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UNIVERSAL CITY STUDIOS, INC,,

Opposer, -
I hereby certify that this correspondence’
is being deposited with the United States
postal service as Express Mail addresse
to Box NOFEE U.S. Patentand? . |
Trademark Office, 2900 Crystal Drive,-* |
Arlington, VA 22202-3513, Box 7.

By: /%J |

Date: - \3-03 /

VS.

VALEN BROST,

Applicant

e St st et o’ R e S e

ANSWER
Applicant Valen Brost ("Applicant") hereby answers Opposer's allegations as follow?:
1. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respect to the

allegations in paragraph 1 and therefore denies the same.

2. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respect tojthe
allegations in paragraph 2 and therefore denies the same. —-

3. Applicant admits the allegations in paragraph 3. 01-21-2003

4. Applicant admits the allegations in paragraph 4. . Patnt & THOR/ A Vil D O 77

5. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respect to the

allegations in paragraph 5 and therefore denies the same.
6. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respect/ to the
allegations in paragraph 6 and therefore denies the same.

{
7. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respect to the

allegations in paragraph 7 and therefore denies the same. /
8. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with respelct to the
allegations in paragraph 8 and each sub-paragraph thereof and therefore denies the same.

{
9. Applicant is without sufficient information to form a belief with resp"ect to the
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allegations in paragraph 9 and therefore denies the same.
ANSWER TO FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF [

Appellant repeats and realleges his responses as contained in the preceding |

10.
paragraphs 1-9, inclusive, as if fully set forth herein.

11. Applicant denies the allegations in paragraph 11.

Applicant denies the allegations in paragraph 12.
ANSWER TO SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF

Applicant repeats and realleges his responses as contained in the preceding

12.

13.
paragraphs 1-9, inclusive, as if fully set forth herein.

14. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 14.

1s. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 15.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer's claims are barred by laches based on another incontestable mark "Universal

Games" of which the instant mark is derivative.
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer is estopped from raising the claims made in its opposition.
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Opposer has impliedly acquiesced to Applicant's use of the published mark.

I
WHEREFORE, Applicant prays for dismissal of Opposer's opposition and granting

registration of Applicant's mark.
DATED this / 7+Qay of January, 2003. -

Nevada .
ER WATSON & ROUND

48 California Avenue
Reno, Nevada 89451

Telephone: (775) 324-4100 |
Facsimile: (775) 333-8171 |
Attorney for Applicant ]
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that I am an employee of the Law offices of SKINNER, WATSON & ROUNDS, /

a Professional Corporation, and on this day I deposited a true and correct copy, in the United /

States mail, first class postage prepaid, of the within document entitled ANSWER addressed to ‘l

the following:

Joan Kupersmith Larkin

Seyfarth Shaw
One Century Plaza
|

2029 Century Park East Suite 300
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3063
DATED this day of January, 2003. \b
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