UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

P.O. Box 1451

Alexandria, VA 22313-1451

Mailed: April 9, 2010
Opposition No. 91187796
University of Georgia Athletic

Assn;

Opposition No. 91187905
Boise State University;

Opposition No. 91187907;
University of Michigan;

Opposition No. 91187908
Oklahoma State University;

Opposition No. 91187917
University of Notre Dame du Lac;

Opposition No. 91187920
University of Wisconsin;

Opposition No. 91187921
Air Force Academy Athletic Assn;

and

Opposition No. 91187927
Kansas State University

V.
Super Bakery, Incorporated
Michael B. Adlin, Interlocutory Attorney:
Opposers’ motions for summary judgment,® applicant’s

responses thereto and opposers’ reply briefs in the above-

. Filed October 7, 2009 in Opposition No. 91187796, October 9,
2009 in Opposition Nos. 91187905, 91187907, 91187908 and
91187927, October 13, 2009 in Opposition Nos. 91187917 and
91187921 and October 16, 2009 in Opposition No. 91187920.



Opposition Nos. 91187796, 91187905, 91187907, 91187908,
91187917, 91187920, 91187921 and 91187927

referenced proceedings are all noted, but will be given no
consideration at this time, without prejudice to the
parties’ right to refile pursuant to this order. A number
of applicant’s responsive briefs and opposers’ reply briefs
exceed the page limitation set forth in Trademark Rule
2.127(a), and at least some of the briefs in support of
opposers’ motions, and opposers’ reply briefs, on cursory
review, appear to be potentially non-compliant with
Trademark Rule 2.126(a) (1) .? Under the circumstances,
opposers are allowed until TWENTY DAYS from the mailing date
of this order to refile compliant motions for summary
judgment, and applicant’s compliant responses thereto, and
opposers’ compliant reply briefs, if any, shall be due in
accordance with Trademark Rule 2.127(e) (1). Proceedings

remain otherwise suspended.

* % %

2 In fact, it seems clear that the font of at least the

footnotes in opposers’ briefs is smaller than allowed.



