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IN UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Applicant Name: Kenyon, Sherrilyn

Mark: THE LEAGUE

Ser. No. 85396538

Filing Date: August 12, 2011

Attorney Ref. No.: 118999-100

APPELLANT’S APPEAL BRIEF

BOX TTAB FEE

Commissioner for Trademarks

P.O.Box'1451 _
Alexandria, Virginia 223 13~1451

Appellant, Mrs. Sherrilyn Kenyon, Applicant in the above-captioned matter, hereby

submits her brief in support of her" Notice of Appeal in the above—eaptioned mark (herein

“Appellant/Applicant”).
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