SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
December 9-13, 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
12-10 EX 75/850,715 | Cordis Corp. | Hairston* 2(d) Refusal “RAPTOR’ [medica “RAPTOR” Ririe No
Chapman Affirmed devices, namely, stentsand | [instruments for
Rogers stent delivery systems orthopedic surgery]
comprising catheters used
to deliver stentsto the site
of thelesion for usein the
field of cardiology]
12-10 EX 75/597,273 | Nationa Smms* 2(d) Refusal “CARE RX” (and design) “RXCARE" [electricd | Vanston No
Hedlth Cissl Affirmed [computer softwarefor use | and scientific
Information | Bucher in healthcare management] | apparatus, namely,
Network, pharmacy management
Inc. software applications]
12-10 EX 76/169,888 | Phoenix Simms 2(d) Dismissed “CHOCOS’ [cookies] “CHOKOS’ [processed | W. Price No
Intangibles Cissel as Moot cereal to be used as
Holding Co. | Hanak* (Cited breakfast food]
registration
cancelled
prior to
filing of
examining
attorney’s
brief)
12-12 EX 75/827,994 | AAA Hanak* 2(e)(1) Refusal “EBO" [real estate Cross No
Customer Quinn Reversed agencies|
Services, Holtzman
LLC
12-12 EX 76/130,954 | Buck House, | Cissel* whether Request for “BUCK HOUSE” [antique DuBois No
R Inc. Bottorff applicant’s Recon- brokerage services, namely,
Drost specimens sideration buying and selling antiques
show use of Denied for and to collectors)
itsmark in (Refusal
connection Affirmed)
withits
recited
Services

(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



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75850715.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75597273.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/76169888.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2002/75827994.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/other/2002/76130954re.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
December 9-13, 2002 (continued)

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
12-13 EX 78/019,371 | Gazette Simms* 2(e)(1) Refusal “HOGCAM” [agricultural Berk No
Communi Hanak Affirmed information services,
cations, Inc. | Holtzman namely, creating and
distributing viathe global
computer network data and
information relating to the
raising of hogs)

(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/2eissues/2002/78019371.pdf

