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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. 86746413 

 

MARK: NO KILL WORLD 

 

          

*86746413*  
CORRESPONDENT ADDRESS: 
       STEWART J. BELLUS & SARA DORCHAK 

       COLLARD AND ROE 

       1077 NORTHERN BLVD 

       ROSLYN, NY 11576-1614 

        

  
GENERAL TRADEMARK INFORMATION: 

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

 

VIEW YOUR APPLICATION FILE 

 

APPLICANT: THE PET SAVERS FOUNDATION, INC.

  

CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO:   

       N/A       

CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:   

       sbellus@collardroe.com 

 

 

REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION DENIED 

 

ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 9/19/2016 

 
 
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 following refusal made final in the Office action dated May 18, 2016, is maintained and 
continues to be final:  the partial refusal under Trademark Act Section 2(d) as to Classes 036 and 045 
with respect to U.S. Registration Nos. 4192653.  See TMEP §§715.03(a)(ii)(B), 715.04(a).  

 



In the present case, applicant’s request has not resolved the outstanding issue, nor does it raise a new 
issue or provide any new or compelling evidence with regard to the outstanding issue in the final Office 
action.  While applicant has now supplemented the record with actual printouts from the USPTO’s 
records, applicant’s analysis and arguments are not persuasive nor do they shed new light on the issues.   

 

In this case, both applicant and registrant are providing charitable fundraising and animal rescue 
services. Because of the nature of the charitable fundraising services in particular, there is a compelling 
public interest in ensuring their contributions to charitable organizations are received by the correct 
charity. See, e.g., Deborah Heart and Lung Ctr. v. Children of the World Found., Ltd., 99 F.Supp.2d 481, 
494 (D.N.J.2000) ("the public also has a right to know to whom they are giving their money and who is 
administering these services....).  Applicant asserts that because “NO KILL” is descriptive, and “WORLD” 
and “NATION” are commonly used in other third-party mark designations, then consumers will 
necessarily dissect the marks to discern between the providers of the services.  However, as shown by 
the attached evidence from charity listing providers Animal Charity Evaluators and Charity Navigator, 
the manner in which relevant consumers utilize the identified services makes confusion in this situation 
highly likely.  Because of the overall similarity between the marks, a consumer searching to donate to an 
animal rescue organization under either of marks is highly likely to confuse the source of the services.     

 

Accordingly, the request is denied. 

 

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).   

 

 



/Christina M. Riepel/ 

Trademark Examining Attorney 

Law Office 108 

(571) 272-6358 

christina.riepel@uspto.gov 

 

 

  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 



  



 


