Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA944580

Filing date: 12/31/2018

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

Proceeding 91223018

Party Defendant
Great Management Group, LLC

Correspondence | LISEL M FERGUSON

Address PROCOPIO CORY HARGREAVES & SAVITCH LLP

525 B ST STE 2200

SAN DIEGO, CA 92101-4474

UNITED STATES

lisel.ferguson@procopio.com, calendaring@procopio.com, docket-
ing@procopio.com, diane.trus@procopio.com, jamie.quient@procopio.com,
michele.fuger@procopio.com, matthew.sheilds@procopio.com,
mif@procopio.com, liz.bojorquez@procopio.com

619-238-1900

Submission Brief on Merits for Defendant

Filer's Name Lisel M. Ferguson

Filer's email Lisel.Ferguson@procopio.com, calendaring@procopio.com,
Michele.fuger@procopio.com, matthew.shields@procopio.com

Signature /Lisel M. Ferguson/

Date 12/31/2018

Attachments GMGs_and_GCs_Brief_on_the_Merits_of_the_Case.PDF(139936 bytes )

DOCKET

A R M Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com.



http://estta.uspto.gov
https://www.docketalarm.com/

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

CHUTTER, INC.,
Opposer,
V.
GREAT MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC,

Applicant.

CHUTTER, INC.,
Petitioner,
V.
GREAT CONCEPTS, LLC,

Registrant.

N’ N’ N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

Opposition No. 91223018 (parent)
Cancellation No. 92061951

Serial Nos. 86-434,445
86-434,461

Marks: DANTANNA'’S
DANTANNA’S TAVERN

GREAT MANAGEMENT GROUP, LLC’S AND GREAT CONCEPTS, LLC’S

BRIEF ON THE MERITS
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