
To: Suo, Michael (suo.michael@gmail.com)

Subject: U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 86589725 - NO FUCKS GIVEN -
N/A

Sent: 7/21/2015 3:37:22 PM

Sent As: ECOM118@USPTO.GOV

Attachments: Attachment - 1
Attachment - 2
Attachment - 3
Attachment - 4
Attachment - 5
Attachment - 6

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO)
OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) ABOUT APPLICANT’S TRADEMARK APPLICATION

 
U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO.  86589725
 
MARK: NO FUCKS GIVEN
 

 
        

*86589725*
CORRESPONDENT ADDRESS:
       SUO, MICHAEL
       63 Wall St Apt 2102
       New York, NY 10005-3017
       
       

 
CLICK HERE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER:
http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/response_forms.jsp

 
VIEW YOUR APPLICATION FILE

 
APPLICANT: Suo, Michael
 

 
 

CORRESPONDENT’S REFERENCE/DOCKET NO :  
       N/A
CORRESPONDENT E-MAIL ADDRESS: 
       suo.michael@gmail.com

 

 
 

OFFICE ACTION
 

STRICT DEADLINE TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER
TO AVOID ABANDONMENT OF APPLICANT’S TRADEMARK APPLICATION, THE USPTO
MUST RECEIVE APPLICANT’S COMPLETE RESPONSE TO THIS LETTER WITHIN 6 MONTHS
OF THE ISSUE/MAILING DATE BELOW.
 
ISSUE/MAILING DATE: 7/21/2015
The referenced application has been reviewed by the assigned trademark examining attorney.  Applicant
must respond timely and completely to the issue below.  15 U.S.C. §1062(b); 37 C.F.R. §§2.62(a), 2.65(a);
TMEP §§711, 718.03.
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SEARCH OF OFFICE’S DATABASE OF MARKS
The trademark examining attorney has searched the Office’s database of registered and pending marks
and has found no conflicting marks that would bar registration under Trademark Act Section 2(d).  TMEP
§704.02; see 15 U.S.C. §1052(d).
 

REFUSAL – Mark is Scandalous
Registration is refused because the applied-for standard character mark, NO FUCKS GIVEN consists of
or includes immoral or scandalous matter.  Trademark Act Section 2(a), 15 U.S.C. §1052(a); see TMEP
§1203.01. 
 
The words “immoral” and “scandalous” may have somewhat different connotations; however, immoral
matter has been included in the same category as scandalous matter.  TMEP §1203.01; see In re McGinley,
660 F.2d 481, 484 n.6, 211 USPQ 668, 673 n.6 (C.C.P.A. 1981) (Because of the court’s holding that
appellant’s mark was scandalous, “it [was] unnecessary to consider whether appellant’s mark [was]
‘immoral.’   [The court] note[d] the dearth of reported trademark decisions in which the term ‘immoral’
[had] been directly applied.”).
For a mark to be “scandalous,” the evidence must show that the mark would be considered shocking to
the sense of decency or propriety, giving offense to the conscience or moral feelings, or calling out for
condemnation.  In re Fox, 702 F.3d 633, 635, 105 USPQ2d 1247, 1248 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (quoting In re
Mavety Media Grp. Ltd., 33 F.3d 1367, 1371, 31 USPQ2d 1923, 1925 (Fed. Cir. 1994)); see TMEP
§1203.01. 
 
A mark is scandalous when the evidence demonstrates that a substantial composite of the general public
(although not necessarily a majority) would consider the mark to be scandalous in the context of
contemporary attitudes and the relevant marketplace.  See In re Fox, 702 F.3d at 635, 105 USPQ2d at
1248 (quoting In re Mavety Media Grp. Ltd., 33 F.3d at 1371, 31 USPQ2d at 1925-26); In re The
Boulevard Entm’t , Inc., 334 F.3d 1336, 1340, 67 USPQ2d 1475, 1477 (Fed. Cir. 2003); TMEP §1203.01. 
 
In this case, applicant seeks registration of NO FUCKS GIVEN for hats, headbands, hooded sweatshirts,
pants, shirts, and wraps. 
 
NO FUCKS GIVEN is the standard unit of measurement used to describe the amount an individual cares
about something.  See definition – Exhibit 1   It is a modified version of “I don’t’give  a fuck.”   See
Exhibit 1a
 
The attached evidence from Merriam-Webster and Cambridge Dictionaries Online, and others,  shows the
term, FUCK(S) which is obscene means to engage in coitus with.  Therefore, the word FUCK(S) is
scandalous because it conveys the commercial connotation of “no coitus given”.
 
A mark is scandalous when the evidence demonstrates that a substantial composite of the general public
(although not necessarily a majority) would consider the mark to be scandalous in the context of
contemporary attitudes and the relevant marketplace.  See In re Fox, 702 F.3d 633, 635, 105 USPQ2d
1247, 1248 (Fed. Cir. 2012) (quoting In re Mavety Media Grp. Ltd., 33 F.3d 1367, 1371, 31 USPQ2d
1923, 1925-26 (Fed. Cir. 1994)); In re The Boulevard Entm’t , Inc., 334 F.3d 1336, 1340, 67 USPQ2d
1475, 1477 (Fed. Cir. 2003); TMEP §1203.01.  To consider the views only of a subset of the public who
consume applicant’s goods is inappropriate.   In re Manwin/RK Collateral Trust, 111 USPQ2d 1311, 1315
(TTAB 2014).
 
Evidence that a mark is vulgar is sufficient to establish that the mark is scandalous within the meaning of



Trademark Act Section 2(a).  In re Fox, 702 F.3d 633, 635, 105 USPQ2d 1247, 1248 (Fed. Cir. 2012)
(citing In re The Boulevard Entm’t , Inc., 334 F.3d 1336, 1340, 67 USPQ2d 1475, 1477 (Fed. Cir. 2003));
see In re Michalko, 110 USPQ2d 1949, 1951 (TTAB 2014); TMEP §1203.01. 
 
The term FUCK(S) is usually obscene and means to engage in coitus with.  See definitions – Exhibits 1, 2,
3  and 4   Excerpts are provided below.
 
            Merrian-Webster
            FUCK usually obscene – to engage in coitus with.               See Exhibit 2
 

The Free Dictionary by Farlee
FUCK vulgar slang                                                                See Exhibit 3
 
Vocabulary.com
“Fuck  is one of the most common words in English — it's also one of the most offensive. It's main
meaning is ‘have sex,’…”.                                              See Exhibit 4
 

            Cambridge Dictionaries Online
FUCK  - offensive
 to have sex with someone                                                     See Exhibit 5
 
Dictionary definitions alone may be sufficient to show that a term is vulgar if multiple dictionaries,
including at least one standard dictionary, uniformly indicate that the term’s meaning is vulgar, and the
applicant’s use of the term is clearly limited to that vulgar meaning.   See In re The Boulevard Entm’t ,
Inc., 334 F.3d at 1341, 67 USPQ2d at 1478 (holding 1-800-JACK-OFF and JACK-OFF scandalous where
all dictionary definitions of “jack-off” were considered vulgar); In re Michalko, 110 USPQ2d at 1953
(holding ASSHOLE REPELLENT scandalous where multiple dictionary definitions of “asshole” were
considered vulgar); TMEP §1203.01.
 
The fact that profane words may be uttered more freely in contemporary American society than in the past
does not render such words any less profane.  In re Tinseltown, Inc., 212 USPQ 863, 866 (TTAB 1981)
(holding the mark BULLSHIT scandalous for handbags and other personal accessories); see In re
Michalko, 110 USPQ2d 1949, 1953 (TTAB 2014) (holding the mark ASSHOLE REPELLENT scandalous
for a spray can gag gift).
 
For these reasons, applicant’s mark, NO FUCKS GIVEN is scandalous and registration is refused.
Although the trademark examining attorney has refused registration, applicant may submit evidence and
arguments in support of registration.
 
TEAS PLUS OR TEAS REDUCED FEE (TEAS RF) APPLICANTS – TO MAINTAIN LOWER
FEE, ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS MUST BE MET, INCLUDING SUBMITTING
DOCUMENTS ONLINE:  Applicants who filed their application online using the lower-fee TEAS Plus
or TEAS RF application form must (1) file certain documents online using TEAS, including responses to
Office actions (see TMEP §§819.02(b), 820.02(b) for a complete list of these documents); (2) maintain a
valid e-mail correspondence address; and (3) agree to receive correspondence from the USPTO by e-mail
throughout the prosecution of the application.  See 37 C.F.R. §§2.22(b), 2.23(b); TMEP §§819, 820. 
TEAS Plus or TEAS RF applicants who do not meet these requirements must submit an additional
processing fee of $50 per international class of goods and/or services.  37 C.F.R. §§2.6(a)(1)(v), 2.22(c),
2.23(c); TMEP §§819.04, 820.04.  However, in certain situations, TEAS Plus or TEAS RF applicants may



respond to an Office action by authorizing an examiner’s amendment by telephone without incurring this
additional fee. 
 
If the Applicant has questions about its application or needs assistance in responding to this Office action,
please telephone the assigned Trademark Examining Attorney directly at the number below, or email.

/Odessa Bibbins/
Attorney Advisor
Law Office 118
Odessa.Bibbins@USPTO.GOV
571-272-9425 :Telephone
571-273-9425: Fax

 
TO RESPOND TO THIS LETTER:  Go to http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/response_forms.jsp.  Please
wait 48-72 hours from the issue/mailing date before using the Trademark Electronic Application System
(TEAS), to allow for necessary system updates of the application.  For technical assistance with online
forms, e-mail TEAS@uspto.gov.  For questions about the Office action itself, please contact the assigned
trademark examining attorney.  E-mail communications will not be accepted as responses to Office
actions; therefore, do not respond to this Office action by e-mail.
 
All informal e-mail communications relevant to this application will be placed in the official
application record.
 
WHO MUST SIGN THE RESPONSE:  It must be personally signed by an individual applicant or
someone with legal authority to bind an applicant (i.e., a corporate officer, a general partner, all joint
applicants).  If an applicant is represented by an attorney, the attorney must sign the response. 
 
PERIODICALLY CHECK THE STATUS OF THE APPLICATION:  To ensure that applicant does
not miss crucial deadlines or official notices, check the status of the application every three to four months
using the Trademark Status and Document Retrieval (TSDR) system at http://tsdr.uspto.gov/.  Please keep
a copy of the TSDR status screen.  If the status shows no change for more than six months, contact the
Trademark Assistance Center by e-mail at TrademarkAssistanceCenter@uspto.gov or call 1-800-786-
9199.  For more information on checking status, see http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/process/status/.
 
TO UPDATE CORRESPONDENCE/E-MAIL ADDRESS:  Use the TEAS form at
http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/correspondence.jsp.
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To: Suo, Michael (suo.michael@gmail.com)

Subject: U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION NO. 86589725 - NO FUCKS GIVEN -
N/A

Sent: 7/21/2015 3:37:23 PM

Sent As: ECOM118@USPTO.GOV

Attachments:

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE (USPTO)
 
 

IMPORTANT NOTICE REGARDING YOUR
U.S. TRADEMARK APPLICATION

 
USPTO OFFICE ACTION (OFFICIAL LETTER) HAS ISSUED

ON 7/21/2015 FOR U.S. APPLICATION SERIAL NO. 86589725
 

Your trademark application has been reviewed.  The trademark examining attorney assigned by the
USPTO to your application has written an official letter to which you must respond.  Please follow these
steps:
 
(1)  READ THE LETTER by clicking on this link or going to http://tsdr.uspto.gov/, entering your U.S.
application serial number, and clicking on “Documents.”
 
The Office action may not be immediately viewable, to allow for necessary system updates of the
application, but will be available within 24 hours of this e-mail notification. 
 
(2)  RESPOND WITHIN 6 MONTHS (or sooner if specified in the Office action), calculated from
7/21/2015, using the Trademark Electronic Application System (TEAS) response form located at
http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/teas/response_forms.jsp. 
 
Do NOT hit “Reply” to this e-mail notification, or otherwise e-mail your response because the
USPTO does NOT accept e-mails as responses to Office actions. 
 
(3)  QUESTIONS about the contents of the Office action itself should be directed to the trademark
examining attorney who reviewed your application, identified below. 
 
/Odessa Bibbins/
Attorney Advisor
Law Office 118
Odessa.Bibbins@USPTO.GOV
571-272-9425 :Telephone
571-273-9425: Fax

mailto:suo.michael@gmail.com
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WARNING

 
Failure to file the required response by the applicable response deadline will result in the
ABANDONMENT of your application.  For more information regarding abandonment, see
http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/basics/abandon.jsp. 
 
PRIVATE COMPANY SOLICITATIONS REGARDING YOUR APPLICATION:  Private
companies not associated with the USPTO are using information provided in trademark applications to
mail or e-mail trademark-related solicitations.  These companies often use names that closely resemble the
USPTO and their solicitations may look like an official government document.  Many solicitations require
that you pay “fees.”  
 
Please carefully review all correspondence you receive regarding this application to make sure that you
are responding to an official document from the USPTO rather than a private company solicitation.  All
official USPTO correspondence will be mailed only from the “United States Patent and Trademark
Office” in Alexandria, VA; or sent by e-mail from the domain “@uspto.gov.”   For more information on
how to handle private company solicitations, see
http://www.uspto.gov/trademarks/solicitation_warnings.jsp.
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