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CHINA BANK SAVINGS, INC., } IPC No. 14-2013-00368
Opposer, } Opposition to:
} Application No. 4-2013-00262
} Date filed: 10 January 2013
-versus- } TM: “EASY DEBIT”
}
)
ANA MARIE CHAN, }
Respondent-Applicant. }
X X
NOTICE OF DECISION

ANGARA ABELLO CONCEPCION REGALA & CRUZ
Counsel for the Opposer

22™ Floor, ACCRALAW Tower
2" Avenue corner 30" Street
Crescent Park West, Bonifacio Global City
Taguig City

DELA CUESTA AND TANTUICO
Counsel for Respondent-Applicant
5™ Floor, BTTC Centre j

288 Ortigas Avenue corner Roosevelt Street
San Juan City, Metro Manila

GREETINGS:

Please be informed that Decision No. 2015 - 64 dated April 30, 2015 (copy enclosed) was
promulgated in the above entitled case.

Taguig City, April 30, 2015.

For the Director:

secomen. Q.
Atty. EDWIN DANILO A. DATIN
Director Ill
Bureau of Legal Affairs

Republic of the Philippines
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY OFFICE
Intellectual Propeity Center, 28 Upper McKinley Road, McKinley Hill Town Center
Fort Bonifacio, Taguig City 1634 Philippines
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Trademark: EASY DEBIT

Decision No. 2015- éf

DECISION

-Applicant.

ngs, Inc.! (“Opposer”) filed an opposition to Trademark
2013-00262. The contested application, filed by Ana Marie
icant”), covers the mark “"EASY DEBIT” for use on "mobile pos
inder Class 09 of the International Classification of Goods®.
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that it spent substantial time, money and resources in the
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1. copies of the trademark applications and letter to the Intellectual Property
Office Philippings (IPOPHL) dated 22 May 2013 showing the payment of the
Issuance and 2[ Publication Fee for “EASI-SAVE";

2. affidavit of Janice S. Ty; and

3. printout from its FAQ's page.

This Bureau issued a Notice to Answer and served a copy thereof upon the
Respondent-Applicant on|16 January 2014. The Respondent-Applicant, however, failed
to timely her Answer. Accordingly, the Hearing Officer issued on 30 June 2014 Order
No. 2014-722 declaring the Respondent-Applicant in default and the case submitted for
decision.

The issue to be resolved is whether the trademark “EASY DEBIT” should be
allowed.

Records show that at the time the Respondent-Applicant filed the contested
application on 10 January| 2013, the Opposer has a valid and existing registration for its
mark “EASI-SAVE” under Certificate of Registration No. 4-2012-008421 issued on 20
December 2012.

To determine whether the competing marks are confusingly similar, the two are
reproduced below for comparison:

Easi-Save
E&3yDelsit

Respondent-Applicant’s mark

/,

Opposer’s ma,

The two are simj|lar only insofar as the word “EASY” in the Respondent-
Applicant’s mark resembles in looks and in sound, the word “EASI” in the Opposer’s
mark. Be that as it may, this Bureau finds that the resemblance is insufficient to sustain
the instant opposition. While it is true that the word “EASI” is coined by the Opposer, it
failed to show that it alsp has the exclusive right to use the word “EASY”. The word
“EASY” is a common English word and is part of other registered marks belonging to
different parties including those dealing with banking or financial services. The
Trademark Registry reveals such marks, to wit: “"EASY CASH”, “EASY GIVES”, “BPI
LET'S MAKE IT EASY”, “"LANDBANK EASY CHECK PLUS CORPORATE CHECK PRINTING
SYSTEM & DEVICE”, "ABS-CBN EASY REMIT” and “INVESTING MADE EASY”. Hence,
what will determine whether the marks are indeed confusingly similar are the words

-
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and/or device that acconjpany the same. In this case, the word “DEBIT” is completely
distinct and distinguishable “SAVE”. Moreover, the words “EASY” and “DEBIT” in the
Respondent-Applicant’s mark is stylized.

Finally, it is emphasized that the essence of trademark registration is to give
protection to the owners| of trademarks. The function of a trademark is to point out
distinctly the origin or ownership of the goods to which it is affixed; to secure to him
who has been instrumental in bringing into the market a superior article of
merchandise, the fruit of his industry and skill; to assure the public that they are
procuring the genuine afticle; to prevent fraud and imposition; and to protect the
manufacturer against substitution and sale of an inferior and different article as his
product.’ It is found that Respondent-Applicant sufficiently met the requirements of the
law.

WHEREFORE, premises considered, the instant opposition is hereby
DISMISSED. Let the filewrapper of Trademark Application No. 4-2013-00262 be
returned, together with g copy of this Decision, to the Bureau of Trademarks for
information and appropriate action.

SO ORDERED.

Taguig City, 30 April 2015.

ATTY. NA NIEL S. AREVALO
irector IV
Bureau of Legal Affairs
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> Pribhdas J. Mirpuri vs. Court of Appeals, G.R. No. 114508, 19 November 1999.




