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Uncle Photos Exhibit Binder — 4/27/2026
Litman v. Goldberg · Index No. 524343/2025 · NY Sup. Ct. Kings County · Hon. Brian L. Gotlieb, J.S.C.

This binder catalogues the 20 photographs Plaintiff Richard C. Litman transmitted on 4/27/2026 in response to two questions:
(1) Did Goldberg tell KFU that Litman was their contact? (2) Are Goldberg's email exchanges with Litman in the record? The
accompanying analysis is in the Uncle Photos Evidence Memo, 4/27/2026.

Exhibit groupings:

EX-A — Goldberg-signed KFU Patent Assignment Cover Sheets (NEW evidence category, post-arbitration)
EX-B — Background: NGM standard practice naming Litman as correspondent (UAEU, pre-arbitration)
EX-C — Direct Goldberg ↔ Litman emails and KSU client cascade
EX-D — Plaintiff's Phase-1 limited discovery proposal and Defendant's refusal
EX-E — Track 2 (§§ 50-51): post-litigation USPTO correspondent listing
EX-F — Filing-track and background
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EX-A1 — USPTO Patent Assignment Cover Sheet — KFU Docket 33135.22U

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: USPTO Patent Assignment Cover Sheet for U.S. Patent Application No. 18/383,448. Receiving Party:
KING FAISAL UNIVERSITY. Correspondent: RICHARD C. LITMAN NATH, GOLDBERG & MEYER. Submitter
signature: /JOSHUA B. GOLDBERG/. Date signed: 10/29/2023 (137 days post-arbitration). Reel 065379, Frame 0084. Public
record on the USPTO Assignment Database. This is a separate evidence category from the 16 Goldberg-signed Powers of
Attorney already in the case record.

Source file: IMG_9B5E9D57-59CD-4579-9588-78D8CCB3B123.jpeg
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EX-A2 — KFU Assignment 33135.22U — alternate view

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Same assignment as EX-A1, alternate cover-sheet view. Confirms inventor list (Hany Mohamed Abd
El-Lateef Ahmed; Mai Mostafa Khalaf Ali; Amer A Amer; Antar Ahmed Abdelhamid Ahmed) with execution dates
10/20/2023.

Source file: IMG_0902.jpeg
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EX-A3 — KFU Assignment 33135.22U — submitter close-up

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Close-up of the submitter / Reel-Frame block. Confirms /JOSHUA B. GOLDBERG/ signature with
10/29/2023 date. Email: jgoldberg@nathlaw.com. Goldberg is recorded by USPTO as the submitter who designated Litman as
KFU's correspondent.

Source file: IMG_0908.jpeg
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EX-A4 — KFU Assignment 33135.22U — receiving-party block

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Close-up of the receiving-party block: KING FAISAL UNIVERSITY, P.O. Box 55110, Al-Ahsa, Saudi
Arabia, postal code 31982. Confirms KFU is the foreign sovereign assignee whose USPTO records will list Litman as
correspondent.

Source file: IMG_0909.jpeg
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EX-A5 — KFU Assignment 33135.22U — Reel/Frame

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Close-up showing 'PATENT REEL: 065379 FRAME: 0084' identifier. This is the canonical USPTO
Assignment Database citation that opposing counsel can verify independently.

Source file: IMG_0911.PNG
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EX-A6 — USPTO Patent Assignment Cover Sheet — KFU Docket 33150.15U

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Second Goldberg-signed KFU assignment. U.S. Patent Application No. 18/392,663. Receiving Party:
KING FAISAL UNIVERSITY. Correspondent: RICHARD C. LITMAN NATH, GOLDBERG & MEYER. Submitter
signature: /JOSHUA B. GOLDBERG/. Date signed: 12/21/2023 (190 days post-arbitration). EPAS ID PAT8344797. Same
pattern as EX-A1: Goldberg's hand on a USPTO public record naming Litman as KFU's correspondent attorney.

Source file: IMG_0910.PNG
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EX-A7 — KFU Assignment 33150.15U — alternate page

Goldberg-signed KFU assignment (post-arbitration)

Legal significance: Alternate page of the 33150.15U assignment. Confirms Reel 065933, Frame 0139. The 12/21/2023 date
pairs with the existing same-day double-document finding for App. 18,392,663.

Source file: IMG_0912.PNG
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EX-B1 — USPTO Patent Assignment Cover Sheet — UAEU Docket 33090.24U

(NOT Goldberg-signed)

Background — NGM standard practice naming Litman as correspondent

Legal significance: U.S. Patent Application No. 18/118,551. Receiving Party: UNITED ARAB EMIRATES UNIVERSITY.
Correspondent: RICHARD C. LITMAN NATH, GOLDBERG & MEYER. Submitter: /Nahied K. Usman/ (Reg. 47,148,
NOT Goldberg). Date signed: 3/7/2023. Predates the 6/14/2023 arbitration award. Included for completeness — establishes that
NGM's standard practice was to name Litman as correspondent on assignments to Middle East university clients, but this
particular assignment is NOT part of the post-arbitration Goldberg-signed set.

Source file: IMG_0907.jpeg
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EX-C1 — Goldberg → Litman email, 3/6/2023 — KSU $1.4M wire transfer

thread

Direct Goldberg ↔ Litman email exchange

Legal significance: Email forwarded by Plaintiff to himself on 7/20/2025. Original message: From Joshua B. Goldberg
(jgoldberg@nathlaw.com), To Richard C. Litman (rclitman@gmail.com), Mon Mar 6 2023 16:34, Subject: 'FW: wire transfer
with amount ($1,437,568.00)'. Quoted text: 'Rich, Thank you again for the time and discussion on Friday. I felt like we had a
good talk. It will be important to keep the momentum going. I looked into where I thought I remembered seeing that KSU was
going to pay us some additional monies based on old outstanding invoices...' Signed Joshua B. Goldberg, Co-Managing Partner,
'Green Patent Guy', Brooklyn NY. Direct evidence Goldberg personally ran the KSU receivables relationship under Plaintiff's
name.

Source file: IMG_0732.PNG
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EX-C2 — KSU IPTL → Martha Long with Goldberg + Litman BOTH on CC

('#VERY URGENT#')

Cascade — client treats Goldberg + Litman as one attorney team

Legal significance: Email from KSU's Intellectual Property and Technology Licensing Program. To: Martha Long. CC: KSU;
Joshua Goldberg; Richard Litman; Thamer Ali Albahkali; Hany Hassan Aly. Subject: 'New Invoices'. Body opens
'#VERY URGENT#' followed by an invoice-status request. KSU client treats Goldberg AND Litman as part of one attorney
team; Goldberg sees the operational client traffic in real time and does not correct the attribution. Original photo was HEIC
(iPhone Live Photo); converted to PNG for the binder.

Source file: IMG_1728.png
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EX-C3 — Martha Long → KSU IPTL with Litman CC'd; KSU IP Manager replies

addressing Martha

Cascade — Goldberg-supervised paralegal sending Litman-name correspondence to KSU

Legal significance: Subject: 'Re: Completed Patent Search -- Docket 33115.00S -- Ref.: 1168 -- New Invention Disclosure
Titled: Non-Spill Test Tube'. Hany Hassan (KSU IP Office Manager, iptl@ksu.edu.sa) replies addressing Martha by name.
Downstream: Martha Long (Thursday January 18, 2024 3:45 PM) sent the 'Completed Patent Search' to KSU IPTL with
Richard Litman; KSU; Thamer Ali Albahkali; Hany Hassan Aly; Mohamed Elsayed Bassuni on CC. The Long-cascade in
primary-source form on a KSU docket.

Source file: IMG_0755.PNG
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EX-C4 — Jerry Meyer → Litman, 3/9/2021 — KSU 5-year tail discussion

Direct attorney-to-attorney correspondence (NGM partner Meyer to Litman)

Legal significance: Email from Jerry Meyer (jmeyer@nathlaw.com) on 3/9/2021 at 08:28:54 EST, Subject 'Re: CASE Act'.
Discusses KSU receivables, payment timing, and (highlighted by Plaintiff) 'we need to define our relationship during the 5-year
tail of the agreement, not just payment procedure, but regarding health insurance coverage and other benefits. As Josh has said,
and I am in full agreement, your health is most important. If you are healthy and want to restart doing your magic while we
pause the tail portion of the agreement, then we are all for it. And, if you do not want the money now, we are happy to put it
aside in a trust account.' Background to Track 1 (Practice payout enforcement).

Source file: IMG_0741.PNG
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EX-D1 — Aaron Gould (Connell Foley) → Litman — quarterly reconciliations

Outside counsel correspondence on accounting cadence

Legal significance: Email from Aaron H. Gould of Connell Foley LLP. To: Richard. CC: Leo (J. Hurley). Subject: 'RE: Litman
-- quarterly reconciliations'. Quoted text: 'I did not state there are reconciliation reports that you do not have. You received the
attached reconciliation report and all payments listed therein. You also received at the time of payment like you did for 3rd
Quarter 2025, monthly Payment Allocation by Client reports, monthly Receivables by Client reports...' Confirms the
production-source PARs and reconciliation cadence; corroborates the $2.1M / $2.4M anchor.

Source file: IMG_1788.png
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EX-D2 — Aaron Gould → Litman — 'Richard: No.' refusal of Phase-1 limited

discovery

Discovery-record exhibit (defendant's contemporaneous refusal)

Legal significance: Email from Aaron H. Gould (Connell Foley) to Richard, with Leo (Hurley) on CC. Subject: 'RE: Litman v
NGM (EDNY) -- phase 1 limited discovery proposal'. Full body: 'Richard: No. Regards, Aaron'. Sent in reply to Litman's
11/13/2025 4:58 PM proposal (see EX-D3). Goes directly to the discovery-record narrative — Defendant refused to produce on
the use-of-name claim.

Source file: IMG_0858.PNG
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EX-D3 — Litman → Aaron Gould — Phase-1 limited discovery proposal (full

text)

Plaintiff's discovery proposal (refused)

Legal significance: Plaintiff's 11/13/2025 4:58 PM email to Aaron Gould proposing Phase-1 limited discovery on: (a) use of
Plaintiff's Patent Attorney identity and image; (b) use of Plaintiff's Patent Attorney e-signature; (c) identifying Plaintiff Patent
Attorney as Attorney of Record; (d) post-6/14/2023 USPTO patents for KFU and KSU; (e) post-6/14/2023 USPTO patent
documents filed for KFU and KSU; (f) website representations of Plaintiff as Patent Attorney; (g) website representations of
Plaintiff as Patent Attorney -- Retired; (h) use of email identifiers resolving as Richard Litman in client and USPTO emails.
'Phase II would relate to other clients post-arbitration and expanded discovery based on Phase I, as needed. Neither phase
should be burdensome.' Refused by EX-D2.

Source file: IMG_0859.PNG
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EX-D4 — Litman → Gould proposal — printed copy with handwriting

Plaintiff's discovery proposal (printed)

Legal significance: Printed copy of EX-D3 with Plaintiff's annotations. Same Phase-1 limited discovery proposal in printed
form. Establishes that Plaintiff transmitted the proposal in writing and retained a paper copy.

Source file: IMG_DA6153AD-E7AD-44A1-800D-33BA67FC17B9.JPG
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EX-E1 — USPTO Trademark Notification, 10/30/2025 — Litman still listed as

correspondent (post-litigation)

Track 2 (§§ 50-51) — incoming USPTO correspondent listing

Legal significance: Official USPTO Notification from TMOfficialNotices@uspto.gov for U.S. Trademark Application SN
88,205,019 -- Docket/Reference No. 6217.50. Sent: Thursday October 30, 2025, 09:18:21 EDT. Recipients: Howard Kline;
Richard Litman; Docketing; Efile. Three months post-litigation filing (which was 7/21/2025), Plaintiff's name still on
USPTO's correspondent list for an NGM trademark. The latest confirmed incoming USPTO record naming Plaintiff as
correspondent.

Source file: IMG_1824.PNG
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EX-E2 — Kline → outside client, 7/25/2025 — TM renewal email CC'ing Litman

(NEW LATEST CONFIRMED NAME USE)

Track 2 (§§ 50-51) — Kline-cascade outgoing client correspondence

Legal significance: Email from Howard W. Kline, Partner at Nath, Goldberg & Meyer (hkline@nathlaw.com), to outside
client jfus@wi.rr.com, with Richard Litman on CC. Sent: July 25, 2025 at 10:32. Subject: 'TM Renewal due in July 2026;
QUICK BIB; NGM Ref: 23752.02'. Body: 'Dear James, Please find attached our letter reporting that to keep the
above-referenced US trademark registration in force it will be necessary to file a trademark renewal with the USPTO by July 25,
2026...' Signature block: NGM letterhead, 112 S. West Street, Alexandria VA 22314, Howard W. Kline, Partner. This is a new
latest-confirmed-name-use anchor: 7/25/2025. One day after the prior anchor (7/24/2025 Hashtag Sports cease-and-desist)
and seven days after Plaintiff's email accounts were allegedly ‘eliminated’ on 7/18/2025. The email proves NGM continued
using Plaintiff's name on outgoing client correspondence post-elimination, as part of the Kline-cascade documented in the
Trademark Name-Use Memo.

Source file: IMG_1705.JPG
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EX-F1 — Plaintiff's Pro Se signature block (formal recital)

Filing-ready signature template

Legal significance: ChatGPT output showing the formal signature-block format Plaintiff is using on Pro Se filings. Dated
November 7, 2025, Brooklyn New York. /s/ Richard C. Litman. 172 Sterling Place, Apt. 8, Brooklyn, NY 11217. (703)
409-8850. rclitman@gmail.com. Used for any new affidavit / declaration the case requires.

Source file: IMG_1822.PNG
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EX-F2 — EDNY Pro Se filing portal screenshot

Filing track (background)

Legal significance: Screenshot of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of New York Pro Se filing portal. Background
context for the parallel federal-court filing track; not § 51 substance.

Source file: IMG_1765.PNG
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EX-F3 — Commentary: Why USPTO Authority Is Personal

Theoretical background

Legal significance: Curated content describing USPTO registration as conferring individual (not firm-level) authority under
MPEP § 402 and 37 C.F.R. § 1.34. Background reading for the per-attorney election theory; not a § 51 evidentiary exhibit but
supports the underlying legal framework.

Source file: IMG_1915.PNG


