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

Atlas Flowers, Inc., d/b/a Golden
Flowers,

Petitioner,

V. Cancellation No. 92050966

Golden Vision Flower, Inc.

Registrant.
/

REGISTRANT’S MOTION TO ENLARGE TIME
1O RESPOND TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Registrant, Golden Vision Flower, Inc., moves the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board for
entry of an order enlarging the time for it to respond to Petitioner’s Motion for Summary Judgment,
and as grounds therefor would show:

1. Petitioner has filed a motion for swmmary judgment which relies on the deposition
testimony of Shun-Chi Huang and Li-Ying Chuong. The deposition testimony was the subject of a
previous motion filed by Registrant wherein Registrant sought to preserve the audio recordings of
the depositions so that they could be translated again to determine if the interpreters used by
Petitioner properly translated the questions and answers. Registrant’s motion was granted.

2. Registrant has received the audio recordings of the depositions and has delivered
them to a translation service to be translated. However, the translations will not be completed prior
to the time that Registrant’s response to Petitioner’s motion is due.

3. Based on the translation service’s initial review of the audio recordings and
deposition transeripts it is likely that Registrant will file a motion directed to the validity of the

depositions once it receives the translations.



4. Petitioner’s motion and Registrant’s response should be based on accurate deposition
translations. Similarly, Petitioner’s motion should be decided by the Board after reviewing accurate
translations of the questions and answers given at the depositions.

5. Registrant requests that it be permitted to file its response to Petitioner’s motion after
receiving its translations of the depositions and after the Board has disposed of any motions directed
to the validity of the depositions.

WHEREFORE, Registrant requests that the Board enter an order enlarging the time for
Registrant to respond to Petitioner’s Motion for Summary Judgment until the deposition translations

have been received and any motions directed to the validity of the depositions have been decided.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the foregoing has been furnished via
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NY 10022.
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