IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

MIRAGL

TRADEMARK:

SERIAL NO.: 88/058,219

FILING DATE: July 30, 2018
APPLICANT: Esquel Enterprises Limited
EXAMINING ATTORNEY: Michelle Ribaudo

LAW OFFICE: 126

TO: Commissioner for Trademarks
P.O. Box 1451
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1451

RESPONSE TO NOVEMBER 1, 2018 OFFICE ACTION

Esquel Enterprises Limited ("Applicant") submitsstresponse to the Office Action

issued on November 1, 2018 concerning the abowzarted application to register

MIRAGL

("Applicant's Mark"). The Examining Attorney pirinarily refused
registration on the ground that Applicant's Markyrba confusingly similar with several prior
registrations and applications (collectively, ti@ted Marks"), namely:

» Avregistration of MIRAGE (Reg. No. 4678514) for &&s" owned by YGW Inc. of

Brooklyn, New York.

* Avregistration ol (Reg. No. 4319568) for "swimweawned by

Mirage Apparel, LLC of Keswick, Virginia.
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* Avregistration of MIRAGE CAMO (Reg. No. 3794106) funiforms and related
apparel, namely, shirts, pants, hats, gloves, s@adcks, sacks, for use by military
personnel, Special Forces, and swat teams," owpn@&iilidog Equipment, LLC of Ft.
Lauderdale, Florida.

» Aregistration of MIRAGE (Reg. No. 1348006) for "Ne Outerwear-Namely, Parkas,
Jackets and Overcoats," owned by Soho Fashiorof.tdew York, New York.

* A pending, allowed application for MIRAGE ACTIVEWHRA(Ser. No. 87848603) for
"women's workout apparel, namely, crop pants, juntpsleggings, sports bras, tank-
tops" owned by Golsa Sarabi DBA Mirage of Woodla&illis, California.

* Pending, allowed applications for MIRAGE AT HOMEg{SNo. 86804064) for
"mattresses and pillows" and (Ser. No. 86804066)ded sheets, bed blankets, duvet
covers, pillow cases, and bath towels," collectivaivned by Mirage Resorts, LLC of
Las Vegas, Nevada.

* A pending application for MIRAGE COLLECTION (SeroN85932775) for "On-line
retail store services featuring clothing and jeweletail store services featuring clothing

and jewelry," owned by Mirage Fashion USA, IncAofesia, California.

* A pending application foM]RAGE (Ser. No. 85932773)

for "custom tailored women's clothing, namely, &hidresses, skirts, blouses," owned by
Mirage Fashion USA, Inc. DBA Mirage Collection.
For the reasons stated below, Applicant respegtfulbmits that there is no likelihood of

confusion with the Cited Marks because the Citedkislao-exist with each other and the parties'



marks are distinct and convey different overall aoencial impressions. In addition, the parties'

products and services are very different and rated.

Amendment to ldentification of Goods

Applicant amends its identification of goods asdats, with the underlined terms to be
added and the items struck through to be deleted:

Class 24 Woven fabrics, knit fabrics; felt and non-woventile fabrics; oilcloth;

gummed waterproof cloth; vinyl arebated cloth textiles for use in the manufacture

of clothing; rubberized cloth; personal articléswoven-textie fabrics of nylon, cotton,
basalt for textile use, namely, handkerchiefs amebts; mosquito nets; bed sheets; futon
sheets and quilts; unfittdthen futon and quitts-eases covers not of papédovpcases;

bed blankets; table napkins of textile; dish clp#t®wer curtains; cloth banners and
flags; fittedtoilet seat covers of textile; unfittesttat covers of textile; wall hangings of
textile; curtains; table cloth of textile; drapesidilliard cloth; labels of cloth; comforters;
bed pads, pillow shams, quilts, quits-cases covetsn mattress-ceverbags covers; bed
and table covers made of cloth

Class 25 Clothing for men, women and children, namely,tspgckets, pants, skirts,
dresses, suits, shirts, t-shirts, sweaters, underwecks, stockings, gloves, ties as
clothing, scarves, hats, pajamas, slippers, vestgrms, belts;-shees, caps being
headwear-swimsuits-boots—footwear—headgeamesad namely, hats and caps;
athletic clothing, namely, warm-up jackets and wanppants;-dress-elothing
Formalwear, namely, tuxedos and tuxedo shirts;alagathing, namely, sweatpants.

The Registration of MIRAGE (Reqg. No. 1348006) hasd®n Cancelled and the
Pending Applications for MIRAGE AT HOME (Ser. No. 86804064) and (Ser. No
86804066) Have Been Abandoned

Since the Examining Attorney issued the Novemiséoffice action, the registration of

MIRAGE (Reg. No. 1348006) for "Men's Outerwear-N&mearkas, Jackets and Overcoats,"

owned by Soho Fashion Ltd. of New York, New Yorksvweancelled.See Exhibit A. Also, the

pending applications for MIRAGE AT HOME (Ser. Nc&o84064) and (Ser. No. 86804066)

collectively owned by Mirage Resorts, LLC of Lasgés, Nevada were abandoned for failure to

file a statement of useSee Exhibit B. Accordingly, Applicant respectfullygeests the

Examining Attorney withdraw the potential refusathwespect to this registration and these

applications.



[l. There is no Likelihood of Confusion Between Applicat's Mark and the Cited Mark
MIRAGE (Req. No. 4678514) owned by YGW Inc.

It is well-established that "the question of candun is not related to the nature of the
mark" alone.InreE.l. DuPont de Nemours & Co., 476 F.2d 1357, 1360 (C.C.P.A. 1973).
Rather, in assessing likelihood of confusion, thattire of the products themselves and the
structure of the relevant market" are paramo@adbury Beverages v. Cott Corp., 73 F.3d 474,
480 (2d Cir. 1996)Vitarroz Corp. v. Borden, Inc., 644 F.2d 960, 967 (2d Cir. 1981). Even
identical marks do not create a likelihood of cansuconfusion when the parties' goods or
services are sufficiently differentee, e.g., Dynamics Research Corp. v. Langenau Mfg. Co.,

704 F.2d 1575. 1576 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (affirmingifimg of no likelihood of confusion between
DRC for "encoders and back gauges for press brakesDRC for "sheet metal fabric" because
goods were "quite distinct"Checkpoint Sys., v. Check Point Software Techs., Inc., 104 F. Supp,
2d 427, 467-68 (D.N.J. 2000) (CHECKPOINT for firdiyaotection software held not
confusingly similar to CHECKPOINT for computerizedcurity systems for businessds)re

Thor Tech., 113 U.S.P.Q.2d 1546, 1547 (T.T.A.B. 20t%J]he identity of the marks alone is
not sufficient to establish likelihood of confusionthe absence of probative evidence that the
goods are related.").

Here, Applicant's Mark is for a variety of clotigiand apparel items, and the description
of goods offered under the Mark has been amendddlé&be "shoes," "boots," and "footwear."
The goods under the Cited Mark MIRAGE are limitedghoes." Consumers of shoes are
seeking products for a very specific purpose, ardialikely to be confused by Applicant's use
of its Mark for different apparel items not incladishoes or other footwear. This is also
evidenced by the fact that the Cited Mark MIRAGEeststs with numerous other MIRAGE

marks for apparel items that are also cited ag&ippticant's Mark. Thus, as acknowledged by



the USPTO, the parties' respective products arglated and sold to a different type of
consumer. Accordingly, because the parties' résjgegoods are so different, there is no
likelihood of confusion between Applicant's Marldathe Cited Mark MIRAGE (Reg. No.
4678514) owned by YGW Inc.

IV.  There is no Likelihood of Confusion Between Applicat's Mark and the Cited Mark

MIRAGE APPAREL and Design (Reg. No. 4319568) ownelay Mirage Apparel,
LLC.

There is no likelihood of confusion between Apalits Mark and the Cited Mark

(Reg. No. 4319568), owned by Mirage Apparel, LbEcause the parties'
respective goods are distinguishable and the gantiarks are distinct.

It is well-established that marks must be compamneteir entireties to determine if they
are similar in terms of appearance, sound, andathvammercial impressioninreE. I. du
Pont de Nemours & Co., 476 F.2d 1357, 1361 (C.C.P.A. 1973). The prdpeus in evaluating
the similarity of two marks isot "on certain prominent features that both parties’ks have in
common, to the exclusion of others which causetrées' marks as a whole to create in the
minds of consumers quite different impressiondrthington Foods, Inc. v. Kellogg Co., 732
F. Supp. 1417, 1439 (S.D. Ohio 199€}ifg Little Caesar Enterprises, Inc. v. Pizza Caesar,
Inc., 834 F.2d 568, 571 (6th Cir. 1987)). Rather'ig]the impression which the mark as a
whole creates on the average reasonably prudeet lamg not the parts thereof which is
important.” 1d.

In this case, the differences between the partiagks outweigh any purported

similarities and the parties' marks convey an diiditierent commercial impression.



MIRAGL

Applicant's Mark, , IS a design mark with a distive elements such as

the reflected image of the word portion of the mMKRAGE. The Cited Mark

is dominated by its distinctive design elementssegimg of several triangles.
Applicant's Mark contains no such similar elemeriarther, the word portion of the Cited
Mark, MIRAGE APPAREL, is much smaller than the dgselements. Thus, the parties
respective marks, when compared in their entireéies highly dissimilar and so consumers are
unlikely to be confused between the two marks.

Further evidencing a lack of likelihood of confusiare the differences between the
parties' goods. The Cited Mark is registered $avilnwear.” This is different and unrelated to
Applicant's other non-swimwear apparel items ins€1a5. Consumers seeking swimwear are
doing so for a very specific purpose: for use mldeach, a pool, or other water-related activity.

These are different from the consumers shoppingdoeral apparel items. Moreover, the Cited

Mark already co-exists on the Principal Registgéh numerous other
MIRAGE marks, cited in the Examining Attorney'sioff action, for non-swimwear apparel

items in Class 25.



Accordingly, because the USPTO has recognizedhlegparties’ marks are

distinguishable and used in connection with gobds &re not related, there is no likelihood of

confusion between Applicant's Mark and the CitedKv _ (Reg. No. 4319568).

V. There is no Likelihood of Confusion Between Applicat's Mark and the Cited Mark
MIRAGE CAMO (Reg. No. 3794106) owned by Bulldog Egument, LLC.

Again, the stark differences between the goodeutiee Cited Mark MIRAGE CAMO
and Applicant's goods indicates that there is kelihood of confusion between the marks.
MIRAGE CAMO is registered for "uniforms and relatapparel, namely, shirts, pants, hats,
gloves, socks, packs, sacks, for use by militargganel, Special Forces, and swat teams."
Thus, the MIRAGE CAMO uniforms serve a very specénd unique purpose for military
personnel, Special Forces, and swat teams. Appkcgeneral apparel goods are sold for no
such similar purpose.

Further indicative of the lack of likelihood ofrdision between the marks is the overall
different commercial impression. The meaning cgedeby the Cited Mark MIRAGE CAMO
is that of camouflaging products. Thus, the megwointhe Cited Mark directly correlates to the
nature of the goods offered under the mark: unifoamd related apparel for military personnel,
Special Forces, and swat teams. As Applicant'kManveys no such similar impression, the
parties' marks are distinguishable.

Accordingly, given the differences between theiparmarks taken with the fact that the
goods offered by each party are unrelated to thergiarty's goods, there is no likelihood of
confusion between Applicant's Mark and the citedRMGE CAMO registration (Reg. No.

3794106).



VI. There is no Likelihood of Confusion Between Applicat's Mark and the Cited
Application MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR (Ser. No. 87848603) owned by Golsa Sarabi

DBA Mirage.

There is also no likelihood of confusion betweegphcant's Mark and the Cited Mark
MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR that is the subject of applicaticer. no. 87848603 for "women's
workout apparel, namely, crop pants, jumpsuitsgilegs, sports bras, tank-tops” owned by
Golsa Sarabi DBA Mirage. Consumers seek workopaeg for a very specific need, namely,
for exercise, and thus require clothing of a patéicquality and purpose different from and
unrelated to general apparel items. These consuane different from those consumers
seeking Applicant's goods under Applicant's Marld thus are unlikely to be confused by the
parties' respective marks.

Also, the marks are not identical. The Cited MBHIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR contains
the additional, distinguishing element "ACTIVEWEARiat conveys an association with the

goods offered under the Cited Mark, namely, women'skout apparel. Applicant's Mark

MIRAGL

conveys no such similar commercial impression, ratiter its distinctive
design elements distinguish it from the Cited MsHRAGE ACTIVEWEAR.

Furthermore, if the Cited Mark MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR issued to registration, it will
co-exist with numerous other MIRAGE marks for iteim<lass 25 that were cited in the
Examining Attorney's office action. Indeed, theRMNGE ACTIVEWEAR has already passed
through publication and the USPTO issued a noti@lawance for the applicatiorSee Exhibit

C. If the USPTO has already agreed that MIRAGE AMEWEAR can co-exist with the



numerous other MIRAGE marks discussed herein, itheam also co-exist with Applicant's

MIRAGL

Mark
As the parties offer unrelated goods under tlespective, different marks, there

therefore is no likelihood of confusion between Aggnt's Mark and the MIRAGE

ACTIVEWEAR mark (Ser. No. 87848603) owned by Gdisaabi DBA Mirage.

VII.  There is no Likelihood of Confusion Between Applicat's Mark and Mirage Fashion

USA's Pending Applications for MIRAGE COLLECTION (S er. No. 85932775) and
MIRAGE (stylized)(Ser. No. 85932773).

Finally, the Examining Attorney also cited as poi&ly conflicting with Applicant's
Mark two pending applications collectively ownedMjrage Fashion USA:
* An application for MIRAGE COLLECTION (Ser. No. 859875) for "On-line
retail store services featuring clothing and jeweletail store services featuring

clothing and jewelry."

* An application forM]RAGE (Ser. No. 85932773)

for "custom tailored women's clothing, namely, &hidresses, skirts, blouses."

Applicant respectfully submits that Mirage Fashsatail services and custom tailored clothing
products are distinguishable from Applicant's goo@sistom-tailored clothing and retail
services related thereto are targeted to a specfisumer need because they are custom-
ordered. The consumer seeking custom-ordereditptre different from those purchasing the
general apparel goods offered under Applicant'skMar

Further, if the Cited Marks owned by Mirage Fashaoe issued to registration, they will
co-exist with numerous other MIRAGE marks for iteim€lass 25 that were cited in the
Examining Attorney's office action. If the USPT@rees that these Cited Marks can co-exist

9



with the numerous other MIRAGE marks discussedihgtieen it can also co-exist with
Applicant's Mark :
As the parties offer unrelated goods under tlespective marks, there therefore is no

likelihood of confusion between Applicant's Marldairage Fashion's marks MIRAGE

COLLECTION (Ser. No. 85932775) aerRAGE (Ser. No.

85932773).

VIIl. The Cited Marks Peacefully Co-Exist Together for Gods in Class 25.

As noted throughout, if the Cited Marks can pealtgto-exist together when they are
also used in connection with different types ofaepgoods in Class 25 and contain the term
MIRAGE, they can likewise co-exist with Applicaniark :

IX. Description of the Mark

Applicant adopts the following description of theurk

The mark consists ahe word MIRAGE in stylized lettensith a reflection of the

wording featured below.
X. Conclusion.

Accordingly, because Applicant's Mark is distindnaible from many of the Cited Marks,
the Cited Marks convey different commercial impress, Applicant's goods are distinguishable
from the goods and serices offered under the Gitaxks, and the Cited Marks peacefully co-

exist together, there is no likelihood of confusim@iween Applicant's Mark and the Cited

10



Marks. Applicant respectfully asks that the ExaimgrAttorney withdraw the refusal and allow
the Application to proceed to publication.
Dated: May 1, 2019 Respectfully submitted,

PATTISHALL, McAULIFFE, NEWBURY,
HILLIARD & GERALDSON LLP

By: _/Kristine Bergman/

Bradley L. Cohn

Kristine A. Bergman

200 South Wacker Drive, Suite 2900
Chicago, lllinois 60606

(312) 554-8000

BLC@pattishall.com
DM@pattishall.com
KAB@pattishall.com

Attorneys for Applicant
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File Edit View  History Bookmarks Tools Help | = | & 2|

Tradernark Electronic Search Syster X

> e @ |0

¥ Most Visited a Getting Started m Suggested Sites ﬂ ‘Web Slice Gallery

docy

8
i

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Home Site Index Search FAQ Glossary Guides  Contacts eBusiness eBiz alerts News Help

Trademarks > Trademark Electronic Search System (TESS)

TESS was last updated on Wed May 1 03:31:06 EDT 2019

hess owe] ewusta [ mucnen |race Forfsrorscoc Jscarc o6 | sorrou | e |

Logout | Please logout when you are done to release system resources allocated for you.

Record 1 out of 1

M ( Use the "Back" button of the Internet Browser to return to TESS)
Typed Drawing

Word Mark MIRAGE

Goods and Services (CANCELLED) IC 025. US 039. G & S: Men's Outerwear-Mamely, Parkas, Jackets and Overcoats. FIRST USE: 19800107. FIRST USE IN
COMMERCE: 19800107

IMark Drawing Code (1) TYPED DRAWING

Serial Number 73345595
Filing Date January 15, 1982
Current Basis 1A

Original Filing Basis 1A
Published for
Opposition
Change In Registration CHANGE IN REGISTRATION HAS OCCURRED

Registration Number 1348006

Registration Date July 9, 1985

Owner (REGISTRANT) Elliot Kastle, Inc. CORPORATION NEW YORK 411 5th Ave. New York NEW YORK 10016

April 30, 1985

(LAST LISTED OWNER) SOHO FASHION LTD. CORPORATION NEW JERSEY 625 BROADWAY, 11TH FLOOR NEW YORK NEW YORK 10012
Assignment Recorded ASSIGNMENT RECORDED
Attorney of Record AMNGELO NOTARD
Prior Registrations 1209834

Type of Mark TRADEMARK

Register PRINCIPAL

Affidavit Text SECT 15. SECT 8 (6-YR). SECTION 8(10-YR) 20041218.
Renewal 15T RENEWAL 20041218

Live/Dead Indicator DEAD

Cancellation Date December 31, 2018

fese voue] Novusis Jomienses Fonee omsevarc JSeARCH0G | Tor | heLr

| HOME | SITE INDEX| SEARCH | eBUSINESS | HELP | PRIVACY POLICY

5/1/2019
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File Edit View History Bookmarks Tools Help

Trademark Electronic Search Syste: X |

(€)> e a

tmsearch.uspto.gov/bi

| £# Most Visited @ Getting Started [ Suggested Sites [[J] Web Slice Gallery

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Home  Site Index Search FAQ Glossary Guides Contacts eBusiness eBiz alerts  News Help

Trademarks > Trademark Electronic Search System (TESS)

‘TESS was last updated on Wed May 1 03:31:06 EDT 2019

[ Logout | Please logout when you are done to release system resources allocated for you.

Record 1 out of 1

Word Mark
Goods and Services

Standard Characters
Claimed

Mark Drawing Code
Serial Number

Filing Date

Current Basis

Original Filing Basis
Published for Opposition
Owner

Assignment Recorded
Attorney of Record
Prior Registrations
Type of Mark
Register

Live/Dead Indicator
Abandonment Date

M ( Use the "Back” button of the Internet Browser to return to TESS)

MIRAGE AT HOME

MIRAGE AT HOME
(ABANDONED) IC 020. US 002 013 022 025 032 050. G & 3: Mattresses and pillows

(4) STANDARD CHARACTER MARK
86804064

October 29, 2015

1B

1B

February 2, 2016

(APPLICANT) MIRAGE RESORTS, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY NEVADA 3600 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH LAS VEGAS
NEVADA 89109

ASSIGNMENT RECORDED
Michael J. McCue
1870054.2054525,3195418
TRADEMARK

PRINCIPAL

DEAD

April 29, 2019

ress o] v Jorwonves Fneerom oo TseRcioc ] o ] v |

| HOME | SITE INDEX| SEARCH | eBUSINESS | HELF | PRIVACY POLICY
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File Edit View History Bookmarks Tools Help T — =L ﬂ—h}
Trademark Electronic Search Syster X |
| = c @ @ tmsearch.uspto.gov/bin/showfield?= docfstate s ww A Segrch N @ =

| ¥ Most Visited a Getting Started m Suggested Sites ﬂWeb Slice Gallery

United States Patent and Trademark Office

Home Site Index Search FAQ Glossary Guides Contacts eBusiness  eBiz alerts News Help

Trademarks > Trademark Electronic Search System (TESS)

lTESS was last updated on Wed May 1 03:31:06 EDT 2019

: Logout | Please logout when you are done to release system resources allocated for you.

Record 1 out of 1

{ { Use the "Back” button of the Internet Browser to return to TESS)

i MIRAGE AT HOME

iWord Mark
| Goods and Services

| Standard Characters
Claimed

Mark Drawing Code
Serial Number

Filing Date

Current Basis

Original Filing Basis
Published for Opposition
Owner

Assignment Recorded
Attorney of Record
Prior Registrations
Type of Mark
Register

Live/Dead Indicator
Abandonment Date

MIRAGE AT HOME
(ADANDOMED) IC 024. US 042 050. G & S: Bed sheets, bed blankets, duvet covers, pillow cases, and bath towels

(4) STANDARD CHARACTER MARK
86804066

October 29, 2015

18

1B

February 2, 2016

(APPLICANT) MIRAGE RESORTS, LLC LIMITED LIABILITY COMPANY NEVADA 3600 LAS VEGAS BOULEVARD SOUTH LAS VEGAS
MNEVADA §2109

ASSIGNMENT RECORDED
Michael J. McCue
1870054;2054525;3195418
TRADEMARK

PRINCIPAL

DEAD

April 29, 2019

T T T (e e ST I

| HOME | SITE INDEX| SEARCH | eBUSINESS | HELP | PRIVACY POLICY
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£} Most Visited ‘ Getting Started m Suggested Sites ﬂ ‘Web Slice Gallery

USPTO TSDR Case Viewer @

Case Id Document Description Mail | Create Date PR | El of [1 NextDoc
87348603 1. Notice of Allowance : Nov. 06, 2018 I S

c ‘@‘ @ tsdruspto.gov/documentviewericaseld=sn87848603&dodld= e @ ﬁ Q search i\

TMOfcialNotices@USPTO.GOY

Tuesday, November 6, 2018 00:08 AM

golsarabi@gmail.com

g.mirage@aol.com

Official USPTC Motice of Allowance: U.5. Trademark SN 87848603 MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR

NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE (NOA)
ISSUE DATE: Nov 6, 2018

U.5. Serial Number. 87548603
Mark: MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR
Docket/Reference Number:

Ho opposition was filed for this published application. The issue date of this NOA establishes the due date for the filing of a Statement of Use {SOU) or a Request
for Extension of Time to file a Statement of Use (Extension Request). WARNING: An SOU that meets all legal requirements must be filed before a registration
certificate can issue. Please read below for important information reg g the licant's pending six {6) month deadline.

SIX {6)-MONTH DEADLINE: Applicant has six {6) MONTHS from the NOA issue date to file either:

An 50U, ifthe applicant is using the mark in commerce {required even if the applicant was using the mark at the time of filing the application, if use basis was not
specified originally); OR

An Extension Regquest, ifthe applicantis not yet using the mark in commerce. If an Extension Requestis filed, a new request must be filed every six (6) months
until the SOU is filed. The applicant may file a total of five (5) extension requests. WARNING: An SOU may not be filed more than thify-gix {36} months frem when

the NOAissued. The deadline for filing is always calculated from the issue date of the NOA

How to file SOU andlor Extension Request:

Use the Trademark Electronic Application System (TEAS). Do NOT reply to this e-mall, as e-mailed filings will NOT be processed. Both the SOU and Extension Request
have many legal requirements, including fees and verified statements; therefore, please use the USPTO forms available online at hitos www.uspto.govitrademarks-
application-processifiling-online {under the "INTENT-TO-USE {ITU) FORMS™ category) to avoid the possible omission of required information. Ifyou have questions
aboutthis notice, please contactthe Trademark Assistance Center at 1-800-786-9199.

For information on how to (1) divide an application; (2} delete goods/semvices (or entire class) with a Section 1(b} basis; or (3) change filing basis, see
hitps:iiwww.uspto. govitrademarks-getting-startediprocess-oveview/additional-information-post-notice-allowance-process

FAILURE TO FILE A REQUIRED DOCUMENT QUTLINED ABOVE DURING THE APPROPRIATE TIME PERIOD WILL RESULT IN THE ABANDONMENT OF THIS APPLICATION.

REVIEW APPLICATION INFORMATION FOR ACCURACY

Ifyou believe this NOA should not have issued or correction of the information shown below is needed, you must submit a request to the Intent-to-Use Unit. Please use
the "Post-Publication Amendment” form under the "POST-APPROVALPUBLICATION/POST NOTICE OF ALLOWANCE (NOA) AMENDMENT FORMS™ category, available at
hitps:iiwww.uspto gowirademarks-application-processiiling-online/post-approvalpublicationpest-notice-allowance-noa. Do NOT reply to this e-mail, as e-mailed filings

will I\iOT be proce.ssed.

Serial Number: 87848603
Mark: MIRAGE ACTIVEWEAR

Docket/Reference Number:
Owner: Sarabi, Golsa

5573 Mason Ave

Woodland Hills , CALIFORNIA 91367
Correspondence Address: SARABI, GOLSA

5573 MASON AVE

WOODLAMND HILLS, CA 91367
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