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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE  

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD  

 

  

 

Alpha Kappa Alpha Sorority  

Opposer, 

v. 

Stroll to the Polls, Inc. 

Applicant. 

Opposition No. 91267937 

Mark: STROLL TO THE POLLS  

Serial No. 90012428 

Filed:  June 20, 2020 

Published:  Nov. 03, 2020 

 

 

MOTION FOR 30-DAY EXTENSION OF TIME  

TO ANSWER THE NOTICE OF OPPOSITION 

 

Applicant, Stroll to the Polls, Inc., files this motion to extend the time to file its answer 

to the notice of opposition.  The notice of opposition was filed by Opposer, Alpha Kappa 

Alpha Sorority, Inc. (“AKA”), on March 2, 2021.  

Applicant’s deadline for filing an Answer is currently September 3, 2021.  Originally, 

the answer was due on April 11, 2021.  On April 10, 2021, Applicant, pro se, filed a motion to 

dismiss.  On April 30, 2021, Opposer filed its response to the motion to dismiss.  In response, 

Applicant filed a reply on May 20, 2021.  On July 16, 2021, the TTAB denied the motion to 

dismiss with respect to three (3) elements and granted dismissal with respect to the claim of 

fraud that had been asserted by Opposer.  It was within the written decision of the TTAB that 

the date to answer the notice of opposition was updated to September 3, 2021. 

On July 23, 2021, a notice of appearance was filed pursuant to which Applicant notified 

TTAB and Opposer of the appointment of the undersigned as counsel. 
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Since the time of appointment, the undersigned and counsel for Opposer have 

corresponded in an effort to settle this matter.  The undersigned notes that the settlement 

discussions covered multiple marks in multiple classes, not just the mark that is the subject of 

this opposition.  For example, on July 27, 2021, counsel for Opposer sent the undersigned the 

demand letter previously sent to Applicant.  The parties’ counsel had their first call to discuss 

the matter on July 27, 2021.  A separate application (for a different mark) was abandoned as a 

result of those discussions.  The undersigned continued the settlement discussions, regarding 

multiple marks in various classes, via email on August 8, 2021.  On August 12, 2021, counsel 

for opposer responded to the email of the undersigned with a chart showing Opposer’s 

responses on a mark-by-mark basis and an indication that the Opposer was only “interested in 

a global settlement” (i.e., four (4) separate marks with the fourth mark in four (4) distinct 

classes).  On August 23, 2021, in response to a request for an extension of time to answer the 

notice of opposition, counsel for Opposer responded that she was not “authorized to 

communicate with [the undersigned] further until [Opposer] receive[d] a formal response to 

AKA’s request that this matter be settled on a global basis.”  On August 27, 2021, the 

undersigned provided the requested “global” response. 

Now, the primary counsel for Opposer is on vacation (until September 13, 2021) and 

the secondary counsel was, as late as yesterday, preparing for an injunction trial.  

Notwithstanding the foregoing referenced unavailability of the two counsels of Opposer, 

without a response to the requested “global” response provided by the undersigned on August 

27th, Opposer has suggested that Applicant file an answer, silent on the request for an extension 

that would allow time for the primary counsel to return from vacation and respond to the 

requested “global” response provided on behalf of Applicant. 
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Mindful of all of the foregoing, Applicant submits that good cause exists for the 

requested extension of time.  As indicated, the parties are presently engaged in “global” 

settlement discussions and, at least from Applicant’s perspective, a resolution is possible.  

Accordingly, Applicant respectfully moves the Board for a thirty (30) day extension of time to 

file an Answer (or otherwise respond) to the Notice of Opposition (i.e., until October 3, 2021, 

with the effective filing deadline being Monday, October 4, 2021).   Applicant submits that, in 

accordance with guidelines of TBMP 509(a), Applicant has not been guilty of negligence, 

Applicant is not acting in bad faith, and the extension of time would not be an abuse.  Applicant 

also notes that the extension is being requested prior to the expiration of the now-established 

deadline for the answer to be filed. 

 

 

 Respectfully submitted, 

  

Dated:  September 3, 2021 By:  /s/ Willard A. Stanback  

 Willard A. Stanback, Esq. 

Willard Alonzo Stanback PC 

36 West Lafayette Street, Suite 103 

Trenton, New Jersey 08608 

Telephone: 855-614-1111 

E-mail: willardalonzo@stanback-pc.com 

    Attorney for Applicant,  

        Stroll to the Polls, Inc. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE  

 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the attached MOTION 

FOR 30 DAY EXTENSION OF TIME TO ANSWER THE NOTICE OF OPPOSITION was 

served on the Attorney for the Opposer on the date listed below via email:   

 

Paula Jill Krasny 

Levenfel Pearlstein, LLC 

2 N. Lasalle Street, Suite 1300 

Chicago, IL 60602 

pjkdocket@lplegal.com, jhirsh@lplegal.com,  

rwilliamson@lplegal.com, lwiley@lplegal.com 

 

Dated:  September 3, 2021  

 By:  /s/ Willard A. Stanback  

 Willard A. Stanback, Esq. 

 

  


