Applicant’s ASSETTI applications proceed to registration.

15. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 15, Applicant admits that the ASSETI
Applications were published in the Trademark Official Gazette on August 19, 2025, and that
USPTO records indicate that on September 16, 2025, Opposer filed a 30-day request to extend the
time to oppose the ASSETI Applications, and that the USPTO granted this extension on the same

day. Opposer subsequently filed an additional 60-day request to extend the time to oppose the



ASSETTI Applications on October 16, 2025, and the USPTO granted this extension on the same
day. Opposer then filed the Notice of Opposition on November 26, 2025.

Answering the allegations of the fourth unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that
Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.

16. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 16, Applicant repeats the admissions and
denials associated with each foregoing Paragraph as though fully rewritten herein.

17. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 17, Applicant admits these allegations.

18. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 18, Applicant admits that Holly Coldiron
was the attorney of record in connection with the Challenged Applications, that she signed the
declaration on September 30, 2024, and that such document speaks for itself. Applicant also
admits that an office action response was filed on July 10, 2025 in response to the office action
issued on April 11, 2025, and that such document speaks for itself. Except as expressly admitted
herein, Applicant denies the remaining allegations.

19. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 19, Applicant denies these allegations.

20. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 20, Applicant denies these allegations.

21. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 21, Applicant denies these allegations.

22. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 22, Applicant denies these allegations.

23. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 23, Applicant denies these allegations.

24, Answering the allegations of Paragraph 24, Applicant denies these allegations, and
specifically denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief in this action.

25. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 25, Applicant denies these allegations, and
specifically denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief in this action.

Answering the allegations of the fifth unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that

Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.
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26. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 26, Applicant repeats the admissions and
denials associated with each foregoing Paragraph as though fully rewritten herein.

27. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 27, Applicant denies these allegations.

28. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 28, Applicant denies these allegations.

29. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 29, Applicant denies these allegations.

30. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 30, Applicant denies these allegations.

31. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 31, Applicant denies these allegations, and
specifically denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief in this action.

Answering the allegations of the sixth unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that
Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.

32. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 32, Applicant repeats the admissions and
denials associated with each foregoing Paragraph as though fully rewritten herein.

33. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 33, Applicant denies these allegations.

34, Answering the allegations of Paragraph 34, Applicant denies these allegations.

35. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 35, Applicant denies these allegations.

36. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 36, Applicant denies these allegations.

37. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 37, Applicant admits that applications filed
without an adequate filing basis may be deemed void ab initio. Applicant denies the remaining
allegations in this Paragraph, and specifically denies that Applicant lacked the requisite bona fide
intent regarding Applicant’s Marks to file the ASSETI Applications, and specifically denies that
Opposer is entitled to any relief in this action.

Answering the allegations of the seventh unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that

Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.



38. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 38, Applicant repeats the admissions and
denials associated with each foregoing Paragraph as though fully rewritten herein.

39. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 39, Applicant admits that the ASSETI
Applications identify “Provision of business statistical analysis and statistical information
services; compilation of statistics, namely of geospatial and statistical data for business purposes
as an asset lifecycle and risk management tool; Providing market forecasting to support strategic
business decision-making” in International Class 35, and “Cloud computing services featuring
software for the storage, processing, and reporting of data, namely, for data management, risk
management, facility and site management, regulatory compliance, safety management, cost
control, budget management, and for use in reporting and calculating asset depreciation; providing
temporary use of online non-downloadable software for data management, risk management,
facility and site management, regulatory compliance, safety management, cost control, and budget
management; providing temporary use of non-downloadable cloud-based software for use in
reporting and calculating asset depreciation” in International Class 42.

40. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 40, Applicant admits the word “asset”
appears on Applicant’s website. Applicant denies the remaining allegations of this Paragraph.

41. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 41, Applicant admit the word “asset”
appears on Applicant’s website, and that Applicant submitted printouts of its website as specimens.
Applicant denies the remaining allegations of this Paragraph.

42. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 42, Applicant expressly denies that
Applicant acted “fraudulently” in any regard or engaged otherwise in any wrongdoing. As to the
remaining allegations, Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the allegations, and therefore denies same.

43. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 43, Applicant denies these allegations.
-6-



44,

45.

46.

47.

Answering the allegations of Paragraph 44, Applicant denies these allegations.
Answering the allegations of Paragraph 45, Applicant denies these allegations.
Answering the allegations of Paragraph 46, Applicant denies these allegations.

Answering the allegations of Paragraph 47, Applicant denies these allegations, and

specifically denies that Opposer has been or would be injured by Applicant or is entitled to any

relief in this action.

48.

Answering the allegations of Paragraph 48, Applicant denies these allegations.

Answering the allegations of the eighth unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that

Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.

49.

Answering the allegations of Paragraph 49, Applicant repeats the admissions and

denials associated with each foregoing Paragraph as though fully rewritten herein.

50.

Answering the allegations of Paragraph 50, Applicant denies these allegations.

Applicant admits that the ASSETI Applications identify “Provision of business statistical analysis

and statistical information services; compilation of statistics, namely of geospatial and statistical

data for business purposes as an asset lifecycle and risk management tool; Providing market

forecasting to support strategic business decision-making” in International Class 35, and “Cloud

computing services featuring software for the storage, processing, and reporting of data, namely,

for data management, risk management, facility and site management, regulatory compliance,

safety management, cost control, budget management, and for use in reporting and calculating

asset depreciation; providing temporary use of online non-downloadable software for data

management, risk management, facility and site management, regulatory compliance, safety

management, cost control, and budget management; providing temporary use of non-

downloadable cloud-based software for use in reporting and calculating asset depreciation” in

International Class 42.



51. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 51, Applicant denies that Applicant’s
Marks fail to function as source identifiers and that they do not distinguish Applicant’s services
from those of other businesses. As to the remaining allegations, Applicant lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations, and therefore denies same.

52. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 52, Applicant denies these allegations, and
specifically denies that Applicant’s ASSETI mark is generic terminology, and further specifically
denies that Opposer has been injured or would be injured by Applicant or is entitled to any relief
in this action.

53. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 53, Applicant denies these allegations.

54. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 54, Applicant denies these allegations.

Answering the allegations of the ninth unnumbered Paragraph, Applicant denies that
Opposer has any grounds for its Notice of Opposition.

55. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 55, Applicant admits that the Lanham Act
requires that a trademark registrant's use of a mark be bona fide and in the ordinary course of
trade, not merely to reserve a right in the mark. Applicant denies the remaining allegations of this
Paragraph, and specifically denies that Applicant acted “fraudulently” in any regard or engaged
otherwise in any wrongdoing.

56. Answering the allegations of Paragraph 56, Applicant denies these allegations, and

specifically denies that Opposer is entitled to any relief in this action.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Lack of Intent)
1. Opposer’s claims for relief fail in whole or in part because the Applicant had no

intent to deceive the USPTO.



SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Lack of Reckless Disregard)

2. Opposer’s claims for relief fail in whole or in part because the Applicant did not act
with reckless disregard before the USPTO.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Estoppel)

3. Opposer is precluded from the requested relief because it knowingly allowed
Applicant’s use of the Applicant’s Marks without objection, such that the requested relief would
cause prejudice to Applicant.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
(Lack of Standing)

4. Opposer’s claims fail in whole or in part because the Opposer cannot sufficiently

show that they have been damaged by Applicant’s Applications.
ADDITIONAL DEFENSES
5. Applicant reserves the right to amend its Answer, including to assert additional

defenses, based on information learned or obtained during discovery.

DATED: January 26, 2026 Respectfully submitted,

By: /lan K. Boyd/

SIDEMAN BANCROFT LLP

Ian K. Boyd

iboyd@sideman.com

Ivana M. Petani
ipetani@sideman.com

One Embarcadero Center, 22nd Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111-3711
Telephone: (415) 392-1960
Facsimile: (415) 392-0827

Attorneys for Applicant
Asseti Pty Ltd



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing Answer has been served on

counsel for Asseta Al Inc. on January 26, 2026, via email to:

Charles Wallace

Scale LLP

3723 Greenville Ave., Suite 41010
Dallas, TX 75206

Email: cwallace@scalefirm.com

/Cindi Lee/
Cindi Lee

13096-1\7744437
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