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

In re: Cancellation No. 92055416

Trademark: MINUTESMAKER
Registrant: Granicus, Inc.
Registration Date: April 17, 2007
IQM2, INC.,
Petitioner,
vs.

GRANICUS, INC,,

Registrant.

ANSWER TO PETITION FOR CANCELLATION

Registrant Granicus, Inc. (“Registrant™), a California Corporation, for its Answer to the
Petition for Cancellation filed in this proceeding, alleges as follows:

The unnumbered allegation that Pefitioner is being damaged in the preface is denied.

1. Registrant admits the allegation only as so far as it’s good faith belief that Petitioner’s -
corporate address is as alleged in the Petition for Cancellation.

2. Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 2 of the Petition for Cancellation.

3. Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 3 of the Petition for Cancellation.

4. Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 1 of the Petition for Cancellation.

5. Registrant admits that its corporate name and address are as alleged in the Petition for
Cancellation.

6. Inresponse to paragraph 6 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant refers to the
records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office for the particulars of the filings
referred to in paragraph 6 of the Petition for Cancellation.
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In response to paragraph 7 of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant refers to the
records of the 1.8, Patent and Trademark Office (“U.S. PTO”) for the particulars of
the filings referred to in paragraph 7 of the Petition for Cancellation.

Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 8 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 9 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 10 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 11 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant admits the allegations of paragraph 12 only so far as the words “minutes”
and “maker” can be found in a dictionary,

Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 13 of the Petition for Cancellation,
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 14 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 15 of the Petition for Cancellation and
clarifies that MINUTESMAKER is a mark that is not merely descriptive.

Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 16.

Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 17 of the Petition for Cancellation

Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 18 of the Petition for Cancellation.

Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 19 of the Petition for Cancellation.

In response to paragraph 20 Registrant refers to the records of the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office.

In response to paragraph 21 Registrant refers to the records of the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office.

Registrant is without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 22 of the Petition for Cancellation.

In response to paragraph 23 Registrant refers to the records of the U.S. Patent and
Trademark Office.

Registrant denies the allegations in paragraph 24 of the Petition for Cancellation.
Registrant denies the allegations in paragraph 25 of the Petition for Cancellation.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The Petition for Cancellation fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

The claim set forth in the Petition for Cancellation is barred in whole or in part by the
doctrines of waiver, acquiescence, and estoppel.



Dated: June 5, 2012

Respectfully Submitted,
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Corporate Counsel, Granicus, Inc.
600 Harrison St, Suite 120

San Francisco, CA 94107
415-357-3618




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

In re: Cancellation No. 92055416

Trademark: MINUTESMAKER
Registrant: Granicus, Inc,
Registration Date: April 17,2007
IQM2, INC,,
Petitioner,
VS.

GRANICUS, INC.,,

Registrant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on June 5, 2012, a copy of the foregoing Answer to Petition for
Cancellation was served on counsel for Petitioner, with a copy to Petitioner, by sending the same
via UPS courier to:

Eryn Y Deblois

Campolo, Middleton & McCormick, LLP
3340 Veterans Memorial Highway, Suite 400
Bohemia, NY 11716

Petitioner:

IQM?2, Inc.

Daryl Blowes, CEO
90-D Raynor Avenue
Ronkonkoma, NY 11779

Elizabetty Pt

gﬂA /\ALM/L ?Pﬂ(]/\/\ (

\.]Zu Ny ol()/j




