TT AB James A. Zellinger Syngenta Crop Protection, Inc.
410 Swing Road

p) Trademark Counsel
Greensboro, NC 27409

Tel 336-632-7835

gyn gé nta Fax 336-632-2012

e-mail: jim.zellinger @syngenta.com

June 18, 2008

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office
P.O. Box 1451

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

Re:  Syngenta Crop Protection, Inc. v. BIO-CHECK LLC
Opposition No. 91175091
Dear Sirs:

Please find enclosed the Objection to Applicant’s Notice of Reliance and the
Objection to Request for Correction.

I would respectfully ask that it be filed in this matter.

Very truly yours,

JAZ/KE
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06-23-2008

U5 Falend & THGFc/TH Mail Ropt Dt 272




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

SYNGENTA CROP PROTECTION, INC.)
& SYNGENTA SEEDS, INC.,

Opposers,
V.
BIO-CHEK, LLC,

Applicant,
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Opposition No. 91175091

Mark: AgMeter

Serial No.: 78/660,644

June 18, 2008

OBJECTION TO APPLICANT’S NOTICE OF RELIANCE

Opposers would object to the introduction of the materials identified as # 1 in its

Notice of Reliance. Said item was not produced to Opposers during the discovery

period, was not produced timely, and was not produced during Applicant’s testimony

period.

Wherefore, said item and the Notice should be stricken.

(\
Respec‘h‘ tted,
¥
Jamés A /Zellingey

Trademdrk Counsel
Syngénta Crop Protection, Inc
410 Swing Road

Greensboro, NC 27409



To:

Law Offices of Edward S. Wright
1100 Alma Street, Sulite 207
Menlo Park, CA 94025
Telephone: (650) 330-0830
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OBJECTION TO REQUEST FOR CORRECTION

Opposers would object to the request by Applicant to reset the testimony and

briefing periods as Opposers have relied upon that date and have made commitments

and plans that would prevent Opposers from undertaking bona-fide rebuttal testimony.

Further, Applicant’s request is untimely as it has clearly delayed in making this request

and has delayed a considerable time (throughout its rescheduled Testimony period)

before making this tardy request.

Therefore, Correction is opposed by Opposers.

Respgctiully s ed,

James,A. ZeIIin’ge'(

\ @.d(mark Counsel
Syngenta Crop Protection, Inc
410 Swing Road

Greensboro, NC 27409




To:

Law Offices of Edward S. Wright
1100 Alma Street, Sulite 207
Menlo Park, CA 94025
Telephone: (650) 330-0830




