
IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER FOR TRADEMARKS 

 

In Re Application of: 

Solugen, Inc. 

Mark: 

CORRSOL 

Application Serial No.: 

88359852 

Trademark Examining Attorney: 

 Anne M. Farrell 

 

Filed via TEAS 
Mail Stop Amendment 

Commissioner for Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1451 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 

RESPONSE 

Dear Examiner Farrell: 

This is a response to the Office Action dated December 30, 2019 (“Office 

Action”), Applicant responds as follows: 
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REMARKS 

A. Section 2(d) Refusal 

 In the Office Action, the Examining Attorney refused registration for the 

applied-for-mark CORRSOL under Trademark Act Section 2(d) because of al-

leged likelihood of confusion with the cited mark CORSOL, U.S. Registration 

No. 3737731. Respectfully, Applicant traverses this rejection based on the fol-

lowing remarks. 

1. Each mark lists different goods. 

  Specifically, the applied-for-mark CORRSOL and the cited mark COR-

SOL do not share the same identified goods. Specifically, CORSOL lists the 

following specific goods, namely, “thermal setting acrylic resins.” In contrast, 

CORRSOL lists the following specific goods, namely, “additives for corrosion 

resistance.” The only commonality between these identified goods is that they 

are listed as chemicals additives. 

 Here, “thermal setting acrylic resins” are not necessarily “additives for 

corrosion resistance,” or vice versa. Specifically, Wikipedia provides the fol-

lowing description for thermosetting polymers:  1

  

 Retrieved on June 29, 2020 from: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thermosetting_polymer1

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Thermosetting_polymer
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 In light of the above, “thermal setting acrylic resins” appear to be irre-

versibly hardened materials formed via curing. It’s unclear how this has 

anything to do with additives for corrosion resistance.  

2. Sophisticated purchaser of the listed goods. 

 Further, the purchaser of the CORSOL listed goods and the CORRSOL 

listed goods is most likely a sophisticated one who understands the difference 

between these listed goods. For example, the purchaser of the listed goods of 

each mark is not the same purchaser shopping for laundry detergent or dish-

washing soap in a neighborhood supermarket. Hence, given the level of so-

phistication of this purchaser, there could not be any confusion between the 

two marks.  

 Accordingly, Applicant respectfully submits that there is no likelihood of 

confusion between the two marks and the refusal under Section 2(d) should 

be withdrawn. 
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B. Conclusion 

 Applicant has now made an earnest attempt in this Response to place this 

Application in condition for allowance. For the foregoing reasons and other 

reasons apparent, Applicant respectfully requests the rejection to be with-

drawn. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

    

 

            
Sam Sokhansanj 
JD, BSc.ME, MSc.BioE, MSc.EE 
Fmr. USPTO Contract Examiner 
USPTO Reg. No. 59769 
Texas Bar No. 24060633 

The Law Office of Sam Sokhansanj PLLC 
2101 Cedar Springs Rd., Suite 1050 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
Phone: (214) 988-5454 
Fax: (214) 988-5450
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