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In its reply, Atlasjet argues at length that there will be no public confusion between its operations and those of Atlas.  In those circumstances, it further argues, the relief sought by Atlas is unwarranted.  However, when read carefully, the Atlasjet reply itself establishes the need for DOT to act.  Atlas requests leave to file the instant rejoinder to explain why.

First, Atlasjet fails even to mention that the Atlas position is not based on name similarity alone.  As Atlas explained in paragraph 4 of its answer, Atlasjet planes bear an uncanny resemblance to aircraft in the Atlas fleet.  That fact provides strong additional support for the proposition that the Department should exercise jurisdiction under 49 U.S.C. §41712 and impose a “holding out condition,” as requested by Atlas.

Second, it is striking that the applicant has stopped calling itself “Atlasjet,” as it did in its application.   On each of the 12 occasions it refers to itself by name in the text of the reply, the applicant uses its full legal name -- Atlasjet Uluslararasi Havacilik A.S.  Atlas wishes to call attention to the applicant’s own approach and would find it acceptable if the holding out condition were to require use of the applicant’s complete name – Atlasjet Uluslararasi Havacilik S.A. or Atlasjet Uluslararasi Havacilik – rather than the abbreviation “Atlasjet” on each and every occasion that it holds out or provides cargo services. 
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