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

Notice of Opposition
Notice is hereby given that the following party opposes registration of the indicated application.

Opposer Information

Name Catoctin Creek Distilling Company, LLC
Entity LLC Citizenship Virginia
Address 404 Desden Ct.

Purcellville, VA 20132
UNITED STATES

Attorney Jeffrey W. Weaver

information Dunlap, Grubb & Weaver, PLLC

199 Liberty Street SW

Leesburg, VA 20175

UNITED STATES

ip@dglegal.com Phone:703-777-7319

Applicant Information

Application No 85261180 Publication date 10/25/2011
Opposition Filing 11/21/2011 Opposition 11/24/2011
Date Period Ends

Applicant Watershed Distillery, LLC

Suite D 1145 Chesapeake Drive
Columbus, OH 43212
UNITED STATES

Goods/Services Affected by Opposition

Class 033.

All goods and services in the class are opposed, namely: Blended spirits; Distilled Spirits; Spirits;
Spirits and liqueurs

Grounds for Opposition

| Priority and likelihood of confusion | Trademark Act section 2(d)

Marks Cited by Opposer as Basis for Opposition

U.S. Registration | 3914530 Application Date 07/28/2010

No.

Registration Date | 02/01/2011 Foreign Priority NONE
Date

Word Mark WATERSHED GIN



http://estta.uspto.gov

Design Mark

Watershed Gin

Description of
Mark

NONE

Goods/Services

Class 033. First use: First Use: 2010/01/17 First Use In Commerce: 2010/01/17
Distilled Spirits

U.S. Registration | 3852848 Application Date 01/27/2010

No.

Registration Date | 09/28/2010 Foreign Priority NONE
Date

Word Mark CATOCTIN CREEK ORGANIC WATERSHED GIN DISTILLED FROM RYE
NATURALLY DISTILLED AND BOTTLED IN LOUDOUN COUNTY VIRGINIA
FROM HIGHEST QUALITY INGREDIENTS CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING
COMPANY, LLC PURCELLVILLE, VIRGINIA 50% ALC BY VOL 750 ML
Design Mark

Description of
Mark

The mark consists of a rectangular bottle label. The background design on the
label is a map showing a portion of Loudoun County, Virginia. The wording on
the label, from top to bottom, is "CATOCTIN CREEK" "ORGANIC"
"WATERSHED GIN" "DISTILLED FROM RYE" "NATURALLY DISTILLED AND
BOTTLED IN LOUDOUN COUNTY VIRGINIA FROM HIGHEST QUALITY
INGREDIENTS" "CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING COMPANY, LLC
PURCELLVILLE, VIRGINIA" "50% ALC BY VOL" "750 ML".

Goods/Services Class 033. First use: First Use: 2010/01/17 First Use In Commerce: 2010/01/17
Distilled spirits made from organic rye
Attachments 85094413#TMSN.jpeg ( 1 page )( bytes)

77921882#TMSN.jpeg ( 1 page )( bytes)
Notice of Opposition - Catoctin adv. Watershed.pdf ( 17 pages )(1025809 bytes )
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The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of this paper has been served upon all parties, at their address
record by First Class Mail on this date.

Signature /Douglas R. Blecki, Jr./
Name Douglas R. Blecki, Jr.
Date 11/21/2011




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

IN THE MATTER OF Trademark Application Serial No. 85/261,180
for the mark WATERSHED DISTILLERY;
Published in the Official Gazette on October 25, 2011

)

CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING )
COMPANY, LLC )
)

Opposer, )

)

V. ) Opposition No.

)

WATERSHED DISTILLERY, LLC )
)

Applicant. )

)

NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING COMPANY, LLC, a limited liability company
organized under the laws of the Commonwealth of Virginia, on behalf of itself and others
similarly situated, believes that it will be damaged by registration of the mark WATERSHED
DISTILLERY (U.S. Ser. No. 85261180) (the “Application”) to Watershed Distillery, LLC (the
“Applicant”) and hereby opposes the same.

As grounds for opposition, it is alleged that:

1. Opposer operates a well-known distilling business in the Northern
Virginia/greater Washington, DC metro area.

2. Opposer began manufacturing, marketing, and selling its gin products in

commerce to the general public under the brand name “Watershed Gin” in January of 2010.



3. Opposer owns two trademark registrations in connection with Watershed Gin: a
design mark registered on September 28, 2010 for the original WATERSHED GIN bottle labels,
U.S. Reg. No. 3852848; and a word mark registered on February 1, 2011 for WATERSHED
GIN, U.S. Reg. No. 3914530 (collectively, “Opposer’s Marks”) (See Exhibit A attached).

4. Opposer has spent large sums of money advertising, using, promoting and
developing public awareness for Opposer’s Marks. As a result of these expenditures, Opposer
has developed a valuable reputation and goodwill in Opposer’s Marks.

5. On or about early February of 2011, Opposer discovered Applicant was in the
process of setting up a distillery with the intention of branding it as WATERSHED
DISTILLERY.

6. Believing WATERSHED DISTILLERY to be confusingly similar to Opposer’s
Marks, Opposer sent a cease and desist letter to Applicant on February 10, 2011.

7. On or about March 5, 2011, after seemingly resolving the issues surrounding the
confusingly similar marks, the Parties entered into a Concurrent Use Agreement.

8. On March 8, 2011, Applicant filed the Application with an intent to use the mark
WATERSHED DISTILLERY in commerce (See Exhibit B attached).

9. On June 13, 2011, the examining attorney at the United States Patent and
Trademark Office issued an Office Action containing a Section 2(d) Refusal for likelihood of
confusion with Opposer’s Marks (the “Office Action”) (See Exhibit C attached).

10. Most notably, in the Office Action the examining attorney recognized the
“similarity of [Opposer’s and Applicant’s] marks, similarity of the goods and/or services, and

similarity of trade channels of the goods and/or services.” Citing In re Opus One, Inc., 60



USPQ2d 1812 (TTAB 2001); In re Dakin’s Miniatures Inc., 59 USPQ2d 1593 (TTAB 1999); In
re Azteca Rest. Enters., Inc., 50 USPQ2d 1209 (TTAB 1999); TMEP §§1207.01 et seq.

11. On or About August 15, 2011, pursuant to the Concurrent Use Agreement,
Opposer signed a Consent Agreement that allowed Applicant to successfully combat the Office
Action.

12 Subsequent to Opposer’s signing of the Concurrent Use Agreement and Consent
Agreement, Applicant repeatedly and materially breached the Concurrent Use Agreement and
Consent Agreement. Accordingly, neither the Concurrent Use Agreement nor the Consent
Agreement is valid or enforceable.

13. The Application is highly similar to Opposer’s Marks.

14. The goods cited by Applicant under the Application are identical or highly similar
to the goods associated with Opposer’s Marks, namely: Blended spirits; Distilled Spirits; Spirits;
Spirits and liqueurs (IC 033. US 047 049) (See Exhibit B attached).

15. Consequently, registration for the Application is likely to cause confusion in
public commerce with Opposer’s Marks.

16. For the reasons state above, Applicant’s Mark should be precluded from
registration under the Lanham Act.

17. Asthe owner of Opposer’s Marks, Opposer has a present and prospective right to
use the wording WATERSHED GIN and the accompanying design mark associated therewith.
This right would be impaired by registration of Applicant’s Mark.

WHEREFORE, Opposer believes that it has a real interest in this proceeding and will be
irreparably damaged by the registration of Applicant’s Mark, and respectfully requests that the

Board sustain this Opposition and refuse the registration of the Applicant’s Mark.



Dated: November 21, 2011

Respectfully submitted,

CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING
COMPANY, LLC

Opposer,

By counsel,

/Douglas R. Blecki, Jr./

Douglas R. Blecki, Jr.

David Ludwig

DUNLAP, GRUBB & WEAVER, PLLC
199 Liberty Street, SW

Leesburg, VA 20175

Tel.: (703) 777-7319

Fax.: (703) 777-3656
dblecki@dglegal.com
dludwig@dglegal.com




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that on November 21, 2011, a true and complete copy of the foregoing
Notice of Opposition has been served via ESTTA and First Class mail, postage prepaid, to the
following counsel of record for Applicant:
Maribeth Deavers
Isaac, Brant, Ledman, Teetor, LLP

250 E Broad St Ste 900
Columbus, OH 43215-3742

/Doug Blecki/
Doug Blecki
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Please logout when you are done to release system resources allocated for you.

FrEy LisT

Start ] List At: OR[Jump]torecord:  Record 27 out of 94

( Use the "Back” button of the Internet

CATOCTIN CREEK ORGANIC WATERSHED GIN DISTILLED FROM RYE NATURALLY
DISTILLED AND BOTTLED IN LOUDOUN COUNTY VIRGINIA FROM HIGHEST QUALITY
INGREDIENTS CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING COMPANY, LLC PURCELLVILLE, VIRGINIA
50% ALC BY VOL 750 ML

Goods and IC 033. US 047 049. G & S: Distilled spirits made from organic rye. FIRST USE: 20100117. FIRST
Services USE IN COMMERCE: 20100117

gark Drawing (3) DESIGN PLUS WORDS, LETTERS, AND/OR NUMBERS

Design Search 01.17.25 - Bodies of water (maps); Cities (maps); Counties (maps); Maps or outlines of other
Code geographical areas

20.03.10 - Bottle labels; Labels for bottles
26.11.02 - Plain single line rectangles; Rectangles (single line)

Trademark
Search Facility
Classification
Code

ART-01.17 Maps or outlines of continents, countries and other geographical areas"
ART-20.03 Paper goods; documents

ART-25.01 Framework

LETS-2 ML Two letters or combinations of multiples of two letters

LETTER-3-OR-MORE VOL-ALC Combination of three or more letters as part of the mark
NOTATION-SYMBOLS Notation Symbols such as Non-Latin characters,punctuation and
mathematical signs,zodiac signs,prescription marks

NUM-COMBO Numeral Combinations (More than one number)

NUM-FRACTIONS Number combinations consisting of fractions

NUM-26-UP 50%-750 Other Numerals - 26 and Up

SHAPES-ASTRO Astronomical shapes consisting of celestial bodies, globes and geographical
maps

SHAPES-BAR-BANDS Designs with bar, bands or lines

http://tess2.uspto.gov/bin/showfield?f=doc&state=4010:k8aplv.2.27 11/21/2011
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Serial Number
Filing Date
Current Filing
Basis

Original Filing
Basis
Published for
Opposition
Registration
Number

Registration
Date

Owner

Disclaimer

Description of
Mark

Type of Mark
Register

Live/Dead
Indicator

Page 2 of 2

SHAPES-GEOMETRIC Geometric figures and solids including squares, rectangles, quadrilaterals
and polygons
SHAPES-MISC Miscellaneous shaped designs

77921882
January 27, 2010

1A
1A

July 13, 2010
3852848

September 28, 2010

(REGISTRANT) Catoctin Creek Distilling Company, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY VIRGINIA
404 Dresden Ct. Purcellville VIRGINIA 20132

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO USE "CATOCTIN CREEK", "ORGANIC",
"GIN", "DISTILLED FROM RYE", "NATURALLY DISTILLED AND BOTTLED IN LOUDOUN
COUNTY VIRGINIA FROM HIGHEST QUALITY INGREDIENTS", "CATOCTIN CREEK
DISTILLING COMPANY, LLC PURCELLVILLE, VIRGINIA", "50% ALC BY VOL" OR "750 ML"
APART FROM THE MARK AS SHOWN

Color is not claimed as a feature of the mark. The mark consists of a rectangular bottle label. The
background design on the label is a map showing a portion of Loudoun County, Virginia. The
wording on the label, from top to bottom, is "CATOCTIN CREEK" "ORGANIC" "WATERSHED GIN"
"DISTILLED FROM RYE" "NATURALLY DISTILLED AND BOTTLED IN LOUDOUN COUNTY
VIRGINIA FROM HIGHEST QUALITY INGREDIENTS" "CATOCTIN CREEK DISTILLING
COMPANY, LLC PURCELLVILLE, VIRGINIA" "50% ALC BY VOL" "750 ML".

TRADEMARK
PRINCIPAL

LIVE
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Nexr List | First Doc | Prev Doc
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Watershed Gin

Word Mark
Goods and Services

Standard Characters
Claimed

Mark Drawing Code
Serial Number

Filing Date

Current Filing Basis
Original Filing Basis
Published for
Opposition
Registration Number
Registration Date
Owner

Attorney of Record
Disclaimer

Type of Mark
Register
Live/Dead Indicator

http://tess2.uspto.gov/bin/showfield?f=doc&state=4001:54ppus.2.1

WATERSHED GIN

IC 033. US 047 049. G & S: Distilled Spirits. FIRST USE: 20100117. FIRST USE IN
COMMERCE: 20100117

{(4) STANDARD CHARACTER MARK
85094413

July 28, 2010

1A

1A

November 16, 2010

3914530
February 1, 2011

(REGISTRANT) Catoctin Creek Distilling Company, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY
VIRGINIA 404 Desden Ct. Purcellville VIRGINIA 20132

Jeffrey W. Weaver

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO USE "GIN" APART FROM THE
MARK AS SHOWN

TRADEMARK
PRINCIPAL
LIVE

11/21/2011
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WATERSHED DISTILLERY

Word Mark
Goods and Services

Standard Characters
Claimed

Mark Drawing Code
Serial Number
Filing Date

Current Filing Basis
Original Filing Basis
Published for
Opposition

Owner

Attorney of Record
Disclaimer

Type of Mark
Register
Live/Dead Indicator

WATERSHED DISTILLERY
IC 033. US 047 049. G & S: Blended spirits; Distilled Spirits; Spirits; Spirits and liqueurs

(4) STANDARD CHARACTER MARK
85261180

March 8, 2011

1B

1B

October 25, 2011

(APPLICANT) Watershed Distillery, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY OHIO Suite D
1145 Chesapeake Drive Columbus OHIO 43212

Maribeth Deavers

NO CLAIM IS MADE TO THE EXCLUSIVE RIGHT TO USE "DISTILLERY" APART FROM
THE MARK AS SHOWN

TRADEMARK
PRINCIPAL
LIVE

http://tess2.uspto.gov/bin/showfield?f=doc&state=4010:k8aplv.2.1
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UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO)
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICANT’S TRADEMARK APPLICATION

APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 85261180

MARK: WATERSHED DISTILLERY

| *85261180%

MARIBETH DEAVERS CLICK HERE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER:
ISAAC, BRANT, LEDMAN, TEETOR, LLP http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/response forms.jsp
250 E BROAD ST STE 900

COLUMBUS, OH 43215-3742

APPLICANT: Watershed Distillery, LLC



CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET
NO:
N/A
CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS:
md@isaacbrant.com

OFFICE ACTION

STRICT DEADLINE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER
TO AVOID ABANDONMENT OF APPLICANT’S TRADEMARK APPLICATION, THE USPTO MUST
RECEIVE APPLICANT’S COMPLETE RESPONSE TO THIS LETTER WITHIN 6 MONTHS OF THE
ISSUE/MAILING DATE BELOW.

ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 6/13/2011

TEAS PLUS APPLICANTS MUST SUBMIT DOCUMENTS ELECTRONICALLY OR SUBMIT
FEE: Applicants who filed their application online using the reduced-fee TEAS Plus application must
continue to submit certain documents online using TEAS, including responses to Office actions. See 37
C.F.R. §2.23(a)(1). For a complete list of these documents, see TMEP §819.02(b). In addition, such
applicants must accept correspondence from the Office via e-mail throughout the examination process and
must maintain a valid e-mail address. 37 C.F.R. §2.23(a)(2); TMEP §§819, 819.02(a). TEAS Plus
applicants who do not meet these requirements must submit an additional fee of $50 per international class
of goods and/or services. 37 C.F.R. §2.6(a)(1)(iv); TMEP §819.04. In appropriate situations and where
all issues can be resolved by amendment, responding by telephone to authorize an examiner’s amendment
will not incur this additional fee.

The referenced application has been reviewed by the assigned trademark examining attorney. Applicant
must respond timely and completely to the issue(s) below. 15 U.S.C. §1062(b); 37 C.F.R. §§2.62, 2.65(a),
TMEP §§711, 718.03.

SECTION 2(d) REFUSAL — LIKELIHOOD OF CONFUSION

Registration of the applied-for mark is refused because of a likelihood of confusion with the mark in U.S.
Registration No. 3914530. Trademark Act Section 2(d), 15 U.S.C. §1052(d); see TMEP §§1207.01 ef seq.
See the enclosed registration.

Trademark Act Section 2(d) bars registration of an applied-for mark that so resembles a registered mark
that it is likely that a potential consumer would be confused or mistaken or deceived as to the source of the
goods and/or services of the applicant and registrant. See 15 U.S.C. §1052(d). The courtininre E. I du
Pont de Nemours & Co.,476 F.2d 1357, 177 USPQ 563 (C.C.P.A. 1973) listed the principal factors to be
considered when determining whether there is a likelihood of confusion under Section 2(d). See TMEP
§1207.01. However, not all of the factors are necessarily relevant or of equal weight, and any one factor
may be dominant in a given case, depending upon the evidence of record. In re Majestic Distilling Co.,
315 F.3d 1311, 1315, 65 USPQ2d 1201, 1204 (Fed. Cir. 2003); see In re E. I. du Pont, 476 F.2d at 1361-
62, 177 USPQ at 567.

In this case, the following factors are the most relevant: similarity of the marks, similarity of the goods



and/or services, and similarity of trade channels of the goods and/or services. See In re Opus One, Inc., 60
USPQ2d 1812 (TTAB 2001); In re Dakin’s Miniatures Inc. , 59 USPQ2d 1593 (TTAB 1999); In re
Azteca Rest. Enters., Inc., 50 USPQ2d 1209 (TTAB 1999); TMEP §§1207.01 et seq.

COMPARISON OF MARKS

In a likelihood of confusion determination, the marks are compared for similarities in their appearance,
sound, meaning or connotation and commercial impression. In re E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., 476
F.2d 1357, 1361, 177 USPQ 563, 567 (C.C.P.A. 1973); TMEP §1207.01(b). Similarity in any one of
these elements may be sufficient to find a likelihood of confusion. In re White Swan Ltd., 8 USPQ2d
1534, 1535 (TTAB 1988); In re Lamson Oil Co., 6 USPQ2d 1041, 1043 (TTAB 1987); see TMEP
§1207.01(b).

The applicant’s mark, WATERSHED DISTILLERY, is similar to the registrant’s WATERSHED GIN
because they both contain the distinctive term WATERSHED. The additional wording in both the
registrant and applicant’s mark are descriptive. Although a disclaimed portion of a mark certainly cannot
be ignored, and the marks must be compared in their entireties, one feature of a mark may be more
significant in creating a commercial impression. Disclaimed matter is typically less significant or less
dominant when comparing marks. See In re Dixie Rests., Inc., 105 F.3d 1405, 1407, 41 USPQ2d 1531,
1533-34 (Fed. Cir. 1997); In re Nat’l Data Corp. , 753 F.2d 1056, 1060, 224 USPQ 749, 752 (Fed. Cir.
1985); TMEP §1207.01(b)(viii), (c)(ii).

COMPARISON OF GOODS

The goods and/or services of the parties need not be identical or directly competitive to find a likelihood
of confusion, See Safety-Kleen Corp. v. Dresser Indus., Inc., 518 F.2d 1399, 1404, 186 USPQ 476, 480
(C.C.P.A. 1975); TMEP §1207.01(a)(i). Rather, they need only be related in some manner, or the
conditions surrounding their marketing are such that they would be encountered by the same purchasers
under circumstances that would give rise to the mistaken belief that the goods and/or services come from a
common source. In re Total Quality Group, Inc., 51 USPQ2d 1474, 1476 (TTAB 1999); TMEP
§1207.01(a)(i); see, e.g., On-line Careline Inc. v. Am. Online Inc., 229 F.3d 1080, 1086-87, 56 USPQ2d
1471, 1475-76 (Fed. Cir. 2000); In re Martin’s Famous Pastry Shoppe, Inc. , 748 F.2d 1565, 1566-68, 223
USPQ 1289, 1290 (Fed. Cir. 1984).

Applicant’s goods, namely, “Blended spirits; Distilled Spirits; Spirits; Spirits and liqueurs” are closely
related to registrant’s goods, namely, “Distilled Spirits” because both applicant and registrant have
distilled spirits” and these are goods that travel through the same channels of trade to the same classes of
purchasers. For example, the goods would be sold in liquor stores. Accordingly, because confusion as to
source is likely, registration is refused under Trademark Act Section 2(d) based on a likelihood of
confusion.

Attached are copies of printouts from the USPTO X-Search database, which show third-party registrations
of marks used in connection with the same or similar goods and/or services as those of applicant and
registrant in this case. These printouts have probative value to the extent that they serve to suggest that
the goods and/or services listed therein, are of a kind that may emanate from a single source. In re Infinity
Broad. Corp., 60 USPQ2d 1214, 1217-18 (TTAB 2001); In re Albert Trostel & Sons Co., 29 USPQ2d
1783, 1785-86 (TTAB 1993); In re Mucky Duck Mustard Co., 6 USPQ2d 1467, 1470 n.6 (TTAB 1988);
TMEP §1207.01(d)(iii).

See also attached Internet website evidence showing the goods of the parties sold through the same types



of stores.

Although applicant’s mark has been refused registration, applicant may respond to the refusal(s) by
submitting evidence and arguments in support of registration,

Applicant must respond to the requirement(s) set forth below.
DISCLAIMER REQUIRED

Applicant must disclaim the descriptive wording “DISTILLERY” apart from the mark as shown because
it merely describes an ingredient, quality, characteristic, function, feature, purpose or use of applicant’s
goods and/or services. See 15 U.S.C. §§1052(e)(1), 1056(a); In re Steelbuilding.com, 415 F.3d 1293,
1297, 75 USPQ2d 1420, 1421 (Fed. Cir. 2005); In re Gyulay, 820 F.2d 1216, 1217-18, 3 USPQ2d 1009,
1010 (Fed. Cir. 1987); TMEP §§1213, 1213.03(a).

Specifically, the attached evidence from the online Encarta® World English Dictionary, North American
Edition shows this wording means a place where strong alcoholic liquors such as whiskey, vodka, and
gin are made by distillation. Therefore, the wording merely describes the place where the goods are
produced and must be disclaimed.

Applicant may submit the following standardized format for a disclaimer:

No claim is made to the exclusive right to use “DISTILLERY” apart from the mark as
shown.

TMEP §1213.08(a)(i); see In re Owatonna Tool Co., 231 USPQ 493 (Comm’r Pats. 1983).

A “disclaimer” is a statement that applicant does not claim exclusive rights to an unregistrable component
of a mark; it does not affect the appearance of the mark. TMEP §1213. An unregistrable component of a
mark includes wording and designs that are merely descriptive of the goods and/or services, and is
wording or an illustration that others would need to use to describe or show their goods and services in the
marketplace. 15 U.S.C. §1052(e); see TMEP §§1209.03(f), 1213.03 et segq.

A disclaimer does not physically remove the disclaimed matter from the mark, but rather is a written
statement that applicant does not claim exclusive rights to the disclaimed wording and/or design separate
and apart from the mark as shown in the drawing. TMEP §§1213, 1213.10.

RESPONSE GUIDELINES

For this application to proceed toward registration, applicant must explicitly address each refusal and/or
requirement raised in this Office action. If the action includes a refusal, applicant may provide arguments
and/or evidence as to why the refusal should be withdrawn and the mark should register. Applicant may
also have other options for responding to a refusal and should consider such options carefully. To respond
to requirements and certain refusal response options, applicant should set forth in writing the required
changes or statements.

If applicant does not respond to this Office action within six months of the issue/mailing date, or responds
by expressly abandoning the application, the application process will end, the trademark will fail to
register, and the application fee will not be refunded. See 15 U.S.C. §1062(b); 37 C.F.R. §§2.65(a),



2.68(a), 2.209(a); TMEP §§405.04, 718.01, 718.02. Where the application has been abandoned for failure
to respond to an Office action, applicant’s only option would be to file a timely petition to revive the
application, which, if granted, would allow the application to return to live status. See 37 C.F.R. §2.66;
TMEP §1714. There is a $100 fee for such petitions. See 37 C.F.R. §§2.6, 2.66(b)(1).

/Naakwama Ankrah/
Trademark Attorney Advisor
US Patent & Trademark Office
Law Office 109

Tel: 571-272-9315
naakwama.ankrah@uspto.gov

TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER: Go to http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/response_forms.jsp. Please
wait 48-72 hours from the issue/mailing date before using TEAS, to allow for necessary system updates of
the application. For technical assistance with online forms, e-mail TEAS@uspto.gov. For questions
about the Office action itself, please contact the assigned trademark examining attorney. E-mail
communications will not be accepted as responses to Office actions; therefore, do not respond to this
Office action by e-mail.

All informal e-mail communications relevant to this application will be placed in the official
application record.

WHO MUST SIGN THE RESPONSE: It must be personally signed by an individual applicant
or someone with legal authority to bind an applicant (i.e., a corporate officer, a general partner, all joint
applicants). If an applicant is represented by an attorney, the attorney must sign the response.

PERIODICALLY CHECK THE STATUS OF THE APPLICATION: To ensure that applicant does
not miss crucial deadlines or official notices, check the status of the application every three to four months
using Trademark Applications and Registrations Retrieval (TARR) at http://tarr.uspto.gov/. Please keep a
copy of the complete TARR screen. If TARR shows no change for more than six months, call 1-800-786-
9199. For more information on checking status, see http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/process/status/.

TO UPDATE CORRESPONDENCE/E-MAIL ADDRESS: Use the TEAS form at
hitp://www.uspto.gov/teas/eTEASpageE . hitm.




