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IN THE UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

In the matter of Trademark Registration No. 3691948
For the mark WONDERBREAD 5,

Wonderbreadb,

Petitioner,
VS. CancellatioiNo. 92052150
PatrickGilles,

Registrant.

ANSWER AND GROUNDS OF DEFENSE

COMES NOW, the Registrant, Patrick Gilles (hereinafter “Registrant”), by and through counsel,
The Trademark Company, PLLC, and files his Answer and Grounds of Defense to the Petition for
Cancellation and in response to Petigds allegations states as follows:

ANSWER

In response to the specifically enumeratedgragzhs of the Petition for Cancellation, Registrant
responds as follows:

1. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 1 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

2. Registrant admits thelegations of Paragraph 2.

3. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 3 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

4, Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 4 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

5. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 5 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

6. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 6 of the Petition for Cancellation

and demands strict proof thereof.



7. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 7 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

8. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 8 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

9. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 9 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

10. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 10 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

11. Registrant is without knowledge or inf@ation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 11 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

12. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 12 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

13. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 13 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

14. Registrant is without knowledge or inf@ation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 14 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

15. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 15 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

16. Registrant is without knowledge or inf@ation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 16 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

17. Registrant is without knowledge or inf@ation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 17 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

18. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 18 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

19. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 19 of the Petition for Cancellation

and demands strict proof thereof.



20. Registrant is without knowledge or infation sufficient to form a belief as to the truth
of the allegations of Paragraph 20 of the Petition for Cancellation and therefore denies the same.

21. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 21 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

22. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 22 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

23. Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 23 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

24, Registrant denies the allegations sehfortParagraph 24 of the Petition for Cancellation
and demands strict proof thereof.

Registrant further denies all allegations not dpEdly, actually or constructively, admitted in the
foregoing paragraphs of this Answer and Grounds of Defense.

WHEREFORE, Registrant prays that the Petition for Cancellation be dismissed.

DATED this 8" day of April, 2010.

THETRADEMARK COMPANY, PLLC

Matthew H. Swyers/

Matthew H. Swyers, Esguire

344Maple AvenueWest,Suite151
ViennaVA 22180
Telephon€800)906-8626ext. 704
Facsimilg270)477-4574

mswyers@ TheTrademarkCompany.com
Attorneyfor RegistranPatrickGilles




IN THE UNITED STATESPATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
The Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

In the matter of Trademark Registration No. 3691948
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