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Opposition No. 91119553 (parent)
Opposition No. 91119554
Opposition No. 91119947
Opposition No. 91119948

ACCO WORLD CORPORATION

v.

KRPTONITE CORPORATION

David Mermelstein, Interlocutory Attorney:

By order dated January 11, 2002, the Board dismissed

Opposition No. 119,948 in view of applicant’s uncontested

motion for summary judgment. Upon receiving calls from

counsel for both parties, the Board initiated a telephone

conference to discuss the status of this matter.

Participating were Margaret McHugh for applicant, Amy

Spagnoli for opposer, and the undersigned Board

interlocutory attorney.

Upon investigation, it has become clear that the Board

owes an apology to both parties. The motion for summary

judgment which the Board granted as conceded was incorrectly

associated with this file, and was not, in fact, filed by

the applicant herein. Accordingly, the Board’s order of

January 11, 2002, is VACATED, and this proceeding is
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reinstated. The errant summary judgment motion has been

removed from the file of this matter.

By order dated January 24, 2001, the Board granted

applicant’s motion to suspend in view of civil proceedings

between the parties.1 The parties have now advised the

Board that the civil proceedings are continuing.

Accordingly, suspension in this matter is continued pending

final disposition of the civil action between the parties.

Within twenty days after the final determination of the

civil action, the interested party should notify the Board

so that this case may be called up for appropriate action.

During the suspension period the Board should be notified of

any address changes for the parties or their attorneys.

The Board regrets the confusion caused by its error,

and thanks both parties for promptly bringing it to the

Board’s attention.

.oOo.

1 Ms. McHugh indicated that she had not previously received a
copy of the January 24, 2001, order. A copy of that order is
enclosed with this order for the parties’ reference.


