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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.
Cancellation No. 92077944
Petitioners,
Mark: Bronx Native
V. Registration No. 5,472,676

AMAURYS GRULLON, GIANCARLOS
MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON,
BRONX NATIVE PARTNERSHIP

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
Native”)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Respondents.

REPLY MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF
PETITIONERS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Petitioners Tiarra Hamlett and Michael Hamlett Jr. submit this Reply Memorandum of
Law in further support of their motion for summary judgment in this action.
Standing
Respondents do not challenge Petitioners’ standing to bring this action.
Priority
Respondents have submitted no evidence (such as invoices, receipts, emails or other proof of
sales) to support Respondent Amaurys Grullion’s unsubstantiated claim that Respondents used
the BRONX NATIVE mark in interstate commerce prior to April 20, 2016. It is well established
that creating a logo design (Resp. Br. p. 9 9 46), purchasing a domain (Resp. Br. p. 9 §47),
making promotional announcements on social media (Resp. Br. p. 4 49 2, 3, 5) and testing on a

small community of friends, do not suffice as use in interstate commerce absent evidence of



actual sales.! West Florida Seafood, Inc. v. Jet Restaurants, 31 F.3d 1122, 31 USPQ2d 1660,
1663 (Fed. Cir. 1994); Brookfield Communications, Inc. v. West Coast Entertainment Corp., 174
F.3d 1036, 50 USPQ2d 1545, 1555 (9 Cir. 1999) (registration of a domain name does not by
itself constitute use for purposes of establishing priority of use). Petitioners have an uncontested
first use date of November 4, 2015 for the mark BRONX NATIVE. Accordingly, Petitioners
have priority of use.

Consumer Confusion

Respondents do not dispute that there is actual consumer confusion. Instead,
Respondents argue that the confusion is de minimis or that it somehow benefits Petitioners
because Respondents have a larger social media following. Resp. Br. p. 4 94, 6, 7. First, the
confusion is not de minimis. Petitioners have received many angry emails from Respondents’
customers who had to wait weeks for delivery of their orders and assumed, falsely, that
Petitioners were the source of the goods. Hamlett Decl. 9§ 22. Daniels Decl. Exhibit 15 is just one
example. Second, it is unclear how the relative sizes of the parties’ social media presence is
relevant on the issue of consumer confusion. The examples of confusion citied by Petitioners
involve consumers who believed, falsely, that Petitioners were the source of Respondents’ goods
(not the other way around). Further, in recognition of the potential for confusion, the
Coexistence Agreement obligated the parties to take affirmative action to avoid consumer
confusion -- obligations the Respondents have ignored or thwarted by continuing to sell products

bearing the confusing tagline BRAND BASED ON THE BRONX.

! Contrary to their representation to this Board, Respondents did not provide Petitions with “[t]he
names of three (3) of Respondents’ earliest customers.” Resp. Br. pp. 10 9 48. These names
appear nowhere in Respondents discovery responses or in Mr. Grullon’s deposition
notwithstanding repeated requests from Petitioners’ counsel for proof of first use. Daniels Decl.
Ex. 8; Daniels Supp. Decl. Ex. 2.



Fraud vs. Equitable Estoppel

In entering into the Coexistence Agreement with Get Studios LLC, Petitioners relied
upon representations from Respondents’ then attorney, Andrew Gonzalez, that Respondents had
priority of use. Hamlett Decl. 9 15-17. Petitioners later became suspicious of Gonzalez’
representations, conducted additional research and then commenced this action. In this action,
Respondents have been unable to substantiate Gonzalez’ assertions of priority. The only support
Respondents could muster are naked assertions by Respondent Amaurys Grullon in his
deposition. The testimony is not credible. There are no invoices, no receipts, no emails -- no
proof of sales of any kind prior to April 20, 2016.

Further, Respondents submitted no evidence that Get Studios LLC (the party to the
Coexistence Agreement) was the owner of the BRONX NATIVE mark at the time the Coexistent
Agreement was executed by the parties. Petitioners (who as Respondents acknowledge were not
represented by counsel at the time) reasonably relied on representations by Respondents’ counsel
as to ownership and first use of the BRONX NATIVE mark. These representations turned out to
be false. There is no record of sales prior to April 20, 2016 and Get Studios does not own the
BRONX NATIVE mark, three individuals do. Grullon Dep. pp. 16-19. Under these
circumstances, it would be unconscionable for the Board to apply the equitable doctrine of
estoppel to deprive Petitioners of the opportunity to challenge the validity of the Agreement and
re-assert their superior rights in the BRONX NATIVE mark at issue. Unlike the situation in
Wells Cargo v. Wells Cargo, 606 F.2d 961 (CCPA 1979), the case relied on by Respondents in
their memorandum of law, this matter was not properly settled. The settlement was fraudulently

induced. Respondents have not reasonably relied on on the Coexistence Agreement because



Respondents knew that they had misled Petitioners both as to ownership and priority of use to
induce them to sign the Agreement.

Respondents dedicate a portion of their memorandum to the arguments that Petitioners
are not authorized to conduct business in New York (Resp. Br. pp. 8 4 33) or are going out of
business (Resp. Br. pp. 8 4 36) or have deleted relevant documents (Resp. Br. pp. 9 4 50). In
fact, Petitioners are authorized to conduct business in New York State and Bronx County and
have paid taxes to the NYS Department of Taxation and Finance every year since they have been
in business. Hamlett Supp. Decl. § 2. Petitioners have no intention of going out of business.
They are discontinuing a portion of their business that is unrelated to this dispute. Id. 4 36. With
respect to the Instagram Post that Respondents “liked” in 2015, it has been archived so that
Respondents are unable to delete it from the service. Id. § 4. To the extent they are even
relevant, none of these facts can be legitimately disputed.

For the reasons set forth in Petitioners memorandum of law, the Coexistence Agreement
is void ab initio and the argument for equitable estoppel must fail.

CONCLUSION

For all the forgoing reasons and those set forth is Petitioners opening Memorandum of
Law, Petitioner hereby requests that Registration No. 5,472,676 be cancelled in its entirety, and
this Petition for Cancellation be sustained in Petitioner’s favor.
Date: August 16, 2022

Respectfully submitted,
/Katherine J. Daniels/

KATHERINE DANIELS LLC
768 Peach Lake Road

Box 665

North Salem, NY 10560



914-886-8198
kdaniels(@katherinedanielsllc.com

Stacey Richman, Esq.
Of Counsel
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Cancellation No. 92077944
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Respondents.

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL

I hereby certify that a true copy of the forgoing REPLY MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN
SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT is being filed
electronically with the TTAB via ESTTA on this 16™ day of August, 2022 and has been duly
served on counsel for Petitioners via email:

Anthony Matos, Esq.

Matos & Psomopoulos, PLLC
11 Bruckner Blvd, Suite 2
Bronx, NY 10454
anthony@themplawfirm.com

/Katherine 1. Daniels/
Counsel for Petitioners



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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.

Cancellation No. 92077944
Petitioners,
Mark: Bronx Native
V. Registration No. 5,472,676
AMAURYS GRULLON, GIANCARLOS
MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON,
BRONX NATIVE PARTNERSHIP

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
Native”)

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Respondents.

DECLARATION OF KATHERINE J. DANIELS. ESQ.

KATHERINE J. DANIELS, declares under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
1746 as follows:

1. Tam an attorney for the Petitioners Michael Hamlett, Jr. and Tiarra Hamlett.

2. I submit this Supplemental Declaration in further support of Petitioners’ Motion for
Summary Judgement.

3. Attached hereto as Exhibit 1 is a copy of the Supplemental Declaration of Michael
Hamlett Jr. dated August 16, 2022.

4. Attached hereto as Exhibit 2 is a copy of Respondents’ Responses to Petitioners
Discovery Demands dated February 23, 2022.

Dated: August 16, 2022

/Katherine 9. Daniels/

Katherine J. Daniels
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Respondents.

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL

I hereby certify that a true copy of the forgoing SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF
KATHERINE DANIELS, ESQ., with attachments is being filed electronically with the TTAB
via ESTTA on this d16th day of August, 2022 and has been duly served on counsel for
Petitioners via email:

Anthony Matos, Esq.
Matos & Psomopoulos, PLLC
11 Bruckner Blvd, Suite 2

Bronx, NY 10454
anthony@themplawfirm.com

/Katherine 9. Daniels/
Counsel for Petitioners



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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.

Cancellation No. 92077944
Petitioners,
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V. Registration No. 5,472,676
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MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
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Respondents.

CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMITTAL

I hereby certify that a true copy of the forgoing DECLARATION OF KATHERINE J.
DANIELS, ESQ. IN SUPPORT OF PETITIONERS’ MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

is being filed electronically with the TTAB via ESTTA on his day of June 23, 2022.

/Katherine 9. Daniels/

Counsel for Petitioners



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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.
Cancellation No. 92077944

Petitioners,
Mark: Bronx Native

V. Registration No. 5,472,676
AMAURYS GRULLON, GIANCARLOS
MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON,
BRONX NATIVE PARTNERSHIP

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
Native”™)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Respondents.

SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF MICHAEL HAMLETT, JR.

MICHAEL HAMLETT, JR., declares under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
1746 as follows:

1. I submit this Supplemental Declaration in further support of Petitioners’ Motion for
Summary Judgment.

2. Contrary to the allegations in Respondents’ Responsive Memorandum,
Petitioners are authorized to conduct business in New York State and Bronx County and have
duly paid taxes to the NYS Department of Taxation and Finance each year that we have been in
business.

3. Petitioners have no intention of going out of business. The social media post quoted
by Respondents pertains to an unrelated part of our business.

4. The Instagram post that Respondents “liked” in 2015 has been archived to prevent

Respondents from removing it from the service.




Dated: August 16, 2022

Wsed.

Michael Hamlett, Jr.




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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.

Cancellation No. 92077944
Petitioners,
Mark: Bronx Native
V. Registration No. 5,472,676
AMAURYS GRULLON, GIANCARLOS
MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON,
BRONX NATIVE PARTNERSHIP

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
Native”)

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Respondents.

RESPONDENTS’ RESPONSE TO PETITIONERS’
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

INTERROGATORIES
1. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the conception,
development, adoption and implementation of the Bronx Native Mark and/or the tag lines

“Brand Based on The Bronx” and “Clothing Based on The Bronx” (collectively the “Taglines”).

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon.

2. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning research conducted
by or on behalf of Respondents concerning the availability of the Bronx Native Mark and
the Taglines for use and registration.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon, LegalZoom.

3. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning ownership of the
Bronx Native Mark and Registration No. 5,472,676.

Amaurys Grullon.



4. Identify the Person(s) most knowlegeable concerning the formation and
certification of Bronx Native as a partnership organized under the laws of the State of
New York, the formation and the certification Get Studios LLC as a limited liability
company organized under or registered to do business in New York and the relationship
between Bronx Native, Get Studios LLC and the individual Respondents.

Bronx Native is a DBA of Get Studios, LLC. Amaurys Grullon is the

person most knowledgeable on this matter.

5. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning research conducted
by or on behalf of Respondents concerning the availability of Respondents’ Mark for use
and registration.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon, LegalZoom.

6. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the date of first use

of the Bronx Native Mark in interstate commerce and in connection with each item listed



in Registration No. 5,472,676.
Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon.

7. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the launch of
Respondents’ Facebook, Instagram and any other social media pages.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon.

8. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the change in name
from “TheAlienHeroes” to “Bronx Native.”

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon.

9. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the fundraising event
at Juntos Together Inc. in or about April 2016.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon, Juntos Together, Omar Ortiz (founder of

Juntos Together).

10. Identify the Person(s) responsible for managing inventory and product
availability on behalf of Respondents.

Amaurys Grullon.

1. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the registration and
operation of Respondents’ web domain, e-commerce platform and point-of-sale system.

Amaurys Grullon.

12. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the letters sent to
Petitioners on or about January 25, 2017 and March 12, 2017 demanding that they cease
using the phrase “Bronx Native” on clothing and the co-existence agreement dated on or
about March 28, 2018 between Petitioners and Respondent Get Studios LLC, including all
drafts.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon, Giancarlos Martinez.



13. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning any communications
between Respondents and Petitioners.

Amaurys Grullon, Roselyn Grullon, Giancarlos Martinez.

14. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning consumer confusion
between Respondents and Petitioners.

Amaurys Grullon. Amaurys was the one who received the customer

complaints, particularly when Petitioners began selling merchandise out of

the retail location on Bruckner Blvd, including items containing the phrase

“El Bronx” which is widely recognized from Bronx Native merchandise.

15.  Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the conception,
development, marketing, adoption and implementation of the program to market and sell hats or
other apparel bearing the Feeling Blu Design or any crossed arm designs similar to the X

Design.

Amaurys Grullon, Feeling Blu (Jorel Blu).



16. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the annual sales, in units
and dollars, made by Respondents or any Third Party authorized by Respondents of goods

bearing the Bronx Native Mark, the Taglines or the Feeling Blu Design.

Amaurys Grullon. It was a limited time collaboration for a mental health
initiative. The only item featuring the “X” design was the hat, of which
approximately twelve (12) were produced and even fewer sold.

17.  Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the quality of
Respondents’ Goods, including any complaints concerning the quality of such Goods, quality
control guidelines, inspection reports and testing.

Amaurys Grullon.

18.  Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning each channel of trade
through which Respondents’ Goods have been and are currently offered for sale, sold, or
distributed and concerning each cannel of trade through which Respondents intend to offer
Respondents’ Goods in the future.

Amaurys Grullon.

19. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning each method by
which Respondents intend to advertise, market, or promote Respondents Goods in the
future.

Amaurys Grullon.

20. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the prices, both
wholesale and suggested retail (as well as any other price category utilized by Respondents), at
which Respondents or any Third Party authorized by Respondents has offered for sale or sold
Respondents’ Goods.

Amaurys Grullon.



21. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning actual or threatened
litigation involving trademark infringement or unfair competition claims asserted by or
against Respondents.

Amaurys Grullon.

22. Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning each of Respondents’

competitors.

Amaurys Grullon.

23.  Identify the Person(s) most knowledgeable concerning the sophistication of

Respondents’ Customers and the level of care used by consumers in making purchasing



decisions concerning Respondents’ Goods.
Amaurys Grullon.

24, Identify the Person(s) with most knowledgeable concerning each of the
affirmative defenses set forth in Respondents’ Answer.
Amaurys Grullon.
25. Identify the Person(s) with knowledge concerning documents upon which
Respondents intend to rely at trial and specify which documents each person has knowledge about.

Amaurys Grullon.






CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on February 3, 2022, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Respondents
Response to Petitioners’ First Set of Interrogatories was served by email upon the following:
Katherine Daniels, Esq.
Katherine Daniels, LLC.
768 Peach Lake Rd, P.O. Box 665
North Salem, NY 10560

kdaniels@katherinedanielsll.com

/s/ Anthony Matos
Anthony Matos, Esq.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on December 11, 2021, a true and correct copy of the foregoing

Petitioners’ First Request Set of Interrogatories was served by email upon the following:

Anthony Matos, Esq.
Matos & Psomopoulos
11 Bruckner Blvd, Suite 2
Bronx, NY 10454
929-523-0220

/s/ Katherine J. Daniels

KATHERINE DANIELS LLC

1C



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

TIARRA HAMLETT and MICHAEL
HAMLETT, JR.

Cancellation No. 92077944
Petitioners,
Mark: Bronx Native
V. Registration No. 5,472,676
AMAURYS GRULLON, GIANCARLOS
MARTINEZ, ROSLYN GRULLON,
BRONX NATIVE PARTNERSHIP

and GET STUDIOS LLC (d/b/a “Bronx
Native”)

R N R N N N N

Respondents.

RESPONDENT’S RESP E TO PETITIONERS’ FIRST SET
OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION

1. Admit that on January 10, 2017, Respondents filed an application with the
United States Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTQ”), Ser. No. 87/295,218, (the

“Application”) to register Bronx Native as a trademark.

Admit.

2. Admit that the Application was filed under Section 1(a) of the Lanham Act
and claimed a first use date of November 1, 2015 and a first-use-in-commerce date of
December 1, 2015.

Admit.

3. Admit that the owner of the mark was identified as “Bronx Native,” a

partnership organized under the laws of the State of New York.

1



Admit.
4. Admit that Respondents’ first use of the Bronx Native Mark was on

November 5, 2015 on its Instagram page.

5. Admit that Respondents did not sell any products bearing the Bronx Native Mark

in interstate commerce until April, 2016 at a Juntos Together Inc. fundraising event.
Deny.

6. Admit that Respondents were aware that Petitioners had priority of use for

“Bronx Native” when they filed their Application.
Deny.

7. Admit that Bronx Native was not a partnership organized under the laws of the



State of New York when Respondents filed their Application.
Deny.

8. Admit that Bronx Native is not currently a partnership organized under the laws
of the State of New York.

Deny.

9. Admit that as of the filing of this cancellation proceeding Respondents had not
taken steps to correct the record in the USPTO concerning the legal status of the Bronx Native

Partnership.

Deny.

10.  Admit that there is no written assignment of the Bronx Native Mark from
the individual Respondents to the Bronx Native partnership.

Deny. The trademark is held by the respondents, as a general partnership.

11.  Admit that there is no written assignment of the Bronx Native Mark to
GET Studios LLC or any other person(s) or entit(ies).

Admit.

12.  Admit that Respondents knew that GET Studio LLC was not the owner of the
Bronx Native Mark and Registration when it executed the co-existence agreement dated on or

about March 28, 2018 between Petitioners and Respondent Get Studios LLC.

Admit. Bronx Native is the DBA of Get Studios, LLC. of which Amaurys
Grullon is the sole member.
13. Admit that Respondents have not used the Bronx Native Mark in interstate
commerce in connection with (please address each item separately):
a. Shirts

b. Hats



Hoodies
Caps
Sweaters
Sweatpants
Coats
Jackets

Socks



aa.

bb.

CC.

dd.

ccC.

ff.

ge.
hh.

Shirts
Blouses
Sneakers
Sandals

flip flops
pants
wristbands
long sleeve shirts
baseball caps
dresses

tank tops
polo shirts
bath robes,
leggings
short-sleeve shirts
denim jackets
cardigans
vests

blazers
jerseys
gloves
underwear
socks
bathing suits

shorts



1. bandanas

Items for sale can be found at bronxnativeshop.com.

14.  Admit that Respondents cannot produce specimens of use for the above
referenced categories of goods identified in paragraph 9 above (please address each item
separately).

Admit. Bronx Native produces limited edition collections. All specimens are

in the hands of past consumers however, pictures can be produced.

15. Admit that Respondents changed in name of their Facebook page from
“TheAlienHeroes” to “Bronx Native” on or about January 14, 2016.

Admit.

16.  Admit that Respondents cannot provide proof that they used the Bronx
Native Mark prior to November 5, 2015.

Deny.

17.  Admit that Respondents cannot provide proof that they used the Bronx
Native Mark in commerce prior to April, 2016.

Deny.

18.  Admit that on or about April 23, 2016, Respondents changed their tagline
from “Clothing Based on The Bronx” to “Brand Based on The Bronx.”

Deny

19.  Admit that Respondents sent letters sent to Petitioners on or about January
25,2017 and March 12, 2017 demanding that they cease using the phrase “Bronx Native”
on clothing.

Respondents neither admit nor deny due to insufficient recollection.



20.  Admit that Respondents hired legal counsel to prepare the co-existence
agreement dated on or about March 28, 2018 between Petitioners and Respondent GET
Studios LLC.

Admit.

21.  Admit that there have been instances of consumer confusion between

Respondents and Petitioners.

Admit.
22. Admit that Respondents offered for sale hats and/or other apparel bearing the
Feeling Blu Design starting in 2021.

Admit

23. Admit that Respondents were aware of Petitioners’ X Brand design mark (Reg.

No. 5,205,022) prior to offering for sale hats and/or other apparel bearing the Feeling Blu



Design.
Deny.

24.  Admit that Respondents had plans to continue to use the Feeling Blu
Design.

Deny. It was a limited time collection for a mental health initiative.

25.  Admit that Respondents were planning to challenge Petitioner’s X Design
trademark registration.

Admit.

26.  Admit that Respondents have had sales in excess of $75,000 for goods bearing
the Bronx Native Mark.

Admit.

27.  Admit that Amaurys Grullon is the founder and CEO of GET Studios LLC.
Admit.

28.  Admit that Amaurys Grullon is the owner of Bronx Native.
Admit.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on February 3, 2022, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Respondents
Response to Petitioners’ First Set of Requests for Admission was served by email upon the following:
Katherine Daniels, Esq.
Katherine Daniels, LLC.
768 Peach Lake Rd, P.O. Box 665
North Salem, NY 10560

kdaniels@katherinedanielsll.com

/s/ Anthony Matos
Anthony Matos, Esq.
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Respondents. )

RESPONDENT’ RESPONSE TO PETITIONERS’ FIRST REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

p—

Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.
Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

A S A T e

Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

—_
S

. Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

p—
p—

. Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

—_
[\

. Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents. Dated screenshots may
not be possible but Respondents will produce whatever is in their ability to produce.
13. To the extent of Respondents knowledge, Facebook does not provide paperwork concerning the

name change of Facebook Pages.



14. Respondents are unclear what exactly this refers to but Respondents either have produced, or will
produce, all relevant documents.

15. Petitioners are in possession of these documents as they were the recipient of them.

16. Petitioners are in possession of this document as they executed the document.

17. Petitioners are in possession of all documentation showing communication between them and
Respondents. Petitioner’s possession not withstanding, Respondents either have produced or will
produce, all relevant documents.

18. Respondents will produce this documentation if such categorization is possible from a point-of-sale

technical perspective. At this time, Respondents are unsure if this is possible.

19. Respondents either have produced or will produce, all relevant documents.

20. Please clarify.

21. Respondents have no knowledge of, or documentation related to, the registration of Feeling Blu
Design or any crossed arm design similar to the X design.

22. Respondents have no knowledge of, or documentation related to, this matter.

23. Respondents will produce this documentation.

24. Respondents will produce this documentation.

25. Respondents will produce this documentation.

26. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

27. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

28. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

29. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

30. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

31. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

32. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

33. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

34. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

35. Respondents will produce this documentation if any such documentation exists.

36. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

37. Respondents will produce this documentation if any such documentation exists.

38. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

39. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

40. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.



41. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
42. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
43. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
44, Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

45. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

46. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.

47. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.

48. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

49. All litigation has been Petitioners’ doing. To that end, Petitioners are in possession of all related

documents as they are the creators of said documents.

50. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

51. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.

52. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.

53. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.

54. Respondents are unclear what is meant by this request but upon receiving further guidance, will

produce to the extent possible.
55. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
56. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
57. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
58. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
59. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
60. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.
61. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.

62. Respondents will produce this documentation to the extent possible.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on February 3, 2022, a true and correct copy of the foregoing Respondents Response to
Petitioners’ First Set of Document Requests was served by email upon the following:

Katherine Daniels, Esq.
Katherine Daniels, LLC.
768 Peach Lake Rd, P.O. Box 665
North Salem, NY 10560
kdaniels@katherinedanielsll.com

/s/ Anthony Matos
Anthony Matos, Esq.



