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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
In re Application of Romax Technology Limited.
Mark: ROMAX
Serial No.: 76/983,359

Published in the Official Gazette of
May 25, 2004

RE/MAX INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Opposer,
Opposition No. 91163081
V.

ROMAX TECHNOLOGY LIMITED

Applicant.

ANSWER OF APPLICANT

Romax Technology Limited (“Applicant”), by its attorneys, hereby answers the numbered
paragraphs of the Notice of Opposition as follows:

1. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations in the first numbered paragraph and they are therefore denied.

2. Applicant admits that Exhibit A to the Notice of Opposition appears to
contain photocopies of registration certificates for a number of U.S. trademark registrations
purportedly in the name of RE/MAX International, Inc. Applicant is otherwise without
knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in the

second numbered paragraph and they are therefore denied.
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3. To the e;(tent that the statement in the third numbered paragraph is
intended as an affirmative .allegation, Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to who may collectively refer to “[tlhe common law and federal registration
rights of RE/MAX” as the “RE/MAX marks”, and as such, the allegation is denied. To the
extent that the statement in the third numbered paragraph is intended merely as an abbreviation
for or short-hand reference to the alleged trademark rights of Opposer as set forth in the second
numbered paragraph for purposes of the remainder of the Notice of Opposition, no response from
Applicant is required.

4. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations in the fourth numbered paragraph and they are therefore denied.

5. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations in the fifth numbered paragraph and they are therefore denied.

6. Applicant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegations in the sixth numbered paragraph and they are therefore denied.

7. To the extent that the term “Applicant” in the seventh numbered paragraph
refers to an entity purportedly named “Romax Technology Limited Corporation”, Applicant
denies the allegations in that paragraph. Applicant admits that on April 1, 1998, Applicant filed
an application to register the mark ROMAX as a U.S. trademark, that that application was
subsequently divided and the resulting child application was designated Serial No. 76/983,359,
and that that child application, as published for opposition, covers “computer software for
transmission dynamics simulation, gearbox modeling and analysis and shafts, bearings and gear
component analysis; floppy discs, hard discs and CD ROMs for computers featuring design and

analysis of transmissions, gearboxes, shafts and bearings for ground vehicles; and teaching




apparatus, namely, compact dis:cs and computer programs featuring modeling and analysis
engines to visualize transn;ission configurations; and computer game programs” in International
Class 9. Applicant otherwise denies the allegations in the seventh numbered paragraph.

8. Applicant denies the allegations in the eighth nu@bered paragraph.

0. Applicant denies the allegations in the ninth numbered paragraph.

10.  Applicant denies the allegations in the tenth numbered paragraph.

11. Applicant denies that application Serial No. 76/983,359 sets forth any
services. Applicant admits that Opposer has not authorized Applicant’s use of the mark
ROMAX for the goods set forth in application Serial No. 76/983,359. However, Applicant
denies any allegation or inference that such authorization is necessary.

12.  Applicant denies the allegations in the twelfth numbered paragraph.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that this Opposition be dismissed with prejudice and the
registration of the mark shown in its application Serial No. 76/983,359 be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

-

Glenn A. Gundersen

Terence A. Dixon
DECHERT LLP

4000 Bell Atlantic Tower
1717 Arch Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2793
(215) 994-4000

Attorneys for Applicant,
Romax Technology Limited
Dated: December 20, 2004



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that this Answer of Applicant is being deposited with the United States Postal
Service as Express Mail, Post Office to Addressee, in an envelope addressed to: Commissioner
for Trademarks, P.O. Box 1451, Alexandria, VA 22313-1451, Attention: Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board, on December 20, 2004.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Answer of Applicant has been duly
served by mailing such copy first class, postage prepaid, to Shelley K. Barton, Esq., Greenberg
Traurig, LLP, 1200 17th Street, Suite 2400, Denver, Colorado 80202, on December 20, 2004.
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