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SEC.024 
 

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

 
 

Jack Richeson & Co., Inc., 
            Petitioner 
 
 
 
 v. 
 
 
Select Export Corp. D/B/A Trident 
 Registrant 

In the matter of 
Trademark Registration No. 2,619,642 
For the mark:  TRIDENT (and design)  
International Classes 9, 16, and 20 
 
 
Cancellation No.: 92,048,118 
 
REGISTRANT’S MEMORANDUM IN 
OPPOSITION TO PETITIONER’S 
REQUEST TO WITHDRAWAL 
MOTION SUSPEND ACTION  

SEC.0504 
 

REGISTRANT’S MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSI TION TO PETITIONER’S REQUEST 

TO WITHDRAWAL MOTION TO SUSPEND ACTION   

 This memorandum is submitted in opposition to Petitioner’s Request to Withdrawal 

Motion to Suspend Action For Cause (“Petitioner’s Motion”).  Petitioner’s Motion should be 

denied as Petitioner fails to show good faith and/or good cause for its initial suspension under 

its Motion to Suspend Action for Cause (“Motion to Suspend”) and for its request to further 

suspend these proceedings and such suspension has and will continue to further prejudice and 

harm Registrant.  

FACTS 

On October 21, 2009 Petitioner filed its Motion to Suspend claiming that one of its 

testimony witnesses has filed for but does not have a visa to travel to the United States for his 

testimony deposition during Petitioner’s Testimony Period that closed December 2, 2009.  

Registrant responded that Petitioner has failed to show good cause and, among other things, 

Petitioner has failed to evidence that a visa was applied for, the type of visa applied for, how 

long the visa will be valid, why Petitioner could not have started the application months ago, or 

evidence of how long it should take to receive a visa, and that the delay was not caused by 

Petitioner.  Once Registrant cited Petitioner as unable to show any good cause or validate its 

visa assertions under its Motion to Suspend, Petitioner withdrew its Motion to Suspend.  

Petitioner was able to suspend this case for over two months through its Motion to Suspend.  
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Now Petitioner requests to withdraw such motion.  Instead of its Motion to Suspend, Petitioner 

requests to further suspend these proceedings through a Deposition upon Written Questions.   

 

ARGUMENT  

 

Petitioners’ Motion  Is Without Good Cause Sufficient to Outweigh the Substantial Prejudice 

and Harm to Registrant  

Pursuant to 37 CFR §2.117(c), the Board may grant a motion to suspend based on good 

cause.  Petitioners’ Motion fails to show any good cause as to why Petitioner should receive any 

further suspension of this action. Petitioner has failed to show any good cause for substantially 

delaying these proceedings through its Motion to Suspend and Petitioner now fails to show any 

good cause to continue such suspension that outweighs the substantial prejudice and harm to 

Registrant. 

Petitioner has failed to respond to Registrant’s response that Petitioner failed to give 

sufficient details to validate the actual submission of the alleged visa application, the reason for 

Petitioner’s delay in ensuring Petitioner’s witnesses have used the significant time available to 

obtain adequate visas for Petitioner’s Testimony Period, and various other serious ambiguities 

and inconsistencies in Petitioner’s Motion to Suspend, which by its mere submission resulted in 

over a two month delay in these proceedings. [See Petitioner’s Motion to Suspend and 

Registrant’s Response in Opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to Suspend]  The suspension caused 

by Petitioner’s Motion to Suspend could have been used to conduct Petitioner’s Deposition 

upon Written Questions. Petitioner’s further delay and request for suspension should not be 

rewarded with a suspension of this action to the continued detriment of Registrant.   

Petitioner states that Petitioner is requesting to withdrawal Petitioner’s Motion to 

Suspend Action for Cause to move this matter along more quickly.  Yet Petitioner immediately 

thereafter requests that the Board suspend this case further to enable them to complete the 

Deposition on Written Questions for Domingos Zanocco.  Petitioner then once again states 

falsely that Registrant will not be substantially prejudiced by the suspension of action pending 

the completion of the deposition on written questions.   Registrant has repeatedly expressed how 

the continued suspension of this case has substantially harmed and prejudiced Registrant.  
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Registrant continually asserts that it has been Petitioner’s intent to delay these 

proceedings to the extent possible to the detriment of Registrant and to continue its harassment 

of Registrant.  Further delay in these proceedings will continue to substantially prejudice 

Registrant.  These proceedings were originally instituted by Petitioner for purposes of harassing 

Registrant to prevent Registrant’s impending civil law suit against Petitioner.  Petitioner desires 

Registrant to expend more legal fees and expenses by responding to Petitioner’s various 

motions in an effort to pressure Registrant to succumb to a less favorable settlement 

arrangement in Registrant’s impending civil law suit against Petitioner.  Such delays negatively 

affect business opportunities for Registrant.  Such delays also continue to negatively affect 

Registrant as each day this case is delayed is another day that allows Petitioner to engage in 

continued infringement against Registrant including, without limitation, the dumping of 

counterfeit and trademark infringing merchandise that siphon profits away from Registrant.    

A party moving to extend time must demonstrate that the requested extension of time is 

not necessitated by the party’s own lack of due diligence or unreasonable delay in taking the 

required action during the time previously allotted therefore. TMBP § 509.01(a).  See Baron 

Philippe de Rothschild S.A. v. Styl-Rite Optical Mfg. Co., 55 USPQ2d 1848, 1851 (TTAB 

2000).  Petitioner has failed to show that the extension request of its own testimony period 

through further suspension is not necessitated by Petitioner’s own lack of due diligence or 

unreasonable delay.  Petitioner has affirmatively exhibited a lack of due diligence and 

unreasonable delay as stated above.  Petitioner has continually exhibited this lack of due 

diligence and unreasonable delay throughout these proceedings, spanning well over two years. 

[See Registrant’s Memorandum In Opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to Extend the Discovery 

Period Forty-Five Days filed April 9, 2008; See Registrant’s Memorandum In Opposition to 

Petitioner’s Motion to Suspend filed November 9, 2009]  Petitioner should not be rewarded 

with such detrimental effects against Registrant by receiving further suspension of this case 

without good cause.  

Petitioner should not be allowed to withdraw its Motion to Suspend, while receiving the 

benefit of delaying these proceedings through the Motion to Suspend.  Petitioner should not be 

able to withdrawal its Motion to Suspend when Petitioner cannot respond to Registrant’s 

inquiries and then be at liberty to have a new Testimony Period that is further suspended.  At 
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minimum, Petitioner should be required to conduct its testimony during a normal Testimony 

Period without further suspension regardless of the way Petitioner conducts its Testimony 

depositions.  This case has been suspended far too long based upon Petitioner’s delays without 

cause.   

Petitioner has suspended this case without cause by its original Motion to Suspend.  At 

the same time Petitioner has attempted to serve upon Registrant the Deposition Notice and the 

Written Questions on Domingos Zanocco while the case is suspended by the Board pending 

Petitioner’s original Motion to Suspend Action for Cause. [See Exhibit A]  The Board has 

noted in its October 23, 2009 Suspension of Proceedings that any paper that is filed during the 

pendency of Petitioner’s Motion that is not relevant thereto will be given no consideration.  The 

Written Questions on Domingos Zanocco served upon Registrant are irrelevant to the current 

Motion to Suspend (for purposes of acquiring a visa) currently before the Board.  In addition, if 

Petitioner’s submission of the Written Questions on Domingos Zanocco upon Registrant were 

considered served and given consideration, Registrant’s ability to serve cross-questions would 

unrealistically be due at the same time Registrant’s response against Petitioner’s Motion is due.   

To the extent Petitioner has attempted to circumvent its own Motion to Suspend to 

eliminate Registrant’s ability to submit cross-questions, Registrant specifically requests that 

Petitioner’s submission of Petitioner’s Deposition Notice and Written Questions on Domingos 

Zanocco will be given no consideration as untimely and not relevant to Petitioner’s Motion 

currently being considered.   

CONCLUSION 

 

 Petitioners’ Motion and original Motion to Suspend should both be denied as Petitioner 

has failed to show good cause for further suspension of this case.  Accordingly, Registrant 

respectfully requests that the Board deny Petitioner’s motions in their entirety and allow the 

proceedings to resume without further suspension. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 
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            December  27, 2009 

Cheryl Meide    Date 
Attorney for Registrant 
Florida Bar No. 0064173 

   Meide Law Firm, P.A. 
Corners at Deerwood 
7545 Centurion Parkway, Suite 201 
Jacksonville, Florida 32256 

    cmeide@meidelaw.com 
Phone: (904) 564-1818 
Fax: (904) 564-1848 
  

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I hereby certify that the foregoing Registrant’s Memorandum In Opposition To 
Petitioner’s Request to Withdrawal Motion to Suspend Action was provided via first class mail, 
postage prepaid, in an envelope addressed to Paul W. Kruse, Esq., Bone McAllester Norton 
PLLC, 511 Union Street, Suite 1600, Nashville, Tennessee, 37219 on the date set forth below. 
      

           December 27, 2009 

Cheryl Meide    Date 
Attorney for Registrant 
Florida Bar No. 0064173 

   Meide Law Firm, P.A. 
Corners at Deerwood 
7545 Centurion Parkway, Suite 201 
Jacksonville, Florida 32256 

    cmeide@meidelaw.com 
Phone: (904) 564-1818 
Fax: (904) 564-1848  

 

CERTIFICATE OF ESTTA SUBMISSION 

Date of Deposit  December 27, 2009  
 
Signature         
 
Name:  Cheryl Meide, Esquire 
 
I hereby certify that this correspondence to the Trademark Trial and Appeal board is being 
submitted via the Electronic System for Trademark Trials and Appeals (“ESTTA”) on the dated 
noted above. 



CERTIFICATE OF ELECTRONIC FILING

I hereby certify that this paper is being electronically filed with the Trademark trial and Appeal Board through theESTrA system located at
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Name: Anne C. Martin

Date: December 7. 2009

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Jack Richeson& Co., Inc.,

Petitioner,

v.

Select Export Corp. dba Trident,

Registrant.

Attorney Ref. No. 002763-060801

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Cancellation No. 92048118

Reg. No. 2,619,642

PETITIONER'S NOTICE OF THE TESTIMONY DEPOSITION ON

WRITTEN QUESTIONS OF DOMINGOS ZANOCCO OF TRIDENT S/A
INDUSTRIA DE PRECISAO

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 703.01 of the Trademark Trial and

Appeal Board Manual of Procedure, Petitioner Jack Richeson& Co., Inc. will take the testimony

deposition on written questions of Domingos Zanocco of Trident S/A Industria De Precisao, 928

Jose Antonio Street, Distrito Industrial, Itapui-Sao Paulo 17230000 Brazil. The testimony

deposition on written questions shall continue as necessary until completed. The testimony

deposition on written questions will take place before Santa Adriana alalia Fernandes,

Advogada, 224 Rua Dr. Laudelino de Abreu North, Jao-Sao Paulo, 17201260 Brazil. Her email

address is advsantaolalia(wspliceneLcom.br. Santa Adriana alalia Fernandes is a person

{00432082.1 }



authorized to administer oaths in Brazil by the laws thereof. Furthermore, Santa Adriana Olalia

Fernandes is neither a relative or employee or attorney or counsel of any of the parties, nor is a

relative or employee of such attorney or counsel, or is financially interested in this matter.

Jack Richeson& Co., Inc.

By:

Name: Anne C. Martin

Title: Attorney

Date: December 7, 2009

Submitted by:

Bone McAllester Norton PLLC
511 Union Street
Suite 1600

Nashville, Tennessee 37219

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was served on
Registrant's attorney, Cheryl Meide with an address at Meide Law Firm, P.A., Corners at
Deerwood 7545 Centurion Parkway, Suite 201, Jacksonville, Florida 32256, via first class mail,
postage prepaid, today December 7, 2009.

By:

{00432082.1 } 2
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Jack Richeson& Co., Inc.,

Petitioner,

v.

Select Export Corp. dba Trident,

Registrant.

Attorney Ref. No. 002763-060801

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Cancellation No. n0481l8

Reg. No. 2,619,642

WRITTEN QUESTIONS ON DOMINGOS ZANOCCO OF TRIDENT SjA
INDUSTRIA DE PRECISAO

Petitioner Jack Richeson& Co., Inc. hereby submits these written questions on

Domingos Zanocco of Trident S/A Industria De Precisao pursuant to Rule 703.01 of the

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Manual of Procedure and the applicable rules of the

Trademark Rules of Practice and the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The questions arc to be

answered separately, fully, in writing, and under oath before Santa Adriana Olalia Fernandes,

Advogada, 224 Rua Dr. Laudelino de Abreu North, Jau-Sao Paulo, 17201260 Brazil. Her cmail

address is aclvsantaolali~!.(Ci:''iI~)j.~.G1.1~L.<':Qm,J?J:·

QUESTION NO.1: State your name and address.

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO.2: What is your age?

ANSWER:
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QUESTION NO.3: Do you speak English?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO.4: What is your native language?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO.5: Do you also speak Spanish?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. h: Can you read English?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO.7: Where are you employed?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO.8: What is your job title and duties?

ANS WER:

QUESTION NO.9: How long haveYOll held that position and/or worked for that
company?

{OO~.1.17J2.1 } 2



ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 10: If you are retired, state when you retired.

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 11 : Provide your employment history with Trident Industria De
Preciasao Ltda. C"TridentSf A"').

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 12: Were you acquainted with an individual named Julio Cesar
Aguirre?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 13: What was your relationship to him?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 14: What was his relationship with TridentS/A?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 15: Was he ever an employee of TridentS/A?

ANSWER:
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QUESTION NO. 16: Was he authorized to sign legal documents on behalf of Trident
S/A?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 17: Was that the case in May of 1991?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 18: Did Mr. Aquirre typically communicate in Portuguese, English or
another language?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 19: How well did Mr. Aquirre speak English?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 20: Attached is a document marked Exhibit 1, dated May of 1991,
purportcdly bctwccn Tridcnt S/A and Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North America
("Select Export"). First of all, outside of this legal matter, have you ever seen this
document before?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 21: Exhibit 1 indicates it was addressed to Mr. Aquirre and you. Did
you receive a copy in or about May of 1991?

{()OclJJ7J2.1} 4



ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 22: Was this document among Trident S/A's records?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 23: Do you agree with the statement in Exhibit 1 that Select Export
was not, in May of 1991, a distributor for Trident S/A?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 24: Do you believe that Select Export was or is a distributor for
Trident S/A at any later date?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 25: Do you recall the discussion referenced in the first paragraph of
Exhibit I, regarding Select Export's United States registered trademark?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 26: If so, what do you recall about that discussion?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 27: Who was there and what language was used?

{00433732.1 } 5



ANSWER:

QUI':STION NO. 28: To what "letterYOLI once presented to us" does that reference?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 29: If you know to what letter that references, do you have a copy?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 30: When did you first learn of Select Export's United States
registered trademark?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 31: What steps did Trident S/A take regarding Select Export's United
States registered trademark?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 32: If Exhibit 1 is viewed as a contract, did Mr. Aquirre have authority
to bind Trident S/A in May of 1991?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 33: If Exhibit 1 is viewed as a contract, did Trident S/A receive any
value from Select Export?

{00433732.1 )



ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 34: In what language did you typically communicate with Sclcct
Export in the May of 1991 timeframc?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 35: Were your business communications with that company typically
in English, as is Exhibit I?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 36: Did you sign the declaration that is attached as Exhibit 2?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 37: Are those statements accuratc, to the best of your knowledge?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 38: Did Trident S/A ever have an exclusive relationship with Select

Export?

ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 39: Please look at the document attached as Exhibit 3. Do you recall

Select Export asking Trident S/A to enter this agreement?

(000\33732.1 ) 7



ANSWER:

QUESTION NO. 40: Did Trident S/A enter this exclusivity agreement with Select

Export in 1989?

ANSWER:

VERIFICATION

I, Domingos Zanocco, declare that my answers to these questions are true and correct to
the best of my personal knowledge of the business of Trident S/A and/or information obtained
from my records.

By:

Name: Domingos Zanocco

Date:



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was served on
Registrant's allomey, Cheryl Meide with an address at Meide Law Firm, P.A., Corners at
Deerwood 7545 Centurion Parkway, Suite 201, Jacksonville, Florida 32256, via first class mail,

postage prepaid, today December 7, 2009.

Name: Anne C. Martin
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1:iay J.5'91
EXHIBIT

TRIDENT S.A.
P.O. BOX 29
17.230 ITAPUI (SP)
llRASIL.-

Dear Mr. Jul~o Cesar Aguir~e & Domingos Zanocco.

L

This is the Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North America answe~
to the discussion we had about our Tri~ent United States registered
trademark and the letter you once presented ~o us.
The relationship between Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North
Amexica Bnd Trident S.A. is as follows:
Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North America itas agents and
employees in the United States are not bound by any terms and con-
ditions Get forth now or in the future by Trident S.A. for the
solicitation and acceptance of ordB~S for the purchase of regular
and special items manufactured by Trident S.A. and listed under any
cur~ent or future price list and any current or future catalog~ as
wali as any and all other items presently manufactured fior export
and sold to Select Export Corp. DBA Trident of North America, it~s
ag~nts and employeesln the United States~of America and in the
provinces of Canada.Select Exporc Corp~ dba TRident of North America
shall always remainas an Independent company. Select Export Cor~.
dba Trident of North America is not a distributor.
Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North America acknowledges tha~
in the evant of any dispute railiating thereto shall be constructed
under the laws of the State of Florida wh~ch w~ll govern the~r right!
and sut~e6.
~hG goods that Select Export Corp. dba Trident of TIorth America tell.
and has Trident S.A. manufacture specifically for Select Export Corp,
dba Trident of North America cannot be sold by Trident S.A. or
anYOile else anywhere because they are Select Export Corp. dba Triden:
of North America own creat~on and not ~ part of Tr~dent S.A.
Trident S.A. will not interfere with the Select ~x~ort Corp. dba
Trident of North America trademark and it is understood that the
trademark will be used for the sale in the future of other products
not manufactured by Trident S.A.
With respect to the subject matter of this relationship including thl
execution and del~very hereof except a~ specifically Get forth herel!
and each of the parties hereto acknowledges that he or it has relied
on his or its own judgment in ilintaring.nto the same4
Th~s const~tutes the ent~re understanding of our relat~onship betweei
Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North America and Trident S.A.
By sizning you accept this document as our mutual understanding of
the relationship between Select Export Corp. dba Trident of North
Ameica and Trident S~A~

.. '
...•._--"'.::;:~~.:.~--_.~.'"~ .•-

~"/r1ili'~ C ~ s:,l~ II.~'1' ; r --",'
.••••~ ." ~ _ ~ ~:. J. t:'~ .• _. ,'. c
-~•..... --_.- •.--_ .. -..,

Select ~Kport Corp. d~a

Trig,.?l!:.tQf b'iorth j),1f.erica
/~ ...:~:;.~/~;t ," .r-~A~~.f"'~.~.<~~~;·.~..' .~:,:_,_. _

•..•.•~.- .~••. - •...~":':~":';:'.:.~.!-,_.,•.••...-.....,..-.""",-~.,- -""'" .~.•......

}Ie~ber~ E~ ~ioebius



IN THE UNITED STATES P,\TENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

Jack Richeson & Co., Inc.,

Petitioner,

v.

Select Export Corp. dba Trident,

Registrant.

Attorney Ref. No. 002763-06080 I

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Cancellation No. 92048118

Reg. No. 2,619.642

DECLA RATION OF DOMINGOS ZANO_~~Q

Domingos Zanocco declares as follows:

I. My name is Domingos Zanoeco. I am a resident of the City of Jau in

Brazil. My native language is POl1uguese. I am providing this declaration based upon

my personal knowledge, and believe that I underst<Jnd wlwt I am signing, despite English

being a second language to me.

2. Trident Indllstria De Precisiio Llda. ("Trident SIN') is a Brazilian

company with which I have been associated since October1980. My title is Director and

my responsibilities include the management of factory production. As such. I am a

member of the executive management tcam for the company.

3. In May of 199], Julio Cesar Aguirre was an independent sales

representative of Trident S//\, as well as other companies in the art supplics industry. My

recollection is that he also was a representative for Carbono Hellios , Acrilcx as well as

Tigre brush, a well known South American brush company. Mr. Aguirre was never an

employee of Trident SIA and had no authorization to sign legal documents on hehalf of

Trident S/A. Upon information and helief. Mr. Aguirre is deceased.

EXHIBIT



trllc.

4. I have reviewed the document dated May1991 and attached to the

declaration of Herbel1 Moebius Castaneda as part of the Respondent's Response to the

Petitioner's Motion for Summary Judgment. r have never seen that document before and

I do not believe it among Trident S/A's files. Mr. Aguirre would not have been

authorized to sign that document on behalf of Trident S/A in May of1991, or any othcl

time. I disagree with the statement therein that the Respondent was not a distributor01

Trident S/A.

The undersigned being warned that willful false statements and the like an

punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, under lSUSe. 1001,and that such willfu

false statements and the like may jeopardize the validity of the application or documen

or any registration resulting therefrom, declares that all statements made of hisOWl

knowledge arc true; and all statements made on information and belief arc believed to b(

{J



·A r r'1ANUfACTUREHS REPRESENTATIVe fIND SOLE Ir'IPOHTEn AGREEMENT------.-----------------------.-.----- ..---------
THI? AGRf:EM[NT mado this day of , 1989

bot:wH8n TRIDENT S.I\. of Distrito ImJuGtrial G/NO, Hapui, [stado

do SaD Paulo, Ora •.11, <1no SELeCT IMPORT I\ND [XPOfH COrIPORIl TION,

d. b:· a. TRIDENT or NORTH IWIEnICA, 6890 N.W. 20th. Avenue, Fort.

l.oudnrdo.lo, rlorldn, 333[J'),· U.S.I\. , both corpo!:'(Jliono havingby fJOIVf.H 0

POUler of AttOI'nBY gr<Jn!;od the pouJHr t.o cOnftH

on SELECT H1PORT AND EXPOrn conDorlI\TION, a Flor:ida cOJ:poraUon, of

6890 N.W. 20th. Avonuo, Fort LaLlrJGrdall3, Florida, United States,

the designation of exclusive representative and so18 importer for

. ,~CiINI\DI\ r-. II t ltho Urlltcd StnbJs. On.gHial,·olIHH'o of t:ornHY q1'8n ed r~r.

;)r(! f1\:.Lndwd 1:0 thi8 Monufucturoro and ~;olu Imrrtnr.

Representative I\groement a~, though fully sat forth hrHoiri and mClde

part of this Agroamcinl.

\.Jl TNESSCTH, Tho L in considlH'a tion of t.he mutual covenan tfj

con t a i 1\8 d h0 rei n, the cor p 0 rat: .i. ann <) n d f e pre n8 n L<It 1 v G d 9 r 8 e a s

follows:

S ( CT.UJ N-9i~
Tn W[N T S. 1\. ClpfJoin t:s sa ECT JMPOfn AND orOlll CllRPORAnmJ,

a Florida corrorot.ion, its f:I.xcllJBlv8 ManlJfncLlJror's flupresontativ8

and SOLE H1rnillUI uli.I:hin Urd.tcd !)l:nl:!:ID ,md Canada on tho tarow Clnd

conditions IHn'enf f'or the solicitEJtion and acceptance 01' ordBfsfor
the purch8se of r()~1ular Dnd special :i.tlHII8 rnanuf8ctu!'8rl by TRIDENT ~~.A.

and Listed under fJricc U.st No. '2./87 and Gener81 Catalogue, 1989

Cd! tion, as wolJ flS any Dnd all other i terns prenently rnunufactured

or to be mBIHJfa(:t.lJrod ror oxpor.t Glne! Gold by ~J[L.[CT IIWOflT (x EXPORT

CORP., its <:Igeqts and omploye8!:J in the United SLal.es of' Arnorica <Jnd

in the provinces of Canedo. 1\ copy of iLomB ombouiGd in Price Li£;1 ..

No. 2/87 <H'O atLachl3d horol:o and modo a pal:\; hurGor as duly .U!3ted.

SECTION T H_~

The partieD acknowlodgo thut the transaction which is tho Bub-

ject mattor of Lhis I\greoment bearD a roasonable relation to the sta-
too f r 10 l' .i d a, ~ln cI :H) r 1:1(J l:h i G A rJ r (J 0 mIH) t: and any c;J i s p u l: 0 n r IJ 1a t i 11 'J

thoroLo shall bfJ connt.ruod undor tho l<'JUI!3 or tho St::>tlJ of rlorlda

which IU.Ul govorl1 thoir right£! and dutiBfJ.

Tho porLioo !>pociricolly intond that Uw provi!>ionn of the law

of Florida, cited aD Florida Stutues, Section 672.101 - 672.724 in-

clusive, will control aD to all aspects of .this Agreement and its

ir.ltel'pr-etation and that all the definitions cont.oined LhorHin will

be applicablo to Lhia Agroement Gxcopt WhOl'D this Agreement may ex-
•• u_.pressly providu ~Lhorwiso. EXHIBIT



SECTION THR EE

The manufacturer TRIDENT S.A., olsa known by the t.rad8 name of"

"Trino1''', "Trigroph", "DoGGg1'oph", "0080 Lec", ctc. I~tc;., agree Lha t
the M8nuFQc~urorsl Ropreuentative and Solo Importar, SELECT IMPORT

(. EXPORT;' Corp., 12 CluthorizfJd to lWO tlHJlr nOJllf! or LI:odo nomfJ 1n a.~
vertising and soIling its productB i.n tho North I\Ioe1'ic8n and Canadian

markets. That such udvertising shall b8 at the expenso of ther-1anufaE

t.urers' ROprOSfJlltativC! unloun tho H10nUfClcturr3I' aorcH, in IIIriting to

p<:lrLicipatu or pny for such ocivorl;is:in~J in a pruq,HII\ dlJsignod t.o !Jell
the rpoducts of Brazil for f!xport.

SeCTION fOUR

ThB terms of this Agrof.!olOnt shull be for

ronoUJal by ElqroolT1ont tfWl'oaftor.

SECTION rIVe

years from dute,

This Agrf)£)JII~l/d; /nay bo 3GsignGu or ol;horwise tr~nsfoI'rod by cd-
thoI' party hereto.

SFCTtnN SIX

No change, slbH'n!;.ion, lnodifJcaUon, or addition Lo this Aqree-

ment shall be efFoctiv8 unlonD i~ writing and properly executed by

the portio::> haretn.

S[CTION sevm

This Agreomont conGtituAs Lho entire agreement betwoen the par-

tics ·horoto nnd the pnrl:i(!!) ncknt1wlocJan ond Ot)l'08 that nQitllcJ: of

t.hr~tl1 ha!, rnado any rcrr()l~nl1totion with l'CSpoct to tht:~ Gubjuct matter

of this AgroC!ment-. or any represontations inducin,] thoeXDcution and

d Q 1 i v e t- y 110 r 80 f £) xc 0 P t n n s p 0 c i r i call y soL r' 0 r t h h0 1-0 in <.In d 0 a c h 0 f
tho parLil3s her8to ClcknolUlocJgfJ8 that h8 or it; hos I'<:llied on his or

its oUln judgment in ontnring into tho sum£].

IN \.JJTNESS IrJHEHEOf, tlw parties hDve 8x8cuLed this A~Jr88(JJ8nt at

F (1 r \; L a ud n (I[) I 8, r lor 1 d;] l h n (IG Y U 11d YEJa r fir s Lab 0 v U III r i t:. L f1n •

(C.orpot-ol.n Su:'d)

ATTEST:

SELECT IMPORT AND EXPORT, CORP.

UY:

"-H-8-r-b-o-r-~-' -~-1o-e-b-'l...-· u-i I P 1.' e s i cJ{? n L

Herber CT:u0(~nl-1oebflJs::i7ICOp rOBi den t
TRIDENT S.A.

\HTNCSSCS: [IV : •• ._


