
ESTTA Tracking number: ESTTA1464413

Filing date: 09/22/2025

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE

BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Proceeding no. 92089205

Party Defendant
Amoreo Europe S.L.

Correspondence
address

AMOREO EUROPE SL
AMADO GRANELL MESADO, 75, 7B
VALENCIA, E-46013
SPAIN
No email provided
No phone number provided

Submission Answer

Filer's name Sean P. McMahon

Filer's email sean@mcmahonpllc.com

Signature /SPM/

Date 09/22/2025

Attachments 20250922 Answer to Petition for Cancellation.pdf(111232 bytes )



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

 STIC LLC, 

 Petitioner, 
 v. 

 AMOREO EUROPE S.L., 

 Registrant. 

 Cancellation No. 92089205 

 ANSWER 

 Registrant,  Amoreo  Europe  S.L.  (“Registrant’),  by  and  through  its  attorneys,  Sean  P. 

 McMahon, PLLC, hereby answers the Petition for Cancellation as follows: 

 In  response  to  the  first  unnumbered  paragraph  at  the  start  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation, 

 Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the  truth  of  the 

 allegations and, accordingly, denies the same. 

 In  response  to  the  second  unnumbered  paragraph  at  the  start  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation, Registrant admits the allegations contained therein. 

 In  response  to  the  third  unnumbered  paragraph  at  the  start  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation, Registrant denies the allegations contained therein. 

 1.  Registrant  admits  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  1  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 ϭ 



 2.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  2  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 3.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  3  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 4.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  4  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 5.  Registrant  repeats  and  incorporates  by  reference  its  responses  set  forth  in  the 

 preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 

 6.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  6  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 7.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  7  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 8.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  8  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 Ϯ 



 9.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  9  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and,  accordingly, 

 denies the same. 

 10.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  10  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 11.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  11  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 12.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  12  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 13.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  13  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 14.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  14  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 15.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  15  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 16.  Registrant  repeats  and  incorporates  by  reference  its  responses  set  forth  in  the 

 preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 

 17.  Registrant  admits  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  17  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 18.  Registrant  admits  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  18  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 ϯ 



 19.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  19  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 20.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  20  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 21.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  21  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 22.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  22  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 23.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  23  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 24.  Registrant  lacks  knowledge  or  information  sufficient  to  form  a  belief  as  to  the 

 truth  of  the  allegations  contained  in  Paragraph  24  of  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  and, 

 accordingly, denies the same. 

 25.  Registrant  admits  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  25  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 26.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  26  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 ϰ 



 27.  Registrant  denies  the  allegations  set  forth  in  Paragraph  27  of  the  Petition  for 

 Cancellation. 

 AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

 1.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 

 2.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. 

 3.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of estoppel. 

 4.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of acquiescence 

 WHEREFORE,  Registrant  prays  that  the  Petition  for  Cancellation  be  dismissed  in  its 

 entirety with prejudice. 

 *** 

 Dated: September 22, 2025 
 Mankato, Minnesota 

 Respectfully submitted, 

 ____________________________________ 
 Sean P. McMahon 

 Sean P. McMahon, PLLC 

 100 Warren Street, Suite 322 
 Mankato, Minnesota 56001 

 Telephone:  (507) 344-3122 

 Attorney for Registrant 

 ϱ 



 CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  ANSWER  was  served  upon  Petitioner  this  22  nd  day  of 
 September,  2025,  by  emailing  a  copy  thereof  to  its  counsel  at  pto@yourtrademarkattorney.com 
 and morris@yourtrademarkattorney.com: 

 MORRIS ELI TUREK 
 YOURTRADEMARKATTORNEY.COM 

 167 LAMP AND LANTERN VILLAGE, #220 
 CHESTERFIELD, MO 63017-8208 

 pto@yourtrademarkattorney.com, morris@yourtrademarkattorney.com 

 ______________________________ 
 Sean P. McMahon 
 September 22, 2025 

 ϲ 


