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Verde Ridge Homeowners Associalion, Inc.

Alicea, Bonnie

VA,

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

Opposition Na.; 91225523

Plaintiff,

Defendant

Tt st st it Vot Vtgnt oeptt? Sl e’ gyl

DECLARATION OF BONNIE ALICEA

BONNIE ALICEA, pursuant 1o 28 U.S.C. § 1746 and Trademark Rule 2.20, declares as follows:

Appicant’s Beclaralion - Aliceo

I, Bannie Alicen, ant & United States individual whose hore address and principal place
of business is at 3033 Samta Maria Ave in Clermont, FL, with a ZIP Code of 34715:

1 am over 18 years of age, suffer from no mental or physical infirmilies which would,
affect my capacity lo testify, and am otherwisc compeient by law and personal
knowledge to make this Declaration.

1 have a hona fide to use VERDE RIDGE, U.8, Serial No 86499294, in interstate
commerce for the gﬁodslservices of “Advanising._-marketing_ and _pmmutiom_il services
related 16 ‘all industries for the purpose of facilitating nejworkifip and socializing
opportunities for busiriess 'pqrpnsagé”fas‘de_ﬁued in the application for the trademark,
1'siarted in the field of marketing in college. 1woiked for entertainment companies such
as Discovery Zone, Laser Quoest, Dinorex. and Rink Side Sports in marketing, sales, and

management depariments.
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6.

9.

10.

1 build websites for instructional design - training and communications - such as
projectchangeconsullants.com, Discoveryzone2.coi, hukeostfe.com, pectraining.com,
and more.

) have owned multiple businesses in my.caréer such as Euphoric Productions, Project
Change Consultants, Cookies Family Fun enter, and Jobs Daughters,

I have a Bachelor’s Degree in Applied Behavioral Science from National Louis
University.

I have a Master's Degree from National Louis University and a PhD from Capella
University in Industrial ang Organizational Psychology:

1 am certified 45 a Scrum Project Management Master.

1 am certified a5 a Serum Project Management Trainer.

11,1 am certified as @ Serum Project Managenient Couch,

12, Scrum project management is u methodology for managing software delivery that comes

under the broader umbrella of agile project management. It provides a lightweight.
process framework that embraces iterative and incremental practices, helping
Qrganizalions.deliver-wcrkfng software more frequently. Pi'cjects progress vin a series of
iterations called sprints; ot the end of each sprint the team produces a potentially

deliverable product increment,

-1 am certified in ADKAR Change management. ADKAR isan acronym that represents

the five outeomes un individual must achieve for change to be successlul: awareness,
desire, knowledge, ability, reinforcement. When applied to organizational change, this
model allows leaders and change management teams to focus their activities on what will
drive individual change and thercfore achieve organizational results.
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L4. I am certified in Six Sigma White Beh. Six Sigma is a quality management methodology
that uses different theories and 100is to improve upon the processes of g certain business,

15, T have u certificate from the D-Lab, Design and Development lhroug_h MIT.

16. 1 have owned Project Change Consultants, LLC — its website is al
http:/projectchangeconsulianis.com — for the last § years.

17. Project Change Consultants, LUC has 20-30 Fortune 500 companies as clients. These
clients in¢lude, but aré not limited to, Aetng, Wells Fargo, Wall Disney, IBM, Walmart,
Finestra, Build-Ed, Pentaho, Anthem, State Farm, and Walgreens.

18. 1 also volunteer with the non-profit Job’s Daughteis International in the marketing
departmient,

19, My duties include marketing and advertising for new members of Job's Daughters and
about Jab's Diughters, networking, and socinl planning detivities,

20. For the last 5 years, [ have been the social director for the Clermont and Grt_;vclﬁnd
Masonic Lodges,

21. My education and my experience show that.1 know how lo provide advértising Services
for businesses.

22, My education and iy experience show that ! kivow how to provide marketing and
promiotional services for businesses.

23, My education and my experience show that 1 kriow how to facilitate networking and
socializing opportunities services for businesses.

- 24. From the beginning of this case, my position has been that the Opposer and ['are in
different goods/services. Thave a bona fide intent to provide marketing dnd advertising
services especially based upon my cdu_cﬂtit)n and experiences. The Opposer is » housing

‘ Page 5 of 1B
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community - a homeowngr’s association and provides none of the services that Tintend
1o,

25, T‘haz_limenl has been held by this proceeding.

26. While 1 had one use of the R-in-a-circlé federal registration symbol at the bottom of the
webpage at verderidge.cony, that has been reinoved. (See EXHIBIT A))

27. Lhave not sent any cease-and-desist letters after retaining counse! in order to understand

irademiark law better,

VERDE RIDGE

28. In thie Opposer’s answers o my First Sel of Interrggatories (EXHIBIT B), the Opposer
states this as its goods/services:

Opposer has not specifically claimed any particular recitation of goods
and services in an actual trademark application, and the claims made in
its Opposition speak for themselves, As stated, Opposer, Verde Ridge
Home Owners Aamuahua Is a homéowniers ussociation responsible. for
mainlaining; operaiing, and managing a residential community named
“Verde Ridge” (the “community™) located in the Greater Orlando,
Florida area, Verde Ridge oversees the common areas of the Verde
Ridge cotnmunity, which is comprised of over four hundred {802) single
family hotes and appmmmalely one thousand (1,000) residents: Each
of these homeownets comprise the memberstip of the Verde: Rjdgn.
Hoiné Owners Association. Among the responsibilities of Opposer ire
to promate the well-being and common interests of the Verde Ridge
Commutity and its owners: Concomitanl and ancillary services nclude
management, ﬂdmmisirﬂtmn, and operslion of 4 Commumly m‘
homeowneis’, residentinl and comnion properties; enactment,
amendment and enforcement of governing documents and rules and
regulations; communicating with residents of the coniniupjiy; holding
Bourd meetings and other meehngs Lﬂﬂtemmg of the community;
arrangmg, for the provision of services to the L‘omlnuulty such ‘as
common area water and electricily, sireet lighting to the entire
Lanunumiy, sign posting. and the like; m.lkmg mmmunwmiom with
third parties to ensure polics, fire, schooling, and other services: and the
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placing of adver‘ﬁsing and other materials to promote the community to
those who are ot residents,

I am not in the business of helping residents of any community - my trademark-application is.for

marketing services as defined,

29,

30.

3l

In its answer to Interrogatory No. 6 (EXHIBIT B}, Opposer states that it has used the
following wvatianis of the i1s trademark: YERDE RIDGE, VERDE RIDGE
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION,
INC, VERDE RIDGE, VERDE RIDGE HAPPENINGS, VERDE RIDGE HOA, and THE
RIDGE (for Opposer’s current newsletter). Once agiin, | have never claimed to be a
homeowners association or provide the services thereof.

In its answer 1o Interropatory No. 12 (EXHIBIT B), Opposer states that its channels of
trade “include but are not limited to real estale management, maintenance, related
accounting and finance functions, contracting, public utilities and facilities, insurance, and
reloted functions,” By the nature of my services, I am not applying for use of & mark in
real estate management, n_minmnnnce, related nccounting and finance functions, contract,
public ufilities and facilitiés, insurance, and related functions, M}' use of the VERDE
RIDGE application is for “Adventising, marketing and promotional services related to all
industries for the purpose of fa::ilitating networking and -socializing opportunities for
business purposes,” which is not in dny of the channels of trade that the Opposer has
described.

I its angser to my Interrogatory No. 17 (EXHIBIT B), Opposer states “Opposer does not
sell its products or services to the public at Jarge.” 1 wuonld niged fo sell miarketing services

to the public.at large,
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32, In its answers to my requests for the Production of Doctuments and Thin_gs (EXHIBIT C -

33

submitted to show the requests themselves), Opposer says (EXHIBIT D) that it has no
documents to the request of “Produce each survey, pilet test, focus group, or other form of
consumer or market research conducted by or on behialf of the Opposer conceming the
Opposer Mark, or A_pp!icaﬁ_t’s_" Mark, or to those products or sérvices. Opposer offers or
plans to offer under the Opposer Mark.” I do not understand why Opposer has no
decuments of this type because in order to claim that there would be confusion in
consumers, Opposer wqu_!d have to expand its ﬂf_feri'ng_s of services not just in general, but
also to whom the Opposer would serve. As a professional in the marketing industry, 1am
surprised there would not be any docunients to this request.

In the declaration of Ms, Theresa Bhaj, she discusses the history of the Opposer in this
case, The QOpposer is o housing developmént community — g homeowner’s assoclation,
The Opposer prints a newsletter for the communily, According to paragraph 22 of her
lestimony, Ms. Bhoj states that the Opposer had problems.in buying the website domain
verderidge.com because that was already owned by another liousing development in
Arizona, So there is another housing develapment with VERDE RIDGE, even though

the Opposer is (rying to assent trademark rights against my application,

34. In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Bhoj's testimony and in absolutely zero of the

exhibifs attached to Ms; Bhoj’s testimony is there a discussion of the Opposer providing.

mirketing servicés, advertising servites, or business networking services,

35. In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Bhoj's testimony and in ubs:ﬂuteiy zero of the

cxhibits atiached {0 Ms, Bhoj’s testimony is thire a discussion of'the possibility that 1
made uny Talse statement in my VERDE RIDGE application,
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36. In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Bhoj’s testimony and in absolutely zero of the
exhibits attached to Ms, Bhoi's téstimony is there 4 discussion of any misuse of the R-in-
a-circle lbg_o or inequitable conduct.

37. Inthe declaration of Ms. Amanda Dierking, she discusses much of the bad blood between
the Opposer and me.. -

38. However, Ms, Dierking does not describe how the Opposer provides any services related
to my goods/services description of “Advertising, marketing and promotional services
related to all industries for the purpose of facilitating networking and 'soc'inliz_iug .

¥4

opportunities for business purposes.” ‘Throughout her entire testitony, when Ms,
Dierking is discussing the Opposer, the Opposer is a homeowner’s association providing
the services related to being a hmuéownnr-’s association,

39, Ini absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms, Dierking’s testimony and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms. Dierking’s testimony is there a discussion of the Opposer
providing markeling services, advertising services, or businéss networking sérvices.

42, In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Diér};ihg"s testiniony and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms. Dierking’s testimony is there a discussion of the
possibility that T made siny false statement in my VERDE RIDGE application,

41. In absolutely zero pi"the paragraphs of Ms. Dierking’s testimony.and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms. Dierking’s testimony is there a discussion of any misuse of
the R-in-a-circle logo ar inequilable. conduct.

472, 1n the declaration from Mr. Burgess, he discusses the tenuous relationship between the

Opposer and me, but he fails to explain any business issué between the Opposer and me.

‘ Page 9 of 15
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43. In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Mr. Bu;géss* testimony and in absolutely zero of
the exhibits attached to Mr. Burgess® testimony is there a discussion of the Opposer
providing markeling sen'ik:es,'adverli_sin_g services, or business networking services,

44, In nbsolutely zero of the paragraphs of Mr. Burgess’ testimony and in absolutely zero of
the exhibits attached to Mr. Burgess testimony is there a discussion of the possibility that
1 made any fulse statement in my VERDE RIDGE application.

45, In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Mr. Burgess® testimony and in absolutely zero of'
the exhibits attached 'tc; Mr_, Burgess' testimony is there a discussion of any misuse of the
R-in-a-circle logo or ifequitablé conduct.

46. In the declaration of Kuren Wonsetler, she discusses her practice of reil estate Jaw,
especially with condominiums and homeowners’ association,

47. Ms, Wonsetler explicity suys thal her expertise is not in trademark iaw.

48, In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Wonsetler’s testimany and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms: Wonsciler's testimiony is there a discussion of the Opposer
providing markefing scivices, advertising services, or businéss networking services,

49.In absolutely zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Wonsetler’s testimony and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms. Wonsetler's testimony is therg a disélission of the
possibility that I made any fﬁkse statement in my VERDE RIDGE application.

50.-In absolutely Zero of the paragraphs of Ms. Wonsetler's testimony and in absolutely zero
of the exhibits attached to Ms. Wonsetler’s testimony is there a discussion of any misuse

of the R-in-a-circle logoe or inequitable conduct.
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I, the undersigned, Bonnie Alicea, being hereby warned that willful false statements and the like so
made herein are punishable by fine or imprisonment or both , under Title 18 of the U.S, Code, Section
1001, ind being hereby wamed that such willful fulse statemunts may jeopardize the validity of the
proceeding herein, do hereby declare that the tacts set forth In this declaration are true, that all
statemenits made of my own knowledge in this declaration afe true, and that all statements made on

information und beliel in this declaration are believed to be true.

oes.04.15.18 2 Q_Q@

Bonnie Aliced

. . Page 11 of 15
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EXHIBIT A
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EXHIBITB
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS )
ASSOCIATION, INC,, )
Opposer, g
V. ; | Opposition No: 91225523
BONNIE ALICEA, ;
Applicant. 2

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE OF
OPPOSER’S ANSWERS TO
APPLICANT’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

I HEREBY CERTIFY, pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and
Section 2,120 of the Code of Federal Regulations, that the mxguml of Opposer, VERDE RIDGE
HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.'s Answers to Applicant, BONNIE-ALICEA's First Set
of Interrogatorics is being served on Applicant’s counsel al his address of recard, by Tirst class
mail, postage prepaid, to Anthony M. Verna ll, Esq., Verna Law, P.C., 80 Theodore Fremd Dr.,
Rye, NY 10580, and by électranic transmission to Anthosiy@vernalaw.coni, on this 20" day 01
October, 2016.

Respectfislly. submitied,

pauy /a

Kevin Markow, Hsq.

Walter Kubitz, Esg.

BECI‘LER & POLIAKOFF, P.A,

1 East Broward Boulevard

Suite 1800

Fort Laudérdale, Florida 33301

Telephone: (954) 987-7550

Facsimile; (954) 985-4176

E-mail:  KMarkow@bplegal.com; efile@dpatent.com

Date: October 20, 2016

Aitorneys for Opposer

VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC,
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS
ASSQCIATION, INC,,

Opposer,
V. Opposition No; 91225523

BONNIE ALICEA,

Applicant

- ) . . X - "

'OPPOSER’S ANSWERS TO |
APPLICANT’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Opposer, VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC,, pursuant to Rule 33
of thie lFederal Rules ui‘{jivél Procedure and Section 2.120 of the Code of Federal I_{e_gula_tim}s,
hereby provides its Answers to Applicant BONNIE ALICEA's First Set-of Interrogatories as
follows:

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Identity Opposer’s goods/services.

ANSWER:

Opposer has not specifically claimed any particular recitation of goods dnd services

in an actual trademark application, and the claims made in its Opposition speak for

themselves. As stated, Opposer, Verde Ridge Home Owners ‘Associgtion, is &

homeowners association respansible for maintaining, operating, sud managing a

tesidential community named “Verde Ridge” (the “community”} located in the

Greater Otlando, Florida area: Verde Ridge oversees thie common areas of the

Verde Ridge communily, which is comprised of over four hundred (402) single

family homes and approximately one thousand (1,000) residents. Bach of these

homeowners comprise the membership of the Verde Ridge Home Owners

Association. Among the responsibilitics of Opposer are to promote the well-being
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and common interests of the Verde Ridge Community and its owners. Concomitunt
and ancillary services iﬂgiudc:-n‘:ﬂn_aigcmejnt, administration, and operation of a
commimity of homeowners’, residential and common properties; enactment,
amendment and enforcement of governing dociments and r;_llé;; and regulations,
communicating with residents of the community; holding Board meetings and other
meetings concerning of the community; arranging for the provision of services to
the community such sz common aréa water and electricity, sireet lighting to the
entire Communily, sign posting, and the like; making communications with third
paitics to ensure police, fire, schooling, and other services; and the: placing of
adverlising and other materials to promole the community to those who are nol

residents,

INTERROGATORY NO. 2:  Identify how Opposer did its research and due diligence to
make the allegation in Paragtaph 10 of the Notice of Opposition,

ANSWER:

Applicant hired counse! to evaluate the trademark ownership claims of Applicant.

The nature, scope, and substancé of those communications and efforis are protected

by the attorney-client and work product privileges. To the extent this interrogatory

secks the content or substance of such communications, Opposer - objects to this

interrogatory.

Opposer also reviewéd public documents, includ'ing the 'gxhi'bits ‘attached 1o its
Notice of Opposition; reviewed and assessed the documents creating and governing
the Verde Ridge Home Owners Association; reviewed records on line; researched
home ownership records; and conducted discussions with residents and owners of
the Community, some of whom have lived in the Verde Ridge community several
yéars prior to Applicant mdving into" the community in June, 2012, This
information -all supports the conclusion that Opposet's rights 10 the VERDE
RIDGE mark long predatd and supersede -any supposed rights that Applicant is

claiming,
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INTERROGATORY NO, 3; Identify how Opposer did its Tesearch and .due diligence to
muke the allegation in Paragraph 25 of the Natice of Opposition.
ANSWER:
Opposer incorporates its answer to Interrogatory No. 2 above Further, O_p_puser is
empowered and compelled by the “Declaration for Vérde Ridge™ and by controlling
law to perform certain dutics and responsibilities-on behalf of the Verde Ridge
community, Opposer reviewed those documents and soughl prolessional assistance

from counsel.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4: tdentily how Opposer did its research and: due diligence to
make thé allegation in Paragraph 44 of the Notico of Opposition.
ANSWER:

Opposer incorporales its answer to Interrogatory No. 2 shove,

INTERROGATORY NO.5:  Define the paris of the Opposer Mark.
ANSWER:

The Opposer mark is made up of two words; VERDE and RIDGE (“Veérde Ridge™).

iN’l’_E_RROGATORY NO, 6: Identify any variation of the Opposer Mark that Yqu,hﬁ‘z’_ﬂ
used, or that You plan touse,
ANSWER:
Opposer al times has used the VERDE RIDGE mark as part ol ils whole' name
VERDE RIDGE. HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION or VERDE RIDGE
HOMBOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. Opposer has also used the terms:
VERDE RIDGE, VERDE RIDGE HAPPENINGS, VERDE RIDGE HOA, and
THE RIDGE (current newsletter),
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INTERROGATORY NO, 7: Identify all states in which the Opposer Mark is used in
commerce.
ANSWER:
Opposer objects to Interrogatory No. 7 lo the extent that it seeks a 'I'cgai cenclusion,
parlicularly since the phrase “used in commerce™ is:a tefm of art understood as
having a particular meaning within trademark law. Without waiving that objection
and withoul inteniding its answer (o in any way be a limitation on its présent or
future rights, Opposer would state generally that its primary area of use of the mark
VERDE RIDGE would be within the State of Florida. Opposer might be déemed
to have rights to the mark outside of the State of Florida due lo communications

and activities directed to, or accessible from, outside the State or Florida,

INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Far each variation identified in response 1o Inferrogatory No.
5, stade the date of first use in commerce (or planned date of first use in commerce) of any such
variation,

ANSWER:

Oppaoser objeets to Interrogatory No. 8 ta the extent that it seeks a legal conclusion,

particularly since the phrase “used in commerce” is a term of ‘art understoad as

having a pa‘riiggx_iar meaning within trademark law. Intcirogatory No, 5 docs fiof

speak of variations on the mark, Opposer s presumes the interrogatory was

intended to be reference Interrogatory No. 6 which does s_p_ea_}; of variations on the

mark. Without waiving its objection, Opposer would claim righfs to the variations

on its VERDE RIDGE mark identified in answer to Interrogatory No. 6 going back

{o those of one or tore redl estate developers who were predecessors in titlé and

right. The first use in commerce by Opposer’s predecessors in interest goes back

to-at least as carly as' April of 2005 This would have been by Pulte Home

Corporation, its partners, predecessors, affiliates and or assigns. VERDE RIDGE

HAPPENINGS was first used in or about 2008 and was used up until about 2010,

al which point Opposer began using the various forms of the term VERDE RIDGE,
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INTERROGATORY NO,9:  Identify each product or service that You have promoted, or
plan to promote, using the Opposer Mark, including the date(s) that You first promoted each such
product or service,
Opposer incorporates its answer to Interrogatory No. 1'above reparding services it
conducts and promotes. It plans to continue providing those identified services and
maintaining those functions, Since the community was first publicly registered, on
or before 2005, those services and responsibilities have been fulfilled by Opposer

and or its predecessors in interest,

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:  Explain how You can ¢laim to have other goods/services when
paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition limits Your .use of the common-law mark to a housing
associalion alone.

ANSWER;

Opposer ghjects to Interrogatory No. 10. This Inferrogatory states that Parbgriph

2 of the Notice of Opposition places a limits on the scope of Opposer’s services,

and implies that Opposer's right to oppose the registration should be similarly

limited. Opposer denies the interpretation assigned in this interrogatory, and

accordingly objcois.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:  Ideatify the Person(s) miost knowledgeable aboul Your use of
the Opposer Mark, including but not limited 1o sales, advertising, and ]i{:ensing by You of any
products or services under the Opposer Mark.

ANSWER;

The persons most knowledgeable about Opposer’s use of the mark VERDE RIDGE

arc its Board members; Amanda Dierking, Teresa Bhoj, Jeft' Hosford,

Nelson Wolbert, and Andrew Magnus,
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INTERROGATORY NO, 12:  Identify esch of the channels of trade in which You offer for
sale products and services under the Opposer Mark.
ANSWER:
The ¢hannels of trade in which Opposer offers its services would be those identified
in_ conngction with the sefvices:and responsibilities listed in Interrogatory No. |
above. Further, Opposer offers its scrvices within the electronic channels of trade
as made svailable via the Internet and yia social media postings, The trade channels
include but are not limited fo real estate management, maintenance, refated
accounting and finance functions, contracting, public utilities and facitifies,

insurance, and related functions,

INTERROGATORY NO, 13; i;lculify each of the-channels of trade in which You plan to
offer for sale products and services under the Oppuoser Mark.

ANSWER:

The channels of trade résponsive to this Interrogatory No. 13 are the saine 4 those

identified in response to Interrogatory Nos, 1 and 12,

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:  Identify (by micdium dnd amount budgeted) cach of the ways
You plai to advertise Your-products or services under the Opposer Mark in the calendar years
2014-2016,

ANSWER:

The ways that Qpposer plans to advertise its products and services are the same as

the ways identified in response to Interrogatory Nos. 1 and 12, There is no amounit

specifically budgeted for such advertising at present,
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INTERROGATORY NO, 15;  Identify (by medium and amount actually spent) cach of the
witys You have advertised Your produc’tsnfscwices under the Opposer Mark in the calendar years
2014-2016.

ANSWER:

The ways that Opposer actually has advertised its products and sérvices are the

same as the ways identified in answer to Interrogatory Nos. | and 12, The-amount

spent for sy‘:;f!h advertising is unknown at this time but may be accessible from

management records. In addition to its internet and social media presence, Opposer

advertises two times a year for garage sale in several local newspapers, which is

not expressly budgeted for, Opposer has also received funds from local businesses

that have advertised in its communily newsletter,

INTERROGATORY NQ. 16:  Identify Your sales volume (by dollars sind units), for each
year from in the calendar years 2013-2016, of each product or You have sold or plan (o sell under
the Opposer Mark in the U.S,

ANSWER:

Opposer has no real sales volume for products as such for the years 2013 through

to the present point in 2016, 1t has received $400.00 from 2014-2015 for

advertisement space in its newsletier.

INTERROGATORY NO. 17:  Identify the pricing (including wholesate and retail), for each
year from 2013-2016, of each product or service You have sold or plan 1o sell under the Opposer
Mark in the 1.8,

ANSWER:

Opposer does not sell its products or services fo the public at large. The services

identified above are funded through maintenance dues and assessments paid by the

members of Verde Ridge Home Owners Association,
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INTERROGATORY NO, 18:  Describe in detail the target purchasers to' whom You direct
Your sales efforts with respect to products and services sold under the Opposer Mark.
ANSWER:
Opposer does not direet “sales efforts”.  The recipients and beneficiaries of the
servieds and responsibilities undertaken by Opposer are the residents and owners
of the homes-in the Verde Ridgc community, third parties in the surrounding area
who know ol Opposer, as well as prospective buyers and sellees of property within
~ Verde Ridge.

INTERROGATORY NO. 191 Describe in detail any instance known to You where any
consumer has become confused as to the spuree of a product or setvice by reason of Your use of

the Opposer Mark.
ANSWER:

Opposer knows of no instance where any consumer oufside of the Verde Ridge
community has become conlused as (o the source of a product or service by reiison
of Opposer’s. use of its own VERDE RIDGE. However; residents within the
communily have been confused by the rights and ownership over the VERDE
RIDGE mark, ‘The confusion is caused and perpetuated by demands. internet
postings and thréats made by Applicant against residents and community-owners®
use of the namé VERDE RIDGE when discussing the community and services

associated with Opposer ns deseribed in Interrogatory No, 1.above,

INTERROGATORY NO. 20:  Describe in détail any instance of which You arc awarein
which a mnsumer-]ms expressed the belief that there is an affiliation or relationship between the
Applicant and You, or any products or services You sell or intend to sell under the Opposér Mark,
ANSWER:
Opposer incorporates in answer to Interrogatory No, 19 above, and will also
produce copies of demiand letters sent by Applicant asserting ownership rights over

the community’s name.
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INTERROGATORY NO, 21:  Define the term “Verde Ridge.”

ANSWER:

Opposer ohjects 1o this Interrggatory Na. 21-in that it is vague and seeks a définition
for a compound term or phrase that has no commonly recognized or universal
meaning.  Without waiving this objection, Oppaser understands the term Veride
Ridge to describe itself as set forth above in Interrogatory No. 1 and in the Notice
of Opposition, Beyond Opposer itself, the term “verde™ is the Spanish word for
“green” “ridge”™ has various dictionary meanings, one of which is “an elevated

portion of Jand.”

INTERROGATORY NO. 22:  Describe in detail the level of fame .associated with the
Opposer Mark.
ANSWER:
Opposcr does not know the level of fame of H{s VERDE RIDGE; however, the
community is very well known is in the area-in which it is located (the greater
Orlando area), and including its owners; residents, developers, predecessors in

interest, vendors, contractors,.and local businesses,

INTERROGATORY NO, 23:  Describe in detail when the Opposer was made awiare of the
Applicant and the Applicant Mark.
ANSWER:
Opposer first became aware of Applicant herself when Applicant moved into the
“Verde Ridge™ community in June, 2012,

It first became aware of incidental uses of the VERDE RIDGE mark by Applicant

in or about October, 2014 when seeing the Internel website wiww. verderidge com

that Opposer believes is owned and or controlled by Applicant, and by seeing on
that site certain displays that gave the appearance that this-was an official site of

Opposer when in fact it was not,

9
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In January, 2015 Applicant senf cease-and-desist fetters to Chris Burgess, Jeremy
Ledet, LlSd Mesen, Jill Van Mechelen, and Carl Green, copied a5 Exhibits B
throuigh D-with tiie Notice of Opposifion. This was brought to the attention of
Amanda Dierking, President of Opposer, at which point Opposer began

investigating Applicant’s trademark clnims

INTERROGATORY NO. 24:  Identify all surveys Opposer has conducted or has had
conducted on its behalf concerning actual confusion or the likelihood of onfusion by or between
Opposer and Applicant, Opposer. Mark and Applicant Mark, and/or Opposer's products and
services and Applicant’s products and s¢rvices,

ANSWER:

Opposcr has not conducted any surveys as inquired of in this Interrogatory No. 24,

INTERROGATORY NO. 25:  Identify all activities through which you provide advertising,
marketing and promotional services related to all industries for the purposc of 'faciliia_tiug

networking and sacializing opportunitics for business purposes.

NSWER:

Opposcer incorporales its answer to Interrogatory No, 1, 12.and 15.

INTERROGATORY NO.26:  Identify all persons who participated In the search for<or
preparation OF answers or responses 1o each of the interrogatories, document requests, and requests
for ‘admissions in the first sets of discovery Opposer served to Registrant, including the
corresponding interrogatory; document request, and/or request for admission numbers for. cach
person.
ANSWER:
VERDE RIDGE Buoard members: Amanda Dierking, Teresa Bhaj, Jeff Hosford,
Nelson Wolbert, and Andrew Magnus, with assistance from Kevin Markow,
Becker & PolinkofY, | Hust Broward Blvd,, Svite 1800, 1. Lauderdale, F1. 33301,
and Walter K\ibiiz, Becker & Poliakoft, 8955 Center Street, Manassas, VA 20110,

10
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VERIFICATION

Under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the State of
Florida, 1 declare that | have read the foregoing and that the facts allegu:i therein are true and
correct 1o the best of my knowledge and belief. 1 understand that @ false stalenient in this
Verification will subject me to penalties of perjury.

Date: October 20, 2016

ACTIVE: V2767373688 9U54334_1

By,
Verde Ridge Homeowners Association, Inc.

gy /a2

Kevin Markow, Esq.

Walter Kubitz, Esq.

BECKER & POLIAKOFF, P.A,

1 Bast Broward Boulevard

Suite 1800

Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301

Telephong; (954) 987-7550

Facsimile: (954)985-4176

E-mail; KMarkowidbplegal com; ¢lile@@dpatent.com

Attorneys for Opposer
VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.

1
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investigating Applicant’s trademark elaims

INTERROGATORY NO., 24 Identify. all surveys Opposer has conducted or has had
conducted on its behalf concerning actual confusion or the likelihood of confusion by or between
C}pposer and -Applicant, Opposer Mark and Applicant Mark, ‘and/or Opposeér’s products and
services and Applicant’s products and services.

ANSWER:
Opposer has not condueted any surveys as inquired of in this Interrogatory No.
24,
INTERROGATORY NO. 25 Tdentify -all dctivities through “which you provide

ndverlising, marketing and promotional services velated to all industries for the purpose of
facilitating networking and socializing opportunities for business putposes,

ANSWER:

Opposer Incorporates its answer to Interrogatory No, 1, 12 and 15,

INTERROGATORY NO. 26! Tdentify all persons who participated in the search for oi
preparation - of answers or résponses to each of the interrogatories, document véquests, and
requiests for admissions in the first sets of discovery Opposer served to Registrant, including the
corrésponding interrogatory, dooument request, and/or request for admission numbers for each
person,

ANSWER:

VERDE RIDGE Board members: Amanda Dierking; Teresa Bhaj, Joff Hosford,
Nelson Wolbert; and Andrew Magnus, with assistance from Kevin Matkow,
Becker & Pollakoff, 1:Bast Browaid Blvd,, Suite 1800, Ft, Lauderdale, FL 33301;
and Walter Kubitz, Becker & Poliakoff, 8955 Cepter Street, Manassas, VA 20110,

VERIFICATION

Undar penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and the State of
Floridg, [ declare that 1 have read the foregoing and that the facts alleged therein are true and
“correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, | undetstand that a false statement in this
Verification will subject me to penalties of petjury.

JMCL . Srher
leresa, M, EABOJ
‘Varde Ridge Homeowners Astociation, ’Inc

Kevin Markow, Esq.

Date: October 2072016
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EXHIBITC

Page 14 of 15
Applcant's Declaration = Alicea
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Verde Ridge Homeowners Association, Inc, Opposition No.: 91225523

Plaintiff,
V.

Alices, Bonnie

Defendant

DEFENDANT'S FIRST DOCUMENT REQUEST

Pursuant to Ped. R. Civ. P. 34 and TM.R.P. §2.120, Bonnie Alicea (“Defendant” or
*Applicani™ or “"Giovantetti”’) hereby requests that Verde Ridge Homeowners Association, Inc.
(“Plaintift” or *Opposer”) respond to the following requests for production within 30 days of
service, and praduce each of the requested categories of documents and things for inspection
willin u reasonuble time; or at such time and manner as counsel for both,parties may mutually

agree upon.
INSTRUCTIONS

1, Pursuant to Fed. R, Civ, P. 34(b), please produceé documenls __aj_?_-fﬂ.@{ are
kept in the usunl course of business or otganized and labeled to correspond with the number of
gach request to which a produced document is responsive,

2 Please produce agil documents -within the contral of Opposer, regardless of

whether such documents are possessed directly by Opposer or by any parent, subsidiary,

1

Requed for documents: Bonnia Alzea
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affillated entity, officers, directors, employees, agents, representatives, present or former
contractors, consultants or attorneys of Oppaser.

3 For all documents called for by these requests, please produce together
with such documents all file folders holding such documents, including all idemtifying tabs or
lubels on'such folders.

4, Please peﬁ’orm selection of documents from the files and other sources and
number such documents in such & manner as to enable the source ind original location of each
document 1o be determined.

5. Please do not separate documenls atlached to each other,

6. Please prodiice electronic records or computerized information in an
intelligible format or together with-a description of the system from which it was derived
sufticient to permit the materials to be rendered inteliigible.

7. With respect to each document or thing that Opposer contends is
privileged or otherwise excludabie from discovery, please make the claim expressly and deseribe
the nature of the ducuments, communications, or things not pr;j,dq'gi?i] or disclosed in 2 manner
that, without revenling information itself privileged or protected, will enable Elliott to assess the

applicability of the privilége or prolection,

DEFINITIONS
L. “Including” means “including bul not limited 1o.”
2. “Communication” and variants thereof mean any transfer of information,

ideas, opiiilons, or thoughts made by any meéans, at any time or place, under any circitmstance.
“Communication” is not limited to direct transfers between persons but includes other transfers
and memoralizations, such as records and memoranda to the file, “Communication” may be

2

Request for docuoments Bonnla Alicac
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embodied in any means or media, including writing, computer-readable files, electronic mail,
voice mail, digital recordings, or sound recordings.

3. “Person” means any individual, partnership, corporation, firm, association,
or other business, governmental, or legal entity.

4, “Document” means, in the broadest sense, all forms of tangible expression,
including those falling within the scope of Fed. R. Civ. P. 34; any written, tvped, punched,
encoded, printed, recorded, magnetic, graphic, or photographic material, however produced,
recorded, or repreduced; any recording of any oral malerial; any sound of visual recording; any
drawing, sketch, or schematic rendering or other descriptive materials; any retrievable data or
information, however stored, recorded, or coded; any electronic mail or other computer-
generated messages or communications; any Internet domain, website, web page, or file; or any
non-identical copies of any of the above,

5. “And"and “or” should be construed as both disjunctive and conjunctive,
as needed, and shall not be unreasonably construed so s to exclude from the scope of a request
dany muatter that would réasonably be within ity scope,

6. “Duch,” “every,” “any,” and “all,” should be construed as inclusively as
necessary, g shatl nol be unreasonably construed so as to exelude from the scope of a request
any matter that would reascnab;y be within its scope.

7. Any word written in the singular shall be reasonably tonstrued as plural,
and vice-versa, and shall not be unreasonably construed 5o as to éxclude from the scope of 4
request any matter that would reasonably be within its scope.

8. “Identify” means.

3

Requed lor docufments Bonnia Alizeg
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a. With reference to a natural person, fwrnish information sufficient to
enablé propounding party to know the identity of and to locate the
person, including. to the extent the information is available, the full
name. and present or last known address and business address of the
person,

b. With reference to an entity, furnish information sufficient to enable
propounding party 10 know the identity of and to locite the entity,
including, to the extent the information is available, the present or last
kngwn [ull name, corporate or business form, and business nddress of
the entity or of any successor entity.

9 “Alicea Mark” or “Applicant Mark™ means any mark that is protected by, or
whose use is the basis of any of the following:
a. Serinl No. 86499294: VERDE RIDGE,
10, “Opposer Mark” mieans any mark that is protected by, or whose use is the basis of
any of the following:
a. Common-law use of YVERDE RIDGE, as defiried by paragraph 2 of the Notice

of Opposilion,

REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

1, All documents relating to due diligence of this proceeding.
2. All documents helping to answer any guestions in DEFENDANT’S

FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES.

4

Requatt for documenti: Boannle Alac
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‘ 3 All documents helping to answer any paragraphs in DEFENDANT'S
FIRST REQUESTS TO ADMIT.

4, All documents relating to the sale of goods or services represented by the
Opposer Murk.

3, All documents relating to the marketing of goods or services fepresented
by the Opposer Mark,

. Doguments that are représentative samples of your actual or intendéd uses
of the Opposer Mark, including representative samples fram any website (including social media
sites) using the Opposer Mark, as well as each dilferent television, radio, internet, printed, or
other advertisement that you have run, for Opposer Mark and/or for products and services
offered or planned to be offered under those marks. Photographs or color copies may be
produced where the production of a sample is impossible or impractical under the circumstances.

7. All documents relating Lo the licenses of the Opposer Mark that you have
granted.

8. All documents relating to the sale of products that the Opposer Mark
represents,

9, All docinénts relating (o the conotation the Opposer Mark tepresents.

10,  Documents su’ff’iciant to establish the da_te. that you first used the Opposer
Mark on or in corinection with éach produict or service you offer or have offered under such
mark..

11.  Documents sufficient to show the channels of trade through which you sell
or pravide, have sold or provided, or have pluns to sell or provide, products and/or services under

the Opposer Mark, wid the class of customer for each such product and/or service,

5

Requed for decuimants: Bonnle Alizaa
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12, Produce cach survey, pilot test, focus group, or other form of consumer or
market research conducted by or on behalf of the Opposer concerning the Opposer Mark, or
Applicant’s Mark, or to those products or services Opposer offers or plans to offer under the
Opposer Mark.

13, Produce any marketing surveys that Oppposer has performed in
relationship to Opposer Mark.

14, Produce all documents conceming any instance.in which you have
objected in any way to a third party’s use, registration, or application for registration of' a mark,
product name, or designation that y(iu-i:luimed was confusingly similar 1o the Registrant Mark,
including all documents showing the outcome of any such objection.

15.  Produce all documents concernitig.any instances in which a third party hm;
objected in any way to your use, registration, or application for registration of the Opposer Matk..

16.  Produce all documents concerning any third-party marks or names that you
contend are relevant to this procceding.

17, Produce all documents related to the goods/services of advertising,
markeling and promotional services related to alf industries for the purpose of facilitating
networking and socializing opportunities for business purposes,

18, Produce ull documents related 1o the relationship between the
goods/services that Opposer sells and advertising, marketing and promotional services related to
all industries for'the puipose of facilitating networking and socializing opportunities for business
purposes.

Dated: August 26, 2016 ]
/s Anthony M. Verna 11

Anthony M. Verna 111, Esq
Verna Law, P.C,

B

Request for docements: Bonnle Alzen
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80 Theodore Fremd Ave.
Rye, NY 10580

7

Request for docements 8onnla Alicaa
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Anthony M. Verna 11}, Esq.
Verna Law, P.C. '
80 Theadore Fremd Ave.
Rye, NY 10580
IN THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEALS BOARD
. Opposition No.: 91225523

Verde Ridge Homeowners Association, Ing,

Plaintiff,
VS,

Alicea, Bonnie

Defendant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hercby certifies that on this 26™ day of August, 2016, a copy of the foregoing
Request was served via First Class Mail, postage prepaid, on the following:

Walter E. Kubitz; Kevin N. Murkow
Becker & Poliakoft, BA,
8955 Center Street
Manassas, VA 20110

Respecttully submitted,
Dated this Aupust 26, 2016

Zs_Anthony M, Verna HI
Anthony M. Verna 11, Esq,
Verna Law, PC.

80 Theodore Fremd Ave,
Rye, NY 10580

8

Renua !Drdncurﬁsﬂis_‘ gonnia Alcac
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EXHIBIT D

Page 1h of 15
Apploant's Declaration - Alicea



Case: 1:21-cv-04363 Document #: 48-15 Filed: 04/19/22 Page 37 of 44 PagelD #:793

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

VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS )
ASSOCIATION, INC., )
Opposer, ;

v ; Opposition No: 91225523
BONNIE ALICEA, ;
Applicant. i
)

OPPOSER’S RESPONSE TO APPLICANT, BONNIE ALICEA’S, FIRST
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS

Opposer, VERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC., files its Response to

Applicant’s First Request for Production and states;
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

l. All documents which are 1o be produced pursuant o this Response shall be
avallable for inspection and/or copying at the Law Offices of Becker & Poliakoff, LLP, I East
Broward Blvd,, 18" Floor, Fi. Lauderdale, FL 33301 during regular business hours upon
reasonable notice, or alternatively, as they are maintained in the ordinary course.of business. In
liew of inspecting and/or copying the requested documents in person, Applicant may request a
diskette(s) or electronic file containing the requesied documents as they are mainlained in the
ordinar_y course of business.

2. Opposer is continting to pursue an investigation and analysis of the facts \und the
law pertaining to this action and have not yel completed such investigation,  Thus, the sésponses
sel"fc'rrth herein are given without prejudice to its right to subscqucntly‘pmd uce relevant documents

AW OFFICES
 BECKUR & POLIAKOFF, PA. ‘
| EAST BROWARD BLVDY, SUFTE 1800 « T, LAUDERDALE, FL. 33301

TELEPIONE (954) 9877550
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or to add, modify or otherwise change or amend responses made herein, The information
contained in these responses is also subject to correction for omissions or errors. A response to
any Request dogs not constitute un agreement to any descriptions, allegations, or characterizations
contained in any Request.

3 No incidental or implied admissions of fact are intended by the responses below,
Opposer’s subimission of these responses does not admit the relevatice or materiality of the subject
matter of the requested documents, Opposer’s objections are made expressly subject to, and
without waiver of any objections to competeéncy, relevancy, materiality, privilege, or admissibility
as evidence or for any. other purpose of any to the responses given herein, or of the subject matter
thereof, in nn};_p'mcgéeding The ohijections are also made subject to Opposer's right to object to
any turther discovery involving or relating Lo the subject matter of the Requests,

4, Plaintiff’s agreement to produce a doeument or category of documents betow does

not mean that such a document exists of is in Plaintift™s possession, custody or control.

3 This preliminary statement is incorporated into each of the responses set forth
below,
GENERAL OBJIECTIONS
1. Plaintiff objects to the “Definitions™ and “Instructions™ sel forth in the Requests to

the éxlent that they seek to impose on Plaintiff any duties or fequirements in excess of those

speciﬁcd by -applicable law or rule, including, but not limited to, those specified in the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, regulations and controliing law in this matter.

2. Opposer abjects (o the bréadth of the information sought in the Requesls as
overbroad, vague, unduly burdensome, harussing, irrelevant to the subject matter of this action,

and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
3.
1AW OFHICES
_ BECKER & POLIAKOFR, PA _
| EAST BROWARE RLYD,, SUITE 1800+ £7. LAUBERDALE, FL 33301
TELTPHONE (954) 9877550
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3, Oppeser objects to disclosure of any documents to the extent that they call for
Plaintiff to divulge information protected from diselosure by the attorney-client privilege, the
work-product docirine, or ‘any other applicable privilege or protection available under stule
statutory, constitutional or common law. The inadverient disctosure of such information in
response to any of the Requests shall not be deemed # waiver of the applicable privilege or
protection.

4. Opposer objects to the Requests to the extent that they purport to impose discovery
obligations that differ from or exceed the discovery obligations imposed by the Federal Rules of
Civil Pracedure and otlier controlling law.

5, Opposer objects to these Requests 1o the extent they are directed to, or seck fo
impose upon Opposer, an obligation to seek or respond with information from any person or entity
other than Opposer; including those not emploved by it or otherwise under Opposer’s control.

6. Opposer fﬁsponds to these Requests based on a review of sources that are known
or reasonably available to it and reasonably likely to have responsive and relevant information.

7. Opposer objects to these Requests to the extent they seek a legal conclusion and/or
present a question of law.

8. Opposer objects to these Requests to the extent they call for a premature expert
apinion,

9, Op_poscr objects to the Requcs_ts to the exient that they call for information more
practically and easily oblained through other methods of discovery.

10.  Opposer.objects to the Reguests to the extent that they purport to seck information
more properly sought from persons or entities other than Opposer or concern documents created

by persons other than Opposer. _
_%.
LAW OFFICES
BECKER & POLIAKOFF, P.A
| D\‘\ T BROWARD RL \'l) SUITE THOU = ET, IAlIl)FRI)M £ FL 33301
TEUEPHONE (954) 9057.7550
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12, Opposer objects to any Requests that seek disclosure of documents that are matters
of public record, for which the burden of production of Applicant is equal to that of Opposer. Any
such request will be viewed as harassing, and Applicant and its counsel are dirécted to seek
production of the requested documenis from the appropriate public-records.

13.  Opposer ohjecls to the Requests to the exient that they purport to seek
documentation which is in the possession, custody, or contro} of Applicant.

14, These objections and limitations are incorporated by reference into each of the
responses set forth below. The ssertion of the same, similar or additional abjections in Opposer’s
specific objections to individual Document Requests, or the failure to assert any additional
abjections to a particular Document Reguest, does not waive any of Opposer’s objections set forth
in this section or the following sections.

Individual Responses

1. Opposer objeets to the request sct forth in paragraph 1. Documenis responsive o
this request are prolecied by the Atterney-Client Privilege. The request is also vague, overly broad,
and not reasonabily calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

2. Documents in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 2, will be lproduced,

3 Documents in Qpposer’s posséssion, custody or control responsive t:i:. request
number 3, will be produced.

4, Opposer objects to the request set forth in paragraph 4. This request i§ vague,
overly broad, and not reasonably caleulated to I¢ad to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Opposer will prdducc reasonable documents responsive to this request in its possession, custody

or control; however the request as phrased is objectionable as stated,
‘ -
LAWOFFICES
DECKER & POLIAKOFE, PA.
| EAST BROWARH BEVD,; SUITE 1500 » FT, LAUDERDALE, F1. 33301
TELEMIONE (954) 9877550
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5. Documents in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 5, will be produced.

6. Documents in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 6, will be produced.

7. Opposer is nol in possession, custody or control o yny documents responsive 1o
request number 7,

8. Opposer objects to the request set forth in paragraph 8. This request is vague,
overly broad, and not reasonably calculated to lead to 'the discovery of admissible evidence.
Opposer will produce reasonable documents responsive to this request in its possession, custody
or control; however the request as phrased is objectionable as stated.

9. Opposer ohjects to the request set forth in paragraph 9 due (o vagueness, To the
extent the request seeks documents relating to the meaning of the Verde Ridge mark Opposer is
not currently in possession, custody or control of any documents. |

10.  Documenls in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 1), will be prodticed.

1. Documents in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 1, will be produced.

12, Opposer is not in possession, costody or control of any dcjc',u_nienls responsive lo
request number 12,

13.  Opposer is not in possession, custody or control of any documents responsive to
requiest number 13

14, Opposer is not in possession, custady or control of any documenls responsive to

réquest number 14,
-5-
LAWOFFICES
_  BECKER & POLIAKOFE, PA. _
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15, Documents in Opposer’s possession, custody or control responsive to request
number 15, will be produced.

16, Documents in' Qpposer's possession, custody or control responsive (o requesl
number 16, will be produced.

17.  Opposer objects to the request sel forth in paragraph 17, This request is vague,
ovetly broad, and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible ¢vidence.
Opposer will produce reasonable documents responsive to this request in its possession, c.t;stody
or control; however the request as phrased is objectionable.

I8.  Opposer objects to the request set forth in paragraph 18. This request is vague,
overly broad, and not reasonably caleulated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence, To
the extent this request seeks -documents regarding marketing, netwotking, or promotion in
connection with Opposer and its mark, Opposer will produce reasonable documents responsive to
this request in its possession, custody or control; however the requicst as phrased is abjectionable

as stated.

Respectfully submi{tcd

5 %{?
/ g/&,ﬁ;_
Kevin Markow, qu
Walter Kubiilz, Bsq.
BECKER & I’DLlAhOI FPA,
1 East Broward Boulevard
Suite 1800 _ B
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301
Telephone: (954) 987-7550
Facsimile: (954) 985-4176
¢-mail;  KMarkowg@bplegal com; efilegidpatent.com

Date: Ociober 20, 2616

Attorneys for Opposer
FERDE RIDGE HOMEOWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.
~f-
LAW OFFICES
BICKER & POLIAKORE, P.A
FEART BROWARE B, A, SUTTE 1300 « BT, LAUDERDALE, FL 33301
TELEPRONE (954) 987-7550
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify. that on this 20 day of October, 2016, the original of this OPPOSER'S
RESPONSE TO APPLICANT, BONNIE ALICEA’S, FIRST REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION
OF DOCUMENTS is being served an Applicant’s counsel at his address of record, by first elass
mizil, postage prepaid, comrectly and legihiy addressed, 1o Anthony M. Verna I11, Esq., Verna Law,
P.C.. 80 Theodore Fremd Dr, Rye, NY 10580, and by eleetronic transmission 1o

Anthony@vemnalaw.com,

s

F - ‘ “-;:‘,u |

Date: October 20, 2016
Kevin Markow, Esq.
Walter Kubitz, Hsq.
BECKLER & POLIAKOFF, P.A.

ACTIVE V217677173638 149338 )

-7-
LAWOFFICRS
_ BECKLR & POLIAKOFE, A 4
! EAST BROWARD HLVD,, SUITE 1500 5 FT, LAUDERDALE, FL 33301
TELER IONE (934) 9877550



Case: 1:21-cv-04363 Document #: 48-15 Filed: 04/19/22 Page 44 of 44 PagelD #:800

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Elecironic Filing System. hifp:/estta.uspto.gov
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTAB90194

Filing date: 04/16/2018

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

Proceeding 91225523
Party Defendant
Bonnie Alicea
Correspondence | ANTHONY M VERNA Il
Address VERNA LAW PC
80 THECDORE FREMD AVE
RYE, NY 10580-2891
UNITED STATES
Email: anthony@vernalaw.com
Submission Other Mations/Papers
Filer's Name Antheny M. Verna ill
Filer's emalil anthony@vernalaw.com
Signature /s Anthony M. Verna Ill s/
Date 04/16/2018
Attachments Applicant Declaration - Alicea.pdf(2618073 bytes )




