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Opposer,

EXEL 0OYJ,

Applicant.

AGREED MOTION FOR A PROBABLE FINAL THIRTY (30) DAY
EXTENSION FOR THE OPPOSER TO FURTHER RESPOND TO THE RULE
TO SHOW CAUSE (WITH PLANNED AGREED DISMISSAL ORDER) IN
LIGHT OF THE PARTIES HAVING SETTLED THE OPPOSITION
PROCEEDINGS AND FOR THE ENTERING OF A FINAL ORDER

The Opposer, Nordica S.p.A., by and through its legal
counsel Burton S. Ehrlich of Ladas & Parry LLP, hereby,with the
consent of the Applicant’s attorneys, requests what appears will‘
be a.final thirty (30) day extension for further respondipg;to .
the Rule to Show Cause Order entered by the Board. The following
rationale is herein provided in-support of this Motion:

The above opposition proceedings have been settled under a
written settlement agreemeht.ﬁhich was previouslyfsigned and
exchangéd between the parties. A dismissal order was to be
entered on the opposition petition under the consenﬁ of the
parties. However, under that settlement agreement certain
actions:were:to be taken with regard to matters pertaining to the

potential amendment of descriptions in applications, including in

the underlying application at issue in. these proceedings.
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Issues arose after settlement regarding amendments to
certain worldwide registrations/applications on the
interpretation of the settlement agreement regarding what needed
to be done in that regard, as well as in identifying potential
worldwide applications/registrations. More recently it was
decided by counsel for the parties that addressing the
identification of goods in the underlying application is an
appropriate manner for potentially amending the goods in the
underlying U.S. application at issue for the accompanying of the
filing of the dismissal order in these proceedings.

The Opposer requests what appears to be a final thirty day
extension of time in which to respond to the Rule to Show Cause
to allow the parties to further finalize the potential amendment
and dismissal order in the manner consistent with the settlement
agreement. This will allow the parties to fully resolve the
underlying amendment to the application at issue and confirm that
that the amendment, coupled with the dismissal of the opposition
proceedings fully comply with the terms of the settlement
agreement. Counsel for the parties have conferred during this
past thirty (30) day extension, but due to the holiday time
period, and the European principals involved, there needs to be a
further thirty day extension for confirming the agreement on

fully resolving the resolution of these proceedings regarding the



actual amendment to the application at issue in connection with
the dismissal of these proceedings.

Furthermore, an agreement on resolving the issue pertaining
to the description of goods for the underlying U.S. application
has assisted in avoiding the need within the extension period to
also resolve issues that are potentially vastly more complicated
and extensive in substance that would be involved with the
resolution of descriptions in goods or services for a multitude
of foreign registrations that exist in a multitude of foreign
nations or trademark tribunals. So the resolution of the present
opposition matter under this agreement between counsel for the
parties will only need to resolve the issue relating to the one
application involved in these proceedings, with the approval of
the revision of the description of items within that application.

Copnsel for the Applicant and counsel for the Opposer
believe that this extension period should allow for the final
approval of the amendment document for the underlying application
and as such would likely be the final thirty day extension.

Based upon the foregoing it is respectfully requested that
an additional and apparently final thirty day extension of time
be granted for the entering of an appropriate order in resolution
of these proceedings and that the Board allow until and including

January 20, 2012, for the filing of the appropriate dismissal




order in full resolution of these opposition proceedings or
for otherwise responding to the Rule to Show Cause.
Respectfully submitied,

Burton S. Ehrlich

Ladas & Parry LLP By:
224 S. Michigan Avenue Burton S. Ehr¥lich, One of\Epe
Suite 1600 Attorneys for Opposer

Chicago, IL 60604

- CERTIFICATE -OF MAILING

I hereby certify that this paper is being deposited with the
United States Postal Service on the date shown below with
sufficient postage as First Class Mail in an envelope addressed
to ATTN: TTAB; Assistant Commissioner for Trademarks, U.S.
Trademark Office, P.O. Box 1451, Alexandria, VA 22313-1451 on

this 21st day of December, 2011. (Z:TZQF\;?t?/;7ff;;/ii///\

Burton S. Ehrlich

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing AGREED MOTION
FOR A PROBABLE FINAL THIRTY (30) DAY EXTENSION FOR THE OPPOSER TO
FURTHER RESPOND TO THE RULE TO SHOW CAUSE (WITH PLANNED AGREED
DISMISSAL ORDER) IN LIGHT OF THE PARTIES HAVING SETTLED THE
OPPOSITION PROCEEDINGS AND FOR THE ENTERING OF A FINAL ORDER was
deposited with the United States Postal Sexrvice on the date shown
below with sufficient postage as First Class Mail in an envelope
addressed to Mr. Norbert F. Kugele, Warner Norcross & Judd, LLP,
900 Fifth Third Center, 111 Lyon Street NW, Grand Rapids, MI 49503-
2487, this 21st day of December, 2011.
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