


USPTO Setting and Adjusting Trademark Fees During Fiscal Year 2025—Activity Based Information and Trademark[footnoteRef:1] Fee Unit Expense Methodology [1:  In this document, when the Trademark business unit is mentioned, both Trademarks and the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board are included.] 


This document provides additional details on the cost methodologies used to derive the historical fee unit expenses outlined in the Table of Trademark Fees—Current, Proposed, and Unit Cost. Five sections are included:
1. Background: Provides background information on the Activity Based Information (ABI) program (managerial cost accounting) at the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO or Office).
2. Objective: Outlines the detailed objective(s) of the ABI program in calculating historical expenses by activity using ABI expense models.
3. Foundational Elements: Discusses the key components of the ABI expense methodology.
4. Fully Burdened Expense: Explains the approach for calculating the full expense of trademark processes and activities.
5. Fee Unit Expense Calculation: Outlines the three major approaches for developing a fee unit expense calculation based on the fully burdened expense of trademark processes and activities. Also provides historical fee unit expense information for the previous three fiscal years. 
Questions related to the ABI program or methodologies discussed in the narrative are welcome. For further information contact Brendan Hourigan, Director, Office of Planning and Budget, at 571–272–8966, or at Brendan.Hourigan@uspto.gov.

SECTION 1: BACKGROUND 
While there are numerous regulations that require agencies to track and report the expense of program delivery, the Federal Accounting Standards Advisory Board (FASAB) Statement of Federal Financial Accounting Standards (SFFAS) No. 4, Managerial Cost Accounting Concepts and Standards for the Federal Government, issued in July 1995, outlines the key federal managerial cost accounting (MCA) requirements. In 1997, the USPTO instituted the ABI program to comply with prevailing federal managerial cost accounting standards and inform decisions based on sound business principles. The USPTO ABI program uses standard Activity Based Costing (ABC) methodologies to determine total USPTO expenses related to the processing of patent and trademark applications, including the share of administrative costs, for financial reporting. 
The ABI program is examined each year as part of the financial statement audit, and no internal control weaknesses concerning the ABI methodology or data have been reported. An independent verification and validation study conducted on the ABI program in 2009 identified the USPTO ABI program as a best practice in federal government. In 2015, the Department of Commerce’s Office of Inspector General (OIG) conducted an audit of Trademark’s Activity Based Information System and issued Final Report No. OIG-16-020-A. The objectives of this audit were to review allocation algorithms and controls of the ABI system and determine whether the use of ABI justifies and supports fee changes. The OIG determined that cost allocation algorithms were implemented consistently with supporting documentation and the internal control over the execution of ABI methodologies was operating effectively.
Since the inception of the program, ABI methodologies have continuously improved and are consistently used to inform fee setting, budgeting, performance reporting, financial statement (Statement of Net Cost) preparation, business decision-making, and ad-hoc expense analyses and studies. 
The USPTO ABI program maintains an expense model for each USPTO business unit to capture and determine historical expenses on a per-process or per-service basis and to determine the expenses associated with the specific fees included in the proposed rule (Setting and Adjusting Trademark Fees During Fiscal Year 2025). The ABI fee expense analysis methodology follows the full cost guidance outlined in Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-25 (Subject: “User Charges”) and the fee setting guidance outlined in the Government Accountability Office (GAO) report on Federal User Fees (Federal User Fees: A Design Guide, GAO-08-386SP (May 2008)). To ensure the ABI expense models keep pace with the changing environment, improvements are made to the models and allocation methodologies each year.
To facilitate agency-wide collaboration and transparency in the ABI program, the ABI Steering Committee was established in 2007 and is the official oversight body for all topics related to the USPTO ABI program and ABC data. This committee is chaired by the Director of Finance or his/her designee, with representatives from the various USPTO business organizations. The governance of the ABI program and all changes to the expense assignment and allocation methodologies are managed and recommended by the steering committee, and ultimately approved by the steering committee chair. 
The USPTO finds reviewing the trend of ABI historical expense information the most useful way to inform fee setting in the absence of a significant future change in related activities and processes. Therefore, the past three years of data is provided in this document (Fiscal Year (FY) 2021, FY 2022 and FY 2023). The ABI expense information should be reviewed in the context of its surrounding fiscal environment, and the “mathematical” result of these financial and operational circumstances should, where appropriate, be reviewed over a multiple-year period. As noted above, the USPTO provides the three-year historical trend. The latest fiscal-year data included is calculated using the expense model most representative of current operations.

SECTION 2: OBJECTIVE 
The ABI expense models and supporting fee expense analyses provide the full expense of activities in the various business units. To provide such information, the ABI program analyzes direct expenses across different processes and activities and appropriately assigns or allocates support and business-sustaining expenses from within and outside the business unit organizations. Expense information is analyzed and reported at different organizational and process levels for management use, such as informing budget formulation, monitoring budget execution, performance reporting, developing the Statement of Net Cost, determining the use of patent and trademark fee revenues, and supporting the USPTO fee setting process.
The ABI fee expense analysis referenced in this document is based on FY 2021, FY 2022, and FY 2023 data. The term “model” in this document refers to the ABI expense model for the various business units. The ABI program provides historical expense data on total USPTO expenses to assign a cost associated with the delivery of products and services. It should be noted that ABI expense information is not the equivalent of the USPTO budget. Budgetary data represents an estimate of the time period in which prospective costs will be funded (obligations and commitments) and is forward-looking, while ABI expense data is historical expense information representing the actual cost of services provided or work performed, regardless of the year in which the expense was funded. For this reason, “costs” are referred to as “expenses” throughout the ABI analysis. 

SECTION 3: FOUNDATIONAL ELEMENTS 
Program, Project, and Activity (PPA) Codes
In accordance with the Common Government-wide Accounting Classification (CGAC) structure, the USPTO uses codes to categorize labor and non-labor financial transactions against programs, projects, and activities. Programs, projects, and activities (PPAs) are a set of three individual codes used in combination to form a part of an accounting string that provides business information, including hours worked and expenses incurred. Each code provides unique information and allows employees, analysts, and decision-makers to establish relationships between expenses and the work performed. Each PPA combination appears as one string in the USPTO financial management and time reporting systems.
· A program is a group of activities directed towards a high-level process or system. Programs are often strategic in nature, relate to budget decisions, or have long-term outcomes. 
· A project is a planned undertaking in support of a program. Projects always have a beginning and end date. However, a project code is optional and not always used. 
· An activity is a group of tasks performed to produce or deliver products and services. Activities are always in support of projects and programs. 
A program code and activity code are required and used to track all labor and non-labor expenses at the USPTO. For example, trademark examination hours are recorded to a PPA program code titled “Examine TM Applications” and a PPA activity code titled “Examine Applications—Examining Attorney,” with no specific project code because it is an ongoing operational activity with no planned end date. Similarly, non-Trademarks business units also capture expenses against PPA combinations that define the type of work performed by the support organization. For example, pilot programs use project codes to accumulate specific expenses based on planned beginning and end dates of the pilot program. These expenses are then allocated in each support organization business model to activities based on cost drivers. In addition to cost driver allocations, ABI uses “investor-specific” project codes, when applicable, that are directly assigned to the benefiting business unit. For example, within the ABI OCFO model, there is an “Execute Budget” activity for each Business unit. The “Execute Budget – Trademark” activity is assigned directly to Trademarks while the “Execute Budget – Patents” activity is assigned directly to Patents. Allocation of expenses from outside the Trademarks business unit is a crucial step in the development of the fully burdened expense of trademark processes and activities (see Section 4: Fully Burdened Expense). 
The cost driver selection for assigning expenses follows the guidance set forth by the FASAB Managerial Cost Accounting Standard #4. The hierarchy of driver selection is based on the following, in order of preference:
1) Direct trace (code-driven): At the USPTO, the majority of expenses are driven based on the PPAs that are reported by employees in the time-reporting system (compensation) as well as on requisitions (non-compensation). The tasks identified by the PPA for labor or on requisitions are in support of a particular activity and program. An example of an investor-specific PPA direct trace driver is Formulate and Justify Budget for Trademarks. This expense is charged to the Formulate and Justify Budget PPA code based on the time the Office of the Chief Financial Officer spends in support of the Trademarks business unit and is directly assigned to Trademarks through the model. 
2) Cause and effect: Expenses are also assigned on a cause-and-effect basis if direct trace is not readily available. Examples of cause-and-effect drivers are workloads such as:
a. Usage based drivers: # of 2.66 petitions reviewed, # of amendments, # of SOUs examined, # inter partes final decisions (TTAB), etc.
b. Resource based drivers: full-time equivalents (FTEs) by business area, FTE + contractor, revenue, etc. 
For example, IT service desk expenses (accumulated using PPA codes) from the Office of the Chief Information Officer are allocated to benefiting business units, including Trademarks, based on the “# of help desk tickets by business unit.”
3) Reasonable and consistent basis: The final method of allocating expenses is assigning them on a reasonable and consistent basis. Business-sustaining expenses that cannot be attributed to any core business function should be assigned globally based on a simple, visible, and non‐controversial method. An example of this assignment is the Office of the Chief Administrative Officer (CAO) “provide personnel suitability investigative security clearance” expense model activity, which is allocated to the business units based on the number of FTEs working in that business unit. 
Finally, the cost drivers are reviewed and recommended by the ABI Steering Committee, and approved by the Steering Committee Chair before they are recorded in the expense models.
Across the agency, PPA codes reflect the type of tasks and activities performed. Some of these PPA codes equate directly to ABI activities in the model. For example, in Trademarks, the tasks associated with quality review are assigned a specific PPA code: TQLTRV-0000-330185. This PPA code is then associated directly with the “perform examination quality review” activity in the expense model. For other activities, the PPA code represents an overall summary level of expenses that must be assigned to more detailed activities in the trademark expense model. For instance, 45% of Trademark direct expenses over the last three years have been attributable to an overall activity for trademark examination. Trademark examiners charge a single PPA code, TETMAP-0000-330150, for any work associated with the trademark examination activities. The overall trademark examination activity in the cost model is comprised of a number of distinct activities; however, requiring trademark examiners to consistently record the exact time they worked on each discrete activity would be highly inefficient. A quarterly production and workload report is used to break out the expense of this PPA code into the following discrete activities that constitute “examine trademark applications”: 
1) First actions; 
2) Subsequent action; 
3) Suspension review; 
4) Publications; 
5) Final refusals; 
6) Abandonments; 
7) Amendment to allege use (AAU); and
8) Statement of use (SOU). 

SECTION 4: FULLY BURDENED EXPENSE
The USPTO’s ABI fee expense analysis identifies the “fully burdened” expense of all Trademarks and TTAB activities. Approximately 87 trademark activities (based on PPA codes) are captured in the trademark ABC model and are associated with the following fourteen processes:
1) Process mail
2) Prepare trademark file for material examination
3) Manage law office docket
4) Examine trademark applications
5) Process and examine post-notice of allowance requests
6) Process petitions to commissioner
7) Process approved and allowed trademark case files
8) Process post-registration filings
9) Madrid Protocol
10) Quality review
11) Trials (TTAB)
12) Ex parte appeals (TTAB)
13) Other trademarks
14) Other TTAB

DIRECT AND INDIRECT EXPENSES
The expense model compiles both direct expenses and an appropriate allocation of indirect expenses to obtain a total expense for each specified activity. Direct expenses include those expenses that are budgeted, managed, and charged directly within the Trademarks business unit (e.g., personnel compensation, contractual services, supplies and materials, property and equipment, etc.). Other direct expenses are allocated to the Trademarks business unit using a cost driver, as they are budgeted and managed within another organization (e.g., rent, Trademarks-specific IT system expenses, etc.) but benefit the trademark process directly. Indirect expenses, generally originating in support organizations, facilitate trademark services or contribute to trademark products indirectly (i.e., IT infrastructure and support, human resources, financial management, legal and other administrative expenses, etc.) and are assigned to the Trademarks business unit through various allocation cost drivers. 
Direct expenses that originate within the Trademarks business unit are generally assigned to processes and activities based on PPA codes. There are two types of activities in the trademark expense model: primary and secondary activities. Primary activities are activities that represent functions and processes essential to the mission of the division; “examine statement of use” and “process extensions of time request” are two examples. The non-primary duties of an organization are classified as secondary activities in the expense model. These activities represent expenses such as annual leave, training, and management and supervision. Secondary activity expenses are reallocated to the primary activity expenses. In the trademark expense model, several processes are reallocated to primary processes to obtain the fully burdened expense.
Direct and indirect expenses from outside the Trademarks business unit are assigned to trademark activities based on the type of expense. For example, the Madrid system expense from the Office of the Chief Information Officer (OCIO) expense model is assigned to a number of activities including “process provisional refusals”, ”process ceasing effects” and “process final decisions” and represents a direct expense in the trademark model. On the other hand, indirect expenses, such as housekeeping expenses, are first assigned to the trademark expense model based on the square footage of space used in USPTO buildings and then allocated to all trademark activities based on the relative direct expense of activities. During the past ten fiscal years (i.e., FY 2013 through FY 2023), on average, direct expenses accounted for 69% of the Trademarks business operating expenses, while the remaining 31% were indirect expenses. The direct expenses for an activity plus the indirect expenses constitute the “fully burdened” expense for that activity. 

PROCESSES AND ACTIVITIES
The processes and activities identified in Table 1 are all trademark-related activities, including those activities from the TTAB. 
Table 1. Trademark Processes/Activities[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Those activities with an asterisk in the table above are examination activities split out from a single PPA code using a quarterly examination production report and examiner input. ] 

	Trademark Program Code/Activity
	FY 2021
	FY 2022
	FY 2023

	Process Mail
	$658,302
	$466,032
	$471,786

	Process Trademark / TTAB mail

	Prepare TM File for Material Examination
	$5,898,507
	$4,603,888
	$5,003,639

	Review and classify new electronically filed applications

	Review and classify new paper filed applications

	Manage Law Office Docket
	$2,215,193
	$1,362,561
	$1,312,796

	Review and enter amendments

	Review for publication

	Review for publication - ITU

	LIE Suspension Checks

	Examine TM Applications
	$277,177,185
	$314,055,418
	$358,360,310

	Prepare appeals briefs

	First Actions*

	Subsequent Actions*

	Suspension Reviews*

	Publications*

	Final Refusals*

	Abandonments*

	AAU*

	SOU*

	TRAM II processing by Examiner

	Perform library work

	Provide Law Library reference and on-line database services

	Perform law office publications quality review

	Process and Examine post Notice of Allowance Requests
	$5,857,560
	$5,803,145
	$6,519,602

	Divide applications

	Process extensions of time request

	Examine Statement of Use

	Process Petitions to Commissioner
	$6,234,061
	$7,047,955
	$14,172,450

	Perform 2.66 petitions review

	Process petitions correspondence

	Maintain petitions docket

	Examine 2.146 petitions

	Examine TMA Letters of Protest

	Review TMA petition relating to E/R proceeding

	TMA Appeal Brief Drafting

	TMA Combined E/R Proceeding Examination

	TMA Expungement Petition Review

	TMA Expungement Proceeding Examination

	TMA Re-Examination Petition Review

	TMA Re-examination Proceeding Examination

	Process Approved and Allowed TM Case Files
	$1,354,895
	$1,598,192
	$551,516

	Review OG records prior to publication

	Conduct and monitor photocomp project

	Process Post Registration Filings
	$9,959,891
	$9,272,701
	$14,237,643

	Examine section 7

	Examine sections 8 9 15 8/15

	Process files for TMOG and registration

	Process examined files

	Process sections 8 and 71 affidavits under the Madrid Protocol

	Proof of Use Audits Program in Trademark Post Registration

	Madrid Protocol
	$3,620,426
	$5,818,610
	$6,830,116

	Process initial Madrid applications

	Examine international applications

	Process irregularity notices

	Process subsequent designations

	Examine replacements

	Process provisional refusals

	Process ceasing of effects

	Examine corrections restrictions and limitations

	Process final decision notices

	Process transformations

	Examine Invalidations

	Miscellaneous Correspondence

	Quality Review
	$16,702,095
	$15,587,065
	$15,899,276

	Affidavit and Renewal Quality Review

	ID Class Review

	ITU Quality Review

	LIE OG Review

	LIE Quality Review

	MPU Quality Review

	Perform examination quality review

	Perform non-examination quality review

	Pre Exam Quality Review

	Section 7 OG Quality Review

	Special Mark Review

	Other Trademarks
	$34,324,092
	$32,490,776
	$39,785,915

	Fastener Quality Act Activity

	Scan registered files

	Information Dissemination Activity

	Shared Systems

	Assignment Cost

	Trademark Systems

	Trials
	$18,329,627
	$20,384,158
	$23,341,735

	Process Ext of Time to Oppose & Misc. Potential Papers

	Process & Decide Contested Interloc Motions & C.U. (not SJ)

	Conduct hearings and decide inter partes cases on merits

	Institute trial proceedings

	Submit to Panel - Terminate & Close Inter Partes Cases

	Process and Decide Uncontested Interloc Motions

	Process and decide Summary Judgment Motions

	Evidence - Inter Partes

	Ex Parte Appeals
	$7,603,881
	$6,705,015
	$7,110,760

	Hear and decide ex parte appeals on merits

	Submit to Panel - Terminate & Close Ex Parte Appeals

	Institute and process ex-parte appeals

	TTAB ex parte appeal brief extension, second or subsequent

	TTAB ex parte appeal brief, per class

	Other TTAB
	$1,608,295
	$1,255,825
	$2,338,917

	Shared Systems - TTAB

	Shared Services - TTAB

	TTAB Systems

	
	$391,544,009
	$426,451,342
	$495,936,460



SECTION 5: FEE UNIT EXPENSE CALCULATION
For the fee unit expense calculation analysis, there are multiple approaches utilized in the ABI fee expense analyses, depending on the nature of work performed for the service provided and the level of detail captured in the trademark expense model. The various methodologies used to develop fee unit expenses include:
I. Total Activity Unit Expense 
II. Total Activity Unit Expense Adjusted for Frequency of Occurrence 
III. Total Activity Unit Expense Using Equivalent Unit of Production
[bookmark: RANGE!A1:T211]The approaches are discussed in the subsequent sub-sections followed by a comprehensive table that identifies the final fee unit expenses for FY 2021, FY 2022, and FY 2023 using each respective approach. 

I. Total Activity Unit Expense
As discussed previously, the ABI trademark expense model captures all direct and indirect expenses for the Trademarks business line. The model displays the expenses in the form of activities or work performed within the Trademarks business unit. When a fee is collected, certain activities are performed. In this fee expense approach, trademark model activities are mapped to each fee code based on the relevant work performed for each fee. As described in section 4, the fully burdened expense of each activity is identified in the trademark expense model. For each activity, there is a volume driver representing the workload as a measure of how many activities are performed relative to the particular expense. Workload volume data originates in various operational systems, but the majority of the workload information came from the Trademark Reporting and Application Monitoring Technology, or TRAM. TRAM was retired in FY 2024 and in the future this data will come from the Trademark Record Management system, or TRM. An example of an activity and associated driver is “review and enter amendments” with an activity driver of “# of amendments.” The full expense of the activity is divided by the relevant workload volume to determine an average unit expense by activity. This occurs for each activity associated with a fee code. To obtain a final full unit expense for the fee, all activity unit expenses for the activities associated with that fee code are summed together, and a final fully burdened fee unit expense is calculated. This calculation ultimately yields the full unit expense to perform the work related to the fee one time. The majority of fee unit expenses are calculated using this approach. Fee code calculations using this approach are identified in Table 2. 

II. Total Activity Unit Expense Adjusted for Frequency of Occurrence
This approach builds on the total activity unit expense approach discussed in the previous section. For each fee, activity expenses are identified for the relevant activities, the activity expense is divided by the driver volume, and the activity unit expense is calculated. However, in some cases, for a given fee code, there may be an activity that is typically performed multiple times for every application rather than just once. Similarly, there may be other activities that are not always performed for every application. This is termed “frequency of occurrence” in the ABI fee expense analyses. In such cases, to adjust for the frequency of occurrence, the activity driver volume as it relates to the total applications completed in the fiscal year is analyzed for the particular activity in question to determine a percentage factor. This factor identifies how often that activity occurs and is then applied to the average unit expense for each activity to determine the final activity unit expense. The relevant activity unit expenses are then summed to determine an adjusted full unit expense for the fee. This approach is used primarily for fee unit expense calculations related to the TTAB. Fee code calculations using this approach are identified in Table 2.

III. Total Activity Unit Expense Using Equivalent Unit of Production
The Equivalent Unit of Production (EUP) approach builds on the second approach in that it takes into account activity frequency but then adjusts the workload to incorporate work in progress and processed applications rather than filed applications. Work in progress is not captured in the processed applications but represents significant activity towards completion of an application. This progress and related resource usage is captured as an equivalent unit of production. Each activity expense mapped to a particular fee code is divided by the processed workload to obtain a unit expense per activity. The unit expenses are then summed to obtain a final total unit expense for that fee code.
The processed workload is based on an examination production report provided by the Trademarks business unit. The total processed workload value for each fee code is calculated by taking the workload of each of the examination activities mapped to a given fee code and dividing it by the frequency at which the activity occurs for that particular fee code. The final workload figure for each fee code is a summation of the processed workloads for each examination activity. The processed workload is typically similar to the filed workload used for non-EUP activity unit expenses but can vary significantly during times of changing in-process inventories and workload levels, such as when new fee codes are introduced. It is, therefore, a better reflection of actual work performed in a given period. Fee code calculations using this approach are identified in Table 2. 
[bookmark: _Ref442782235]

Table 2. Fee Unit Expense Trend and Calculation Methodology[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The fee expense calculation methodologies include: 
Total Activity Unit Expense 
Total Activity Unit Expense Adjusted for Frequency of Occurrence
Total Activity Unit Expense Using Equivalent Units of Production
“n/a” identifies those fee codes for which we do not calculate a specific unit expense since they may be: 1) a new fee code with no historical cost data, 2) a fee code with zero or very low workload/usage, and/or 3) a fee code which does not lend itself to unit costing as related costs are not easily severable from larger activity costs.] 

Note: FY 2020 and FY 2021 are included for comparison purposes.
	[bookmark: RANGE!A1:F89]Fee Code
	Fee Description
	 
	Fee Calculation Methodology 

	 
	 
	FY 2021
	FY 2022
	FY 2023
	

	Application Filings

	6001
	Application (paper), per class
	$1,155
	$1,526
	$1,457
	III

	6006
	Request to divide an application, per new application created
	$205
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6008
	Fee for failing to meet TEAS Plus requirements, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7006
	Dividing an application, per new application (file wrapper) created
	$153
	$189
	$280
	I

	7007
	Application for registration, per international class (electronic filing, TEAS Plus application)
	$363
	$373
	$402
	III

	7008
	Fee for failing to meet TEAS Plus requirements, per class
	$3
	$3
	$4
	I

	7009
	Application (TEAS Standard), per class
	$485
	$504
	$532
	III

	7016
	Extension of time for filing a response to a pre-registration office action
	n/a
	n/a
	$2
	I

	7931
	Application fee filed with WIPO (§66(a)), per class
	$791
	$852
	$890
	III

	7933
	Electronic-Subsequent designation fee filed with WIPO (§66(a)), per class
	$770
	$819
	$863
	III

	Post-registration Maintenance Fees

	6201
	§9 registration renewal application, per class
	$78
	$106
	n/a
	I

	
	
	
	
	
	

	6203
	§9 registration renewal application grace period fee, per class
	$38
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6204
	§9 registration renewal application deficiency fee
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6205
	§8 declaration, per class
	$81
	$152
	$95
	I

	6206
	§8 declaration grace period fee, per class
	$38
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6207
	§8 declaration deficiency fee
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6208
	§15 declaration, per class
	n/a
	$152
	n/a
	I

	6210
	§12(c) affidavit, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6211
	New registration certificate
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6212
	Corrected registration certificate, registrant's error
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6213
	Adding a disclaimer to a registration
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6214
	Amending registration for other than adding a disclaimer
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7012
	Deleting goods/services/classes from registration, after filing §8 declaration and before acceptance, per class
	$13
	$16
	$23
	I

	7201
	§9 registration renewal application, per class
	$19
	$24
	$24
	I

	7203
	§9 registration renewal application grace period fee, per class
	$5
	$7
	$10
	I

	7204
	§9 registration renewal application deficiency fee
	$18
	$23
	$10
	I

	7205
	§8 declaration, per class
	$21
	$25
	$48
	I

	7206
	§8 declaration grace period fee, per class
	$5
	$7
	$10
	I

	7207
	§8 declaration deficiency fee
	$21
	$24
	$11
	I

	7208
	§15 declaration, per class
	$21
	$25
	$11
	I

	7210
	§12(c) affidavit, per class
	$15
	$19
	$26
	I

	7211
	New registration certificate
	$477
	$373
	$491
	I

	7212
	Corrected registration certificate, registrant's error
	$478
	$374
	$492
	I

	7213
	Adding a disclaimer to a registration
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7214
	Amending registration for other than adding a disclaimer
	$90
	$117
	$155
	I

	Intent to Use/Use Fees

	6002
	Amendment to allege use (AAU), per class
	$36
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6003
	Statement of use (SOU), per class
	$52
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6004
	Request for six-month extension for filing an SOU, per class
	$45
	$126
	$29
	I

	7002
	Amendment to allege use (AAU), per class
	$97
	$117
	$152
	I

	7003
	Statement of use (SOU), per class
	$163
	$240
	$129
	I

	7004
	Request for six-month extension for filing an SOU, per class
	$18
	$17
	$23
	I

	Madrid Protocol Fees

	6901
	Certifying an international application based on a single basic application or registration, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6902
	Certifying an international application based on more than one basic application or registration, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6903
	Transmittal fee for request to record an assignment or restriction to the international registration
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6904
	Notice of replacement, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6905
	§71 declaration, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6906
	§71 declaration grace period fee, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6907
	Transmittal fee for subsequent designation 
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6908
	§71 declaration deficiency fee
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7013
	Deleting goods/services/classes from registration, after filing §71 declaration and before acceptance, per class
	$3
	$2
	$23
	I

	7901
	Certifying an international application based on a single basic application or registration, per class
	$22
	$36
	$49
	I

	7902
	Certifying an international application based on more than one basic application or registration, per class
	$22
	$36
	$49
	I

	7903
	Transmittal fee for request to record an assignment or restriction to the international registration
	$3
	$3
	$4
	I

	7904
	Notice of replacement, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7905
	§71 declaration, per class
	$7
	$6
	$48
	I

	7906
	§71 declaration grace period fee, per class
	$7
	$6
	$10
	I

	7907
	Transmittal fee for subsequent designation 
	$13
	$26
	$39
	I

	7908
	§71 declaration deficiency fee
	$3
	$2
	$11
	I

	Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

	6401
	TTAB petition for cancellation, per class
	$42
	n/a
	n/a
	II

	6402
	TTAB notice of opposition, per class
	$42
	n/a
	n/a
	II

	6403
	TTAB ex parte appeal, per class
	$2,040
	n/a
	n/a
	II

	6404
	TTAB first 90-day or second 60-day request for extension of time to file a notice of opposition
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6405
	TTAB final 60-day request for extension of time to file a notice of opposition
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6406
	TTAB ex parte appeal brief, per class
	$1
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6407
	TTAB ex parte appeal brief extension, second or subsequent
	$2
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7401
	TTAB petition for cancellation, per class
	$1,745
	$1,713
	$2,689
	II

	7402
	TTAB notice of opposition, per class
	$1,754
	$1,720
	$2,031
	II

	7403
	TTAB ex parte appeal, per class
	$2,093
	$2,108
	$2,485
	II

	7404
	TTAB first 90-day or second 60-day request for extension of time to file a notice of opposition
	$10
	$6
	$14
	I

	7405
	Filing a Request for an Extension of Time to File a Notice of Opposition under §2.102(c)(1)(ii) or (c)(2) on Paper
	$10
	$6
	$14
	I

	7406
	TTAB ex parte appeal brief, per class
	$1
	$20
	$22
	I

	7407
	TTAB final 60-day request for extension of time to file a notice of opposition
	$2
	$33
	$46
	I

	7408
	TTAB request for an oral hearing
	n/a
	n/a
	$62
	I

	Other Trademark Fees

	6991
	Recordal application
	$494
	$537
	$348
	I

	6992
	Renewal application
	$494
	$537
	$348
	I

	6993
	Late fee for renewal application
	$494
	$537
	$348
	I

	6994
	Application fee for reactivation of insignia, per request
	$494
	$537
	$348
	I

	Trademark Processing Fees

	6005
	Petitions to the Director
	$148
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	6010
	Petition to revive an application
	n/a
	n/a
	n/a
	I

	7005
	Petitions to the Director
	$200
	$886
	$3,300
	I

	7010
	Petition to revive an application
	$167
	$94
	$61
	I

	7011
	Letter of protest
	$7
	$312
	$893
	I

	7014
	Petition for expungement and reexamination, per class
	n/a
	$5,099
	$8,231
	I

	7015
	Extension of time for filing a response to an office action in an expungement or reexamination proceeding
	n/a
	n/a
	$2
	I




The fee codes are grouped into seven trademark product categories. The expenses represent the fully burdened costs allocated to trademark products (i.e., fee codes) from trademark activities. The expenses are compared to the earned revenue at a trademark product level quarterly and annually. For the past several years, the year-over-year trend is consistent, with certain product categories generating more expenses than earned revenue and vice versa.
Table3 below shows FY2023 total earned revenue, total expense, and the difference between earned revenue and expense by trademark product (i.e., fee code) category. Note that certain fee categories cost much more than the earned revenue for that category, and vice versa. Similarly, fee amounts are proposed so that total fee collections cover planned budget and spending levels.

Table3. FY2023 Total Expense versus Total Earned Revenue
	Trademark Products
	FY2023 Earned Revenue
	FY2023 Expense
	FY2023 Variance

	
	
	
	
	

	Application Filings
	$238,625,065
	$388,609,460
	($149,984,395)
	

	Post Registration Maintenance Fees
	$123,819,850
	$20,065,649
	$103,754,201
	

	Intent to Use/Use Fees
	$50,468,675
	$22,275,501
	$28,193,174
	

	Madrid Protocol
	$7,199,050
	$2,266,201
	$4,932,849
	

	Trademark Trial and Appeal Board
	$12,203,275
	$33,785,902
	($21,582,627)
	

	Other Trademark Fees
	$12,488,516
	$14,226,085
	($1,737,569)
	

	Trademark Processing Fees
	$4,906,525
	$14,707,662
	($9,801,137)
	

	Total
	$449,710,956
	$495,936,460
	($46,225,504)
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