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

BARBARA MORTON
Opposer Opposition No: 91212131
V. Mark: TIMARRON

TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. In re Trademark No: 85780484

Applicant.

LoD LN LD LN LD LN L

OPPOSER'S MOTION TO SUSPEND OPPOSITION PURSUANT TO 37 CFR §2.117

Opposer, BARBARA MORTION, dba TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC.,
submits this Motion to Suspend Opposition ("Motion"), pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §2.117.

I.  Procedural Background

1. Opposer is Barbara Morton, dba Timarron College Prep; Applicant is Timarron Owners
Association, Inc. ("TOA").
2. On August 21, 2013, Opposer Mortonn filed Opposition No. 91212131 against Applicant
TOA, who filed application 85780484, seeking registration for the word mark "TIMARRON" in
class 35, described as:
"Association services, namely, promoting the interests of current homeowners and marketing
to attract new homeowners; Business management of homeowners associations for others;
Homeowner association services, namely, promoting the interests of homeowners in a
specific community and marketing the community nationwide to prospective new residents
and property owners."
3. In addition to the application and opposition already discussed infra, Morton filed to register
the word mark "TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP" in application 8551680, to which Applicant
TOA has filed Opposition No. 91207557.

4. In the state case filed in Tarrant County District Court in Texas as Cause No. 096-260449-12,

Applicant TOA sued Opposer Morton, alleging Trademark Infringement and associated claims
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concerning the "TIMARRON" mark and seeking to restrain Morton's use of "TIMARRON
COLLEGE PREP".

5. After Applicant TOA filed its suit for infringement and filed its opposition to Morton's
application for "TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP", Applicant requested that its opposition be
suspended until the state action was final, which the Board granted. Applicant's Motion to
Suspend is attached as Exhibit A, which also includes TOA's Original Petition for trademark
infringement and Morton's Answer.

6. In the state action, Morton filed a motion for summary judgment, attached as Exhibit B and
incorporated in full herein. A week prior to the hearing set on the motion, TOA dismissed its
claims, ostensibly understanding that it was about to lose and not wishing to see the matter fully
and finally litigated, and resolved against it. The trial court allowed the case in full to be
dismissed, dismissing Morton's counterclaims, which would be of use in these proceedings. That
action remains active in the Second Court of Appeals as 02-13-00409-CV; docket on the appeal
is publicly available and kept current at the following URL where the Board may freely view it:

http://www.search.txcourts.egov/Case.aspx?cn=02-13-00409-CV.

7. Though Morton objected to the abatement initially in her own proceedings, this Board
decided to suspend the opposition action in her application seeking to register "TIMARRON
COLLEGE PREP" and significant work at the state level regarding the dispute has occurred.

8. Under the same reasoning employed by the Board to suspend action in the opposition to
Morton's application 8551680, Morton now asks the Board to suspend the opposition at bar
pursuant to 37 CFR § 2.117, as the resolution of the state action will have significant bearing on

the outcome of this proceeding.
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1I. Prayer

WHEREFORE, Morton respectfully requests that the Board grant the Motion and
suspend Opposition No. 9121213 1until the state case is final.

Respectfully submitted,

By:_ /Warren V. Norred/

Warren V. Norred, Texas Bar No. 24045094
200 E. Abram, suite 300, Arlington, TX 76001
Tel. (817) 704-3984, Fax. (817) 549-0161
Attorney for PLAINTIFFs

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - I certify that on December 11, 2013, a true and correct copy
of this Motion to Suspend was served by fax to John Wilson at 972.248.8088.

Warren V. Norred

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

BARBARA MORTON §
Opposer § Opposition No: 91212131
§
V. § Mark: TIMARRON
§
TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. § Inre Trademark No: 85780484
Applicant. §
EXHIBIT A

MOTION TO SUSPEND FOR CIVIL ACTION
IN RELATED OPPOSITION 91207557

|
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Trademark Trial and Appeal Board Electronic Filing System. http://estta.uspto.gov
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA1475

Filing date: 06/12/2013

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

Proceeding 91207557

Party Plaintiff
Timarron Owners Association, Inc.

Correspondence JOHN T WILSON

Address WILSON LEGAL GROUP PC

16610 DALLAS PARKWAY 2000

DALLAS, TX 75248

UNITED STATES

john@wilsonlegalgroup.com, kandace@wilsonlegalgroup.com,
sul@wilsonlegalgroup.com, ana@wilsonlegalgroup.com

Submission Motion to Suspend for Civil Action

Filer's Name John T. Wilson

Filer's e-mail john@wilsonlegalgroup.com, uspto@wilsonlegalgroup.com
Signature /John T. Wilson/

Date 06/12/2013

Attachments Opposer's Motion to Suspend Opposition 6.12.13.pdf(5602720 bytes )
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

BARBARA MORTON §
Opposer § Opposition No: 91212131
§
V. § Mark: TIMARRON
§
TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOCIATION, INC. § Inre Trademark No: 85780484
Applicant. §
EXHIBIT B

MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

BY OPPOSER MORTON, IN CAUSE NO. 96-260449-121,
96TH DISTRICT COURT, TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS

|
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Plaintiff's mark re;;resents only insurance & financial products found in International
Trademark Class 36 (see Plaintiffs Original Petition, Exhibit A), and Defendant uses the
mark only to advertise tutoring services that no reasonable person could associate with
Plaintiff's mark. Without evidence of likely confusion, the infringement claim must fail.

5. Unjust Enrichment - Generally, to sustain an action for unjust enrichment, there must be
some basis for the law to infer a promise on the part of the defendant to the plaintiff to pay
for the benefit or property, as discussed in Berger Engineering Co. v. Village Casuals, Inc.,
576 S.W.2d 649, 652 (Tex. Civ. App.--Beaumont 1978, no writ) (“there must exist between
the parties an implication that the party performing the services would be paid by the party
accepting and benefiting by them"). The absence of such a relationship between a coventurer
and the other coventurer's father, for example, defeated a coventurer's claim of unjust
enrichment against the father, even though the father took depreciation and operating losses
stemming from the joint venture as deductions in his personal federal income tax return in
Shwiff v. Priest, 650 S.W.2d 894, 902 (Tex. App.~-San Antonio 1983, writ refd n.r.e.).
Plaintiff can show no relationship between the Parties that will sustain a claim for unjust
enrichment, so its claim must fail.

6. Tortious Interference With Prospective Business Relations - Plaintiff's claim must fail
because Plaintiff can provide no evidence on any of its elements, as listed in Faucette v.
Chantos, 322 S.W.3d 901, 914 (Tex. App.--Houston [14th Dist.] 2010, no pet. h.):

a. There must be a "reasonable probability" that the plaintiff would have entered into the
prospective relations. This must be a specific relationship.
b. The defendant's conduct must have been independently tortious or wrongful.

c. The defendant's interference must have resulted in actual harm or damage.

96-260449-12, Defendant's Traditional and No Evidence MS} Page 2



Exh. B, p. 4

d. The defendant's acts of interference must have been the proximate cause of the plaintiff's
damages.

e. When the interference is with prospective business relations that are the subject of
competition, the plaintiff must show defendant's actions violated antitrust laws or caused
third persons to refuse to deal with the plaintiff. Caller-Times Pub. Co. v. Triad
Communications, 855 S.W.2d 18, 22 (Tex. App.--Corpus Christi 1993, no writ).

7. Unfair Competition - Among other elements, Plaintiff must prove that Defendant's use of the
trade mark would be likely to confuse the public. Thompson v. Thompson Air Conditioning &
Heating, Inc., 884 S.W.2d 555, 558 (Tex. App.~Texarkana 1994, no writ). As the Parties
provide very different services that have no relation, Defendant's use of the mark would not
be likely to confuse the public.

8. Defendant attaches affidavits to this motion as Exhibit A to establish facts in support of this

motion and incorporates the affidavits by reference.

C. Argument & Authorities Supporting Defendant's No-Evidence Motion

9. A court may grant a no-evidence motion for summary judgment if the movant can show that
adequate time for discovery has passed and the nonmovant has no evidence to support one or
more essential elements of its claim or defense. TEX. R. CIv. P. 166a(i).

10. An adequate time for discovery has passed. |

11. Defendant is entitled to summary judgment because Plaintiff cannot, by any admissible
evidence, demonstrate there is any evidence to support the specific elements as discussed
supra, causing all five of Plaintiff's substantive claims to fail.
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D. Defendant also moves for a Traditional Summary Judgment against Plaintiff's Claims

12. To prevail on summary judgment, a movant must conclusively establish all elements of its
cause of action as a matter of law, TEX. R. CIv. P. 166a(c); Defendant herein incorporates the
prior factual discussion in previous paragraphs, and adds the additional facts and argument in
support of a traditional summary judgment as follows.

13. Facts - There is no reason to believe that consumers will confuse TIMARRON OWNER'S
ASSOCIATION with TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP, as consumers are already aware of
these two businesses and others in operation in the Southlake and surrounding area, along
with many others, and would not see yet another business in the area using the word
TIMARRON as connected to Plaintiff. As discussed in Exhibit A, the following commercial
enterprises exist near Plaintiff:

"The Courtyard at Timarron" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
“The Villages at Timarron" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
“Timarron Family Medicine, PA" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
“Timarron at Creekside Park" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
*Timarron Financial Services, LLC" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Timarron Partners, Inc.” is a current business in Grapevine, TX.
"Timmaron LLC" is a current business in Richardson, TX.

"Timarron Capital Inc" is a current business in Irving, TX.

"Timarron Custom Homes, Inc." is a current business in Keller, TX.
*Timarron Venture, Ltd." is a current business in Dallas, TX.

"Timarron Venture One, L.C." is a current business in Dallas, TX.
"Timarron Shopping Center, L.P." is a current business in Dallas, TX.

. "Timarron Mortgage Group Inc." is a current business in Dallas, TX.
"Timarron Land Corporation" is a current business in Mesquite, TX.
"Timarron Skin & Laser" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Timarron Professional Eye" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Timarron Golf Club Maintenance" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Timarron Family Medicine" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Village at Timarron 4120" is a current business in Southlake, TX.
"Timarron Tiger Sharks" is a current business in Southlake, TX.

YN OoPOBITETISRE MO AT
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Exh. B, p. 6

14. No_similarity of Goods - Plaintiff's claims requires at least a reasonable possibility that

consumer confusion might result from Defendant's use of the word “Timarron”, but the
services provided by TIMARRON OWNER'S ASSOCIATION is not remotely connected to
the educational tutoring services provided by Defendant.

15. No Confusion - After recognizing that the services offered by the Plaintiff and Defendant are
so different, and there are so many other commercial enterprises using the word “Timarron",
no reasonable person could be confused as to think that one organization is responsible for all

of the enterprises.

16. Affirmative Defense of Laches - Applicant has been using TIMARRON as part of her mark

for years, along with many other entities in the area. Timarron home owners have employed
Defendant's mentoring services for years. The delay in filing suit was not reasonable or
excusable. Though the Lanham Act has no Statute of Limitations, federal courts often look to
state law and apply the doctrine of laches accordingly; the Texas Deceptive Trade Practices
Act has a statute of limitations of two years, which supports a finding of laches in this case.
Plaintiff cannot lie in wait while Defendant builds her business and then try to force a
business name change.

17. Affirmative Defense of Dilution - The word "TIMARRON" is used by many businesses in
the Southlake, TX area. In the minds of consumers, the word "TIMARRON" is not attached
to one particular business. The word "TIMARRON" is diluted; no single entity can claim
exclusive rights to the word.

18. No Colorable Claim for Common Law Trademark Confusion - Plaintiff's claim to a common

law trademark is limited to its full name "TIMARRON OWNER'S ASSOCIATION", by

which it is known. Defendant does not use Plaintiff's common law mark.
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Exh. B, p. 7

19. Summary_of Motion for Traditional Summary Judgment - Based on the above facts,

Defendant asks the Court for a declaration that Defendant is not infringing Plaintiff's
registered mark, and award fees in accordance with TEX. CIV. PRAC. & REM. CODE § 37, in
accordance with the following paragraph.
E. Attorney Fees

20. Defendant is entitled, under the authority of TEX. CIv. PRAC. & REM. CODE § 37, to
reasonable and necessary attorney fees that were incurred in the prosecution of this suit and
contingent attorney fees in case of unsuccessful appeal, as supported by Exhibit B, including:
a. Defendant is entitled to attomey fees incurred in the amount of $7515.00.
b. If this case is unsuccessfully appealed to the court of appeals, Defendant is entitled to an

additional $15,000; if to the Texas Supreme Court, an additional amount of $15,000.
F. Prayer

21. Defendant asks for summary judgment against Plaintiff with regard to all of its claims, and
summary judgment on her claim for declaratory judgment and associated attorney fees,
including pre- and post-judgment interest.

22. Defendant waives all causes of action and relief not requested in this motion.

Respectfully gubmitted,

By:
Warren V. Norred, Texas Bar Nb.
200 E. Abram, Suite 300, Arlington, TX 76010
Tel. (817) 704-3984, Fax. (817) 549-0161

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE - I certify that on July \Q\ , 2013, a true and correct copy of
Defendant's MSJ was served by fax to John Wilson af 9729248.8080.

Warren V. Norred

96-260449-12, Defendant's Traditional and No Evidence MS] Page 6



Exh. B, p. 8

Cause No. 096-260449-12

TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOC., INC. § IN THE DISTRICT COURT
Plaintiff, g
v. § 96TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

§
BARBARA LOUISE MORTON D/B/A/ §
TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP § TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS
Defendant. §

EXHIBIT A

AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT BARBARA MORTON
BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared Barbara Morton, who
swore on oath that the following facts are true:

“My name is Barbara Louis Morton. [ am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, and fully
competent to make this affidavit. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and they
are all true and correct.”

1. “I did not intentionally use 'TIMARRON' in the name of my tutoring service in order to
take advantage of Plaintiff's name, or any of the many businesses using the same word.
2. "The use of "TIMARRON" by itself cannot be used as a trademark because it is used by so
many other people that it provides no identification of the provider of any good or service.
3. "I am familiar with the commercial enterprises in and around the Dallas-Fort Worth area. |
have personally seen more than a dozen entities using the name “"TIMARRON" in their
title, and a search on the Internet revealed the following commercial entities in north Texas.
The Courtyard at Timarron is a current business in Southlake, TX.
The Villages at Timarron is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Family Medicine, PA is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron at Creekside Park is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Financial Services, LLC is a current business in Southlake, TX.

Timarron Partners, Inc. is a current business in Grapevine, TX.
Timmaron LLC is a current business in Richardson, TX.

R a0 o
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Exh. B, p. 9

Timarron Capital Inc is a current business in Irving, TX.
Timarron Custom Homes, Inc. is a current business in Keller, TX.
Timarron Venture, Ltd. is a current business in Dallas, TX.
Timarron Venture One, L.C. is a current business in Dallas, TX.
Timarron Shopping Center, L.P. is a current business in Dallas, TX.
. Timarron Mortgage Group Inc. is a current business in Dallas, TX.
Timarron Land Corporation is a current business in Mesquite, TX.
Timarron Skin & Laser is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Professional Eye is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Golf Club Maintenance is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Family Medicine is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Village at Timarron 4120 is a current business in Southlake, TX.
Timarron Tiger Sharks is a current business in Southlake, TX."

mopnopOBITETE

4. "The number of businesses using the word "TIMARRON" in the geographic area indicates
that even if the word "TIMARRON" was at one time a valid trademark, it is too diluted to
be protectable as a mark today."

5. “Besides the commercial enterprises listed above, I have seen that the USPTO provided a
Notice of Allowance for "TIMARRON CAPITAL, INC." as a standard character mark in
2006 for commercial loan services. Though that mark was eventually abandoned for lack of
use, the USPTO did not see any conflict between "TIMARRON CAPITAL, INC" and
"TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOC., INC."

6. No reasonable person would see all of the businesses with the name "TIMARRON" in
them and think that they were all owned by the same organization. It's just a common name
used commercially in this geographic area. If TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOC., INC. was
the first organization to use "TIMARRON" and everyone else has used it in response, then
it would be unfair to wait more than 20 years of use by two dozen other entities before
reacting. None of the businesses using "TIMARRON" have hidden that fact.

7. "There is no likelihood of confusion between my tutoring service and TIMARRON

OWNERS ASSOC., INC."

e ——
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8. "There is no similarity of goods between TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOC., INC., which is
a home owner association, and my organization, which provides tutoring services."

9. T have performed tutoring services since 1999 with the word "TIMARRON" in my entity
name; I have been doing business specifically as “TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP" since at
least as far back as May 2008.

10. "When I was naming my company, I learned that TIMARRON' meant 'child of promise’ in
the Hopi language. I do not recall where or how I learned that, and I do not contend that I
am some sort of expert on the Hopi language. But when [ learned it, Y chose to use the word
in my company’s name on that basis.”

11. "I had to hire Warren Norred to defend me in this suit. I am paying him $300 per hour, and
have accumulated legal fees as detailed in Exhibit B."

L.

Barbara L. Morton
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME by July 1 Date: 2013
Whnaty § Arssrtme_
WENDY A KNUTSON Notary Public, State of Texas

My Gormisaien Expirss
March 8, 2016

s e ———————— . .
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Cause No. 096-260449-12

TIMARRON OWNERS ASSOC., INC.
Plaintiff,

V.

BARBARA LOUISE MORTON D/B/A/
TIMARRON COLLEGE PREP
Defendant.

EXHIBIT B

§

X0 X X e e

IN THE DISTRICT COURT

96TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT

TARRANT COUNTY, TEXAS

AFFIDAVIT OF WARREN NORRED IN SUPPORT OF ATTORNEY FEES

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared Warren V. Norred,

who swore on oath that the following facts are true:

“My name is Warren V. Norred. | am over 18 years of age, of sound mind, and fully

competent to make this affidavit. | have personal knowledge of the facts stated herein and they

are all true and correct.”

“Movant Barbara Louis Morton employed Norred Law, PLLC in connection with the

matter on which this suit is based. Movant is entitled to recover the reasonable attorney's fees

requested herein pursuant to the Declaratory Judgment Act, TEX. Civ. PRAC. & REM. CODE § 37.

It is my opinion that these fees are reasonable attorney's fees based upon the following factors:

1. The novelty and difficulty of the issue involved, the skill required to provide the

legal services properly, and my experience, reputation, and expertise in

performing the services;
2. The time and labor involved to perform the legal services properly; and,
3. The fee customarily charged in the community for similar services.”

“I charge $300 per hour for attorney time on this case. The estimated fees in this case are,

to date, $6615.00, which includes the fees for the initial consult, writing of the answer, amended

e —
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answer. handling discovery issues. preparation and service of the Motion for Summary Judgment
to which this affidavit is attached. | anticipate another three hours to participate in the hearing on
this motion and post-hearing issucs. totaling $7515.00.

"In support of this accounting. | have attached a pre-bill to this affidavit as Attachment 1.
reflecting a true and correct accounting of the tasks that my office has performed for this case."

“It is my opinion that attorney's fees in the amount of $5,000.00 would be a rcasonable
fee for the services required to perform post-judgment discovery and to satisfy the judgment by
writ of execution and other procedures. $10.000.00 if appecaled to the Court of Appeals, and

)~ A

$13.000.00 to the Supreme Court.™

Wiliren V. Norred

S, L. ELLEN FLINT ,
".0 e Notary Public, State of Texas -
Expites
XTIRIE M Cﬁ:ym 2'52“(:‘;017U ‘ \zotarv Publlc Statc of Texas
% lu‘c x‘m\ o«
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7/12/2013
9:32AM
1of2

Date:
PRE-BILL ATTACHMENT 1 pime
Norred Law, PLLC
Bobbie Morton
476 Cherokee Ct. S
Keller, TX 76248
Client:  12-439 Bobbie Morton
Matter:  12-439 Timarron v. Bobbie Morton - Trademark
Matter Type: LIT Litigation Originating Timekeeper: WVN
Comments : Responsible Timekeeper: WVN
File Open Date:  7/26/2012 Billing Format Code: GEN
Billing Mode:  Hourly Biil Date: 7/12/2013 Fees/Costs Cut Date:  7/12/2013
Start Date: 1/1/1900 Payments Cut Date:  7/12/2013
Billing Frequency :  Monthly Last Bill: .
Remarks: - Typeof Bill: Regular
ACCOUNT " Current 0-5 60-89 Days 90 Davs and Over
AGING $ 0.00 $0.00 - %000 $0.00
Fees Billed to Date: $0.00 Costs Billed to Date: $0.00
Fees
Ticket
Number Date Timekeeper Description Hours Amount
17 1/25/2012 WVN Initial disc with BM re HOA dispute. 033 $99.00 BL
10 4/4/2012 WVN Email exchange with BM; decided not to send letter. 0.33 $99.00 BL
19 4/14/2012 WVN Email with BM on decision not to get an agreement with 0.10 $30.00 BL
HOA.
18 5/29/2012 WVN Email disc with BM about new lease at Courtyard at 0.17 $51.00 BL
Timarron.
11 8/22/2012 WVN Rec'd petition. 0.50 $150.00 BL
1 8/23/2012 WVN Rec'd rest of Pet. 0.17 $51.00 BL
2 8/24/2012 WVN Rec'd evidence from BM, number of emails with examples 0.50 $150.00 BL
of other Timarron companies.
3 8/25/2012 WVN Rec'd additional evidence of Timarron used. 0.17 $51.00 BL
4 8/31/2012 WVN Begin drafting answer. 0.50 $150.00 BL
5 9/6/2012 WVN Complete Answer. Added counter-claims of tortious 3.50 $1,050.00 BL
interference.
6 9/7/2012  WVN File and serve answer 1.00 $300.00 BL
7 9/8/2012 WVN Write Rule 11 for email and email to JW, Examined 0.50 $150.00 BL
national trademark.
8 10/12/2012 WVN Rec'd Timarron's answer. 0.50 $150.00 BL
20 11/27/2012 WVN Wrote and filed response to Notice of Opposition. 2.00 $600.00 BL
21 12/15/2012 WVN Sent discovery to Wilson via email. 0.25 $75.00 BL
9 171172013 WVN Wrote & served Discovery to HOA. 2.00 $600.00 BL
12 5/15/2013 WVN Rec'd discovery requests from HOA. 0.25 $75.00 BL

Continued On Next Page



PRE-BILL
Norred Law, PLLC
Client: 12-439

Matter: 12-439

13 5/16/2013 WVN
14 5/16/2013 WVN
15 5/17/2013 WVN
16 5/17/2013 WVN
23 5/22/2013 EF

26 5/30/2013 EF

24 5/31/2013  EF
25 5/31/2013 WVN
28 6/3/2013 EF
27 6/4/2013 EF
32 6/17/2013 WVN
30 7/3/2013 WVN
29 7/512013 WVN

Bobbie Morton
Timarron v. Bobbie Morton - Trademark

Status to client. Discussion of opposition to HOA's marks.
Email disc re: deposition of BM, set for July 15.
Disc re: trademark case, opposition case.

BM sent out req. discovery on 12/17, followed with phone
discussion.

Emailed Admissions to Bobbie. Awaiting responses.
Prepared Admissions Responses.

Drafted Interrogatory answers.

Instruct and draft discovery.

Drafted Production responses/emailed Bobbie/LM on
Bobbie's cell.

Served Discovery Responses (Int, Adm, & Prod).
Rec'd Motion to Compel. No hrg set yet.

Draft MSJ.

Finalize, file, serve MSJ.

Total Hours:
Billable Hours:

Timekeeper Summary

Prior Balance: $0.00

Payments Received: $0.00
Current Fees: $6,615.00

Sales Tax on Fees: $0.00
Advanced Costs: $0.00

Sales Tax on Costs: $0.00
Administrative Cost: £0.00
Late Charges: $0.00

Additional Retainer Due: $0.00
$0.00

TOTAL AMOUNT DUE: $6,615.60

Fees and Costs [ ] FeesOnly[ ]|  Costs Only |
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Date:

Time:

Page:

0.25 $75.00
0.25 $75.00
0.75 $225.00
0.83 $249.00
0.00 $0.00
1.25 $112.50
1.75 $157.50
0.75 $225.00
0.75 $67.50
0.25 $22.50
0.25 $75.00
3.00 $900.00
2.00 $600.00
%3:32 $6,615.00

Timekeeper EF worked 4.00 hours at $50.00 per hour, totaling $360.00.
Timekeeper WVN worked 20.85 hours at $300.00 per hour, totaling $6,255.00.
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