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L DS IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
W S BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD
SCHLAGE LOCK COMPANY,
Opposer,
V. : Opposition No. 91/159,885
ALTO PRODUCTS, CORP.,
' Applicant.

REPLY TO OPPOSER’S OPPOSITION
TO APPLICANT’S REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION

This memorandum is in reply to Opposer’s Response to Applicant’s Request for
Reconsideration.

Applicant appreciates and certainly understands Opposer’s reasons for not
promptly responding to the Board’s December 2, 2004 decision. Opposer, however, does
not make any arguments pertaining to Applicant’s Request for Reconsideration. Nor has
Opposer sent any additional discovery to Applicant.

During the last few weeks, Applicant has made numerous calls to Opposer
regarding discovery. Applicant, however, has had no luck in reaching Opposer. The
only communication which Applicant received in return was a voicemail claiming
documents responsive to the Board’s decision will be sent shortly with no specific date of
arrival.

In light of this, Applicant respectfully requests the Board to reconsider its

decisions regarding the December 2, 2004 decision and strongly urge Opposer to forward



documents pertaining to the Board’s December 2, 2004 decision to Applicant.

CONCLUSION

Applicant respectfully asks the Board to grant Applicant’s December 28, 2004
Request for Reconsideration. It is also requested that discovery be extended and all trial

dates be reset to permit completion of discovery.

Respectfully submitted,
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MattheW T. Dennehy

STEPHEN E. FELDMAN, PC
12 East 41% Street

New York, NY 10017

(212) 532-8585




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing Applicant’s Motion to Compel has been served by the
undersigned, this | & day of January, 2005, upon Opposer’s attorneys:

Michael Best & Friedrich LLP
Dyann Kostello

100 East Wisconsin Avenue
Suite 3300

Milwaukee, WI 53202

AN

Leslie Hines

Dated: January 7, 2005




