
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov

ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA378419
Filing date: 11/13/2010

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

Proceeding 91167828

Party Plaintiff
Judith Mendez

Correspondence
Address

SEAN M NOVAK
NOVAK & BEN-COHEN LLP
8383 WILSHIRE BLVD, PH 1004
BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90211
UNITED STATES
bgarner@gmail.com

Submission Rebuttal Brief

Filer's Name Sean M. Novak, Esq.

Filer's e-mail smn@nobelaw.com

Signature /Sean M. Novak/

Date 11/13/2010

Attachments Opposer's Reply Trial Brief.pdf ( 26 pages )(1045772 bytes )
Declaration of SMN Re Opposer's Reply Trial Brief.pdf ( 15 pages )(503258
bytes )

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

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


NOVAK3:BEN-COHEN,LLP LAWYERS 8383WilshireBoulevard,Suite1004 BeverlyHills,California90211 Telephone:(323)651-4222Facsimile:(323)651-4221 www.nobeIaw.com

»—....a

123}----‘

'—‘$\DOO'-—'lO\LI!-hL2Jl\.)
i— I\)

>—- DJ

-13-

i-------» LI‘!

.—a O\

'-—-J

r—-- 00

>—- \D

I\.) C‘)

Ix) l—A

IN.) l\.)

I‘-J La)

Ex) -I3

[0 U1

I‘-J ON

l\-J ‘~11

[M3 00

JUDITH MENDEZ

Artistically Known As
DITA & DITA DE LEON

269 S. Beverly Dr., #1026
Beverly Hills, CA 90212
Opposer

SEAN M. NOVAK, ESQ. (BAR NO. 198307)
NOVAK & BEN—COHEN, LLP
8383 Wilshire Blvd., PH 1004

Beverly Hills, California 90211
Tel: (323) 651-4222
Fax: (323) 651-4221

Attorney for Opposer
JUDITI-I MENDEZ

Artistically Known As DITA and/or DITA DE LEON

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE BEFORE THE

TRADEMARK APPEAL BOARD

JUDITH MENDEZ, ) Opposition No.1 91 167828 (consolidated with
Artistically Known As DITA and/or ) Opposition No. 91 170265)
DITA DE LEON )

% Applicant Serial No.: 78507802
Opposer, )

) OPPOSER’S REPLY TRIAL BRIEF;

vs. % DECLARATION OF SEAN M. NOVAK
DITA, INC. g

Applicant. %
)

TO THE TRADEMARK APPEAL BOARD, ALL PARTIES AND THEIR

COUNSEL OF RECORD:

COMES NOW Opposer JUDITH MENDEZ Artistically Known As DITA and/or

DITA DE LEON (hereinafter referred to as “Opposer”) submitting her Reply Brief for Trial

in this matter.

-1-

OPPOSER JUDITH MENDEZ’S REPLY TRIAL BRIEFf 
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