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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Kabushiki Kaisha Hitachi Seisakusho
d/b/a Hitachi, Ltd.,
Opposer, Consolidated Opposition No. 91168566
(Consolidated with Opposition No., 91168628)
V.

Serial Nos.  78/453,552

Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., 78/453,589
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Applicant.
CONSENTED MOTION FOR THIRTY-DAY EXTENSION TO DISCOVERY PERIOD
Applicant hereby moves for a thirty-day extension of the discovery period set by the
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board in connection with the above-captioned Opposition.
Currently, discovery is set to close in this Opposition on November 3, 2006. After the discovery
period opened in the Opposition, both Applicant and Opposer served the other side with
interrogatories and document requests, and both parties have served the other side with written
responses to these requests.
The parties have worked diligently during the discovery period to issue discovery
requests and to prepare discovery responses. However, due to the complexity of the Opposition,
due to the fact that both parties are located in Asia, and because additional time is needed to

consider the necessity of issuing follow-up interrogatories and document requests, and to

possibly request that the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board approve a Protective Order before
production of certain documents, the parties have agreed to move the Board to extend the
discovery period by thirty days. Even if the discovery period is extended by thirty days, the
parties believe that, at this time, it is not necessary to extend the other deadlines set by the Board
in this Opposition, and the parties are not requesting extension of any other deadlines at this

time.



As stated above, Applicant requests that the discovery period in the above-captioned

Opposition be extended by thirty days and that the remaining deadlines remain unchanged, as

follows:
Discovery period to close: December 3, 2006
Testimony period for party in position of plaintiff to close: February 1, 2007
Testimony period for party in position of defendant to close: April 2, 2007
Rebuttal testimony period to close: May 17, 2007

Counsel for the Opposer consented to this motion via e-mail with the undersigned on
November 3, 2006.

Respectfully submitted,
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Mark J. Liss

Caroline I.. Stevens

Leydig, Voit & Mayer, Ltd.
Two Prudential Plaza

Suite 4900

Chicago, Hlinois 60601-6780
(312} 616-5600




CERTIFICATE OF EL ECTRONIC TRANSMISSION AND SERVICE BY MAIL

I hereby certify that a copy of the attached CONSENTED MOTION FOR THIRTY-DAY
EXTENSION TO DISCOVERY PERIOD was filed electronically with the Trademark Trial and
Appeal Board on November 3, 2006, and was served on counsel for Opposer via Federal Express

and facsimile on November 3, 2006 to the following address:

Michelle C. Burke
Jermifer M. Mikulina
McDermott Will & Emory LLP
227 West Monroe Street
Chicago, [llinois 60606-5096
(312) 372-2000 (telephone)
(312) 984-7700 (facsimile)
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