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

Wise Payments Limited,
Opposer/Counter-Defendant,
Opposition No. 91276647
V. : Cancellation No. 92081285

Metropolitan Life Insurance Company,

Applicant/Counterclaimant.

ANSWER

Opposer/Counter-Defendant, Wise Payments Limited (“Opposer”), by and through its
attorneys, hereby answers the Counterclaim filed by Metropolitan Life Insurance Company
(“Applicant”) and states as follows:

1. Opposer is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations, and therefore denies same.

2. Opposer is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations, and therefore denies same.

3. Opposer admits, to the extent the RetireWise mark was ever in use, it may have
been in use with a workshop series, which is not a service of Registration No. 1,893,740; Opposer
1s without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations, and
therefore denies same.

4. Opposer 1s without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations, and therefore denies same.

5. Opposer 1s without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the



allegations, and therefore denies same; U.S. Registration No. 1,893,740 speaks for itself.

6. Paragraph 6 does not contain any allegations requiring a response; U.S.
Registration No. 1,893,740 speaks for itself.

7. Applicant’s characterizations of its application for U.S. Registration No.
1,893,740 are denied; U.S. Registration No. 1,893,740 speaks for itself.

8. Paragraph 8 states legal conclusions as to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.

9. Paragraph 9 states legal conclusions as to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.

10. Paragraph 10 states legal conclusions as to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.

11.  Admitted.

12.  Applicant’s characterizations of U.S. Registration No. 6,017,791 are denied, U.S.
Registration No. 6,017,791 speaks for itself.

13. Applicant’s characterizations of U.S. Registration No. 6,017,791 are denied, U.S.
Registration No. 6,017,791 speaks for itself.

14.  Applicant’s characterizations of U.S. Registration No. 6,022,839 are denied, U.S.
Registration No. 6,022,839 speaks for itself.

15. Applicant’s characterizations of U.S. Registration No. 6,022,839 are denied, U.S.
Registration No. 6,022,839 speaks for itself.

16. Paragraph 16 does not contain any allegations requiring a response; the within
mentioned registrations speak for themselves.

COUNTERCLAIM I

17. With respect to paragraph 17, Opposer repeats each and every one of its prior

2



responses as if set forth fully herein.
18. Paragraph 18 states a legal conclusion to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.
19. Paragraph 19 states legal conclusions as to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.
20. Paragraph 20 states legal conclusions as to which no response is required. To the
extent that a response is required, Opposer denies the allegations therein.

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES

In further answer to the Counterclaim, Opposer asserts that:

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

21.  Applicant has abandoned U.S. Trademark Registration No. 1,893,740.

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

22.  Upon information and belief, Applicant has never used the RETIREWISE mark in
connection with the services of U.S. Trademark Registration No. 1,893,740.

Dated: New York, NY
March 31, 2023

Respectfully submitted,
HAUG PARTNERS LLP

By:  /s/Michael Barer

Ben Natter

Michael Barer

Clarissa Toth

745 Fifth Avenue

New York, New York 10151

Tel: (212) -588-0800

Email: bnatter(@haugpartners.com

mbarer(@haugpartners.com
ctoth@haugpartners.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
On this 31st day of March, 2023, a true and correct copy of the foregoing document was
served by e-mailing a copy to Applicant’s counsel at the following email addresses:

aziegler@gbc.law, tmdocket@gbc.law, and amartin@gbc.law as required by the Trademark Trial

and Appeal Board.

/s/ Michael Barer
Michael Barer



mailto:aziegler@gbc.law
mailto:tmdocket@gbc.law
mailto:amartin@gbc.law

