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1047406 ONTARIO LTD. and 
PURIFICS ES, INC., 

Opposers, 

Opposition. No. 91194706 

UVCLEAN[NG SYSTEMS, INC., 

Applicant. 

OPPOSERS’ RESPONSES TO 
APPLICANT’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

In accordance with Rule 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, and Rule 2.120 of 

the Trademark Rules of Practice, Opposers respond to Applicant’s First Set of Requests for 

Admission as set forth below, subject to the following general objections. 

General Objections 

Nothing in these answers shall be construed as waiving rights or objections that otherwise 

may be available to Opposers, nor should Opposers’ answers to any of the requests for admission 

in Applicant’s First of Set of Requests for Admission be deemed to be an admission of 

relevancy, materiality, or admissibility in evidence of either the requests or the answers thereto. 

The present answers are based upon and reflect only Opposers’ present knowledge, information, 

and belief. The answers may be subject to change, correction, or amplification on the basis of 

further facts, information, or circumstances that may come to Opposers’ attention. 

Opposers object to each and every request for admission to the extent it is 

inconsistent with or attempts to impose obligations beyond, in addition to, or different from those 

imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or the Trademark Rules of Practice. 
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2. 	Opposers object to the Definitions and Instruction as set forth in Applicant’s First 

Set of Requests for Admission to the extent they are inconsistent with or attempt to impose 

obligations beyond, in addition to, or different from those imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil 

Procedure or the Trademark Rules of Practice. Opposers further object to these definitions to the 

extent that they purport to alter the plain meaning and/or scope of any specific request for 

admission on the ground that such alteration renders the request vague, ambiguous, unduly 

broad, and uncertain. 

3. Opposers object to each and every request for admission to the extent that it seeks 

disclosure of information protected by the attorney-client privilege, information that constitutes 

attorney work product, and/or information that is subject to any other applicable privilege or 

doctrine. 

4. In light of the parties’ negotiations to revise the protective order in this 

proceeding, Opposers object to each and every request for admission to the extent it seeks 

confidential or proprietary information. Opposers will produce any confidential and proprietary 

information requested by Applicant’s requests for admission after an agreed-upon, modified 

protective order has been entered by the Board. 

REQUEST NO. 1 

Admit that Opposers are not aware of any instances of confusion 
or mistake by third parties as to whether Applicant’s Goods 
bearing the Opposed Mark are affiliated, connected, or associated 
with, or sponsored or endorsed by Opposers. 

ANSWER 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this 

time of any instances of actual consumer confusion or mistake that have resulted from 
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Applicant’s PURALYTICS mark. Opposers otherwise deny this request and reserve the right to 

amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 2 

Admit that Opposers are not aware of any specific instances of 
actual consumer confusion between services offered under the 
PURIFICS Mark and Applicant’s Goods offered under Applicant’s 
PURALYTICS Mark. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term IpURIFICS  Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this time of 

any instances of actual consumer confusion or mistake that have resulted from Applicant’s 

PURALYTICS mark. Opposers otherwise deny this request and reserve the right to amend this 

response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 3 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark does not include "Waste water 
purification units; Water purification and filtration apparatus; 
Water purification units" in its description of services. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as Opposers’ 

registration of PURIFICS (Registration No. 2,062,935) speaks for itself. Opposers also object on 

the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935 does not identify "waste water purification units; water purification 
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and filtration apparatus; water purification units" in its description of services; however, 

Opposers do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, and thus have common 

law rights in the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

REQUEST NO. 4 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark does not cover "Waste water 
purification units; Water purification and filtration apparatus; 
Water purification units" in its description of goods. 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as Opposers’ 

registration of PURIFICS (Registration No. 2,062,935) speaks for itself. Opposers also object on 

the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935 does not identify "waste water purification units; water purification 

and filtration apparatus; water purification units" in its description of goods; however, Opposers 

do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, and thus have common law rights in 

the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

Admit that the services identified in the PURIFICS Mark differ 
from Applicant’s Goods. 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Opposers also object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS 

Mark’ as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted 
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in this opposition. Opposers admit that the services identified in Opposers’ U.S. Registration 

No. 2,062,935 do not identify "waste water purification units; water purification and filtration 

apparatus; water purification units" but further state that the respective goods and services are 

closely related; further, Opposers do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, 

and thus have common law rights in the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

REQUEST NO. 6 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not for goods. 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as Opposers’ 

registration of PURIFICS (Registration No. 2,062,935) speaks for itself. Opposers also object on 

the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935 does not identify goods; however, Opposers sell a variety of goods, 

including goods identical or substantially similar to "waste water purification units; water 

purification and filtration apparatus; water purification units," in commerce under the PURIFICS 

mark. 

REQUEST NO. 7 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is for services. 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as Opposers’ 

registration of PURIFICS (Registration No. 2,062,935) speaks for itself. Opposers also object on 

the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. 



Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that U.S. 

Registration No. 2,062,935 identifies services; however, Opposers also sell a variety of goods in 

commerce, including goods identical or substantially similar to "waste water purification units; 

water purification and filtration apparatus; water purification units," under the PURIFICS mark. 

Li.i1,J ar 

Admit that the Opposed Application is for goods. 

VULNWOM 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as Applicant’s 

application for PURALYTICS (Application Serial No. 77/861,438) speaks for itself. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that U.S. 

Application Serial No. 77/861,438 identifies the following goods: "waste water purification 

units; water purification and filtration apparatus; water purification units." 

REQUEST NO. 9 

Admit that Opposers are unaware of any specific instances of 
actual consumer confusion between its environmental remediation 
services, namely, soil, waste, and water treatment services and air 
purification services - offered under the PURIFICS Mark, and 
Applicant’s Goods offered under the ’438 Application. 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this 

time of any instances of actual consumer confusion or mistake that have resulted from 

Applicant’s use of the PURALYTICS mark. Opposers otherwise deny this request and reserve 

the right to amend this response as discovery continues. 
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REQUEST NO. 10 

Admit that Opposers do not offer Applicant’s Goods under the 
PURIFICS Mark. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS 

Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted 

in this opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Opposers deny the request as they do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, 

and thus have common law rights in the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

REQUEST NO. 11 

Admit that Opposers do not offer any goods under the PURIFICS 
Mark. 

FRORkIA TA Of 

Opposers object to this request on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS 

Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted 

in this opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Opposers deny the request as they do sell a variety of goods, including goods identical or 

substantially similar to "waste water purification units; water purification and filtration 

apparatus; water purification units," in commerce under the PURIFICS mark. 

P41 61110 DCI Gettig 

Admit that there is no evidence of actual confusion between the 
PURIFICS Mark and Applicant’s PURALYTICS Mark. 
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ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS 

Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted 

in this opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this time of 

evidence of actual consumer confusion between the PURIFICS mark and the PURALYTICS 

mark. Opposers otherwise deny this request and reserve the right to amend this response as 

discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 13 

Admit that there is no evidence of actual confusion between 
Opposers and Puralytics. 

ANSWER 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this 

time of any evidence of actual consumer confusion between Opposers and Puralytics. Opposers 

otherwise deny this request and reserve the right to amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 14 

Admit that Opposers are not aware that any third party has 
inquired as to whether goods marked with the PURALYTICS 
Mark of the Opposed Application are associated with Opposers. 

Opposers admit that, without having yet taken full discovery, they are not aware at this 

time of any evidence of any such third party inquiry. Opposers otherwise deny this request and 

reserve the right to amend this response as discovery continues. 
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REQUEST NO. 15 

Admit that Opposers are not aware that any third party has 
inquired as to whether goods marked with the PURALYTICS 
Mark of the Opposed Application are associated with the 
PURIFICS Mark. 

Opposers object to this request on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS 

Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted 

in this opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Opposers admit that they are unaware of any such third party inquiries. Opposers otherwise 

deny the request and reserve their right to amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 16 

Admit that Opposers are not aware that any third party has 
inquired as to whether goods marked with the PURALYTICS 
Mark of the Opposed Application are associated with Opposers’ 
services. 

ANSWER 

Opposers admit that, without having taken full discovery, they are not aware at this time 

of any such third party inquiries. Opposers otherwise deny the request and reserve the right to 

amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 17 

Admit that no third party has inquired with Opposers as to whether 
Puralytics is associated with Opposers. 

in 



ANSWER 

Opposers admit that, without having taken full discovery, they are not aware at this time 

of any such third party inquiries. Opposers otherwise deny the request and reserve the right to 

amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 18 

Admit that Opposers are not aware of any instance or occurrence 
in which a third party has been confused as to whether waste water 
purification units; water purification and filtration apparatus or 
water purification units bearing the PURALYTICS Mark are 
affiliated, connected, or associated with, or sponsored or endorsed 
by the owner of a trademark for engineering services. 

ANSWER 

Opposers admit that, without having taken full discovery, they are not aware at this time 

of any such third party inquiries. Opposers otherwise deny the request and reserve the right to 

amend this response as discovery continues. 

REQUEST NO. 19 

Admit that Opposers do not have the only live registration for a 
mark for services and/or goods in the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office records starting with PUR related to water 
purification. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request on the grounds that the phrase "do not have the only live 

registration" is unclear, vague, and ambiguous. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing 

general and specific objections, and to the extent this request is understood, Opposers admit that 

the United States Patent and Trademark Office’s electronic records indicate that entities other 

than Opposers own live registrations of marks starting with PUR that identify water purification. 
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REQUEST NO. 20 

Admit that there are at least 651 live registrations for services 
and/or goods in the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
records starting with PUR related to water. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 21 

Admit that there are at least 111 live registrations for services 
and/or goods in the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
records starting with PUR related to water purification. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 22 

Admit that there are at least 138 live registrations for services 
and/or goods in the United States Patent and Trademark Office 
records starting with PUR related to water and purification. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 23 

Admit that Opposers have not opposed or petitioned to cancel all 
of the other live registrations for services and/or goods in the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office records starting with 
PUR related to water. 

Admitted. 

L!LS1IJ afi I[iW! 

Admit that Opposers have not opposed or petitioned to cancel all 
of the other live registrations for services and/or goods in the 
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United States Patent and Trademark Office records starting with 
PUR related to water purification. 

Ih1Wi $ 

Admitted. 

REQUEST NO. 25 

Admit that Opposers have not opposed or petitioned to cancel all 
of the other live registrations for services and/or goods in the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office records starting with 
PUR related to water and purification. 

ANSWER 

Admitted. 

REQUEST NO. 26 

Admit that Opposers are not related to Purific Water Solutions, 
located in Miami, Florida. 

ANSWER 

Admitted. 

Admit that Purific Water Solutions provides water treatment and 
purification services specializing in air to water generators. 

Based upon Opposers’ information and belief, including its review of Purific Water 

Solutions’ website, <www.purificwater.com >, Opposers admit that Purific Water Solutions 

purports to provide water treatment and purification services specializing in air to water 

generators. 

REQUEST NO. 28 

Admit that the United States Patent and Trademark Office did not 
cite any other marks starting with PUR or formatives thereof 
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against Opposers’ Application for the PURIFICS mark during the 
prosecution of the ’438 Application. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request as unclear, vague, and ambiguous in seeking an admission 

as whether the United States Patent and Trademark Office cited marks against Opposers’ 

application to register PURIFICS "during the prosecution" of Applicant’s application to register 

PURALYTICS, insofar as Opposers filed their application to register the PURIFICS mark over 

13 years prior to Applicant’s filing date and Opposers’ registration issued over 12 years before 

Applicant’s filing date. Opposers further object to this request based on the best evidence rule, 

insofar as the United States Patent and Trademark Office’s application file for Applicant’s 

application for PURALYTICS (Application Serial No. 77/861,438) speaks for itself. Subject to 

and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, and to the extent this request 

is understood, Opposers admit that the United States Patent and Trademark Office’s electronic 

records for Applicant’s U.S. Application Serial No. 77/861,438 do not indicate any objection 

from the United States Patent and Trademark Office’s examining attorney based on other marks 

starting with PUR or formatives thereof. 

REQUEST NO. 29 

Admit that Opposers do not do any business in the United States. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 30 

Admit that Opposers do not perform services in the United States. 

Denied. 
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Admit that Opposers do not sell any goods in the United States, 

r.i’wi a; 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 32 

Admit that Opposers have not used their PURIFICS mark in the 
United States in relation to any goods. 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 33 

Admit that Opposers have not used their PURIFICS mark in the 
United States in relation to any services. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

Admit that no third party who currently holds a registration or 
application for water-related goods and/or services in the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office records for a mark that starts 
with PUR or formatives of PUR, except Opposers, filed an 
opposition against Applicant’s ’438 Application. 

Opposers admit that the United States Patent and Trademark Office’s electronic records 

do not indicate that any parties besides Opposers commenced opposition proceedings against 

Application Serial No. 77/861,438. Otherwise Opposer denies the request. 
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Admit that no third party who currently holds a registration or 
application for water- related goods and/or services in the United 
States Patent and Trademark Office records for a mark that starts 
with PUR or formatives of PUR has filed a petition to cancel 
Opposers’ PURIFICS registration. 

Admitted. 

LS1Ii aii I[I1 

Admit that Opposers are separate companies. 

ANSWER 

Admitted. 

REQUEST NO. 37 

Admit that Opposers are unrelated companies. 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 38 

Admit that the services offered under the PURIFICS mark, 
namely, environmental remediation services, namely, soil, waste 
and water treatment services and air purification services, are 
offered through different channels of trade than goods for waste 
water purification units, water purification and filtration apparatus, 
and water purification units. 

Be MA -M IIII 

Denied. 

LWJ a 

Admit that the services offered under the PURIFICS mark are 
offered through different channels of trade than Applicant’s 
Goods. 
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ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 40 

Admit that 1047406 Ontario Ltd. does not provide the services 
offered under the PURIFICS mark, namely, environmental 
remediation services, namely, soil, waste and water treatment 
services and air purification services. 

ANSWER 

Opposers admit that Opposer 1047406 Ontario Ltd. currently does not directly provide 

the services offered under the PURIFICS mark; however, Opposer 1047406 Ontario Ltd. 

previously did sell goods and services in commerce under the PURIFICS mark, and, following a 

corporate reorganization, now sells such goods and services in commerce through its licensee 

and wholly-owned subsidiary, Opposer Purifics ES, Inc., which sells both goods and services in 

commerce under the PURIFICS mark. 

REQUEST NO. 41 

Admit that 1047406 Ontario Ltd. is not well-known for 
environmental remediation services, namely, soil, waste and water 
treatment services and air purification services. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 42 

Admit that 1047406 Ontario Ltd. is not the parent company of 
Purifies ES. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 
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Admit that 1047406 Ontario Ltd. is a wholly-owned subsidiary of 
Purifies ES. 

Denied. 

LL!1IJ * 

Admit that Opposer Purifies ES does not own the PURIFICS 
registration. 

Opposer admits that 1047406 Ontario Ltd. owns Opposers’ registration of PURIFICS 

(Registration No. 2,062,935) and that Purifics ES, Inc. is a licensee of the PURIFICS mark. 

REQUEST NO. 45 

Admit that Opposer 1047406 Ontario Ltd. is the owner of the 
PURIFICS registration. 

ANSWER 

Admitted. 

REQUEST NO. 46 

Admit that the United States Patent and Trademark Office did not 
cite Opposers’ PURIFICS registration as a possible bar to 
Applicant’s registration of the mark and goods contained in its 
’438 application. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office’s application record file for Applicant’s application for 

PURALYTICS (Application Serial No. 77/861,438) speaks for itself. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office’s electronic records for Applicant’s U.S. Application Serial 
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No. 77/861,438 do not indicate any objection from the United States Patent and Trademark 

Office’s examining attorney based on Opposers PURIFICS mark or U.S. Registration 

No. 2,062,935. 

REQUEST NO. 47 

Admit that the United States Patent and Trademark Office did not 
find Opposers’ PURIFICS registration as a possible bar to 
Applicant’s registration of the mark and goods contained in its 
’438 application. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office’s application record file for Applicant’s application for 

PURALYTICS (Application Serial No. 77/861,438) speaks for itself. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that the United States 

Patent and Trademark Office’s electronic records for Applicant’s U.S. Application Serial 

No. 77/861,438 do not indicate any objection from the United States Patent and Trademark 

Office’s examining attorney based on Opposers PURIFICS mark or U.S. Registration 

No. 2,062,935, Opposers deny United States Patent and Trademark Office did not find 

Opposers’ PURIFICS registration as a possible bar to Applicant’s registration of the mark and 

goods contained in its Application Serial No. 77/861,438, as that issue remains to be decided by 

the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board during this opposition proceeding. 

REQUEST NO. 48 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not used on waste water 
purification units. 

ME 



ANSWER 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term !PURIFICS  Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 49 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not used on water purification 
apparatus. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 

L.I1IJ DF1[I1I] 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not used on water filtration 
apparatus. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 51 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not used on water purification 
and filtration apparatus. 

SRE 
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Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 

LZ1]J aF3 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark is not used on water purification 
units. 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 53 

Admit that confusion is unlikely between use of the Opposed Mark 
for waste water purification units, water purification and filtration 
apparatus, and water purification units, in the field of federal, state, 
and local laws and the use of the PURIFICS Mark for 
environmental remediation services, namely, soil, waste and water 
treatment services and air purification services. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object on the ground that Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as 

referring only to U.S. Registration No. 2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this 

opposition. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, 

Denied. 
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REQUEST NO. 54 

Admit that Opposers have not been making waste water 
purification units since at least October 30, 2009, 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 55 

Admit that Opposers do not intend to make waste water 
purification units. 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 56 

Admit that Opposers have not been making water purification and 
filtration apparatus since at least October 30, 2009. 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 57 

Admit that Opposers do not intend to make water purification and 
filtration apparatus. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 58 

Admit that Opposers have not been making water purification units 
since at least October 30, 2009. 

:* 

Denied. 
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REQUEST NO. 59 

Admit that Opposers do not intend to make water purification 
units. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

L!LI1U DF1 i(�X1C 

Admit that Opposers do not sell waste water purification units. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 61 

Admit that Opposers do not sell water purification and filtration 
apparatus. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 62 

Admit that Opposers do not sell water purification units. 

Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 63 

Admit that Opposers do not intend to sell waste water purification 
units. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 
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Admit that Opposers do not intend to sell water purification and 
filtration apparatus. 

ANSWER 

Denied. 

IJi[�I’1l1 

Admit that Opposers do not intend to sell water purification units. 

* 
Denied. 

REQUEST NO. 66 

Admit that Opposers do not have a trademark registration with the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office for waste water 
purification units. 

a 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office’s records speak for themselves. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that they do not own a 

U.S. trademark registration specifically covering waste water purification units; however, 

Opposers do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, and thus own common 

law rights in the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

REQUEST NO. 67 

Admit that Opposers do not have a trademark registration in the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office for water purification 
and filtration apparatus. 
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Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office’s records speak for themselves. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that they do not own a 

U.S. trademark registration specifically covering water purification and filtration apparatus; 

however, Opposers do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, and thus own 

common law rights in the PURIFICS mark for such goods. Furthermore, such goods are closely 

related to Opposers’ services under the registered PURIFICS mark. 

REQUEST NO. 68 

Admit that Opposers do not have a trademark registration in the 
United States Patent and Trademark Office for water purification 
units. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request based on the best evidence rule, insofar as the United 

States Patent and Trademark Office’s records speak for themselves. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers admit that they do not own a 

U.S. trademark registration specifically covering for water purification units; however, Opposers 

do sell such goods under the PURIFICS mark in commerce, and thus own common law rights in 

the PURIFICS mark for such goods. 

REQUEST NO. 69 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark does not include rights to use the 
Mark with waste water purification units. 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request on the grounds that the phrase "does not include rights to 

use the Mark" is unclear, vague, and ambiguous. Opposers also object on the ground that 
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Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 

2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, and to the extent this request is 

understood, Opposers deny this request. 

I nallma  

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark does not include rights to use the 
Mark with water purification and filtration apparatus. 

Opposers object to this request on the grounds that the phrase "does not include rights to 

use the Mark" is unclear, vague, and ambiguous. Opposers also object on the ground that 

Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 

2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, and to the extent this request is 

understood, Opposers deny this request. 

REQUEST NO. 71 

Admit that the PURIFICS Mark does not include rights to use the 
Mark with water purification units. 

a 

Opposers object to this request on the grounds that the phrase "does not include rights to 

use the Mark" is unclear, vague, and ambiguous. Opposers also object on the ground that 

Applicant defines the term "PURIFICS Mark" as referring only to U.S. Registration No. 

2,062,935, which excludes other rights asserted in this opposition. Subject to and without 

waiving the foregoing general and specific objections, and to the extent this request is 

understood, Opposers deny this request. 
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Admit that a service mark for "environmental remediation 
services, namely, soil, waste and water treatment services and air 
purification services," does not include "waste water purification 
units." 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request as incomprehensible. Subject to and without waiving the 

foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers deny this request. 

LLS1IJ DF ih[S’A] 

Admit that a service mark for "environmental remediation 
services, namely, soil, waste and water treatment services and air 
purification services," does not include "water purification and 
filtration apparatus." 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request as incomprehensible. Subject to and without waiving the 

foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers deny this request. 

Admit that a service mark for "environmental remediation 
services, namely, soil, waste and water treatment services and air 
purification services," does not include "water purification units." 

ANSWER 

Opposers object to this request as incomprehensible. Subject to and without waiving the 

foregoing general and specific objections, Opposers deny this request. 

S 



PATTISHALL, MeAULIFFE, NEWBURY, 
HILLIARD & GERALDSON LLP 

Dated: February 23, 2011 	 By: /2,6J? 
Robert W. Sacoff 
Ian J. Block 
311 South Wacker Drive 
Suite 5000 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 554-8000 

Attorneys for Opposers, 1047406 
Ontario Ltd. and Purfics ES, Inc. 

-27- 



Lai  31 A V 101(III I 3D] ii Dl  

I hereby certify that a copy of OPPOSERS’ ANSWERS TO APPLICANT’S FIRST 

SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION was served upon David P. Petersen and Salumeh R. 

Loesch, Klarquist Sparkman, LLP, 121 SW Salmon St., Ste. 1600, Portland, Oregon 97204-

2988, via electronic mail as mutually agreed by the parties pursuant to Trademark 

Rule 2.119(b)(6), on this 23rd day of February, 2011. 








