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TITLE LOCK CORPORATION,    

       

Opposer,    

       Opposition Nos. 91273672, 91273673 

v.       and 91273674 (consolidated)  

       

DOMIDOCS, INC.,      Serial Nos. 90/484,750, 90/456,625 and 

       90/080,203 

  Applicant.         

 

 

APPLICANT DOMIDOCS, INC’S MOTION TO COMPEL DISCOVERY 

 

Pursuant to TBMP §523 and 37 C.F.R. §2.120(f), Applicant DomiDocs, Inc. 

(“Applicant”) moves for an order compelling Opposer Title Lock Corporation (“Opposer”) to 

produce documentation in response to Applicant’s outstanding requests for production (attached 

as Exhibit A).  

Applicant provided its responses to its outstanding interrogatory (Interrogatory #3) and 

produced documentation in response to its outstanding requests for production (Requests for 

Production #6, 7, and 13) in Applicant’s Reply to the “Proceedings Resumed” Response Filed by 

Interlocutory Attorney, J. Krisp, on July 13, 2023, which was filed on August 1, 2023. However, 

there are still the outstanding requests for production that require a response from Opposer. 

Opposer has not yet provided sufficient substantive information.  

Applicant also requested that Opposer provide the answers to the outstanding requests for 

production in Exhibit A in Applicant’s Reply to the “Proceedings Resumed” Response Filed by 

Interlocutory Attorney, J. Krisp, on July 13, 2023. No documentation in response to Applicant’s 

outstanding requests for production have since been received by Applicant from Opposer.  



Date: August 10, 2023  

 

DomiDocs, Inc.  

/s/ William N. McKenna, IV  

William N. McKenna, IV 

Founder and CEO 

DomiDocs, Inc.  

2336 SE Ocean Blvd.  

Suite 248  

Stuart, Florida 34996 

william@domidocs.com 

 



EXHIBIT A 

 

Request for Production #7 

Produce documents sufficient to show the geographic regions in the United States in which you 

have or have caused to be advertised, promoted, displayed, distributed, offered for sale, sold, or 

provided, or plans or intends to advertise, promote, display, distribute, offer for sale, sell, or 

provide, either directly or through others, any goods or services under or in connection with 

Opposer’s Marks.  

 

Request for Production #10 

Produce documents regarding all instances, of which any of you or your employees are aware, 

when any person has inquired about whether there is an association or other connection between 

goods or services offered by you under Opposer’s Marks and the goods or services offered by 

Applicant under Applicant’s Mark, including, but not limited to each and every instance in which 

any person has been in any way confused, mistaken, or deceived as to the origin or sponsorship 

of any goods or goods sold, provided, or offered for sale under or in connection with Opposer’s 

Marks.  

 

Request for Production #14 

Produce all communication between you and any third party concerning Applicant or 

Applicant’s Marks.  

 

 

Request for Production #15 



All documents identified in Opposer’s Initial Disclosures.  

 

Request for Production #16 

All documents referred to in Opposer’s Response to Respondent’s Interrogatories to Petitioner.  

 

Request for Production #17 

Produce all documents that support or refute your contention that “Opposer’s Marks have gained 

widespread and favorable accept[ance] and recognition” and “become closely and uniquely 

identified and associated with Opposer and its home title fraud protection services and have 

acquired extraordinary distinctiveness such that they have become famous” as set forth in 

Paragraph 8 of the Notice of Opposition.  

 

Request for Production #18 

Produce all documents that support or refute your contention that “Opposer’s Mark became 

famous, and Opposer’s Mark is being diluted by blurring such that the public and trade, upon 

seeing Applicant’s Mark, are reminded of Opposer’s famous Mark and associate Applicant’s use 

with Opposer” as set forth in Paragraph 15 of the Notice of Opposition.  

 

Request for Production #19  

Produce all documents that support or refute your contention that “Opposer would be injured by 

the granting to Applicant of a certificate of registration for Applicant’s Mark” as set forth in 

Paragraph 20 of the Notice of Opposition.  

 



Request for Production #22 

All documents relating or referring to expenditures by Opposer to promote Opposer’s products 

or services offered under the Opposer Marks by means of digital advertising via Google in which 

any of Applicant’s Marks (or a variation thereof) was used as a keyword, in ad copy, in display, 

URL or otherwise.  

 

Request for Production #24 

All documents referred to or relied on in answering Applicant’s First Interrogatories Directed to 

Opposer Title Lock Corporation.  

 

Request for Production #25  

All documents referred to or relied upon by each witness who may be used by you in this 

proceeding to present evidence.  

 


