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

In the matter of:

Application Serial No. 85/932,097

Mark: PATIO BY THE SPADES

Published in the Official Gazette on April 29, 2014

Kate Spade LLC,
Opposition No.: 91216585
Opposer, (PARENT)

Thatch, LLC
Applicant.

In the matter of:

Application Serial No. 86/179,137

Mark: THE SPADES

Published in the Official Gazette on June 10, 2014

Kate Spade LLC,
Opposition No.: 91217168

Opposer,
v.

The Spades Trademark Company, LLC

Applicant.

PUBLIC REDACTED VERSION

APPLICANTS’ BRIEF ON FINAL HEARING'

COWAN, LIEBOWITZ & LATMAN, P.C.
114 West 47th Street
New York, New York 10036
(212) 790-9200

' Redacted for confidential information pursuant to protective order. An unredacted version is
being filed separately under seal.
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