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Robert H. Coggins,
Interlocutory Attorney:

Motion to Submit Consent Documents

On December 12, 2013, petitioner filed a motion “to
submit consent documents” relating to pleaded application
Serial Nos. 85155669 and 85302406. Inasmuch as the Board
has no jurisdiction over the pleaded applications, the
motion will be given no consideration. If petitioner wishes
consideration of the consent document, petitioner may file
the document with the Examining Attorneys for the pleaded
applications.

Motion to Amend Subject Registration

On January 14, 2014, respondent filed a stipulated

motion to amend subject Registration No. 3553646.' By the

' The filing fails to indicate proof of service of a copy of same

upon petitioner as required by Trademark Rule 2.119. 1In order to
expedite this matter, petitioner is directed to the following URL
where it may view a copy of the filing.

http://ttabvueint.uspto.gov/ttabvue/v?pno=92055020&pty=CAN&eno=28
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proposed amendment respondent seeks to add the wording
“namely, consultation relating to real estate” to the end of
the recitation of services so the resulting recitation will
read as:

Business consultation services, namely, consultation

relating to real estate.

While the amendment is limiting in nature, petitioner
consents thereto, and was previously accompanied by the
required fee? (see Trademark Rules 2.6(a) (11) [fee]l,
2.133(a) [consent], and 2.173(e) [restriction]), it is not
verified or supported by a declaration under Trademark Rule
2.20 (see Trademark Rules 2.20 and 2.173(a) (2)
[declaration]). In view thereof, respondent is allowed
until thirty days from the mailing date of this order to
submit a proper declaration, failing which the proposed
amendment will be given no further consideration.

Suspension

Proceedings are suspended pending a response from

respondent.

2 The fee was paid with respondent’s (procedurally improper)
Section 7 Request Form filed December 13, 2013, via TEAS.



