SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
October 12-16, 1998

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer's or Petitioner’s | Applicant’sor Respondent’s | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining Citable as
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel (2) Decison Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
10-13 EX 75/134,262 | SmithKline Seeherman 2(e)(2); Refusal “TIMEPILLS” Striegel No
Beecham Hairston whether mark | Affirmed [pharmaceutical
Corp. Chapman* isregistrable | (onall preparations for the
under Sec. grounds) alleviation of the symptoms
2(f); of the common cold and
requirement allergies]
for additional
information
under Rule
2.61(b)
10-16 OPP 91,912 International Simms 2(d); counter | Opposition | “ICL” [computer “ICL” [training system No
Computer Walters claim to sustained; | hardware; computer comprising computer
Ltd. v. JRL | Wendel* cancel one of | counter- programs; computer hardware and software for
Enterprises, opposer’'s claim to engineering and use as an educational
Inc. pleaded cancel programming services; | classroom aid and
registrations | denied; training personnel of independent, self-testing
on ground counter- users of computers in the and learning tool for
that recited claim to operation and/or students]
services are | restrict programming of
merely under Sec. | computers; etc.]
incidental to | 18 denied
sale of
opposer’'s
goods and not
proper
subject for

service mark
registration;
counterclaim
to restrict
opposer’'s
registrations

under Sec. 18

(1) EX=EXx Parte Appeal; OPP=Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Mation to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration
(2) *=Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/1998/75134262.pdf
/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/1998/91912.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
October 12-16, 1998 (continued)

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer's or Petitioner’s | Applicant’sor Respondent’s | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining Citable as
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel (2) Decison Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
10-16 EX | 74/655,796 | Satcom Hanak 2(e)(1) Refusal “SATCOM Le No
Electronics, Hohein Affirmed ELECTRONICS” [portable,
Inc. Chapman* low profile, flat antenna

communications systems
for home/office based
satellite communication an
broadcasting applications;
low profile, flat phased
array antenna
communications systems
for mobile based satellite
communication and
broadcasting applications;
compact antenna
communication systems fol
personal satellite
communication and
broadcasting applications]

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appeal; OPP=Opposition; CANC=Cancellation; CU=Concurrent Use; (SJ)=Summary Judgment; (MD)=Motion to
Dismiss; (MR)=Motion to Reopen; (R)=Request for Reconsideration
(2) *=Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/1998/74655796.pdf

