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primarily merely a surname which has not been shown to have 

acquired distinctiveness.  Applicant's arguments, in essence, 

constitute nothing more than a rehash of those previously made in 

its appeal and reply briefs, and none is persuasive of a 

different result in this appeal.   

Accordingly, because we discern no error in our January 

22, 2004 decision, applicant's request for reconsideration is 

denied.   
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