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TRADEMARK

ESTTA, on November 3, 2003.

CERTIFICATE OF ELECTiRONIC FILING
I hereby certify that this correspondence is being filed electronicall A

artin R. Greenstein

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

COORS BREWING COMPANY, Oppos1t10n No. 91-157,749
and its successor-in-interest, : Appln. Ser. No. 75/788,827
COORS GLOBAL PROPERTIES, INC.

: Filed: August 30, 1999
Opposer : Published: October 23, 2001

Mark: BULLIT
RED BULL GMBH

Applicant

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Red Bull GmbH (“Applicant” or “Red Bull”), for its answer to the Notice
of Opposition states:

1. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge to form a belief as to the truth or
falsity of the allegations of paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition and consequently denies
the same, leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof. Further answering, Applicant’s application
claims a priority date, and consequently an effective or constructive use date of April 12,
1999, and Opposer does not plead prior use before that date.

2. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge to form a belief as to the truth or
falsity of the allegations of paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition and consequently denies

the same, leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof. Further answering, Applicant denies that



any copies of any registrations were attached to the Notice of Opposition as filed, and further
denies that any copies of any TARR/TESS status reports were attached to the Notice of
Opposition as filed, and that even if such TARR/TESS status reports had been attached -
which they were not - they were insufficient to place the alleged registrations into evidence or
on record.

3. Applicant admits that it owns U.S. Application S.N. 75/788,827 for the goods
set forth therein, but denies each and every other allegation of paragraph 3 of the Notice of
Opposition, leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof. Further answering, Applicant notes that
Opposer has not pleaded any commercial activity, interest or standing in connection with the
goods of Int. Classes 33 and 34, and consequently does not set forth standing to oppose in Int.
Classes 33 and 34, has paid no fee to oppose in Int. Classes 33 and 34, and in fact has not
opposed in Int. Classes 33 and 34.

4. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition,
leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof. Further answering, Applicant notes there is no
antecedent for the phrase “despite this likelihood of confusion” and consequently there is no
way to determine to what the purported “this likelihood of confusion” in intended to refer.

5. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition,
leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof.

Note: There are no paragraphs 6, 7 or 8 set forth in the Notice of Opposition, and thus
nothing to which a response is due.

9. Applicant denies the allegations of paragraph 9 of the Notice of Opposition,

leaving Opposer to strict proof thereof.



AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

1. Opposer has not pleaded or established, and lacks standing to oppose in Classes

33 and 34 for which Applicant seeks registration for the mark has not paid the requisite fee to

oppose in Classes 33 and 34, and has not, in fact, opposed in Classes 33 and 34. .

2. The Notice of Opposition, in whole or as to specific allegations, fails to state a

claim upon which relief can be granted.

WHEREFORE, Applicant respectfully requests that Opposition No. 157,749 be denied

November 3, 2003and that Application S.N. 75/788,827 be allowed to proceed to registration.

Dated: November 3, 2003

By H ,f A\ ‘
Martfn R. t‘};e\e’nstein,\E‘gq.
TechMark a Law Corporation

55 South Market Street, Sixteenth Floor
San Jose, CA 95113

(408) 280-2233

MRG@TechMark.com

Attorneys for Red Bull GmbH

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO NOTICE
OF OPPOSITION is being served this 3rd day of November, 2003 upon counsel of record for
Opposer by deposit of same in the United States mail, first class postage prepaid, in an

envelope addressed to:
Sabrina C. Stavish
SHERIDAN ROSS P.C.
1560 Broadway, Suite 1200
Denver, CO 80202-5141
Tel: 303-863-9700
Attorney for Opposer

Martin R. Greenstein



