SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

July 22-26, 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
7-23 EX 75/877,976 | Florida Cissd 2(e)(1) Refusal “BIG RE Klass No
Family Walters Affirmed INTERMEDIARIES’
Insurance Bucher* [insurance services, namely,
Services, the brokering of
LLC reinsurance]
7-23 EX 75/781,752 | Mak C. Simms 2(d) Refusal “NORTHERN “NORTHERN A. No
Andrews Hohein Affirmed OUTWEAR” (and design) APPAREL" Matthews
Rogers* [wearing apparel, namely, t- | [outerwear, coats,
shirts, pants, shirts, hats, jackets, anoraks, suits,
caps, coats, vests, socks, blazers, sport jackets)
and shoeg]
7-23 CANC | 26,666 Tangent Cissd* whether Petitionto | “TANGENT “TANGENT SYSTEMS’ No
Computer, Quinn respondent’s | Cancel COMPUTER" [computer hardwarein the
Inc. v. Drost registration Denied [computer hardwarein area of document
Tangent should be (Section 18 | thenatureof personal processing, document
Systems, modified to restriction computers, servers, and imaging, and data
Inc. restrict the denied) work stations] processing]
identification
of goods
[Section 18]
7-23 OPP 114,419 Vtech Simms 2(d) Opposition | “VTECH” [computers, “VTEC” [computer system No
Holdings Hairston* Sustained mouse input devices, comprising computer
Ltd. v. Wendel touch tablet input hardware, computer
Jervis B. devicesand voltage peripherals and computer
Webb Co. adapters]; “VTECH” (in | software, namely, a

stylized |ettering)
[computers, computer
operating systems and
application programs for
usein, inter alia,
computer aided drawing,
plusavariety of other
goods; and one
additional “ VTECH”
(stylized) registration
for similar goods

computer program for use
in generating two, three,
and four dimensional
representations of structures
for usein facilitating the
modeling of material
handling systems]

(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/2eissues/2002/75877976.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75781752.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/other/2002/26666.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/114419.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
July 22-26, 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

7-23 CANC | 30,332 Michael Quinn 2(d) Petitionto | “INFECTIOUS “INFECTIOUS No

Muir v. Hohein* Cancel GROOVES’ [musica RECORDS’ (in stylized

Infectious Drost Denied sound recordings and lettering) [compact discs,

Records, pre-recorded compact audio cassette tapes, video

Inc. discsand audio cassettes | cassette tapes, laser discs,

featuring music] LP, EP and single records]

7-24 CANC [ 26548 En Fleur Cissel* 2(d); Petitionto | “WINDOWPAD” [an “WINDOWS’ [computer No

Corp. v. Walters afirmative Cancel integrated windowing programs and manuals sold

Microsoft Bucher defense of Denied and noteprocessing as aunit, namely, graphical

Corp. abandonment utility software program] | operating environment

programs for
microcomputers]

7-24 EX 75/606,003 | Willey Hanak 2(e)(1); 2(d) Refusal “ONE FAIR PRICE” “FAIRPRICE" Endieveri No

Motors, Inc. | Hairston Affirmed [automobile dealership [leasing of

Bottorff* on 2(e)(1) services) automobiles;
ground automobile dealership
only services)

7-25 EX | 75/809,901 | American Hanak 2(d) Refusal “WHAT IF?" [publications, | “WHAT IF...” de Jesus No

Historical Wendel* Affirmed namely, books featuring [publications, namely

Publica- Rogers historical themes) comic books and comic

tions, Inc. magazines)

(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/2002/30332.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/26548.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75606003.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75809901.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

July 22-26, 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
7-25 EX 75/614,036 | Vans, Inc. Simms* 2(d) Refusal “TRIPLE CROWN” 3 cited registrations: Milone No
Seeherman Affirmed [entertainment servicesin “TRIPLE CROWN”
Rogers the nature of exhibitionsof [entertainment services,
skateboarding, surfing, namely, organizing and
snowboarding, conducting slow pitch
wakeboarding, BMX, softball tournaments);
motorcross, and street luge; | “TRIPLE CROWN”
and arranging and [entertainment services,
conducting athletic namely, organizing and
competitions in the above conducting soccer
sports] tournaments);
“TRIPLE CROWN”"
[organizing and
promoting state and
nationa street hockey
festivals, 3-on-3
basketball tournaments,
volleyball tournaments,
baseball tournaments,
college women's pre
season nationa
invitational basketball
tournaments, soccer
tournaments, and fast
pitch softball
tournaments)
7-26 OPP 107,673 Real Media, | Seeherman 2(d) Opposition | “REAL MEDIA” “REALMEDIA” [computer No
Inc. v. Hairston Sustained [providing Internet software which allows the
Real Net - Rogers* advertisers and viewing and transmitting of
works, Inc. publishers with an picture and/or video and/or
integrated, targeted, text segments and audio
computer-based system | segments over global
for delivery and storage | information networks that
of on-line advertising] transfer and disseminate a
wide range of information]

(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) *=0Opinion Writer; (D)=Dissenting Panel Member



http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/75614036.pdf
http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/com/sol/foia/ttab/2dissues/2002/107673.pdf

SUMMARY OF FINAL DECISIONSISSUED BY THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
July 22-26, 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

7-26 OPP 108,377 Pinkerton Quinn 2(d) Opposition | “WE NEVER SLEEP’ “CATCH-ALL” (and No

Service Hairston* Dismissed | (and design design incorporating a

Corp. v. Rogers incorporating a stylized representation of an

Senior representation of aneye) | eye) [alarmsfor health care

Tech- [private detective facilities, namely, door

nologies, investigationsand alarms to prohibit

Inc. property surveillance]; unauthorized exit or

“PINKERTON" (and
design incorporatinga
stylized representation of
aneye) [a variety of
services, including the
following: making
private investigations
and security surveysfor
others; maintaining
surveillance, control and
protecting peopleand
physical property;
providing uniformed
security forces;
providing guard
services; servicing
ATMsfor financial
ingtitutions; and other
services|; design mark
comprising astylized
representation of an eye
[making private
investigationsand
security surveys for
others; maintaining
surveillance, control and
protecting people and
physical property;
providing uniformed
security forces]

unauthorized entry]

(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/2002/108377.pdf

