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ANSWER TO GROUNDS FOR OPPOSITION

Answer to opposition shall proceed opposition. Further
responses and explanations may follow.

DENY

(1) Opposer is the owner of U.S. Trademark Serial No.
78/507,466 for MINTEK, for use in conjunction computer
software development for integrating mobile devices.
billings systems and other databases in the cable and
hospitality industries.

AGREE

(2) Applicant is owner of U.S. Trademark Serial No.
78/490,643 for MINATEK for use in conjunction with computer
software designed to manage a business’ customers, known as
customer relationship management or CRM software, by keeping
track of their interactions with the business and providing
reports and reminders to the sales team and management;
product and billing management, known as pcnnt-of-sale or
POS software, e-commerce, and electronic client invoicing,
designed to allow a business through the complete retail
cycle of listing, selling, invoicing, payment collection,
and shipping of products both on Internet and a traditional
retail outlet; notification software in e-mail or phone a
client letting them know a product or service they subscribe
to 1s ready or available.

AGREE

(3) Opposer became aware of Applicant’s use of the mark
MINATEK upon receiving a Notice of Suspension for Opposer’s
mark pending the disposition of Applicant’s mark.

DENY

(4) Both Opposer and Applicant’s use the marks in
association with similar computer software. The marks and
goods are substantially identical. Therefore, confusion is
likely.

DENY

(5) Opposer will further be harmed should a well-informed
trademark attorney refuse registration of U.S. Trademark
Application Serial No. 78/507,466 for Opposer’s mark based



on the earlier filed U.S. Trademark Application Serial No.
78/490,643.

DENY
(6) Opposer has been using the mark in commerce as early as

November 30, 1985 and will be banned by the registration of
Applicant’s mark as it is nearly identical to Opposer’s
mark.

DENY
(7) Opposer is the senior user of the mark in association
with computer software.



