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

In the Matter of Application:

Serial No.: 77/142,293
Mark: RINGLING COLLEGE
Published: August 28, 2007

_________________________________________ X
RINGLING BROS..-BARNUM & BAILEY
COMBINED SHOWS, INC., : Opposition No. 91182631
Opposer,
Y i
RINGLING SCHOOL OF ART AND DESIGN,
Applicant.
________________________________________ X

OPPOSER’S REPLY TO COUNTERCLAIM
PETITION OF APPLICANT

Opposer/Counterclaim Registrant, Ringling Bros.-Barnum & Bailey Combined Shows,

Inc. (“Ringling Bros..”), by and through its attorneys, hereby replies to the numbered paragraphs

of the Counterclaim Petition for Cancellation of U.S. Registration No. 1,917,888 for CLOWN

COLLEGE (“Counterclaims”) of Applicant/Counterclaim Petitioner, Ringling School of Art and

Design (“Ringling School”):

26. Ringling Bros. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 26 of the

Counterclaims.
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27.  Ringling Bros. admits the Applicant has standing, but denies each of the

remaining allegations contained in paragraph 27 of the Counterclaims.

28.  Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 28 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.

29.  Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 29 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.

30.  Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 30 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.

31.  Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 31 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.

32.  Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 32 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.

33. Ringling Bros. is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations contained in paragraph 33 of the Counterclaims and, therefore,

denies same.
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34.  Ringling Bros. admits that its first use of CLOWN COLLEGE was in August
1968 when Irvin Feld opened a clown-training school in Florida, but denies each of the

remaining allegations contained in paragraph 34 of the Counterclaims.

35.  Ringling Bros. admits that CLOWN COLLEGE is not an institution of higher
learning leading to a bachelor’s degree, but denies each of the remaining allegations contained in

paragraph 35 of the Counterclaims.

36.  Ringling Bros. denies the allegations in paragraph 36 of the Counterclaims as the

complete list of goods as issued are not included.

37.  Ringling Bros. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 37 of the

Counterclaims.

38.  Ringling Bros. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 38 of the

Counterclaims. Ringling Bros. deleted goods at the time of filing the Section 8 Declaration.

39.  Ringling Bros. admits each of the allegations contained in paragraph 39 of the

Counterclaims.

40.  Ringling Bros. admits each of the allegations contained in paragraph 40 of the

Counterclaims.

41.  Ringling Bros. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 41 of the

Counterclaims.

42. Ringling Bros. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 42 of the

Counterclaims.
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43.  Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

44,  Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

45. Ringling Bros.

44 as if fully set forth herein.

46.  Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

47.  Ringling Bros.

46 as if fully set forth herein.

48.  Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

49.  Ringling Bros.

48 as if fully set forth herein.

50. Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

51. Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.

52. Ringling Bros.

Counterclaims.
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denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 43 of the

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 44 of the

incorporates by reference its responses to paragraphs 26 through

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 46 of the

incorporates by references its responses to paragraphs 26 through

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 48 of the

incorporates by reference its responses to paragraphs 26 through

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 50 of the

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 51 of the

denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 52 of the



53. Ringling Bros

Counterclaims.

54.  Ringling Bros

Counterclaims.

55. Ringling Bros

Counterclaims.

56.  Ringling Bros

Counterclaims.

57. Ringling Bros

Counterclaims.

Ringling Bros., for its

. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 53 of the

. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 54 of the

. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 55 of the

. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 56 of the

. denies each of the allegations contained in paragraph 57 of the

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

affirmative defenses, alleges as follows:

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Ringling School’s counterclaims fail to state claims upon which relief may be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

Ringling Bros. reserves the right to raise such additional defenses or affirmative defenses

as may be required, or may become known, throughout discovery in this proceeding.
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Ringling Bros.-Barnum & Bailey Combined Shows, Inc. prays for the

following relief:

That the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board:

Dated: New York, New York

enter judgment against Ringling School of Art and Design on all counts of its

counterclaims and deny all relief requested therein; and

enter judgment in favor of Opposer, Ringling Bros.-Barnum & Bailey Combined
Shows, Inc., on all counts and the registration of the mark RINGLING

COLLEGE be refused; and

grant such other and further relief as may be deemed just and proper under the

circumstances.

Respectfully submitted,

STROOCK & STROOCK & LAVAN LLP
Attorneys for Opposer

Ringling Bros. & Barnum & Bailey
Combined Shows, Inc.

180 Maiden Lane

New York, New York 10038-4982

(212) 806-5400

By: jﬁw« -

Laura Goldl;efd George

June 6, 2008
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that a copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S REPLY TO
COUNTERCLAIM PETITION OF APPLICANT was forwarded to: Suzanne K. Ketler, Squire,

Sanders & Dempsey L.L.P., 4900 Key Tower, 127 Public Square, Cleveland, OH 44114-1304,

Lo g

~~ 'Laura d}ﬁldbard George

attorney for Applicant, by first class mail, on June 6, 2008.

NY 71459577v1



