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Opi nion by Hairston, Adm nistrative Trademark Judge:

Mark R. Newman, d/b/a MRN Enterprises (Petitioner)
has filed a tinmely request for reconsideration of the
Board’' s January 30, 2001 decision dism ssing the petition

to cancel. Petitioner has requested a rehearing and an



Cancel | ati on No. 24, 265

opportunity to essentially further argue the clainms of
fraud and | ack of ownership in this case.

Petitioner is advised that it is not the practice of
the Board to hold an oral hearing on a request for
reconsideration. In view thereof, petitioner’s request
for a rehearing is denied.

Mor eover, petitioner had anple opportunity to submt
evidence in this case during its testinony period-in-
chief and rebuttal testinony period. Further, petitioner
had anpl e opportunity to argue this case in its brief and
at the oral hearing held on this matter.

Wth respect to petitioner’s contention that the
Board’s findings that respondent did not conmit fraud in
obtaining its registration and that respondent is the
owner of the JESTER mark are erroneous, we have carefully
consi dered petitioner’s argunments in this regard, and
find that our decision is fully supported by the evidence
(or lack thereof) in this case.

Under the circunstances, petitioner’s request for

reconsi deration is denied.



