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

CHEMINEER, INC.

]
]
Opposer, ]
] Opposition No. 151,295
v. ]
KASPAR ELECTROPLATING ] A
COMPANY, INC. ]
] 06-08-2002
Applicant. 1 U.S. Patent & TMOfe/TM Mail Ropt Dt. #70
OPPOSER'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF ITS MOTION FOR
DEFAULT JUDGMENT FOR FAILURE TO ANSWER
L FACTS

On January 25, 2002, Opposer Chemineer, Inc. filed a Notice of Opposition in the
above-captioned matter. On April 10, 2002, the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board served
Applicant with notification of the opposition and set forth the date by which Applicant’s
Answer to Opposer’s Notice of Opposition was due (forty days from the notification, namely
May 20, 2002). As of the present date, June 6, 2002, Applicant has not served Opposer with
an Answer to the opposition. Furthermore, by letter dated May 28, 2002 to opposer, (copy
attached as Exhibit 1), counsel for applicant states than an answer was not filed by the due date

of May 20, 2002.

IL. LAW- DEFAULT JUDGMENT SHOULD BE ENTERED AGAINST APPLICANT
Under Rules 2.106(a) and 2.1 14(a) of the Trademark Rules of Practice, when a party
fails to answer within the allotted time period, the case may be decided as a case in default.
Accordingly, since Applicant has failed to provide an Answer to the opposition within the time
allotted and has failed to provide any reason to explain Applicant’s neglect in this regard,

Opposer requests that the Board enter a Judgment in Default against Applicant.
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ATrSRNEY S &% COUNSELORS

112 East Pecan Stereet, Suite 2100

San Antonio, Texas 78205
(210)978-7700 o fax (210) 978-7790

WWW.jw.com

Jessica S. Sachs, Esq.
THOMPSON HINE

2000 Courthouse Plaza, N.E.
10 West Second Street
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1758
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JACKSON WALRKER LD

May 28, 2002

Daniel D. Chapman
(210) 978-7759
dchapman@jw.com

RECEIVED

JUN 32002

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY
LAW GROUP
THOMPSON HINE LLP

EY

Re:  Chemineer, Inc. v. Kaspar Electroplating Company, Inc.; Opposition No.

151,295

Dear Ms. Sachs:

I recently received a package of discovery including Interrogatories, Request for
Production of Documents and Request for Admissions in an Opposition styled Chemineer,
Inc. v. Kaspar Electroplating Company, Inc., Opposition No. 151,295. Perhaps you have
not noticed that Kaspar Electroplating Company has not filed an Answer in that
Opposition. Therefore, I am returning the discovery to you. There are no contested issues
yet, as an Answer has not been filed.

Sipeerely,
A/

DANIEL D. CHAPMAN

Kaspar Electroplating Co.

DDC:eja
Enclosures.
cc: Doug Kaspar
Austin
Dailas
Fort Waorth
Houston
Richardson
San Anucio
San Antonio
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

CHEMINEER, INC.

]
]
Opposer, ]
] Opposition No. 151,295
v. ]
]
KASPAR ELECTROPLATING ] U
COMPANY, INC. ]
_ ] 06-06-2002
Applicant. ] U.S. Patent & TMOfG/TM Mall Rept Dt #70

OPPOSER’S MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT
FOR FAILURE TO ANSWER NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Pursuant to Rules 2.106(a) and 2.114(a) of the Trademark Rules of Practice and Rule
55 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Opposer moves the Trademark Trial and Appeal
Board to enter a default judgment against Applicant in the above-captioned Opposition due to

Applicant’s failure to answer Opposer’s Notice of Opposition in a timely fashion.
A Memorandum in Support of this Motion is attached.
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Thomas A. Knoth & Ix
Thegdore D. Lienesch & 7.3:»
Jessica S. Sachs &

THOMPSON HINE LLP
2000 Courthouse Plaza, N.E.
10 West Second Street
Dayton, Ohio 45402-1702
Phone: (937) 443-6777

Attorneys for Opposer
CHEMINEER, INC.



