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In re SnapTrack, Inc.

Serial No. 75/548, 099

Request for Reconsideration

Lori M Stockton, Lori N. Boatright and M chael W Hi cks of
Bl akely, Sokol of f, Taylor & Zafman for applicant.

Janes A. Rauen, Trademark Exam ning Attorney, Law Ofice
103 (M chael Ham I ton, Mnagi ng Attorney).

Before Simms, Cissel and Quinn, Adm nistrative Tradenark
Judges.

Opi nion by Quinn, Adm nistrative Tradenmark Judge:
The Board has fully considered applicant’s argunents.?

The request for reconsideration is denied.

! The final paragraph in the request for reconsideration is not quite

under st ood:
Appl i cant conversely submits there is and has
al ways been a distinction between the different
mar ks SMARTSERVER and SMARTSERV and SMARTSERVE
ONLI NE and submits wi thout recognizing and
addressi ng the sane, neither the Exam ning
Attorney nor the Board has considered the
commerci al inpressions of the Applicant
conversely submits there is and has al ways been
a distinction between the different words
“outdoors” and “outdoor” and submits without



recogni zi ng and addressing the same, neither

t he Exami ning Attorney nor the Board has

considered the mark for which registration is

sought, to say nothing of considering the

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



