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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD 
 

 
NAME OF APPLICANT:  Prema Jyothi Light 
 
NAME OF TRADEMARKS:  SHIMMERING BALLERINAS & DANCERS 
 
SERIAL NUMBERS:   76293326 
 
FILING DATE OF    First filed: July 9, 2001 
APPLICATIONS:   Later refiled: July 31, 2001 
 
DATE OF THIS DOCUMENT: Monday, June 6, 2011 
 
EXAMINING ATTORNEY:          Paul F. Gast, Esq., Law Office 106 
________________________________________________________________________________ 
 

APPLICANT RESPECTFULLY DISPUTES THE ALLEGATION THAT THE PDF FOR 
THE REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION WA S NOT ATTACHED TO THE FILING 

DATED DECEMBER 15, 2011 FOR THE TRADEMARK SHIMMERING BALLERINAS & 
DANCERS; HOWEVER, THE (REFILED) REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION IS 

BEING TIMELY REFILED TODAY AS A SEPARATE DOCUMENT  
IN RESPONSE TO THE TTAB ORDER DATED MARCH 4, 2011. 

________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
  
1. APPLICANT LIGHT DISPUTES THE STATEMENT THAT THE PDF WAS NOT 

ATTACHED TO THE DECEMBER 15, 2009 REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION 
FILED VIA TEAS FOR SHIMMERING BALLERINAS & DANCERS.  IT WAS 
DEFINITELY ATTACHED.  

 
 As Applicant, when I sit down to do an electronic filing, carefully follow a step-by-step 
procedure to complete the filing, to be sure everything is done correctly.  I make sure that I have all 
of the documents before me, physically and electronically, before I begin.  There is absolutely no 
chance of “leaving a pdf off” or “failing to attach” the pdf which is the sole purpose of the filing in 
the first place.  If the TEAS or ESTTA system fails to attach a pdf for any reason, the system so 
states this to the filer. 
 

Not only was this pdf attached, but it was read and responded to by Examining Attorney 
Paul Gast in his response dated January 28, 2010 to this REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION. 
 

If the pdf had not been attached, this would have been called to Applicant’s attention long 
ago.  This was never called to her attention earlier because the pdf was, in fact, attached.  There is 
no reason to wait over 14 months to call this to her attention. 
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People who have plagiarized my work in Colorado have bragged that they have people “on 
the inside” at the PTO willing to deliberately mishandle and tamper with my paperwork for these 
cases, at their request.  I wonder if this could be true, if people are “misguided by  deceptive spirits” 
to be dishonest and breach the trust of their positions. 
 

As Applicant, I hereby state for the record, that to the best of my knowledge and belief, this 
document was truly and successfully attached when I filed it the first time on December 15, 2009. 
 

At this time, I truly and honestly believe, and hereon allege, that this incident of a “missing” 
pdf document may possibly be an incident of dishonesty on the part of someone on the PTO staff; 
that there may be a continuing intention to mishandle the paperwork for this case, and cause for 
deepening concern about their honesty in handling the paperwork for this case. 
 
2. WITH SUCH PROTEST NOTED, THE DOCUMENT TITLED “(RE-FILED) 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION FOR THE TRADEMARK SHIMMERING 
BALLERINAS & DANCERS, IN RESPONSE TO TTAB ORDERS DATED MARCH 
2, 2011 & MARCH 4, 2011” IS BEING FILED TODAY AS A SEPARATE 
DOCUMENT, VIA ESTTA.  

 
Please note that the pdf for this document is being carefully attached to its filing.  Each stage 

of each filing is being image-captured by Applicant to document the step-by-step process for 
completing the ESTTA filing, including the successful attachment of the pdf referenced in the 
filing.  These image-captures can serve as evidence of the successful attachment of the pdf in case 
of any future disputes in this regard. 
 

This document is being filed timely, in accord with the deadline set in the TTAB ORDER 
dated March 4, 2011, and in accord with TMEP § 310.   
 

The actual due date for response was June 4, 2011, which fell on a Saturday.  TMEP § 310 
holds that:  “If a response or fee is due on a Saturday, Sunday, or a Federal holiday within the 
District of Columbia, the response or fee is considered timely if it is received on the following day 
that is not a Saturday, Sunday or a Federal holiday within the District of Columbia.  
35 USC § 21(b), and 37 CFR § 2.196.” 

 
 
Dated: Monday, June 6, 2011  Very respectfully submitted, 

 
/ Prema Jyothi Light / 
 
Prema Jyothi Light 
gloriouslybrightfaithlight@inbox.com 

    (303) 343-7789 
 
 


