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Mail Stop 8

REPORT ON THE

TO: . . - . pare . . . .
v Director of the 1.5, Patent and Trademark Office FILING OR DETERMINATION OF AN
P.0. Box 1450 ACTION REGARDIRG A PATENT OR
Alexandria, VA 22313-1456 TRADEMARK
fn Compliance with 35 U.5.C. § 290 and/or 15 U.S.C. § 1116 you are hereby advised that a court action has been
filed in the U.S. District Court Northern District of New York on the following
] Trademarks or i Patents.  ( ] the patent action invelves 35 U.S.C. § 292,y
DOCKET NO. DATE FILED U.5. DISTRICT COURT
1:15-CV-625 (DEP) 5/21/2015 Northernt District of New York

PLAINTIFF DEFENDANT

TS Innovations LLC

Plano Synergy Holdings, Incorporatsd; Synergy
Cutdoors, LLC; WildGame Innovations; Flextone Game
Calis; and The Sports Products, LLC

PATENT OR DATE QF PATENT N i
TRADEMARK NO. OR TRADEMARK HOLDER OF PATENT OR TRADEMARK.
i 8,707,611 B2 4/29/2014 ITS Innovations, LLC
4
5

In the above—entitled case, the following patent(s) trademark(s) have been included:

DATE INCLUDED MNCLUDED BY

1 Amendment

[ Answer [ Cross Bill [J Other Pleaing

DATE OF PATENT
OR TRADEMARK

PATENT OR
TRADEMARK NO.

HOLDER OF PATENT OR TRADEMARK

In the above—entitled case, the following decision has been rendered or judgement issued:

DECISION/JUDGEMENT

Peables.

Case settled. Ordar of Dismissal By Reason of Setilemeant issusd on December 1, 2016 by Magistrate Judge David E.

CLERK
Lawrence K. Baerman

(BY) DEPUTY CLERK
Shelly Muller

DATE
12/2/20%6

Copy 1-Upon initiation of action, xoail this copy te Director

Copy 2——Upen {iling document adding patent(s), raail this copy te Birector

Copy 3—Upon termination of action, mail this copy to Director

Copy 4—Case file copy
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

ITS INNOVATIONS LLC,
Civil Action No.
Plaintiff, 1:15-CV-625 (DEP)

V.
PLANO SYNERGY HOLDINGS,
INCORPORATED, an lllinois corporation,
et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL BY REASON OF SETTLEMENT

The Court has been advised by counsel that this action has been
settled, or is in the process of being settled. Counsel has also advised the
Court that no infant or incompetent is a party to this action. Accordingly,
pursuant to N.D.N.Y. L.R. 68.2(a), it is hereby

ORDERED as follows:

(1)  The above-captioned case is hereby dismissed and
discontinued in its entirety, without costs, and without prejudice to the right
of any party to reopen this action within sixty (60) days of the date of this
Order if the settlement is not consummated.

(2)  Any application to reopen this case must be filed within sixty

(60) days of the date of this Order. An application to reopen filed after the
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expiration of that sixty-day period, unless it is extended by the Court prior
to its expiration, may be summarily denied solely on the basis of
untimeliness.

(3) If the parties wish for the Court to retain ancillary jurisdiction for
the purpose enforcing any settlement agreement, they must submit a
request that the Court retain jurisdiction over enforcement of the
agreement or submit the agreement to the Court for incorporation of its
terms into an Order retaining jurisdiction within the above-referenced sixty
(60) day period for reopening the matter.

(4) The dismissal of the above-captioned action shall become with
prejudice on the sixty-first day following the date of this Order, unless any
party moves to reopen this case within sixty (60) days of the date of this
Order upon a showing that the settlement was not consummated, or the
Court extends the sixty (60) day period prior to its expiration.

(5) The Clerk of the Court is respectfully directed to close this
case and forward a copy of this Order to the parties pursuant to the

Court's local rules.

Dated: December 1, 2016 //W 4, /@M[/

David E. Peebles
Syracuse, NY U.S. Magistrate Judge




