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Introduction

Applicant has applied for Applicant’s Mark CROSSWALK (the “Mark”) to identify itself
and its products in the marketplace. The Examining Attorney (or “Examiner”) maintained a final
refusal of this application on two grounds: 1) Section 2(d) of the Trademark Act stating that
Applicant’s Mark “so resembles Applicant’s Marks shown in U.S. Registration Nos. 2,736,979
and 2,805,119 (the “Cited Marks”) to be likely, when used in connection [sic] the identified
services, to cause confusion, or to cause mistake or to deceive,” and 2) the wording of the

identification of services, which the Examiner considers indefinite.

As is more fully set forth below, Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner’s
assessment. The Cited Marks belong to a company that runs a religious internet portal and news
and chat room website. Applicant provides information technology and data storage consulting
and technical support services. The services are in vastly different realms, totally unrelated and
marketed in different channels to completely different consumers. Further, Applicant’s services
are marketed only to very sophisticated professionals who purchase after significant deliberation,
and the Cited Marks exist in a crowded field. The chance for any confusion as to origin in this
case is hardly fathomable. For the reasons herein, Applicant contends that Applicant’s Mark is

appropriate for registration on the Principal Register.
Identification of Services

Applicant originally filed this application with the following identification of services:

Professional services and support in connection with the assessment and
design of data and information resources, and the design, implementation,
workflow, process development and maintenance of software, data and
information systems, in International Class 42.

In the office action dated January 3, 2005, the Examiner requested that Applicant amend
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its identification, suggesting the following;:

Design of information and data bases for others; design, development and
implementation of software; maintenance of software and data bases.

Because the Examiner’s suggested amendment did not accurately describe Applicant’s
services, in its June 1, 2005 office action response, Applicant amended its identification of

services as follows:

Professional services and support in connection with the assessment and
design of information and data storage systems for others; design,
development and implementation of software; maintenance of software
and data storage systems for others.

In the office action dated July 29, 2005, the Examiner refused the proposed description

and suggested the following:

Professional technical support services, namely, design of information and
computer software for facilitating data storage for others; design,
development, and implementation of software; maintenance of computer
software; maintenance of computer software for facilitating data storage
for others.

After a conversation with the Examiner on January 17, 2006, Applicant proposed the

following amended description in an informal e-mail (See Exhibit A hereto)':

Professional assessment, design and technical support services, namely
assessment and design of information technology and data storage systems
for others; design, development and implementation of software;
maintenance of information technology software and data storage systems
for others.

The second, third and fourth portions of the description are substantially identical to what

! All of the exhibits to this appeal brief are already part of the record in this case: Exhibit A is included in
the Examining Attorney’s file as informal correspondence received from Applicant; Exhibits B — K and
Exhibit M were attached as exhibits to Applicant’s prior office action response; and Exhibit I was
attached as an exhibit to the most recent office action, dated July 29, 2005.
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the Examiner had proposed in the most recent office action. The first section is modified to
clarify that the company assesses, designs and supports information technology and data storage

systems for its clients. Applicant hereby formally submits this amended description.

Likelihood of Confusion

Applicant submits that the Examiner did not establish that Applicant’s Mark is likely to
cause confusion with the Cited Marks when used in connection with Applicant’s services. As
discussed in detail herein, and in contrast to assertions made by the Examiner, the marks have
different connotations in the way they are used, the goods and services have no overlap, there is
no overlap in terms of marketing channels and the consumers that would obtain Applicant’s
services are very sophisticated and are not likely to be confused. Finally, Applicant submits that
its applied-for description of services is not indefinite and uses commonly understood
terminology.

L APPLICANT’S MARK IS NOT CONFUSINGLY SIMILAR TO THE CITED MARKS

The Examining Attorney has refused to register Applicant’s CROSSWALK mark under
Section 2(d) on the ground that the Examiner believes that Applicant’s Mark so resembles the
marks in Registration Nos. 2,805,119 and 2,736,979 such that it is potentially likely to cause
confusion.  Crosswalk.com, Inc. (“Registrant”) owns both registrations for the marks
CROSSWALK and CROSSWALK.COM in connection with:

Computer services, namely electronic transmission of data and documents

via computer terminals; providing telecommunications connections to a

global computer network; providing bulletin boards and chat rooms

featuring general news and information of interest to specific groups with
specific self-defined interests, in International Class 38; and

Computer services, namely, providing multiple-user access to a global
computer information network; providing databases featuring general
news and information; providing search engines for obtaining data on a



global computer network; hosting websites of others on a computer server
for a global computer network; providing an online computer database in
the field of religion and spirituality; providing temporary use of online
non-downloadable software for use as a web filtering device, in
International Class 42.

(The Registrations cited by the Examiner are collectively referred to herein as the “Cited

Marks”).

Applicant has applied to register the mark CROSSWALK in International Class 42 in

connection with “professional assessment, design and technical support services, namely

assessment and design of information technology and data storage systems for others; design,

development and implementation of software; maintenance of information technology software

and data storage systems for others” (as amended above). Applicant submits that its mark should

not be barred from registration based upon the Cited Marks because the marks differ in the

following significant ways:

The connotations of the marks are entirely different.

The services offered under the marks are not closely related to the services offered under the
Cited Marks and will not overlap with them.

Applicant’s services are marketed to different target audiences than those identified by the
Cited Marks.

Applicant’s services require a high level of purchaser sophistication.

There has been no actual confusion among Applicant’s Mark and the Cited Marks despite a
period of concurrent use.

The Cited Marks are in a crowded field of “CROSSWALK” marks and thus only entitled to

very narrow protection.
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A. Legal Standard: Likelihood of Confusion

The question of likelihood of confusion between marks concerns “not the nature of the
mark but...its effect ‘when applied to the goods of the applicant.” The only relevant application
is made in the marketplace.” In re LE. du Pont de Nemours & Co., 476 F.2d 1357, 1360-61
(C.C.P.A. 1973). In determining whether there is a likelihood of confusion, courts look to many
factors, including the similarity or dissimilarity of the marks, the similarity or dissimilarity of the
goods, the channels of distribution of the goods, the sophistication of the targeted consumer, and
the fame of the prior mark. Id. An analysis of these factors shows that no confusion will result
between Applicant’s CROSSWALK mark and the Cited Marks.

1. Applicant’s Mark Differs in its Connotation from the Cited Marks

In determining the potential for likelihood of confusion, the marks must be regarded in
their entireties. Burger Chef Systems, Inc. v. Sandwich Chef, Inc., 203 U.S.P.Q. 733, 735
(C.C.P.A. 1979); AMF Inc. v. Sleekcraft Boats, 204 U.S.P.Q. 808, 814 (9th Cir. 1979) (the entire
mark must be considered); Kampgrounds of America, Inc. v. North Delaware A-OK
Campground, Inc., 190 U.S.P.Q. 437, 442 (D. Del. 976) (holding that each factor to be
considered in determining whether there is a likelihood of confusion between marks in question
is pertinent, but none is controlling); Salton Inc. v. Cornwall Corp., 205 U.S.P.Q. 428, 440
(D.N.J. 1979) (analysis of likelihood of confusion does not rest on single factor, but rather on a
variety of variables). “The test for likelihood of confusion does not focus on similarity of
competing marks in the abstract. Rather the test evaluates objective evidence that the competing
marks, when used in the marketplace, are likely to confuse the purchasing public about the
source of the products.” Kenner Parker Toys Inc. v. Rose Art Indus., Inc., 963 F.2d 350, 352

(Fed. Cir. 1992).
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The Cited Marks are used in the marketplace in connection with services related to the
Christian religion. (See printouts from Registrant’s website, attached hereto as Exhibit B). As
such, Registrant’s marks have a very specific connotation relating to a religious cross. The tag
line on Registrant’s website, “The Intersection of Faith and Life” and the clear depiction of a

religious cross inside the letter “o” in the mark further establish this connotation.:

crisswalk.com -

Applicant’s Mark, in contract, has no such meaning — it has nothing to do with a religious
cross or any other connection to the Christian religion. For Applicant and in the context of
Applicant’s industry, CROSSWALK is an arbitrary term that Applicant adopted. Given this
difference in connotation, it is not likely that consumers would confuse the two marks in the
marketplace.

The Examiner’s rejection of this argument based on the contention that “crosswalk does
not have multiple meanings and is defined as a designated place for crossing a street” completely
misses the point. Whatever the dictionary definition of the term “crosswalk,” Registrant is quite
clearly using the term “cross,” in large part, in order to signify a religious cross and this is an
important feature of the mark to Registrant. Applicant is using the term “crosswalk” as a pun on
the word — not to connote a street crossing. Further, for the Examiner to state that the image of
Applicant’s Mark on Registrant’s website does not contain a depiction of a religious cross inside
of the letter “o0” simply ignores the obvious. Applicant’s argument is not, as the Examiner seems
to mistakenly imply in the most recent office action, that the Cited Marks, as registered, actually

include the depiction of a religious cross. Instead, the depiction of the cross further establishes




the religious connotation in Registrant’s use of Applicant’s Mark, which is in stark contrast to
Applicant’s use. Thus, there is no likelihood of confusion.
2. Applicant’s Information Technology Services Offered Under the
CROSSWALK Mark are Distinct from the Religious Services Offered
Under the Cited Marks.

Confusion between Applicant’s Mark and the Cited Marks is very unlikely because the
services offered by Applicant and the cited companies are completely distinct. Even where two
marks are identical, courts and the T.T.A.B. routinely hold that there is no likelihood of
confusion “if the goods or services in question are not related or marketed in such a way that
they would be encountered by the same persons in situations that would create the incorrect
assumption that they originate from the same source.” TMEP § 1207.1(a)(i), citing Local
Trademarks, Inc. v. Handy Boys, Inc., 16 U.S.P.Q.2d 1156 (T.T.A.B. 1990) (LITTLE
PLUMBER for drain opener not confusingly similar to LITTLE PLUMBER AND DESIGN for
advertising services); Quartz Radiation Corp. v. CommScope Co., 1 U.S.P.Q.2d 1668 (1986)
(QR for coaxial cable held not confusingly similar to QR for products such as lamps and tubes
related to the photocopying field); see also Reg. Nos. 1,789,239 & 1,685,750 (attached hereto as
Exhibits C and D) (FIRST STEP registered by one party for “computer software for accounting
applications” and another party for “computer software for use in testing and evaluating skills for
job placement”); Reg. Nos. 1,985,591, 1,972,552, 1,958,470, 1,769,848, 1,652,266 & 1,684,124
(attached hereto as Exhibits E, F, G, H, I and J) (QUEST registered by six different owners for
different kinds of computer software). As in the above-cited cases, there is no realistic
likelihood that a consumer would falsely believe that the services offered in connection with
Applicant’s Mark and the Cited Marks originate from the same source because such services are

substantially dissimilar.
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The Cited Marks are used in connection with religious services, specifically by providing
“timely, relevant, life-enhancing material from qualified, respected Christian sources[.]” (See
printouts from Registrant’s website, www.crosswalk.com, attached as Exhibit B hereto.)
Registrant services are basically a website providing information about the Christian religion,
where to find Christian services, how to buy Christian products and providing discussion forums
and chat rooms for Christian topics. Its services are marketed exclusively to individuals and
religious organizations.

In contrast, Applicant has absolutely nothing to do with any kind of Christian religion or
spirituality-type services, nor does it have anything to do with a providing an informational
website or chat rooms. Applicant operates exclusively in the secular business arena and is not
involved in any way with religion or religious organizations. Applicant uses its CROSSWALK
mark for “professional assessment, design and technical support services, namely assessment and
design of information technology and data storage systems for others; design, development and
implementation of software; maintenance of information technology software and data storage
systems for others.” Applicant provides advice and consulting regarding a customer’s
information technology and data storage services. It assists them in assessing their current
systems and environment and then in designing and implementing new or improved information
technology and data storage solutions if necessary. (See printouts from Applicant’s website,
www.crosswalkinc.com, attached as Exhibit K hereto). The provision of religious content and

internet services differs radically from the provision of information technology-related services.

In addition, despite the Examiner’s assertion, which, contrary to Kenner Parker Toys
Inc., supra, ignores the Registrant’s marketplace use of its mark, which is exclusively related to

religion, there is no similarity between Registrant’s services and Applicant’s even setting aside
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the portion of the identification of services that is related to religion. Registrant’s description is
as follows:

Class 42: Computer Services, namely, providing multiple-user access to a

global computer information network; providing databases featuring

general news and information; providing search engines for obtaining data

on a global computer network; hosting websites of others on a computer

database in the field of religion and spirituality [as previously noted];

providing temporary use of online non-downloadable software for use as a

web filtering device.

Class 38: Computer services, namely electronic transmission of data and

documents via computer terminals, providing telecommunications

connections to a global computer network; providing bulletin boards and

chat rooms featuring general news and information of interest to specific

groups with specific self-defined interests.

In short, excluding the services that specifically reference religion, in Class 42, according
to the description, Registrant offers: 1) an internet portal, news databases, search engine services
and web filtering software. In Class 38 it offers 1) data transmission, internet connections and
bulletin boards and chat rooms.

None of these services have anything at all to do with Applicant’s services. Internet
hosting, web filtering software and provision of chat rooms have absolutely nothing to do with
consulting and technical support services for the assessment and design of information
technology and data storage systems. Further, Applicant’s professional and technical support
services cannot realistically be considered within Registrant’s “normal fields of expansion” as
the Examiner implies (see websites of Registrant and Applicant, attached hereto as Exhibits B
and K, respectively). They have absolutely nothing to do with one another.

Given the distinct nature of the services offered by Applicant, as compared to the services

represented by the CROSSWALK and CROSSWALK.COM marks, there is simply no realistic

likelihood that a consumer would falsely believe that the services offered in connection with

10




Applicant’s Mark and the Cited Marks originate from the same source. Thus, there is no
likelihood of confusion.
3. Applicant’s Services are Marketed to Different Parties than the
Services Sold Under the Cited Marks.

Because the services that Applicant offers under its mark are so different than those
Registrant offers under the Cited Marks, it is not surprising that the individuals and entities to
whom the respective products are marketed also vary significantly.

Applicant offers its to large corporations and those in charge of managing their
information technology systems. (See Exhibit K). In contrast, Registrant markets its services to
Christian individuals and families. (See Exhibit B). Registrant’s market of Christian individuals
has no overlap at all with the market and target audience, which is large, complex corporations.
Only large corporations would have a need for services like Applicant’s, which are designed to
manage complex information technology solutions in companies with a complex infrastructure.

Again, even removing the religious aspect of Registrant’s business, Registrant’s services
are marketed to individual consumers for use in their private lives, whereas Applicant’s services
are marketed to executives of corporations to use as part of their overall information technology
and data storage strategy. There is no overlap here. With no potential overlap at all in terms of
market or marketing channels, there is no likelihood of confusion as to source with the
simultaneous use of Applicant’s Mark and the Cited Marks.

4. Applicant’s Services Require a Sophisticated Customer.

Sophisticated purchasers further reduce the possibility of confusion. Indeed, courts have

held that even where services or goods are deemed to be sufficiently related, a sophisticated

consumer will make confusion a remote possibility. Astra Pharmaceutical Products, Inc. v.
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Beckman Instruments, Inc., 718 F.2d 1201, 1206-07 (1* Cir. 1983) (finding no infringement in
the case of ASTRA for local anesthetic preparation and ASTRA computerized blood analyzer
despite that both sold to “hospital community” where blood analyzers were expensive and
purchasing decisions made by sophisticated administrators, and noting that the most important
factor in its decision was sophistication of the buyers of the products); Compagq Computer Corp.
v. Procom Tech., Inc., 37 U.S.P.Q.2d 1801, 1813 (S.D. Tex. 1995) (“virtually identical”
computer drive trays unlikely to be confused where “market consists of sophisticated buyers”).

Like Astra, Applicant’s services are marketed to and purchased by very sophisticated
consumers. Specifically, Applicant’s services are marketed to information technology specialists
and professionals at large corporations that need Applicant’s services to assess, manage and
maintain their technology infrastructure. Applicant’s services are expensive and require a great
deal of sophistication to understand how the services function to assist corporations in managing
and protecting information and infrastructure. Companies seeking to purchase Applicant’s
services must be technically knowledgeable about Applicant’s services, as well as about
competing services and software and computer systems generally. This makes any purchase of
Applicant’s services one that is made only after carefully considered deliberation and likely
consultation with company information technology specialists and management, as well as direct
and lengthy contact with Applicant’s personnel. This type of purchaser would not be confused
as to the source of Applicant’s services versus those of Registrants, nor as to the companies in
general, regardless of the similarity of their marks. Therefore, there is no likelihood of
confusion.

The Examiner points to no evidence that contradicts this conclusion. Instead she attaches

third-party registrations that purportedly cover both Applicant’s and Registrant’s services, stating

12
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that they show that companies market services such as Applicant’s and Registrant’s “jointly.”
Without taking apart the particulars of the services covered in these applications, the fact that a
particular company has applied for a mark in connection with various, possibly very divergent
services, is irrelevant. Companies are free to use a particular mark to designate any number of
goods and services in a particular application. This has no bearing on whether those goods and
services have any relationship to each other, nor does it provide any evidence that a company
markets those goods or services “jointly.” Finally, the Examiner attaches a webpage,
purportedly to show that “customers would encounter the applicant’s services in the same market
as the registrant’s services.” The webpage (attached hereto as Exhibit L), in fact shows neither
Applicant’s nor Registrant’s services, indicating that perhaps the Examiner simply does not fully
understand the nature of the services provided by either.

5. There Has Been No Confusion Between Applicant’s Marks Despite a
Period of Concurrent Use.

Applicant has been using the term CROSSWALK in connection with its services since
mid-2004. The owner of the Cited Marks claims dates of first use of September 1998. Since
Applicant began use, there have been no known instances of consumer confusion. This lack of
confusion over the past several years further indicates no likelihood of confusion. See In re LE.
du Pont de Nemours & Co., 476 F.2d 1357, 1361 (C.C.P.A. 1973).

6. The Cited Marks are in a Crowded Field of CROSSWALK Marks
and Thus Are Only Entitled to Very Narrow Protection.

There are many companies in the marketplace that have registered some form of the term
“CROSSWALK?” for use in their name or for their company products. As a result, the Cited
Marks are entitled to onfy very narrow protection, very specific to the services offered under

Applicant’s Mark. National Cable Television Ass'n v. American Cinema Editors, Inc., 937 F.2d
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1572, 19 U.S.P.Q. 2d 1424 (Fed. Cir. 1991); Sum Banks of Florida, Inc. v. Sun Fed. Savings &
Loan Ass’n, 651 F.2d 311, 316, 211 U.S.P.Q. 844, 848 (5th Cir. 1981); See also 2 J. THOMAS
MCCARTHY, MCCARTHY ON TRADEMARKS § 11:85 (4™ Ed. 1998) (“Thus, in a ‘crowded’ field of
similar marks, each member of the crowd is relatively ‘weak’ in its ability to prevent use by
others in the crowd.”). The following are just a few examples of companies employing the term
CROSSWALK in their names or marks:

» CROSSWALK — annual publication, namely pamphlets featuring medical codes
used for diagnostic and billing purposes

» CROSSWALKS — metal non-luminous and non-mechanical signs

» CROSSWALK — resilient hard surface type covering for floors, walls, and other
surfaces

See Exhibit M attached hereto.

Because of the prevalence of the term CROSSWALK, it is reasonable to assume that
consumers have been conditioned to expect different sources for different goods or services
offered under a mark that includes CROSSWALK. National Cable Television Ass'n, 19
U.S.P.Q.2d at 1430 (noting that where a mark is commonly used on numerous types of goods
and services by different companies, it may be reasonable to infer that purchasers have been
conditioned to expect different sources for the different goods or services). Although Examiner
attempts to narrow the field to only CROSSWALK marks that are “computer-related,” we
disagree that this is the relevant analysis. As discussed in detail above, despite that both
Registrant’s and Applicant’s services somehow incorporate computers, they are in fact no more
similar than the services listed above. Thus, in such a crowded field of marks using the term
CROSSWALK, there is little likelihood of confusion between Applicant’s Mark and the Cited

Marks.
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B. Summary

Given the foregoing, Applicant is confident that no confusion will result between
Applicant’s use of CROSSWALK and Registrant’s use of the Cited Marks. The connotations of
the marks are entirely different and the services offered by the Applicant and Registrant are
entirely different and marketed to completely different parties in vastly different areas. In
addition, the purchasers of Applicant’s services are sophisticated consumers, there has been no
evidence of actual confusion and the Cited Marks exist in a crowded field and are weak and
entitled only to narrow protection. Considering all the relevant factors, the marks are not likely to
confuse consumers as to their origin.
CONCLUSION

Given the foregoing arguments and amendments, Applicant submits that the mark is now
in condition for approval and publication and Applicant requests favorable action.
Dated: March 23, 2006 Respectfully submitted,

COOLEY GODWARD LLP

W&M \/

Lisa K. Koenig

Attorney for Applicant Crosswalk Inc.
380 Interlocken Crescent, Suite 900
Broomfield, CO

Telephone: (720) 566-4000

249445 v1/CO
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Koenig, Lisa

From: Koenig, Lisa

Sent: Tuesday, January 24, 2006 4:12 PM

To: '‘Lana.Pham@uspto.gov'

Cc: Koenig, Lisa

Subject: Application Serial No. 78/424,189 /| CROSSWALK / Crosswalk, Inc.

Dear Ms. Pham,

Pursuant to our conversation on January 17 regarding the above-referenced application, | would like to propose the
following amendment to the identification of services:

Professional assessment, design and technical support services, namely assessment and design of information
technology and data storage systems for others; design, development and implementation of software; maintenance of
information technology software and data storage systems for others, in International Class 42.

The second, third and fourth sections are substantially identical to what you had proposed in the most recent office action.
The first section is modified to clarify that the company assesses, designs and supports information technology and data
storage systems for its clients. Please let me know whether this modification would be acceptable, and if not, please let
me know if you can propose an alternative.

| appreciate your assistance.

Best regards,

Lisa Koenig

Lisa K. Koenig

Cooley Godward LLP

380 Interlocken Crescent, Suite 900
Broomfield, Colorado 80021-8023

720/566-4049 tel
720/566-4099 fax

lkoenig@cooley.com

Colorado|Menlo Park|Palo Alto|Reston|{San Diego|San Francisco
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Vision

V\f/eC are a for-profit religious corporation dedicated to building up the Church, which is the Body
of Christ.

Mission

As a Christ-centered, for-profit corporation, we will create value for our customers, employees
and shareholders by:

¢ Bringing glory to God in all that we do;

¢ Equipping people to grow in their faith and the practical application of it in their lives;

¢ Enhancing fellowship, communication and relationship-building within the Christian
community; and

e Encouraging and enabling personal involvement in the care of those who are spiritually,
emotionally, physically or financially poor.

Statement of Faith

We believe that there is one God, eternally existing in three persons: the Father, the Son, and
the Holy Spirit. »

We believe that the Bible is God's written revelation to man and that it is verbally inspired,
authoritative, and without error in the original manuscripts.

We believe in the deity of Jesus Christ, His virgin birth, sinless life, miracles, death on the cross
to provide for our redemption, bodily resurrection and ascension into heaven, present ministry of
intercession for us, and His return to earth in power and glory.

We believe in the personality and deity of the Holy Spirit, that He performs the miracle of the
new birth in an unbeliever and indwells believers, enabling them to live a godly life.

We believe that man was created in the image of God, but because of sin, was alienated from
God. That alienation can be removed only by accepting through faith God's gift of salvation
which was made possible by Christ's death.

Our Website

Our aim is to offer the freshest and most compelling biblically-based content to Christians who
take seriously their relationship with Christ. Crosswalk.com is built around four primary content
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Latest Status Info _ Page 1 of 3

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:58:50 ET

Serial Number: 74346029 Assignment Information

Registration Number: 1789239 Assignment Information
Mark (words only): FIRST STEP

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: This registration has been renewed.
Date of Status: 2003-11-25

Filing Date: 1993-01-06

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1993-08-24

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 3

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2003-11-26

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. BEST SOFTWARE, INC.

Address:

BEST SOFTWARE, INC.

56 Technology Drive

Irvine, CA 92618

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Virginia

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
computer software for accounting applications sold as a package with instructional manuals

l-'{ttp://tarr. uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1789239 : 5/31/2005




Iatest Status Info

First Use Date: 1992-09-00
First Use in Commerce Date: 1992-09-00

Page 2 of 3

Basis: 1(a)
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2005-05-05 - TEAS Change Of Owner Address Received
2003-11-30 - TEAS Change of Correspondence Received
2003-11-25 - First renewal 10 year

2003-11-25 - Section 8 (10-year) accepted/ Section 9 granted
2003-08-25 - Combined Section 8 (10-year)/Section 9 filed
2003-08-25 - PAPER RECEIVED

1999-08-06 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
1999-02-22 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1993-08-24 - Registered - Principal Register

1993-06-01 - Published for opposition

1993-04-30 - Notice of publication

1993-03-22 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1993-03-19 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
MARSHA G. GENTNER (Attorney of record)

Susan M. Daly
Greenberg Traurig

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1789239

5/31/2005
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2375 East Camelback Road
Suite 700

Phoenix AZ 85016

Phone Number: 6024458382
Fax Number: 6024458643

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1789239 5/31/2005
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.
This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:46:36 ET

Serial Number: 74047914 Assignment Information

Registration Number: 1685750 Assignment Information

Mark

(words only): FIRST STEP

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Registration canceled under Section 8.
Date of Status: 1998-11-09

Filing Date: 1990-04-11

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1992-05-05

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 6

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter(@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 1997-03-11

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Snelling and Snelling, Inc.
Address:

Snelling and Snelling, Inc.
4000 S. Tamiami Trail

http:/tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1685750 5/31/2005




Latest Status Info

Sarasota, FL 34231

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Pennsylvania

Page 2 of 3

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009

computer software for use in testing and evaluating skills for job placement
First Use Date: 1989-06-15

First Use in Commerce Date: 1989-06-15

Basis: 1(a)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

1998-11-09 - Canceled Section 8 (6-year)

1992-05-05 - Registered - Principal Register

1991-11-25 - Allowed for Registration - Principal Register (SOU accepted)
1991-11-25 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

1991-10-09 - Statement of use processing complete

1991-07-26 - Amendment to Use filed

1991-01-29 - Notice of allowance - mailed

1990-11-06 - Published for opposition

1990-10-06 - Notice of publication

1990-08-23 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1990-08-20 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr7regser=re gistration&entry=1685750

5/31/2005

o
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Page 3 of 3

Correspondent
Stanley B. Kita (Attorney of record)

Stanley B. Kita

Howson and Howson

Spring House Corporate Center
Box 457

Spring House, PA 19477

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1685750

5/31/2005
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This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:47:01 ET
Serial Number: 74705257

Registration Number: 1985591

Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Registered.

Date of Status: 2001-09-06

Filing Date: 1995-07-20

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1996-07-09

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 103

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact

the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2003-02-04

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Met Pro Corporation, Stiles-Kem Division

\Address:
et Pro Corporation, Stiles-Kem Division
160 Cassell Road
Harleysville, PA 19438
United States
Legal Entity Type: Corporation
State or Country of Incorporation: Delaware

\ GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

Il\lternational Class: 009
computer software, namely computer generated analogous statistical evaluation procedures for potable

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr7regser=registration&entry=1985591 5/31/2005
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Latest Status Into : PageZot’

water systems
First Use Date: 1995-06-00
First Use in Commerce Date: 1995-06-00

No Filing Basis Claimed

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2>003~01-24 - Cancellation terminated for Proceeding

2003-01-24 - Cancellation dismissed for Proceeding

2001-09-06 - Cancellation Instituted No. 999999

1996-07-09 - Registered - Principal Register

1996-04-16 - Published for opposition

1996-03-15 - Notice of publiqation

1996-02-06 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1996-02-01 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
Scott B. Schwartz (Attorney of record)

RICHARD E. KURTZ

WOODCOCK WASHBURN LLP

ONE LIBERTY PLACE, 46TH FLOOR
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1985591 5/31/2005
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:47:15 ET

Serial Number: 74629290 Assignment Information

Registration Number: 1972552 Assignment Information
Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Registration canceled under Section 8.
Date of Status: 2003-02-08

Filing Date: 1995-01-31

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1996-05-07

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 102

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2001-09-28

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. QUALCOMM Incorporated

Address:

QUALCOMM Incorporated

6455 Lusk Boulevard

San Diego, CA 92121

United States '

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Delaware

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
computer software, namely electronic mail software for sending, receiving and managing electronic mail

ttp://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1972552 5/31/2005




L:atest Status Info

messages
First Use Date: 1993-08-30
First Use in Commerce Date: 1993-09-30

Page Zot 2

Basis: 1(a)
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2003-02-08 - Caﬁceled Section 8 (6-year)

1996-05-07 - Registered - Principal Register

1996-03—i3 - Opposition terminated for Proceeding

1996-03-13 - Opposition dismissed for Proceeding

1995-12-12 - Opposition instituted for Proceeding

1995-10-16 - Extension Of Time To Oppose Received
1995-09-12 - Published for opposition

1995-08-11 - Notice of publication

1995-06-29 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1995-06-27 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
Theresa R. Willi (Attorney of record)

THERESA R. WILLI

QUALCOMM INCORPORATIED

6455 LUSK BOULEVARD, SUITE Q433C
SAN DIEGO, CA 92121

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1972552

5/31/2005






Latest Status Info Page 1 o1 2

L3

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 12:01:45 ET
Serial Number: 74568385 Assignment Information

Registration Number: 1958470 Assignment Information

Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Section 8 and 15 affidavits have been accepted and acknowledged.
Date of Status: 2002-04-25

Filing Date: 1994-09-01

Transformed into a National Application: No

Registration Date: 1996-02-27

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 109

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2002-04-26

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. MYND CORPORATION

Address:

MYND CORPORATION

MYND CENTER

BLYTHEWOOD, SC 29016

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Michigan

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
computer software programs for use by hospitals, HMOs and HOMs in recording patient, visitor and

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1958470 5/31/2005




Latest Status Info

First Use Date: 1985-05-03
First Use in Commerce Date: 1985-05-15

Basis: 1(a)

employee information; software for recording the training and credentials of medical staff

Page 2 of 2

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2002-04-25 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 aékﬁowledged
2002-02-27 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1996-02-27 - Registered - Principal Register

1995-12-05 - Published for opposition

1995-11-03 - Notice of publication

1995-09-12 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
1995-08-11 - Communication received from applicant

1995-02-16 - Non-final action mailed

1995-02-08 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

1995-01-31 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent

KENNETH J. PURCELL

COMPUTER SCIENCES CORPORATION
2100 E. GRAND AVE.

EL SEGUNDO, CA 90245

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1958470

5/31/2005
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:48:32 ET

Serial Number: 74290100 Assignment Information

Registration Number: 1769848 Assignment Information

Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: This registration has been renewed.
Date of Status: 2003-07-22

Filing Date: 1992-06-30

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1993-05-11

Register: Principal

Lﬁw Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 4

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter(@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2003-07-24

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. DELMIA CORP.

Address:

DELMIA CORP.

900 N. SQUIRREL ROAD SUITE 100
AUBURN HILLS, MO 48326

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Delaware

- GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
factory floor automation simulation software

http://tarr.uspto. gov/serviet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1 769848 5/31/2005
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First Use Date: 1992-04-07
First Use in Commerce Date: 1992-04-07

Basis: 1(a)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2003-07-22 - First renewal 10 year

2003-07-22 - Section 8 (10-year) accepted/ Section 9 granted
2003-05-12 - Combined Section 8 (10-year)/Section 9 filed
2003-05-12 - TEAS Section 8 & 9 Received

1999-09-17 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
1999-05-10 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1993-05-11 - Registered - Principal Register

1993-02-16 - Published for opposition

1993-01-15 - Notice of publication

1992-12-14 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
1992-11-30 - Examiner's amendment mailed

1992-11-24 - Previous allowance count withdrawn

1992-11-13 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
1992-11-03 - Examiner's amendment mailed

1992-10-15 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

1992-10-13 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

http://tarr.uspto.gov/serviet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1 769848 5/31/2005
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Correspondent

MICHELLE L VISSER

RADER FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC
39533 N WOODWARD AVE STE 140
BLOOMEFIELD HILLS MI 48304

http://tarr.uspto. gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1769848 5/31/2005
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Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:55:26 ET
Serial Number: 74090643

Registration Number: 1652266

Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Registration canceled under Section 8.
Date of Status: 1998-02-03

Filing Date: 1990-08-22
Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1991-07-30
Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 6

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 1991-08-07

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD
1. Software Shop Systems, Inc.

Address:

Software Shop Systems, Inc.
P.O.Box 728

Farmingdale, NJ 077270728
United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation
State or Country of Incorporation: New Jersey

\ GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
software for use in the construction industry

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr ?regser=registration&entry=1652266 5/31/2005
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L,atest Status Info

First Use Date: 1990-07-26

First Use in Commerce Date: 1990-08-17

Page 2 of 2

Basis: 1(a)
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

1998-02-03 - Canceled Section 8 (6-year)

1991-07-30 - Registered - Principal Register

1991-05-07 - Published for opposition

1991-04-05 - Notice of publication

1991-01-25 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1991-01-25 - Case file assigned to examining attormey

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
Allan Ratner (Attorney of record)

Allan Ratner

Ratner & Prestia

500 North Gulph Road
P.O. Box 980

Valley Forge, PA 19482

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr‘?regser=“registration&entry=1652266

5/31/2005







Jatest Jrawas inio Page 1013

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 11:51:40 ET
Serial Number: 74023630 Assignment Information
Mark (words only): QUEST

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: This registration has been renewed.
Date of Status: 2002-09-19

Filing Date: 1990-01-29

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1992-04-21

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 4

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact
the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2004-07-27

LAST APPLICANT(S)OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. CENTURA SOFTWARE CORPORATION

Address:

CENTURA SOFTWARE CORPORATION
945 Island Drive

Redwood Shores, CA 94065

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: California

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 009
computer software, manuals and guidebooks sold as a unit for use in the manipulation, analysis,

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1684124 5/31/2005
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presentation and development of forms and reports regarding business information and other data stored
in an underlying database management system

First Use Date: 1991-03-01

First Use in Commerce Date: 1991-03-01

Basis: 1(a)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2002-09-19 - First renewal 10 year

2002-09-19 - Section 8 (10-year) accepted/ Section 9 granted
2002-08-13 - TEAS Change of Correspondence Received
2002-06-0?; - Combined Section 8 (10-year)/Section 9 filed
2002-06-03 - PAPER RECEIVED

1998-07-17 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
1998-04-21 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1992-04-21 - Registered - Principal Register

1992-01-02 - Allowed for Registration - Principal Register (SOU accepted)
1991-12-18 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

1991-11-27 - Statement of use processing complete

1991-09-30 - Amendment to Use filed ‘

1991-08-13 - Notice of allowance - mailed

1991-05-21 - Published for opposition

1991-04-19 - Notice of publication

1991-01-28 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

htt;T://tarr.uspto. gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1684124 5/31/2005
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K]

1990-12-03 - Communication received from applicant

1990-05-29 - Non-final action mailed

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
ALDO J. TEST (Attorney of record)

Stacey R. Halperm

Knobbe, Martens, Olson & Bear, LLP
2040 Main Street, 14th Floor

Irvine CA 92614

Phone Number: (949) 760-0404
Fax Number: (949) 760-9502

hnf://tarr.uspto. gov/servlet/tarr?regser=registration&entry=1684124 5/31/2005






» Vision :» About :» Products := Solutions =

OUR BUSINESS

Crosswalk’s mission is to

bring storage solutions
to the mid-market,
These solutions address
today’s key business
concerns, such as IT
consolidation,
information backup,
disaster recovery,
application performance
and availability. Our
solutions include
software, best-practices
and professional
services. We deliver
these solutions to the
market through highly
capable, authorized
solution partners.

Crosswalk Storage
Manager is the core
application of the
Crosswalk Storage
Manager Software
Suite.

It provides
navigation and
visualization from
the host down to the
LUN. Using an
agentless discovery
process, it leverages
indusfry standard
dafa collection via
WML, SNMP and
SMI-S fo give you
unsurpassed
vigibilily info your

IT environment.

Crosswalk’s solutions help unify information access and storage management,

providing a simple and dramatically more powerful way to use and protect

information assets.

CROSSWALK WEBINAR
"The Simple Path to Reducing Data Protection Headaches" - April 28,

2005

» View Webinar Now

& Get a free IT infrastructure
visualization & documentation tool




© Copyright 2005 Crosswalk. All Rights
Reserved.

Home | Terms of Use | Privacy
Policy | Contact Us
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Product Based Services

Storage Solution Services

Education Services

Certifications Available

Npie. DOW

:» Vision » About = Products :» Solutions :- Partners ;=

SOLUTIONS

Crosswalk Solutions
consist of storage

industry best
practice
methodologies and
professional
services wrapped
around the
Crosswalk Storage
Manager Software.
By leveraging this

unique

combination, we L det R e

provide a The daiabase Reporier option for Crosswalk Storage Manager
. generates specific reports for SAL Server and Oracle

comprehensive databases. With this module, you get management metrics

package of services and visibility of your databases so that you can properly and

and solutions for efficiently manage your Oracle and SQL databases.

our partners and
end-user customers to heip them solve IT infrastructure and storage related business

problems.

Our current Services include Crosswalk Storage Manager Product Based
Services, Storage Solutions and Education Services.

Product Based Services

e Crosswalk Storage Manager Installation/Implementation
Certified Crosswalk Professional Consultants will provide instailation services
for all purchased modules of the Crosswalk Storage Manager Suite. This
installation includes software/server installation and configuration of
necessary agents. Crosswalk or certified partner consuitants will also provide
hands on education and training to ensure our clients are fully capable of
utilizing Crosswalk Storage Manager.
O Client Education
As part of the implementation of Crosswalk Storage Manager you will
receive education and hands on training to help you get the most out
of this powerful software suite. Crosswalk professionals will ensure you
have all the necessary knowledge to manage your IT environment in a



more efficient manner.
(See Crosswalk Product training for more information on the modules
for this knowledge transfer)
e Crosswalk Planning Tool
Crosswalk Professional Consultants will ‘provide instatlation services of the
Crosswalk Planning Tool. This includes initial software installation and hands
on education of the planning tool.

Storage Solution Services

e Consolidation Services (Server/Storage)
O Assessment
Crosswalk Professional Consultants will conduct an assessment of your
IT environment using ITIL best practice standards and provide a
comprehensive assessment report. This report will include current
findings and key recommendations to meet your current and future
business needs resulting in opportunities to improve utilization,
application availability, backup completion rates, etc.
O Planning/Design
The assessment report can be used to develop a plan and design a
solution to meet the current issues highlighted in the assessment
report for your specific environment. Crosswalk Professional Services
can assist with this phase of plahning and design.
O Implementation
Once the plan and resulting design are completed Crosswalk
Professionals can implement the solution to resolve or improve any
outstanding issues.
e Healthcheck Services
Crosswalk Professionals will provide periodic checks and updates to your
environment using our Professional Services assessment tool. We will provide
a complete healthcheck and alert you to all discovered issues that could
jeopardize your data availability and or compromise your deployment. This will
be followed up with a plan to bring your environment back to industry best
standards.
e Backup Services
O Assessment
Crosswalk Professional Consuitants will conduct an assessment of your
current backup environment and policies using our Professionai
Services assessment tool. A report will be provided outlining all
discovered information and recommendations for fixing any issues
O Planning/Design
The assessment report can be used to develop a plan and design a
solution to meet the current issues. Crosswalk Professional Services
can assist with this phase of planning and design.
O Implementation
Once a plan and design has been developed and approved Crosswalk
Professional Services can assist with implementing the solution to
resolve or improve any outstanding issue

Education Services



® Partner Sales Training/Certification
Crosswalk Education Specialists provide comprehensive education on the
values of Crosswalk’s products. This includes in-depth knowledge of the
product and the value of Crosswalk Storage Manager to a client’s IT
organization. This knowledge transfer includes certification testing to ensure
our clients get professional and consistent solution sales support whether
working directly with Crosswalk or through one of our certified Value Added
Resellers
(To find out more about how to become a Crosswalk VAR see our Crosswalk
partner page.)
e Crosswalk Product Training
Crosswalk Education Services offers specific education and knowledge transfer
on all components of the Crosswalk Storage Manager suite. This curriculum is
available to Crosswalk clients and VARs. The curriculum includes education on
the following Crosswalk modules:
® Resource Manager
O Oracle Reporter Option
MS SQL Server Reporter Option
MS Exchange Reporter Option
NAS Reporter Option
Advanced Backup Reporter Option
O Basic Backup Reporter Option
® SAN Manager
O SAN Performance Option
Knowledge Database
Delivery/Implementation

o 0 0 o

Certifications available from Crosswalk Education Services

Crosswalk education specialists provide instructor led training to certify authorized
partners in the implementation of Crosswalk products. This curriculum will prepare
consultants to deliver all aspects of implementing specific Crosswalk modules or the
entire Crosswalk Suite.

Crosswalk Sales Support Professional

Crosswalk Integration Professional

Crosswalk Administration Professional

Crosswalk Support Professional

Crosswalk Architect (Certification for Integration, Administration, and Support)

> Back to top

© Copyright 2005 Crosswalk. Alf Rights Home | Terms of Use | Privacy
Reserved. Policy | Contact Us







:u
TENDCOTTE

{fpodey Auspend) ol
FHDOILNIS 499

) (53203 42930) 1] uaua
SHI 3U0OTLMIS 10y W-5 whod ] -

ua o) une ayy fep B
MEWL SI} ATUIS 'SR 40} AN 8
ToreTerTe ||| ARUL Rwuins syl any oy 8q uoos

<[] SPIY pILE

. uoea

o RO
FYDIILMIE 404 GEHOT v

0SS

fpoday Apspend) oM

(yadzy (EnusE)aNT
IYCDLLNIS 40y BSLOT oy
SPQOZ/TITT

sbuiy 235

o~y
h

BAODW

‘spsadRp pur sEpdn
AuRdiLucd Lo UOIRELIGIU

SRE| BYF BAIBISY

0Z0CE T4 ‘poomAfion
dn-ubig "DALG POOMA|IOH OTHT

U7 ‘sucoiuag

0} PIEAID) MOD| PUE Of i ey shofus
JOW B0 Jou e sy, uny B

pue A

By 21,004 Uay

k=)

aie 513

GONE W a0 ‘
:voday Apapenp

PECS TCO 7SO
BER!
9980°LC6"¥S6

rauoydeys)

WI0D 21020 USSTo Ul

JpRW-g

SUOIE|ad J01SOAU

shaovinoy | SEOUEIE | enoiusinps

3f 1108y

3

afyepeojuMop toll JuaUIdo)

ADP:




58

{3rodsy

SEHIOTOH

0T a0

{Hoday Spapend] DUl

HIQWH DO 104

-

) afiueyaxa vn ayl un Buys oI G4 pasor ad 2 a0 Sued A
paduames 3 ,:::az nd o a_,uEv Um fi :2 ale sawedutos fiy Em: u_:U fi
pa
SEY A2E u_':“,‘_.:m_ :

m__t 10 $5833n3 a_.: EE Em

L 28 SBUISNPU By Ul anasn Ay a

uo jou eq s Aueduwon ey o mamaad & quied o Jduwspe |
sauojsafi pug ‘sadoy ‘sp20b sanqe sy) uodn 138p81 @ IEBSA mau aly) o

JEEw ey RS OISR I8 YAy
Aoy Apenb OING diay Aisea pinos suonsinbae 1agquay omd 343 IRE g unEIpEn
Lodn Apjeipatiu aburyaxa 10ES aloU) £ 0] unnEdNdde ayew 0} spuaul Juatuatiey W
‘aaeds awes ayl wyps fuedwind aBie) e oy Fuas
10 samedwna aygnd Em._mﬁ_mm se 0wy Gupnnds sspoyiaw snoues yiinouyy saue qns
emoid ysou no Buyss ynysseaans sapnjaul ue STEHUISNG BYY 0 FaUL)] ARy
suonezuet
A|qEILEYS Wavag o) paubisap NG| Jay0d & J0 YIURE] 5Y] pAIURNULE Sl Juas
d ‘apuep( jo uneiodiog Bunues yoogiayo g pannbae
pue fpunpodde uswgsaw 298 e se aopas Buiwel syt pamuap asoonuas ‘pus ey oy
SIS
Bununa pue dn ssyia se e se 1013335 3jelsa jeal ay) Wb SUoIpSnboe Ao Bm._ac.su
gns Bunisne Bunnyunu apnjam o) sew ueyd saau 15119
000'00:% 1 panjes
B 3R B4 ala)dwng o) sunesado uBINAuLy YINoS oy Fr 1pung |21 pa

MALLBYYI0} S19RNUDD JaGUI pRINIAS 0S|E sinIuaR "alnkae o) SEap ay) Hui 1z undpy

EELREDEY, .ﬁ JUBUNY IRDS IBISEAN PUR BILY EIS07) 40 |B12a10 4

YuwE suoneueld daqun afis anbae o) sawsaibe paufis Guwey Ay BEELY

0 ped gy agy g ssanans Gukanoe B WIEpRUOD YE) uaalieden ' Frnz jo pus ay) £g

Sapado

aieisa jear Butpapun siayl yw pannbae saszauisng Buiprijaur njaas ape)ss ear anyg ugim

Alespl ‘uomsinbae g yyeoili jo pajsisuo m.wm_a sussinbae Aewud ay) aun aseyy
(Baayy deah ur uning gaLg pue "omg JEak u [N GLE fAuD Jeak U Ul Ny

zmﬂ_::: SIRESE [N MR npiing e
THIINS 0] 8109
pea) diay 0] pajusws)dun uaag ¢ e deus peos o ueyd aseyd m&:: W
RIEIZ [EB] Ul UOIIENUSILOD & Yl Suedn

Fay aygnd & swodaq o) ued ssansng s fuedwod 8] paniansa H_&_cycr:_._\._

"EOOE J0 azuuing ay) BUnnp o) a1odquas sl shulpoy « fop

IPoH efap o jongun paues t._mct_mmm_._m_._,_ jaung

-GOCZ 03 pESLlyy 4007 & puk
o4} 40 dwins oue fukwolioy auyy sauruuopod N o sjuowssasor Jenuue pue uenhb .f:?o_._._
SEINBAL Wiapad pUE B|0EIUNGDIE SBYESING P01 Jus ,_.Smm:ﬁ: @ JRYY S4API0YRIBYS N0
O} BJENSUDULIBN O} 31 18)8] 8 S} 0 &S E ’ RE] 5, awafieuew uodn .-wu_..#
SFA0) SU015 UF plaL airny a1y jey 751 _c ! ?ESET w:v .-.;,5_._ 400 U0 HIBG pEIEla B
U1 500Z 01 peaty 435 E pue




AUSTIpUL JagLUI YT Ly
G:,a 0} passlzifial Ajuanad '
> S0 Juadsad c_ sey haunl uosuad pue s um_._m..
' ustualizuely prsael ' Aqp Uo pus NG 18IS e A
2 1) .._me‘c: u o_m____._ 4 _E;_ 25831001 19 1

126 E u%_ _% a1l A H_ :Et EES: o t
.u.:us._:_ 1B0UaY ayy Ul n.r_cmxmi 2_ ASEALIUN 0} YOYA 5N !
HONIpPE aunban 0] SPUSIUE SDUES "Sirad 0a JHaEU ay) J; ._c ﬁu_:ncor puE BUIRLR SE
i saununddo jpunndadixa jo pawea) og)e '

3 104 [erUAuag AjSLWUas aq pinoa Jnsal 1e0 ayy cfue
i 2 ,wf:a ?:a; g E::ua STYL (215000 4 YIHWIS) LB AIRPIL B4} SR S
f15anp puel aues AU o Y aunbae oy wogenabau ul Ajjuauna 2
3_& l 00 U ut pue| 14} 4o SISS [ _m:: ay| _S;_ao__ ALl oid asowl & ay 3n paj Ajjeng: t:_._;
ul_:u
i u._mom 1.;: :m_:m_.;_.n iU} 0 n_n_:‘._trg ayy e Buizk
Wiadal 120l NG BUUND Way] pawies) 8y sm SE S1381 Ay 4o u :

Aueduio ayy ur ayeis enpae
=y ; Jea Buisealaul pue ‘Jeoy Auipusizing (210 m.m.?._p_::m_u fiuizeainap snyy ' pajaauea
eyand ayy se Aued Buijes ayp o panss) sawe SLIIHILL m_t;.:-.._
En_ YHUWIS 0] UMIBI205se pUE Saualsal was a "B & UBIIppE _.__
m.na % Aasinooal _n?._ I1e Guno(dia unfisq sey er.:::n_ B EIS00)
ALl n:m :a_._.a_a a3

m:j ,ﬁ: __mJ
o1 fundwage A _: ti u QEB:%S( 1?2_ _:._n_ &n E pap o
puE Sy ?Emf,ma‘ﬂ u_: __m alidsap ﬁ_cv_ 2 55 .; Em: 1_: = .E_ jou pip
135U J0 S 8IDE (T 0 ¢

‘alep 0} She@p AU 03 paoey asey am Ay Juassdde au
aq o) paad dul sy siepoyseys sy 1safie) nay) o aun fiu NI S
a4 Al 0 AWDS ja Jak PUE LU0 J8E] B NI ”; ﬁ_. ;:_ &Em:.. _._H

tead 311 4o savenb 15 ay) Buunp wadues jeail & awedag ppne

i £ o vonajduind ay) pueao) [e15200 4 YIS oy uoneiadoas jo yoep ayy uoneiadaod | y3
papuUELEp puE Sa)e3 1_: 0} LnJIN e pasEaap Juswebieuew aoonuas 'S0z 1o ssuenh e
# Aued Buygjas ayy Ag pasnes siegap snosEwny pasuay adya ianen § wEa D

_u_._ :u_: ainsus E
7 _‘_:m. ek ,E patajdwos ag pin
AYY 01 pAaUaD pey
p o}y mE fle 4
Dﬂ = Fe = _u_ ,_HL.:._ fe TD«_U_D_
= fiu ?_2,_ a_: E :o; _m_ u :_u__m: .; S & wm:a: pue m d y1og 5) ey
peg 3yl pue poor m_t :Knsnpuj dsquiny

SO0T 30 danenb (s AUl o pua 2yl A oenuon
Jaguu Pala(duIng 154y B WOy SaNUBARL oog o pacay s uoippe w Oz dedenk 1y [
10 pua avy) Aq pajapdwed uaaq asey pinoays u:cén E: puE $007 *. ateald E ?EE ina uo
ELR S IR THU 132




ASApUL B} 885 A
8y} A undn paussoy
E_m_._._ m_: B auo m_._\__u,&g Lion_ U333 0SB SAEY an n.f..sc._ Em. al c_

‘puEdy A___um_:;cn_ 1_: m_._. EITTIEE ejaudosd umo Jno jo uonowod
1 ppiase azqod ayy unpearapn uell
w 2 L_c_u_m:m_ Ea ay ol o) sjeuomssapod saoad waouy
o T c_ﬁ fuipnjaul Ecmc._m_._SE .S.FE Ayl Je unpejuasaida anzy 01 SpUBIL HR0OZIEH0H
BUELEET LR afiesanna apaduiod Bupangd S PERIPAP HOU Al 3[3ULRID bsf alljua seaeal )15g)
0} pasedwiod Jeak siy) jsausiu adow mf i Jaqng DYEEIREE
ale sluaweLino) sayod jsabfiig sy o ati 3 pUE AEAMIBPUN (@A S UDSEAS In

"GO0 40 JaUenh punoas ayy w ARy g
PAEDG UBAINGg O10 u_,: B :o:m._ dile 5,640 4 1By paedianue =)

18UL0) sEM Jangiayod TAjFieunpo 4 padind \ Bl 130 40 §5 Ei Ay} Ul ale SPPRE Ay} pue
dealk syl o sanenh s syl BuLnp pajy seaw En._c:;n m_:;:_‘_ ps %.:rac_c; a:.r 1834iEw Emcm
uang AL0 ayi uo Bunsy oy 3 apeibe E
0} wuy Buiipne ue pafiebua Apeaye sey m._ou::mr_ ,Lm.n.;ﬁ ,\__:n_ Ayl uo omﬂ :

Auedwiad papes Appygnd & 51003 1 3ws a0duag oy Apunpodda Buipoxa ue sjuasaidal
_:Jm_min_n_ an3aqg mE,.. ‘Coae jn :Q ul = = LN a1 ..r_n. A .._D_u_m_.l..m_'_ﬁ_
AR A ] HEAN

PUOA @YY PURIE SESNED B)qeEyd Sylomm a0} [eHded BUISIEL 0} PalEIRER
SUBWIELINGY 0 SALAS B Unog SRy Ecmhn:.__.i ayijo :_H_:r.._:l__: L T_m_._n__: SanuEyd
21eqne asies o) sadoy weay | | oy i IppE W
Z5aUISNG i) Jo apIs Bunaxiew pue 3y} un aious sMa04 0) suie
Juediog ayy peaisuy aps \_“.._n;_ fepd aoy fed 3] 1jou Sa0p ug|
S 40ngianng ap F;m_.uio ?\:Em. E I M. m_t m_,:m:mu |
0} umu:m: : EXTTREES Jayod pue Bunuel Lies ?w nmmmoa qo0gEd0d 4 "0
uonjesnding
S RHGOIBIEE U] S el gues

,mw._ 0gq Ano o Sanuyasal jcm

SUOH Inhae aguin nog ] QD __m a3l

tedwing ayy .
m;: Eoc __m.m m_:m. Em...cm_._ E PRI A
a aplaod
.n EmEEa_.Sw 3 @iyl Em ‘uo fiuEnuasuod
I zlg) E vrucn_; {
19 pue u._m.ml_. "
i Ul puedia danssal m:v E :v_l

ST UD pRINI0G WIS 0] A0INUES SuDsEAl SuEL _u__:: ajdnoa e 1snl aie asay) asn
JNSIUIOP UMD .__m;:_e AYpowing aqenpes B welal o) ysia LAy se aquingragquan i fuo

sa13n0d nay) pepuawte mou aaey e Budpddns 10y $8UN0sa) aauUn alam
m.mcE:ou _,_:L;_ n:;S SE Yans Sauunod woy &enadss bl |




28 UR :__ _m“

UGN | ::5?. icif paau ay) nayes ea :..EI 3 AlE
s Gy ol __.._ asiel 0 Aupge 3 uedwad syl &) Qg © 0 Waua (EUSIPRE Wy

0304 'SeUEIPISONS RO g0 ajes
%mv ‘uniyzinkoe jo
do _:..,_,o_m SI0W 131304 ANJINNS T 2Y) 243

.w,_am_ g :___E_. ag An ?;A_n
3.:_.6.. a_:_n___u; m_._a € Sr onagy opeaocdiod Jou

A.DL i _:v \_uJIﬁ_J7 A_-_.:u
waannta) b

Auswy aaey e @ _cDm_ e 5
s Auediing ayy sanpongsas o) ?;_._.f Em_.ﬁ m..su.#_._n.m ay
(bag) Auedwery yu ao.m?.ﬁu wmu:_m:m_ v Eou::mu

Dok 841 IBA |12 padofua B pue "AEIS O] alay S0 TUOYS U] Ea)

el uo spediaed
0} si3feyd arow Buismoje smyy ‘siealk asy BaEu Ay dEs0 uonendod (Riguah m.: m_a_:r PN

&) 3ol 3uIdaq 0} —um;um_“_ 19 St _u_\_vﬂﬁ Ol pue Jaliaiu) cjaylew

}
"sipwod ﬁ_:_r. suafie ,G al :t::r ElUl _::..&t. I}
| :C«_ _me e fi E.Dn_ _._:U MOU Spaag Ayl _.F:«_'_U_ﬁ_ ;D | D pe .wcn. _«Dr__ LU _H_DQ *UED
xa wfisg 0} spua xog_m_mi:n_ ‘:u:_._ 183 00giayng oy aded
mh_:_ Aian e 51 alay) aingaiay) 'sogeiado ays Ex _.,_ 19: E _n__mma Jad
QUL ;t..% aie m_m.ﬂ.w__ Llﬁ un: G2, 38aSU3Y) N

| 5T _E_‘__ ncus c _E_:Q
SIIBIELINGD A UEYD n._c ._Q : : :?_____: T_:uoa :.E:;E; U:E;_m:._Er_._E:_xcom_.a%_

L] N0 Qg AU LD RUE B I LI, Aeyd pue uo fop ues
HaYY Uy 2ans

E 2L 40 SASNIA fitipe
I a_.h:m_,___._,___m QEEE: .E«:m..: m;: ua ?_:Dc:_ ,_1\..__\;_

uauad Sue m:_: )
el unsanh sn

B LD SA0LY n_._m msm:_w nm m_‘,::m,::ou .o..,_o m a: E ] :E :
Vuoys oy pastod pue pos Bupeadde Sysnpu 15 Ui

A6 uuay Guof pue 'apeipauss

SE AL SUINJJ0N BUY) BHIUN "PSIUBLIEM [|3M, Al m..T £l
3l

wanhasgns » .:_ eqo|B sasnoy B EUCE Emc:m@,:_ £
PAZEI0U BY) BIOJBIBY] “Saler Ypmb pue SHuEs
auyi u samedwon doy ay) sh ::rm A0 SARUE
Pg w_:v .. E i_.; F::;E; fiun :1 Yire seA
U ayy __m_:_“;: 4 :
ue apduns

:EH:a a_: E RLITIVE: EEE seau a_: u E_E_ AWDS «.,:.5 E
pue euaydna Ajaiew &

[EERERITN!
apeunpii

JORITESCE
giadsa ?: na3 Ay} a0} S0g




T LIFINOD | UL 139 9oL53niT | SMOILISINGS

EICEES
mj sdni

jhainal auyy 1oy sn
31|3qIEez Inask ualse) 08 pa _ae_“; oW puE JRBuS S0 aYEL w _._:_u:_ Ayl u 2duwing A
UMD IND SRNWINITE 0] SNWIDD 244 S843SIN0 U1 2ARI131 3 21d zauEng ano W

SN ﬂ_mn_m_.”
_ nog to_.:_:., Al apeandde au
n x__.;E n__t::q .__: n__m 1,.:_m:r {anad Jo) Suap|oysIEYS Ino Jo yaEs o) syuel)
Eut:ac.: o .Eu_:\.._:)_ ST 40 BUODIE ANIY A4} A B Jels ing dna aye
13_5; anatiaua pajeanow Anfiy pareaipap jo weay il syl quey) o) 8 Al Py |

Alelsa |2a) ge YNz Em 5 mE.m:E PIEL UD UIBLIBI 0] ANl
ISInkoe 130W Jo snaoy ay) 'yaal-y : LI ayiagas,
Yt 4y saiunpnddo jsaq sy no _.:_:mmm Emm; a_._m_.:m_mm*._w_c Al .3:2,% ue w
4, PLIE cnm; m,.,.m: A :Emg_.:_n_u 1,
yolzﬁ

“zanjEnp : :

o o) sieak aay Bupuel jatag i Fd
400313404 Y] PO 311 0 AJUNOULE PuE ey Lma 2 g:a AT IR
1 auyy o) Aauou |
n.t A9 paziu MRIRHY m::o Clcé a_: _5 Emc_m_:_._E
nEnpul Buiwel ayy o A2i0) ano LE suonEIIad
puE GOOY Jo aduk|eq ay} o u.;
.mz 1Y} {UBpU, & S)

.,,c_ N0 Ak _UI B :_,: 10 aun .: IEHAY ¢
Bl s)pd 12adxe pus s)syeal we @

Yiae pajaduios uonoe

pasiuoid S8 adepd aye] (1 UoINGUISIE SIy) L nedzifial nysss
_.513 AUOFPy A patagsifial ag oy uiewal Aayg se iu_.__o__m%zm A0 0} WAy} SINQUISIRE JouuE D
'saieys Ayl pasaaal sey Auedwod ayp yhinaypy RMEGE TS aunT iy Jaew o} Jusiuacifie n..:;_._n.:.,
ol 2 wioy bu _:on_ alep 0} (470v .mm IR mmm SUOTEY LU SRR, BUE 0018 I
DO0'D51E pawies pey Auedwo] ay| pO0E /2 1200100 ‘ARpsau 4 LD pU023L 0 Slapoyaieys oy
usaROUIEP puapp e Buiyew aq (1w ) eyl paaunouus AI0INUAS " FON7 40 apenb yunop agy fuung
Spusping

1edwing asayl [0 aun aq o} pafia)
BiE A Ing ' J0g e se Aenb .h_:: Hed am_:uacsu ﬂ_num; A ;
_m 10} B[gENNS 10U &E S]]

d f :_,._T 1ey) Sjuau; nbay fuew ay) o awos am a : Al g0 e __m :_%cag%c_

-

P EE jla 58 eak SIY] aaliuwod ypne seiedas & ys) # o} suepd auoonuag ‘agg e sy




A .




“Latest Status Info Page 1 of 3

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.
This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 12:24:58 ET
Serial Number: 74580008
Registration Number: 2004932
Mark (words only): CROSSWALK
Standard Character claim: No
Current Status: Section 8 and 15 affidavits have been accepted and acknowledged.
Date of Status: 2002-06-05
Filing Date: 1994-09-29
Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1996-10-01
Register: Principal
Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 106

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact

the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 2002-09-18

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. American Society of Anesthesiologists, Inc.

Address:

American Society of Anesthesiologists, Inc.

520 N. Northwest Highway

Park Ridge, IL 600682573

United States

Legal Entity Type: NON-PROFIT CORPORATION
State or Country Where Organized: New York

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 016
annual publication, namely pamphlets featuring medical codes used for diagnostic and billing purposes

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial&entry=74580008 5/31/2005




Latest Status Info

*

First Use Date: 1994-10-05
First Use in Commerce Date: 1994-10-05

Page 2 of 3

Basis: 1(a)
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2002-06-05 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
2002-04-11 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1996-10-01 - Registered - Principal Register

1996-07-22 - Allowed for Registration - Principal Register (SOU accepted)
1996-07-15 - Statement of use processing complete

1996-07-15 - Extension 1 granted

1996-04-09 - Amendment to Use filed

1996-04-09 - Extension 1 filed

1995-10-10 - Notice of allowance - mailed

1995-07-18 - Published for opposition

1995-06-16 - Notice of publication

1995-03-29 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
1995-03-06 - Communication received from applicant

1995-02-22 - Examiner's amendment mailed

1995-02-10 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial & entry=74580008

5/31/2005
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SLatest Status Info

Susan Neuberger Weller (Attorney of record)

SUSAN NEUBERGER WELLER
MINTZ, LEVIN, COHN, FERRIS, GLOVSKY & PO
ONE FOUNTAIN SQUARE

11911 FREEDOM DRIVE, SUITE 400

RESTON, VIRGINIA 20109

Page 3 of 3

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial&entry=74580008

5/31/2005



~Latest Status Info Page 1 of 2

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 12:19:10 ET
Serial Number: 75477755

Registration Number: 2275806

Mark (words only): CROSSWALKS
Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Registered.

Date of Status: 1999-09-07

Filing Date: 1998-05-01

Transformed into a National Application: No
Registration Date: 1999-09-07

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: LAW OFFICE 104

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact

the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter(@uspto.gov
Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 1999-10-07

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. ATLAS SCREEN PRINTING, INC.

Address:

ATLAS SCREEN PRINTING, INC.

131 S.E. 10TH AVE.

GAINESVILLE, FL 32601

United States _

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Florida

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 006
Metal non-luminous and non-mechanical signs

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial&entry=75477755 | 5/31/2005



S atest Status Info

First Use Date: 1996-05-00
First Use in Commerce Date: 1996-05-00

Page 2 of 2

Basis: 1(a)
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)
MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION
(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

2005-05-24 - TEAS Section 8 & 15 Received

1999-09-07 - Registered - Principal Register

1999-06-15 - Published for opposition

1999-05-14 - Notice of publication

1999-02-28 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)
1999-02-24 - Examiner's amendment mailed

1999-02-19 - Previous allowance count withdrawn

- 1999-02-07 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

1999-01-15 - Case file assigned to examining attorney

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
H WILLIAM LARSON (Attorney of record)

H WILLIAM LARSON
LARSON & LARSON PA
7381 114TH AVE N.STE 406
LARGO FL 33773

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarrregser=serial&entry=75477755

5/31/2005



“Latest Status Info Page 1 of 2

Thank you for your request. Here are the latest results from the TARR web server.

This page was generated by the TARR system on 2005-05-31 12:20:20 ET

Serial Number: 73422622 Assigmment Information

Registration Number: 1294615 Assignment Information

Mark (words only): CROSSWALK

Standard Character claim: No

Current Status: Section 8 and 15 affidavits have been accepted and acknowledged.
Date of Status: 1990-01-29

Filing Date: 1983-04-21

Transformed into a National Application: No

Registration Date: 1984-09-11

Register: Principal

Law Office Assigned: (NOT AVAILABLE)

If you are the applicant or applicant's attorney and have questions about this file, please contact

the Trademark Assistance Center at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov

Current Location: 900 -File Repository (Franconia)

Date In Location: 1990-05-15

LAST APPLICANT(S)/OWNER(S) OF RECORD

1. Armstrong World Industries, Inc.

Address:

Armstrong World Industries, Inc.

P.O. Box 3001

Lancaster, PA 17604

United States

Legal Entity Type: Corporation

State or Country of Incorporation: Pennsylvania

GOODS AND/OR SERVICES

International Class: 027
Resilient Hard Surface Type Covering for Floors, Walls, and Other Surfaces

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial&entry=73422622 5/31/2005
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- - “>Latest Status Info

First Use Date: 1981-03-11
First Use in Commerce Date: 1981-03-11

Basis: 1(a)

Page 2 of 2

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

MADRID PROTOCOL INFORMATION

(NOT AVAILABLE)

PROSECUTION HISTORY

1990-01-29 - Section 8 (6-year) accepted & Section 15 acknowledged
1989-10-23 - Section 8 (6-year) and Section 15 Filed

1984-09-11 - Registered - Principal Register

1984-06-19 - Published for opposition

1984-04-23 - Notice of publication

1984-01-11 - Approved for Pub - Principal Register (Initial exam)

CORRESPONDENCE INFORMATION

Correspondent
Clifford B. Price (Attorney of record)

Clifford B. Price _
c/o Armstrong World Industries, Inc.
P. O. Box 3001

Lancaster, PA 17604

http://tarr.uspto.gov/servlet/tarr?regser=serial&entry=73422622
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5/31/2005




