


USPTO Fee Setting – 
Activity Based Information and 
Trademark Fee Unit Expense Methodology
This document provides additional detail on the cost methodologies used to derive the historical fee unit expenses outlined in the Table of Trademark Fees – Current, Proposed and Unit Costs. Five sections are included:
1. Background: Provides background information on the Activity Based Information (ABI) program at the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO).
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, Office of Planning and Budget (OPB), by telephone at (571) 272-8966.
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 July 1995, outlines the key federal managerial cost accounting (MCA) requirements.  In 1997, the United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO or Office) instituted the Activity Based Information (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 relating 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 Office of Inspector General 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 use of ABI justifies and supports fee changes. The IG determined that cost allocation algorithms were implemented consistent 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 Costs) preparation, business decision-making, and ad-hoc expense analyses and studies. 
The USPTO ABI program maintains an expense model for each business organization 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 rulemaking for setting and adjusting Trademark fees.  The ABI fee expense analysis methodology follows the full cost guidance outlined in OMB circular A-25 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 Deputy Chief Financial Officer 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 approved by the Steering Committee. Prior to 2007, a Cost Management Committee made up of business unit liaisons from across the agency met regularly to review and validate quarterly ABI results. 
The Office 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 of related activities and processes.  Therefore, the past three years of data is provided in this document (Fiscal Year (FY) 2013, FY 2014 and FY 2015).  The ABI expense information should be reviewed within 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.  For this reason, the Office provides the three-year historical trend. However, the latest fiscal year data available 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 within 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 organization. Expense information is analyzed and reported at different organizational and process levels for management use such as informing budget formulation, monitoring execution, performance reporting, development of 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 2013, FY 2014 and FY 2015 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 of total USPTO expenses to assign a cost associated with the delivery of every product or service. 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, 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 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 program code titled, “Examine TM Applications” and an activity code titled “Examine Applications – Examining Attorney”, with no specific project code because it is an ongoing operational activity with no planned end date.  However, many IT programs and activities maintain project codes to accumulate specific expenses based on planned beginning and end dates of the initiative.

Similarly, non-Trademark organizations also capture expenses against PPA combinations that define the type of work performed by the support organization. These expenses are then allocated in each support organization business model to activities based on drivers. Allocation of expenses from outside the Trademark organization 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 upon the following, in order of preference:
1) Direct Trace (Code-Driven):  At the USPTO, the majority of expenses are driven based on the Program, Project and Activity Codes (PPAs) which 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 a PPA direct trace driver is Budget Formulation and Justification for the Trademark business unit.  This expense is incurred in the Office of the Chief Financial Officer based on time spent in support of the Trademark business unit charged to the PPA code and is directly assigned to the Trademark organization 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 transactions, # of vouchers, # of servers by business unit, etc.
b. Resource Based Drivers: Full-time Equivalents (FTEs) by business area, FTE + Contractor, Revenue, etc.  For example, helpdesk expenses (accumulated using PPA codes) from the Office of the Chief Information Officer are allocated to benefitting 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 spreading them on a reasonable and consistent basis. Business sustaining expenses that cannot be attributable 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 Chief Administrative Officer (CAO) “provide personnel suitability investigative security clearance” activity which is allocated to the business units based on the "number of FTEs". 

Finally, the cost drivers are reviewed, approved, and recorded by the ABI Steering Committee.

Within the various organizations, PPA codes reflect the type of activity performed. For example, the PPA code for the activity “Perform Examination Quality Review” within the program “Quality Review” is TQLTRV-0000-330185.  For the examination activity, the examiners charge a single PPA code, TETMAP-0000-330150, for any work associated with the primary examination activities. This activity code averaged 44% of Trademark direct expense during the past three fiscal years.  Estimates based on a quarterly production and workload report as well as management discussions with Trademark examiners are used together to break out the expense of this PPA code into the following discrete activities that constitute the examination process:  
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 Trademark and TTAB activities.  Approximately 63 Trademark activities based on PPA codes are captured in the Trademark ABC model and are rolled up into the following fifteen processes:
1) Process Mail
2) Prepare TM File for Material Examination
3) Manage Law Office Docket
4) Examine TM Applications
5) Process and Examine post Notice of Allowance Requests
6) Process Petitions to Commissioner
7) Process Approved and Allowed TM Case Files
8) Process Post Registration Filings
9) Madrid Protocol
10) Quality Review
11) Trials (TTAB)
12) Ex Parte Appeals (TTAB)
13) Information Dissemination
14) Other Trademarks
15) Other TTAB

DIRECT AND INDIRECT EXPENSES
The expense model compiles expenses for each specified activity, including the direct expense and an appropriate allocation of indirect expense.  Direct expenses are primarily those expenses that are budgeted, managed, and charged directly within the Trademark organization (e.g., personnel compensation, contractual services, supplies and materials, property and equipment, etc.). Some direct expenses are allocated to the Trademark organization using a cost driver as they are  budgeted and managed within another organization (e.g., rent, Trademark specific information technology (IT) system expenses, etc.), but benefit the Trademark process directly. Indirect expenses, 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 Trademark organization through various allocation cost drivers. 

Direct expenses that originate within the Trademark organization are generally assigned to processes and activities based on PPA codes. There are two types of activities within the Trademark expense model – Primary and Secondary activities. Primary Activities are activities that represent functions and processes essential to the mission of the division such as Examine Statement of Use and Process extensions of time request as 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 secondary processes are reallocated to primary processes to obtain fully burdened expense.

Direct and Indirect expenses from outside the Trademark organization are assigned to the Trademark activities based on the type of expense. For example, the Trademark Cropped Image Manager (TCIM) system expense from the Office of the Chief Information Officer (OCIO) expense model is assigned to Process Mail, Review and enter amendments, and Review for publication 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 organization (model) based on the "number of FTEs + contractors," and then allocated to all Trademark activities based on the relative direct expense of activities.   During the past five fiscal years (i.e., FY 2011 through FY 2015), on average, direct expenses accounted for 67% of the Trademark business operating expenses while the remaining 33% were indirect expense. The direct expenses for an activity plus the indirect expenses constitute the “fully burdened” expense for that activity.

PROCESS AND ACTIVITY EXPENSES
The processes and activities identified in Table 1 below are all Trademark related activities, including those activities from the Trademark Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB). Secondary expenses such as leave, training, and management and supervision have been reallocated in the view below and are included in the total expense. The expenses include the fully burdened costs allocated to Trademark activities.
Table 1. FY 2013, FY 2014 and FY 2015 Fully Burdened Activity Expenses[footnoteRef:1] [1:  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 2013
	FY 2014
	FY 2015

	TPRCML - Process Mail
	$2,674,478
	$2,911,012
	$3,477,041

	Process Trademark / TTAB mail
	$2,674,478
	$2,911,012
	$3,477,041

	TPTFME - Prepare TM File for Material Examination
	$2,876,789
	$2,517,050
	$3,199,399

	Review and classify new electronically filed applications
	$2,765,752
	$2,448,758
	$3,130,616

	Review and classify new paper filed applications
	$111,037
	$68,292
	$68,783

	TMGLOD - Manage Law Office Docket
	$4,307,126
	$4,453,042
	$4,686,595

	Review and enter amendments
	$1,198,231
	$1,336,369
	$1,658,941

	Review for publication
	$2,205,617
	$2,418,018
	$2,867,487

	Review for publication - ITU
	$641,446
	$485,567
	$0

	LIE Suspension Checks
	$261,833
	$213,088
	$160,167

	TETMAP - Examine TM Applications
	$140,378,545
	$151,248,669
	$186,571,293

	Prepare appeals briefs
	$653,085
	$720,460
	$864,042

	First Actions*
	$62,557,590
	$66,774,421
	$83,212,767

	Subsequent Actions*
	$54,105,058
	$58,860,985
	$71,772,178

	Suspension Reviews*
	$343,010
	$383,905
	$477,893

	Publications*
	$12,795,454
	$13,762,815
	$17,287,686

	Final Refusals*
	$4,092,179
	$4,536,255
	$5,421,954

	Abandonments*
	$671,852
	$699,054
	$901,983

	AAU*
	$385,144
	$420,670
	$503,779

	SOU*
	$4,598,248
	$4,892,718
	$5,944,550

	TRAM II processing by Examiner
	$26,207
	$36,064
	$15,859

	Perform library work
	$1,229
	$14,222
	$0

	Provide Law Library reference and on-line database services
	$84,530
	$91,431
	$115,738

	Perform law office publications quality review
	$64,959
	$55,669
	$52,865

	TPEPNA - Process and Examine post Notice of Allowance Requests
	$3,084,930
	$3,085,761
	$3,846,695

	Divide applications
	$641,311
	$619,090
	$842,194

	Process extensions of time request
	$1,459,048
	$1,464,546
	$1,757,623

	Examine Statement of Use
	$984,572
	$1,002,125
	$1,246,878

	TPPTCM - Process Petitions to Commissioner
	$3,330,873
	$3,393,357
	$3,654,253

	Perform 2.66 petitions review
	$241,208
	$226,028
	$259,128

	Process petitions correspondence
	$24,257
	$26,064
	$33,101

	Maintain petitions docket
	$45,378
	$56,953
	$68,776

	Examine 2.146 petitions
	$3,020,031
	$3,084,311
	$3,293,248

	TPAAAF - Process Approved and Allowed TM Case Files
	$6,247,008
	$6,671,258
	$7,141,733

	Review OG records prior to publication
	$4,276,186
	$4,585,188
	$4,446,039

	Conduct and monitor photocomp project
	$1,970,822
	$2,086,070
	$2,695,694

	TPPRGF - Process Post Registration Filings
	$6,922,620
	$7,343,364
	$8,026,737

	Examine section 7
	$1,529,420
	$1,769,682
	$1,846,092

	Examine sections 8 9 15 8/15
	$5,117,822
	$5,457,469
	$6,095,297

	Process files for TMOG and registration
	$8,403
	$12,677
	$8,837

	Process examined files
	$104,582
	$37,355
	$17,518

	Process sections 8 and 71 affidavits under the Madrid Protocol
	$162,392
	$66,181
	$58,993

	TMDPRT - Madrid Protocol
	$3,431,603
	$4,390,588
	$5,941,952

	Process initial Madrid applications
	$531,985
	$603,597
	$1,288,768

	Examine international applications
	$404,531
	$381,707
	$665,588

	Process irregularity notices
	$118,447
	$95,656
	$154,769

	Process subsequent designations
	$14,831
	$18,259
	$20,547

	Examine replacements
	$515
	$1,670
	$918

	Process provisional refusals
	$930,004
	$1,203,975
	$1,361,260

	Process ceasing of effects
	$299,900
	$411,600
	$511,896

	Examine corrections restrictions and limitations
	$336,990
	$484,063
	$489,489

	Process final decision notices
	$741,470
	$970,756
	$1,124,108

	Process transformations
	$2,106
	$4,380
	$2,595

	Examine Invalidations
	$46,270
	$202,804
	$316,721

	Miscellaneous Correspondence
	$4,555
	$12,122
	$5,294

	TQLTRV - Quality Review
	$10,485,079
	$10,942,394
	$13,280,020

	Perform examination quality review
	$7,348,471
	$7,223,763
	$8,814,910

	Perform non-examination quality review
	$3,136,608
	$3,718,631
	$4,465,109

	Other Trademarks
	$24,766,896
	$23,650,708
	$28,815,230

	245 non-production - system unavailable
	$0
	$7,310
	$11,642

	Fastener Quality Act Activity
	$60,534
	$101,251
	$85,737

	Scan registered files
	$456,300
	$506,649
	$763,925

	Information Dissemination Activity
	$5,144,730
	$5,722,034
	$7,102,756

	Shared Systems
	$5,304,096
	$4,807,328
	$6,061,546

	Shared Services
	$499,982
	$483,639
	$898,017

	TECLO Systems Cost
	$47,827
	$16,754
	$33,236

	Assignment Cost
	$138,629
	$104,785
	$105,274

	Trademark AIS Programs
	$11,393,254
	$10,361,813
	$12,140,720

	Dissemination Programs
	$1,721,545
	$1,539,144
	$1,526,308

	ITA Activity
	$0
	$0
	$86,070

	LTRIAL - Trials
	$12,867,625
	$12,761,891
	$14,789,772

	Process Ext of Time to Oppose & Misc. Potential Papers
	$315,889
	$328,718
	$323,816

	Process & Decide Contested Interloc Motions & C.U. (not SJ)
	$2,921,439
	$3,695,977
	$3,903,100

	Conduct hearings and decide inter partes cases on merits
	$5,185,105
	$4,308,515
	$4,832,343

	Institute trial proceedings
	$338,862
	$352,285
	$492,024

	Submit to Panel - Terminate & Close Inter Partes Cases
	$108,740
	$84,901
	$102,917

	Process and Decide Uncontested Interloc Motions
	$3,139,060
	$2,945,420
	$3,532,158

	Process and decide Summary Judgment Motions
	$858,530
	$1,046,075
	$1,603,413

	LEXPAP - Ex Parte Appeals
	$6,338,113
	$6,377,755
	$7,123,251

	Hear and decide ex parte appeals on merits
	$5,698,210
	$5,824,524
	$6,290,191

	Submit to Panel - Terminate & Close Ex Parte Appeals
	$84,006
	$59,736
	$76,212

	Institute and process ex-parte appeals
	$555,897
	$493,494
	$756,848

	Other TTAB
	$675,437
	$515,549
	$2,440,948

	Shared Services - TTAB
	$6,925
	$6,249
	$11,499

	TTAB AIS Programs
	$668,512
	$509,300
	$2,429,449

	Total
	$228,387,122
	$240,262,397
	$292,994,919




SECTION 5: FEE UNIT EXPENSE CALCULATION
For the fee unit expense calculation analysis, there are three approaches utilized, depending on the nature of work performed for the service provided and the level of detail captured in the ABI expense model. The three ABI 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
The approaches are discussed in the subsequent sub-sections followed by a comprehensive table that identifies the final fee unit expenses for FY 2013, FY 2014, and FY 2015 using each respective approach. 
[bookmark: RANGE!A1:T211]

I. Total Activity Unit Expense
As discussed previously, the ABI model captures all direct and indirect expenses for the Trademark organization.  The model displays the expenses in the form of activities or work performed within the Trademark organization.  In this fee expense approach, ABI model activities are mapped to each fee code based on the relevant work performed for each fee.  For each fee that is collected, certain activities are performed as a result.  As described in Section 4, the fully burdened expense of each activity is identified in the ABI 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 a majority of the workload information comes from the Trademark Reporting and Monitoring system, or TRAM. An example of an activity and associated driver is “Review and enter amendments” with an activity driver of “number 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. Finally, 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 including all the allocated costs. The majority of fee unit expenses are calculated using this approach.

Fee code calculations using this approach are identified in Table 2. Note: Fiscal year 2013 and 2014 are included for comparison purposes.


II. Total Activity Unit Expense Adjusted for Frequency of Occurrence
This approach builds upon 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 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. Note: Fiscal year 2013 and 2014 are included for comparison purposes.

Total Activity Unit Expense Using Equivalent Unit of Production
The Equivalent Unit of Production (EUP) approach builds upon the second approach in that it takes into account activity frequency, but then adjusts the workload to account for work in process and processed applications rather than filed applications.  Work in process is not captured in the processed applications but represents significant progress 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 Trademark 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 typically is 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. Note: Fiscal year 2013 and 2014 are included for comparison purposes.
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Table 2. Fee Unit Expense Trend and Calculation Methodology[footnoteRef:2] [2:  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
If a fee code is not listed in the above table, there is either no associated expense, or an expense has not been developed for the particular fee. “n/a” identifies those fee codes for which there is no calculated expense in the given fiscal year.
Some fee codes experienced large swings in unit expense as a result of variation in workload. These fee codes (which are primarily paper) often have single-digit workload amounts, so relatively stable expenses in conjunction with large shifts in workload cause large variances in unit expense. 
* Certain fee codes received a methodology improvement between FY 2014 and FY 2015. Expenses for four activities had previously been driven exclusively to paper fee codes, but in FY 2015 were driven to both electronic and paper fee codes based on filed applications.] 

	Fee Code 
	Fee Description 
	Fee Unit Expense
	Fee Calculation Methodology

	
	
	FY 2013
	FY 2014
	[bookmark: _GoBack]FY 2015
	

	Application Filings

	6001
	Application for registration, per international class (paper filing)
	$642 
	$661 
	$788 
	III

	6006
	Dividing an application, per new application (file wrapper) created
	$213 
	$221 
	$281 
	I

	6008
	Additional fee for application that doesn't meet TEAS Plus filing requirements, per class
	$32 
	$38 
	$51 
	I

	7001
	Application for registration, per international class (electronic filing, TEAS application)
	$399 
	$409 
	$473 
	III

	7007
	Application for registration, per international class (electronic filing, TEAS Plus application)
	$290 
	$294 
	$340 
	III

	7008
	Additional fee for application that doesn't meet TEAS Plus filing requirements, per class
	$6 
	$3 
	$8 
	I

	7009
	Application for registration, per international class (electronic filing, TEAS RF application)
	n/a
	n/a
	$415 
	III

	7931
	Electronic-Application Fee Filed At WIPO
	$594 
	$633 
	$720 
	III

	7933
	Electronic-Subsequent Designation Filed At WIPO
	$565 
	$604 
	$699 
	III

	Maintaining Exclusive Rights

	6201
	Application for renewal, per class
	$63 
	$69 
	$87 
	I

	6203
	Additional fee for filing renewal application during grace period, per class
	$67 
	$77 
	$105 
	I

	6204
	Correcting a deficiency in a renewal application
	$88 
	$102 
	$132 
	I

	6205
	Filing §8 affidavit, per class
	$64 
	$70 
	$88 
	I

	6206
	Additional fee for filing §8 affidavit during grace period, per class
	$67 
	$77 
	$105 
	I

	6207
	Correcting a deficiency in a §8 affidavit
	$93 
	$105 
	$136 
	I

	6208
	Filing §15 affidavit, per class
	$64 
	$70 
	$88 
	I

	6211
	Issuing new certificate of registration
	$535 
	$872 
	$972 
	I

	6212
	Certificate of correction, registrant’s error
	$535 
	$872 
	$972 
	I

	6214
	Filing amendment to registration
	$535 
	$872 
	$972 
	I

	7201
	Application for renewal, per class
	$27 
	$27 
	$31 
	I

	7203
	Additional fee for filing renewal application during grace period, per class
	$11 
	$7 
	$13 
	I

	7205
	Filing §8 affidavit, per class
	$28 
	$28 
	$32 
	I

	7206
	Additional fee for filing §8 affidavit during grace period, per class
	$11 
	$7 
	$13 
	I

	7208
	Filing §15 affidavit, per class
	$28 
	$28 
	$32 
	I

	7212
	Certificate of correction, registrant’s error
	$220 
	$400 
	$416 
	I

	7214
	Filing amendment to registration
	$6 
	$3 
	$8 
	I

	Intent to Use/Use Fees

	6002
	Filing an Amendment to Allege Use under §1(c), per class
	$257 
	$298 
	$382 
	I

	6003
	Filing a Statement of Use under §1(d)(1), per class
	$130 
	$135 
	$151 
	I

	6004*
	Filing a Request for a Six-month Extension of Time for Filing a Statement of Use under §1(d)(1), per class
	$437 
	$665 
	$70 
	I

	7002
	Filing an Amendment to Allege Use under §1(c), per class
	$75 
	$76 
	$86 
	I

	7003
	Filing a Statement of Use under §1(d)(1), per class
	$102 
	$103 
	$108 
	I

	7004*
	Filing a Request for a Six-month Extension of Time for Filing a Statement of Use under §1(d)(1), per class
	$17 
	$17 
	$25 
	I

	Madrid Protocol Fees

	6901*
	Certifying an International application based on single application or registration, per class
	$1,545 
	$3,379 
	$158 
	I

	6902*
	Certifying an International application based on more than one basic application or registration, per class
	$1,606 
	$3,453 
	n/a
	I

	6903
	Transmitting a Request to Record an Assignment or restriction under 7.23 or 7.24
	$67 
	$77 
	$105 
	I

	6904
	Filing a Notice of Replacement, per class
	$37 
	$835 
	$92 
	I

	6905
	Filing an affidavit under 71 of the Act, per class
	$82 
	$80 
	$104 
	I

	6906
	Surcharge for filing affidavit under 71 of the Act during grace period, per class
	n/a
	n/a
	$104 
	I

	6907*
	Transmitting a subsequent designation
	$134 
	n/a
	$116 
	I

	6908
	Correcting a deficiency in an affidavit under 71 of the Act Total
	n/a
	$6 
	n/a
	I

	7901*
	Certifying an International application based on single application or registration, per class
	$97 
	$97 
	$160 
	I

	7902*
	Certifying an International application based on more than one basic application or registration, per class
	$97 
	$97 
	$160 
	I

	7903
	Transmitting a Request to Record an Assignment or restriction under 7.23 or 7.24
	$6 
	$3 
	n/a
	I

	7905
	Filing an affidavit under 71 of the Act, per class
	$21 
	$6 
	$5 
	I

	7906
	Surcharge for filing affidavit under 71 of the Act during grace period, per class
	$21 
	$6 
	$5 
	I

	7907*
	Transmitting a subsequent designation
	$65 
	$46 
	$111 
	I

	7908
	Correcting a deficiency in an affidavit under 71 of the Act Total
	$21 
	$6 
	$5 
	I

	Trademark Trial and Appeal Board

	6401
	Petition for cancellation, per class
	$2,240 
	$2,158 
	$2,667 
	II

	6402
	Notice of opposition, per class
	$2,000 
	$1,796 
	$2,256 
	II

	6403
	Ex parte appeal, per class
	$1,873 
	$2,274 
	$2,614 
	II

	7401
	Petition for cancellation, per class
	$2,340 
	$2,198 
	$3,125 
	II

	7402
	Notice of opposition, per class
	$2,099 
	$1,851 
	$2,713 
	II

	7403
	Ex parte appeal, per class
	$1,973 
	$2,315 
	$3,072 
	II

	Other Trademark Fees

	6991
	Recordal application fee
	$847 
	$1,324 
	$1,290 
	I

	6992
	Renewal application fee
	$847 
	$1,324 
	$1,290 
	I

	6993
	Late fee for renewal application
	$847 
	$1,324 
	$1,290 
	I

	6994
	Application fee for reactivation of insignia, per request
	$847 
	$1,324 
	$1,290 
	I

	Trademark Processing Fees

	6005*
	Petitions to the Director
	$2,845 
	$3,107 
	$2,792 
	I

	7005*
	Petitions to the Director
	$90 
	$94 
	$101 
	I
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