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REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF BOARD'S DECISION
ON CONSENTED REQUEST FOR FURTHER EXTENSION OF TIME
TO FILE NOTICE OF OPPOSITION

Reconsideration of the Board's November 13, 2003 denial of Applicant's consented request for
further extension of time to file notice of opposition filed on November 5, 2003 is hereby respectfully
requested.

The extension request, although consented, was denied because a detailed explanation reciting
what progress the parties have made toward resolving the matter was not included in the request. It is
respectfully submitted that this information was not provided because the Board's order of October 9,
2003, making that requirement did not reach the undersigned until after the November 5, 2003,
extension request had been filed as explained more fully below.

The first four extensions were filed directly by the potential opposer. Thereafter, the
undersigned was retained, and the fifth extension request, dated October 6, 2003, and the November
5, 2003, extension request were filed by the undersigned. The undersigned's address and phone
number were included on both extension requests. Unfortunately, the Board mailed its order granting
the undersigned's October 6, 2003, extension request to the potential opposer, but did not mail a copy
to the undersigned. The Board's online records show only that the extension was granted. The Board

also mailed its November 13, 2003 order only to potential opposer. The undersigned only learned of

the content of the October 9, 2003, order and the November 13, 2003, order on November 20, 2003.
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Applicant's counsel kindly called to advise the undersigned of the denial of the extension request on
that date. Potential opposer had faxed both orders to the undersigned on November 19, 2003, when
the undersigned was out of town, and these papers were therefore first seen by the undersigned on
November 20, 2003, as well.

It is hoped that under the circumstances, and in view of the following, the extension will be
granted. Progress is being made towards settlement and the parties are pursuing the same in good
faith. The parties have through counsel discussed the terms of settlement, and a settlement proposal
has been made and is under consideration by the Applicant. In fact, the undersigned was advised on
November 20, 2003, by Applicant's attorney, that they have comments regarding settlement from
their client which they expect to convey to the undersigned shortly. The parties are diligently
pursuing settlement and hope that the matter will be resolved accordingly. However, should
settlement not be reached, potential opposer wishes to preserve its opportunity to bring the opposition.

A favorable action on this request for reconsideration is respectfully requested. Please forward
future correspondence to the undersigned.

Respectfully submitted,

BAE SYSTEMS INFORMATION AND ELECTRONIC
SYSTEMS INTEGRATION INC.

By
Adrienne L. White
Burns, Doane, Swecker & Mathis, L.L.P.
Post Office Box 1404
Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1404
Telephone: (703) 836-6620

Date: “! 2.J'D 22
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It is hereby certified that a copy of the foregoing REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION was
mailed first class, postage prepaid to Keith Weltsch, Attorney for the Potential Opposer, at Scully,
Scott, Murphy & Presser, 400 Garden City Plaza, Garden City, New York 11530, this 21" day of

November 2003.

- £

Adrienne L. White




