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Qpposition Nos. 91121140
and 91153605

Hear st Hol di ngs, Inc.
V.

Mandr akeSoft S. A.*!

(as consol i dat ed)

Jyll S. Taylor, Attorney:

Qpposer’s notion to consolidate the two referenced
oppositions, with applicant’s consent, is approved.

The consol i dated cases nay be presented on the sane
record and briefs. See Helene Curtis Industries Inc. v.
Suave Shoe Corp., 13 USPQ2d 1618 (TTAB 1989) and Hil son
Research Inc. v. Society for Human Resource Managenent, 26
USPQRd 1423 (TTAB 1993).

The Board file will be maintained in Opposition No.
91121140 as the “parent” case. As a general rule, fromthis

point on only a single copy of any paper or notion should be

1 As regards Qpposition No 91121140, MandrakeSoft, S.A is
hereby substituted for Daniel Mrales as party defendant,

i nasnuch as the involved application was assignhed to

Mandr akeSoft, S.A. before the comencenent of the proceeding. See
TBMP § 512.01 (2d ed. June 2003). Evidence of the rel evant
assignment is recorded in the Assignnent Branch of this Ofice at
Reel 2107, Franme 0650.



Qpposition No. 91121140 and 91153605

filed herein; but that copy should bear both proceeding
nunbers in its caption

Despite being consolidated, each proceeding retains its
separate character. The decision on the consolidated cases
shall take into account any differences in the issues raised
by the respective pleading; a copy of the decision shall be

pl aced in each proceeding file.

Addi tionally, opposer’s consented notion to suspend the
consol i dat ed proceedi ngs pending the outconme of Civil Action
No. CV 00-1916(MW is granted.?

In view thereof, proceedings herein are suspended
pendi ng final determ nation of the civil action. Bi-annual
inquiry may be nmade as to the status of the civil action.
However, if the action is resolved, within twenty days after
such final determ nation, the interested party should cal
up this proceeding for appropriate action.

| f, during the suspension period, either of the parties
or their attorneys should have a change of address, the

Board shoul d be so inforned.

2 Hearst Holdings, Inc. v. MandrakeSoft, Inc. & MandrakeSoft,
S.A, pending in the United States District Court for the Central
District of California. It is noted that Opposition No. 91121140
has been suspended since July 12, 2002.



