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

X
)
Melco, Inc., )
)
Opposer, ) Opposition No. 91157077
) Application No. 75/781194
v )
) Mark: BUFFALO and Design
)
Buffalo-Eastcantra Inc. )
)
Applicant. )
)
X TTAB

Commissioner for Trademarks
Box: TTAB — NO FEE

2900 Crystal Drive

Arlington, Virginia 22202

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

The Applicant answers the Notice of Opposition as follows:

1. The Applicant lacks information.or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 1

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 1.

2. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 2

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 2.

3. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 3
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of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 3.

4. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the ailegation of paragraph 4

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 4.

5. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 5

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 5.

6. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 6

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 6.

7. The Applicant lacks information or belief with regard to the allegation of paragraph 7

of the Notice of Opposition, and therefore, denies the allegations of paragraph 7.
8. The Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition.

9. The Applicant admits registration is prima facie exclusive right, but otherwise denies

the allegations of paragraph 12 of the Notice of Opposition.



AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. Laches.

2. Acquiescence.

3. The Applicant has superior rights in the BUFFALO trademark in commerce.

4. The Opposer’s registered trademark is not likely to cause confusion.

Wherefore, the Applicant respectfully moves the Board to grant judgment in its favor

and to dismiss the Notice of Opposition, with prejudice.

Respectfully subgn/ittf:' ,

Jess M. Collen

COLLEN [P

The Holyoke —Manhattan Building
80 South Highland Avenue
Ossining, New York 10562

(914) 941-5668

Dated: August 6, 2004
Enc.: Duplicate Copies
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SHOULD ANY OTHER FEE BE REQUIRED, THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK
OFFICE IS HEREBY REQUESTED TO CHARGE SUCH FEE TO OUR DEPOSIT
ACCOUNT 03-2465.

IHEREBY CERTIFY THAT THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING DEPOSITED WITH
THE UNITED STATES POSTAL SERVICES AS FIRST CLASS MAIL IN AN
ENVELOPE ADDRESSED TO: ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER FOR TRADEMARKS
2900 CRYSTA/DRIVE, ARLINGTON, VIRGINIA 22202.

By: S Date: August 6, 2004
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Peter E. Mulhem, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Applicant’s

Answer to the Notice of Opposition was served upon Opposer’s counsel, David Toren,

and Sidley Austin Brown & Wood, LLP 787 Seventh Ave., New York, NY 10019, via

first class mail, this 6th day of August, 2004. g

7

P’eter £. Mulhern

Dated: August 6, 2004




