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

)
EVOLUTION MARKETS, INC., )
)
Petitioner, )
)
V. )
) Cancellation No. 92060245
EVOLUTION FINANCE INC, )
)
Registrant )
)

ANSWER TO PETITION FOR CANCELLATION

Registrant Evolution Finance Inc. (“Registrant”) hereby responds to the allegations in
Petitioner Evolution Markets, Inc. (“Petitioner”) Petition for Cancellation as follows:

1. Registrant lack sufficient information to form a belief as to the allegations in
Paragraph 1, and therefore denies the same.

2. Registrant admits that the records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office reflect
that Petitioner is the listed owner of the registration identified in Paragraph 2. Registrant lacks
sufficient information to form a belief as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 2, and
therefore denies the same.

3. Registrant admits that the records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office reflect
that Petitioner is the listed owner of the application identified in Paragraph 3. Registrant lacks
sufficient information to form a belief as to the remaining allegations in Paragraph 3, and
therefore denies the same.

4, Registrant admits that the records of the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office reflect
that Registrant’s registration has been cited a bar to registration of Petitioner’s Application

Serial No. 77/208,599.



5. Denied.

6. Admitted.

7. Registrant lack sufficient information to form a belief as to the allegations in
Paragraph 7, and therefore denies the same.

8. Registrant lack sufficient information to form a belief as to the allegations in

Paragraph 8, and therefore denies the same.

9. Denied.
10.  Admitted.
11.  Denied.
12.  Denied.
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES
Laches
13.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of laches. Petitioner has had actual

notice of Registrant’s rights in its EVOLUTION FINANCE mark since at least as early as
August, 2007, and has unreasonably delayed taking action to assert Petitioner’s alleged rights.

Unclean Hands

14.  Petitioner’s claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. Petitioner’s
counsel has represented both Petitioner and Registrant concurrently, and upon information and

belief, relied on information obtained from Registrant in bringing this action.



WHEREFORE, Registrant requests that the Petition be denied, and for such further relief as may

be proper.

Respectfully subml}z(ed
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By/\ e
S. Lloyd Ffﬁth

/ Attorneyy for eglstrant

/ Buchanié ersoll & Rooney PC
1737 Ki treet, Suite 500
Alexandrla Virginia 22314-2727
Telephone: 703-836-6620

Date: December g ,2014



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing ANSWER TO PETITION FOR
CANCELLATION was served this Z{ day of December, 2014 via first class U.S. mail on:

Steven Lieberman, Esq.

Leo M. Loughlin, Esq.
Rothwell, Figg, Ernst & Manbeck P.C.
607 14" Street, N.W.

Suite 800
Washington, DC 20005
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Florence Goodman




