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Before Simms, Cissel and Quinn, Administrative Trademark 
Judges. 
 
Opinion by Quinn, Administrative Trademark Judge: 
 
 The Board has fully considered applicant’s arguments.1  

The request for reconsideration is denied. 

                     
1 The final paragraph in the request for reconsideration is not quite 
understood: 

Applicant conversely submits there is and has 
always been a distinction between the different 
marks SMARTSERVER and SMARTSERV and SMARTSERVE 
ONLINE and submits without recognizing and 
addressing the same, neither the Examining 
Attorney nor the Board has considered the 
commercial impressions of the Applicant 
conversely submits there is and has always been 
a distinction between the different words 
“outdoors” and “outdoor” and submits without 
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recognizing and addressing the same, neither 
the Examining Attorney nor the Board has 
considered the mark for which registration is 
sought, to say nothing of considering the 
descriptiveness thereof. 

A portion of the paragraph apparently relates to a different appeal, 
application Serial No. 75/711,655, also handled by applicant’s counsel. 


