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

Sportopia Entertainment, LLC, and ) Trademark Application
William Hunt Archbold, ) Serial No. 77058756
Opposers, )
) Filed: 12-07-2006
v. )
) Mark: SPORTOPIA
Eatertainment, Inc., )
) Published: 06-26-2007
Applicant. ) Class: 043
)

Commissioner for Trademarks
P.O. Box 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

ANSWER TO AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND COUNTERCLAIM

Sportopia Entertainment, LLC, a limited liability company, and
William Hunt Archbold (“Opposers”) by and through their undersigned
attorneys, file this Answer to Affirmative Defenses and Counterclaim.

ANSWER TO AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. Opposers deny the allegations of the affirmative defense set
forth in paragraph 12 of Applicant’'s Answer.

2. Opposers deny the allegations of the affirmative defense set
forth in paragraph 13 of Applicant’'s Answer.

3. Opposers deny the allegations of the affirmative defense set

forth in paragraph 14 of Applicant’s Answer.
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4. Opposers deny the allegations of the affirmative defense set
forth in paragraph 15 of Applicant’s Answer.

ANSWER TO COUNTERCLAIM

5. Opposers deny the allegations set forth in paragraph 16 of
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

6. Opposers admit that the language set forth on Registration
No. 2,530,510 speaks for itself. Opposers deny all other allegations set
forth in paragraph 17 of Applicant’s Counterclaim.

7. Opposers admit that the language set forth on the Application
that resulted in Registration No. 2,530,510 speaks for itself. Opposers deny
all other allegations set forth in paragraph 18 of Applicant’s Counterclaim.

8. Opposers admit that the documents set forth in Opposer
Archbold’s Application file speak for themselves. Opposers deny all other
allegations set forth in paragraph 19 of Applicant’s Counterclaim.

9. Opposers admit that the documents set forth in Opposer
Archbold’s Application file speak for themselves. Opposers deny all other
allegations set forth in paragraph 20 of Applicant’s Counterclaim.

10. Opposers admit that the documents set forth in Opposer
Archbold’s Application file speak for themselves. Opposers deny all other

allegations set forth in paragraph 21 of Applicant’s Counterclaim.
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11.

Opposers admit that in the Notice of Opposition, they

identified first use in commerce since at least as early as 1993. Opposers

deny all other allegations set forth in paragraph?22 of Applicant’s

Counterclaim.

12, Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

13. Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

14. Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

15. Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

16. Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

17.  Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

18. Opposers deny the
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

19. Opposers deny the

Applicant’s Counterclaim.
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20.  Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
21.  Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
22. Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
23. Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
24.  Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
25. Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
26. Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
27.  Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
28.  Opposers deny
Applicant’s Counterclaim.
29.  Opposers deny

Applicant’s Counterclaim.
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30. Opposers deny the allegations set forth in paragraph 41 of
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

31. Opposers deny the allegations set forth in paragraph 42 of
Applicant’s Counterclaim.

32. Opposers deny any and all remaining allegations in
Applicant’s Counterclaim which are not heretofore specifically admitted.

WHEREFORE, Opposers pray that:

1. Their opposition be sustained and that the Applicant's
application for the mark Sportopia be denied;

2. The Applicant's Counterclaim and all claims and causes of
action asserted against Opposers therein be denied;

3. That Applicant be ordered to pay Opposers’ costs,
disbursements and attorneys’ fees in this proceeding; and

4. The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board grant Opposers such
other and further relief as this Board deems just and proper.

Date; <. 3, 2e0) Respectfully submitted,

MORRIS, MANNING & MARTIN, LLP

By: YQ\F?&E\

Marguerite E. Patrick

Attorneys for Opposers
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1600 Atlanta Financial Center
3343 Peachtree Road, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30326
Telephone: (404) 233-7000
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CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

I hereby certify that this NOTICE OF OPPOSITION was filed
electronically with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board on the date

stated below.

Date:__De<. 3, 2207 By: V\—%?‘K

Marguerite E. Patrick

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of this ANSWER TO

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES AND COUNTERCLAIM has been served by
first-class mail to:

Mike Villarreal, Esq.

Gunn & Lee, P.C.

700 N. St. Mary’s Street, Suite 1500
San Antonio, TX 78205

Date; D¢c. 3, 2007 By: r——> PSS

Marguerite E. Patrick
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