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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK 0F}13’ICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
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In re Application Serial; No. 76/285,938, "MICROFLEX"
Filed July 09, 2001 and
Published for Opposition on July 30, 2002.

MICROFLEX CORPORATION. ) 11-04-2002
) U8. Patent & TMOfe/TM Mai Rept D1, 461
OPPOSER )
V. )
) OPPOSITION No: 123,891
POROUS MEDIA CORPORATION )
)
APPLICANT )
)
)
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POROUS MEDIA CORPORATION hereby answers the Notice of Opposition No.: 123239{’
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1. Applicant admits to the assertions made in paragraph 1 of the Opposer's Notice of- !
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Opposition. S
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2. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to thecguth’ofi
") L’)

the allegations in paragraph 2 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof.

3. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 3 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof. f

4. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 4 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof.

5. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 5 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof.

6. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 6 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies t

\
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof. I
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. 7. Applicant is without sufficient knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of
the allegations in paragraph 7 of the Opposer's Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the
allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof thereof.

8. The grounds are speculative and to the extend understood, Applicant is without sufficient
knowledge or information to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations in paragraph 8 of the Opposer's
Notice of Opposition, and on that basis, denies the allegations therein and leaves Opposer to its proof

thereof.
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By way of further Answer and Affirmative Defense, applicant alleges as follows:
9. Opposer's Notice of Opposition fails to state a claim upon which any relief can be granted

to Opposer.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays:
1. That Opposer's Notice of Opposition be dismissed with prejudice;

2. That Application No. 76/285,938 be granted; and

3. That any further relief be granted Applicant as may be deemed appropriate.
Dated: October 28, 2002
Respectfully submitted,
JACOBSON AND JOHNSON

By WW’”’

Carl L. Johnson, Reg. No. 24,273
Attorney for Applicant
POROUS MEDIA CORPORATION

JACOBSON AND' JOHNSON
Suite 285

One West Water Street

St. Paul, MN 55107-2080
Telephone: 651-222-3775

Fax: 651-222-3776
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This is to certify that on October 28, 2002 Applicant's Answer to Notice of Opposition No. 123,891

was sent postage prepaid by first class mail through the United States Postal Service|addressed to:

Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks
BOX TTAB

NO FEE

2900 Crystal Drive

Arlington, VA 22202-3513

Date: MZ‘? Lkl By: &\/),%

Carl L. Johyon




