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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO) 
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICANT’S TRADEMARK APPLICATION 

 

U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 86513069 

 

MARK: CHRONIC ILLNESS ASSOCIATION 

 

          

*86513069*  
CORRESPONDENT ADDRESS: 
       MATTHEW H SWYERS 

       THE TRADEMARK COMPANY PLLC 

       344 MAPLE AVENUE WEST  PMB 151 

       VIENNA, VA 22180 

        

  
GENERAL TRADEMARK INFORMATION: 

http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/index.jsp   

 

VIEW YOUR APPLICATION FILE 

 

APPLICANT: Carden, Harvey 

  

CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO:   

       26429       

CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:   

       mswyers@thetrademarkcompany.com 

 

 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION DENIED 

 

ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 5/31/2016 

 
The trademark examining attorney has carefully reviewed applicant’s request for reconsideration and is 
denying the request for the reasons stated below.  See 37 C.F.R. §2.63(b)(3); TMEP §§715.03(a)(ii)(B), 
715.04(a).  The Section 2(e)(1) refusal made final in the Office action dated 5/8/2016 is maintained and 
continues to be final.  See TMEP §§715.03(a)(ii)(B), 715.04(a).   

 

In the present case, applicant’s request has not resolved all the outstanding issue(s), nor does it raise a 
new issue or provide any new or compelling evidence with regard to the outstanding issue(s) in the final 



Office action.  In addition, applicant’s analysis and arguments are not persuasive nor do they shed new 
light on the issues.  Accordingly, the request is denied. 

 

Specifically, applicant argues that the applied-for mark CHRONIC ILLNESS ASSOCIATION, in standard 
characters, for “charitable fundraising services for people with chronic illnesses” is suggestive and not 
merely descriptive.  The trademark examining attorney respectfully disagrees.   

 

As stated in the Final action dated 5/8/2015, both the individual components and the composite result 
are descriptive of applicant’s services and do not create a unique, incongruous or nondescriptive 
meaning in relation to the services.  

 

First, the wording “CHRONIC ILLNESS” merely indicates the purpose of applicant’s services, i.e., the 
charitable fundraising services is intended to benefit people with chronic illness.  See the identification 
of services indicating as much; see also the attached excerpt from applicant’s Facebook® page indicating 
that applicant is an “[a]ssociation intended to help people with chronic illnesses deal with life.”  

 

Second, the term “ASSOCIATION” merely indicates the type of applicant’s entity, i.e., an organization of 
people with a common interest.  See the excerpt(s) attached to the first Office action from an online 
dictionary; see also the attached excerpt from applicant’s Facebook® page indicating that applicant is an 
“[a]ssociation intended to help people with chronic illnesses deal with life.”  

 

When combined, the composite simply continues each of these meanings to obtain the expected 
connotation, i.e., a group organized for the purpose raising funds for people with chronic illness. 

 

As for applicant’s argument that the applied-for mark is not a well-known or popular acronym for the 
wording at issue, the trademark examining attorney notes that the applied-for mark contains only 
wording and not acronyms, and perhaps this argument was included in the Request for Reconsideration 
in error.   

 

If applicant has already filed a timely notice of appeal with the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board, the 
Board will be notified to resume the appeal.  See TMEP §715.04(a).  

 

If no appeal has been filed and time remains in the six-month response period to the final Office action, 
applicant has the remainder of the response period to (1) comply with and/or overcome any 
outstanding final requirement(s) and/or refusal(s), and/or (2) file a notice of appeal to the Board.  TMEP 



§715.03(a)(ii)(B); see 37 C.F.R. §2.63(b)(1)-(3).  The filing of a request for reconsideration does not stay 
or extend the time for filing an appeal.  37 C.F.R. §2.63(b)(3); see TMEP §§715.03, 715.03(a)(ii)(B), (c).   

 

 

/Deirdre G Robertson/ 

Deirdre G. Robertson 

Trademark Examining Attorney 

Law Office 111 

Phone No. (571) 272-8806 

deirdre.robertson@uspto.gov 

 

 

 

 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 

  



 


