We disclaim all liability and recommend that the reader consult with a competent attorney. Do NOT rely on this letter. This letter does NOT establish an attorney-client relationship nor does it constitute legal advice.
Office of the Commissioner for Trademarks

Administrator for Trademark Identification, Classification & Practice

P.O. Box 1451 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1451

RE:
Letter of Protest

U.S. Trademark Serial No. _____________

Application for [INSERT MARK] in International Class [INSERT IC]
Dear Commissioner:

Pursuant to TMEP Section 1715.01(a)(2), this letter is a Letter of Protest as to the pending federal trademark registration application number [INSERT APPLICATION NUMBER] for the mark [INSERT WORD MARK or DESCRIPTION OF DESIGN OF MARK, IF DESIGN MARK] in International Class [INSERT IC] for [INSERT GOODS OR SERVICES DESCRIPTION] filed [INSERT FILING DATE].  
[DESCRIBE WHY PROTESTING – (1) generic/descriptive, (2) likelihood of confusion and/or (3) in litigation.  For example, if (2), then . . .

[INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] is the owner of U.S. Registered Trademark [INSET REGISTRATION NUMBER] of [INSERT REGISTERED MARK] in International Class [INSERT IC] for [INSERT WORD MARK or DESCRIPTION OF DESIGN OF MARK, IF DESIGN MARK].  [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] alleges that there is a likelihood of confusion between [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] registered mark and the mark in trademark registration application number [INSERT APPLICATION NUMBER].  [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] attaches the following in support of its allegation:

First, the Examining Attorney must look at marks themselves for similarities in appearance, sound, connotation and commercial impression.  In re E. I. DuPont de Nemours & Co., 476 F.2d

1357, 177 USPQ 563 (CCPA 1973).  [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME]  respectfully asserts that [INSERT MARK OF REGISTERED TRADEMARK] and [INSERT MARK OF PROTESTED APPLICATION] are sufficiently similar under this standard so as to permit a finding of likelihood of confusion. 

Second, the Examining Attorney must compare the goods or services to determine if they are related or if the activities surrounding their marketing are such that confusion as to origin is likely.  In re August Storck KG, 218 USPQ 823 (TTAB 1983); In re International Telephone and Telegraph Corp., 197 USPQ 910 (TTAB 1978); Guardian Products Co., v. Scott Paper Co., 200 USPQ 738 (TTAB 1978).  [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME]  respectfully asserts that [INSERT MARK OF REGISTERED TRADEMARK] and [INSERT MARK OF PROTESTED APPLICATION] are sufficiently related under this standard so as to make confusion likely.

Because of the similarity of [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] registered mark and the mark that is the subject of the application and because of the relatedness of the lines of goods described, [INSERT BUSINESS OR ENTITY NAME] respectfully requests that the you grant this Letter of Protest and advise the Examining Attorney as appropriate.  
Please feel free contact me if you would like to discuss anything further.  

Thank you for your consideration.

Very Truly Yours,
