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

Major League Soccer, L.L.C.,
Opposition No. 91247160
Opposer, App. No. 86/224,449
Mark: INTER

V.
F.C. Internazionale Milano S.p.A.,

Applicant.

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant F.C. Internazionale Milano S.p.A. answers and responds to the Notice of
Opposition of Major League Soccer, L.L.C (“Opposer”). as follows:

1. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief regarding the
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

2. Applicant admits that this paragraph appears to correctly cite the information of record
for U.S. Trademark Application No. 86/224,449, but refers to the documents for their complete
content.

3. Admitted.

4. Applicant admits that it is generally aware of MLS’s anticipated Miami-based expansion
club, but lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief regarding the remaining
specific allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies them.

5. Applicant admits that this paragraph appears to correctly cite the information of record
for U.S. Trademark Application No. 88/129,638, but refers to the documents for their complete

content.
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6. Admitted.

7. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

8. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

9. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

10. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

11. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

12. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient
allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

13. Denied.

14. Denied.

15. Denied.

16. Denied.
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17. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief regarding the

allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

18. Denied.

19. Applicant lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief regarding the

allegations of this paragraph and on that basis denies it.

20. Denied.
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21. Denied.

Applicant further denies that Opposer is entitled to the relief requested.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

Applicant pleads the following affirmative defenses:

1. Opposer’s Notice of Opposition fails to state a claim upon which relief can be

granted with respect to the 2(d) ground.

2. Applicant has priority of filing and priority of use as compared to any relevant trademark

filing or trademark use by Opposer.

3. Applicant’s INTER mark is inherently distinctive of the goods and services in the

application.

4. In the alternative, Applicant’s INTER mark has acquired distinctiveness in connection
with its goods and services under Section 2(f), 15 U.S.C. § 1052(f). As an affirmative defense
stated in the alternative, Applicant reserves the option to assert a 2(f) claim based on either or
both of prior use and prior registration in the form of Registration No. 2708251 for FCIM

INTER 1908 and design.

5. Judicial estoppel precludes Opposer from challenging the distinctiveness of the term
INTER as a trademark because it or its affiliates or agents have represented otherwise to the U.S.

Patent and Trademark Office.

6. Applicant asserts prior registration as a defense based on prior registration of Registration
No. 2708251 for FCIM INTER 1908 and design. Opposer cannot be damaged by registration of

the subject mark because Applicant already owns an existing registration for the same or
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substantially identical mark for the same or substantially similar goods.

Dated: May 6, 2019
Respectfully submitted,

Heff Goehring/

Jeff Goehring

Attorney for Applicant/Petitioner
YOUNG & THOMPSON

209 Madison St, Suite 500
Alexandria, VA 22314

(703) 521-6590
jgoehring@young-thompson.com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO NOTICE
OF OPPOSITION was served on counsel of record for Opposer by first class mail and email at

the address below:

Deborah Shapiro

Moses & Singer LLP

405 Lexington Avenue

New York, NY 10174

trademarks(@mosessinger.com, dshapiro@mosessinger.com, zshukri@mosessinger.com

Dated: May 6, 2019 Heff Goehring/
Jeff Goehring
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