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

in the maiter of trademark application Ser. No, 78/668877
- Forthe mark LOS RIELERCS DEL NORTE
- Published in the Officlal Gazette on March 28, 2008

FERERICO GALINDO Opposition No. 81171111

¥8.

LOS RIELEROS DEL NORTE, INC.

MOTION OF CHERYL L. HODGSON TO WITHDRAW PURSUANT TO 37 C.F.R. §§
10.40{c}8), TTAB Rule 513; MOTION TO SUSPEND PROCEEDINGS PENDING
ENTRY OF NEW COUNSEL; OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, REQUEST FOR
EXTENSION OF TIME TO OPPOSE PETITION TO DISQUALITY

Charyl L. Hodgson, attorney for Opposer, respectiully seeks permissive
- withdrawal from representation Opposer on the following grounds:

1. Applicant has obtained new counsel, David Stall, who has chosen to
pursue a personal attack against Ms. Hodgson instead of addressing the merits of
this action.

2. Ms, Hodgson has been opposing counsel {o Sfall in at least thyee othey
matiers during the last ten years, including an action before this cowt in which Ms.
Hodgson sucoessfully prevailed. Stall is notorious for not addressing the merits, but
instead filing and maintaining spuricus actions and defenses in almost every

inslancs,
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3. Sialfs motion to Disqualify Ms. Hodgson is not based in good faith, since
Ms. Hodgson never represanted the applicant in connection with any trademark
praceadings whatsosver, and since 2002, has had no contact whatspever with the
appiivant gr s officers or direciors.

4. Although Ms, Hodgson was disqualified in the federal aclion by Judge
Lardong, it Case N, 06-CV-00088 pending in El Pase, TX, Judge Cardone made

no findings whatsoever o her order, merely granting the motion without discussion,

She made no findings that the prior brief representation of applicant was substantially

- related to the action pending in Texas. Ms. Hodgson chase not to appeal that

- erronacus rdling i the best interests of her former client in the Texas casa.

4. Ms. Hodgson has counseled with her clients, and believes it in their bast
inferest (o sacure new counsel rather than waste further ime and resources {o
oppose the motion on file before the Board.

8. Ms Hodgson reguasts a suspension of the current proceedings for a period

of 90 days In order o allow Opposer {o secure new counsel, and a ressiting of the

- current testimony periods, in the alternative, Ms. Hodgson requesis that the Board

- grant Applicant an additional 30 days to oppose the Motion to Disqualify Ms.

Hodgsan,

This motion & based upon the Declaration of Cheryl Hodgson filed herewith.

Mution o Withdraw and Stay Proceedings
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Dated: March 8, 2007

Respactuily submitted,

HODGSON LAW GROUP

8608 Santa Monica Bivd,
Third Floor

Beverly Hills, CA 80210
Telephone: (310; 623-3
Facsimile: (3 ?{}‘g 918~

“Attorney for Opposer

Maotton to Withdraw and Stay Proceedingy
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DECLARATION OF CHERYL L. HODGSON
§, Gheryl L Hodgson declare the truth of the following:
! would testify truthfully to the matters stated herain ¥ called upon by the

2 ! have been admitted fo practice since 1878, including admission to the
Slates of Oregon, California, New York, and Tennessee. | have practiced before the
federal courts in Oregon, Washington, California, Colorade, Texas, New Yark, and
Flarida, | have specialized in trademarks, copyrights and music industry matters since
1876, 1 have filed dozens of trademark applications, and handied numercus
trademark, copyright, and related corporate and royalty matters before the pourds.

R ! have previously contacted my olient and advised him of my intention fo
withdraw, He {8 understandably upset and concemed, since neither he nor | believe
the Motion o Disgualify to be well-founded, particularly in view of my long history in
Htigating matiers against Stall,

4. I have never represenied the applicant in this proceeding in any
frademark matters whatlsosver, and have had no communications with the applicant
since fate 2002 when applicant abandoned its relationship with me.  As the record
reflects, all applications pending before the Trademark Office were filed by Steven
Eyre, Bsgq. The ssues involved in the Texas case are largely different, involving an
action on promissory notes, hreach of contract, and corporate malfeasance by
Applicants shareholders.

5, ! have been opposing counsel to Stall on numerous cccasions, including
Opposition No. 81150547, which was dismissed after this Board ruded on the merits
that the mark was not "descriptive”. Stall filed an opposition to daim my disnt’s mark

Motion to Withdraw and Stay Proceedings
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was desoriptive, and therefors free for his clients to infringe at will. In another federal
court action in the Central District of California, he ran up several hundrad thousand
doliars in fees in a federal trademark action to pursue groundless defenses which were
disposad of by way of summary judgment, and was then fired by his dient. I yel a
thitd action, he filed a complaint in Arizona against my client, affer his plaintiff client
had xnowingly signed a full release of all claims in connection with {ermination of
employment and a stock buy back. For the foregoing reasons, | do nat consider Mr,
Siall's ethics in be of the highest integrity, and do not take lightly the motion he has
filed upon his entry inlo this procesding.

5. Despite the foregoing, | believe # in the best inferest of the QOpposer to
seek new counsel in order that this proceeding move forward on the merits, without
providing Stall further reasons to side step the merits of the procsedings. My client s
not well versed iIn frademark matters, and may require some time o find new counsel
o enfer this proceading. For this reason, | am asking the procesdings be suspended
o allow time 1o find new counsel, and that the {estimony perinds be reset accordingly.

in the alilemative,

7

U will cooperate fully with new counsel to provide all files, and my client

has been rsceiving coples of all filings in this matter.

Exsouted this Swday of March 2007 under penalty of perjury of the laws of

the Uniled Stgtes at Beverly Hills, CA
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PROCE OF SERVICE
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State of Califomia
County of Los Angeles

§, Dheryl L Hodgson am employed in the aforesald county, State of California.
bam over the age of 18 years and not a party to the within astim; my business
address iz 8808 Santa Monica Bivd., Third Floor, Beverly Hilis, A& 84210,

On March 8, 2007

Motion to Withdraw
on all inferesied parties in this action by delivery of a copy o

2151 Michsison Drive, Suite 105
o

Oiga & Fraderico Galindo
5248 Apolio Driva
Albuguergque, NM 87120

XX 3Y MAIL

P am readily famiflar with the practice of collection and processing of r“mregpmd@m@
for mailing with the United States Postal Service; pursuant {o that practice, envelopes
placed for collection at designated locations duwring designated hours are deposited
with the Linltled States Postal Service with first class postage thereon, fully prepaid the
same day i the ordinary cowrse of business.
BY PERSONAL SERVICE
f caused such snvelope {0 be delivered by hand to the offices of the addressee.

} declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that
the foregoing & hue and correct:

Warch g, 2047

=" Cheryt L. Hadgsom s

Maotion to Withdraw and Stay Proveedings
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