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OPPOSER’S MOTION TO RESET DATES OF THE TESTIMONY PERIOD

Opposer, U S West, Inc., hereby requests that the Board reset the dates of the testimony
period, in accordance with Trademark Rule 2.121(a)(1), and states as follows:

1. On January 14, 2004, the Board issued an Order resuming the proceedings and
setting the dates for the testimony period. In that Order the 30-day testimony period for the party
in the position of the plaintiff was set to close on March 24, 2004. See Paper 36.

2. On February 6, 2004, the Applicant, U.S. South Communications, Inc. filed a
Motion to Reopen the Discovery Period and to Reset the Dates of the Testimony Period. In that
motion, the Applicant requested the discovery period be reopened for 60 days, and requested that
the Board reset the testimony period accordingly. See Paper 38.

3. The Opposer, U S West, Inc. filed a Reply to Applicant’s Motion to Reopen the
Discovery Period and to Reset the Dates of the Testimony Period. In their motion, U § West

opposed the Applicant’s motion and requested that the Board reset the dates for the testimony

periods. See Paper 41.
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4. On March 8, 2004, the Applicant filed a Reply Brief in Support of Its Motion to
Reopen the Discovery Period and to Reset the Dates of the Testimony Period.

5. As of the date of this motion, the Board has not ruled on the Applicant’s Motion
to Reopen the Discovery Period and to Reset the Dates of the Testimony Period.

6. The requested extension 1s not necessitated by the Opposer’s lack of diligence or
unreasonable delay. In light of the fact that the Opposer has been waiting for a decision from the
Board, the Opposer has avoided action which would be inappropriate or needless depending on
the Board’s ruling on the aforementioned motion.

CONCLUSION

Based on the foregoing Opposer, U S West, Inc., requests that the Board reset the

testimony periods as follows:

30-day testimony period for party in the 40 days after the Board’s

position of the plaintiff to close: order ruling on Applicant’s Motion

30-day testimony period for party in the 35 days from the close

position of the defendant to close: of the previous period

15-day rebuttal period for party in the 20 days from the close

position of the plaintiff to close: of the previous period
Respectfully submitted,

WEBB LEWIS & MEYERS LLC
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I hereby certify that on ther)é day of March, 2004 a true and complete copy of the
foregoing OPPOSER’S MOTION TO RESET DATES OF THE TESTIMONY PERIOD is
being served by U.S. first class mail, postage prepaid to the following:

Joshua Krumholz
Holland & Knight LLP
10 St. James Avenue
Boston, MA 02110

Stephen R. Risley

Dan R. Gresham

Thomas, Kayden, Horstemeyer & Risley, LLP
100 Galleria Parkway, Ste. 1750

Atlanta, GA 30339-5948
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