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INTHE UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

Serial No. 77/537,848,
For the mark CIAOBELLA and design,

Piaggio & C. SPA,

Opposer,
VS. .: Opposition No. 91197431
Jeffrey Scott Fellman, '

Applicant.

ANSWER AND GROUNDS OF DEFENSE

COMES NOW the Applicant, Jeffrey Scott Fellman ¢eafter “Applicant”), by and
through counsel, The Trademark Company, PLLC, ded its Answer and Grounds of Defense
to the Notice of Opposition and in response to @pps allegations states as follows:

ANSWER

Applicant is without knowledge or information suffnt to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations set forth in the Introductory Pespbs of the Notice of Opposition and therefore
denies the same. In response to the specificallymerated paragraphs of the Notice of
Opposition, Applicant responds as follows:

1. Applicant is without knowledge or informationfstient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the d®tf Opposition and therefore denies the same.

2. Applicant is without knowledge or informationfistient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 2 of the d®tf Opposition and therefore denies the same.

3. Applicant is without knowledge or informationfistient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the d®tf Opposition and therefore denies the same.



4, Applicant admits the allegations of Paragrapt the Notice of Opposition.

5. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragrapdf $he Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

6. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragrapdf he Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

7. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragrapdf the Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

8. Applicant repeats and restates enumerated asiswef7 as if completely set forth
herein.

9. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragrapif the Notice of Opposition and
demands strict proof thereof.

10. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofithe Notice of Opposition and
demands strict proof thereof.

11. Applicant denies the allegations set forth @wa@raph 11 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

12. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 12 of the Notice of
Opposition.

13. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 13 of the Notice of
Opposition.

14. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragragloflthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

15. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awa@raph 15 of the Notice of

Opposition as phrased and demands strict prooédifier



16. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraploflthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

17. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 17 of the Notice of
Opposition.

18. Applicant denies the allegations set forth iawa@raph 18 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

19. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awa@raph 19 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

20. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 20 of the Notice of
Opposition.

21. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

22. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

23. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

24. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 24 of the Notice of
Opposition.

25. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awa@raph 25 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

26. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awa@raph 26 of the Notice of

Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.



27. Applicant admits the allegations set forth iardgraph 27 of the Notice of
Opposition.

28. Applicant is without knowledge or informatioaffcient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 28 of thei¢¢obf Opposition and therefore denies the
same.

29. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

30. Applicant denies the allegations of Paragraplofdthe Notice of Opposition as
phrased and demands strict proof thereof.

31. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awa@raph 26 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

32. Applicant is without knowledge or informatioaffcient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of Paragraph 32 of theid¢obf Opposition and therefore denies the
same.

33. Applicant denies the allegations set forth awagraph 33 of the Notice of
Opposition and demands strict proof thereof.

Applicant further denies all allegations not spieeity, actually or constructively,

admitted in the foregoing paragraphs of this Ansaret Grounds of Defense.



WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Notice of Oppaos be dismissed.

Respectfully submitted this 2®ay of December, 2010.

THE TRADEMARK COMPANY, PLLC

[Matthew H. Swyers/

Matthew H. Swyers, Esq.

344 Maple Avenue West, Suite 151
Vienna, VA 22180

Tel. (800) 906-8626

Facsimile (270) 477-4574

mswyers@ TheTrademarkCompany.com
Counsel for Applicant
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