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ANSWER
Opposer, Itera International Energy Colgdn (“Opposer”), by counsel, states the
following as its Answer to the Counterclaim filed by Applicant Interra Energy, LLC. All

allegations in the Counterclaim regecifically admitted are denied.

1. Applicant alleged no facts in Paragrapttherefore no response is required.
2. Applicant alleged no facts in Paragrahttherefore no response is required.
3. Applicant alleged no facts in Paragra@ttherefore no response is required.
4. Opposer realleges the facts containeBanagraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition.

Opposer denies that it has abandoned its ma@pgposer denies that there is nonuse in commerce
of its ITERA mark. Opposer dess that it has not updated its widdor over three years.
Opposer denies Applicant’s characterization of the content of Opposer’sensaind states that

Opposer’s website speaks for itself. Opp@simits that The Archer Group, BioEnergy



International, Grayson Hill Energy, Quail Engrgnd Itera Rig, LLC are all part of Itera’s
Energy Resources business but denies thatdteeahe is not used in connection with the
businesses. Admitted that BioEnergy Interrmaglachanged its name to Myriant Technologies
but denied that the change constitutes abandahnAll other commentary, statements, and
allegations included in Paragraph 4 of thepouted counterclaim, unless specifically admitted,
are denied.

5. Opposer realleges the facts containeBanagraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition.
Opposer denies that it has abandoned itkm@pposer denies that there is nonuse in
commerce. All other commentary, statements,aledjations included in Paragraph 5 of the
purported counterclaim, unless spafly admitted, are denied.

6. Opposer realleges the facts containeBanagraph 6 of the Notice of Opposition.
Opposer denies the allegation thdtas not made a substaniialestment in advertising and
promoting its services. Opposer denies thegation that it has not developed goodwill in its
mark. Opposer lacks knowledge or inforroatsufficient to form a belief as to business
activities of Congressman Weldontis daughter. Opposer admitatlit hired a lobbying firm.
Opposer denies that it has nedued a press release for over tlyegrs. Opposer denies that it
has not updated its website for over three yea#dl other commatary, statements, and
allegations included in Paragraph 6 of thepouted counterclaim, unless specifically admitted,
are denied.

7. Opposer realleges the facts containeBanagraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition.
Opposer denies the allegatiomtlits mark is not valuahleOpposer lacks knowledge or
information sufficient to form a belief as to ttrath of the allegations Paragraph 7 regarding

what types of information may be contained orkip&dia which is not controlled or operated by



Opposer. All other commentary, statements,aledjations included in Paragraph 7 of the
purported counterclaim, unless speafly admitted, are denied.

8. Opposer realleges the facts containeBanagraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition.
Opposer admits that its mark is used in caroa as ITERA USA or ITERA. Opposer lacks
knowledge or information sufficient to form a bélas to the truth of #nallegations regarding
how Interra Energy is used in commerce. Oppognies that the phonetic pronunciation of its
mark is “EE-tier-a.” Opposer lacks knowledgdrdormation sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations regandj the pronunciation of Interra. pposer admits that there is 1
word in its mark and it has eith&ror 8 letters in its mark. Opparsdenies that there are visual
differences between Itera and ImeeEnergy and asserts that tharks are virtually phonetically
and visually identical. Opposer lacks knowledgen&ormation sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the allegations regarding the numbevarfds and letters in tarra Energy. All other
commentary, statements, and allegations inclunl&aragraph 8 of theurported counterclaim,
unless specifically admitted, are denied.

9. Opposer admits that there is a conpatioverlap between Opposer’s mark and
Interra Energy in the energy market. Oppataries that Apptiant and Opposer have
noncompeting services. Opposer lacks knowledgefamation sufficient to form a belief as to
the truth of the allegations regarding Intefr@ergy’s goods, services, and customers. Opposer
admits that its mark is strong. Opposer adthits it uses marketing channels to promote the
ITERA mark. Opposer lacks knowledge or informaatsufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations regarding thember of years that Applicant$iased Interra Energy. Opposer
admits that its ITERA mark is similar to Apghnt's mark. Opposer admits that it uses its

ITERA mark in commerce. Opposer admits ttetre is a close praxity of the markets



between Opposer’s mark and Interra Energppd3er lacks knowledge or information sufficient
to form a belief as to the truth of the allegaagegarding consumer care in making a purchase
decision of Applicant’s customers. Opposer fakkowledge or information sufficient to form a
belief as to the truth of the allegation regagdApplicant’s intent. All other commentary,
statements, and allegations included in §aaph 9 of the purportiecounterclaim, unless
specifically admitted, are denied.

10.  Applicant alleges no facts faragraph 10, therefore no response is required. All
other commentary, statements, and allegatiocisded in Paragraph 10 of the purported
counterclaim, unless specifically admitted, are denied.

11. Applicant alleges no facts faragraph 11, therefore no response is required. All
other commentary, statements, and allegatiocisded in Paragraph 11 of the purported
counterclaim, unless specifically admitted, are denied.

12. Opposer denies the allegation that falssociation cannot reasonably occur. All
other commentary, statements, and allegatiocisded in Paragraph 12 of the purported
counterclaim, unless specifically admitted, are denied.

13. Opposer admits the allegation containe@aragraph 13 that Applicant’'s mark is
substantially similar torad is a colorable imitation of Opposer’s ITERA mark.

Having fully answered the Cowertlaim, Opposer respectfuligquests that the Notice of
Opposition be adopted, Applicant’s Registratiordeaied, and the Counterclaim be dismissed

with prejudice.
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