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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIATL AND APPEAT BOARD

Petition for Cancellation
Notice is hereby given that the following party requests to cancel indicated registration.

Petitioner Information

Name Optical Systems Technology, Inc.

Entity Corporation Citizenship %Pennsylvania

110 Kountz Lane
Address Freeport, PA 16229
UNITED STATES

David V. Radack

Attorney for Petitioner

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC

600 Grant Street, 44th Floor

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

UNITED STATES

dradack(@eckertseamans.com Phone:412/566-6777

Correspondence
information

Registration Subject to Cancellation

Registration 2949159 Registration 05/10/2005
No date
Knight's Armament Company
. 701 Columbia Blvd.
Registrant

Titusville, FI. 32780
UNITED STATES

Goods/Services | Class 009. First Use: 20030801, First Use In Commerce: 20030801
Subject to Goods/Services: optical scope which provides vision capability in low
Cancellation  light situations, with or without additional magnification devices




Attachments | optica~1.pdf( 1 page)
Signature /David V. Radack/
Name David V. Radack

Date

L 08/09/2005




Optical Systems Technology, Inc., :
: Cancellation No.

Petitioner,
V. U.S. TM Registration No. 2,949,159
Knight’s Armament Company, '
Respondent.

SHORT AND PLAIN STATEMENT OF THE GROUNDS FOR CANCELLATION

Petitioner, since September 2002, has been and is now using the mark UNS in connection
with the sale of optical scopes for firearms. Petitioner has filed United States Service Mark
Application Serial No. 76/599,379 for this mark as used in connection with the above goods.
That use has been valid and continuous since the date of first use and has not been abandoned.
The mark, UNS, of Petitioner is symbolic of extensive good will and consumer recognition built
up by Petitioner through substantial amounts of time and effort in advertising and promotion. In
view of the similarity of the respective marks and the related nature of the goods of the
respective parties, it is alleged that Respondent’s registered mark so resembles Petitioner’s mark
previously used in the United States, and not abandoned, as to be likely to cause confusion, or to

cause mistake or to deceive.



