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

Cancellation Nos. 92049557 & 92049528

Ms. A’Lelia Bundles Trademark Registration Nos. 1097133 & 2300025
Petitioner Marks: MADAME C.J. WALKER &
MW MADAM C.J. WALKER and
V. DESIGN:

Madame C.J. Walker Enterprises, Inc.

Registrant MadamCIiakker

Registered on: July 25, 1978 &
December 14, 1999

PETITIONER’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF HER MOTION TO
EXTEND OPERATIVE DISCOVERY AND TRIAL DATES

Petitioner Ms. A’Lelia Bundles, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.120(a) & 2.121(a)(1) and
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 6(b), submits her reply in support of her motion to extend the
operative discovery and trial dates, and further states:

1. As set forth in detail in the Petitioner’s briefing on the pending motions to compel,
Registrant has deliberately failed to produce documents central to the issues of abandonment and
fraud in the renewal registration, which are the only relevant issues in this cancellation

proceeding. Registrant’s deliberate omissions have caused inexcusable delay in the discovery




process and has resulted in the current discovery disputes.’

2. As a result, the requested 120-day enlargement of the existing discovery and trial
dates and deadlines would provide adequate time to resolve the issues and failure set forth in the
motions to compel.

3. Finally, the Petitioner agrees that a telephonic hearing should be set on Petitioner’s
Motion at the Board’s earliest convenience.

WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Board grant its motion to extend

the operative discovery and trial dates.

Respectfully submitted

Jonath. . Polak, Atty. No. 21954-49

Attorfley ffioner
TAFT STETTINIUS & HOLLISTER LLP
One Indiana Square, Suite 3500
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204
Telephone: 317-713-3500
Facsimile: 317-713-3699
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;gf )\'\'\ day of March 2009, to the following:

P. Adam Davis

Davis & Sarbinoff

9000 Keystone Crossing, Suite 660
Indianapolis, IN 46240
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! Registrant continues to refuse to take responsibility for its déliberate abuse of the discovery process, and instead
attempts to place the blame for the delay on Petitioner. However, as the briefing on the motions to compel
illustrates, the failures and delays were Registrant’s, not Petitioner’s. And any hardship Registrant faces due to
these delays (see Registrant’s Response to Motion to Extend Deadlines) were caused by Registrant’s deliberate
omissions and tactics, not Petitioner’s.



