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

In the matter of U.S. Registration No. 5,052,973
For the mark AERO-COMPAX
Registered on October 4, 2016

VESPER & CO INTERNATIONAL LTD DBA
MASSENA LAB,

Cancellation No. 92073328
Petitioner,

Vs.
UNIVERSAL GENEVE S.A,,

Registrant.

ANSWER TO PETITION TO CANCEL

Registrant UNIVERSAL GENEVE S.A (“Registrant”) for its Answer to the
Petition to Cancel filed in this proceeding, by its attorneys, alleges as follows:
PARTIES
1. Registrant denies knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as
to the truth of the allegations of paragraph 1 of the Petition to Cancel.
2. Registrant admits the allegations of paragraph 2 of the Petition to Cancel.

STATEMENT OF CLAIM

3. Inresponse to paragraph 3 of the Petition to Cancel, Registrant refers to
the records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office (“USPTO”) for the particulars of the
filings referred to in paragraph 3 of the Petition to Cancel.

4. Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 4 of the Petition to Cancel.



5.

In response to paragraph 5 of the Petition to Cancel, Registrant refers to

the records of the USPTO for the particulars of the filings referred to in paragraph 5 of

the Petition to Cancel.

6.

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 6 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 7 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 8 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 9 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 10 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 11 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 12 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 13 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 14 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 15 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 16 of the Petition to Cancel.
Registrant denies the allegations of paragraph 17 of the Petition to Cancel.

The allegations of paragraph 18 of the Petition to Cancel predict the

actions of the USPTO based on a legal conclusion and, therefore, Registrant denies the

allegations of paragraph 18.

RELIEF REQUESTED

Registrant denies that Petitioner is entitled to any of the relief sought in the

Petition to Cancel.



AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
The Petition to Cancel fails to state a claim upon which relief may be granted.
SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
Petitioner lacks standing because it has not pleaded a real interest in the outcome
of the proceeding or pleaded why the Petitioner believes it will be damaged by the
registration.
THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
Petitioner abandoned the marks that are the basis for the Petition to Cancel.
FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
The claim set forth in the Petition to Cancel is barred in whole or in part by the

doctrine of laches.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE
The claim set forth in the Petition to Cancel is barred in whole or in part by the

doctrines of waiver, acquiescence, and estoppel.

WHEREFORE, Registrant requests that the Cancellation be denied.

Dated: March 16, 2020
New York, New York

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Stephanie Spangler
Bruce S. Londa, Esq.
Stephanie S. Spangler, Esq.
NORRIS MCLAUGHLIN, P.A
7 Times Square
New York, NY 10036
Phone (212) 808-0700




Fax (212) 808-0844
bslonda@norris-law.com
ssspangler(@norris-law.com

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

In the matter of U.S. Registration No. 5,052,973
For the mark AERO-COMPAX
Registered on October 4, 2016

VESPER & CO INTERNATIONAL LTD DBA
MASSENA LAB,

Cancellation No. 92073328
Petitioner,

Vs.
UNIVERSAL GENEVE S.A,,

Registrant.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and complete copy of the foregoing Answer to Petition
to Cancel has been served on Petitioner Vesper & Co. International Ltd DBA Massena
LAB by forwarding said copy on March 16, 2020, via email to:

John A. Galbreath
Galbreath Law Offices PC
2516 Chestnut Woods CT

Reisterstown, MD 21136-5523
jgalbreath(@galbreath-law.com
jgalbreath(@verizon.net

/s/ Stephanie Spangler
Stephanie Spangler
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