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Opposition No. 91211873

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

GREEN IVY EDUCATIONAL CONSULTING, LLC,

Opposer, : Opposition No. 91211873
-against- . Serial Nos.: 85775379, 85775380
and 85775382
GREEN IVY HOLDINGS LLC,
Marks: GREEN IVY, GREEN
Applicant. : IVY SCHOOLS and GREEN
IVY LEARNING

OPPOSERS’ OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME

Green Ivy Educational Consulting, LLC (“Opposer” or “GIEC”), submits this opposition
to Applicant, Green Ivy Holding LLC’s Motion for Enlargement of Time (D.E. 18), and states:

Applicant has effectively acknowledged that the Motion for Reconsideration was timely
mailed via first class mail to counsel for Applicant at the address of record. While the motion
claims that the Opposer’s motion papers did not reach the desk of undersigned counsel, who is
not the attorney of record and has never filed an appearance, there is no suggestion that the
attorney of record did not receive the papers in sufficient time to respond.

Counsel offers no rationale for missing the deadline for opposition given the papers were
admittedly received before the deadline. At a minimum, Applicant has failed to explain why it
did not make its motion to enlarge the time prior to the expiration of the deadline. Rather, it
merely conclusorily states that there is no prejudice to Opposer. This is not a basis to simply
ignore the deadlines set by the rules.

Opposer respectfully submits that the failure to meet deadlines has been a pattern in this

case. See Opposer’s Motion to Compel D.E. 7 and combined Motion for Summary Judgment
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and Sanctions D.E. 11.'

Applicant first contacted Opposer on the deadline for its opposition brief and counsel
promptly attempted to respond, but was unable to reach Applicant’s counsel. No further request
was made by Applicant until several business days later.

WHEREFORE, Opposer requests the Board enter an Order denying Applicant’s Motion

for Enlargement of Time and for such other and further relief as deemed appropriate.

Dated: December 24, 2014
New York, New York

/mark lerner/

Mark Lerner

Jennifer Philbrick McArdle
Satterlee Stephens Burke & Burke LLP
Attorneys for Green Ivy Educational
Consulting, LLC
230 Park Avenue, Suite 1130
New York, New York 10169
Telephone: (212) 818-9200
Facsimile: (212) 818-9606

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
(37C.F.R.§2.119)

I declare under penalty of perjury that on the 24th day of December, 2014,
OPPOSER’S OPPOSITION TO APPLICANT’S MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME
was served on applicant, GREEN IVY HOLDINGS LLC, by delivering a true and correct copy,
by First Class Mail, postage prepaid, to:

Joseph R. Englander, Esq.

Shutts & Bowen LLP

200 E. Broward Blvd., Ste. 2100
Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301-1972

/mark lerner/
Mark Lerner

! Although Opposer’s Motion for Sanctions was not considered by the Board in light of its having been
combined with a Motion for Summary Judgment, the motion sets forth the history of Applicant’s delays in this
proceeding.
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