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Hello, I am trying to oppose the request for an extension of the
Discovery Period. I tried to contact the TTAB by email on 12/15/2007 to
accomplish this since I was unfamiliar with the proper manner in which
to do so. Unfortunately, due to the holidays and other circumstances, I
was not able to follow up by contacting the TTAB by telephone until
this date. Upon speaking with a customer service representative, I was
advised that I should submit my opposition to the request for the
extension via this manner and include a copy of the email that I
originally sent, with a request that it may be considered despite the
12/21 deadline.

For sake of simplicity, I will not reiterate everything I asserted in
the body of the email below, except to add that despite my efforts, the
Opposer is still harassing me over this matter, demanding alternate
dates even though I have proposed numerous dates that I would be
available (upon a granting of the TTAB of any extension). Today, I
simply responded out of my frustration to them that I had not received
any notice of an extension being granted, since there really is no
sense in my continuous efforts to provide them with alternate dates
that they are simply going to continue disagreeing to: especially, when
I STRONGLY oppose the granting of the extension regardless. They have
falsely stated that I was in agreement with the extension, and have
accused me of being the reason that they have needed to file an
extension. That simply is not true. They first subpoenaed me for a
deposition on 11/26. I was not available on that date. It was not that
I was trying to be difficult, and (not realizing that the discovery
period had actually, in fact, expired on 11/24) offered to be deposed
as soon as four business days later. Not that I was in agreement to an
extension. I simply wanted to cooperate since, not even until just
today, did I realize that they actually had not even tried to depose me
prior to the deadline of 11/24. Now they accuse me of providing
incomplete answers to their Interrogatories and claiming that it is my
fault that the deposition was not completed prior to the deadline. They
messed up: not me. It’s a shame that they have to misrepresent the
truth and the facts to attempt accomplish their goals.

Please read my email below, and please deny their request for an
extension of the discovery period.

Whatever you determine to be fair and correct, I will readily cooperate
with and abide by. Thank you very much for your time and consideration
of my requests.

Respectfully Submitted,

Bryan C. Broehm

Hello,

Please contact the Trademark Trail and Appeal Board (TTAB) at
571-272-8500.

If you have any further questions or if you require additional
information, please contact the Trademark Assistance Center at

571-272-9250 and press "0". You can reference the following Service
Reguest number: 1-102649823.
Thank You

[THREAD ID:1-10WNbHL]



Sent: 12/15/2007 01:11:24 AM

To: "Trademark Assistance Center"
<TrademarkAssistanceCenter@USPTO.GOV>
Cc: <alinnehan@uspto.gov>; <annlinnehan@uspto.gov>

Subject: TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 78896325 - JESUS CHRIST
HOLY-DIVINESON

Hello, I am uncertain as to whom or how I can petition the TTAB
regarding my Opposer’s request for an Extension of the Discovery
Period. Needless to say I am opposed to that by the very nature of the
request and the fact that it is in actuality my Opposer’s attempt to
effectively oppose my trademark application. Furthermore, they
presented to me, at what I would assume was apparently the very end of
the discovery period, an unacceptable date for a deposition without
first making any attempt to correlate with me to determine if I would
in fact be able to attend on their specified date. I was not opposed
to being deposed, I simply was not available on that date.

When I apprised them of that complication, they responded to me in a
manner as if it was incumbent upon me to help them find an acceptable
date that was prior to the deadline, since they had waited until nearly
the end. I was not aware of the specific deadline date, but offered
them an alternative date that was no more than a week later, of
December 3rd. I have also presented to them a list of other dates that
I was also available and willing to attend. They again responded to me
by advising me that they were not available on certain dates and dealt
with me as i1if, again, it was incumbent on me to be available to them on
a date suitable to them.

Then they responded to me with a list of requests of very nit-picking
and somewhat unreasonable requests to re-answer and supplement my
original responses to their Interrogatories and such, claiming that my
original responses were somehow deficient and unacceptable to them. I
am under the impression that these requests for supplementary answers
are actually their attempt to justify their need for an extension,
rather than accepting that they had simply run out of time. I was
under the impression that the purpose of the deposition was to clarify
any questions not clearly understood from the responses to the
Interrogatories. However, they then told me that the rescheduled date
and extension were delayed because of their need for my supplemental
responses before the extension could be granted by you and another
suitable date scheduled. I have since responded to their requests to
the best of my ability.

A1l along the way I have provided my best good faith effort to comply
with this opposition of theirs’ and respond to their, at times
unreasonable, guestions. I have offered a number of dates that I would
be available throughout the month of December and into January. Now, I
read on the TTAB website their request for an extension wherein they
falsely accuse me of only offering to be available to them on December
3rd. That is not truthful and I believe it is their attempt to display
me as being uncooperative and somehow negligent in this process. They
also have misrepresented me as to having consented to an extension. I
never expressed to them that I was in agreement with their request for
an extension, yet did relate to them that I would make myself available



on a number of proposed dates 1f that was eventually the case and
ordered by the TTAB. I see that in their application for extension
they have included the email correspondence I have had with them
regarding rescheduling the deposition, all except for the email wherein
I provided a list of alternative dates. I also amended and added to
those dates in my supplemental response to them. It is clear that they
are trying to misrepresent me in their application for the extension. I
wish to have that fact, and the fact that I have made every possible
and reasonable attempt to fully comply to the best of my ability in
every aspect of these proceedings, considered when determining whether
or not to grant their request for an extension, which was only brought
about as a necessity due to their delay in scheduling a mutually
acceptable deposition date in the first place.

If my concerns and request in this email are not presented in the
proper manner for my petition, or to the appropriate venue, I will
gladly comply 1f some direction could be provided for me to be able to
do so. If this can be forwarded to the Interlocutory Attorney, Ann
Linnehan, whom this case is assigned to, or to whomever else is
appropriate, I would be grateful. Thank you very much for your
valuable time and assistance with this matter.

Respectfully Submitted,

Bryan C. Broehm

Below is a copy of the correspondence I have had with the Opposer’s
attorneys regarding this matter:

Linda,

Hello. I never stated that December 3rd was my only available date. I
simply offered that date as one that I am available on in contrast to
the long list of dates that were presented to me as unavailable by a
representative from your party that constrained most of my other
available dates. December 6th, 1lth, 14th, 19th, 20th, 21st, 27th, and
28th are all available dates on my schedule. Furthermore, from my
understanding, an extension needs to be granted before any date can be
scheduled. At this time, I am unaware of any extension being granted.
Wouldn’t the TTAB have to confer with me prior to allowing that to
happen?

Regards,
Bryan

From: McLeod, Linda [mailto:Linda.McLeod@finnegan.com]
Sent: Monday, November 26, 2007 5:56 PM

To: webmaster@stainedillusions.com

Cc: Valusek, Judy

Subject: Re: Notices of Deposition

Bryan,



We are still working with our client to see if they are available to
attend the deposition in Florida on December 3rd, but this one date you
offered is not looking good. Can you please provide a few alternative
dates to us.

Regards, Linda

————— Original Message ————-

From: McLeod, Linda

To: ’'webmaster@stainedillusions.com’ <webmaster@stainedillusions.com>
Sent: Wed Nov 21 04:52:25 2007

Subject: Re: Notices of Deposition

Bryan,

We will check with our client on this date. We must file an extension
because it falls outside of the discovery period.

- Linda

————— Original Message ————-

From: Bryan Broehm <webmaster@stainedillusions.com>
To: McLeod, Linda

Sent: Tue Nov 20 22:38:54 2007

Subject: RE: Notices of Deposition

Linda,

Hello. I am available December 3rd, all day. That would really be the
most convenient if that is possible, considering the restrictions on
the other dates. Unfortunately, my schedule and yours aren’t meshing
very well. I hope that perhaps the 3rd will be soon enough to prevent
having to necessitate an extension since it would only be four days
later than the originally proposed date. Please let me know so that I
can adjust my schedule accordingly. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Bryan C. Broehm

From: McLeod, Linda [mailto:Linda.McLeod@finnegan.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 15, 2007 6:37 PM

To: Bryan Broehm

Cc: Kelly, David; Klank, Susannah; Valusek, Judy; Bonny, Anna
Subject: RE: Notices of Deposition



Hi Bryan,

Thank you for the message below. We are flexible on finding a mutually
agreeable date for the deposition(s). We are available most of
December (except Dec. 6-7 and 13-15 and December 22-30th). Please let
us know a few options on dates in December so we can find a good date
for everyone. In the meantime, we need to extend the discovery period
complete the noticed deposition(s). Please confirm that we can file a
motion to extend with your consent to accommodate the deposition(s).

Regards, Linda

Linda K. McLeod | Attorney | Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow, Garrett &
Dunner LLP | 901 New York Ave., N.W. | Washington, D.C. 20001-4413 |
tel: 202.408.6036 | fax: 202.408.4400 | email:
linda.mcleod@finnegan.com | web: www.finnegan.com
<http://www.finnegan.com/>

From: Bryan Broehm
[mailto:webmaster@stainedillusions.com]
Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2007 8:30 PM
To: ’'Bryan Broehm’; Bonny, Anna
Cc: MclLeod, Linda; Kelly, David; Klank, Susannah; Valusek,
Judy
Subject: RE: Notices of Deposition

To Whom It May Concern:

It probably would have been more reasonable to have
contacted me to schedule a date for your request to depose me. I have
no problem with appearing for a deposition; however, that date is not
suitable and I will not be able to attend. Please contact me to attempt
to schedule an agreeable date for all parties. Thank you.

Sincerely,



Bryan C. Broehm

From: Bonny, Anna

[mailto:Anna.Bonny@finnegan.com]

Judy

Pursuant to

Sent: Wednesday, November 14, 2007 7:04 PM
To: webmaster@stainedillusions.com
Cc: MclLeod, Linda; Kelly, David; Klank, Susannah; Valusek,

Subject: Notices of Deposition

Dear Mr. Broehm,

Attached please find:

1) Opposer’s Notice To Take Deposition of Bryan Broehm

2) Opposer’s Notice To Take Deposition of Applicant
Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(b) (6)

Sincerely,

Anna C. Bonny?Law Clerk ?Finnegan, Henderson, Farabow,

Garrett & Dunner, L.L.P. 7901 New York Avenue, NW, Washington, DC
20001-4413 2202.408.44427fax 202.408.4400 7anna.bonny@finnegan.com



