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Commissioner for Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1451 
Alexandria 
VA 22313-1451 
 
September 25, 2014            Electronically Filed 
 
 Re:  EDGE Trademark Cancellation; No. 92058543 
  Edge Games Inc (Petitioner) v. Razer Pacific (Registrant) 
   
Dear Sir or Madam: 
 

Upon reviewing the online status of the record of this Cancellation Proceeding this 
evening we were surprised to note a communication from the Board that was apparently 
filed yesterday, September 24, 2014. We note in particular that the Board asked that no 
further documents be filed other than those responsive to Registrant’s Motion for 
Sanctions. We thus write wishing to give assurance and provide clarification. 

 
First, Petitioner was unaware of the Board communication when it filed its Amended 

Motion to Compel Discovery early today and thus would not wish the Board to 
mistakenly think that Petitioner was ignoring Board instruction by filing this amended 
motion. Second, we wish to clarify and confirm that our filing earlier today should not be 
taken as our formal response to Registrant’s Motion for Sanctions, which now that we are 
aware of it we shall file our formal response in reaction to shortly. 

 
Finally, we note that the Board wishes only filings relating to Registrant’s pending 

Motion at this time. We believe that our Amended Motion to Compel is pertinent (how 
and the degree to which we shall clarify in our formal response to the Motion). But 
suffice to say at this juncture that Registrant’s Motion for Sanctions appears to be 
motivated by a mistaken belief that Petitioner is filing excessive motions: our Amended 
Motion clarifies that first our Motion to Compel was intended to replace our Motion for 
Summary Judgment, and our Amended Motion to Compel makes clear that our premature 
filing of the prior motion was in fact not unreasonable, and was justified. Again, our 
formal response to Registrant’s Motion follows. We trust the Board finds the filing of our 
Amended Motion acceptable, but if not then Petitioner understands if the Board will 
require it to re-file the Amended Motion after the Stay is lifted. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
 
Rev Dr Tim Langdell, for Petitioner in pro se         (cc. Fish & Richardson for Registrant) 


