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This case now conmes up on applicant’s Decenber 7, 2005,
notion to suspend the proceeding pending a decision in
Cancel | ati on No. 92042948, Intelius Inc. v. Vantage Technol ogy
Hol di ngs LLC. In that proceeding, applicant has petitioned to
cancel the registration that underlies this proceeding,
opposer having clainmed rights in that registration as a
licensee. Applicant contends that should it prevail and the
registration is cancelled, it will have a bearing on this
proceedi ng. Qpposer objects arguing that the grounds all eged
in the two proceedings are different, and even if the
underlying registration is cancell ed, opposer has asserted
common law rights in its use of the mark, independent of the
regi stration

Wi | e opposer’s argunents indicate that even a
cancel lation of the underlying registration may not conpletely

determine all the issues in this proceeding, it will have a
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bearing on matters of evidence and proof, as well as the issue
of licensee estoppel. Additionally, because the cancellation
proceeding is in its testinony period, suspension should not
cause any undue delay to opposer. Accordingly, applicant’s
notion to suspend is granted. See Trademark Rule 2.117(c).
Wthin twenty days after the Board s decision in
Cancel | ati on No. 92042948, the interested party should notify
the board so that this case nmay be called up for appropriate
action. During the suspension period the board shoul d be
notified of any address changes for the parties or their

attor neys.



