LITMAN V. GOLDBERG - INDEX NO. 524343/2025

Post-7/21/2024 NGM CN-37833 Patents — Deep-Dive
Findings

Litman v. Goldberg, Index No. 524343/2025 (NY Sup. Ct., Kings County, Hon. Brian L.
Gotlieb, J.S.C.) Prepared: 2026-04-25 Source: Live USPTO ODP API + IFW pulls + cross-reference to
existing PTOL85_LAFAVE_FINDINGS.md

Executive summary

Of 463 patents granted under NGM Customer Number 37833 between July 21, 2024 and April 25, 2026,
the printed Attorney/Agent/Firm on the patent face is:

AOR attorney Count %
GOLDBERG, Joshua B. 449 97.0%
LITMAN, Richard C. 12 2.6%
LAFAVE, James 1 0.2%
(Classification failed) 1 0.2%

The 12 Litman-AOR patents are NOT random elections. They are the post-SOL grant tail of a
documented 16-PTOL-85B campaign in which James Lafave (Reg. 71013) personally signed every Issue Fee
Transmittal between 2023-12-18 and 2024-06-05 and typed “Richard C. Litman” in Box 2 every time.
The campaign was abandoned on or about 6/5/2024 — six weeks before the §51 SOL cutoff.

A single 13th Lafave-signed PTOL-85B exists, dated 2024-09-25 (US 12,127,901). On that one form Lafave
typed his own name in Box 2 instead of “Richard C. Litman.” Same form, same signer, same firm —
different name. This forensic comparison establishes definitively that Box 2 of PTOL-85B is a manual
choice, not a system default.

1. The 12 Litman post-SOL patents are the tail of an abandoned
campaign

The 16-PTOL-85B campaign (per the existing output/PTOL85_LAFAVE_FINDINGS.md analysis) ran for 169
days, December 18, 2023 through June 5, 2024. Of the 16 patents in that campaign, 12 issued after the

§51 SOL cutoff of 7/21/2024 — they are the post-SOL grant tail. The remaining 4 issued before the SOL
cutoff and contribute to willfulness/notice/course but not standalone liability.
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Per-patent staffer table (12 Litman + 1 Lafave anomaly)

10

11

12

13

Patent

12,043,608

12,043,609

12,049,459

12,054,460

12,054,464

12,062,780

12,065,424

12,071,437

D1,046,141

12,114,620

12,116,333

12,104,434

12,127,901

18/242,465

18/379,906

18/241,394

18/414,442

18/428,327

18/413,239

18/425,923

18/411,323

29/746,671

18/241,049

18/511,800

18/612,504

18/628,953

Grant Date

2024-07-23

2024-07-23

2024-07-30

2024-08-06

2024-08-06

2024-08-13

2024-08-20

2024-08-27

2024-10-08

2024-10-15

2024-10-15

2025-01-14

2024-10-29

IFEE Date

2024-04-25

2024-04-26

2024-02-15

2024-06-03

2024-06-03

2024-03-27

2024-05-30

2024-05-21

2024-06-05

2024-04-17

2024-06-05

2024-05-28

2024-09-25

Goldberg

Lafave

A

Goldberg

Goldberg

Goldberg

Meyer

Goldberg

Goldberg

Reg.
147148

KISR Dir.

Gen.

Goldberg

Goldberg

Meyer

PTOL-85B

Box 2 (typed

by Lafave)

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

Richard C.
Litman

“James
Lafave” «—
anomaly

Assignee

KFU

KFU

KFU

KFU

KFU

KFU

KFU

KFU

KSU

(design)

KISR

KFU

KSU

A Row 2 (12,043,609): Lafave signed BOTH the POA (Act 1) and the PTOL-85B (Act 2) — sole-actor
patent. A Row 13 (12,127,901): The Lafave self-attribution. PTOL-85B dated 2024-09-25, 112 days after the

campaign’s documented end date of 2024-06-05. Same form, same signer, different name.
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Per-staffer summary across the 12 Litman patents

Role Person Count %
PTOL-85B signer (the “Box 2” typist) Lafave 12 /12 100%
POA signer (the “Appoint CN-37833” act) Goldberg 8/12 67%
POA signer Lafave 1/12 8%
POA signer Meyer 1/12 8%
POA signer Reg. 147148 (NGM, unidentified) 1/12 8%
POA signer KISR Director General (applicant) 1/12 8%

The single common thread across all 12 patents is James Lafave. Whether the POA was signed by
Goldberg, Meyer, Lafave himself, an unidentified NGM attorney, or even the applicant’s own director —
Lafave typed “Richard C. Litman” in Box 2 of the PTOL-85B every single time.

2. The Lafave self-attribution proves Box 2 is a manual choice (forensic
record)

Two PTOL-85B forms, four months apart, both signed by James Lafave (Reg. 71013), both filed under
deposit account 14-0112 (NGM), both for King Saud University patents:

US 12,127,901 (Lafave self-
attribution)

US 12,194,434 (last “Litman” form)

Application 18/612,504 18/628,953

IFEE date 2024-05-28 2024-09-25

Authorized Signature /James Lafave/ /James Lafave/

Reg. # 71013 71013

Box 2 Line 1 (firm) Nath, Goldberg & Meyer Nath, Goldberg & Meyer

Box 2 Line 2 Richard C. Litman James Lafave < changed

(attorney)

Correspondence Richard C. Litman / NGM / 112 S. West St. / (same)

Address Alexandria

Assignee King Saud University King Saud University

Inventor Ayman M. Atta Amani Abdulaziz Mirdad

Docket 33056.80A 33092.11U (legacy LLO 5-digit.2-
digit)
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This single comparison forecloses the following defense theories: - “Box 2 is automatic” —
disproved (different name in same form by same signer) - “Box 2 is the system default for CN-37833” —
disproved (the alternate value was used) - “Lafave was following Goldberg’s standing instructions” —
disproved (Lafave’s own name appears, no Goldberg involvement) - “Lafave didn’t know what was in Box 2”
— disproved (he typed his own name in it) - “Box 2 reflects who is actually responsible for the matter” —
even if true, the choice WAS deliberate per the form

Strategic consequence: Each of the 12 Litman post-SOL patents traces to two named NGM personnel
acts: 1. One POA appointment (Goldberg in 8 cases, Meyer/Lafave/Reg.147148/KISR-Dir. in 4 cases) 2.
One PTOL-85B Box 2 entry — Lafave signed all 12, typed Litman’s name in all 12

There is no “system error” or “ministerial routine” defense available. Each of these 12 acts was personal,
manual, and elected by Lafave with knowledge that Box 2 was a manual field.

3. Date distribution — the abrupt September 2024 cutoff

Monthly distribution of NGM CN-37833 patents granted in the SOL window, by AOR attorney printed on
face:

Month Litman Goldberg Litman %
2024-07 3 9 25.0%
2024-08 5 20 20.0%
2024-09 o 39 0.0% <« step-function cutoff
2024-10 3 38 7.3% <« brief revert
2024-11 0o 28 0.0%
2024-12 (o} 74 0.0%
2025-01 1 34 2.9% « final straggler (12,194,434)
2025-02 — 2026-04 o 216 0.0% (15 months continuous)

The transition is not a gradual taper. It is a step-function cutoff in September 2024, with a brief October
revert (3 patents whose PTOL-85B forms were already in the queue from April-June 2024) and a final
January 2025 straggler (12,194,434, PTOL-85B 5/28/2024). After January 2025, 15 consecutive months
of zero Litman attribution across 216 patents.

9 .

This pattern is inconsistent with any “natural attrition,” “transitional period,” or “Litman was retiring”

narrative. It is consistent with a deliberate firm-wide policy decision around June 5, 2024.
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4. Per-client breakdown — Litman vs Goldberg attribution within the
same clients

The earlier hypothesis that NGM elected Litman for ME-government clients is falsified by the 449-
applicant pull. Within the same client portfolios:

Client (assignee) Litmi:::: Goldberg-AOR patents List:; ar:
King Faisal University 7 ~213 (incl. lowercase = ~220 3.2%
variants)

King Saud University 1 ~146  ~147 0.7%
Kuwait Inst. for Scientific 1 3 4 25.0%
Research

Kuwait University o) 34 34 0.0%
United Arab Emirates University 0] 18 18 0.0%
Other / blank / smaller (3 unknown) 35 38 —

The 12 Litman elections are time-clustered, not client-clustered. KFU and KSU got both Litman
attribution (early in the window, from the Lafave campaign) and overwhelming Goldberg attribution (post-
campaign).

5. The 449 Goldberg patents — capability-and-control exhibit

The 449 Goldberg-AOR patents (granted 2024-07-21 — 2026-04-25 under CN-37833) are not §51 evidence
directly (no Litman name on the face). But they foreclose multiple defense theories at scale:

* “NGM doesn’t control routing under CN-37833” — disproved by 449 deliberate Goldberg
attributions

* “Box 2 is a system default” — disproved by 449 active Goldberg entries

 “Litman was inactive / the firm used historical templates” — disproved by 449
contemporaneous Goldberg entries in the same window

 “Ministerial oversight by clerical staff” — disproved by 449 manual Box 2 elections (each of which
required a registered practitioner’s signature on the PTOL-85B per the form’s own instructions)

The 449 should be presented as a single-page exhibit (count + assignee distribution + monthly trend) — its
sole purpose is to lock the per-patent-election story.
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6.

The Lafave anomaly (US 12,127,901) — its own evidentiary value

Setting aside the comparison value for §51, the Lafave self-attribution patent has independent significance:

1.

7.

Lafave is the sole common thread across 17 PTOL-85B forms (16 Litman-attributed + 1 self-
attributed). Not Goldberg, not Meyer, not the firm — Lafave personally.

. The self-attribution is dated after the campaign’s documented end (2024-09-25 vs. campaign

end 2024-06-05). It marks Lafave’s first documented post-campaign PTOL-85B in our corpus.

. The docket (33092.11U) is a legacy LLO STI/PracticeMaster docket — i.e., a Litman-originated

KSU matter. Lafave’s choice not to use Litman’s name on a Litman-originated matter is itself
meaningful.

. The POA signer is Meyer (not Goldberg) — the only Meyer-signed POA in this set besides

12,062,780. Whether Meyer’s involvement signaled anything about the matter’s handling is a discovery
question.

. Per existing memory project_ptol85b_smoking_gun.md , Lafave was the staffer who chose the per-

patent attorney name. Him appearing on the face is consistent with him having “promoted” his own
name to the AOR slot for one matter as the campaign wound down. Possible motives for discovery:
personal involvement with the matter, rehearsal of the post-Litman attribution mechanic, or a one-off
slip when the campaign rules changed.

Strategic implications and adjusted direction

What just got proven (definitively)

1.

Per-patent name election is a manual, registered-practitioner act — not a default, not a
system feature, not clerical inertia. Lafave’s 9/25/2024 self-substitution proves it.

. The 12 Litman post-SOL patents are documented personal acts by named NGM personnel

— Lafave on PTOL-85B (12/12) and Goldberg/Meyer/Lafave/etc. on POA (each named).

. NGM controls CN-37833 entirely — proven by 449 Goldberg elections.

4. The campaign was time-bounded and deliberately ended around 6/5/2024. The 6-week

proximity to the SOL cutoff (7/21/2024) is a discovery question on its face.

What needs revision

1.

2.

“13 patents post-7/21/2024” — corrected to 12. All material referencing 13 should be updated.

“Litman elections for ME clients” — corrected to “Litman attribution within the SOL
window is the abandoned-campaign tail.” The narrative is no longer client-specific.

. “Per-patent election” framing is preserved and strengthened — but the supporting evidence is

the 17-form comparative record, not the inference from a sample of 3 patents in the existing PTOL85B
smoking-gun memory.
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Adjusted Exhibit A direction (the 12-patent core liability set)

« Cover page: “12 of 462 NGM CN-37833 patents granted in the SOL window list Plaintiff as Attorney,
Agent, or Firm. Each represents a personal act by James Lafave (Reg. 71013) within a documented 16-
form Lafave-signed PTOL-85B campaign that ran 12/18/2023 — 6/5/2024 and was unilaterally
abandoned thereafter. The 449 Goldberg-attributed patents in the same window establish that NGM
controls and elects Box 2 entries per-patent.”

 Per-patent grid: 12 face pages with “Attorney, Agent, or Firm: Nath, Goldberg & Meyer; Richard C.
Litman” highlighted, paired with the corresponding Lafave-signed PTOL-85B page showing Box 2 with
“Richard C. Litman” typed in.

« Smoking-gun panel: Side-by-side comparison of the PTOL-85B for 12,194,434 (last Litman) and
12,127,901 (Lafave self-attribution) — the four-month, same-signer, different-name comparison.

« Capability exhibit (Exhibit B): 1-page roll-up of the 449 Goldberg patents — count, assignee
distribution, monthly trend.

« CPLR 3123 Notice to Admit: Per-patent admissions (face page text, issue date, no written consent)
plus universe admissions (NGM controls CN-37833; Box 2 is a manual entry; 449 Goldberg attributions
in the same window; Lafave manually typed each Box 2 entry across 16 forms; Lafave changed Box 2 to
his own name on 9/25/2024).

Diagnostic questions resolved

Question (from earlier) Answer

Per-client breakdown of the 7 KFU, 2 KSU, 1 KISR, 2 unknown (image-only PDFs); not client-specific in any
12 meaningful sense

Date distribution of the 12 All 11 with PTOL-85B in 12/2023—6/2024; abrupt step-function cutoff in 9/2024

Per-staffer / PTOL-85B Lafave 12/12 on PTOL-85B; mixed POA signers (Goldberg 8, Meyer 1, Lafave 1,
signer Reg.147148 1, KISR-Dir 1)

Lafave AOR finding (US Lafave personally typed his own name in Box 2 on 9/25/2024 — campaign-end
12,127,901) specimen, KSU legacy LLO docket

New diagnostic questions opened (for follow-up)

1. Why did the campaign end on 6/5/2024? What event in late May / early June 2024 triggered the
policy shift? (Discovery target: NGM internal communications, partner emails, billing-system entries,
Aaron Gould or Heba Carter contemporaneous notes.)

2. What happened to the matters with PTOL-85Bs filed after 9/25/2024? Was Lafave still
signing them? If so, what name was in Box 2? (ODP query: all CN-37833 PTOL-85Bs filed 9/26/2024 —
present, signer + Box 2 entry.)

3. Are there any pre-7/21/2024 NGM CN-37833 patents where Lafave attributed himself or
someone other than Litman/Goldberg? (Background pattern check.)

4. Was the Lafave self-substitution on 12,127,901 an exception or the start of a discrete sub-
pattern? (Need to query for any Lafave-AOR patents post-9/25/2024.)
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Files produced 2026-04-25

« output/patent_count_refresh/ngm_cn37833_grants_post_20240721.csv — 463 grants (raw API
pull)

« output/patent_count_refresh/ngm_cn37833_grants_classified.csv — 463 grants with AOR
classification (Litman / Goldberg / Lafave)

e output/patent_count_refresh/litman_12_with_applicant_and_docs.csv — 12 Litman + Lafave
with applicant + key IFW pointers

» output/patent_count_refresh/goldberg_449_with_applicant.csv — 449 Goldberg with applicant
(showed KFU 213 / KSU 146 dominance)

« output/patent_count_refresh/ifw_raw/*.json — raw IFW JSON for 13 apps

« output/patent_count_refresh/ptol185b_pdfs/*x.pdf — IFEE + POA PDFs for the 12 + Lafave
anomaly

» output/patent_count_refresh/ptol85b_pdfs/png/*.png — rendered for visual review

» This findings document.

APl access

USPTO ODP API key was provided 2026-04-25 by the user. Endpoint: https://api.uspto.gov/api/vl/
patent/applications/search with X-API-Key header. Reproducible via scripts/
verify odp_litman.py if USPTO_ODP_API_KEY is set in the environment.
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