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

)
VITIS, CO., )
)
Opposer, )
) Opposition No.
V. )
) 91161578
GLOBAL IMEX, INC., )
)
Applicant, )
)
)
)
VITIS, CO., )
)
Opposer, )
) Opposition No.
V. )
) 91161825
MARTIN KENTOS, )
)
Applicant, )
)
)

MOTION FOR CONSOLIDATION

and

MOTION FOR SUSPENSION

Pursuant to Rule 42(a), Fed. R. Civ. P., Opposer VITIS, CO. hereby moves
for an Order consolidating the two above-captioned pending opposition
proceedings.

The ground for this motion is that these two oppositions involve the same

mark VINEA for related goods. Opposition No. 91161578 concerns beverages and



Opposition No. 91161825 involves clothing. The Applicants in the two cases are
related: Applicants’ counsel has stated that Martin Kentos is the principal owner
and president of Global Imex, Inc.

The grounds for opposition -- Section 2(d) likelihood of confusion, fraud,
and violation of Article 6bis of the Paris Convention -- are the same in each case,
and the allegations made by Opposer in the two oppositions are identical.
Likewise, the responses of the respective Applicants response to Opposer’s
allegations are the same in each case. The issues and proofs involved in the two
cases are expected to overlap to a substantial degree.

Consolidation of these two proceedings will minimize time and expense
and will avoid unnecessary duplication of effort by the Board and the parties,
and will clearly promote judicial efficiency. Neither party will suffer any prejudice
or inconvenience by reason of consolidation.

Opposition No. 91161578 is currently suspended in light of a pending
Rule 37 motion to compel. It is therefore requested that, after consolidation, the
consolidated opposition be suspended pending resolution of that motion, and
that subsequently new discovery and trial dates be set.

Meanwhile, the parties have been exploring the possibility of settlement,
and the requested suspension will also facilitate the pursuit of those settlement
discussions.

Counsel for Opposer has on several occasions attempted to reach counsel
for Applicants, John Pelosi, Esq. to obtain Applicants’ consent to these motions,

but Mr. Pelosi has not returned those calls.
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John L. Welch, Esq.
Foley Hoag LLP

155 Seaport Boulevard
Boston, MA 02210

Tel. 617/832-1000

Certificate of Service

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true copy of the foregoing
document was served by first-class mail, postage prepaid, on counsel for

Applicants this 13t day of June, 2005.

John L. Welch




