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

VIEWPLUS TECHNOLOGIES, INC.,

Opposer,
Opposition No. 91164311
V. Serial No. 76/558,517

CONFERENCE PLUS, INC. \

Applicant.

i P G o NN N N e N

APPLICANT CONFERENCE PLUS, INC.’S
ANSWER TO NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

CONFERENCE PLUS, INC. ("Applicant™) for its answer to the Notice of Opposition
filed by VIEWPLUS TECHNOLOGIES, INC. (“Opposer™) against application for registration of
Applicant’s trademark VIEWPLUS, Serial No. 76/558,517, filed November 13, 2003, and
published in the Official Gazette on November 2, 2004 (the “Application”), pleads and avers as
follows:

L. Answering paragraph 1 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits the
allegations of paragraph 1.

2. Answering paragraph 2 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant is without
information or belief sufficient to admit or deny the allegations of paragraph 2 and, on that basis,
denies each and every allegation therein.

3. Answering paragraph 3 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits that the
records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office show that Opposer is the registrant of trademark
registration No. 2, 517,429 for VIEWPLUS for the stated goods, and that said registration issued

on the stated date. Applicant is without information or belief sufficient to admit or deny the



remaining allegations of paragraph 3 and, on that basis, denies each and every remaining
allegation therein.

4, Answering paragraph 4 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant admits that it has
applied to register the mark VIEWPLUS without any claim to special form and that the mark
displayed in registration No. 2, 517,429 is VIEWPLUS without any claim to special form.
Applicant denies each and every remaining allegation therein.

5. Answering paragraph 5 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant denies each and
every allegation therein.

6. Answering paragraph 6 of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant denies each and
every allegation therein.

7. Being procedural in nature, Paragraph 7 of the Notice of Opposition does not
require any answer from Applicant.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

In further answer to the Notice of Opposition, Applicant asserts as separate and
affirmative defenses that:

L. The Notice of Opposition, and each paragraph thereof, taken individually or
collectively, fails to state a basis for the relief sought.

2. Opposer lacks standing to oppose the Application in that Opposer’s alleged use of
the mark VIEWPLUS does not give Opposer rights, superior or otherwise, sufficient to support
an opposition to Applicant’s Mark.

3. Opposer lacks standing to oppose the Application in that Opposer is not likely to

be damaged or injured by Applicant’s use and registration of the Mark.



4, No likelihood of confusion, mistake or deception exists between the parties’
respective uses of their marks because the services for which Applicant uses and intends to use
the Mark are distinctive from those products with which Opposer allegedly employs
VIEWPLUS.

5. No likelihood of confusion, mistake or deception exists between the parties’
respective uses of their marks because the channels of trade for the parties’ respective products

and/or services are separate and distinet.

WHEREFORE, Applicant prays that the Notice of Opposition be dismissed in its entirety

and that a registration issue to Applicant for its mark VIEWPLUS.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Applicant's Answer to Notice of

Opposition was mailed April 11, 2005, first-class postage prepaid, to counsel for
Opposer:

Nancy J. Moriarty
Chernoff Vilhauer McClung & Stenzel, LLP
1600 ODS Tower 601 SW Second Ave.
Portland, OR 97204
United States 2
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