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STARK & STARK

A Professional Corporation
993 Lenox Drive, Bldg. 2
Lawrenceville, NJ 08648-2389
Phone: (609) 895-7346

Fax: (609) 895-7395

Attorneys for Petitioners

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In the Matter of Trademark Registration No. 4,591,874
For the Mark: Peoples Club of Nigeria International Service Mark

Date registered: 08-26-2014

PEOPLES CLUB OF NIGERIA
INTERNATIONAL (PCNI),
PRINCETON JUNCTION BRANCH,
PCNI CHICAGO, IL, PCNI MIAMI
BRANCH,

Petitioners,
V.

PEOPLES CLUB OF NIGERIA
INTERNATIONAL, INC., A New
Jersey Corporation,

Registrant.

TO: Commissioner for Trademarks

PO Box 1451

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

PROCEEDING NO. 92059944

SUPPLEMENTAL NOTICE OF
RELIANCE

Petitioners’ Supplemental Notice of Reliance

Petitioners Peoples Club of Nigeria International (“PCNI”) Princeton Junction branch,

Chicago branch and Miami branch (collectively the “Petitioners”) submit the following

Supplemental Notice of Reliance:



1. Pursuant to T.B.M.P. 704.01, 704.07, 37 C.F.R. §2.122(e) and all applicable laws,

Petitioners hereby introduce into evidence the following official records:

Certified True Copy of the July 8, 2013, Bates stamped Petitioners 0451-473
Court Decision from the Federal High
Court of Nigeria in the Awka Judicial
Division Holden at Awka (Suit No:
FHC/AWK/C5/24/2013




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I have, on this 20th day of January 2016, delivered
a true and accurate copy of the attached Notice of Reliance, via regular and electronic mail to the
following:
Matthew H. Swyers, Esquire
The Trademark Company
344 Maple Ave. West, Suite 151
Vienna, Virginia 22180
Attorneys for Registrant
I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I have, on this 20th day of January 2016, delivered
a true and accurate copy of the attached Notice of Reliance, via Certified Mail and electronic
filing to the following:
Commissioner for Trademarks

PO Box 1451
Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

STARK & STARK
A Professj “orporation
By:

CRAIG S. HILLIARD
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