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IN THE UNITED STATES PATEN'D ‘AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
TRADEMARK:’ TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

BFS BRANDS, LLC :
: Opposition No. 91154551

and : Y

| (R
BRIDGESTONE/FIRESTONE NORTH :
AMERICAN TIRE, LLC, : : 02-26-2003
. U.S. Patent & TMOfc/TM Mail Rept Dt #70

Opposer, :
: Serial No.: 76/161,345
V. :

FAR STONE TECHNOLOGY CORP.
. Mark: FARSTONE
Applicant :

CERTIFICATE OF EXPRESS MAIL UNDER 37 CFR 1.10

“Express Mail” Mailing Label Number: EL954679603US

Date of Deposit: February 26, 2003

| hereby certify that this paper is being deposited with the United States Postal Service
“Express Mail Post Office to Addressee” service under-37 CFR 1.10 on the date
indicated above, addressed to Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks, Box TTAB/NO
FEE, 299 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA 22202-3513

SCOTT J. FIELDS

Dated: February 26, 2003
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

BFS BRANDS, LLC

——

Opposition:No. 91154551
. (R

and

BRIDGESTONE/FIRESTONE NORTH : |
AMERICAN TIRE, LLC, : 02-26-2003

U.S, Patent& TMOfc/TM Mail Rept Dt. #70

Opposer, : _
. Serial No.: 76/161,345
V. :

FAR STONE TECHNOLOGY CORP. :
: Mark: FARSTONE
Applicant :

Box TTAB/NO FEE

Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks
2900 Crystal Drive

Arlington, Virginia 22202-3513

Dear Sir:

ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Applicant, Far Stone Technology Corporation, ("Applicant”) is owner of trademark
application Serial No. 76/161,345 for the mark FARSTONE, filed on November 8, 2000,'
and hereby answers the Notice of Opposition filed by Opposers, BFS Brands, LLC and
Bridgestone/Firestone North American Tire, LLC ("Opposers”) in accordance with the
numbered paragraphs thereof, as follows:

1. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
1 and therefore denies the same.

2. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph

2 and therefore denies the same.
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3. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
3 and therefore denies the same.

4. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
4 and therefore denies the same.

5. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
5 and therefore denies the same.

6. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
6 and therefore denies the same.

7. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
7 and therefore denies the same.

8. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
8 and therefore denies the same.

9. Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
9 and therefore denies the same.

10.  Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph
10 and therefore denies the same.

11.  Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph

11 and therefore denies the same.

12.  Denied.
13.  Denied.
14.  Denied.
15.  Denied.
16.  Denied.
17.  Denied.

18.  Applicant lacks sufficient information concerning the allegations in paragraph

18 and therefore denies the same.

19. Denied.
20. Denied.
21.  Denied.
22.  Denied.

23. Denied.
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AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

By way of further Answer, Applicant alleges the following affirmative defensas:

1. The Notice of Opposition fails to state a claim for relief.

2. The services identified in Opposer's “various” FIRESTONE marks are
unrelated to Applicant's services identified in its application and have differing channels of
trade than the services identified in Applicant's application; hence there is no likelihood of
confusion.

3. Upon information and belief, neither the Opposer nor the Applicant have
experienced any actual confusion through their respective uses of the marks at issue.

4, The purchasers of Applicant's goods identified in its application are
sophisticated and know with whom they are dealing.

5. There is no likelihood of confusion between the Opposer's and Applicant’s
marks.

WHEREFORE, Applicant requests that the opposition be dismissed and that Serial
No. 76/161,345 be allowed to register.

Respectfully submitted,

SCOTT J. FIELDS

OBERMAYER REBMANN MAXWELL
& HIPPEL LLP

One Penn Center - 19th Fioor

1617 John F. Kennedy Boulevard
Philadelphia, PA 19103-1885

(215) 665-3214

Attorney for Applicant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

It is hereby certified that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was

mailed on February 26, 2003 via First Class Mail, postage prepaid, to Opposers’ counsel

Peter G. Mack, Esq.

Geoffrey M. McNutt

FOLEY & LARDER

3000 K Street, NW, Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20007-5109

And by Express Mail to:

Date:

439590

Box TTAB/NO FEE
Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks

2900 Crystal Drive

Arlington, Virginia 22202-3513
SCOTT J. FIELDS

February 26, 2003
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POWER OF ATTORNEY

FAR STONE TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION, through the undersigned officer,
hereby appoints the following attorney to handle all matters with respect to Opposition
No. 91154551 including all actions before the TTAB, the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
and any related matters.

SCOTT J. FIELDS

Registration No. 32,857

Obermayer Rebmann Maxwell & Hippel LLP
One Penn Center - 19th Floor

1617 John F. Kennedy Boulevard
Philadelphia, PA 19103-1895

(215) 665-3214

Fax (215) 665-3165

Applicant hereby rescinds ahd revokes all previously granted Powers of Attorney
related to this matter.

Dated: February 26, 2003
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