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

Navtej S KHANDPUR, )
) Opposition No. 91195355

Opposer, )
)
v, )

) Application No.: 77/798,998
PROMENTIS PHARMACEUTICS, Inc., )
)
Applicant. )

ANSWER TO OPPOSITION

NOW COMES Defendant Promentis Pharmaceuticals, Inc. (“Applicant”), by its
attorneys, Wood Phillips, and for its Answer, states as follows:
1. T'am opposing this application (77798998).
RESPONSE: Applicant admits the allegation contained in sentence 1.

2. Thave been using the word “Promentis” in commerce since 1996, and I also have
continuously owned the domaine name promentis.com since 1996 and I use that
domaine in commerce,

RESPONSE: Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge to either
admit or deny the allegations contained in sentence 2 and therefore denies
same.

3. Since I have been using the word Promentis in commerce since 1996 I have priority
in use.

RESPONSE: Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge to either
admit or deny the allegations contained in sentence 3 and therefore denies
same. Further, an assessment of priority calls for a legal conclusion for which
no response is required.

4. Trecently applied for the mark “Promentis Solutions” in good faith, and it has been
approved for registration (77895266).

RESPONSE: Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge to either
admit or deny the allegations contained in sentence 4 and therefore denies
same.



5. While Promentis Pharmaceuticals has filed their application for an intent to use the
word “Promentis” in a different class of goods than Promentis Solutions, there
remains the likelihood of confusion.

RESPONSE: Applicant denies the allegations contained in sentence 5.

6. For this reason the applicant should amend the application to avoid any chance of
confusion.

RESPONSE: Applicant denies the allegations contained in sentence 6.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
Opposer lacks standing to oppose or challenge the Application or to maintain this
Opposition, in whole or in part. The Opposer does not have a real interest in the proceeding and
will not be damaged upon registration of Application No. 77/798,998.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Opposition be dismissed.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

U Do

J é/ffrey M. Drake

WOoOD PHILLIPS

500 West Madison Street
Suite 3800

Chicago, IL 60661-2562
(312) 876-1800
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P.O.Box 1173
Santa Clara, California 95052-1173
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