TTAB

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

Nationstar Mortgage, LLC :
Opposer, : . &
. SEEO :,""
.7 § gé/(” 378 S
V. . :*,; i N
: Opposition No. &1177038
Mujahid Ahmad : S0
1 5w
Applicant. " n
o

OPPOSER'S CROSS-MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND
OPPOSITION TO APPLICANT’S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Opposer Nationstar Mortgage LLC (“Opposer”) hereby opposes Applicant Mujahid
Ahmad’s (“Applicant’s””) Motion for Summary Judgment (“Applicant’s Motion”) and moves
the Board to grant Summary Judgment to Opposer for the reasons stated below.

L INTRODUCTION
This proceeding is based upon Applicant’s fraud in filing Application Serial No.
78/866,376 (“the ‘376 Application”) for the mark NATIONSTAR in connection with "real
estate brokerage; rental of real estate; real estate management services, namely management of
commercial and residential properties; real estate investment; residential and commercial
property and insurance brokerage; mortgage brokerage; and business finance procurement
services” (as amended) (“Applicant’s Services™) based upon actual use.
Applicant filed the 376 Application on April 20, 2006, shortly after learning of
Applicant’s plans to begin using the mark NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE. Applicant filed the
‘376 Application based on actual use, alleging a date of first use of April 2005, despite the fact

that Applicant had not yet rendered any services under the NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant
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knew that the declaration of use was false at the time of filing, and made this false declaration
with the intention of obtaining a priority date in the NATIONSTAR mark which would be

earlier than Opposer’s priority date in its NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE mark.

After the filing of the Notice of Opposition, Applicant attempted to cﬁre his fraud by
filing a new application for the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with different services and
by seeking to amend the application at issue in this proceeding to rely on intent-to-use rather
than actual use. However, these actions are not enough to prevent summary judgment in favor
of Opposer; under well-established Board precedent, the Board must deny registration to
Applicant if the evidence shows that he had not used the mark in connection with any of the
services in the application at the time of filing and that he knew or should have known that his

declaration of use was false.

The evidence of record clearly demonstrates that Applicant’s alleged “use” of the mark
at the time of the filing date of the application, if any, was limited to token advertising in
connection with mortgage brokerage and real estate brokerage. Applicant never actually
“used” the mark in connection with these services, however, since the services themselves
were never actually rendered in connection with the NATIONSTAR mark. Moreover, there is
absolutely no evidence that Applicant has ever used or even advertised the NATIONSTAR
mark in connection with rental of real estate; real estate management services; real estate
investment; insurance brokerage; or business finance procurement services. Finally, the
evidence shows beyond any genuine issue of material fact that Applicant made the declaration

of use with full knowledge of its falsity.

Therefore, the Board must grant summary judgment to Opposer and refuse registration

of the ‘376 Application.




II. STATEMENT OF FACTS

Applicant filed the ‘376 Application on April 20, 2006. In support of the ‘376
Application, Applicant filed a Declaration asserting actual use of the mark in connection with
Applicant’s Services. Despite the fact that the application was based on actual use, Applicant
did not submit any specimen at the time he filed the ‘376 Application. The Examining
Attorney issued an office action on September 25, 2006 requiring Applicant to amend the
recitation of services and submit a specimen showing use of the mark in commerce. Applicant
filed a response on October 19, 2006, which included a purported specimen consisting of an
advertising flyer promoting Applicant’s services. The flyer contained the unauthenticated
legend “Created for Fall 2005” on the bottom. Applicant also submitted a signed declaration
under oath stating that the specimen was in use in commerce at least as early as the filing date

of the application.

Opposer timely opposed the Application on May 1, 2007 based upon fraud, lack of use
in commerce, and a likelihood of confusion. In the Notice of Opposition, Opposer alleged that
Applicant had knowingly made false statements of fact in the ‘376 Application regarding
Applicant’s alleged use of the NATIONSTAR mark in commerce and Applicant’s alleged date
of first use of the NATIONSTAR mark with the intent to procure a registration to which he

was not entitled.

The parties have already engaged in extensive discovery. Opposer has served two sets
of document requests and interrogatories on Applicant, primarily requesting information and
documents pertaining to Applicant’s alleged use of the NATIONSTAR mark prior to the filing
of the ‘376 Application. Applicant has unequivocally stated that Applicant has produced all

relevant documents and information regarding Applicant’s use of the mark. Ex. 1, Applicant’s




Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Interrogatories, at Nos. 2, 5. Applicant's counsel has
further admitted that no other evidence exists to support the actual use claimed in the ‘376
Application, stating "Mr. Ahmad has fully responded to your interrogatory requests and you
are aware of all the relévant facts in this case." Ex. 2, correspondence from Stephanie
Carmody dated February 11, 2008. Thus, according to Applicant, the record in support of

Applicant’s alleged use is complete.

Applicant filed a Motion for Summary Judgment on January 31, 2008. At the same
time, Applicant also filed a Motion to Amend seeking to amend the filing basis of the 376
Application from Section 1(a) (actual use) to Section 1(b) (intent-to-use) in an attempt to cure
Applicant’s fraud in his declaration of use. Opposer filed an opposition to the Motion to

Amend on February 20, 2008.

Opposer now opposes Applicant’s Motion for Summary Judgment and respectfully
requests that the Board grant summary judgment in favor of Opposer for the reasons stated

below.
III. STANDARD FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Summary judgment is appropriate where there are no genuine issues of material fact
and a case can be resolved as a matter of law. Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(c). A party moving for
summary judgment has the burden of demonstrating the absence of any genuine issue of
material fact. Sweats Fashions Inc. v. Pannill Knitting Co. Inc., 833 F.2d 1560 (Fed Cir.
1987). When the moving party’s motion is supported by evidence demonstrating the absence
of a genuine issue of material fact, the burden shifts to the nonmoving party to demonstrate the
existence of genuinely disputed issues of fact that must be resolved at trial. /4. The

nonmoving party may not rest on the mere assertions of its counsel, but must show actual




evidence demonstrating the existence of a genuine issue of material fact. A dispute as to a
material fact is “genuine” only if a reasonable fact finder viewing the entire record could
resolve the dispute in favor of the nonmoving party. Olde Tyme Foods Inc. v. Roundy’s Inc.,

961 F.2d 200, 22 U.S.P.Q.2d 1542, 1544 (Fed. Cir. 1992).

The Board has found that claims of fraud based upon false allegations of use are
appropriate for disposition on summary judgment. Hurley Int'l LLC v. Volta, 82 U.S.P.Q.2d

1339 (TTAB 2007).
IV. ARGUMENT
A. Opposer is Entitled to Summary Judgment on Opposer’s Fraud Claim
i. A Knowingly False Allegation of Use Constitutes Fraud

“A trademark applicant commits fraud . . . when it makes material misrepresentations
of fact in its declaration which it knows or should know to be false.” Medinol Ltd. v. Neuro
Vasx Inc., 67 U.S.P.Q.2d 1205 (TTAB 2003). The Board has stated that statements alleging
the use of a mark on the goods or services covered by an application “are certainly material.”

Hurley; First International Services Corp. v. Chuckles Inc., 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1628 (TTAB 1988).

The Board has made clear in recent years that it takes a ‘zero tolerance’ policy with
respect to fraudulent allegations of use, and that a registration or use-based application is
invalid in its entirety if the owner signs a declaration alleging use on all goods and/or services
listed knowing that the mark is not actually in use in connection with some of those goods or
services. See, e.g., Medinol Ltd. v. Neuro Vasx, Inc., 67 U.S.P.Q.2d 1205 (TTAB 2003);
Standard Knitting, Ltd. v. Toyota Jidosha Kabushiki Kaisha, 77 U.S.P.Q.2d 1917 (TTAB
2006); J.E.M. Int'l, Inc. v. Happy Rompers Creation Corp., 74 U.S.P.Q.2d 1526 (TTAB 2005).

“The law is clear that an applicant may not claim a Section 1(a) filing basis unless the mark




was in use in commerce on or in connection with a// of the goods or services covered by the

Section 1(a) basis as of the application filing date.” Hurley, 82 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1344.

A false statement of use rises to the level of fraud when the applicant knew or should
have known that the statement was false. The actual intent of the person signing the
declaration is irrelevant; the question is whether the applicant knew or should have known that
the allegation of use was incorrect. Standard Knitting Ltd. v. Toyota Jidosha Kabushiki

Kaisha, 77 U.S.P.Q.2d 1917 (TTAB 2006).

The Board has stated that the only remedy for fraud is refusal of the entire application
(or cancellation of the entire registration), even where the applicant or registrant has used the
mark on some of the identified goods or services. See Standard Knitting Ltd. v. Toyota
Jidosha Kabushiki Kaisha, 77 U.S.P.Q.2d 1917 (TTAB 2006) (cancelling three registrations in
their entireties where registrant had not used the mark on certain goods listed in the
registrations); Medinol Ltd. v. Neuro Vasx Inc., 67 U.S.P.Q.2d 1205 (TTAB 2003). Therefore,
in order to prevail on summary judgment, Opposer does not need to show that Applicant
submitted a false declaration of use in connection with all of the services listed in the ‘376
Application; rather, Opposer is entitled to summary judgment if Opposer can show beyond any
genuine issue of material fact that Applicant knowingly made a false allegation of use in

connection with any of the seven services listed in the application.

As outlined in detail below, there is no disputed issue of material fact that Applicant
filed an application based on use in commerce and signed a declaration attesting to the truth of
all the statements in the application when he knew or should have known that he did not use

the mark in connection with all of the recited services.

Therefore, the Board must grant summary judgment to Opposer on Opposer’s fraud




claim.

ii. Applicant Was Not Using the Mark in Commerce in Connection
with All or Any of the Listed Services at the Time He Filed the
Application

Applicant admits that he signed a statement that the mark was used in commerce at
least as early as April 4, 2005 and verified the truth of this statement with a declaration under
37 C.F.R. § 2.20. Ex. 3, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Requests for Admissions, at No.
18. This declaration is also a matter of public record as a part of the ‘376 Application on file

with the USPTO.

Applicant’s sole evidence for his alleged use of the NATIONSTAR mark in commerce
is his Declaration attached to Applicant’s Motion. In the Declaration, Applicant alleges that he
“advised clients regarding real estate brokerage, rental of real estate, real estate management,
real estate investment, residential and commercial property, insurance brokerage, mortgage
brokerage, and business finance procurement” prior to April 20, 2006. Declaration of Mujahid
Ahmad in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment (“Applicant SJ Dec.”). Applicant also
attached several advertising flyers which he allegedly “distributed and posted prior to April 20,
2006.” Applicant also submitted several letters with his Declaration which he allegedly sent to
potential customers, although he does not mention these letters in his Declaration or in the
Motion.! At most, the flyers and letters advertise mortgage brokerage services and real estate
agent services (which are not covered by the 376 Application),? and do not support the broad

list of services in the ‘376 Application.

" Applicant has admitted that these supposed “potential customers” were all in fact personal acquaintances of
Applicant. Ex. 1, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Interrogatories, at No. 3; Ex. 4, Applicant’s
Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at No. 47.

? Applicant has subsequently filed an application for the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with “real estate agent
services” (Application Serial No. 77/195,561).




A review of the evidence of record clearly indicates that even drawing all inferences in
favor of Applicant, Applicant has not rendered any services under the NATIONSTAR mark,
and that his advertising of the mark has been limited to mortgage brokerage and/or real estate
brokerage. Therefore, Applicant’s signed statement that the mark was in use in connection

with the identified services at the time the ‘376 Application was filed was clearly false.

a. Mortgage Brokerage

Applicant’s sole evidence of his alleged use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection
with mortgage brokerage services are the advertising flyers and letters attached to Applicant’s
declaration. Applicant SJ Dec., Ex. A. The flyers refer to the various loan options allegedly
available to Applicant’s customers, such as “Interest-Only Loan Programs” and “PayOption
ARMs.” Id. The letters state that “we can help you with multiple loan options available to
you in today’s market.” Applicant also produced copies of business cards along with a
declaration estimating that he “spent approximately $280 printing business cards,” although he
failed to produce any documents to support this estimate and did not mention the business
cards in his Motion or supporting Declaration. Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s

Second Set of Document Requests, at 49.

Applicant has not provided any specific information about where, when, or how he
allegedly distributed the advertising flyers, despite Opposer’s requests for this information.
Ex. 6, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories, at Nos. 7, 10. The four
flyers are labeled at the bottom “December 2004,” “April 2005,” “Created for Fall 2005,” and
“October 2005,” despite the fact that the flyers are otherwise identical. Applicant SJ Dec., Ex.
A. Applicant has admitted that he does not have any invoices for the copying or printing of

these flyers or any computer files showing that the documents were created on the dates




printed on the flyers. Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document
Requests, at Nos. 41, 48.  Applicant has also not explained why the specimen submitted to
the USPTO on October 19, 2006 bears the legend “Created for Fall 2005,” when Applicant
now claims that he was distributing the exact same flyers in December of 2004. Applicant’s

Motion, at 4.

Moreover, even viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to Applicant, the
flyers and letters merely demonstrate that Applicant may have advertised mortgage brokerage
services under the NATIONSTAR mark. This alone is not sufficient to establish use in
commerce. The Lanham Act states that a mark shall be deemed to be used in commerce in
connection with services “when it is used or displayed in the sale of advertising of services
and the services are rendered in more than one State or in the United States and a foreign
country.” 15 U.S.C. § 1127 (emphasis added). The Lanham Act thus requires “that the mark
be both used in the sale or advertising of services and that the services themselves have been
rendered in interstate or foreign commerce.” 3 J. Thomas McCarthy, McCarthy on

Trademarks and Unfair Competition, § 19:103 (4™ Ed. 2000).

The Board has consistently held that the advertising of services, without the actual
rendering of those services under the mark, does not constitute use in commerce. See
Greyhound Corp. v. Armour Life Ins. Co, 214 U.S.P.Q. 473, 474 (TTAB 1982) (“[I]t is well
settled that advertising of a service, without performance of a service, will not support
registration. . . . The use in advertising which creates a right in a service mark must be
advertising which relates to an existing service.”); In re The Port Authority of New York, 3
U.S.P.Q.2d 1453 (TTAB 1987) (“The use of a mark in connection with advertising, promotion

and preparatory activities for services to be available at some time in the future can not support




registration.”). Applicant’s business cards also do not prove that he ever used the
NATIONSTAR mark; the purchase of business cards is analogous to advertising and likewise
does not constitute use in commerce. See Maritec Industries Inc. v. Sterling Powerboats Inc.,
75 U.S.P.Q.2d 1145, 1149 (M.D. Fla. 2004) (“The preliminary steps taken by the Defendant to
launch its business, including . . . buying business cards and letterhead with the Sterling logo .

. . does not constitute use of the Sterling mark in commerce.”).

There is no evidence that Applicant has ever actually rendered mortgage brokerage
services under the NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant has conceded that he does not have any
copies of loan applications, loan approval forms, or settlement checks for any mortgage loans
rendered or brokered under the NATIONSTAR mark. Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to
Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at Nos. 40, 42-43. Applicant has produced
several settlement statements (Ex. 5, APP0015-23, 0035-36), but none of these documents
bear the NATIONSTAR mark. Moreover, although several of these statements bear the names
of other mortgage companies — such as First Horizon Home Loans and Citimortgage, Inc. —

none of these documents contain the name Nationstar Mortgage, Inc.

Applicant further claims that he owns mortgage broker licenses in Virginia, Maryland,
and the District of Columbia. Ex. 6, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s First Set of
Interrogatories, at No. 5. However, these licenses are dated October 24, 2006 (Virginia),
February 28, 2007 (Maryland), and March 16, 2007 (District of Columbia), all of which are
well after both the April 4, 2005 date of first use alleged in the application and the April 20
2006 filing date of Applicant’s mark. Ex. 7, APP0031-33. Therefore, these documents do not

support the use alleged by Applicant at the time he filed the ‘376 Application.

Moreover, any alleged use of the mark in connection with mortgage brokerage services
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prior to the dates on the licenses was clearly unlawful and invalid. See Va. Code § 6.1-410
(“No person shall engage in business as a mortgage lender or a mortgage broker, or hold
himself out to the general public to be a mortgage lender or a mortgage broker unless such
person has first obtained a license under this chapter.”); MD Code § 11-604 (license required
to act as mortgage originator in Maryland); DC Code § 26-1103 (a) (license required to act as
mortgage lender or broker in DC). In order to establish trademark rights, any use of a mark by
an applicant must be lawful. TMEP § 907; see also Erva Pharms. Inc. v. American Cyanamid
Co., 19 U.S.P.Q.2d 1460, 1463 (D.P.R. 1991) (finding that plaintiff’s alleged prior use of the
SUPRA mark was not “lawful” because it did not comply with food and drug labeling laws);
Geraghty Dyno-Tuned Prods., Inc. v. Clayton Mfg. Co., 190 U.S.P.Q. 508, 511-12 (TTAB
1976) (finding that petitioner had no standing to seek cancellation of registration’s because
petitioner’s alleged prior use was in violation of California law). Any use by Applicant of the
NATIONSTAR mark in connection with mortgage brokerage services prior to the filing date
of the 376 Application was clearly a per se violation of the applicable statutes of Maryland,
Virginia, and the District of Columbia, and therefore does not serve to establish any rights in

the mark to Applicant.

Finally, the Certificate of Incorporation for Nationstar Mortgage, Inc. is dated January
29, 2007 and states that the date of incorporation is May 19, 2006 — again well after the filing
date of Applicant’s mark and the alleged date of first use. Ex. 8, APP00S1-52. Applicant can
not legitimately claim that he was using the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with mortgage
brokerage services as early as April of 2005 when the company under which he was

supposedly offering these services was not even incorporated until over a year later.

There is therefore no dispute of material fact that Applicant had not used the
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NATIONSTAR mark in connection with mortgage brokerage services at the time he filed the
Application, and that Applicant knew that he had not used the mark in connection with such

services.
b. Real Estate Brokerage

The ‘376 Application also covers “real estate brokerage.” The record indicates that
Applicant may have brokered the sale of several properties in his capacity as an agent for First
American Real Estate, Inc., but there is no evidence that Applicant ever used the
NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate brokerage services. In fact, the record
indicates that Applicant held himself out to the public solely as an agent for First American

Real Estate, Inc.

Applicant has stated that he was and remains an independent contractor for First
American. Ex. 1, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Interrogatories, at No. 4.
This is also demonstrated by several real estate web sites which state that Applicant is an agent
for First American and that he currently works out of the First American office in Falls

Church, VA. Ex. 9, Declaration of Colleen Hall.

Applicant has admitted that First American had no involvement in Applicant’s alleged
offering of services to consumers under the NATIONSTAR mark. Id. Moreover, there is
absolutely no evidence that Applicant has ever brokered the sale of any properties under the
NATIONSTAR mark, let alone prior to the filing date or the alleged dates of first use in the

’376 Application.

Applicant claims to have completed at least twelve settled transactions. Ex. 6,
Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories, at No. 10. Applicant also

claims to have helped three clients purchase homes (in February 2005, July and August of
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2005, and August and September 2006) and to have helped one client sell a home (in June of
2005). Id. at No. 21. Applicant also alleges that he helped one client purchase a commercial
property (in February of 2007, well after the relevant dates in this proceeding), and that he has
provided advisory and consulting services to several other clients regarding the purchase of

properties. Id.

There is, however, absolutely no evidence that Applicant was acting on behalf of
Nationstar Mortgage, Inc. (rather than as an agent of First American Real Estate Inc.) in these
transactions. Applicant has not produced any documents from these transactions showing use
of the NATIONSTAR mark. The only documents Applicant has produced regarding these
transactions is an MRIS (Metropolitan Regional Information Systems) report listing the
properties, dates of sale, and selling prices. Ex. 10, APP0013-0014. This report identifies

Applicant as the selling agent and does not refer to Nationstar Mortgage, Inc. or the

NATIONSTAR mark. Id.

Applicant also claims that he owns real estate licenses in Virginia, Maryland, and the
District of Columbia. Ex. 6, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s First Set of Interrogatories,
at No. 5. However, the real estate licenses are all in the name of Mujahid Ahmad of First
American Real Estate Inc.; none of them mention Nationstar Mortgage Inc. or the
NATIONSTAR mark. Ex. 11, APP0034, 0038-41. Any use of the Nationstar Mortgage Inc.
trade name or the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate brokerage services was
thus unlawful and invalid. See Va. Code § 54.1-2106.1 (“[N]o business entity . .. shall act,
offer to act, or advertise to act, as a real estate firm without a real estate firm license from the
Board.”); see also Md. Code § 17-301 (requiring license to act as real estate broker in MD);

DC Code § 47-2853.02 (requiring license to act as real estate broker in DC).
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Applicant has also produced several certificates from the Northern Virginia
Association of Realtors, Inc. Ex. 12, APP0042-44. Again, all of these certificates refer to
Mujahid Ahmad and/or First American Real Estate Inc.; none of them refers to Nationstar

Mortgage Inc. or the NATIONSTAR mark.

Applicant has not produced any evidence that he has ever used the NATIONSTAR
mark in connection with real estate brokerage services. The record thus demonstrates that
there is no genuine issue of material fact regarding Applicant’s knowing lack of use of the
NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate brokerage at the time he filed the ‘376

Application.
c. Rental of Real Estate

The advertising flyers, business cards, and solicitation letters produced by Applicant do
not reference real estate rental services. Applicant has admitted that there are no documents
showing use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate rental services. Ex. 4,
Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at No. 8. Applicant
has further admitted that he has had no sales of these services under the NATIONSTAR mark.

Id. at No. 17. Applicant has also failed to identify any consumers of real estate rental services.

Id. at No. 28.

There is therefore no genuine issue of material fact as to Applicant’s knowing lack of
use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate rental services at the time he

filed the ‘376 Application.
d. Real Estate Management Services

The advertising materials produced by Applicant also do not mention or refer to real

estate management services. Applicant has admitted that there are no documents showing use
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of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate management services. Ex. 4,
Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at No. 11. Applicant
has further admitted that he has had no sales of real estate management services under the
NATIONSTAR mark. /d. at No. 16. Applicant has also failed to identify any consumers of

real estate management services. Id. at No. 26.

The record thus demonstrates that there is no genuine issue of material fact as to
Applicant’s knowing lack of use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate

management services.
e. Insurance Brokerage

Applicant’s advertising materials also fail to mention insurance brokerage services.
Applicant has admitted that there are no other documents showing use of the NATIONSTAR
mark in connection with insurance brokerage services. Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to
Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at No. 7. Applicant has further admitted that he
has had no sales of insurance brokerage services under the NATIONSTAR mark. /d. at No.

15. Applicant has also failed to identify any consumers of these services. Id. at No. 25.

Therefore, the record also shows that there is no genuine issue of material fact that
Applicant knew he had not used the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with insurance

brokerage services at the time he filed the ‘376 Application.
f. Business Finance Procurement Services

The advertising flyers, business cards, and solicitation letters produced by Applicant do
not reference business finance procurement services. Applicant has admitted that there are no
documents showing use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with business finance

procurement services. Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document
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Requests, at No. 10. Applicant has further admitted that he has had no sales of business
finance procurement services under the NATIONSTAR mark. 7d. at No. 19. Applicant has

also failed to identify any consumers of these services. /d. at No. 29.

There is therefore no genuine issue of material fact as to Applicant’s knowing lack of
use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with business finance procurement services at

the time he filed the ‘376 Application. |
g. Real Estate Investment Services

Finally, Applicant’s advertising flyers, business cards, and solicitation letters fail to
reference real estate investment services. Applicant has admitted that there are no documents
showing use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with real estate investment services.
Ex. 4, Applicant’s Responses to Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests, at No. 9.
Applicant has further admitted that he has had no sales of real estate investment services under
the NATIONSTAR mark. Id. at No. 18. Applicant has also failed to identify any consumers

of these services. Id. at No. 27.

h. The Record Demonstrates that Applicant Did Not Use the
NATIONSTAR Mark in Connection with the Services Cited
in the Declaration of Use

Therefore, the record clearly demonstrates the absence of any genuine issue of material
fact regarding Applicant’s knowing lack of use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with

real estate investment services.

In summary, Applicant’s interrogatory responses admitting that he has not completed
any sales of the services listed in the ‘376 Application, combined with the lack of any
documentary evidence showing the use of the NATIONSTAR mark in connection with these

services, demonstrate conclusively that Applicant has not used the mark in connection with
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any of the services in the ‘376 Application. See Hurley, 82 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1344 (“[W]e agree
with opposer that applicants’ responses to opposer’s interrogatories indicate that applicants
likely are not even using the mark ‘anywhere in the world’ in connection with certain services

listed in the application.”)

Even with regard to the mortgage brokerage and real estate brokerage services that
Applicant has allegedly advertised, Applicant has not produced any evidence that he has
actually rendered these services under the NATIONSTAR mark. Moreover, Applicant could
not have rendered these services under the NATIONSTAR mark at the time he filed the ‘376
Application in April of 2006, since Nationstar Mortgage, Inc. was not incorporated until May
of 2006 and did not receive its first license to offer mortgage brokerage services until October

of 2006.

Therefore, there is no genuine issue of material fact that Applicant had not used the
NATIONSTAR mark in connection with any, and certainly not all, of the services listed in the

‘376 Application at the time he filed the Application and signed the declaration.
iii. Applicant’s Subjective Intent is Irrelevant

Applicant argues in his Motion that he “held the honest and reasonable belief that he
was using the NATIONSTAR mark” at the time he filed the application. Applicant’s Motion,
at 5. However, this is irrelevant to the Board’s consideration of fraud. Standard Knitting, 77
U.S.P.Q.2d at 1927. The only relevant question is whether the applicant “knew or should have

known” that the statements in the application were false. 7d.

Applicant can not shield himself from a fraud claim merely by alleging that he had a
subjective “honest and reasonable belief” that he was using the mark at the time he filed the

application. As the Board explained in First Int’l. Servs. Corp. v. Chuckles Inc., 5 U.S.P.Q.2d
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1628 (TTAB 1988):

We recognize that it is difficult, if not impossible, to prove what occurs in a person's mind,
and that intent must often be inferred from the circumstances and related statement made
by that person. Otherwise, all claims of fraud could easily be defeated by the simple
statement, “I had no intent to do so.” The analysis must be whether the person knew or
should have known of the falsity of the statement.

Applicant has admitted that there are no other sales representatives, agents, or
associates who have offered Applicant’s services under the NATIONSTAR mark; Applicant
was the sole person with responsibility for the use of the NATIONSTAR mark. Ex. 6,
Applicant’s Responses to First Set of Interrogatories, at No. 12. Applicant was certainly aware
at the time he filed the application that he had not yet actually used the mark in connection
with the rendering of any services, and that his advertising of the mark (if any) was limited to
mortgage brokerage and real estate brokerage services. Therefore, Applicant clearly knew —
or at least should have known — that the statements in his application were false. J.E.M. Int’]

Inc. v. Happy Rompers Creation Corp., 74 U.S.P.Q.2d 1526, 1530 (TTAB 2005).

The fact that Applicant filed the ‘376 Application without the assistance of counsel is
also irrelevant to the question of whether Applicant committed fraud. See Hurley, 82
U.S.P.Q.2d at 1345 (“The fact that applicants allegedly misunderstood a clear and
unambiguous requirement for an application based on use [and] were not represented by legal
counsel . . . does not change our finding of fraud herein.”). The USPTO’s requirements for
filing an application based on use are straightforward, unambiguous and clearly explained on
the USPTO’s web site. See id. (noting that applicant was “clearly capable of availing
[himself] of the relevant information available on the USPTO website regarding the various
filing bases and their specific requirements™); Medinol, 67 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1209-10 (“Neither

the identification of goods nor the statement of use itself was lengthy, highly technical, or
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otherwise confusing.”); Standard Knitting, 77 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1927 (“[The declarant’s] asserted
mistake, assuming it truly was a mistake, was not a reasonable one. The language in the
application that the mark “is now in use in commerce” is clear, and its meaning is

unambiguous.”).

In sum, Applicant’s awareness at the time he filed his declaration of use that he was not
in fact using his mark on the services listed in the ‘376 Application is sufficient to constitute
fraud. See First Int’l., 5 U.S.P.Q.2d at 1636 (“The errors in this statement cannot be
characterized as mere carelessness or misunderstanding to be winked at as of no importance.”).
Therefore, there is no genuine issue of material fact as to Opposer’s intent in signing the false

declaration.
iv. The Only Remedy for Fraud is Refusal of the Entire Application

The evidence of record demonstrates beyond any genuine issue of material fact that
Applicant was not using the NATIONSTAR mark on any of the services listed in the 376

Application at the time the application was filed.

However, as noted above, the only remedy for a fraudulent allegation of use is refusal
or cancellation of the entire application or registration, even where the applicant or registrant
may have used the mark on some of the identified goods or services. See Standard Knitting
Ltd. v. Toyota Jidosha Kabushiki Kaisha, 77 U.S.P.Q.2d 1917 (TTAB 2006) (cancelling three
registrations in their entireties where registrant had not used the mark on certain goods listed in
the registrations); Medinol Ltd. v. Neuro Vasx Inc., 67 U.S.P.Q.2d 1205 (TTAB 2003).

Therefore, even if the Board finds that Applicant was using the mark in connection
with some of the services listed in the application (such as mortgage brokerage services), the

Board must grant judgment in favor of Opposer and refuse registration of the NATIONSTAR
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mark to Applicant if the evidence demonstrates that Applicant committing fraud in alleging

that he had used the mark in connection with any of the services listed in his application.
V. Conclusion

For the reasons set forth above, the Board should deny Applicant’s Motion for

Summary Judgment and grant summary judgment to Opposer as to Opposer’s claim of fraud.

B. Applicant is Not Entitled to Summary Judgment on Opposer’s Other
Claims Because Applicant is Not Allowed to Amend the Filing Basis of the
‘376 Application

The Notice of Opposition also alleges priority and lack of lawful use in commerce as
grounds for the opposition. Applicant has also moved for summary judgment on these claims.
Applicant’s Motion, at 2. However, Applicant’s arguments for summary judgment on these
claims are based solely on Applicant’s attempt to amend the filing basis of the ‘376

Application from Section 1(a) (actual use) to Section 1(b) (intent-to-use).

As explained in detail in Opposer’s Opposition to Applicant’s Motion to Amend (filed
February 21, 2008), Applicant is not entitled to amend his application to substitute a Section
1(b) basis in order to cure his fraud in alleging use in the original application. See Hurley, 82
U.S.P.Q.2d at 1346 (refusing to allow a proposed amendment from Section 1(a) to Section
44); of. Medinol Ltd. v. Neuro Vasx, Inc., 67 U.S.P.Q.2d 1205 (TTAB 2003) (“Deletion of the
goods upon which the mark has not yet been used does not remedy an alleged fraud upon the
Office.”).

Moreover, even if the motion to amend is granted and the Board allows applicant to
amend the basis to Section 1(b), this would not protect the application from a fraud claim.
Sinclair Oil Corp. v. Kendrick, 85 USPQ2d 1032, 1033 (TTAB 2007). In addition, the priority

issue would still not be ripe for summary judgment because there are still genuine issues of
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material fact regarding the basis for Applicant’s priority claim. Opposer would therefore need
additional Rule 56(f) discovery in order to establish the parties’ priority with respect to the

NATIONSTAR mark.

Therefore, since Applicant’s Motion for Summary Judgment on these grounds is based
on his attempt to amend the filing basis to Section 1(b), and since there are genuine questions

of fact even if the filing basis is amended, Applicant’s Motion must be denied.

V. CONCLUSION

For the above stated reasons, the Board should deny Applicant’s Motion for Summary

Judgment and grant summary judgment in favor of Opposer.

Respectfully submitted,

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC

Bassam N. Ibrahim

S. Lloyd Smith

Bryce J. Maynard

Attorneys for Applicant

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney, P.C.
P.O. Box 1404

Alexandria, Virginia 22314
(703)836-6620

Date:February 29, 2008
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing OPPOSER’S CROSS-MOTION FOR

SUMMARY JUDGMENT AND OPPOSITION TO APPLICANT’S MOTION FOR
SUMMARY JUDGMENT was served this 29th day of February, 2008 by first-class mail,

postage prepaid, on:

Stephanie Carmody
Steptoe & Johnson
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C, 20036
" I

Michelle A. Jdckson
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC,
Opposer,
V. Opposition No. 91177036
MUJAHID AHMAD, :

Applicant,

APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO OPPOSER'S
SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 2.120 of the
Trademark Rules of Practice, Applicant Mujahid Ahmad (“Applicant”), responds and
objects to the Second First Set of Interrogatories (the “Interrogatories™) served by Opposer,
Nationstar Mortgage LLC, dated October 1, 2007, as follows.

Applicant makes the objections and responses herein (collectively, the “Responses”)
based solely on its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and the
information available to it as of the date of the Responses. The Responses are given without
prejudice to Applicant’s right to produce subsequently discovered information and to
introduce such subsequently discovered information at the time of any trial in this action.

Applicant does not waive any objection made in these Responses. Applicant does
not waive any claim of privilege, whether expressly asserted or not, by providing any
information or identifying any document or thing in response to the Interrogatories. The

inadvertent disclosure of such information or the inadvertent identification or production of



any document shall not constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege as to that document or
any other document identified or produced by Applicant.
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following General Objections apply to, and are incorporated by reference in, the
Response to each and every Interrogatory. In addition to these General Objections,
Applicant has stated specific objections to Interro gatories where appropriate, including
objections that are not generally applicable to all Interro gatories. Applicant’s specific
obj eétions to any of the Interro gatorieé do not preclude, supersede, or withdraw any of the
general Objections to that Interrogatory.

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for information
protected by: (i) the attorney-client privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (iii) any
other privilege, immunity, or protection afforded by state or federal law. Applicant will
provide only responsive information that is not subject to any such privilege or protection.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1) and the Trademark Rules preclude discovery beyond matters
relevant to the claims or defenses of the parties. Accordingly, Applicant objects to the
Interrogatories to the extent that they are overbroad and unduly burdensome and seek
information that is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information that
is a matter of public record or is equally available or readily ascertainable by Opposer from
some other source.

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for information

that is not known by or reasonably available to Applicant.




Applicant objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that they purport to impose
obligations on Applicant beyond those imposed by the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure and
the Trademark Rules.

Applicant objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it is vague, ambiguous,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, and/or fails to reasonably identify the information sought, or
prematurely calls for a legal conclusion.

© Applicant reserves the right to assert additional and further objections to the
Interrogatories to the extent that Applicant’s production of documents or information in this
action reveals that such additional and further objections are appropriate.

In responding to the Interrogatories, Applicant does not concede that any of the
information sought or provided is relevant, material, admissible in evidence, or reasonably

calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORIES RESPONSES

INTERROGATORY NO. 1

Set forth fully all facts, circumstances, dates and events concerning Applicant's decision to file

Application Serial No. 77/195,561 filed June 1, 2007 for the mark NATIONSTAR in Class 36.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that all facts, circumstances,
dates and events concerning Applicant’s decision to file Application Serial No. 77/195,561
filed on June 1, 2007 for the mark NATIONSTAR in Class 36 are a matter of public record

or are protected by: (i) the attorney-client privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (ii1)

any other privilege, immunity, or protection afforded by state or federal law.




INTERROGATORY NO. 2

Identify all documents and set forth fully all facts, circumstances and events
concerning the first and ongoing use in the United States, including but not limited to the

persons involved therein, of Applicant's Mark in connection with each of the following

services:
1) Rental of real estates
i) Real estate management services, namely, management of commercial and

residential properties;
iii)  Insurance brokerage;
iv) Real estate investment; and

V) Business finance procurement services.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is duplicative of
Interrogatory No. 3 of the first set of interrogatories, and on the grounds that it is overbroad
and unduly burdensome. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all
documents, facts, circumstances and events concerning the first and ongoing use in the
United States, including but not limited to the persons involved therein, of Applicant’s Mark
in connection with rental or real estate, real estate management services, namely,
management of commercial and residential properties, insurance brokerage, estate
investment and business finance procurement services have been identified and set forth in

response to Opposer’s first set of interrogatories.



INTERROGATORY NO. 3

Describe in detail the nature of the relationship between Mujahid Ahmad and each of the

following individuals:
1) Ikramrm U. Danish
ii) Ahmed U. Sayed
iii)  Shafig Ahmad
iv) .Abid Hussain
V) Abdul Haq
vi) Zulkihar Sharieff
vii)  Marina Leon
viii) ~ Samer Ramadan
ix) ~ Muhammad Shoaib Shah
X) Hameed Khan.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is vague as to the
meaning of “relationship.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, the

individuals listed in this Interrogatory are acquaintances of Applicant.

INTERROGATORY NO. 4

Describe in detail the current and past relationship between Applicant and First

American Real Estate, Inc.; including any involvement by First American Real Estate, Inc.




in Applicant's sale or offering for sale of Applicant's services to consumers under

Applicant's NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is vague as to the
meaning of “relationship.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection,
Applicant was and is an independent contractor for First American Real Estate, Inc. First
American Real Estate, Inc. had no involvement in Applicant’s offering for sale of
Applicant’s services to consumer under Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark. First American
Real Estate, Inc. would serve as the Real Estate Broker, where necessary, for Applicant’s

clients.

INTERROGATORY NO. 5

Identify any documents, other than advertisements, flyers, and business cards, used in the sale or

providing of Applicant’s services and which bear Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.




ANSWER TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3

There are no documents other than advertisements (including the website), flyers,
and business cards used in the sale or providing of Applicant’s services, which bear

Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

Respectfully submitted,

sy AUAL T P hgn

Stepharﬁe Morris Carmody
Rachel M. Marmer
STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W,
Washington, DC 20036-1795
Telephone: (202) 429-3000
Facsimile: (202) 429-3902

Date: October 31, 2007




VERIFICATION

I, Mujahid Ahmad, am the Applicant in this Opposition proceeding. Ihave read
APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO OPPOSER’S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES
(“Responses”). The answers set forth in the Responses are true to the best of my knowledge
and belief.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that
the foregoing is true and correct and that this Verification was executed on
, 2007.

Mujahid Ahmad



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO

OPPOSER'S SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES was mailed this 31st day of October,

2007, to:

Bassam N. Ibrahim

Fred W. Hathaway

Bryce J. Maynard

BUCHANAN INGERSOLL & ROONEY, P.C.
1737 King Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-2727
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Deposition of Mr. Ahmad Page 1 of 1

Goodman, Florence

From: Smith, S. Lloyd

Sent:  Monday, February 11, 2008 11:22 AM
To: Goodman, Florence

Cc: ibrahim, Bassam

Subject: FW: Deposition of Mr. Ahmad

From: Carmody, Stephanie [mailto:scarmody@steptoe.com]
Sent: Monday, February 11, 2008 11:08 AM

To: Smith, S. Lloyd; Maynard, Bryce

Cc: Zazzaro, Carol; Hofstatter, Rachel; Miller, Tiffany
Subject: Deposition of Mr. Ahmad

Mr Smith and Mr Maynard:

In light of the fact that there is not a valid pending notice of deposition and the TTAB has suspended proceedings in this matter, it
is not necessary to schedule Mr. Ahmad's deposition at this time.

Moreover, contrary to your statement in your letter dated February 7, 2008, we have not "failed to produce Mr. Ahmad for his
deposition." We informed Mr. Maynard that Mr. Anmad would be returning from Pakistan on January 21. | have attempted to
contact Mr. Maynard on numerous occasions via email and telephone and he has not returned my messages. We have been
waiting to discuss the date of the deposition as well as other related matters. By waiting unnecessarily until one week prior to the
close of discovery to even raise this issue, it appears that your intent is more to annoy and harass Mr. Ahmad and drive up the
cost of the proceeding rather than to serve any legitimate need for discovery. At this time, Mr. Ahmad's deposition would serve no
purpose. Mr. Ahmad has fully responded to your interrogatory requests and you are aware of all the relevant facts in this case. in
the unlikely event that our motion for summary judgment is not successful and Mr. Anmad's deposition is necessary, we will not
object to extending discovery to schedule Mr. Anmad's deposition if we receive reasonable notice.

Sincerely,

Stephanie Carmody
Steptoe & Johnson LLP

2/11/2008
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC, ;
Opposer, ;
v. g Opposition No. 91177036
MUJAHID AHMAD ;
Applicant. ;
)
APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO

OPPOSER’S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS

Pursuant to Rule 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 2.120 of the
Trademark Rules of Practice, Applicant Mujahid Ahmed (“Applicant”) responds and objects to
the Set of Requests for Admissions (the “Requests”) served by Opposer, Nationstar Mortgage
LLC, dated July 23, 2007, as follows.

Applicant makes the objections and responses herein (collectively, the “Responses”)
based solely on its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and the

information available to it as of the date of the Responses. Additional discovery and

investigation may lead to changes to, additions to, or modification of these Responses. Thus, the

Responses -are given without prejudice to Applicant’s right to produce subsequently discovered
information and to introduce such subsequently discovered information at the time of any
hearing in this action. Applicant does not waive any objection made in these Responses.

In responding to the Requests, Applicant does not concede that any of the information
sought or provided is relevant, material, admissible in evidence, or reasonably calculated to lead

to the discovery of admissible evidence.



RESPONSES TO REQUESTS

REQUEST NO. 1:
Applicant’s Mark is confusingly similar to Opposer’s Marks.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

Applicant admits that Applicant’s Mark so resembles Opposer’s mark that when used for

Applicant’s services and used by Opposer for Opposer’s Services, confusion is likely.

REQUEST NO. 2:

Opposer’s Services and Applicant’s Services are highly similar.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Applicant admits that Applicant’s Services are closely related to Opposer’s Services.

REQUEST NO. 3:

Opposer’s Services a_nd Applicant’s Services are identical.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

Applicant denies that Opposer’s Services and Applicant’s Services are identical.
Opposer provides “mortgage lending services.” Applicant does not provide “mortgage lending
services.”

REQUEST NO. 4:

Applicant’s Services and Opposer’s Services are or will be marketed and promoted
through the same trade channels.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge of the channels of trade through which

Opposer’s Services are or will be marketed or promoted and therefore denies this Request.



REQUEST NO. S:

Applicant’s Services and Opposer’s Services are or will be sold through the same
channels of trade.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 5:

'Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge of the channels of trade through which
Opposer’s Services are or will be sold and therefore denies this Request.

REQUEST NO. 6:

Applicant’s Services and Opposer’s Services are or will be marketed or promoted to the
same CONSUMErs.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge of the consumers to which Opposer’s
Services are or will be marketed or promoted and therefore denies this Request.

REQUEST NO. 7:

Applicant’s Services and Opposer’s Services will be sold to the same consumers.
RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Applicant does not have sufficient knowledge of the consumer to which Opposer’s
Services are or will be sold and therefore denies this Request.

REQUEST NO. 8:

Applicant chose Applicant’s Mark with the intent to cause confusion with Opposer’s
Marks.

RESPONSE TO NO. 8:

Denied. Applicant had no knowledge of Opposer or Opposer’s Marks when he chose

Applicant’s Mark.



REQUEST NO. 9:

Applicant’s use of Applicant’s Mark in commerce causes or will cause a likelihood of
confusion with Opposer’s Marks.

RESPONSE TO NO. 9:

Applicant admits that there is a likelihood of confusion between Applicant’s Mark when
used for Applicant’s Services and Opposer’s Mark when used for Opposer’s Services and
therefore denies this Request.

REQUEST NO. 10:

Applicant has not advertised the services listed in U.S. Trademark Application Serial

Number 78/866,376 on its websites “nationstarmortgage.com” and “nationstarmortgage.net.”

RESPONSE TO NO. 10:

Denied.

REQUEST NO. 11:

Applicant had no intent to file a trademark application for the term NATIONSTAR until
after Applicant was contacted regarding use of the domain n@es “nationstarmortgage.com” and
“nationstarmortgage.net.”

RESPONSE TO NO. 11:

Denied.

REQUEST NO. 12:

Applicant is not licensed or registered with any state to offer mortgage brokerage
services.

RESPONSE TO NO. 12:

Denied.



ROQUEST NO. 13:

Applicant has not advised borrowers or connected borrowers with lenders in association
with the NATIONSTAR trademark.
RESPONSE TO NO. 13:

Denied.
REQUEST NO. 14:

Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark was not in use in commerce at the time of filing
Trademark Application Serial Number 78/866,376 on April 20, 2006.
RESPONSE TO NO. 14:

Denied.

REQUEST NO. 15:

Applicant did not possess a specimen that showed the NATIONSTAR mark in use in

commerce at the time of filing Trademark Application Serial Number 78,866,376 on April 20,

2006.

RESPONSE TO NO. 15:

Denied.

REQUEST NO. 16:

Applicant submitted a specimen in its office action response for Trademark Application
Serial 78/866,376 that was not in use in commerce at the time of filing the application on April
20, 2006.

RESPONSE TO NO. 16:

Denied.



REQUEST NO. 17:

Applicant submitted a specimen in its office action response for Trademark Application
Serial No. 78/866,376 that was not in use in commerce at the time of submitting the office action
response on October 19, 2006.

RESPONSE TO NO. 17:

Denied.
REQUEST NO. 18:

Applicant signed a statement that “the [NATIONSTAR] mark was first used at least as
early as 04/04/2005, and first used in commerce at least as early as 04/04/2005, and is now in use
in such commerce” and verified the truth of this statement with a standard declaration under 37
C.F.R. §2.20.

RESPONSE TO NO. 18:

Admitted.

REQUEST NO. 19:
Applicant’s company NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE INC. is not registered to do business
in any state or U.S. territory.

RESPONSE TO NO. 19:

Denied.

REQUEST NO. 20:

Applicant has not provided any services that are in the nature of mortgage brokerage

services in association with the NATIONSTAR mark.



RESPONSE TO 20:

Denied.

Dated: August 24, 2007

STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP

B;T/%UUL( - TRE S e
- \Stephanie Morris Carmody
Rachel M. Marmer
1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-1795
(202) 429-8135

Attorneys for Applicant, Mujahid Ahmad



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that I served the foregoing APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO
OPPOSER’S REQUESTS FOR ADMISSIONS on counsel for Opposer by U.S. Mail on this
24th day of August, 2007 properly addressed to them:

Bryce J. Maynard
Attorneys for Opposer -
Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney, P.C.
1737 King Street
Alexandria, VA 22314-2727
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC, ;
Opposer, ;
v. ; Opposition No. 91177036
MUJAHID AHMAD, %
Applicant. | §

APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO OPPOSER’S
SECOND SET OF DOCUMENT REQUESTS TO APPLICANT

Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 2.120 of the
Trademark Rules of Practice, Applicant Mujahid Ahmad, (“Applicant”) responds and objects to
Opposer’s Second Set of Document Requests to Applicant (“Requests”) as follows.

Applicant makes the objection and responses herein (collectively, the “Responses”) based
solely on its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and the information
available to it as of the date of the Responses. Additional discovery and investigation may lead
to changes to, additions to, or modification of these Responses. Thus, the Responses are given
without prejudice to Applicant’s right to produce subsequently discovered information and to
introduce such subsequently discovered information at the time of any trial in this action.

Applicant does not waive any objection made in these Responses. Applicant does not
waive any claim of privilege, whether expressly asserted or not, by providing any information or
identifying any document or thing in response to the Requests. The inadvertent disclosure of

such information or the inadvertent identification or production of any document shall not




constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege as to that document or any other document
identified or produced by Applicant. In responding to these Requests, Applicant will make the
reasonable, diligent, and good faith search for responsive documents as the Federal Rules and the

Trademark Rules require.

GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following General Objections apply to, and are incorporated by reference in, the
Response to each and every Request. In addition to these General Objections, Applicant has also
stated specific objections to Requests where appropriate, including objections that are not
generally applicable to all Requests. Applicant’s specific objections to any of the Requests do
not preclude, supersede, or withdraw any of the general Objections to that Request.

A. Applicant objects to the Requests to the extent that they call for information
protected by: (i) the attorney-client privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (iii) any other
privilege, immunity, or protection afforded by state or federal law. Applicant will provide only
responsive information that is not subject to any such privilege or protection.

B. Applicant objects to the Requests to the extent that they are overbroad and unduly
burdensome and seek information that is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.

C. Applicant objects to the Requests to the extent that they seek information that is a
matter of public record or is equally available or readily ascertainable by Defendant from some
other source.

D. Applicant objects to the Requests to the extent that they call for information that

is not known by or reasonably available to Applicant.




E. Applicant objects to each Request to the extent that they purport to impose
obligations on Applicant beyond those imposed by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or the
Trademark Rules.

In responding to the Requests, Applicant does not concede that any of the information
sought or provided is relevant, material, admissible in evidence, or reasonably calculated to lead
to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to the General Objections stated above and the
specific objections set forth below, and without waiver thereof, Applicant provides the following
responses:

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 1:

All documents and tangible things identified in response to Opposer’s Second Set of
Interrogatories to Applicant.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 1.

Applicant has not identified documents or tangible things in response to Opposer’s
Second Set of Interrogatories to Applicant.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 2:

All documents and tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in connection with insurance brokerage.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 2.

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague as to the meaning of
“relating to” and overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents and
tangible things.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents and

tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in



connection with insurance brokerage have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first
set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 3:

All documents and tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in connection with rental of real estate.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 3:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague as to the meaning of
“relating to” and overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents and
tangible things.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents and
tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of Applicant’'s NATIONSTAR Mark in
connection with rental of real estate have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first
set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 4:

All documents and tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in connection with real estate management services, namely,
management of commercial and residential properties.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 4:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague as to the meaning of
“relating to” and overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents and
tangible things.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents and
tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in

connection with real estate management services, namely, management of commercial and




residential properties have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document
requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. S:

All documents and tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in connection with business finance procurement services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. S:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague as to the meaning of
“relating to” and overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents and
tangible things.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents and
tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in
connection with business finance procurement services have already been produced in response
to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 6:

All documents and tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in connection with real estate investment.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 6:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is vague as to the meaning of
“relating to” and overly broad and unduly burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents and
tangible things.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents and
tangible things concerning or relating to Applicant’s use of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in
connection with real estate investment have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first

set of document requests.




DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 7:

All documents concerning any insurance brokerage services rendered by Applicant under
the NATIONSTAR Mark from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 7:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents concerning any insurance brokerage services.”
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, no documents resulting from
Applicant’s insurance brokerage services from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006 bear
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 8:

All documents concerning any rental of estate by Applicant under the NATIONSTAR
mark from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 8:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents concerning any rental of real estate.” Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objection, no documents resulting from Applicant’s rental
of real estate from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006 bear Applicant’s NATIONSTAR

Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 9:

All documents concerning any real estate investment services rendered by Applicant

under the NATIONSTAR mark from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006.



ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 9:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents concerning any real estate investment
services.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, no documents resulting from
Applicant’s real estate investment services from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006 bear
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 10:

All documents concerning any business finance procurement services rendered by
Applicant under the NATIONSTAR Mark from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 10:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents concerning any business finance procurement
services.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, no documents resulting from
Applicant’s business finance procurement services from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006
bear Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 11:

All documents concerning any real estate management services rendered by Applicant
under the NATIONSTAR Mark from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 11:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents concerning any real estate management

services.” Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, no documents resulting from



Applicant’s real estate management services from April 4, 2005 through October 16, 2006 bear
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 12:

All documents and tangible things concerning Applicant’s first use in the United States of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark for the following services:
1) Insurance brokerage services;
if) Rental of real estate;
ii1) Real estate management services;
iv) Real estate investment services;
v) Business finance procurement services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 12:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad anci unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents and tangible things” concerning the first use
date for Applicant’s various services and that it is duplicative of Request No. 5 of Opposer’s
First Set of Document Requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all
documents and tangible things concerning Applicant’s first use in the United States of
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark for insurance brokerage services, rental of real estate, real
estate management services, real estate investment services and business finance procurement

services have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of discovery requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 13:

Specimens showing use of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark in connection with each of

the following services:

1) Insurance brokerage services;
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ii) Rental of real estate;

iii) Real estate management services;

iv) Real estate investment services;

V) Business finance procurement services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 13:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is duplicative of Request No. 6 of
Opposer’s First Set of Document Requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing
objection, all specimens showing use of Applicant’s first use in the United States of Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark for insurance brokerage services, rental of real estate, real estate
management services, real estate investment services and business finance procurement Services
have already been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of discovery requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 14:

All documents concerning the filing of U.S. Application No. 77/195,561 for Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 14:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” concerning the filing of Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR application. Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that documents
filed in connection with U.S. Application No. 77/195,561 are publicly available documents that
are as easily available to Opposer as they are to Applicant. Applicant further objects to this
Request to the extent that it seeks documents that are protected by: (i) the attorney-client
privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (iii) any other privilege, immunity, or protection

afforded by state or federal law.




DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 15:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of insurance
brokerage services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark since Applicant’s
first use of the mark in connection with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 15:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for insurance
brokerage services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark. Therefore, there
are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 16:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of real estate
management services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark since Applicant’s
first use of the mark in connection with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 16:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for real estate
management services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark. Therefore, there

are no documents in response to this document request.



DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 17:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of rental of real
estate services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark since Applicant’s first
use of the mark in connection with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 17:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for rental of
real estate services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark. Therefore, there
are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 18:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of real estate
investment services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark since Applicant’s
first use of the mark in connection with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 18:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for real estate
investment services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark. Therefore, there

are no documents in response to this document request.




DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 19:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of business
finance procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark since
Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 19:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and v?ithout waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for business
finance procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.
Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 20:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
in connection with insurance brokerage services offered under or using Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection
with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 20:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of document requests. Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that identify the amount of
advertising and promotional expenditures in connection with insurance brokerage services

offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s




first use of the mark in connection with such services have been produced in response to
Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 21:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
in connection with real estate management services offered under or using Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection
with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 21:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of document requests. Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that identify the amount of
advertising and promotional expenditures in connection with real estate management services
offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s
first use of the mark in connection with such services have been produced in response to
Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 22:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
in connection with rental of real estate services offered under or using Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection

with such services.




ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 22:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of document requests. Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that identify the amount of
advertising and promotional expenditures in connection with rental of real estate services offered
under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use
of the mark in connection with such services have been produced in response to Opposer’s first
set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 23:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
in connection with real estate investment services offered under or using Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection
with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 23:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of document requests. Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that identify the amount of
advertising and promotional expenditures in connection with real estate investment services

offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s




first use of the mark in connection with such services have been produced in response to
Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 24:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
in connection with business finance procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection
with such services.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 24:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of document requests. Subject
to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that identify the amount of
advertising and promotional expenditures in connection with business finance procurement
services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States since
Applicant’s first use of the mark in connection with such services have been produced in
response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 25:

All documents regarding any consumers who have purchased insurance brokerage
services from Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 25:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly

burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” and vague as to the meaning of “regarding




any consumers.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to
any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his
clients for insurance brokerage services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this
document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 26:

All documents regarding any consumers who have purchased real estate management
services from Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 26:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” and vague as to the meaning of “regarding
any consumers.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to
any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his
clients for real estate management services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to

this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 27:
All documents regarding any consumers who have purchased real estate investment
services from Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 27:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” and vague as to the meaning of “regarding

any consumers.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to




any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his
clients for real estate investment services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this
document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 28:

All documents regarding any consumers who have purchased rental of real estate services
from Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 28:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” and vague as to the meaning of “regarding
any consumers.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to
any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his
clients for rental of real estate services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this
document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 29:

All documents regarding any consumers who have purchased business finance
procurement services from Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 29:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it requests “all documents” and vague as to the meaning of “regarding
any consumers.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to

any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible




evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his
clients for business finance procurement services. Therefore, there are no documents in response

to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 30:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of insurance
brokerage services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark prior to April 28,
2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 30:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for insurance
brokerage services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 31:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of real estate
management services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark prior to April 28,
2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 31:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for real estate

management services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document request.



DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 32:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of rental of real
estate services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark prior to April 28, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 32:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for rental of
real estate services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 33:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of real estate
investment services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark prior to April 28,
2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 33:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for real estate
investment services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 34:

Documents sufficient to identify the amount of sales in the United States of business

finance procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark prior to

April 28, 2006.




ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 34:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
case and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to
and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant did not charge his clients for business
finance procurement services. Therefore, there are no documents in response to this document
request.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 35:

Docurﬁent sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
for insurance brokerage services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the
United States prior to April 28, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 35:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is encompassed by and therefore duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of
document requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that
identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures for insurance brokerage
services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States prior to
April 28, 2006 have all been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 36:

Document sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
for rental of real estate services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the

United States prior to April 28, 2006.




ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 36:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is encompassed by and therefore duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of
document requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that
identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures for rental of real estate services
offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States prior to April 28,
2006 have all been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 37:

Document sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
for real estate management services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in
the United States prior to April 28, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 37:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is encompassed by and therefore duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of
document requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that
identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures for real estate management
services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States prior to

April 28, 2006 have all been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.



DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 38:

Document sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
for real estate investment services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in
the United States prior to April 28, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 38:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is encompassed by and therefore duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of
document requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that
identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures for real estate investment
services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United States prior to
April 28, 2006 have all been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 39:

Document sufficient to identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures
for business finance procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR
Mark in the United States prior to April 28, 2006.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 39:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as to whether it seeks
documents showing advertising expenditures or documents showing the number of Applicant’s
advertisements of its NATIONSTAR mark. Applicant further objects to this Request on the
ground that it is encompassed by and therefore duplicative of Request 19 of Opposer’s first set of

document requests. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all documents that



identify the amount of advertising and promotional expenditures for business finance
procurement services offered under or using Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark in the United
States prior to April 28, 2006 have all been produced in response to Opposer’s first set of
document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 40:

Copies of any loan applications submitted or prepared by consumers in connection with
Joans made, offered or brokered by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR
Mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 40:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant does not have in his
possession, custody or control copies of any loan applications submitted or prepared by
consumers in connection with loans made, offered or brokered by Applicant in connection with
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 41:

Copies of any invoices for the creation, preparation, or printing of any business cards,
flyers, brochures, or any other advertising or marketing documents bearing Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 41:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant did not possess and/or retain



any copies of invoices for the creation, preparation, or printing of any business cards, flyers,
brochures, or any other advertising or marketing documents bearing Applicant’s NATIONSTAR
Mark other than the invoice reflecting the registration of Applicant’s domain names already
produced in response to Opposer’s first set of document requests.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 42:

Copies of any loan approval forms prepared in connection with loans made, offered or
brokered by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 42:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant does not have in his
possession, custody or control copies of any loan approval forms prepared in connection wuh
Joans made, offered or brokered by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR
Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 43:

Copies of any settlement checks in connection with any successful mortgage loan or
mortgage brokerage transaction by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s NATIONSTAR
Mark.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 43:

Applicant objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this
proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant does not have in his

possession, custody or control copies of any settlement checks in connection with any successful




mortgage loan or mortgage brokerage transaction by Applicant in connection with Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 44:

All tax returns for Nationstar Mortgage LLC.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 44:

There are no tax returns for Nationstar Mortgage LLC.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 45:

All W-2 forms for employees of Nationstar Mortgage LLC.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 45:

There are no W-2 forms for employees of Nationstar Mortgage LLC.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 46:

All documents sufficient to show the identity, nature, and location(s) of any real estate
agency, mortgage lender, mortgage brokerage, real estate investment company, rental of real
estate company, or real estate management company at which Mujahid Ahmad has been
employed or with which Mujahid Ahmad has been affiliated.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 46:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” showing the identity, nature and location(s) of
certain companies. Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to
any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Applicant further objects to this Request on the grounds that the nature and location of

these companies are a matter of public record. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing
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objections, Applicant does not have in his possession, custody or control any documents
responsive to this request that have not already been produced or are a matter of public record.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 47:

All document regarding the relationship between Mujahid Ahmad and the following
individuals:

i) Ikram U. Danish

ii) Ahmed U. Sayed

iit) Shaﬁq Ahmad

iv) Abid Hussain

V) Abdul Haq

vi)  Zulkihar Sharieff

vii)  Marina Leon

viii)  Samer Ramadan

ix) Muhammad Shoaib Shah

X) Hameed Khan.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 47:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” regarding Applicant’s relationship with the
listed individuals and is vague as to the meaning of “regarding” and “relationship.” Applicant
further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this proceeding
and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Subject to and

without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant has produced documents showing a




business relationship with these individuals and is otherwise acquaintances with these
individuals, a relationship for which there are no documents.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 48:

All documents, including computer files, sufficient to establish the original date of
creation of the documents in Applicant’s document production labeled APP0008-APP0012.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 48:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” that establish an original date of creation of
certain documents. Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to
any issue of this proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible
evidence. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, no documents exist
sufficient to establish the original date of creation of the documents in Applicant’s document
production labeled APP0008-APP0012.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 49:

All documents sufficient to support the statement in Applicant’s Response to Opposer’s
Interrogatory No. 9 that “In 2005, Applicant spent approximately $280 printing business cards
bearing the NATIONSTAR mark to promote Applicant’s Services.”

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 49:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” sufficient to support Applicant’s statement.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant’s statement that “In 2005,

Applicant spent approximately $280 printing business cards bearing the NATIONSTAR mark to




promote Applicant’s Services” is based on Applicant’s good faith estimate. A declaration
attesting to this good faith estimate is being produced.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 50:

All documents sufficient to support the statement in Applicant’s Response to Opposer’s
Interrogatory No. 9 that “between December 2004 and the present, Applicant has spent
approximately $50 copying flyers bearing the NATIONSTAR mark to promote Applicant’s
services.”

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 50:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” sufficient to support Applicant’s statement.
Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objection, Applicant’s statement that “between
December 2004 and the present, Applicant has spent approximately $50 copying flyers bearing
the NATIONSTAR mark to promote Applicant’s services” is based on Applicant’s good faith
estimate. A declaration attesting to this good faith estimate is being produced.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 51:

All documents regarding the creation of Applicant’s web sites at

www.nationstarmortgage.net and www.nationstarmortgage.com.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 51:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” concerning the creation of Applicant’s web
sites and vague as to the meaning of “regarding the creation” of Applicant’s web sites.
Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is irrelevant to any issue of this

proceeding and not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.




Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, there are no documents regarding the

creation of Applicant’s websites.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 52:

All documents regarding First American Real Estate, Inc. |

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 52:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly
burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” regarding First American Real Estate.
Applicant further objects to this Requést on the grounds that documents regarding First
American Real Estate are a matter of public record. Subject to and without waiving the
foregoing objections, Applicant does not have any documents in his possession, custody or
control regarding First American Real Estate, Inc. that have not already been produced or are a
matter of public record.

DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 53:

All documents regarding Applicant’s decision to file Application Serial No. 77/195,561.

ANSWER TO DOCUMENT REQUEST NO. 53:

Applicant objects to this Request on the grounds that it is overly broad and unduly

burdensome to the extent it seeks “all documents” regarding his Applicant’s decision to file the




trademark application. Applicant further objects to this Request that all documents it seeks are
protected by: (i) the attorney-client privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (iii) any other

privilege, immunity, or protection afforded by state or federal law.

STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP

By‘fWW MZZL(AJ

\ Stephanie Carmody

Rachel M. Marmer

1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-1795
(202) 429-8135

Attorneys for Applicant, Mujahid Ahmad

Dated: October 31, 2007




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO
OPPOSER’S SECOND SET OF DOCUMENT REQUESTS was mailed on this 31st day of
October, 2007, by first-class mail, postage prepaid, to:

Bryce J. Maynard

BUCHANAN INGERSOLL & ROONEY, PC
1737 King Street

Alexandria, VA 22314-2727
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A. Settlement Statement U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Devel~ ent

—B. Type ofLoan wummmszm S (expires 9730/, FINAL
1. OFHA 2. OFmHA 3. BConv. Unins. 6. File Number 7. Loan Number . 8. Mortgage Insurance Case Number
5 ony 04-1]15 e B N/A
C. Note: -‘;F:r‘a:or;r:r:v; “p : :‘)P w‘::: g;: :umu- the g’e:if\l:.a:n.y are ;ribf.?’?.ﬁ'?‘:"r”ﬁ:ﬁ;:m 'p:]?p?;ﬂ. -?;‘:?:.’:1 ;S:;:;.;: Ti.'fiu... TitieExpress Settiement System
S e o e e T B Re b o peraibes uson Peried 524912005 a1 18:28 PAM
D. NAME OF BORROWER: FARZANA SHAHEEN
| ADDRESS:
E. NAME OF SELLER: PPN uthivimibiistehd
| ADDRESS:
F. NAME OF LENDER: AMERICAN HOME MORTGAGE ACCEPTANCE, INC.
| ____ADDRESS: 520 BROADHOLLOW ROAD, MELLVILLE NY 11747
G. PROPERTY ADDRESS: 6401 PIONEER DRIVE, Springfield, VA 22150
LOT2, BLKI], SEC}, SPRINGFIELD ESTATES FXCO .
H. SETTLEMENT AGENT; Express Settlement Services, Inc.
PLACE OF SETTLEMENT: 7777 Leesburg Pike, Suijte 403N, Falls Church, VA 22043
L SETTLEMENT DATE: 02/10/2005 :
J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION: K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION:
| 100, GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER _400 GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER:
101, Contract sales price 438,000.00) 401 Coniract sales price : 438,000.00
102 _Personal Property 402 Personal Propery
| 103 _ Setfernent charpes toborowar innadom 1 AN | 403
. 104 404
105, 405
Adiustments for jtems paid by seller in advance Adius.lmammumm.b.v_muﬂn.adxmu__
106, Cilytown taxes 408 Citytown taxes
.107__Counly taxes 407, Countv taxes
| 108 Assessments 408 Assesgments
|00, 408,
410
111 411
112, 412
120 GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROMBORROWER | «selNNRNO | 420 GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER: __
200, AMOUNTS PAID BY OR ON BEHALF OF BORROWER 500, REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER
|_201___Depositor samest monay SRR | 503 Excess Deposh (sae instructions)
202, Principal amount of new loans _SNE—— 502, Seflementchargestoselerfine1400) | SenSdimi|
203, Existing loan(s) taken sublact 1o 503, Existing loan(s) taken subject to .
204 504 Payoft of First Monigage Loan L)
: BANK OF AMERICA
205 2ND TRUST CREDIT AN
AMERTCAN HOME MORTGAGE ACCEPTA
206, 508 REIEASE MGY FEE FOR 1 PAYOFF p
Express Settlemant Services, I
202, 507, RELEASE TRACKING FEE/REQUIRE L____1
REQUIRE
208 508
1203, 508,
L 210, Citvlown taxes 510 Citv/town taxes
#211._County taxes 01/01/05402/10/05 511 County taxes 01/01/051,02/10/05 L 4
212, Assessments §12_ Assessments
213 613
214 514
-4 - 515 ADMIN FEE/SOVEREIGN REALTY CO. 4
=218, 518
=2 WALKTHROUGH CREDIT S |
=218, 518
218 £49
220, TOTAL PAID BY/FOR BORROWER g_wmmmmﬁm_g
200, _CASH AT SETTLEMENT FROM OR TO BORROWER 600, CASH AT SETTLEMENT TO OR FROM SELLER
231 Gross amount due from borrower fine 1201 _(ine 420) e e
302 __less amounts pajd by/for borrower fine 2200 | e seljer fine 523) . ]
363, _CASH FROM BORROWER ER L. %

APP0015




Previous ¢gions are ohsclels form HUL-4 O »f Handbcok 4305 2

A Settlement Statement U.S. Depariment of Housing and Urban Development
_B Jvpeoftcan OMB Approval No_2502-0265 fexpires 9/30:2006)  FINAL
. 1 Crua 2. BFmHa 3 Econv. Unins. 6. File Number 7. Loan Number 8 Mongage Insurance Case Number
1 Ova_ s Dconv e 04-118 _ At N’A
1 . tfh-s form s famished 10 g.ve you 3 stalemont of aciual sethiement costs amouts pa. a by the seitemenl agent are snown ] . oy e
C. Note: ite g marked *Ip 0 C }” were £a 0 culside the Casirg, they are shown Fare I01 i inims <rpeses and are Aot inctuCed I [he icin's ThieEspress Settiemert System
s T ol R PR P Pciaq 642308 1 57 51 EAM
D. NAME OF BCRRCOWER: ABID HUSSAIN
ADDRESS:
E. NAME OF SELLER: 3
ADDRESS:
F. NAME OF LENDER: WORLD SAVINGS
——ADDRESS: 410] WISEMAN BOULEVARD, BUILDI, ATTN;: IMAGING DEPARTMENT. SAN ANTONIO, TX 7835
G. PROPERTY ADDRESS: 7724 CAMP ALGER AVENUE, Falls Church, VA 22042
LOT 34 FAIRVIEW PARK, FFX. CO,
H. SETTLEMENT AGENT: Express Settlement Services, Inc.
PLACE OF SETTLEMENT: 7777 Leesburg Pike, Sujte 403N, Falls Church, VA 22043
_LSETTLEMENT DATE: 03/24/2005
J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION: K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION:
~100. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER 400 GROSS AMOUNT DUETO SELLER:
101, Contracl szles price 405,000.007 401 Contract sales price 405,000.00
102, Personal Property 402 Personal Property
103 Sefttsment charges o borrower (ine 1400) 403
204, 2ND QTR HOADUES/FAIRVIEW PARK g,_m
105, HOA TRANSFER FEE/KOGER MGT oy o5
——— Adjustments for ilems paid by seller in advance Adiustments for lems paid by sellerin advance |
108, City/own taxes 408 CityAown taxes
107, County taxes 407, _County taxes
_108_Assessments 03/24/051,03/31/05 03/24/051,03/31/05 J
108 409
110 410
111 411
112, 412
200, AMOQUNTS PAID BY OR ON BEHALF OF BORROWER 500 REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT DUE TQ SELLER
201 _ Deposlt or eamest money SRS | 501 Excess Deposit {ses instuctions)
202, _ Principal ampunt of new loans CRSNP | 502 Settiement charges to sefler fin 1400}
203, Existing loan(s) taken subject o 503, _Existing ioan(s) taken subjectto
204 504 PavoffDO25150848 p—
WORLD SAVINGS
205 505
~208 S08 REIEASE MGT FEF FOR 1 PAYOFF
Exprass Settlement Sazvices, I
-201 507. _REIEASE TRACKING FEE/REQUIRE
REQUIRE
208 508 PROGESSING FEE/JOBIN REALTY L~ ]
JOBIN REALTY, INC.
209, 509
Al
<210, CityAown taxes 510 Citvilown taxes
211 County taxes 01/01/054,03/24/05 SN | c)1 Countytaxes 01/01/05403/24/05 _ SRS |
~212,, Assessments 512, Asspssments
213, 513
214 514
215 RENT SACK 3/25-4/17 @73 1J/DAY 3 13/DAY. #
28 518 RENT BACK ESCROW S0 |
212 517 WALKTHROUGH ESCROW FOR WASHER —_%
218 518
218, 219
220 _TOTAL PAID BY/FOR BORROWER OUNEeee 520 TOTAL REDUCTION AMOUNT DUE SELLER P &
200, _CASHAT SETTLEMENT FROM CR TO BCRRO! SELLER
221 Gross amount due from baTower tine 126) ‘e 420) i
202 _Less amounts paid by/lsr borrower dine 220) Yer tipe 5200 -
303 CASHFROM BORROWER Gmmamsy' 503 CASHTO SELLER [~ CCETIN
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TirauLs cthlon: s LhSTALD 2 2 4 2ighy LT RS- 4
~ S ettlement Statement ' US Depanment of Housng and Urban Dmulcp‘

2 Type of Loan . 118 Approval o Livw;irexpmuozm___snm
R TR > DraHA Blone t mins o File Nunder ' 7 Lean Sumber i ¥ Mojteage Imarsnee £xc Numbes
oDy Dg;g;l : I NA PR

h!ml‘ ‘1\')"‘7 53‘ 8 )0U B Hs lr"'ﬁl‘l;'.. T ~.. e bud bea fLy TY8 12T ““J ‘;On ‘.* . ]nlts'n”s Sc“:e’ne“l S’E‘B‘n

Z bple®  romymaeC'iEDCT were |80 T o the UL 318 28hmn P 070 L3 +4LITY 31D [UIZI30R 203 110

D
VeSANING ll %3 COTR B Twelhy na e IA e 3nATets D e LNty Siaies s ot oRer prear o~ PoratasLrsn
S T e s Trg vt & £ g yEehsn 1RRL 30 ArCon 1012 Pryrng §3:0272C085 2 ©5.93 PAN |

1 NAMF OF I!ORRU\\I:IL. lllN:\ SHARIEFF and (KRAM M. SHARILFF

ADLRESS
I NAMF OF SELLER. N

ALDELSS: R
I SNAML OF | TNDER AMERICA'S WHOLESALE LENDER
ADDIESS: £430 SOUTHPOINT P ARKWAY, SUITE 300, JACKSUNVILLE, ¥l 32216
O CREPER £V ADDRLSS 9S88 ITARLS FERRY CIRCLE, Bristow. VA 20136
. _ LOTS, PHA, SEC3E BRAEMAR, PV, COQ,
M SETTLEMENT AGENT Express Settlement Servicees. Inc.
,_)_L_\g[ OF SEIUALMENT 7777 ).gosburg Pike, Stite 403N, Falls Church, VA 22045 .
LAETILLMENT DAYE 0307.2008
i J SUMMARY OF BEORRQWER'S TRANSAI“TION K_SUMIMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION:
GROSSAMOUNT DUSFROMBORRDWER . . . . | _40D._GROSS AMOUNT GUE 10 SELLER:
390,000.00] £04  Corrazisacy.riis 350,000.00

402, Peregrnl 210200,

. Coaupgrsdles noew
Persora Propeny
Senerentcharges lobogeses (ineddMy
LAY HOADULSITMG

P

i
t
I I
I
'

. Adustments for fems oad by geller i advanig Adwstoents for items pait Ly seller i advance
‘ Citytoan baes

L 00 Caylovn 130y : .
L. Crunlyiaves
2 ASSESSTION'S. 04/07/05,p04/30/05
(%) -
“15 BUYER CREDIT FROI3A27 ©T° =< 410 PUYER CREDIT FRO'M 32147
S Lan 1

Counts a3
fctrremenls 04a/D7/05;~04/30/05

S T S

1 . i_412
_122_ GROSS ANQUNT DUE FROM BORROMAER 1 420 _GROSS. A\‘L_LLNI DUE TOSEILER | _}_
00 AMOLNTS PAID BY.ORON BEHALE OF POPROWER . ... § 500, REDUCTIONS HLAM0UN, DUE TO SELLER.
JuV_ Depudlorparcstmaney . :_mz._ivce:sﬂn';:l EE T K]
' ":__&ucm‘ amauct ST paw 10ans. 1.502 _Sefdementchygostnosteryne s 4
_ 03 Ewgimyopnis)lapen sunEarin o0, Exsting lenmay sppn soiinctie
£03 Pyt 0D514PI758
FIRST HORIZON BEOME LOANS
| 505 P2 1500162304
. SPECIALIZED LOAN SERVICING, IL
e+ ST RELEASE MG ONERATIONS APAYOTE
Express Scttlement Sarvices, I
£37 RLLEASEIRACKSSEARCHREQUIBE
REQUIRE

208
g

£dprstmarts for tems prpard Py seb . Adustments for lemsuopagbyseler |

2 CECWD B eeS 1D Civinen 1308

L vos_ 01/01/051908/07/05 | . 31,511 Countytares 01/01/054504/07/0D5
: Zia. Ansesynipls . £12 fenogimenis

| 513 ZND L2 2009 SUPPLEMENTAL 14X
RPSLE - | 515 APRUVICADUESTIG
2'5  BHOKLR INTEREST CREDT . : =] 518

_2'L. _DNOFERCREDT i 516

Can | .%17 _PROCEEDSOF SALEPAIDID .
28 . 518 REALTY FXCHANCE CORPORATION |
20 519
220 _TRJAILPADBYFORBORROVWIR 1 -2 | 520 TOTAL REQUCTION AIJQUNTDUESELLER | |

. .2C0_CASHAT SETTIIEMENT FROMORTOBORROWER | 600 CASHATSEVTLEIZENTTO ORFROIASELLER
1 Grosh Imoum Jue frompoTowet (21200 L €2 Groaxamoynto.e 1o seter fing 420)

!oap2 | Less wrounls paid tyfm bonower ine 2200 - 602 1es roduclion amoutd gue sener e 52y |

1 .
273 . CASH FROM BORROWER 603 _CASHTQSELLER
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o

Tre.uesa o0 zrn 300 obiciete - Tam U3 a%.nim::-ar;sz
' U S. Depaitmend of Housing and Urban Developriem

4 Settlement Statement A
OMB Approval No 2502-0255 (expires D/2DI2006)  FINAL.

B Typcofloan X
v DA 2 Drana 3 Beonv. Unins. l 4 TFile Nusher 7. Laan Number 8. Mongage Insunanee U e Numbes
) NA

g Thea x_[lCeny dng 04-121 e e
TFaw $0/M  LonDaed 20 2148 y0J A LLI'STWNE 37 allay MO OMPNILEIS AN £8 S Wt by saanant o3EM e shoan,
oy 27 ERGMN 11526 551 HIDIMIECN £.IpanD 7S are rct cTdr3n TN TiteExgrass Setlement System

C.Nole  womamarted {poc, waro pakd Sutsd0 tho Hasery, I
WARNAG R 0 408 [0 FrOMAJY F2ro TUte 3a)emenh 10 0o Unk £0 Sates o Thea of 8Ty Dthor simdet kan FenaTos ugon | .° . .
: Cop preprreorrn For acgssee T2p 13005 To3e Setrn 2001 30 S20En 1210 Printed D&I11:2005 5 15 55 Pand ]

[} N,:‘.LIE OF BORROWLR: SULTAN SHAKEEL AHMAD
ADDRESS,
£ NAME OF SELLER

ADDRESS .
F NAAME OF LENDER NEW CENTURY MOR1GAGE CORPORA LU

| ____ADDRESS 11730 PLAZA AMERICA DRIVE, SUITE 650, RESTON, VA 20190
5 PRUOPERTY ADDRESS: 2704 HARWICH COURT, Wondbridge, VA 22192

LOT 154, PT 1 SEC4 LAKE RIDGE, P.W. €O
11 SIITLEMENT AGLRT. Express Seitlement Services, Inc.

o PLACE OF SETTLEMENT. %777 Leeshury Pike, Suite 403N, Falls Church, VA 22043
1 STTTLEMENT DATE 0371173005 ~
J SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSAZTION K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION;
© 100 GROSS AMOLNT DUE FROM BORROWER RDSS. AMOUNT DUETO SELLER:

L 01 _Comrpdzatespuca | 375,000.001 4031 _Contractsaleanixy
02  Perzoml Prepeity i ] — 402, _Peronpl Properity

_ 173 __Seulemond chamges to borrowes (ke 1400) 403 smzocs
4 ity

ang

375,000.00

AL : ;
e Adiystments forilems paid Dy sellgrin adyance : Adjustmants for slems pad by gellef
100 _Qdyiowrnlaxes 409,  Cyitown axes "

107 Countytoves 4p7__Loupty 1aves
108.__A3scRsments ¢0B Psvessmenty
109 L 11): I

319 Qg o

311 ! a1 Tt -z
y 212 | 412 5 :
i_120 _CROSS AMOUMT DUE FROM BORROWER ] i 420 GROSSAMOUNT DUETO SELLER.___ |
\

200 AMOUNTS PAID BY QR ON BEHALF OF BURROWER 500 _REDUCTIONS I AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER
}_}_lL'.__DJ:DDsD Ol P2INESLMOneyY 521 Exgess Decost (ses nsrunienss
| z¢2__PLozpalamountetney'oans : * (502 _Sewfcmen)charges to selersine 1400}
| 201 _Eustmg joants) token subiastin 503 Exming loenis) faken sybiacite
RT) 504 Payn 1035582717
CHASE_HOME FINANCE, 11T

L5 2HD TRUSY CREDTY 205
____NEW CENTDRY. MORTGAGE_CORPORATI

|_508  ROLEASE MOT OPERATIDNSPAYDIE
Exprons Settlement Sorvaces, I
s07  BELVEASE TRACKESEARCH.BEQUIRE
REQUIRE

508,
508 E P
e Adjusimants for tfems unpad by scller .= - Adlustments fo7 dems unpoi
210, . CToyfleym iaxes 510 Ciyloantaxes
| 211 Countvixen 01/01/05,,04/11/05 511, _Courtyisxes D1/01/0515048/11/05
212, _Azsessmacls 812 Aspessrmects
13 s .2
234 : 514, HOME WARRANTY
L 21% 515, PROCEEDS WIRE FTE
215 sl e,
i 2L - £47, - et -k S
299, i 518 23
233 l 519,
220_J07AL PAID BY/FOR EORROWER | | 520, TOTAL REDUCTION AMDUNT DUE SELLER |
|_200. CASHAT SEYTLEMENT FRO OR TQ BORROWER 60D, CASH AY SETTLEMENTTO OR FROM SELLEF
i oD1 _ Grogs pmoumddustomiononearfhned2dy 1 41 601, Grassamounijustosclerfnudl0) .. |
| 202 less amounls o byfiorbosower = 220)  F -.1602  fo33mrauction NRounldus sailer (bne 5201

| 303, CASHFROMBORROWER P - .2l 603 CASMTOSELLER
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OMB:  '502-0265 JF

B. TYPE CF LOAN:

A
10Fra 2[JFmHA 3.[XJcCNV. UNINS. 4.JvA 5. [JCONV. INS.
. OPMENT ~
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING & URBAN DEVELOP S FILE NUMBER. l = TOAN NUMBER.
SETTLEMENT STATEMENT CSRDAN360 L .
8. MORTGAGE INS CASE NUMBER:
C. NOTE: This form s furnished fo give you a statement of actual seltiement costs. Amounts paid tc and by the seftlement agent are shown.

\tems marked POC]" were paid outside the cicsing; they ace shown here for informational purpcses and are not included in the totais.
1.0 2/08  (CSRDANISC PFOUSROANIECE)

E. NAME AND ACCRESS CF SELLER: F. NAME AND ADCRESS CF LENPER:

D. NAME AND ADCRESS CF BCRRCWER:
America's Whclesale Lender

Bushra Canish

1444 Cottonwoed CL. 12150 Menument Dr., Suite 225

Woodbridge, VA 22191 .| Fairfax, VA 22033

G. PROPERTY LOCATICN: H. SETTLEMENT AGENT: 56-2362227 1. SETTLEMENT DATE:

1444 Cettonwood CL First Trust Settlement & Escrow, Inc.

Woodbridge, VA 22191 July 12, 2005

VA Counties County, Virginia PLACE OF SETTLEMENT

Disburse:07/18/05
33946 Harry Byrd Highvway
Bluemont, VA 20135
J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION

100. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER: 400, GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER:

101. Contract Sales Price 401, Contract Sales Price

102. Personal Property 402. Personal Property

103. Settiement Charges to Borrower (Line 1400) — ol | { 203,

104. Payoff 1st Mortgage to Countrywide Home loans i 404.

105. Payoff 2nd Mortgage to Countrywide Home loans E 405.

Adjustments For ltems Paid By Seller in advance Adjustments For ltems Paid By Seller in advance

106. City/Town Taxes to 406. City/Town Taxes to

107. County Taxes to 407. County Taxes [

108, A ents o 408, A ts . to

108. 409,

110, 410.

111. 411,

112, 412,

120. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FRCM BORROWER 223,219.54 | | 420. GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER

200. AMOUNTS PAID BY OR IN BEHALF OF BORROWER: 500. REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER:
201._Deposit or earnest money 501. Excess Depostt (See instructions) .
t.oz. Principal Amount of New Loan(s) SRERNNED| | 502. Seftlement Charges fo Seller (Line 1400)

203. Existing loan(s) taken subject to 503. Existing loan(s) taken subject to

204. Broker's Credit é 504. Payoff of first Mortgage

205. 505. Payoff of second Mortgage

206. 508.

207. 507.

208, 508.

209. 509.

Adjustments For ltems Unpaid By Seller Adjustments For ltems Unpaid By Seller

210. City/Town Taxes fo 510. City/Town Taxes 1o

211. County Taxes o 511. County Taxes - o

212. Assessments o 512. A ts o

213. 513.

214. 514,

21 515.

21 516.

217. 517.

218, 518.

219, 519.

220. TOTAL PAID BY/FOR BORROWER 520. TOTAL REDUCTION AMOUNT DUE SELLER

300. CASH AT SETTLEMENT FROM/TO BORROWER: 600. CASH AT SETTLEMENT TO/FROM SELLER:

301. Gross Amount Due From Borrower (Line 120) 601. Gross Amount Due To Selier (Line 420) .

3C2. Less Amount Paid By/For Borrower (Line 220) ( 602. Lass Reductions Due Seller {Line 520) (
303, CASH( FROM}( TO)BORROWER 603. CASH( TO}( FROM) SELLER ~

The undersigned hereby acknowledge receipl of 2 completed copy of pages 142 of this stalement & any attachments referred to herein.

Borrower Seller

Bushra Canish
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. EIM MDY UK S MINOLID. 43052

Tenszoz odlaam 319 L0y ete
5 Settlement Statement - US Department of Housing and iban Develops
S Typzofloan —_— OMB Approval Mo 2502-0265 ferpies 930R008) *

, v Flina » Drmba 3. Koo, Uains. o e Number f <. Loan Number 8. Marizage Inwmance Lase Nuinbar

! \ T 39 — .. = ™3
| Z'Z_;J:xe.: ; %”3%‘:?-”5: 5531}‘? ;:;:l:'o;‘r!: Irl“s:‘::‘;i:“ :Q:‘:L‘r‘;ﬂ;fﬁ‘ sr\‘l;-l';::! ;f:::? n’-?.‘:mm TieExpress Sellemen: S/sEm
SATNING %33 Crrme bo bnoawgh maks ieae SLabiers 9 T i S e That and Sacis T21D
U NAME OF BORROWER JAHANZED KHAN and SHABANA KHAN
ADDRESS -0 6000 JAPUNICA STREET, SPRIN
. NAME OF SELLER: T
.. __ADDKESS
I HAME T LEXDER
__.ADDRENS
L PROPLRTY ADDRESS 5*20 ELDER AVENUL, 'spnm_i‘cld V-\22!50 T K i
LOT 6, RESUB OF L.OT 1, TALBERT, FFX €o. }'AlRf'AXCOLNl’Y
iU SUTTIPMINT AGENT. Express Scttlement Services, Inc. - g
LLLACE OF SETTLEMENT 7777 Leeshurg Pike, Snite 0N, Falls Churgh Va2 043
| L TIIIAMINT DAYE 07252003 by, s g egda
! ) _SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION: - |_SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRA 5
L‘OO GROSS AMOUNT QUE FROM BORROWER 400, GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SEMER:
! - §02,000.001 01 Contmcisakes e
402  Porso-alProceny

6§02, 000_0O

Contazsales price

172 Puapnal Properiy ;
123 Seromentztagesto bovnwer Bae 14900) :
134 _ADMIN FEEEARE |

i

Loy )

an AIvBpce

Doynty faxes

Assenements

10, Lewet
411
: : 812
520 _GROSS.AMDUNT DUE FROM BORROWER | .JZE_G_Q&.&EQUIEQ!EJQSELL.R
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r_B_Im_e_gLLQan OMB_Arproval Mo 2502-0265 rexpires 93020065 FINAL
i. GFHA 2 CFmHA 3. Bcony, Unins 6 File Number 7. Lean Number 8. Mongage Insurance Case Number
4 Ova 5 Cuone Ins 05-14]
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D. NAME OF BORRQWER® SHAFIQ AHMAD
$30 8. GREENBRIER STREET, APT. 2 ARLINGTON, VA 22204

ADDRESS
E. NAME OF SELLER:

ADDERESS:
F. NAME CF LENDER: LD SAVINGS

ADDRESS: 410) WISEMAN BOULEVARD, BUILDI, ATTN: IMAGING DEPARTMENT, SAN ANTONJO TX 783
G. PROPERTY ADDRESS: 6518 SHARPS DRIVE, Centreville, VA 20121

LOT 450, SECTION 120-2, FAIRFAX COUNTY, VA 201231
Express Settlement Services, Inc., Telephone: 703-506-1000 Fax: 703-506-0962

H. SETTLEMENT AGENT:

PLACE OF SETT] EMENT: 7777 Leesburg Pike, Suite 403N, Falls Church, VA 22043
L SETTLEMENT DATE: 08°09:2005
J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION: K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION:
| 100, _GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER 400, _GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER:
101 Contract sales prive 410,000.00} 401 Contract sales crice 410,000.00
|_102.__Personal Property 402  Perscnal Propery
103 Settlement sharges to horrowet (lins 1400) 403
104 404
108 405
| Adjustmenis fof items paid by seller in advance _Adjustments for jtems paid by sellerin advance |
| 108 Citylown taxeg 408 Cityltown taxes
| 107, Counfy taxes 407 County taxes
1DR._ Assessmants 08/09/054,09/30/05 *Mm 08/09/054,09/30/05 __ O
| _108. 409 -
118, 410
111 411
112 412,
120. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER w JO-SELLER:
| 200, AMOUNTS PAID BY OR ON BEHALF OF BORROWER 500 REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER
1203, Deposit or eamest money I ons)
| 202 _ Principal amount of new loans
| 203, Existing loan(s) taken subject to 503 Existing Inan(s) taken subject to
204 504, Payoft 0042852903
i, FIRST HORIZON BOME LOANS
|205 . 505
|_208 ' 506 REIFASE MTG/OPERATIONS/PAYOFF
EXPRESS SETTLEMENT SERVICES, I
207 507 RELEASE TRACK & SEARGH q
REQUIRE
| 20 RENT BACK 08/09 THRU 09/04 _ORSNRNNNY :o: ReNT BACK 0800 THRU 0508 =
209 - 509 SECURITY DEPOSIT :
EXPRESS SETTLEMENT SERVICES, I
| Adjusiments for items unpajd by seller Adjustments for items unpaid by sefler
1210, Cityflown taxes - 510 Citv/lown taxes
| 213 County taxes 07/01/051,08/09/05 SRR 515 Co.ntyiaxes 07/01/051,08/09/05
| 212, Assessments 512 _Assessments.
213 513
- 214 : 514
218 515
2186, 518
217 517
290 548
219 : 519
220, TOTAL PA!ID BY/FOR BCRROWER I ) TOTAL REDUCTI MOUNT I 1LER
300 CASHAT SETTLEMENT FRCM CR TS RORRCWER J 600 CASHAT SETTLEMENT TO OB ERCM SELLER |
i 209 Gross a=ourd dus from baeswer e (200 | P €21 Gross et due bo seter Mine 436 ! g
P 292  less araunts paid byfgr borrnwar ne 20N EZ2 lessred.ghompmoridomsejer ioe E200 i

i

CASHTO GELLER

3D3,_CASHFROM BCRISWER
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B. Type of Loan

A. Settlement Statement

u.s. rtment of Housing
and Urpan Development

/N
ar

OMB No. 2502-0c05

1.2 FHA 2.2 RES 3.22 Conv. Unins,
05-372

4.7 VA 5.2 Conv Ins. :

" 6. File Number . 7. Loan Number

| .
} 8. Mortgage rsurance Case Number

' C. Note: Thiz form is furrusred to give yeu a statemer.t of actudl settlement cests Ameurnits paid 1o and by the settlement agent are shewn. ltems
marked "(p.c.c.)” were said cutside the clesing; they are shown kere for information purpeses and are not included in the lotals.

Woodbridge, VA 22183 i

i
EEEsEEE——— X
onbanssnitteing i 4363 Ensbrook Lane

' D. Name and Address of Borrower | E. Name and Address of Seller | F.
Zulfikhar A. SHARIEFF ;
Sameer A. SHARIEFF !

Name and Address of Lender
Long Beach Merigage

75N Fairway Dr., Bldg A, FI1 3
Vemon Hitls, IL 60051

G. Property Location
7220 Roosevelt Avenue

T
H. Settiement Agent

Law Offices of Brian Lee Lesfie, PLC.

Falls Church, VA 22042
Lot 87 Sec 3 TYLER PARK Place of Settlement I. Settlement Date
Fairfax Co #050-3-05-0087 7700 Litle River Turnpike 08/15/05
Suite 207
Annandale, VA 22003 DD: 08/15/05
J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSACTION: K. SUMMARY OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION:
100. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER 400. GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER .
101. Conlract sales price 535,000.00 | 401. Contract sales price f 7
102, Personal property . 402. Personal propeity .
103. Settlement charges to borrower (liine 1400) 403.
104. 404.
105. 405.
Adjustments for items pald by seller in advance Adjustments for items paid by selier in advance
106. City/town taxes ' 10 ! 406. City/town taxes to
107. County taxes to 407. County taxes to
108. Assessments to 408. Assessments o
109. 409.
110, 410.
111, 411,
112, 412.
120. GROSS AMOUNT DUE FROM BORROWER g[m. GROSS AMOUNT DUE TO SELLER A
200. AMOUNTS PAID BY OR IN BEHALF OF BORROWER . 500. REDUCTIONS IN AMOUNT TO SELLER
201. Deposit or eamest money “501. Excess Deposit (see instructions)
202. Principal amount of new loan(s) 502. Settlement charges to seller (line 1400) Ay
203. Existing loan(s) taken subject to 503. Existing loan(s) taken subject to
204. 504, Payoff of first mortgage loan 5
Wachovla Bank, NA
205. 2nd Trust Proceeds g 505, Payoff of second morigage loan g
) l Wachovia Bank, NA
206. Seller Contribution a 508. Seller Contribution ol
207. Mortgage Broker Credit 507.
208. Broker Credit - 508.
208. Title Company Credit RN | 509
Adjustments for items unpaid by seller - Adjustments for items unpaid by seller
'EO. City/town taxes to I 510. City/town taxes to ]
211. County taxes 07/01 to 0815 ' NP 51 1. County taxes 07i01 1o 08/15 | ———
212, Assessments 1o : __|512. Assessments 1o )
213. : i513
214. ] ' 514, ]
215 i 515. )
_218. | 5186. :
217 {517,
218, [ 518.
i 219, 519.
220. TOTAL PAID BY / FOR BORROWER _[520 TOTAL REDUCTION AMOUNT DUE SELLER I
' 300. CASH AT SETTLEMENT FROM OR TO BORROWER ' 600. CASH AT SETTLEMENT TO OR FROM SELLER
361, Gross amourit due frem borrewer fline 123 ommaauadl 6501. Gross amount cue 1o seller {line 420) L
302 Less amounts paid byrder borrower tine 220) AN £02. Less reduction amount due to seller iine 525 [ 4
303 CASH rRCM BORROWER RNl 503. CASH T0 SELLER R
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Settlement Statement

’ e HSD ,n.&tr:b <3
) US Depariment of Housing ang Urban Developiien)

252

»

1 NAME OF BORROWLR
ADDRESS:
S P RAME QI STLLER

ARDRLSS:
"1 SAML OF LENDER:
Lo ALDRINS:

MOHAMNMED LA. SHARIEFF ' I
2849 ROGERS NRIVE

LONG BEACH MORTG: GAGE
75 NORTH FAIRWAY DRIVE, Bull DN(‘ A TRD FLOOR, VERNON HILLS, )1, U061

- B

s’: Jyeeoftoan OMB Approval No 2502-0265 ferpires OB022006)  FINAL

1 DA 2 Uralta 3 Bcone 1aums. 6_Eile Numbar 7 Loan Number % Mortpupe Insorance Case Number

EERRIRY s, Dcony ns 03-14% L

O o, e w3 romis 8 w0 A $030 7 5 TaeExess SeTlermet Sysiem
e T e SR e Prnisdoe2TES T 20EC0.

141 i =
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v PROFERTY ADDRIESS

2937 LAWRENCE DRIVE, FALLS CHURCIL, VA 22042 ’
LOT 132, FENWICK FARK, FAIREAX COUNTY, YA

HOSLETLEMENT AGENT

L SLITLEMENT DATE 09272008

I ACE OF SFITLLMENT: 7777 Leesburg Pike, SUI:A,O}N. g]h gluxnc

Express Settlement Services, Inc., Telephone: 7()3 50()-100[) l'ux 701—)06-09({7
2 :

i .-~._§w‘-q el At T o -

J. SUMMARY OF BORROWER'S TRANSA(,TION

= =3 K, SUMMARY. OF SELLER'S TRANSACTION

100 _CROSS AMQUNT DUE F20M BORROWER

2 ) 200 GROSS AMOUNTDUETOSEUER: .
610,000, 5

00 a0y “eorwa sues bR 08B 0 ot 1ol

600,000.00
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- 1 _500._REDUCTIONS INAMMQUNT DUE TO SELLER

A Ao
..‘f;_G_.QS_S_M_QLLELL_EBQM.EQEEME_____ e ] -42D GROSSAMOUNTDUETOSEMER |
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222 kvsyrylopnle)tndben quluncicg : _
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1. 502 SeMement charged to soRer tie 186D} J—

504, Payoit 0026024254 - .
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Prslous afiicrs ara ooe 12 RUD-Y (3186) 1of manviiook 43052 ’

A S ﬁn] £m Statement US. Depariment of Housing and Urban Develapment .
B Tyzeoftoan OMB Acoroval No, 2502 i _FINAL
1 Orna 2 GFmbA 3. BConv. Unins. i 7. Luan Number 8. Mongage Jnturanze Case Nurmbey

< c N/A
This (273 SunaPed 0 give ytu a £3028 AMDunis £0)3 10 010 Dy 190 8610701 8 30N) 878 3NIWN

C.Nole.  comynamed (oot T we'a bad citadts tre =omng. they a's shown NS/ Tor GO PUPTINS SN 478 Ol INC.LT80 M IR8 totea ToeExpress Sewemen System
WARNIIG 113 8 7MY t0 knDw.rigly make T :xmmrunumunaasmuonmw O MTUIAT Loy, PongAs upon N gl

S - T~
D. NAME OF BORROWER: HAMEED AHMAD KHAN
_Amm____l&zxLLWjMEdUA2ZIW
E. NAME OF SELLER:
F.NAME OF LENDER. . .. LEHMAN BROTHERS BANK PSB
. R SN S B 1
O. PROPLATY ADDRESS: . ELLWOOD PLACE, Spnngf ield, VA 22150
3 116 BLK 60 SPRINGFIELD & .~: .~
H SETTLEMENT AGENT: .. .Express Scltlement Scmces, Inc. .. C
__PLACE OFSFDLEMENT: _  ~ 97771lec YAD043 %
| 1 SETTLEMENTDATE: - 0971872006 . i -iEsameet o o : oo
J_SUMMARY OF BORROVVER'S TRANSACTION:
5 Ryl s,
& 7% 4BO, 00D .00 s 480,000.00

06, Civlowr 1aves

107 Countyiwes
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| 10
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i 12 NAMEOF noanow}m .. Pak-American Corpnminn
S§ - - ~wee w800 JOth Street, N.E,, Wos
! F NAME OFSEILER -
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j F.MAMEOF LENDER: . United Central Bank
| ___ALDRESS: fo 4355 W, Walnui Street, Garland, T’(‘?SOJZ 2
[ G PROPCRTY ADDRESS, 2800 mm Strect, NLE., Washington, DC 0017
LA

T SETTLEMENT AGENT: Expu:ss Settlement Services, Inc., Tclcphonc. 703-*06-]000]’37{' 703-306-0962

_PLACE OF SEXTLIMENT: 2777 1.ceshurn Pike, § Mrch.l&\ 2204 14
L SETILEMENT DATE: 02/23/2007 IS R i
J. SUMMARY OF BORRQWER'S TRANSACTION: - = K SUMMARY OF QFLLER S TRANSACTION;

L1060 GROSS AMDUNT DUE FROYM BORROWER 400, GROSS AMOUNT DUETO SELLER
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C B i s
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Exhibit 6




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

NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE LLC, ;
Opposer, ;

V. g Opposition No. 91177036
MUJAHID AHMAD, %
Applicant. §

APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO OPPOSER’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES

Pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Rule 2.120 of the
Trademark Rules of Practice, Applicant Mujahid Ahmed (“Applicant”), responds and objects to
the First Set of Interrogatories (the “Interrogatories™) served by Opposer, Nationstar Mortgage
LLC, dated July 23, 2007, as follows.

Applicant makes the objections and responses herein (collectively, the “Responses™)
based solely on its current knowledge, understanding, and belief as to the facts and the
information available to it as of the date of the Responses. The Responses are given without
prejudice to Applicant’s right to produce subsequently discovered information and to introduce
such subsequently discovered information at the time of any trial in this action.

Applicant does not waive any objection made in these Responses. Applicant does not
waive any claim of privilege, whether expressly asserted or not, by providing any information or
identifying any document or thing in response to the Interrogatories. The inadvertent disclosure

of such information or the inadvertent identification or production of any document shall not



A T

s

constitute a waiver of any applicable privilege as to that document or any other document
identified or produced by Applicant.
GENERAL OBJECTIONS

The following General Objections apply to, and are incorporated by reference in, the
Response to each and every Interrogatory. In addition to these General Objections, Applicant
has' stated specific objections to Interrogatories where appropriate, including objections that are
not generally applicable to all Interrogatories. Applicant’s specific objections to any of the
Interrogatories do not preclude, supersede, or withdraw any of the general Objections to that
Interrogatory.

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for information
protected by: (i) the attorney-client privilege; (ii) the work-product doctrine; or (iii) any other
privilege, immunity, or protection afforded by state or federal law. Applicant will provide only
responsive information that is not subject to any such privilegb or protection.

Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1) and the Trademark Rules preclude discovery beyond matters
relevant to the claims or defenses of the parties. Accordingly, Applicant objects to the
Interrogatories to the extent that they are overbroad and unduly burdensome and seek
information that is neither relevant nor reasonably calculated .to lead to the discovery of
admissible evidence.

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information that is a
matter of public record or is equally available or readily ascertainable by Opposer from some
other source. |

Applicant objects to the Interrogatories to the extent that they call for information that is

not known by or reasonably available to Applicant.



Applicant objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that they purport to impose
obligations on Applicant beyond those imposed by the Federal Rule of Civil Procedure and the
Trademark Rules.

Applicant objects to each Interrogatory to the extent that it is vague, ambiguous,
overbroad, unduly burdensome, and/or fails to reasonably identify the information sought, or
prematurely calls for a legal conclusion.

Applicant reserves the right to assert additional and further objections to the
Interrogatories to the extent that Applicant’s production of documents or information in this
action reveals that such additional and further objections are appropriate.

In responding to the Interrogatories, Applicant does not concede that any of the
information sought or provided is relevant, material, admissible in evidence, or reasonably
calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

INTERROGATORY RESPONSES
INTERROGATORY NO. 1:

With respect to Applicant, identify each person employed by and/or in business
with Applicant and each of said entities holding the following positions or titles (or their
equivalent, if different titles are used):

President;

Owners;

Partners (of any type);
Investors;

Mortgage Brokers;
Sales Brokers;

Real Estate Brokers; and
Realtors.

momEYQw>

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 1:
A. President: Mujahid Ahmad

2001 North Daniel St.




Apartment #101
Arlington, VA 22201

Owners: Mujahid Ahmad

Partners (of any type): n/a

o o w

Investors: n/a

E. Mortgage Brokers: Mujahid Ahmad

F. Sales Brokers: Mujahid Ahmad

G: Real Estate Brokers: n/a

H. Realtors: Mujahid Ahmad
INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Set forth fully all facts, circumstances, dates and events concerning the
origination, development, selection, and adoption, including but not limited to the persons
involved therein, of Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 2:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is overly broad and
unduly burdensome as it requests “all facts, circumstances, dates and events” and on the ground
that it is vague and incapable of precise determination to the extent it requests information on the
“origination” and “development” of Applicant’s Mark.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing bbjecﬁons, during or before
December 2004, Applicant personally searched the Network Solutions website for available
domain names. Applicant personally entered his own ideas for domain names, all of which were
not available. The Network Solutions website provided “Recommended Available Domain
Names,” two of which were nationstarmortgage.com and nati.onstarmortgate.net. Based upon
this, Applicant chose the mark NATIONSTAR and the tradename Nationstar Mortgage and

began to advertise and promote Applicant’s Services under this mark and tradename. No other




persons were involved in the origination, development, selection or adoption of the
NATIONSTAR mark.
INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Set forth fully all facts, circumstances and events concerning the first use in the
United States, including but not limited to the persons involved therein, of Applicant’s Mark for
Applicant’s Services as well as for any other product or service in connection with which
Applicant has used and/or intends to use any or all of Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 3:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on thé érounds that it is vague and unclear
as to the facts it seeks. Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, during or before
December 2004, Applicant personally began to use the mark NATIONSTAR to advertise and
promote Applicant’s Services. Applicant sent written correspondence to potential clients,
distributed and posted flyers and business cards and verbally 'promoted Applicant’s Services
under the NATIONSTAR mark. In response to Applicant’s promotion and advertising under the
NATIONSTAR mark, Applicant assisted clients in all aspects of the purchase of real estate and
obtaining loans and related insurance. For example, in Febru'ary 2005, Applicant assisted Abid
Hussain in purchasing a home located at 7724 Camp Alger Ave., Falls Church, VA 22042.
Working with a licensed real estate broker and mortgage broker, Applicant served as Mr.
Hussain’s real estate agent, prescreened and prequalified his financial situation, assisted him in
securing a mortgage loan with World Savings through SAI Mortgage, Inc., and assisted and
advised him in obtaining title and hazard insurance. The settlement for this sale was completed

on March 24, 2005. Applicant has continued to advise and consult with Mr. Abid and has

preformed comparative market analysis for his current residence and investment property.




INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Idenfify and describe each distinct product and service that is being, has been, or
is intended to be marketed, offered, shipped, sold, or rendered in connection with any or all of
Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 4:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is not relevant or
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence to the extent it requests
information on products and services “intended” to be sold or marketed.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant provides and
will provide services related to the real estate industry in connection with his mark
NATIONSTAR. Such services include consulting, advising and assisting with the purchase and
sale of real estate, securing mortgage loans, refinancing loans, and managing rental property.
INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

Identify all current and former licensees of Applicant concerning Applicant’s
Mark, and for each specify the products and/or services in connection with which the licensee
was granted the right to use Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 5:

1. Mortgage Broker License (VA)

2. Mortgage Broker License (MD)

3. Mortgage Broker License (DC)

4. Real Estate License (VA)

5. Real Estate License (MD)

6. Real Estate License (DC)

INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

State the total volume of annual sales (in units and equivalent dollar value) of all
of Applicant’s Services from the claimed date of first use to the present.



| RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 6:

Between January and December 2005, Applicant served as the real estate agent and
otherwise assisted and advised with the sale of approximately $4,164,900 worth of real estate.
Such sales resulted in payment of $72,433.37 to Applicant. Between January and December
2006, Applicant served as the real estate agent and otherwise assisted and advised with the sale
of approximately $872,000 worth of real estate. Such sales resulted in payment of $22,928 to
Applicant. Between January 2007 and the present, Applicant served as the real estate agent and
otherwise assisted and advised with the sale of approximately $1,050,000 worth of real estate.
INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Describe the manner and extent of past, current and intended advertising,
promoting, and offering for sale of each of Applicant’s Services in association with Applicant’s
Mark, including but not limited to the media used and the class(es) of customers to whom
advertising and promotional materials are or will be directed.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 7:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is irrelevant and
unlikely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence to the extent it requests information
about “intended advertising” and classes of customers to whom advertising and promotions “will
be directed.” Applicant further objects to this Request on the ground that it is vague as it
requests information on “class(es)” of customers.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, advertising and
promotion are conducted through word of mouth, referrals, written communications to potential
clients, flyers, business cards and Applicant’s website. Applicant’s advertising and promotional
materials are directed to everyone interested in real estate services in Virginia, Maryland and

Washington, DC.




INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Identify all advertising agencies, public relations firms, and other businesses or
persons whom Applicant has at any time employed, hired or retained in connection with the
advertising and/or promotion of Applicant’s Services associated with Applicant’s Mark.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 8:

Applicant has not employed, hired or retained any advertising agencies, public
relation firms or other business or persons.

INTERROGATORY NO. 9:

Specify, by year as well as by location, the dollar amounts spent by Applicant to
advertise and promote Applicant’s Services associated with Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY 9:

In 2005, Applicant spent approximately $280 printing business cards bearing the
NATIONSTAR mark to promote Applicant’s Services. In addition, between December 2004
and the present, Applicant has spent approximately $50 copying flyers bearing the
NATIONSTAR mark to promote Applicant’s Services. Applicant spent $149.94 to register the

domain names www.nationstarmortgage.com and www.nationstarmortgage.net for a three year

term. All other promotional work was conducted by Applicant personally and cannot accurately
be valued in dollar amounts.

INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

A. Describe all the trade channels, including but not limited to licensees,
franchisors, and retail outlets, and, if applicable, the departments therein, in which each of

Applicant’s Services are or have been offered, marketed, sold and/or rendered in association with

Applicant’s Mark.

B. Indicate the geographical areas, by individual state, in which Applicant’s
Services are or have been offered and sold and the dates of such sales. :




RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 10:

A. Applicant’s services have been advertised and promoted generally to
everyone interested in real estate services in Virginia, Maryland and Washington, D.C.

B. Applicant’s Services have been advertised and promoted in Virginia,
Maryland and Washington, D.C. Applicant has continuously provided Applicant’s Services,
including consulting and advising under the NATIONSTAR mark since December 2004 to the
present in Virginia, Maryland and Washington, D.C. Settlements resulting from Applicant’s
Services were completed on March 24, 2005, February 10, 2005, April 7, 2005, April 11, 2005,
July 12, 2005, July 25, 2005, August 9, 2005, August 15, 2005, September 27, 2005, August 16,
2006, September 15, 2006 and February 23, 2007.

INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Identify and describe the class(es) of purchasers, users, and ultimate customers to
whom each of Applicant’s Services are promoted, sold and distributed in association with
Applicant’s Mark.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 11:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is vague as it asks for
“class(es)” of purchasers, users and “ultimate” customers.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant has promoted
and sold his services to individuals interested in real estate services in Virginia, Maryland and
Washington, D.C.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

Identify all present, former and prospective sales representatives, agents,
associates, and licenses of Applicant’s Services offered in connection with Applicant’s Mark.




RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 12:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is irrelevant and not
reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence to the extent it seeks
information concerning “prospective sales.”

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, there are no other
present, former or known prospective sales representatives, agents, associates or licensees of
Applicant’s services offered in connection with Applicant’s Mark other than the Applicant.
INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

Describe Applicant’s current or former business relationship with and knowledge
of each of the following persons and entities: First American Real Estate, Metropolitan Regional
Information Systems, Inc., National Association of Mortgage Brokers, National Association of
Realtors, or any of their current or former employees or contractors.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 13:

Applicant worked for First American Real Estate as an independent contractor.
Applicant is a member of the Metropolitan Regional Information Systems, Inc. and the National
Association of Realtors. Applicant has knowledge of but no relationship with the National
Association of Mortgage Brokers.

INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

Identify all litigation, arbitration, United States Patent and Trademark Office
proceedings, or other adversary proceedings involving the Applicant, whether past or present,
concerning Applicant’s Mark or Applicant’s ownership, title, right to use or right to register
Applicant’s Mark in the United States.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 14:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is not relevant and not

reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.
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Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant is not aware
of any litigation, arbitration, United States Patent and Trademark office proceeding, or other
adversary proceeding, other than this proceeding, concerning Applicant’s Mark or Applicant’s
ownership, title, right to use or right to register Applicant’s Mark in the United States.
INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

Identify each person or entity against which Applicant has asserted a claim or
which has asserted a claim against Applicant pertaining in any way to Applicant’s Mark and
identify the mark or name used by that person or entity, and the goods, services or business in
connection with which the mark or name was used. For purposes of this Interrogatory, a claim
shall be defined as a demand that a person or entity cease its use, or modify its use, or a mark or
name alleged to be confusingly similar to Applicant’s Mark in the United States, and which has
not resulted in litigation or other adversary proceeding.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 15:

Applicant has not asserted a claim and a claim has not been asserted against
Applicant pertaining in any way to Applicant’s Mark, other than the proceeding at issue.
INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

If Applicant has ever received an opinion conceming its right to adopt, use or
register Applicant’s Mark in the United States, or to prevent third parties from adopting, using or
registering in the United States any name or mark alleged to be confusingly similar to

Applicant’s Mark identify:

A. All persons with knowledge of facts connected therewith, describing their
respective areas of knowledge; and '

B. All third parties and/or names referred to or involved therein.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 16:

Applicant has never received an opinion concerning its rights to adopt, use or
register Applicant’s Mark in the United States, or to prevent third parties from adopting, using or
registering in the United States any name or mark alleged to be confusingly similar to

Applicant’s Mark.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

If Applicant has contacted, been contacted by, spoken with or otherwise
communicated with any third parties concerning the subject matter of this proceeding, identify
said third parties and describe the nature of same communications.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 17:

Applicant has only contacted and spoken with his attorneys regarding this

proceeding. Such discussions are subject to attorney-client pﬁvilege.

INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

State all facts and identify all documents and tangible things which support

Applicant’s denial of any of the allegations of the Notice of Opposition.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 18:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory to the extent that it requests information
that is publicly available and as easily accessible to Opposer as it is to Applicant.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, as described herein,
Applicant began advertising and promoting Applicant’s Services under the mark NATIONSTAR
and provided Applicant’s Services prior to April 4, 2005. Applicant is producing in response to
Opposer’s First Set of Document Requests, documents to support this claim, including copies of
letters to potential customers, copies of flyers and business cards and documents reflecting real
estate sales for which Applicant services as the real estate agent. In addition; Applicant is
producing copies of all relevant licenses evidencing that he is currently a licensed real estate

agent and mortgage broker. All other relevant facts and documents are a matter of public record.

INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

State all facts and identify all documents and tangible things which support
Applicant’s Answer and Applicant’s stated Affirmative Defenses within its Answer.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 19:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory to the e?(tent that it requests information
that is publicly available and as easily accessible to Opposer as it is to Applicant.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, all relevant facts are
stated hereto or are a matter of public record. All relevant documents have been produced in
response to Opposer’s First Set of Document Requests or are a matter of public record.
INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Describe when and how Applicant first became aware of Opposer, Opposer’s
NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE Marks, and/or the services offered by Opposer.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 20:

Applicant first became aware of Opposer and Opposer’s Marks and Opposer’s
Services upon receipt of the Notice of Opposition for this proceeding.
INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

Identify and describe each of the services offered by Applicant under Applicant’s
Mark from Applicant’s claimed date of first use through the present.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 21:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is duplicative of
Interrogatory No. 4.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant consulted
with and advised clients in every aspect of the real estate industry. Each specific service cannot
be identified. Many of these services take place over a long period of time.

In February 2005, Applicant assisted Abid Hussain purchase a home located at
7724 Camp Alger Ave., Falls Church, VA 22042. Working with a licensed real estate broker

and mortgage broker, Applicant served as Mr. Hussain’s real estate agent, prescreened and
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prequalified his financial situation, assisted him in securing a mortgage loan with World Savings
through SAI Mortgage, Inc., and assisted and advised him in obtaining title and hazard
insurance. The settlement for this sale was completed on Maﬁh 24,2005. Applicant has
continued to advise and consult with Mr. Abid and has preformed comparative market analysis
for his current residence and investment property.

In June 2005, Applicant listed for sale the house of Mr. Zulkihar Sharieff and the
property was sold on August 15, 2005. The property is located at 7220 Roosevelt Ave., Falls
Church, VA 22042. Applicant advised Mr. Sharieff regarding home repairs and hiring of
contractors. After that time, Applicant performed comparative market analysis for Mr. Sharieff
and his family members and showed them multiple residentia_l and commercial properties.

In June 2005, Applicant performed multiple market analyses for Mr. Abdul Haq
and advised him regarding the home buying process. Applicant showed Mr. Haq multiple homes
and prequalified him for a loan.

Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Ikram U. Danish with the refinancing of his
home in June 2005. Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Danish with obtaining title and hazard
insurance. Applicant continues to manage his property and consult regarding the hiring of
contractors.

Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Shafiq Ahmad with thé purchase of a home in
July and August 2005. The property address is 6518 Sharps Drive, Centreville, VA 20121.
Applicant performed multiple comparative market analysis and assisted and advised Mr. Aﬁmad
in obtaining a mortgage and title and hazard insurance. Applicant continues to advise Mr.

Ahmad regarding the hiring of contractors.

14




In November 2005, Applicant performed comparative market analysis for Ms.
Marina Leon (of Brentwood, Maryland) and advised her regarding the home selling and buying
process as well as her mortgage options. Applicant showed Ms. Leon multiple homes.

In February 2006, Applicant assisted and advi;sed Mr. Samer Ramadan of
Washington, D.C. in finding rental properties, including performing comparative market analysis
for residential and commercial properties in Washington, D.C.

In March 2006, Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Ahmed U. Sayed in finding
residential and commercial properties. |

In March 2006, Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Muhammed Shoaib Shah of
North Potomac, Maryland with finding residential and commercial properties.

In August and September 2006, Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Hameed Khan
with the purchase of a residential property. The property is located at 7402 Ellwood Place,
Springfield, Virginia 22150. Applicant assisted and advised Mr. Khan in obtaining a mortgage
loan and hazard insurance. Applicant advised Mr. Khan in hiring contractors for his property.

Applicant assisted Pak-American Corporation to buy a commercial warehouse
building. The property is located at 2800 10" Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20017. Applicant
assisted and advised Pak-American in obtaining a mortgage loan, commercial hazard insurance,

title insurance and property insurance. The settlement for this sale took place on February 23,

2007.
INTERROGATORY NO. 22:

Identify all other entities that have provided, are providing or that Applicant
believes may provide in the future, Applicant’s Services.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 22:
Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague and unclear
as to the information it seeks. Applicant is not aware of any other entity that has or will provide

Applicant’s Services under Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:

State the bases for Applicant’s following statements made in the application
document and subsequent documents that Applicant filed with the U.S. Patent and Trademark
Office to register Applicant’s Mark:

A. “Applicant is using the mark [NATIONSTAR] in commerce on or in
connection with the above-identified goods/services” (statement in the initial application);

B. «,_he/she believes applicant to be entitled to use such mark
[NATIONSTAR] in commerce...” (initial application);

C. « . to the best of his/her knowledge and belief no other person, firm,
corporation, or association has the right to use the above identified [NATIONSTAR] mark in
commerce, either in the identical form thereof or in such near resemblance thereto as to be likely,
when used on or in connection with the goods/services of such other person, to cause confusion,
or to cause mistake, or to deceive...” (initial application);

D. “...[Mr. Ahmad] believes [himself] to be the owner of [Applicant’s
NATIONSTAR Mark] sought to be registered...” (initial application);

E. “The substitute specimens were in use in commerce at least as éarly as the
filing date of the application.” (in the declaration dated October 16, 2006);

F. “The mark was first used at least as early as April 4, 2005 and first used in
commerce as least as early as April 4, 2005, and is now in such use in such commerce.” (in the
Application filed with signed declaration dated April 20, 2006).

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 23:
A. Applicant advertised and promoted Applicant’s Services under the

NATIONSTAR mark and provided Applicant’s Services prior to the filing date of Applicant’s

application as described hereto.
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B. Applicant was not and is not aware of any reason he is not entitled to use
Applicant’s NATIONSTAR mark.

C. Applicant was not and is not aware of any person or entity with prior rights in
Application’s NATIONSTAR mark.

D. Based upon Applicant’s use of the NATIONSTAR mark and the fact that no one
else had prior right in the name mark or confusingly similar mark, Applicant believed himself to
be the owner of Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

E. The substitute specimens were examples of flyers and business cards posted and
distributed before the filing date of the application. |

F. Applicant advertised and provided Applicant’s Services prior to April 4, 2005
under Applicant’s NATIONSTAR Mark.

INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

Since the claimed date of first use of Applicant’s Mark to the present, describe
Applicant’s involvement with the business development of Applicant’s Services offered by
Applicant under Applicant’s Mark.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 24:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague and unclear.
Applicant is solely responsible for the business development of Applicant’s Services offer by
Applicant under Applicant’s Mark.
INTERROGATORY NO. 25:

Since the claimed date of first use of Applicant’s Marks to the present, describe

the process by which Applicant completes sales of Applicant’s Services offered by Applicant
under any or all of Applicant’s Marks.
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RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 25:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the grounds that it is vague and unclear
and duplicative of Interrogatory No. 21. The process by which Applicant completed sales
depends upon what services are at issue. In addition, Applicant provides many services related
to the real estate industry for which a “completed sale” does not take place. In general, potential
clients would coﬂtact Applicant in response to his advertisiné under the NATIONSTAR mark
and seek his advice regarding the sale or purchase of real estate and/or the acquisition of a
mortgage loan. Applicant, as a licensed real estate agent, would perform comparative market
analysis and show properties to his clients. He would explain and advise clients regarding the
sale process. Applicant would work with First American Rea;l Estate, Inc., a licensed real estate
broker to complete these transactions. As a loan officer and a mortgage broker, Applicant would
advise them about their loan options and assist them to find the best mortgage loan to meet their
needs. Applicant would also assist his client’s in obtaining hazard and title insurance. Applicant
also would advise and assist client’s regarding managing proéerty and making renovations and
improvements.

INTERROGATORY NO. 26:

Identify all periods of non-use of each of Applicant’s Marks, including the length
of each period and the reasons therefore. For purposes of this Interrogatory, “non-use” shall
refer to the absence of sales in the normal course of trade to bona fide customers of Applicant’s
Services in connection with Applicant’s Marks.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 26:

Since Applicant’s date of first use, there have been no periods of non-use of

Applicant’s Mark. Applicant has continuously promoted and provided Applicant’s Services.
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INTERROGATORY NO. 27:

Describe the extent and nature of advertising of Applicant’s services under any
and all of Applicant’s Marks.
RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 27:

Applicant objects to this Interrogatory on the ground that it is duplicative of
Interrogatory No. 7.

Subject to and without waiving the foregoing objections, Applicant advertises
Applicant’s Services under Applicant’s Mark through word of mouth, referrals, written
communications to potential clients, printed flyers, business cards and his website.

INTERROGATORY NO. 28:

Identify all information regarding Applicant’s application for and registration of
the domain names www.nationstrarmortgage.com and www.nationstarmortgage.net.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 28:

Applicant personally registered the domain names www.nationstarmortgage.com

and www.nationstarmortgage.net on April 4, 2005 using Network Solutions’ on-line registration

process.
INTERROGATORY NO. 29:

Concerning each document or tangible thing otherwise responsive to any
interrogatory or document request which has been lost or destroyed since its preparation or
receipt, identify for each document or tangible thing the following:

A. The interrogatory or request to which it would be responsive;
B. The circumstances whereby the document or tangible thing was lost or
destroyed; and

C. The identity of all persons having knowledge of such loss or destruction.

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 29:
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Applicant is not aware of any document or tangible thing otherwise responsive to any
interrogatory or document request which has been lost or destroyed since its preparation or

receipt.
INTERROGATORY NO. 30:

Identify all persons who prepared, assisted in the preparation of or provided
information or documents for the answers to Opposer’s interrogatories, indicating for each such
person, each separate answer which he or she prepared, assisted in the preparation of or
otherwise provided the information for. .

RESPONSE TO INTERROGATORY NO. 30:
The Answers to Opposer’s interrogatories were prepared by Applicant with the

assistance and consultation of his attorneys.

As to the objections and legal contentions:

STEPTOE & JOHNSON LLP

By: ‘/ﬁt@/w W ~%(Z/7/WJ/\/

S?ephanie Morris Carmody
Rachel M. Marmer

1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20036-1795
(202) 429-8135

Attorneys for Applicant, Mujahid Ahmad
Dated: August 24, 2007 ' '
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VERIFICATION

I, Mujahid Ahmad, am the Applicant in this Opposition proceeding. I'have read
APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES
(“Responses”). The answers set forth in the Responses are true to the best of my knowledge and
belief.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the
foregoing is true and correct and that this Verification was executed on

2007.

Mujahid Ahmad
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CERTIFICATE OF SERWCE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing APPLICANT’S RESPONSES TO
OPPOSER’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES was served this 24th day of August, 2007

by first-class mail, postage prepaid, on:

Bryce J. Maynard
BUCHANAN INGERSOLL & ROONEY, PC
1737 King Street
Alexandria, VA 22314-2727
Telephone: 703-836-6620
Facsimile: 703-836-2021
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.',. \
s \\ ‘.\'
/ * <
/ ‘,' \.\ /_,.. A
; /‘\\ . \
i . N
/ 4/ ?\ *
.’ i / N \ \ \
A0 ST\
o t/ .Y -
. A Y :
: — .’ £ i .." N
E [ Fuce. . [ uu::-7,’?:z':5‘:f’3€f of Fine il nsniution
i

JASITESS 1S (ran :",»ec
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LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICATION

Martin O'ALdicy '
Wnthony . Brow @9[@/@ % @//a;fy/mza/
""" DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, LICENSING AND REGULATION
CCOMMISSIONER OF FINANCIAIL REGULATION
CERTIFIES THAT

LEGAL NAME: NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, INC.

D/B/A:
2001 NORTH DANIEL STREET, # 102
ARLINGTON VA 22201
IS AN AUTHORIZED MORTGAGE LENDERS
LIC. REGQ. CERT. ND. EXPIRATION CATE EFFECTIVE DATE CATEGORY —_—
16867 02-28-2009 02-28-2007 06 351 _:’"\f
WHERE REQUIRED BY LAW THIS MUST BE CONSPICUOUSLY DISPLAYED IN OFFICE 10 WHICH iT APPLIES
LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICATION

04 06 le867 3,517,377

SAVE THIS PORTION OF CARD AND USE REVERSE SIDE FOR NAME STATE OF MARYLAND

AND/OR ADDRESS CHANGES. BOARD MUST BE NOTIFIED OF THESH L
CHANGES IMMEDIATELY. COMMISSIONER OF

COMMISSIONER OF FINANCIAL REGUL FINANCIAIL, REGULATION
500 N. CALVERT STREET, ROOM 402 CERTIIES TAT

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, LICENSING AND REGULATION

BALTIMORE, MD. 21202-3651 NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, INC.
04 06 16867 ; IS AN AUTHORIZED
NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE , INC. 2 MORTGAGE LENDERS
H UC. REG. CEAT, NQ, EXMRATION DATE EFFECTIVE DATE CATEGCRY
2001 NORTH DANIEL STREET, # 102 ! 16867 02-28-2009 02-28-2007 06
) 4 77 7 7
| LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICSTION & /
ARLINGTON VA 22201 | NMartin O'Matley Abibemy ¢ Brown
.- Y, A Goveus
APP0032
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Government of the District of Columbia
Department of Insurance, Securities and Bankinyg
Banking Burcau
810 1st Street, NE Suite 701
Washington, DC 20002
(202) 727-8000

The Law Requires This License To Be Posted At All Times

License Type: Mortgage Broker License . License Number: MLB 6453
Category: Broker S TE - Date Issued: 03/16/2007
Customer ID Number: 6453 T N S R R . e Valid for the Period:

3/16/07 through 6/30/08
Company Name

NationStar Mortgage? Inc. . S L Nisa violii ,}':lAaf-b.Ql-&w .38 ("Human Rights Act®) to diseriminats
S no .- .. inthe provision.of any services 10 the public based upon race, color,
Doing Business As oo sl . L f.1..0 religion, national'origifi, sex, age, marital status, personal appearance,

sedual " orientation,” family responsibilities, matriculation, political
effiliatipn, . physical handicap, source of income, and place of residence
) of‘business. Fajlure or refusal to comply with the sbove shall be 2
Address o . propet basis for the revocation or suspension of this license,

2001 North Daniel Street, #1032

City State Postal Code ' Mé%

\

Arlington VA . 22201

. . Thomas E. Hampton, Commissioner

To Report Waste, Fraud, or Abuse by any D.C. Government Office or Official, Call the D.C. Inspvcctm‘ Geoeral a1 1-800-521-1639

APP0033
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I Certify the Following from the Records of the Commission:

NATIONSTAR MORTGASE, INC. is a corporation existing under and by virtue of the laws of
Virginia, and is in good standing.

The date of incorporation is May 19, 2006.

Nothing more is hereby cartified.

Stgned and Sealed at Richmond on this Date:

January 29, 2007

ls N N P LT A
( ’_,oelh. Pecg, Clerr of mie (omncio

APP0051




StaTE CorPORATION COMMISSION

Richmond, May 19, 2006

This is to certify that the certificate of incorporation of

'NATIONSTAR MORTGAGE, INC.

was this day issued and admitted to record in this office and that
the said corporation is authorized to transact its business subject
to all Virginia laws applicable to the corporation and its business.
Effective date: May 19, 2006

State Corporation Commission
Attest:

'3
Clerf,of the Commission

CIS0436

APP0052
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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK. OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

Nationstar Mortgage, LLC,
Opposer,
V.
Opposition No. 91177036
Mujahid Ahmad,

Applicant.

DECLARATION

[, Colleen A. Hall, being duly sworn, declare as follows:

1. My home address is 474 Cherokee Run Road, Linden, Virginia 22642,

2. My present employer is Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney PC and the address of my present
employer is 1737 King Street, Suite 500, Alexandria, VA 22314-2727.

3. My present occupation or job description is Legal Assistant.

4. Tvisited the web page http://www.incredibleagents.com/real-estate-agents/V A/Falls-
Church/First-American-Real-Estate/Mujahid-Ahmad/index.html on February 29, 2008. The
document attached as Exhibit 9A is a true and correct copy of that web page.

5. Tvisited the web page http://www.real-estate-agent-
lists.com/search/realtor_detail.asp?id=2C271F6C940D6375&list=nav%3D1 %26SQL%3Dstate
%3D%27V A%27+AND+last%S5Fname-+like+%2 7ahmad%25%27 on February 29, 2008. The

document attached as Exhibit 9B is a true and correct copy of that web page.




6. Ideclare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

By: <J&%S‘\O HQ@ Dated:_() /&"3(/08/

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this 49" day of &LMQM 2008.
/‘7@%«4 Gbu,%w

Notary Rublic
My Commission Expires:

RAY GUINN
Notary Public
Commonwealth of Virginia

My Commision Expires Jul 31,2008
Registration # 295447
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Realtor and Real Estate Agent Contact Information Page 1 of 2

~ real-estate-agent-lists com

Home

Realtor Lists  Realtor Search  Customer Support  View Cart

Complete Details on Our New List Released on Feb 11, 2008.
7 Reasons Why You Should Buy From Us.

Home > Realtor Search > Realtor Search Res

Realtor Search

Databases Realtor Details
National Lists Mujahid Ahmad
State Lists
Metro Area Lists Contact Info
Assaciation List 7777 Leeshurg Pike Ste 403N
Customized Lists Falls Church, VA 22043-2403
Free Sample Lists
Complete Catalog Office Phone: 703-506-1003

Office Fax: 703-506-0630

Testimonials
Email 1: makrealtor@yahoo.com

We are extremely satisfied with . .
the quality of theyrea| estate Office: First American Real Estate

agent list we purchased from
you.

read more...
»9»#» Complete US Realtor Database
Includes all 1,404,718 real estate agents (all fields, including address, phone
number(s), fax number(s), and email(s)) in Microsoft Access, Excel CSV, or
Tab-Delimited Text formats
more details...

9% Virginia Realtor Database
36824 Virginia realtors. 36824 with office address, 2964 with licensing
information (broker/sales, original license date), 36771 with office phone,
33816 with office fax, 2579 with direct phone, 1178 with direct fax, 6800 with
cell phone, 6430 with toll free, 779 with voicemail, 14 with pager, 31086 with
email, 6580 with 2 or more emails. (Excel CSV Format)
more details..,

##$ Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV Metro Area Realtor Database
35609 realtors in the Washington, DC MD VA WV metro area. 35609 with
office address, 2 with registered license address, 2 with licensing
information (broker/sales, license number, original and expiration dates),
35582 with office phone, 32403 with office fax, 3207 with direct phone, 1134
with direct fax, 8415 with cell phone, 8555 with toll free, 1082 with voicemail,
16 with pager, 28853 with email, 7186 with 2 or more emails. (Excel CSV
Format)
more details...

http://www.real-estate-agent-lists.com/search/realtor_detail.asp?id=2C271F6C940D6375&... 2/29/2008
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Realtor and Real Estate Agent Contact Information Page 2 of 2

L 44

L2 2

Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV Metro Area Realtor Email Database
28853 realtors in the Washington, DC MD VA WV metro area with email
addresses (7186 with 2 or more). Includes name, city, state, zip, county,
MSA and all email addresses. (Excel CSV Format)

more details...

Customized US Realtor Database
Create, purchase, and download your own customized realtor database
based on Geography, Agency, and more.

Copyright © 2008 All Rights Reserved.
Zichron Internet Marketing LLC

15105-D John J. Delaney Drive Phc
Charlotte, NC 28277 F

http://www.real~estate-agent-lists.com/search/realtor_detail.asp?id=2C27 1F6C940D6375&... 2/29/2008
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DR e Home - About MRIS - Sitemap - Contact Us - Check Email Logout

Step 2 (Adjust for any shared sales, if Any):

Enter the percent of volume you are to receive credit for in the box provided, then press the Generate Report button
to continue.

_If you received 33 1/3% of a $100,000 sale then enter 33.3 in the box for that listing. (Percentage will be calculated
on the next page, do NOT enter the number as a percent (i.e. .0333))

- If a listing is not to be counted enter "0".

Report Type: (Both Listing and Selling Sides)
For: Mujahid Ahmad (106327)

Your % of any

Shared Sale

Alt LA Selling (i.e. 33.3%

List Num Address City, State LA Name Name Agent Name Sold Date Sale Price  enter 33.3)
FX4963336 6401 PIONEER DRIVE SPRINGFIELD, VA ﬁ:’:;n Rulahid 02/10/2005  $438,000 100 o
FX5159025 7724 CAMP ALGER AVENUE FALLS CHURCH, VA ;‘;:r’:da ganid 03/24/2005  $405,000 100 %
PWS154928 9888 EARLS FERRY CIRCLE BRISTOW, VA ';:js:a 2""’1::;” 04/07/2005  $390,000 100 %
PWS180801 2704 HARWICH COURT  WOODBRIDGE, VA G102 Mulahid 04/12/2005  $375,000 100 %
FX5272971 6529 ELDER AVENUE SPRINGFIELD, vA giod¥  Tom Mulahld  or/25/2005  $602,000 100 %
FX5308999 6518 SHARPS DRIVE CENTREVILLE, VA I:u";mskl :,:"’::;d 08/09/2005  $410,000 100 %
FX5292586 7220 ROOSEVELT AVENUE FALLS CHURCH, VA r,""’:;‘éd e G 08/15/2005  $535,000 100 o
FX5322672 2937 LAWRENCE DRIVE  FALLS CHURCH, VA E:l::ja:mbo ::r’::.'f 09/27/2005  $600,000 100

Robert Peggy Mujahid

FX5337811 7417 HOUNDSBURY COURT ALEXANDRIA, VA Robarge parker Ahmad

11/16/2005 $409,900 ‘100

9 Total Residential Sales: $4,164,900

9 Total Sales: $4,164,900

Click the Button to Create the Final Report and.Calculate Shared Sales (IF ANY) [___Create Final Report ]

4. SAUNER SAFE

TESTED DAILY g1-AUG

Claréity 58
Sécugfyzymn%

Copyright © 2007 Metropolitan Regional Information Systems, Inc.
Privacy + Terms of Use - Copyright - Feedback * RSS

APP0013

http://www.mris.com/reports/agentsales/report.cfm 8/1/2007
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Home - About MRIS - Sitemap - Contact Us - Check Email Logout

Enter the percent of volume you are to receive credit for in the box provided, then press the Generate Report button
to continue.

If you received 33 1/3% of a $100,000 sale then enter 33.3 in the box for that listing. (Percentage will be calculated
on the next page, do NOT enter the number as a percent (i.e. .0333)) :

If a listing is not to be counted enzer "0".

Report Type: (Both Listing and Selling Sides)
For: Mujahid Ahmad (106327)
Listings Found: 2. For the Period 01/01/2006 TO 12/31/2006

" 'Your % of any

Shared Sale

Alt LA Seliing (i.e. 33.3%
List Num  Address == ...City, Stats uN'““"‘"“Aﬂe“tN'mes“d Date Sale Price  enter 33.3
FX6041298 1400 SADLERS WELLS DRIVE HERNDON, vA  C: Caro! Mujahid 08/16/2006  $392,000 100 %
Frey Ahmad
Joseph Mujahid
FX6136198 7402 ELLWOOD PLACE SPRINGFIELD, VA pooeF A 09/15/2006  $480,000 100 %

2 Total Residential Sales: $872,000

2 Total Sales: $872,000

Ciick the Button to Create the Final Report and Calculate Shared Sales (IF ANY) [__ Create Final Report J

(:Si A

Copyright ® 2007 Metropolitan Regional Information Systems, Inc,
Privacy * Terms of Use - Copyright - Feedback ' RSS

APP0014

http://www.mris.com/reports/agentsal es/report.cfm 8/1/2007
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9-30-2008 - Telephorie: 1:(80t) 3678500 0225 084345
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THIS LICENSE T0 BE. xmv._. Hz ncmqo_i AND’ naquo_. Dm .:._m Eﬁzn:;_. BROKER

z_cp_>_.:ca >Iz_>u..
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FIRST - AMERICAN REAL.ESTATE..
7777 rmmmmczm Exm mC:m wc.w m.

FALLS ozczo: VA, Biu . Do

ALTERATION OF THIS DOCUMENT, USE AFTER EXPIRATION; O USE BY v.mamozu OR FIRRS" S:m: . Lo R Dol R C.?Q Unwon.. U:nn_on
THAN THOSE: HAMED MAY FESULT I CRIMINAL PROSFCUTION UNDER THE CODE DF VIAGRWA. . PETI . :

(SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR NAME AND/OR ADDRESS 0:>zmmv
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- CIRGYIYIY JULLINUD

Robert L. Ehriich, Jr.

Gevernot

Michael S, Steele
Lt Governar

Jnmcs D. Fielder, Ir., Ph.D.
Secretary

IS AN AUTHORIZED -

. LIC.REG,CERT.NO.
6068

LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICATION

'DEIUURTBGEP¢T()FIJ£BCHK LICENSING AND REGULATION

"REAL ESTATE CUHHIS)IRN
‘CERTIFIES THAT
MUJAHT %HﬂAO
FJ3sST Ah ‘RICAN REAL. £5TATE, INC.
T/ZA FIRST Aykilckh REAL ESTATE
TITT chsauxc P KEy surrF 307-5

FALLS CHURCH ™ ¥ 1% ya 22043-z403
SHLESPERSON:
. 'EXPIRATION DATE .EFFECTIVE DATE CATEGORY

#7=13-zan7 N/A 05

WHERE REQUIRED BY LAW THIS MUST BE CONSPICUOUSLY DISPLAYED IN OFFICE TO WHICH I APPLIES 33 4 O 5 2 8

APP0038
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LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICATION
11 05 603568

3,560,858
“
- SAVE THIS PORTION OF CARD AND USE REVERSE SIDE FOR NAME STATE OF MARYLAND
AND/OR ADDRESS CHANGES. BOARD MUST BE NOTIFIED OF THESE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, LICENSING AND REGULATION
" CHANGES IMMEDIATELY. 11 05 '603568 , REAL ESTATE
REAL ESTATE COMMISSION
COMMISSION CERTIFIES THAT
500 N. CALVERT STREET, BALTIMORE, MD 21202-3651 MUJAHID AHMAD C
MUJAHID AHMAD 8 18w AUTHORIZED
FIRST AMERICAN REAL ESTATE dl SALESPERSON L
mGH.H.m u O .ﬂ = m * UC. REG. CEAT. RO EXPRATION DATE EFFECTNE DATE CAYEGORY WM .
7777 LEESBURG PIKE 603568 07-13-2009 N/a 05 &
FALLS CHURCH VA 22043 LICENSE, REGISTRATION, OR CERTIFICATION
Moaciln O'Matkey Anlham C. Brown fﬂv m m Q m m-v m
_ Guramor 14, Gavernew —
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OF THE

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA fﬂw‘f‘”f“"'“"*"«-...

e 5‘& fa it

=,
DEPARTMENT DF CONSUIVIER AIQDJQEGULQTORY AFFAIRS
OCCUPATION:}L”,AND PROFESSIONAL LIC ENSiNG ADMINISTRATIOV

/i (”‘REAL ESTATE commssxoﬁx N

£/ Ay /s berfifies that o ,_
;’ ‘,'" Sy iy I\IUJ AHI\IAD "'3) 2
{ | TFIRST AMERIGANREAL ESTATE | 4
. 7777,LEESBURG PIKE )
P - ‘SUITE #307S,. b
FALLS G@gqulymz_m f
A ‘“ ! _ !; ;

A A ;

; ¥

b F R
esc &ggaw and regufatzd 5 and is hereby
. \“““‘*f’_‘ = Ilce-zsggl d3 / /?

N \ Sales_pegs(m e

Ky

Director
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs

~"Sequepte Number: v
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k% % GOVERNMENT ™

RE SO TIPS N . PN

OF THE e,

] :
memsmme DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA ,—‘ ___-_._ \
DEPARTMENT o{c ER Al{ ﬂ{ PfUL "QRY AFFAIRS

OCCUPATIONAL /AE.,R’ .ROFE IONAL LIC }NN’DMINISTRATION
/ EAL }4: TE COMMISSION{p \ "ﬁ
¥, ce ifies that

’% iy --j \
AHJD AHMAD ; “E
FIRST AME [CANREAL ESTATE ! §
7777 \LEESB] C",PIKE Ly
R F_S_LHIE OTPS H 3
© 7 FALIS CHURGH A22043 |
L . ......J \‘;':.. }

b ':‘ 2{3)}’ 'L th h‘ >: U‘hln '
has met all reqbu&qmgp” lﬁe ;bﬂﬁlakv and reguﬁz, //I?'IIS and is hereby
»,

~—

f?o

R e
P il g ——
e T

‘~.,_ Itcense d.as:-
o Salespersop. g
Llcense Nu mber“' S’P/8362821

ISSUE DATE: 05/04/2005 “*«.N "EXI‘IRATION DATE: 08/31/2007

N e

%7«4.5} &xmé\
L
Director
Department of Consumer and Regulatory Affairs

Sequence Number: 3'.-T ST
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REALTOR

CNorthern g@%ﬁ%&mﬁ\\g of @mmw\\ma@  She
@ﬁ@@&% &m §m§m®§§u
CMyatid Ahmad

was elected (Realtor® SExmber and is entitled 1o il the
rights, benefits, and privileges of such membership

S wiiness thereof are herelo affined the seatl of the Associrtion and i Stgneture

Qecember 2 2004~ Thaoky SmpGP
te Ghairman of the CBorrd
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(cs,
Northern Virginia Association of REALTORS"

Certifies that

Mujatiiad Ahimaa”

Just American Real Fstate, Juc.

APP0043

/s recognized for outstanding sales performance in
2005
As a member of the

Multi-Million Dollar Sales Club

(it 1. R

Chief Executive Officer

/:
A
P
A8
N
&
§ X
§ S
&
= |
X i
=7oh
T
® Vo
)
. 2
N
2, V8
2,
e,
%,
- .\\

Chairman of the Board \r\ .

AN




S

CEMIBLY

Northern Virginia Association of REALTORS’

Certifies that in the year 2005

Mujatiid Ahimad

Jst American Real Fstate, Inc.

Became a _First Time Member of the prestigious

§:§\.§~\Hm8s Dollar Sales Clup

Chief Executive Officer

Chairman of the Board \L
/)
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