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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO) 
 

U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO.  79131389 

 

MARK: IDEPLATE 

 

          

*79131389*  
CORRESPONDENT ADDRESS: 
       LAURENCE P COLTON 

       SMITH TEMPEL BLAHA LLC 

       TWO RAVINIA DRIVE SUITE 700 

       ATLANTA, GA 30346 

        

  
 

 

APPLICANT: Tönnjes ISI Patent Holding GmbH

  

CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO:   

       60725.004US 

CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:   

       lcolton@srtslaw.com 

 

 

MOTION TO REMAND 
 

 

INTERNATIONAL REGISTRATION NO. 1163525 

 

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD ON APPEAL 

 

TRADEMARK EXAMINING ATTORNEY’S REQUEST FOR REMAND 

 

The trademark examining attorney requests that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board remand this 
case to the trademark examining attorney under 37 C.F.R. §2.142(d) for the reason(s) that follow.  



Specifically, the attached non-cumulative evidence, including applicant's website and attachments 
available therein, was previously unavailable. The publication dates, copyright dates and availability of 
the attached evidence postdate October 29, 2015, the date that the final Office action was issued. This 
evidence demonstrates the descriptive nature of the applied-for mark. Therefore, the trademark 
examining attorney requests that this case be remanded so that this additional evidence may be made 
of record. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

/N. Gretchen Ulrich/ 

Trademark Examining Attorney 

(Odette Bonnet, Managing Attorney) 

Law Office 113 

571-272-1951 

 

 

 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 


