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

Innovation Law Group, Ltd., Opposer-Plaintiff v. Ryan E. Alley,

P ding:
roceeding DBA Ryan Alley Intellectual Property Law, Applicant-Defendant

Opposition No.: 91202418
Serial No: 85/342,228
Mark: BUILDING ASSETS FROM IDEAS

Attorney Docket:  1.0001.1

January 4, 2013

APPLICANT’S RESPONSE OPPOSING THE MOTION FOR ADDITIONAL
EXTENSION OF TIME

Applicant opposes any further extension of time requested by Opposer in the
Motion of January 4, 2013. Opposer does not show adequate cause for the additional
extension, and Applicant is relying on the previously-extended deadline of January 9

for the commencement of Applicant’s reply period.

There is No Good Cause for Additional Extension

Opposer alleges difficulty in coordinating unspecified declaration testimony due
to unnamed witness unavailability through two major holiday periods, Opposer’s
counsel travel, and Opposer’s principal being out of town the week of January 14-18.

Given the nearly full discovery period already afforded Opposer and the previous
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liberal consented extension of time, these rather generic difficulties must be of
Opposer’s own making and are anyway not good cause.

The present Opposition was suspended on November 1, 2011, with less than a
month of discovery remaining open and following the close of expert disclosures.
Throughout this time, Opposer identified only seven potential witnesses, four of whom
worked for Opposer, and one of whom is Applicant. App. Mot. S] Ex. EEEE-1. Without
more specific identification beyond the generic “witnesses” alleged in the Motion for
Extension of Time, Opposer seemingly needs to coordinate declaration testimony of
only two external witnesses, and has had several months to do so. Moreover, Opposer
has known for going on three months now of the pending Motion for Summary
Judgment, served on October 23, 2012. Any coordination among necessary employee
and few external witnesses could have easily been achieved in the several months
preceding the January 9 deadline.

As to the holidays and Opposer’s counsel’s travels, Applicant previously
consented to a liberal extension of time to ameliorate any impact from the holidays and
Opposer’s travel. Opposer received Applicant’s consent on November 15, 2012, with
several full, non-holiday weeks still existing between that time and December 9, 2013
(to say nothing of the several full, non-holiday weeks that passed between October 23

and November 15). Opposer had ample opportunity to coordinate testimony gathering
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during this time, and Opposer presents no good specific reason or timelines of witness
unavailability or non-cooperation during these periods to show otherwise.

As to Opposer’s principal being in depositions during the week of January 14-18,
this is after the January 9 deadline and if anything recommends maintenance of that
deadline. At any rate, Opposer’s principal has surely been readily available for months,

and Opposer offers no basis for why such testimony was not already been taken.

Applicant is Relying on the January 9 Deadline

Applicant has a docket of patent applications that must be filed prior to the
March 16 cut-over for the AIA’s first-to-file provisions and expects (at least) five more
such applications to be added to his docket in the coming month. Applicant will be out
of the country the first week of February. Applicant is counting on having the final
week of January and three weeks in February to properly prepare these applications for
inventor review and acceptance by early March. Based on this, Applicant was relying
on his 15-day response time to file a reply brief commencing on January 9 and ending
January 24 (or some days later, depending on service). Applicant consented to the first
extension of time based on the January 9 date. Pushing Applicant’s response period yet
turther to January 23 and ending February 7 (or some days later, depending on service)
will unacceptably squeeze Applicant’s time to prepare and file a reply into about 1

week due to his international travel. Pushing the response period again will also reduce
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the time available to work on the new applications not yet received and meet the March
16 deadline with professional quality and margin. Applicant should not be forced to
further crowd his docket or compromise his work product for another extension of
time.

In light of this prejudicial effect on Applicant and Opposer’s failure to show

specific good cause, Applicant strongly asks the Board to hold Opposer to the

already-extended January 9 deadline.

Respectfully submitted,

Ryan E. Alley
Ryan Alley Intellectual Property Law

By: /Ryan Alley/
P.O. Box 3698
Arlington, Virginia 22203
(571) 335-7300
office@alleylegal.com
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PROQOF OF SERVICE

The parties” have an Agreement for Service by Electronic Mail, and further to that
Agreement, a true and complete copy of the foregoing Applicant’s Response Opposing
the Motion for Extension of Time has been served on Innovation Law Group, Ltd. by

emailing said copy on January 4, 2013:

ndg@techmark.com
cmp@techmark.com

Signed,

Ryan E. Alley
Ryan Alley Intellectual Property Law

By: /Ryan Alley/ Date: January 4, 2012
P.O. Box 3698
Arlington, Virginia 22203
(571) 335-7300
office@alleylegal.com




