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Innova Electronics
Corporation

V.

Velti Netherlands B.V.

M. Catherine Faint,
Interlocutory Attorney:

On February 28, 2013, opposer filed applicant’s
proposed amendment to its application Serial No. 79108492,
with opposer's consent, and opposer's withdrawal with
prejudice of the opposition, contingent upon entry of the
amendment.

By the proposed amendment, applicant seeks to amend

the identification of goods as follows:
Class 35

from
"Compiling of information into computer databases
including vehicle information, as well as management
of those databases; supply of commercial information
on vehicles; organization of fairs and exhibitions for
commercial purposes; commercial intermediary services
for the purchase, sale, import and export of vehicles;
auctioneering and public saleg"
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to
"Compiling of information into computer databases
including vehicle information, as well as management
of those databases; supply of commercial information
on vehicles; organization of fairs and exhibitions for
commercial purposes; commercial intermediary services
for the purchase, sale, import and export of wvehicles;
auctioneering and public sales, excluding automotive
diagnostic code readers, scan tools and other devices
for providing, retrieving, storing, analyzing,
reporting and/or clearing information obtained from
computerized automobile systems or their connected
devices™"

Class 42
from

“Provigion of technical information concerning vehicle

design, namely, providing technical details concerning

vehicle engine design”
to

“Provision of technical information concerning vehicle

design, namely, providing technical details concerning

vehicle engine design, excluding providing,
retrieving, storing, analyzing, reporting and/or
clearing information obtained from computerized
automobile systems or their connected devices”

By order dated April 19, 2013, the Board noted that
applicant’s proposed amendment to its application was
signed by foreign counsel. The Board allowed applicant
time to submit its amendment which is signed by applicant
or a domestic representative.

On April 30, 2013 applicant’s in-house counsel, John
Hassett filed a response indicating that he was in-house

counsel and company secretary for applicant and had the

authority to sign on behalf of applicant.



Opposition No. 91208118

Accordingly, since applicant’s proposed amendment is
clearly limiting in nature as required by Trademark Rule
2.71(a), and because opposer consents thereto, it is
approved and entered. See Trademark Rule 2.133(a).

The contingency in opposer's withdrawal having now

been met, the opposition is dismissed with prejudice.
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