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NONFINAL OFFICE ACTION

 

Response deadline.  File a response to this nonfinal Office action within three months of the “Issue 
date” below to avoid abandonment of the application. Review the Office action and respond using one 
of the links to the appropriate electronic forms in the “How to respond” section below.

Request an extension.  For a fee, applicant may request one three-month extension of the response 
deadline prior to filing a response. The request must be filed within three months of the “Issue date” 
below. If the extension request is granted, the USPTO must receive applicant’s response to this letter 
within six months of the “Issue date” to avoid abandonment of the application.

Issue date:  May 6, 2025
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INTRODUCTION
 
The referenced application has been reviewed by the assigned trademark examining attorney. Applicant 
must respond timely and completely to the issue(s) below. 15 U.S.C. §1062(b); 37 C.F.R. §§2.62(a), 
2.65(a); TMEP §§711, 718.03.
 
 
SUMMARY OF ISSUES:
 

Search Results - No Conflicting Marks Found•
Section 2(e)(1) Refusal - Merely Descriptive•
More Information Required•
Identification Amendment Required•
Response Guidelines •

 
 
SEARCH RESULTS - NO CONFLICTING MARKS FOUND  
 
 
The trademark examining attorney has searched the USPTO database of registered and pending marks 
and has found no conflicting marks that would bar registration under Trademark Act Section 2(d). 15 
U.S.C. §1052(d); TMEP §704.02. 
 
 
SECTION 2(e)(1) REFUSAL - MERELY DESCRIPTIVE
 
Registration is refused because the applied-for mark merely describes a feature, ingredient, 
characteristic, purpose, function, intended audience of applicant’s goods and/or services.  Trademark 
Act Section 2(e)(1), 15 U.S.C. §1052(e)(1); see TMEP §§1209.01(b), 1209.03 et seq.
 
A mark is merely descriptive if it describes an ingredient, quality, characteristic, function, feature, 
purpose, or use of an applicant’s goods and/or services. TMEP §1209.01(b); see, e.g., In re TriVita, 
Inc., 783 F.3d 872, 874, 114 USPQ2d 1574, 1575 (Fed. Cir. 2015) (quoting In re Oppedahl & 
Larson LLP, 373 F.3d 1171, 1173, 71 USPQ2d 1370, 1371 (Fed. Cir. 2004)); In re 
Steelbuilding.com, 415 F.3d 1293, 1297, 75 USPQ2d 1420, 1421 (Fed. Cir. 2005) (citing Estate of 
P.D. Beckwith, Inc. v. Comm’r of Patents, 252 U.S. 538, 543 (1920)).
 
Here, the applicant has applied to register mark ROBOTAXI for "Land vehicles; electric vehicles, 
namely automobiles; automobiles; and structural parts therefor" in International Class 012.
 
The attached evidence from Wikipedia demonstrates that the term "ROBOTAXI" is used to describe an 
"autonomous car... operated for a ridesharing company." Additional evidence from The Verge and 
Zoox show that this term is used to describe similar goods and services by other companies. 
 
Therefore, the mark is merely descriptive, and registration is refused pursuant to Section 2(e)(1) of the 
Trademark Act. 
 
Generic Advisory. Applicant is advised that, if the application is amended to seek registration on the 
Principal Register under Trademark Act Section 2(f) or on the Supplemental Register, applicant will be 



required to disclaim “ROBOTAXI” because such wording appears to be generic in the context of 
applicant’s goods and/or services.  See 15 U.S.C. §1056(a); In re Wella Corp., 565 F.2d 143, 144, 196 
USPQ 7, 8 (C.C.P.A. 1977); In re Creative Goldsmiths of Wash., Inc., 229 USPQ 766, 768 (TTAB 
1986); TMEP §1213.03(b). 
 
Although applicant’s mark has been refused registration, applicant may respond to the refusal(s) by 
submitting evidence and arguments in support of registration. However, if applicant responds to the 
refusal(s), applicant must also respond to the requirement(s) set forth below.
 
 
MORE INFORMATION REQUIRED
 
Due to the descriptive nature of the applied-for mark, applicant must provide the following information 
and documentation regarding the goods and/or services and wording appearing in the mark:
 

(1)        Fact sheets, instruction manuals, brochures, advertisements and pertinent 
screenshots of applicant’s website as it relates to the goods and/or services in the 
application, including any materials using the terms in the applied-for mark. Merely 
stating that information about the goods and/or services is available on applicant’s 
website is insufficient to make the information of record.;

 
(2)        If these materials are unavailable, applicant should submit similar 

documentation for goods and services of the same type, explaining how its own product 
or services will differ. If the goods and/or services feature new technology and 
information regarding competing goods and/or services is not available, applicant must 
provide a detailed factual description of the goods and/or services. Factual information 
about the goods must make clear how they operate, salient features, and prospective 
customers and channels of trade. For services, the factual information must make clear 
what the services are and how they are rendered, salient features, and prospective 
customers and channels of trade. Conclusory statements will not satisfy this 
requirement.; and

 
(3)        Applicant must respond to the following questions:  

    -- Do applicant’s goods contain or applicant services include robotic or 
automated features?  

    -- Will applicant’s goods contain self-driving or driverless features? 
   -- Do applicant’s competitors use the term ROBO, ROBOT or ROBOTIC to 

advertise similar goods and/or services?  
 

 
See 37 C.F.R. §2.61(b); TMEP §§814, 1402.01(e).
 
If applicant submits webpage evidence to satisfy this requirement, applicant must provide (1) an image 
of the webpage, (2) the date it was accessed or printed, and (3) the complete URL address. In re ADCO 
Indus.-Techs., L.P., 2020 USPQ2d 53786, at *2 (TTAB 2020) (citing In re I-Coat Co., 126 USPQ2d 
1730, 1733 (TTAB 2018)); TMEP §710.01(b). Providing only a website address or hyperlink to the 
webpage is not sufficient to make the materials of record. In re ADCO Indus.-Techs., L.P., 2020 
USPQ2d 53786, at *2 (citing In re Olin Corp., 124 USPQ2d 1327, 1331 n.15 (TTAB 2017); In re HSB 
Solomon Assocs., LLC, 102 USPQ2d 1269, 1274 (TTAB 2012); TBMP §1208.03); TMEP §814.



 
Applicant has a duty to respond directly and completely to this requirement for information. See In re 
Ocean Tech., Inc., 2019 USPQ2d 450686, at *2 (TTAB 2019) (citing In re AOP LLC, 107 USPQ2d 
1644, 1651 (TTAB 2013)); TMEP §814. Failure to comply with a requirement for information is an 
independent ground for refusing registration. In re SICPA Holding SA, 2021 USPQ2d 613, at *6 
(TTAB 2021) (citing In re Cheezwhse.com, Inc., 85 USPQ2d 1917, 1919 (TTAB 2008); In re DTI 
P’ship LLP, 67 USPQ2d 1699, 1701-02 (TTAB 2003); TMEP §814).
 
 
IDENTIFICATION AMENDMENT REQUIRED
 
Some of the wording in the identification of goods and/or services is indefinite and/or overly broad; 
that is, it is not clear what the nature of the goods and/or services is and/or the identification could 
include goods and/or services in more than one international class.  The identification of goods and/or 
services must be specific, definite, clear, accurate, and concise.  See 15 U.S.C. §§1051(a)(2), 
1051(b)(2), 1053, 1126(d)-(e), 1141f; 37 C.F.R. §2.32(a)(6); TMEP §§1402.01, 1402.01(b)-(c).
  
Therefore, applicant must either (1) delete the unacceptable wording or (2) amend it to definite wording 
that specifies the nature of the goods and/or services in greater detail and that is within the scope of the 
original identification.  See 37 C.F.R. §2.32(a)(6); TMEP §§1402.01, 1402.03.  For assistance with 
drafting acceptable wording, use the USPTO’s online searchable Acceptable Identification of Goods 
and Services Manual (ID Manual).  See TMEP §1402.04.  For guidance on searching the ID Manual, 
see “Searching the Trademark ID Manual” located under “Guides, Manuals, and Resources” in the 
Trademark portion of USPTO.gov, linked here.    
 
In this case, applicant must remove the semicolon between "automobiles" and "and structural parts 
therefor."
 
Applicant is in the best position to know their goods and/or services, and the ID Manual is a good 
resource for finding an appropriate amendment.  Applicant may adopt the suggested identification and 
classification below, if accurate, which identifies the specific indefinite or overly broad wording and 
suggested clarification of that wording in bold font and which may indicate deletion of some or all of the 
indefinite or overly broad wording:  
  

International Class 012: Land vehicles; electric vehicles, namely automobiles; automobiles; and 
structural parts therefor 

 
Multiple Class Advisory. The application identifies goods and/or services that may be classified in 
more than one class; however, applicant submitted an application filing fee(s) sufficient for only one 
class(es).  In a multiple-class application, an application filing fee for each class is required.  37 C.F.R. 
§§2.6(a)(1)(i), (a)(1)(iii), 2.86(a)(2), (b)(2); TMEP §§810.01, 1403.01.  For more information about 
adding classes to an application, see the Multiple-class Application webpage.
 
Therefore, applicant must either (1) restrict the application to the number of classes covered by the fees 
already paid, or (2) submit the relevant fees for each additional class.  37 C.F.R. §2.6(a)(1)(i), 
(a)(1)(iii).  View the USPTO’s current fee schedule for the current fee amounts.
 
 
RESPONSE GUIDELINES 
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For this application to proceed, applicant must explicitly address each refusal and/or requirement in this 
Office action.  For a refusal, applicant may provide written arguments and evidence against the refusal, 
and may have other response options if specified above.  For a requirement, applicant should set forth 
the changes or statements.  Please see the Responding to Office Actions webpage for more information 
and tips on responding.
 
Please call or email the assigned trademark examining attorney with questions about this Office action. 
Although an examining attorney cannot provide legal advice, the examining attorney can provide 
additional explanation about the refusal(s) and/or requirement(s) in this Office action. See TMEP 
§§705.02, 709.06.
 
The USPTO does not accept emails as responses to Office actions; however, emails can be used for 
informal communications and are included in the application record. See 37 C.F.R. §§2.62(c), 2.191; 
TMEP §§304.01-.02, 709.04-.05.
 
How to respond.  File a response form to this nonfinal Office action or file a request form for an 
extension of time to file a response.  

 

/Lacey Allen/
Lacey Allen
Trademark Examining Attorney 
LO302--Law Office 302
(571) 270-1073
Lacey.Allen@uspto.gov

 

RESPONSE GUIDANCE

Missing the deadline for responding to this letter will cause the application to abandon.  A 
response or extension request must be received by the USPTO before 11:59 p.m. Eastern Time 
of the last day of the response deadline.  Trademark Electronic Application System (TEAS) 
system availability could affect an applicant’s ability to timely respond.  For help resolving 
technical issues with TEAS, email TEAS@uspto.gov.

•

Responses signed by an unauthorized party are not accepted and can cause the application to 
abandon.  If applicant does not have an attorney, the response must be signed by the individual 
applicant, all joint applicants, or someone with legal authority to bind a juristic applicant.  If 
applicant has an attorney, the response must be signed by the attorney.

•

If needed, find contact information for the supervisor of the office or unit listed in the 
signature block.

•
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United States Patent and Trademark Office (USPTO)

USPTO OFFICIAL NOTICE

Office Action (Official Letter) has issued  
on May 6, 2025 for  

U.S. Trademark Application Serial No. 98795389

A USPTO examining attorney has reviewed your trademark application and issued an Office 
action.  You must respond to this Office action to avoid your application abandoning.  Follow 
the steps below.  

(1)  Read the Office action.  This email is NOT the Office action.  

(2)  Respond to the Office action by the deadline using the Trademark Electronic Application 
System (TEAS).  Your response, or extension request, must be received by the USPTO on or 
before 11:59 p.m. Eastern Time of the last day of the response deadline.  Otherwise, your 
application will be abandoned.  See the Office action itself regarding how to respond.  

(3)  Direct general questions about using USPTO electronic forms, the USPTO website, the 
application process, the status of your application, and whether there are outstanding deadlines 
to the Trademark Assistance Center (TAC).  

After reading the Office action, address any question(s) regarding the specific content to the 
USPTO examining attorney identified in the Office action.  

GENERAL GUIDANCE
Check the status of your application periodically in the Trademark Status & 
Document Retrieval (TSDR) database to avoid missing critical deadlines.  

•

Update your correspondence email address to ensure you receive important USPTO 
notices about your application.  

•

Beware of trademark-related scams.  Protect yourself from people and companies that 
may try to take financial advantage of you.  Private companies may call you and pretend 
to be the USPTO or may send you communications that resemble official USPTO 
documents to trick you.  We will never request your credit card number or social security 
number over the phone.  Verify the correspondence originated from us by using your 
serial number in our database, TSDR, to confirm that it appears under the “Documents” 
tab, or contact the Trademark Assistance Center.  

•

Hiring a U.S.-licensed attorney.  If you do not have an attorney and are not required to •
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have one under the trademark rules, we encourage you to hire a U.S.-licensed attorney 
specializing in trademark law to help guide you through the registration process.  The 
USPTO examining attorney is not your attorney and cannot give you legal advice, but 
rather works for and represents the USPTO in trademark matters.  

 


