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

STONCOR GROUP, INC.

Opposer :
V. : Opposition No.: 91194599
METROFLOR CORPORATION : Mark: TEKSTONE
Applicant

METROFLOR’S REPLY TO STONCOR’S REPLY TO METROFLOR’S
RESPONSE TO STONCOR’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

StonCor’s Reply filed May 13, 2011 includes a partial quote out of context
from Metroflor's argument for Summary Judgment that is misquoted. StonCor’s
misquote from Metroflor's argument for Summary Judgment is discussed below.

StonCor, in their Reply, at the bottom of page 2 to the top of page 3,
quotes from Metroflor's argument but uses three dots (“...”) to omit critical text from
Metroflor's argument as follows:

“Metroflor argued, but presented no supporting evidence,

that ‘.. [R]eversing the formatives of the mark STONTEC

and then adding an ‘E’ after the ‘N’ to obtain TEKSTONE
shows likelihood of confusion with the resulting conversion.”

The omitted text from StonCor’s quote of Metroflor's argument is
underlined in the following complete quote from Metroflor's argument:

“In accordance with the reasoning used by Opposer to
demonstrate confusion, simply reversing the formatives of
the mark STONTEC and then adding an “E” after the “N” to
obtain TEKSTONE shows likelihood of confusion with the
resulting conversion.”




Thus, a reading of the complete sentence contained in Metroflor’s
Response to StonCor’s Motion for Summary Judgement provides a completely different

meaning than the partial quote out of context contained in StonCor’'s May 13, 2011

Reply.
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Date: May 18, 2011 By:___/Charles Rodman/
Charles B. Rodman
Attorney for Applicant

1287-50-Response



