
1We do not reach the issues resolved in part III.C of the district court’s order, Mountain Top, 338 F. Supp. 2d at 836-37, as
there was no cross-appeal raising those issues.
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OPINION
_________________

ROGERS, Circuit Judge.  Plaintiff Mountain Top Beverage Group appeals the district court’s grant
of summary judgment in favor of Wildlife Brewing and James Sorenson on Mountain Top’s trademark
infringement claims under the Lanham Act, 15 U.S.C. §§ 1114, 1125(a), and related state law claims, and
the district court’s cancellation of Mountain Top’s “Wildcat” trademarks.  After reviewing the record, the
parties’ briefs, and the applicable law, this court affirms the district court’s decision for the reasons stated
in Judge Dlott’s order below.  See Mountain Top Beverage Group, Inc. v. Wildlife Brewing N.B., Inc. et al.,
338 F. Supp. 2d 827 (S.D. Ohio 2003).1  The district court properly granted summary judgment in favor of
Wildlife and Sorenson and cancelled Mountain Top’s trademark.  The judgment of the district court is
therefore AFFIRMED.
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