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C ndy B. Greenbaum Attorney:

Applicant’s consented notions filed January 15, 2004
and February 17, 2004 to extend tine to file its answer to
the notice of opposition are granted. Trademark Rul e
2.127(a).

Accordi ngly, answer is due March 16, 2004.

The Board notes that for the past five and one-half
years, the parties have effected nunerous extensions or
suspensions to accommobdate the parties’ settlenent
negoti ati ons, yet no settlenent has been reached. |If the
parties agree to another extension or suspension, they wll
be expected to report to the Board on the progress of their
settl enment negotiations. Such report nust include a
recitation of issues that have been resol ved, issues that
remain to be resolved, and a firmtinetable for resol ution.

Absent such a report, any future notion to extend or
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suspend, even though agreed to by the parties, may not be
approved.
Trial dates, including the close of discovery, are

reset as foll ows:

DISCOVERY PERIOD TO CLOSE: June 15, 2004

Thirty-day testimony period for party in position of plaintiff to close: ~ September 13, 2004

Thirty-day testimony period for party in position of defendant to close: November 12, 2004

Fifteen-day rebuttal testimony period to close: December 27, 2004

In each instance, a copy of the transcript of testinony
together with copies of docunentary exhibits, nust be served
on the adverse party within thirty days after conpletion of
the taking of testinony. Trademark Rule 2.1 25.

Briefs shall be filed in accordance with Trademark Rul e
2.128(a) and (b). An oral hearing will be set only upon

request filed as provided by Trademark Rule 2.1 29.



