SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 7-11, 2002

Date Typeof | Proceeding | Party or TTAB Issue TTAB Opposer'sor Petitioner's | Applicant'sor Respondent's | Mark and Goods Cited | Examining Citableas
Issued Case(1) | or Appn. Parties Panel(2) Decision Mark and Goods or Mark and Goods or by Examining Attorney | Attorney Precedent
No. Services Services of TTAB
1-8 EX 75/717,463 | U.S.Lock Smms* 2(d) Request for “SECURITY PRO” [metal | “SECURITY PRO” Alves No
(R) Corp. Walters Recon- mechanica locks] [security darm
Rogers sideration systems, namely, phone
Denied programmable
(Refusal hardware or wireless
Affirmed) central processing units
and associated radio
recelvers, hardwire
security modules,
digitized
communicators,
annunciation drivers
and energy
conservation modules)
1-8 EX 75/546,159 | NTT Chapman 2(d) Refusal “SUPERENC” (in stylized “ENC” [wirdless I.Williams | No
Electronics | Wendel* Affirmed lettering) [encoders, image communication
Kabushiki Holtzman data compressors, MPEG-2 | equipment, namely, CB

encoders red-time
encoders, video encoders,
video compressors, video
archivers; video encoder
LSl (large scaeintegrated
circuit), image data
compression LS|, MEPG2
LS, real-timeencoder LS,
video encoder LS, video
compression LSl, video
archiver LSI; single-chip
encoders, multi-chip
encoders)

radio equipment, radio
pagersand cordless
telephones; marine
radio equipment,
namely, headphones,
transmitters, receivers,
amplifiers, jacks,
connectors, battery
padks and battery
chargersfor marine
radios; semi-conductor
devices, namely,
integrated circuits,
resistors, capacitors,
and electrical switches,
power supply
equipment, namely,
batteries and electrical
transformerg)

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appeal; OPP=0Opposition; 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



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75717463re.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75546159.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

January 7-11, 2002 (continued)

Date
Issued

Type of
Case(1)

Proceeding
or Appn.
No.

Party or
Parties

TTAB
Panel(2)

Issue

TTAB
Decision

Opposer'sor Petitioner's
Mark and Goods or
Services

Applicant's or Respondent's
Mark and Goods or
Services

Mark and Goods Cited
by Examining Attorney

Examining
Attorney

Citableas
Precedent
of TTAB

EX

75/465,247

Cremieux

Seeherman
Hohein*
Walters

2(d)

Refusal
Affirmed

“DCS DANIEL
CREMIEUX SPORT” (and
design) [clothing, namely,
suits, jackets, shirts,
tracksuits, shorts, sweat
shirts, coats, pants, tuxedos,
sweaters, vests, t-shirts,
ties, belts, gloves, socks,
housecoats, bathrobes,
pajamas, scarves, etc.;
underwear; footwear except
orthopedic, diving, and
athletic shoes; headwear

“DCS’ [ahletic shoes)

Carruthers
and
Klaus

No

1-8

EX

75/588,268

L. Perrigo
Company

Seeherman
Chapman*
Rogers

2(d)

Refusal
Affirmed

“FORTIFY” (and design)
[dietary supplements]

“FORTIFEYE” (and
design) [nutritional
supplement]

DeFord

No

(1) EX=Ex Parte Appeal; OPP=0Opposition; 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



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75465247.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75588268.pdf

