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

In the matter of United Statesadlemark Application Serial No. 86344607

Riverstone Ventures LLC, )
Opposer, OppositiorNo.: 91221406
V.

Neat Print, Inc.

e N

Applicant.

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

COMES NOW, Neat Print, Inc. (“Applicant”)py and through its attorneys, and
hereby answers and asserts affirmative deferie the Notice of Opposition, filed by
Riverstone Ventures LLC (“Opposer”).Unless specifically admitted by Applicant

herein, Applicant denies each and evelggation in Opposer’s Notice of Oppaosition.

Applicant’'s Answer to the First, Non-enumerated
Paragraph of the Notice of Opposition

As to Opposer’s first non-enumeratgateamble” paragraph, Applicant denies
that there is or will be iy damage, whatsoever, to tpposer by reason of United
States Application No. 86344607Applicant’s Mark”), or any resulting registration on
the Principal Register of the United Stafeatent and Trademark Office. Applicant

admits that this purports to be an OppositiorApplicant's Mark. Applicant is without



knowledge or information sufficient to form belief as to the truth of the remaining

allegations in Opposer’s preamble paegdr and therefore denies the same.

Applicant’'s Answers to the Specifically Enumerated
Paragraphs of the Notice of Opposition

1. The description of goods ofpflication Serial No. 86344607 reads as
follow: “[c]lothing, namely, shirts, t-shirtgank tops, tops, sweatids, hoodies, jerseys,
pullovers, jackets and headwear.” Applt admits the remaining allegations of
paragraph No. 1.

2. Admitted.

COUNT I:
LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION

3. Applicant admits that this purports be an Opposition to Applicant’s
Mark under the Lanham Act. Applicant denies that there is or will be any damage,
whatsoever, to the Opposer by reasoboited States Application No. 86344607, or any
resulting registration on the Pdipal Register of the UniteBtates Patent and Trademark
Office.

4. Applicant is without knowledge orformation sufficient to form a belief

as to the truth of the allegations inrggraph 4, and there®denies the same.

5. Denied.
6. Denied.
7. Denied.

8. Denied.



9. Applicant is without knowledge orformation sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations inrpgraph 9, and there®denies the same.

10. Applicant is without knowledge orformation sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the atjations in paragraph 10, ancthfore denies the same.

11. Applicant admits that ApplicantApplication has no limitation on trade
channels. Applicant is without knowledge ofoirmation sufficient to form a belief as to

the truth of the remaining allegationsparagraph 11, and therefore denies the same.

12. Denied.
13. Denied.
14. Denied.

Applicant’'s Answer to the Non-enumerated “Prayer for Relief”
Clause of the Notice of Opposition

As to Opposer’'s non-enumerated prayer for rajief “WHEREFORE” clause,
Applicant respectfully requests denial of tledief sought therein, and instead requests
that the present Notice of Opposition be dssad with prejudice, and that Applicant’s

Mark be granted a Registration.

Applicant’s Affirmative and Other Defenses to the Notice of Opposition

1. The Notice of Opposition fails to stah cause of action upon which relief
may be granted.
2. Opposer’'s claims are barred irhale or in part by the doctrine of

estoppel, unclean hands, waiMaches and/or acquiescence.



3. The scope of Opposer’s trademadhts, if any, are not broad enough to
preclude Applicant’s use and regaton of Applicant’s Mark.

4. Opposer’s alleged use, if any, of Opposer mark is limited to ornamental
use.

5. Consumer confusion is not lige between Applicant's Mark and
Opposer’s Mark.

6. Applicant presently has insufficient knowledge or information upon which
to form a belief as to whethé& has additionalas yet unstated, affirmative defenses and
claims for relief available. Applicant reses/the right to asseddditional affirmative
defenses and other claims for relief forieth Applicant has developed factual support

pending the outcome of discovery or otherwise.

WHEREFORE, Applicant having fully answered the Opposition, Applicant
respectfully prays:

® that the Opposition be dismissed and/or denied in its entirety with
prejudice;

(i) that judgment be entered in favorAybplicant on the Opposition and each
and every claim and count thereof;

(i)  that a Registration be issued to Appht for Applicant’s Mark, as applied
for in Application Serial No. 86344607; and

(iv)  that Applicant be granted such otlzerd further relief as the Board deems

just and proper.

Fijouf, Rust & Pyle, P.A.
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