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MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

On July 31, 2023, the two parties to this opposition proceeding jointly filed a third
request for an extension of time, through and including September 1, 2023, within which
to seek judicial review of the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board’s March 1, 2023, final
decision in this opposition. The Applicant in this opposition, Wemade Co., Ltd.,
previously was granted a sixty (60) day extension of the deadline to seek judicial review
until July 3,2023. On June 27, 2023, before the expiration of the extended deadline, the
parties jointly filed a second request for an extension of time of thirty (30) days, through
and including August 2, 2023, that inadvertently was not acted on before the submission
of the parties’ third request. This order addresses both the second and third requests for
extensions of time and grants them for the reasons discussed below.

Under 37 C.E.R. § 2.145(e), the Director may, for good cause, extend the time to
seek judicial review of a final Board decision if the request is made in writing before the

time for seeking judicial review expires. The joint second request for extension of time



was filed on June 27, 2023, before the July 3, 2023 deadline, and therefore is timely. The
request states that the parties need the additional time because “they have been working
towards reaching a resolution of their dispute” and due to “the inherent delays of foreign
parties working with and seeking advice from counsel in the U.S.” The recited reasons
suffice to show good cause for the requested 30-day extension. Because the request is
timely and good cause has been shown, the second request is GRANTED.

The third request was filed on July 31, 2023, before the expiration of the August 2,
2023 deadline requested in the second extension. Given the grant of the second
extension, the third request is deemed timely. The third request recites the same reasons
for requesting the additional 30-day extension as the second request. The generalized
assertions of working towards resolution and delays inherent in a foreign party working
with U.S. counsel are deemed sufficient to show good cause for the third 30-day extension
of the deadline to seek judicial review, and therefore the third request also is GRANTED.
However, if any of the parties request a further extension of the deadline to seek judicial
review of the Board’s decision beyond the 120 days granted to date, they should provide
in the request a more detailed showing of good cause that explains the efforts to resolve
the dispute, the status of those efforts including whether resolution is expected to be
reached within the requested extension period, and the communication delays that

require extending the deadline for the requested period of time.



Accordingly, the requests are GRANTED. Applicant has until September 1, 2023

to commence judicial review.
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