| TTAB

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD r77 é’ﬁﬁ?}é

Crpozition No.: 91193064

~— N e

IR OO O
05-14-2012

SAaTLO ENTEEPRISES, INC.,

U5 Patent & THOFC/TH Mail Ropt Db 472

S e e

Ty oA ey e e

FIRST MOTION BY OPPOSER TO EXTEND TIME BY
FIFTEEN (15) DAYS TO RESPOND TO OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY

Cproser PN Herstal, S5.A., by and through its attorneys,
Ladas & Farvy LLP, move for a fifteen (15) day extension of time
Lo orespond Lo cubstanting Glsooveny, speciiically Applicant’s set
ocgatories and reguests for Production of
Documents. Yhe Opposer asserts the following rationale in
cipwortoof this first Motlon for an extension to respond to
outstanding discovery:
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courzel for Opposer has had other
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due on today’s date, May



3, 2012, weuld under this extension of fifteen (15) days now be
cae onoana inoluding May 23, 2012.
Pespectfully submitted,
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