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

SATA GmbH & Co. KG, )
)

)

Opposer, )

)

v. ) Opposition No. 91210813

)

Mike Ghorbani, )
)

Applicant. )

)

REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION

Opposer seeks clariﬁéation of the Board’s Order of August 1, 2014 whereby the Board
acknowledged the suspension of proceedings pursuant to Rule 2.120(e)(2).

Specifically, while the first sentence of the Order appears to contemplate an intention to
consider Opposer’s Motion to Compel (filed and served on June 17) and Applicant’s Motion to
Compel (filed and served June 26) simultaneously, throughout the remaining portions of the Order
reference is made to “the” motion to compel. The repeated references to 2 single motion to compel,
coupled with the Board’s citation of Rule 2.120(e)(2) (*After the motion [to compel] is filed and
served, no party should file any paper that is not germane to the motion...”) raises the question of
whether the Board contemplates simultaneous consideration of both motions to compel, or
whether, in accordance with Rule 2.120(€)(2), Opposer’s June 17 Motion is to be addressed prior
to the conclusion of briefing relating to, and the consideration of, Applicant’s later filed (June 26)

Motion.




This issue is, of course, the subject of Opposer’s two-page Motion to Strike, which was
filed on June 27.

Opposer’s counsel is currently on vacation but will return on Monday August 11. In the
event that it is the Board’s intention to forego Rule 2.120(e)(2) and to consider both motions
simultaneously Opposer requests that it be afforded the opportunity to file and serve its brief in
response to Applicant’s motion on or before Wednesday August 13, 2014, thus providing the
opportunity for the Board to consider that motion with the benefit of all involved issues fully
briefed.

Respectfully submitted,

HALL & VANDE SANDE, LLC
S L

Thomas J. Vande Sande
Hall & Vande Sande, LLC
Attorneys for Opposer
10220 River Road, Suite 200
Potomac, Maryland 20854
(301) 983-2500

Date: August 5,2014




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned, Denise R. Nappi, hereby certifies that one (1) copy of the foregoing
“REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION” was this day served on Applicant by mailing same, first class
mail, to:

Payam Moradian, Esquire
Moradian Law

10880 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1101
Los Angeles, California 90024

HALL & VANDE SANDE, LLC

Date: é%ﬁzaéz cé f‘ M/f%ﬁ/

emse R. Nappi, Paralegal
10220 River Road, Suite 200
Potomac, Maryland 20854
(301) 983-2500




