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Attorney Docket No. 0168/01728

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

In the Matter of U.S. Application Serial No. 78/893.,073
For: JUNGLE TREK
Filed May 25, 2006
Date of Publication: January 9, 2007
TREK BICYCLE CORPORATION
Opposer,

)
)
)
)
V. ) Opposition No. 91 175195
)
)
BELCOM CORPORATION )

)

)

Applicant

MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO
ANSWER OPPOSITION
per TBMP §509
COMES NOW Applicant Belcom Corporation (hereinafter Belcom) to request a 45 day
extension to answer the aforementioned Opposition. In support thereof, Belcom states as follows:
1. Opposition was filed on January 18, 2007. An answer is due February 27, 2007.
2. Upon receipt of the Opposition filing, Counsel for Applicant queried its client Belcom as to its
intentions. Today, February 23, 2007, the Applicant first informed its Counsel of setbacks, personal

and otherwise, which prevented Applicant from answering its Counsel’s inquiries and otherwise

addressing the issues raised in the Opposition. Applicant wishes the nature of these setbacks to remain

confidential.
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3. Immediately upon notice of these setbacks, Counsel contacted the office of Opposer’s attorney
Mary Catherine Merz, Esq. While Ms. Merz was not available, Counsel relayed to Ms. Merz's
assistant of Belcom’s intention to request an extension to answer.
4. No discovery has been conducted. No other pleadings have been filed.
S. Applicant may not pursue this application. Therefore, for the sake of judicial economy:.
Applicant requests a 45 day extension in which to assess, answer and/or otherwisc respond to the
Opposition. The Applicant has no knowledge as to whether the Opposer would agree to this extension
request.
0. Applicant submits, per TMBP §509.01, that it has shown good cause to be granted a 45-day
extension. Such extension is hercby solicited.

Sincerely,

BELCOM CORPORATION
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Attorneys for Applicant




