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Pursuant to TBMP § 317.01,.Opposer, Alien Technology Corporation, hereby
moves the Trademark Trial ;1nd Appeal Board (“TTAB”) to enter a default judgment
against the Applicant, L3 Optics, Inc. (“L3 Optics”), who became the Applicant via an
assignment of the applicatién from the original Applicant, Nanovation Technologies,

Inc. (“Nanovation”), for failure to file a timely answer to the Notice of Opposition.

Opposer submits the original Applicant’s (Nanovation) answer to the Notice of
Opposition was originally d1I1e February 28, 2002, but was extended by a 30-day
extension of time to file the Applicant’s answer, which was consented to by Opposer,
thereby setting the new deadline for March 28, 2002, by which to file Applicant’s
answer to the Notice of Oppésition . As Nanovation failed to file an answer to the
Notice of Opposition by thg; March 28, 2002 deadline, Opposer filed a motion for default

judgment on April 22, 2002. On May 3, 2002, Nanovation’s counsel of record filed a
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request for withdrawal of representation. At this juncture, the TTAB determined via
its own investigations that the'_fappliéation was assigned to L3 Optics via a purchase
agreement. In order to allow L3 Optics” counsel sufficient time to file an answer to
Opposer’s Notice of Opposition, the TTAB granfed a 30-day extension of time to L3

Optics to file an answer to the Notice of Opposition, namely, by September 25, 2002.

Opposer submits an answer to its Notice of Opposition has, once again, not been
received and in view of the foregoing Opposer respectfully requests the TTAB enter a
judgment against the Applicapt for failure to file a timely answer to Opposer’s Notice
of Opposition. Opposer requésts that in light of the significant time period that already
lapsed from Opposer’s filing of its Notice of Opposition, namely, November 14, 2001,
coupled with the multiple extensions of time already granted to the original Applicant,

Nanovation, and the new Applicant, L3 Optics, the TTAB grant Opposer’s motion.

If additional material is required and/or questions arise, please contact the

undersigned attorney.

Respectfully submitted,

ALIEN TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION

Dated: October 16, 2002 ' W

Lori N. Boatright
Dax Alvarez
Attorneys for Opposer

BLAKELY SOKOLOFF TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP

12400 Wilshire Boulevard 1 hereby certify that this correspondence Is being
Seventh Floor dep:sitec'! with ﬂ‘;e United Skl:tes P?:’al Service

os first class mail in on envelope addressed to:
Los Angeles, CA 90025 assisiont Commissioner for Trademarks, 2900 Crysiol Drive,

(310) 207-3800
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing;:
MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT

was served by first class mail, postage prepaid on counsel for Applicant L3 Optics, Inc.,

addressed as follows::

Howard M. Gitten

EDWARDS & ANGELL LLP

600 Corporate Drive

Suite 514

Ft. Lauderdale, Florlda 33334

Executed this / (0 day of October, 2002, at Los Angeles, California.

it fe)

Victoria Hayn

03424.M001 3



