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	In today’s world that is globalized and interconnected, an intellectual property right is an issue that is very significant. There were a set of reasons why the Burger King, the national franchise, was banned from opening a restaurant within 20 miles of Mattoon in Illinois taking into consideration matters intellectual property. The first key reason was that the giant fast food corporation which in this case is Burger King until after 1954 had not taken the name, Burger King. Before 1959 they did not have any franchises in Illinois. More importantly, the Burger King until 1961 did not hav1e a restaurant. The Lawyer of the Hoots told the Burger King that they did not have to enter through sending them a letter. The Hoots started to worry by 1967 when there had been more than 50 restaurants by the Burger King in Illinois (Duggal, 2007)
The second key reason why there was the banning of the opening of a restaurant opening is that there was opening up behind Gene and Betty cream shop of Hoots Burger King which was named Burger KING and Frigid Queen. Moreover, Gene and Betty went on to register the name Burger King in Illinois as a trademark state a couple of years later. This registration was with the authorities of Illinois. The couple had even begun to increase the offerings of the eatery menu and it is when they realized that there needed changing of on a name focusing on ice cream in Illinois there were nearly Burger Kings amounting to 50. These were the reasons why this decision was made (Duggal, 2007)
A trademark is a phrase, word symbol or design that in matters one's products identifies and distinguishes it from the competition. The trademark law of America is expanding. The trademark jurisprudence continues to expand. The trademark law protects the commercial identity of a business or brand by discouraging other businesses from name or logo adopting. This case of the Burger King being prevented from opening a store within a 20-mile radius in Illinois shows that the US trademark law jurisprudence is being taken with seriousness since were it not for it, there was the possibility of violation of the rights of the Gene and Betty Hoots trademark iconic name. This should be kept into practice at these times of living where we are faced with globalization and interconnection since the case of the Burger King served as an example (Duggal, 2007)
[bookmark: _GoBack]One of the articles that discuss intellectual property is by Darren Dahl and which goes by the name Intellectual Property. The article is about how Mr. Lubetzky who had his business idea copied by his competitor since his company had been named as the company with the best new product at the Natural Expo East. Through the intellectual property rights, he was able to send the offending company a cease- and -desist letter since he had his trademark. In relating to the case in hand, the article is related to this case since it’s similar to how the Burger King through the intellectual property right was not able to allocate a restaurant since it was banned because Gene and Betty Hoots trademark iconic name had already been registered (Dahil, 2009)
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