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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 
 
DIRECTV Sports Networks, LLC,      )     
       ) 
   Opposer,         ) 
       ) Opposition No. 91208501 
 v.        )   
         ) Ser. No. 85523657 
Heng Dai Media, LLC,    ) 
         ) 
   Applicant.     ) 
       ) 
Attorney Ref. No. 005115-60804   ) 
           
 
 

ANSWER TO AMENDED NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 
 
 
Box TTAB NO FEE 
Commissioner for Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1451 
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1451 
 
Sir: 

 COMES NOW Heng Dai Media, LLC (hereinafter Applicant), and answers DIRECTV 

Sports Networks, LLC’s (hereinafter Opposer), notice of opposition in the above-noted 

proceeding. 

 1. Admitted. 

 2. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 2 and therefore denies the same. 

 3. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 3 and therefore denies the same. 
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 4. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 4 and therefore denies the same. 

 5. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 5 and therefore denies the same. 

 6. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 6 and therefore denies the same. 

 7. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 7 and therefore denies the same. 

 8. Applicant is without sufficient information to either admit or deny the allegations 

set forth in paragraph 8 and therefore denies the same. 

 9. Admitted. 

 10. Admitted. 

 11. Denied. 

 12. Denied. 

 13. Denied. 

 14. Denied. 

 15. Denied. 

 16. Denied. 

 17.  Denied. 

 18. Applicant hereby incorporates its answers to the allegations contained in 

paragraphs 1 through 17. 

 19.  Denied. 
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20.  Denied. 

21.  Denied. 

22.  Denied. 

23.  Admitted. 

24.  Denied. 

25.  Denied. 

26.  Denied. 

27.  Denied. 

28.  Denied. 

29.  Denied. 

 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 1. ROOTS RADIO and ROOT SPORTS are not so similar that they would be likely 

to cause confusion among prospective customers.   

 2. Although they have been disclaimed, the second word in each of the marks in 

question, namely, RADIO and SPORTS all evoke very different impressions and thus create 

composite marks that are easily distinguishable from each other in terms of sight, sound, 

meaning and commercial impression.   

 3. ROOTS RADIO uses the plural ROOTS; whereas, ROOT SPORTS uses the 

singular ROOT.    

 4. Being plural, ROOTS suggests a recognized type of music.   
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 5. Being singular ROOT suggests rooting for a team which is a centerpiece of the 

regional sports networks operated under ROOT SPORTS.   

 6. ROOTS RADIO possesses an alliterative quality.   

 7. Neither the services offered under ROOTS RADIO and ROOT SPORTS nor the 

conditions surrounding their marketing are such that they could be encountered by the same 

purchasers under circumstances that could give rise to the mistaken belief that they come from a 

common source.   

 8. Opposer reserves the right to assert additional affirmative defenses and 

counterclaims pending the completion of discovery. 

 WHEREFORE, Applicant respectfully requests that the notice of opposition be denied in 

its entirety.   

 Please direct all communications to the undersigned at (615) 238-6300 or 

trademarks@bonelaw.com. 

       Heng Dai Media, LLC 

        
       By: ____________________ 
 
       Name: Paul W. Kruse 
 
       Title:  Attorney 
 
       Date: January 13, 2014 
 

mailto:trademarks@bonelaw.com
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Submitted by: 
 
Bone McAllester Norton PLLC 
511 Union Street 
Suite 1600 
Nashville, Tennessee 37219 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing “ANSWER TO AMENDED 
NOTICE OF OPPOSITION” was served on Applicant’s attorney, Dori Ann Hanswirth, Esq. 
with an address at Hogan Lovells US LLP, 875 Third Avenue, New York, New York 10022, via 
first class mail, postage prepaid, today January 13, 2014. 
 

       
     By: ________________________ 
      Paul W. Kruse 


