UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK
OFFICE

Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

P.O. Box 1451

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

Mai | date: WMay 2, 2005

Cancel | ati on No. 92032940

Saf fron Technol ogy, Inc.
V.

Tare, Rankrishna S. for DB-
Tech, Inc.

Cheryl Butler, Attorney, Trademark Trial and Appeal Board:

In an order dated January 11, 2005, the Board all owed

Rankrishna S. Tare (or his attorney) to informthe Board of his

representation and current address. In the neantine, Sendroff &

Associ ates, PC renmai ned recogni zed as counsel of record.

This case now cones up on the following matters:

1) the wi thdrawal of Sendroff & Associates as counsel
of record; and
2) the cancell ation of respondent’s subject

regi stration under Section 8 of the Trademark Act.

Respondent’ s representation

On January 31, 2005, respondent’s attorneys filed a request to

wi t hdraw as counsel of record in this case. The request to w thdraw

is counsel is granted. Sendroff & Associates, PC no | onger

represents respondent in this proceeding.

In view of the withdrawal of respondent’s counsel, and in

accordance with standard Board practice, proceedings herein are

suspended, and respondent is allowed until thirty days fromthe
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mai ling date of this order to appoint new counsel, or to file a
paper stating that respondent chooses to represent hinself. |If

respondent files no response to this matter and to the matter

di scussed bel ow, the Board may enter judgnent agai nst respondent

based on respondent’s apparent |oss of interest in the case.

Order to show cause under Trademark Rule 2.134(b)

It has cone to the attention of the Board that respondent
has permtted its Registration No. 2188744, involved in this
proceedi ng, to be cancell ed under Section 8 of the Trademark Act.

In view thereof, respondent is allowed until thirty days
fromthe mailing date of this order to show cause why such
cancel |l ati on shoul d not be deened to be the equivalent of a
cancel | ati on by request of respondent w thout the consent of the
adverse party, and should not result in entry of judgnent agai nst
respondent as provided by Trademark Rule 2.134(a). |In the
absence of a show ng of good and sufficient cause, judgnent may
be entered agai nst respondent. See Trademark Rule 2.134(b).

If, in response to this order, respondent submts a show ng
that his failure to file a Section 8 affidavit was the result of
i nadvertence or m stake, judgnent wll not be entered agai nst
hi m

In that case, petitioner will be given tine in which to el ect
whet her it wishes to go forward with the cancell ation proceedi ng,

or to have the cancell ation proceeding di sm ssed w thout prejudice
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as nmoot. See C. H CGuenther & Son Inc. v. Wiitewi ng Ranch Co., 8

USPQd 1450 (TTAB 1988) and TBMP § 602.02(b) (2" ed. rev. 2004).

Proceedi ngs suspended

The parties will be notified by the Board when proceedi ngs are
resuned, and appropriate dates may be reset.
A copy of this order has been sent to all persons |isted

bel ow.

Neal B. Wolgin

Hutchinson & Mason PLLC

3110 Edwards Mill ERoad, Ste. 100
Raleigh, NC 27&1Z

ERIN S. GOLDMAN

SENDROFF & ASSOCIATES, P.C.

1500 BROADWAY SUITE 2001

NEW YOEE, NY 1002&

Courtesy copy addresses continued:

Mr. Ramkrishna S. Tare
2227 US Highway One
North Brunswick, NJ 08202

Linda A. Tancs
721 Route 202-20&6, 2
Bridgwater, NJ 08807
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