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Craig R. Smith 
csmith@lalaw.com 
direct dial 617-395-7081 

 

Riverfront Office Park ● One Main Street ● Cambridge, MA 02142 ● T 617-395-7000 ● F 617-395-7070 
WWW.LALAW.COM 

   December 30, 2015 

VIA EMAIL 
 
Karen Borrelli 
VP, Chief Patent Counsel 
Newell Rubbermaid 
3 Glenlake Parkway 
Atlanta, GA 30328  
karen.borrelli@newellco.com  

Re: UPPAbaby Vista Stroller and Rumble Seat 

Dear Ms. Borrelli: 

I represent UPPAbaby in intellectual property matters.  As we discussed previously, 
UPPAbaby was surprised to receive your letter dated December 4, 2015, relating to UPPAbaby’s 
Vista stroller.  Newell Rubbermaid and UPPAbaby were in business discussions just prior to 
receiving your letter.  Indeed, Laurel Hurd, who was copied on your letter, was intimately 
involved in confidential business discussions with UPPAbaby.  Newell Rubbermaid appears to 
be engaging in unfair business practices and attempting to disrupt UPPAbaby’s business. 

Before you assert unfounded claims of infringement, Newell Rubbermaid should be 
aware of several facts.  First, the patent Newell Rubbermaid acquired from Baby Jogger was 
filed on April 25, 2014, and claims priority to a continuation application filed on December 4, 
2009, which is now abandoned, and a provisional application filed on December 4, 2008.  
Second, UPPAbaby’s Vista stroller was first sold in 2006, at least two years before the earliest 
application filed by Baby Jogger.  Third, UPPAbaby’s Rumble Seat was publicly disclosed in 
2008, including at the ABC Tradeshow in September, 2008, before the earliest application filed 
by Baby Jogger.  Fourth, Baby Jogger and UPPAbaby were on friendly terms in 2008 and both 
attended the ABC Tradeshow in September, 2008, where Baby Jogger representatives saw 
UPPAbaby’s Rumble Seat. 

In your letter, you state that “It has come to our attention that UPPA Baby is selling 
products, such as the Vista stroller, that may be covered by one or more claims in the ‘869 
patent.”  If this statement was accurate, it would mean that the ‘869 patent is invalid.  
UPPAbaby’s Vista stroller was first sold in 2006, well before the earliest application relating to 
the ‘869 patent.  Similarly, UPPAbaby’s Rumble Seat was publicly shown in 2008, before the 
earliest filing date of Baby Jogger patent.  In addition, to the extent that Baby Jogger 
representatives stole the idea from UPPAbaby, then the patent is invalid. 

The chart you provided on December 18, 2015, does not explain why Newell 
Rubbermaid believes any element of any claim of the ‘869 patent is infringed.  Instead, you have 
copied pictures of the UPPAbaby Vista stroller and Rumble Seat into a chart with no 
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explanation.  We do not see any basis in your chart for the allegations Newell Rubbermaid has 
made. 

 UPPAbaby dealt with Newell Rubbermaid in good faith during the prior business 
discussions.  We hope that Newell Rubbermaid will do the same and not attempt to continue to 
disrupt UPPAbaby’s business.  

Yours truly, 
 
LANDO & ANASTASI, LLP 
 
 
 
Craig R. Smith 
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