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STRAGENT, LLC, etal.,

Plaintiffs,

V.

CLASSMATES ONLINE, INC., etal.,

Defendants.

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS

TYLER DIVISION

CIVIL ACTION NO. 6:10-CV-242-LED

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

w W W W W W W W W

PLAINTIFES STRAGENT, LLC AND SEESAW FOUNDATION'S

ANSWER TO DEFENDANT MTV _NETWORK'S COUNTERCLAIMS

Plaintiffs Stragent, LLC and SeeSaw Fouiwa respond to eaclof the numbered

paragraphs of the counterclaims of DefendMiV Networks (“MTV”), as set forth in

Defendant MTV Network’s Answer, Affirmative Denses, and Counterclaims (Dkt. No. 63), as

follows:

3.

4.

JURISDICTION AND THE PARTIES

Plaintiffs admit the allegations of paragraph 1.
Plaintiffs admit the allegations of paragraph 2.
Plaintiffs admit the allegations of paragraph 3.

Plaintiffs admit that MTV purports to img an action for Declaratory Relief for

which this Court has jurisdictioander Title 35 of the United &es Code as well as under 28

U.S.C. 88 1331, 1338, and 2201. Plaintiffs demy @@maining allegations of paragraph 4.

5.

Plaintiffs admit that venue is proper in this District hesma Plaintiffs have

asserted a Second Amended Complaint for paténhgement in this Dstrict, in response to
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which MTV purports to assertsitcounterclaims. Plaintiffs deny any remaining allegations of
paragraph 5.
FIRST COUNTERCLAIM
(NON-INFRINGEMENT OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,665,722)

6. Plaintiffs restate and incorporate byference each answer to paragraphs 1
through 5 above, but Plaintiffs deny the allegasi in those paragrBp unless specifically
admitted therein.

7. Plaintiffs admit that, by the filing of theSecond Amended Corgint, they have
asserted claims against MTV fmfringement of the 722 PatenPlaintiffs deny any remaining
allegations of paragraph 7.

8. Plaintiffs admit that MTV has purpmd to deny Plaintiffs’ claims of
infringement. To the extent necessary tepmnd, Plaintiffs deny #t the Second Amended
Complaint has been filed without good caus@laintiffs lack knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth tfe remaining allegations of paragraph 8, and
therefore deny them.

9. Plaintiffs admit that an actual controversy has arisen between themselves and
MTYV concerning the ‘722 Patent. Plaintiffsrgeany remaining allegations of paragraph 9.

10.  Plaintiffs deny the alledens of paragraph 10.

SECOND COUNTERCLAIM
(INVALIDITY OF U.S. PATENT NO. 6,665,722 PURSUANT TO 35 U.S.C. 88 10dt,seq.)

11. Plaintiffs restate and incorporate byfemence each answer to paragraphs 1

through 10 above, but Plaintiffs deny the allemyadi in those paragrshs unless specifically

admitted therein.



12.  Plaintiffs admit that MTV has purported to deny that the ‘722 Patent is valid and
assert that the patent is invalid pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 88et(&g. Plaintiffs deny any
remaining allegations of paragraph 12, and djpadly deny that the 722 Patent is invalid
pursuant to 35 U.S.C. 88 10 ,seq.

13.  Plaintiffs deny the allegens of paragraph 13.

MTV'S PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Plaintiffs deny that MTV is entitled to any relief, and specifically deny all of the
allegations and prayers for relief contained in paragraphs A-E of MTV’s counterclaims.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully requébat this Court etler judgment denying and
dismissing MTV’s counterclaims, and that the Goamter judgment in favor of Plaintiffs as
requested in Plaintiffs’ compldainas amended or supplemented.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiffs, under Rule 38 of the Federal Rule€ofil Procedure, reast a trial by jury of
any issues so triable by right.

Respectfully submitted,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies thdahe foregoing document wafled electronically in
compliance with Local Rule CV-5(a As such, this document waerved on all counsel who are
deemed to have consented to electronic senlioeal Rule CV-5(a)(3)(A). Pursuant to Fed. R.
Civ. P. 5(d) and Local Rule CV-5(d) and (ell, @her counsel of record not deemed to have
consented to electronic service were servéth & true and correct copy of the foregoing by
email and/or fax, on this the 28th day of October 2010.
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