SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 21-25, 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
1-23 EX 75/580,063 | Joe Driskill, | Wendel 2(d); whether | Refusal the configuration of the the configuration of the | Breckenfeld [ No
Jr. Bottorff* the Affirmed body of applicant’ sguitars body of registrant’s
Drost configuration | (on both [musical instruments, guitars[musical
of applicant’s | grounds) namely, guitars) instruments, namely,
goods has guitars and basses, and
acquired partstherefor]
distinctive-
nessasa
trademark
1-24 OPP 109,207 Tiger Press, | Hohein* 2(d) Opposition | “GOD CAN” [dotted “GOD CAN" (in stylized No
L.LC.v. Wendel Sustained and metal containers lettering) [plastic prayer can
Dorothy J. Bottorff used for depositing to be used for inserting
Patterson written personal prayer requests]
thoughts]
1-24 EX [[75/429.062 | Cafe Simms 2(e)(2) Refusal “CLEVELAND SPORTS Kim No
Manage- Cisel Affirmed HALL OF FAME CAFE’
ment, LLC Chapman* [restaurant services]
1-24 OPP 110,545 Sansegal Cissel* 2(d) Opposition | “ATTITUDE” and “SEVERE ATTITUDE’ No
Sportswear, | Seeherman Sustained “ATTITUDE (and design) [clothing,
Inc. v. Hairston ANYWEAR" [both namely, t-shirts, hats,
Edward marks for clothing and shorts, jackets, sweatshirts,
Conna sportswear, namely, Sweat pants, boots, shoes,
jackets, sweatsuits, gloves, and socks]
shorts, swimwear, and
shirts, t-shirts,
sweatshirts, hatsand
tanktops]

(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/2002/109207.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2eissues/2002/75429062.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75580063.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/110545.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
January 21-25, 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
1-25 EX 75/197,291 | Spectrum Hanak 2(d) Request for “PRO-LINE DECK “PROLINE” (and Oh No
R Distributors, | Wendel* Recon- EQUIPMENT” (and design) [various
Inc., Bottorff sideration design) [swimming pool products for usein
assignee of Denied deck equipment made connection with
Industrial (Refusal primarily of metal for swimming pools,
Design & Affirmed) commercid and including: leaf rakes
Mfg., Inc. institutional pool and hand operated
complexes, namely, starting | debris skimmers; water
platformsand anchors, temperature
lifeguard stands and thermometers; chlorine
anchors, diving board dispensing units; water
stands and anchors, ladders, | cleaning and filtering
pool steps, and pool units; swimming pool
railings] lights; decorative

fountains; synthetic
resin hoses for
swimming pool pumps
and vacuums; hand
operated cleaning
brushes; portable leaf
collecting nets

(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/2002/75197291r.pdf

