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Cheryl Goodman, Interlocutory Attorney:

This case now conmes up on applicant’s counsel’s notion
to wwthdraw, filed, January 15, 2004, and applicant’s
consented notion to extend, filed February 9, 2004 (copy
filed February 25, 2004).

The Board turns first to applicant’s attorney’s request to
wi t hdraw as counsel or record in this case.! The request to
w t hdraw as counsel is in conpliance with the requirenents of
Trademark Rule 2.19(b) and Patent and Trademark Rul e 10.40, and
is accordingly granted. The law firmof Arnstein & Lehr no
| onger represents applicant in this proceeding.

The Board has updated its records to reflect applicant’s

new counsel .2

1 A copy of said request has been placed in both the opposition
file and the application file.

2Mpplicant’s attorney’s request to withdraw identified
applicant’s new counsel and applicant advised in its notion to
extend that it has obtai ned new counsel.



Applicant’s consented notion, filed February 9, 2004
(copy filed February 25, 2004), to extend testinony periods
is granted. Trademark Rule 2.127(a).
Trial dates are reset as set forth in applicant’s notion.3
In addition to the parties’ counsel of record, a copy of

this order has been sent to all persons |listed bel ow.

CC:

Janmes (ossett

Arnstein & Lehr

120 S. Riverside Plaza Suite 1200
Chi cago, Illinois 60606

Charl es Browning W1 son
1036 Gage Avenue
Del tona, Florida 32738

3QOpposer is rem nded of that the subject matter of its extended
testinony period is limted to those topics set forth in the Board
order of Decenber 15, 2003.



