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I. INTRODUCTION

This Supplemental Brief is filed in response to a Notice issued by the Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board having a mailing date of February 25, 2004. In this Notice, the Board stated that this
appeal is resumed, and further stated that Appellant could file a Supplemental Brief. Appellant files
this Supplemental Brief solely to address the issue, raised in the Office Action dated February 20,
2004 (the “February 20, 2004 Office Action™) regarding Appellant’s use of its mark LAUREATE to
identify remedial education.

II. ARGUMENT

In the February 20, 2004 Office Action, the Examining Attorney pointed out that, although
Appellant’s Brief explained that “Appellant’s goods do not address the needs of slow learners who
require remedial education,” Appellant’s website indicates that Appellant’s software may be used for
remedial education. Appellant acknowledges that its software may be used for remedial reading.
However, Appellant wishes to emphasize that persons using Appellant’s software for remedial
reading would also tend to be Persons with Diagnosed Disabilities (as such term is defined in
Appellant’s Brief). Applicant notes that its software is also used by English as a Second Language
(ESC) students.

1. CONCLUSION

Even though Appellant’s software may be used for remedial reading, Appellant maintains
that its software is significantly different from the Registrant’s books and services. Therefore, and
for the reasons stated in Appellant’s Brief, a likelihood of confusion is avoided.
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Sir:

Enclosed is Appellant’s Supplemental Brief for the above-identified trademark
application.
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