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

In the Matter of Trademark Registration No. 3,093,389
Registered on: May 16, 2006

BRYAN CORPORATION,
Petitioner,
Cancellation No. 92046037

V.

NOVATECH SA,

LON LOR 0N SO LN LOR LR LN LR

Registrant.

ANSWER TO PETITION FOR CANCELLATION

Registrant, NOVATECH SA, for the Answer to the Petition for Cancellation filed by
Bryan Corporation (hereinafter referred to as "Petitioner"), against the registration of the
trademark "STERITALC", U.S. Registration No. 3,093,389, registered on the Principal Register
on May 16, 2006, pleads and avers as follows:

1. Answering Paragraph 1 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

2. Answering Paragraph 2 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

3. Answering Paragraph 3 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the

allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.
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4. Answering Paragraph 4 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

5. Answering Paragraph 5 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

6. Answering Paragraph 6 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

7. Answering Paragraph 7 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically

denies each and every allegation contained therein.

8. Answering Paragraph 8 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant admits the
allegations.

0. Answering Paragraph 9 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant admits the
allegations.

10. Answering Paragraph 10 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant admits the
allegations.

11. Answering Paragraph 11 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant admits the
allegations.

12. Answering Paragraph 12 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically

denies each and every allegation contained therein.



13. Answering Paragraph 13 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically
denies each and every allegation contained therein.

14. Answering Paragraph 14 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically
denies each and every allegation contained therein.

15. Answering Paragraph 15 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically
denies each and every allegation contained therein.

16. Answering Paragraph 16 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically
denies each and every allegation contained therein.

17. Answering Paragraph 17 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

18. Answering Paragraph 18 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

19. Answering Paragraph 19 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

20. Answering Paragraph 20 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant does not have
sufficient knowledge or information as to form a belief as to the truth or accuracy of the
allegations contained therein and accordingly denies the allegations.

21. Answering Paragraph 21 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically

denies each and every allegation contained therein.
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22. Answering Paragraph 22 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant specifically
denies each and every allegation contained therein.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

First Affirmative Defense
Registrant affirmatively alleges that Petitioner's Petition for Cancellation fails to state a
claim upon which relief can be granted.
Second Affirmative Defense
Registrant affirmatively alleges that the Petitioner lacks standing in order to bring the
present cancellation proceeding.
Third Affirmative Defense
Registrant affirmatively alleges that the Petitioner has no ownership rights in any
trademark because the Petitioner is merely a domestic distributor of the product which is
manufactured by the Registrant in France and the subject of the present cancellation proceeding.
WHEREFORE, Registrant prays that this cancellation will be dismissed with prejudice.
Respectfully submitted,
August 2, 2006 [1811-71/
Date John S. Egbert

Reg. No. 30,627
Attorney for Registrant

Egbert Law Offices
412 Main Street, 7 Floor
Houston, Texas 77002
(713) 224-8080
(713) 223-4873 (Fax)
JSE:ljc
Our File: 1811-71



CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that Registrant's Answer to Petition for Cancellation is being sent by first
class mail on this 3rd day of August, 2006, to the attorney of record for Petitioner at the
following address:

Daniel G. Jarcho

Andrew J. Park

McKenna, Long & Aldridge, LLP
1900 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C., DC 20006
(202) 496-7500

/1811-71/
John S. Egbert
Reg. No. 30,627
Attorney for Registrant

Egbert Law Offices

412 Main Street, 7 Floor
Houston, Texas 77002
(713) 224-8080

(713) 223-4873 (Fax)



