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On June 27, 2002, the Board suspended action in this
proceedi ng pendi ng the disposition of opposer’s notion to
conpel discovery responses (filed April 23, 2002).

O fice records indicate no response thereto.

Accordi ngly, opposer’s notion to conpel discovery
responses is hereby granted as conceded. See Tradenark
Rul es 2.120(e) and 2.127(a).

In view thereof, applicant is allowed until 30 days
fromthe date of this order to fully respond w thout
objection to opposer’s first set of interrogatories and to
opposer’s first request for production of docunents.

Applicant is rem nded that in the event it fails to
conply with this order, the Board nay entertain a notion for
di scovery sanctions. See Trademark Rule 2.120(Q).

Qpposer’s notion to extend trial dates is granted to

the extent indicated bel ow



DI SCOVERY TO CLCSE: CLOSED
Testinony period for party in

position of plaintiff to close: January 31, 2003
(opening thirty days prior thereto)

Testinony period for party in

position of defendant to cl ose: April 1, 2003
(opening thirty days prior thereto)

Rebuttal testinony period to close: May 16, 2003
(opening fifteen days prior thereto)

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.



