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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Applicant:  Applied Robotics, Inc.

Application Serial No.: 78/444,753 T T A B
Application Filing Date: July 1, 2004

Mark: APPLIED ROBOTICS and Design

Date of Publication: February 28, 2006

ESTTA Tracking No.: ESTTA 73261

Commissioner for Trademarks

Attn: TTAB

P.O. Box 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

OBJECTION TO GRANTING OF ANY FURTHER EXTENSIONS
OF TIME TO POTENTIAL OPPOSER

Dear Sir:

Applicant has been notified by the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board of the granting of
a Request for a 90-Day Extension of Time to oppose registration of Applicant's mark. The
Extension Request was filed on behalf of potential opposer Stealth Industries, Inc. This
extension expires on June 28, 2006.

Applicant's attorney has received further documentation from the potential opposer in
connection with this possible opposition. Upon review, Applicant believes that the possible
opposition is without merit and intends to vigorously contest any such opposition.

In the documents dated June 22, 2006 forwarded to Applicant's attorney, the potential
opposer requests Applicant's consent to an additional 90-day extension of the time to oppose.
Further, potential opposer states that it will assume that Applicant has consented to the 90-day

additional extension of time and will file a stipulated 90-day additional Extension with the
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Board, if the potential opposer does not hear from Applicant to the contrary within 15 days, i.e.
by July 7, 2006.

Applicant hereby notifies the Board and by copy of this letter, the potential opposer,
that Applicant does NOT consent to any further extension of the time to oppose. Further,
Applicant respectfully submits that there are no extraordinary circumstances which would
justify the granting of such an extension over Applicant's objection.

In support of its objection to any further extension of the time to oppose, Applicant notes

that:
1. Potential Opposer has provided no evidence of its alleged trade name use of the
term ROBOTIC;
2. The term "robotic" is commonly employed as an adjective or descriptive term and

therefore its use cannot be pre-empted by potential opposer;

3. There are numerous other U.S. trademark registrations employing the term
"robotic";

4. The differences between Applicant's mark and the term ROBOTIC precludes any
likelihood of confusion; and

S. Applicant has used the term APPLIED ROBOTICS as its trade name and

trademark for more than two decades.

Respectfully submitted,
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Attor

¥ for Applicants
Reg. No. 26,429

Dated: é)m 20,200C

Heslin Rothenberg Farley & Mesiti P.C.
5 Columbia Circle

Albany, NY 12203

Tel: 518-452-5600

Fax: 518-452-5579

E-mail: jr@hrfmlaw.com




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing OBJECTION TO

GRANTING OF ANY FURTHER EXTENSIONS OF TIME TO POTENTIAL OPPOSER

document has been served on Stealth Industries, Inc. by mailing said copy on June 30, 2006, via

First Class Mail, postage pre-paid to: Stealth Industries, Inc., 7115 W North Avenue #272, Oak
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Park, IL 60302.




