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A notice of opposition in this mtter was filed on
January 13, 2003 and instituted on January 25, 2003. This
proceedi ng currently has pending two notions: (1) opposer’s
notion to conpel discovery, filed Cctober 14, 2003 and (2)
opposer’s notion for summary judgnent, also filed Cctober 14,
2003. Three itens of correspondence have been received froma
M. Kl aus Bach.'
The first itemreceived in the Board proceeding from M.
Bach was a response to the institution order containing, what
appeared to be, a request to anend the identification of goods
in the application and a copy of a German Regi stration. Due

to the informal nature of the response, M. Bach was advi sed

! M. Bach nade an appearance in the original application as a
correspondence address and signing the application transmttal
letter with his Patent Registration Nunber.
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of the correct procedures by Board order dated April 16, 2003.
On June 17, 2003 the Board received a conmunication, in the
formof a letter, that has been accepted as the defendants’
answer in this proceeding. The final item of correspondence
received fromM. Bach was on February 25, 2004 and what has
been deened by opposer as a response to its notions filed on
Oct ober 14, 2003.

Due to the unfamliarity of M. Bach with trademark
litigation procedures, a review of this proceeding reveal ed
that M. Bach is a registered patent agent with the Office.?
There is no evidence that M. Bach has a |icense to practice
| aw and t hereby represent defendants in this trademark
opposi tion proceeding. Patent and Trademark Rul e 10.14(b), 37
CFR § 10. 14(b), provides that non-lawers

are not recogni zed to practice before the
Ofice in trademark and ot her non-patent
cases, except that individuals not
attorneys who were recogni zed to practice

before the Ofice in trademark cases
under this chapter prior to Jan. 1, 1957,

wi |l be recognized as agents to continue
practice before the Ofice in tradenmark
cases.?

2 According to the Ofice records, M. Bach became a registered
agent in 1973 and will not qualify for the regul atory exception
to practice trademark | aw before the office.

% | ndivi dual s who qual i fy under the above exception as authorized
representatives, i.e., having been recognized prior to 1957 to
practice before the Ofice in trademark cases, nust file in the
proceeding a witten authorization fromthe party that he
represents. See 37 CFR § 2.17(b).
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Due to what appears to be an unauthorized representation,
M. Bach is allowed TH RTY DAYS fromthe nmailing date of this
order within which to provide the Board evidence of his
ability to represent a party in this proceeding. This can be
acconpl i shed by providing an original certificate that Kl aus
J. Bach is currently a nmenber in good standing of the highest
bar of a state. |If he is not entitled to represent
def endants, the Board cannot accept any of the filings that
have been nmade to date in this proceeding and signed by M.
Bach, and defendants wll be allowed tinme to arrange for other
representation, together with authorized filings.

In light of the foregoing, proceedings in this matter
remai n suspended pending M. Bach’'s response to this order.
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