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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

In re the Application of Paragon Solution Network, Inc.
Serial No.: 78/679,823

Filed: July 27, 2005

Trademark: COLOR DEPOT

Published:  April 11, 2006

The Office Club, Inc.,
a California corporation,

OPPOSITION NO.: 91171315
Opposer,
V.

Paragon Solution Network, Inc.,
a California corporation,

Applicant.

OPPOSER’S NOTICE OF UNDERSTANDING CONCERNING ITS DEADLINE FOR

RESPONDING TO APPLICANT’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Opposer, The Oftice Club, Inc., by its attorney of record, files this Notice of
Understanding solely to confirm its understanding of Opposer’s deadline for responding to

Applicant’s currently pending Motion for Summary Judgment.

On January 10, 2007, Opposer, with the consent of counsel for Applicant, Paragon
Solution Network, Inc., filed a consented motion requesting that Opposer’s time to respond to
Applicant’s Motion for Summary Judgment be extended by 14 days, from January 18, 2007, to
February 1, 2007, as set forth therein. On January 16, 2007, counsel for Opposer received a
voicemail message from Ms. Linda M. Skoro, the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board
Interlocutory Attorney handling this proceeding, which stated in pertinent part that the motion

for extension of time to respond to the motion for summary judgment would be granted.

Accordingly, it is Opposer’s understanding that its time to respond to Applicant’s Motion

for Summary Judgment has been extended to February 1, 2007. Opposer respectfully requests
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that the Board notity counsel for Opposer if Opposer’s understanding in this regard is not

correct.

LATHAM & WATKINS LLP

Dated: January 18, 2007 m @/\
— “~

Michael Woodrow De Vries

Attorneys for Opposer
THE OFFICE CLUB, INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Holly Scott, hereby certify that I served a true and correct copy of the foregoing
OPPOSER'S NOTICE OF UNDERSTANDING CONCERNING ITS DEADLINE FOR
RESPONDING TO APPLICANT'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT via regular
U.S. Mail upon:

Joel D. Voelzke, Esq.

Intellectual Property Law Office of Joel D. Voelzke

400 Corporate Pointe, Suite 300
Culver City, CA 90230-7615

on January 18, 2007.
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