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IN THE UNITED STATES PA TENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
TRADEMARK TRIAL AN D APPEAL BOARD 

------------------------------------------------------------- x  

HERBACEUTICALS, INC. 

Petitioner, 

v. 

XEL HERBACEUTICALS, INC., 

Registrant. 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

Cancellation No. 92045172 

------------------------------------------------------------- x  

XEL HERBACEUTICALS, INC. 

Counter-Petitioner, 

v. 

HERBACEUTICALS, INC., 

Counter -Registrant. 

 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 
: 

 

------------------------------------------------------------- x  
 

PETITIONER/COUNTER-REGISTR ANT’S MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
OPPOSITION TO XEL’S MO TION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

Herbaceuticals, Inc., Petitioner/Counter-Registrant (“Petitioner” or “Herbaceuticals”), by 

its undersigned attorneys, hereby opposes the Motion for Summary Judgment filed by Registrant.  

Counter-Petitioner, XEL Herbaceuticals, Inc. (“XEL” or “Registrant”). 
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