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Docket No. 51RT-273128 

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

 

In re Matter of Application Nos. 87/547,487 for 

the mark:  BAD MOMS UNLIMITED in Classes 
9, 16 and 25, and 87/547,298 for the mark: BAD 
MOMS BIBLE in Class 36 
 
 
STX Financing, LLC, 
 
  Opposer, 
 
 vs. 
 
Stacey Michelle Terrazas, 
 
  Applicant. 

 
 
 
Opposition No.  91-240829 
 
OPPOSER STX FINANCING, LLC’S 
NOTICE OF RELIANCE 

 
Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §§ 2.122, 2.120(j) and the Federal Rules of Evidence, Opposer 

STX Financing, LLC (“Opposer”) hereby makes of record in connection with this Opposition 

proceeding the following evidence: 

A. Registrations and Applications Owned by Opposer 

 Pursuant to TBMP § 704.03(b)(1)(A) and 37 C.F.R. 2.122(d), Opposer hereby makes of 

record the following registrations and applications owned by Opposer by attaching true, correct, 

and current printouts of the TESS and TSDR pages reflecting both the current status of and title 

to each registration and application.  Opposer owns each of these registrations and applications 

and relies on them as grounds for its claims of likelihood of confusion as to its BAD MOMS, 

BAD DADS, and BADMOMLIFE marks and likelihood of dilution as to its BAD MOMS mark.  

Exhibit # Trademark Class Serial No. Filing Date Reg. No. Reg. Date Status 

1  BAD DADS 32 86/719,464 8/10/15 4,922,649 3/22/16 Registered 

2  BAD MOMS 3 87/978,144 8/9/17 5,567,301 9/18/18 Registered 
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Exhibit # Trademark Class Serial No. Filing Date Reg. No. Reg. Date Status 

3  BAD MOMS 18 87/978,156 8/9/17 5,567,305 9/18/18 Registered 

4  BAD MOMS 21 87/978,157 8/9/17 5,567,306 9/18/18 Registered 

5  BAD MOMS 3 87/562,322 8/9/17   Allowed 

6  BAD MOMS 9 87/562,646 8/9/17   Suspended 

7  BAD MOMS 18 87/562,365 8/9/17   Allowed 

8  BAD MOMS 21 87/562,399 8/9/17   Allowed 

9  BAD MOMS 25 87/562,482 8/9/17   Suspended 

10  BAD MOMS 26 87/562,530 8/9/17   Allowed 

11  BAD MOMS 33 87/562,556 8/9/17   Allowed 

12  BAD MOMS 33 87/315,506 1/27/17   Allowed 

13  BAD MOMS 41 87/562,696 8/9/17   Suspended 

14  BAD MOMS 41 87/315,504 1/27/17   Allowed 

15  BADMOMLIFE 9 87/562,582 8/9/17   Allowed 

16  BADMOMLIFE 18 87/562,596 8/9/17   Allowed 

17  BADMOMLIFE 25 87/562,616 8/9/17   Allowed 

18  BADMOMLIFE 41 87/562,628 8/9/17   Allowed 

19  BADMOMLIFE 43 87/562,655 8/9/17   Allowed 

B. Interrogatory Answers by Applicant Stacey Michelle Terrazas (“Applicant”) 

 Pursuant to TBMP § 704.10 and 37 C.F.R. § 2.120(k)(3)(i), Opposer hereby makes of 

record the following responses by Applicant to Opposer’s interrogatories:  

  1. Exhibit #20.  Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories to Applicant, dated 

August 15, 2018.  

  2. Exhibit #21.  Applicant’s initial responses to Opposer’s Interrogatory 

Nos. 1-8, 10, 13-15, 17, 18, 21, 23, and 33-37, dated September 14, 2018.   
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  3. Exhibit #22.  Applicant’s supplemental responses to Opposer’s 

Interrogatory Nos. 1-3, 8-10, 16, and 27-32 dated September 28, 2018. 

  4. Exhibit #23.  Applicant’s documents identified in her supplemental 

response to Interrogatory No. 16, namely, “All third party registrations produced to Opposer via 

Applicant’s trademark search results.”  Applicant produced its search reports to Opposer in a .pdf 

bearing the file name 091800035.pdf.1 

  5. Exhibit #24.  Applicant’s second supplemental responses to Opposer’s 

Interrogatory No. 36 dated December 14, 2018. 

  6. Exhibit #25.  Opposer’s Second Set of Interrogatories to Applicant, dated 

May 23, 2019. 

  7. Exhibit #26.  Applicant’s responses to Opposer’s Interrogatory Nos. 38-

40, dated June 24, 2019.   

  8. Exhibit #27.  Applicant’s documents identified in her response to 

Interrogatory No. 40, namely, “Purchase order and invoice for the manufacture of products, 

showing a working relationship with a manufacturer to develop and produce the products.  

Documents showing commissioning of artwork designed specifically for the products, as well as 

tags produced for the sale of products. Documents showing specimens with BAD MOMS 

UNLIMITED on a tag attached to the goods.  Sales receipts showing sale of goods.  A Memo 

dated July 10, 2018 responding to Opposing counsel’s request for proof of use, showing the 

BAD MOMS UNLIMITED trademark on a tag attached to the goods, namely, sunglasses, 

notebooks, tank tops, and hats.  Opposer is in possession of all documents referenced above 

which were produced in discovery.” (Emphasis added.)  Applicant produced the 

                                                 
1  For the convenience of the Board, Opposer has applied Bates labels to Applicant’s 
document production matching the documents’ file names.  
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aforementioned documents to Opposer in .pdfs bearing the file names 091800026.pdf, 

091800027.pdf. 091800028.pdf, 091800030.pdf, 091800031.pdf, 091800032.pdf, 

091800033.pdf, and 091800034.pdf.2 

Each of Applicant’s initial and supplemental responses to Opposer’s First Set of 

Interrogatories identified above, except for Interrogatory No. 36, is relevant to Opposer’s claims 

that Applicant’s BAD MOMS UNLIMITED and BAD MOMS BIBLE marks (“Applicant’s 

Marks”) are likely to cause confusion with Opposer’s BAD MOMS, BAD DADS, and 

BADMOMLIFE marks and are likely to dilute its BAD MOMS mark.  Applicant’s initial and 

supplemental responses to Interrogatory No. 36 and responses to Interrogatory Nos. 38-40 are 

relevant to Opposer’s claim that Applicant lacked a bona fide intent to use BAD MOMS 

UNLIMITED for all of the identified goods – except shirts, t-shirts, calendars and notebooks – as 

of the filing date of the intent-to-use application. 

C. Admissions by Applicant 

 Pursuant to TBMP § 704.10 and 37 C.F.R. § 2.120(k)(3)(i), Opposer hereby makes of 

record the following admissions of Applicant to Opposer’s requests for admission (“RFAs”):    

  1. Exhibit #28.  Opposer’s Revised First Set of RFAs to Applicant, dated 

September 17, 2018. 

  2. Exhibit #29.  Applicant’s responses to Opposer’s RFA Nos. 7-12, 25-36, 

43-50, and 58-65 dated October 17, 2018.    

Each of Applicant’s responses to Opposer’s First Set of RFAs identified above is relevant 

to Opposer’s claims that Applicant’s Marks are likely to cause confusion with Opposer’s BAD 

                                                 

2  Despite Applicant’s reference to it in her interrogatory response, Applicant never 
produced “[a] Memo dated July 10, 2018 responding to Opposing counsel’s request for proof of 
use.” 
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