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Commissioners

The three initial Commissioners took office March 1, 1903. From 1903 to 1919 the Commissioners were appointed
by the Governor subject to confirmation by the General Assembly. Between 1919 and 1926 they were elected by popular
vote. Between 1926 and 1928 they were appointed by the Governor subject to confirmation by the General Assembly. Since
1928 they have been elected by the General Assembly.

The names and terms of office of the Commissioners:

Years
Beverley T. Crump March 1, 1903 to June 1, 1907 4
Henry C. Stuart March 1, 1903 to February 28, 1908 5
Henry Fairfax March 1, 1903 to October 1, 1905 3
Jos. E. Willard October 1, 1905 to February 18, 1910 4
Robert R. Prentis June 1, 1907 to November 17, 1916 9
Wm. F. Rhea February 28, 1908 to November 15, 1925 18
J. R. Wingfield February 18, 1910 to January 31, 1918 8
C. B. Garnett November 17, 1916 to October 28, 1918 2
Alexander Forward February 1, 1918 to December 5, 1923 5
Raobert E. Williams November 12, 1918 to July 1, 1919 1
(Temporary Appointment during absence of Forward on military service)
S. L. Lupton October 28, 1918 to June 1, 1919 1
Berkley D. Adams June 12, 1919 to January 31, 1928 9
Oscar L. Shewmake December 16, 1923 to November 24, 1924 1
H. Lester Hooker November 25, 1924 to January 31, 1972 47
Louis S. Epes November 16, 1925 to November 16, 1929 4
Wm. Meade Fletcher February 1, 1928 to December 19, 1943 16
George C. Peery November 29, 1929 to April 17, 1933 3
Thos. W. Ozlin April 17, 1933 to July 14, 1944 11
Harvey B. Apperson January 31, 1944 to Octaber 5, 1947 4
Raobert O. Norris August 30, 1944 to November 20, 1944
L. McCarthy Downs December 16, 1944 to April 18, 1949 5
W. Marshall King October 7, 1947 to June 24, 1957 10
Ralph T. Catterall April 28, 1949 to January 31, 1973 24
Jesse W. Dillon July 16, 1957 to January 28, 1972 14
Preston C. Shannon March 10, 1972 to January 31, 1996 25
Junie L. Bradshaw March 10, 1972 to January 31, 1985 13
Thomas P. Harwood, Jr. February 20, 1973 to February 20, 1992 19
Elizabeth B. Lacy April 1, 1985 to December 31, 1988 4
Theodore V. Morrison, Jr. February 15, 1989 to December 31, 2007 19
Hullihen Williams Moore February 26, 1992 to January 31, 2004 13
Clinton Miller February 15, 1996 to January 31, 2006 11
Mark C. Christie February 1, 2004 to
Judith Williams Jagdmann February 1, 2006 to
James C. Dimitri September 3, 2008 to
From 1903 through 2008 the lines of succession wer e:
Years Years Years
Crump 4 Stuart 5 Fairfax 3
Prentis 9 Rhea 18 Willard 4
Garnett 2 Epes 4 Wingfield 8
Lupton 1 Peery 3 Forward 5
Adams 9 Ozlin 11 Williams 1
Fletcher 16 Norris 0 Shewmake 1
Apperson 4 Downs 5 Hooker 47
King 10 Catterall 24 Bradshaw 13
Dillon 14 Harwood 19 Lacy 4
Shannon 25 Moore 13 Morrison 19

Miller 11 Christie 5 Dimitri
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Preface

The State Corporation Commission is vested with regulatory authority over many businesses and economic interests
in Virginia. These interests are as varied as the SCC's powers, which are derived from the Constitution of Virginiaand state
statutes. The SCC's authority ranges from setting rates charged by public utilities to serving as the central filing office in
Virginiafor corporate charters.

Established by the Virginia Constitution of 1902 to oversee the railroad and telephone and telegraph industries
operating in the Commonwealth, the SCC's jurisdiction now includes supervision of many businesses that have a direct
impact on Virginia consumers. The SCC is charged with administering the Virginia laws related to the regulation of public
utilities, insurance, state-chartered financial institutions, investment securities, retail franchising, and utility and railroad
safety. In addition, it is the state's central filing office for Uniform Commercia Code financing statements and for
documents that create corporations, limited liability companies, business trusts, and limited partnerships.

The SCC's structure is unique. No other state has placed in a single agency such a broad array of regulatory
responsibility. Created by the state constitution as a permanent department of government, the SCC possesses legidative,
judicial, and administrative powers. The decisions of the SCC can be appealed only to the Supreme Court of Virginia
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CHAPTER 20

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

PART I.
GENERAL PROVISIONS.
5 VAC 5-20-10. Applicability.

The State Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure are promulgated pursuant to the authority of § 12.1-25 of the Code of
Virginia and are applicable to the regulatory and adjudicatory proceedings of the State Corporation Commission except where superseded by more specific
rules for particular types of cases or proceedings. When necessary to serve the ends of justice in a particular case, the commission may grant, upon motion
or itsown initiative, awaiver or modification of any of the provisions of the rules, except 5 VAC 5-20-220, under terms and conditions and to the extent it
deems appropriate. These rules do not apply to the internal administration or organization of the commission in matters such as the procurement of goods
and services, personnel actions, and similar issues, nor to matters that are being handled administratively by a division or bureau of the commission.

5 VAC 5-20-20. Good faith pleading and practice.

Every pleading, written motion, or other document presented for filing by a party represented by an attorney shall be signed by at least one
attorney of record in the attorney'sindividual name, and the attorney's mailing address and telephone number, and where available, telefax number and email
address, shall be stated. An individual not represented by an attorney shall sign the individual's pleading, motion, or other document, and shall state the
individual's mailing address and telephone number. A partnership not represented by an attorney shall have a partner sign the partnership's pleading, motion,
or other document, and shall state the partnership's mailing address and telephone number. A nonlawyer may only represent the interests of another before
the commission in the presentation of facts, figures, or factual conclusions, as distinguished from legal arguments or conclusions. In the case of an
individual or entity not represented by counsel, each signature shall be that of a qualified officer or agent. The pleadings need not be under oath unless so
required by statute.

The commission allows electronic filing. Before filing electronically, the filer shall complete an electronic document filing authorization form,
establish a filer authentication password with the Clerk of the State Corporation Commission and otherwise comply with the electronic filing procedures
adopted by the commission. Upon establishment of a filer authentication password, a filer may make electronic filings in any case. All documents
submitted electronically must be capable of being printed as paper documents without loss of content or appearance.

The signature of an attorney or party constitutes a certification that (i) the attorney or party has read the pleading, motion, or other document;
(i) to the best of the attorney's or party's knowledge, information, and belief formed after reasonable inquiry, it is well grounded in fact and is warranted by
existing law or a good faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law; and (iii) it is not interposed for any improper purpose, such
asto harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation. A pleading, written motion, or other document will not be accepted
for filing by the Clerk of the Commission if not signed.

An oral motion made by an attorney or party in a commission proceeding constitutes a representation that the motion (i) is well grounded in fact
and is warranted by existing law or a good faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law; and (ii) is not interposed for any
improper purpose, such as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation.

5VAC 5-20-30. Counsel.

Except as otherwise provided in 5 VAC 50-20-20, no person other than a properly licensed attorney at law shall file pleadings or papers or appear
at a hearing to represent the interests of another person or entity before the commission. An attorney admitted to practice in another jurisdiction, but not
licensed in Virginia, may be permitted to appear in a particular proceeding pending before the commission in association with a member of the Virginia
State Bar. The Virginia State Bar member will be counsel of record for every purpose related to the conduct and disposition of the proceeding.

In al appropriate proceedings before the commission, the Division of Consumer Counsel, Office of the Attorney General, may appear and
represent and be heard on behalf of consumers' interests, and investigate matters relating to such appearance, and otherwise may participate to the extent
reasonably necessary to discharge its statutory duties.

5 VAC 5-20-40. Photographs and broadcasting of proceedings.

Electronic media and still photography coverage of commission hearings will be allowed at the discretion of the commission.

5VAC 5-20-50. Consultation by parties with commissioners and hearing examiners.

No commissioner or hearing examiner shall consult with any party or any person acting on behalf of any party with respect to a pending formal
proceeding without giving adequate notice and opportunity for all parties to participate.
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5VAC 5-20-60. Commission staff.

The commissioners and hearing examiners shall be free at al times to confer with any member of the commission staff. However, no facts or
legal arguments likely to influence a pending formal proceeding and not of record in that proceeding shall be furnished ex parte to any commissioner or
hearing examiner by any member of the commission staff.

5VAC 5-20-70. Informal complaints.

All correspondence and informal complaints shall be referred to the appropriate division or bureau of the commission. The head of the division
or bureau receiving this correspondence or complaint shall attempt to resolve the matter presented. Matters not resolved to the satisfaction of all
participating parties by the informal process may be reviewed by the full commission upon the proper filing of aformal proceeding in accordance with the
rules by any party to the informal process.

PART I1.
COMMENCEMENT OF FORMAL PROCEEDINGS.
5 VAC 5-20-80. Regulatory proceedings.

A. Application. Except where otherwise provided by statute, rule or commission order, a person or entity seeking to engage in an industry or
business subject to the commission's regulatory control, or to make changes in any previously authorized service, rate, facility, or other aspect of such
industry or business that, by statute or rule, must be approved by the commission, shall file an application requesting authority to do so. The application
shall contain (i) a specific statement of the action sought; (ii) a statement of the facts that the applicant is prepared to prove that would warrant the action
sought; (iii) a statement of the legal basis for such action; and (iv) any other information required by law or regulation. Any person or entity filing an
application shall be a party to that proceeding.

B. Participation as a respondent. A notice of participation as a respondent is the proper initial response to an application. A notice of
participation shall be filed within the time prescribed by the commission and shall contain (i) a precise statement of the interest of the respondent; (ii) a
statement of the specific action sought to the extent then known; and (iii) the factual and legal basis for the action. Any person or entity filing a notice of
participation as arespondent shall be a party to that proceeding.

C. Public witnesses. Any person or entity not participating in a matter pursuant to subsection A or B of this section may make known their
position in any regulatory proceeding by filing written comments in advance of the hearing if provided for by commission order or by attending the hearing,
noting an appearance in the manner prescribed by the commission, and giving oral testimony. Public witnesses may not otherwise participate in the
proceeding, be included in the service list, or be considered a party to the proceeding.

D. Commission staff. The commission staff may appear and participate in any proceeding in order to see that pertinent issues on behalf of the
general public interest are clearly presented to the commission. The staff may, inter alia, conduct investigations and discovery, evaluate the issues raised,
testify and offer exhibits, file briefs and make argument, and be subject to cross-examination when testifying. Neither the commission staff collectively nor
any individual member of the commission staff shall be considered a party to the case for any purpose by virtue of participation in a proceeding.

5 VAC 5-20-90. Adjudicatory proceedings.

A. Initiation of proceedings. Investigative, disciplinary, penal, and other adjudicatory proceedings may be initiated by motion of the
commission staff or upon the commission's own motion. Further proceedings shall be controlled by the issuance of a rule to show cause, which shall give
notice to the defendant, state the allegations against the defendant, provide for a response from the defendant and, where appropriate, set the matter for
hearing. A ruleto show cause shall be served in the manner provided by § 12.1-19.1 or § 12.1-29 of the Code of Virginia. The commission staff shall prove
the case by clear and convincing evidence.

B. Answer. Ananswer isthe proper initial responsive pleading to a rule to show cause. An answer shall be filed within 21 days of service of
the rule to show cause, unless the commission shall order otherwise. The answer shall state, in narrative form, each defendant's responses to the allegations
in the rule to show cause and any affirmative defenses asserted by the defendant. Failure to file a timely answer may result in the entry of judgment by
default against the party failing to respond.

5 VAC 5-20-100. Other proceedings.

A. Promulgation of genera orders, rules, or regulations. Before promulgating a general order, rule, or regulation, the commission shall, by
order upon an application or upon its own motion, require reasonable notice of the contents of the proposed general order, rule, or regulation, including
publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations, and afford interested persons an opportunity to comment, present evidence, and be heard. A copy of
each general order, rule, and regulation adopted in final form by the commission shall be filed with the Registrar of Regulations for publication in the
Virginia Register of Regulations.

B. Petitions in other matters. Persons having a cause before the commission, whether by statute, rule, regulation, or otherwise, against a
defendant, including the commission, a commission bureau, or a commission division, shall proceed by filing a written petition containing (i) the identity of
the parties; (ii) a statement of the action sought and the legal basis for the commission's jurisdiction to take the action sought; (iii) a statement of the facts,
proof of which would warrant the action sought; (iv) a statement of the legal basis for the action; and (v) a certificate showing service upon the defendant.

Within 21 days of service of a petition under this rule, the defendant shall file an answer containing, in narrative form, (i) a response to each
alegation of the petition and (ii) a statement of each affirmative defense asserted by the defendant. Failure to file a timely answer may result in entry of
judgment by default against the defendant failing to respond. Upon order of the commission, the commission staff may participate in any proceeding under
thisrulein which it is not a defendant to the same extent as permitted by 5 VAC 5-20-80 D.
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C. Declaratory judgments. Persons having no other adequate remedy may petition the commission for a declaratory judgment. The petition
shall meet the requirements of subsection B of this section and, in addition, contain a statement of the basis for concluding that an actual controversy exists.
In the proceeding, the commission shall by order provide for the necessary notice, responsive pleadings, and participation by interested parties.

PART III.
PROCEDURE IN FORMAL PROCEEDINGS.
5VAC 5-20-110. Motions.

Motions may be filed for the same purposes recognized by the courts of record in the Commonwealth. Unless otherwise ordered by the
commission, any response to a motion must be filed within 14 days of the filing of the motion, and any reply by the moving party must be filed within
10 days of the filing of the response.

5VAC 5-20-120. Procedure before hearing examiners.

A. Assignment. The commission may, by order, assign a matter pending before it to a hearing examiner. Unless otherwise ordered, the hearing
examiner shall conduct all further proceedings in the matter on behalf of the commission in accordance with the rules. In the discharge of his duties, the
hearing examiner shall exercise all the adjudicatory powers possessed by the commission including, inter dia, the power to administer oaths; require the
attendance of witnesses and parties; require the production of documents; schedule and conduct pre-hearing conferences; admit or exclude evidence; grant or
deny continuances; and rule on motions, matters of law, and procedural questions. The hearing examiner shall, upon conclusion of all assigned duties, issue
awritten final report and recommendation to the commission at the conclusion of the proceedings.

B. Objections and certification of issues. An objection to aruling by the hearing examiner shall be stated with the reasons therefor at the time
of the ruling, and the objection may be argued to the commission as part of a response to the hearing examiner's report. A ruling by the hearing examiner
that denies further participation by a party in interest or the commission staff in a proceeding that has not been concluded may be immediately appealed to
the commission by filing a written motion with the commission for review. Upon the motion of any party or the staff, or upon the hearing examiner's own
initiative, the hearing examiner may certify any other material issue to the commission for its consideration and resolution. Pending resolution by the
commission of aruling appealed or certified, the hearing examiner shall retain procedural control of the proceeding.

C. Responsesto hearing examiner reports. Unless otherwise ordered by the hearing examiner, responses supporting or objecting to the hearing
examiner's final report must be filed within 21 days of the issuance of the report. A reply to aresponse to the hearing examiner's report may only be filed
with leave of the commission. The commission may accept, modify, or reject the hearing examiner's recommendations in any manner consistent with law
and the evidence, notwithstanding an absence of objections to the hearing examiner's report.

5VAC 5-20-130. Amendment of pleadings.

No amendment shall be made to any formal pleading after it is filed except by leave of the commission, which leave shall be liberally granted in
the furtherance of justice. The commission shall make such provision for notice and for opportunity to respond to the amended pleadings as it may deem
necessary and proper.

5VAC 5-20-140. Filing and service.

A formal pleading or other related document shall be considered filed with the commission upon receipt of the original and required copies by the
Clerk of the Commission no later than the time established for the closing of business of the clerk’s office on the day the item isdue. The original and copies
shall be stamped by the Clerk to show the time and date of receipt.

Electronic filings may be submitted at any time and will be deemed filed on the date and at the time the electronic document is received by the
commission's database; provided, that if a document is received when the clerk's office is not open for public business, the document shall be deemed filed
on the next regular business day. A filer will receive an electronic notification identifying the date and time the document is received by the commission's
database. An electronic document may be rejected if it is not submitted in compliance with these rules.

When a filing would otherwise be due on a day when the clerk's office is not open for public business, the filing will be timely if made on the
next regular business day when the office is open to the public. When a period of 15 days or fewer is permitted to make afiling or take other action pursuant
to commission rule or order, intervening weekends or holidays shall not be counted in determining the due date.

Service of aformal pleading, brief, or other document filed with the commission required to be served on the parties to a proceeding or upon the
commission staff, shall be effected by delivery of atrue copy to the party or staff, or by deposit of atrue copy into the United States mail properly addressed
and stamped, on or before the date of filing. Service on a party may be made by service on the party's counsel. Alternatively, electronic service shall be
permitted on parties or staff in cases where al parties and staff have agreed to such service, or where the commission has provided for such service by order.
At the foot of aformal pleading, brief, or other document required to be served, the party making service shall append a certificate of counsel of record that
copies were mailed or delivered as required. Notices, findings of fact, opinions, decisions, orders, or other documents to be served by the commission may
be served by United States mail. However, al writs, processes, and orders of the commission, when acting in conformity with § 12.1-27 of the Code of
Virginia, shall be attested and served in compliance with § 12.1-19.1 or 12.1-29 of the Code of Virginia.

5VAC 5-20-150. Copies and format.

Applications, petitions, responsive pleadings, briefs, and other documents must be filed in an original and 15 copies. Except as otherwise stated
in these rules, submissions filed electronically are exempt from the copy requirement.
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One copy of each responsive pleading or brief must be served on each party and the commission staff counsel assigned to the matter, or, if no
counsel has been assigned, on the general counsel.

Each document must be filed on standard size white opaque paper, 8-1/2 by 11 inches in dimension, and must be capable of being reproduced in
copies of archival quality. Submissionsfiled electronically shall be made in portable document format (PDF).

Pleadings shall be bound or attached on the left side and contain adequate margins. Each page following the first page shall be numbered. |If
necessary, a document may be filed in consecutively numbered volumes, each of which may not exceed three inches in thickness. Submissions filed
electronically may not exceed 100 pages of printed text of 8-1/2 by 11 inches.

Pleadings containing more than one exhibit should have dividers separating each exhibit and should contain an index. Exhibits such as maps,
plats, and photographs not easily reduced to standard size may be filed in a different size, as necessary. Submissions filed electronically that otherwise
would incorporate large exhibits impractical for conversion to electronic format shall be identified in the filing and include a statement that the exhibit was
filed in hardcopy and is available for viewing at the commission or that a copy may be obtained from the filing party. Such exhibit shall be filed in an
original and 15 copies.

All filed documents shall be fully collated and assembled into complete and proper sets ready for distribution and use, without the need for
further assembly, sorting, or rearrangement.

The Clerk of the Commission may reject the filing of any document not conforming to the requirements of thisrule.
5 VAC 5-20-160. Memorandum of completeness.

With respect to the filing of arate application or an application seeking actions, that by statute or rule must be completed within a certain number
of days, a memorandum shall be filed by an appropriate member of the commission staff within 10 days of the filing of the application stating whether all
necessary requirements imposed by statute or rule for filing the application have been met and all required information has been filed. If the requirements
have not been met, the memorandum shall state with specificity the remaining items to be filed. The Clerk of the Commission immediately shall serve a
copy of the memorandum on the filing party. The first day of the period within which action on the application must be concluded shall be set forth in the
memorandum and shall be the initial date of filing of applications that are found to be complete upon filing. Applications found to require supplementation
shall be complete upon the date of filing of the last item identified in the staff memorandum. Applications shall be deemed complete upon filing if the
memorandum of completenessis not timely filed.

5VAC 5-20-170. Confidential information.

A person who proposes in a formal proceeding that information to be filed with or submitted to the commission be withheld from public
disclosure on the ground that it contains trade secrets, privileged, or confidential commercial or financial information shall file this information under seal
with the Clerk of the Commission, or otherwise submit the information under seal to the commission staff as may be required. One copy of al such
information also shall be submitted under seal to the commission staff counsel assigned to the matter, or, where no counsel has been assigned, to the general
counsel who, until ordered otherwise by the commission, shall disclose the information only to the members of the commission staff directly assigned to the
matter as necessary in the discharge of their duties. Staff counsel and all members of the commission staff, until otherwise ordered by the commission, shall
maintain the information in strict confidence and shall not disclose its contents to members of the public, or to other staff members not assigned to the
matter. The commission staff or any party may object to the proposed withholding of the information.

Upon challenge, the filing party shall demonstrate to the satisfaction of the commission that the information should be withheld from public
disclosure. If the commission determines that the information should be withheld from public disclosure, it may nevertheless require the information to be
disclosed to parties to a proceeding under appropriate protective order.

Whenever a document is filed with the clerk under seal, an expurgated or redacted version of the document deemed by the filing party or
determined by the commission to be confidential shall be filed with the clerk for use and review by the public. A document containing confidential
information shall not be submitted electronically. An expurgated or redacted version of the document may be filed electronically. Documents containing
confidential information must be filed in hardcopy and in accordance with all requirements of these rules.

When the information at issue is not required to be filed or made a part of the record, a party who wishes to withhold confidential information
from filing or production may move the commission for a protective order without filing the materials. In considering such a motion, the commission may
require production of the confidential materials for inspection in camera, if necessary.

5 VAC 5-20-180. Official transcript of hearing.

The official transcript of a hearing before the commission or a hearing examiner shall be that prepared by the court reporters retained by the
commission and certified by the court reporter as a true and correct transcript of the proceeding. Transcripts of proceedings shall not be prepared except in
cases assigned to a hearing examiner, when directed by the commission, or when requested by a party desiring to purchase a copy. Parties desiring to
purchase copies of the transcript shall make arrangement for purchase with the court reporter. When a transcript is prepared, a copy thereof shall be made
available for public inspection in the Clerk of the Commission's office. By agreement of the parties, or as the commission may by order provide, corrections
may be made to the transcript.

5 VAC 5-20-190. Rules of evidence.
In proceedings under 5 VAC 5-20-90, and all other proceedings in which the commission shall be called upon to decide or render judgment only

in its capacity as a court of record, the common law and statutory rules of evidence shall be as observed and administered by the courts of record of the
Commonwealth. In other proceedings, evidentiary rules shall not be unreasonably used to prevent the receipt of evidence having substantial probative effect.
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5 VAC 5-20-200. Briefs.

Written briefs may be authorized at the discretion of the commission, except in proceedings under 5 VAC 5-20-100 A, where briefs may be filed
by right. The time for filing briefs and reply briefs, if authorized, shall be set at the time they are authorized. The commission may limit the length of a
brief. The commission may by order provide for the electronic filing or service of briefs.

5VAC 5-20-210. Oral argument.

The commission may authorize oral argument, limited as the commission may direct, on any pertinent matter at any time during the course of the
proceeding.

5VAC 5-20-220. Petition for rehearing or reconsideration.

Final judgments, orders, and decrees of the commission, except judgments prescribed by 8 12.1-36 of the Code of Virginia, and except as
provided in §8§ 13.1-614 and 13.1-813 of the Code of Virginia, shall remain under the control of the commission and subject to modification or vacation for
21 days after the date of entry. Except for good cause shown, a petition for rehearing or reconsideration must be filed not later than 20 days after the date of
entry of the judgment, order, or decree. The filing of a petition will not suspend the execution of the judgment, order, or decree, nor extend the time for
taking an appeal, unless the commission, within the 21-day period following entry of the final judgment, order or decree, shall provide for asuspensionin an
order or decree granting the petition. A petition for rehearing or reconsideration must be served on al parties and delivered to commission staff counsel on
or before the day on which it is filed. The commission will not entertain responses to, or requests for oral argument on, a petition. An order granting a
rehearing or reconsideration will be served on all parties and commission staff counsel by the Clerk of the Commission.

5VAC 5-20-230. Extension of time.

The commission may, at its discretion, grant a continuance, postponement, or extension of time for the filing of a document or the taking of an
action required or permitted by these rules, except for petitions for rehearing or reconsideration filed pursuant to 5 VAC 5-20-220. Except for good cause
shown, motions for extensions shall be made in writing, served on al parties and commission staff counsel, and filed with the commission at least three days
prior to the date the action sought to be extended is due.

PART V.
DISCOVERY AND HEARING PREPARATION PROCEDURES.
5 VAC 5-20-240. Prepared testimony and exhibits.

Following the filing of an application dependent upon complicated or technical proof, the commission may direct the applicant to prepare and file
the testimony and exhibits by which the applicant expects to establish its case. In all proceedings in which an applicant is required to file testimony,
respondents shall be permitted and may be directed by the commission or hearing examiner to file, on or before a date certain, testimony and exhibits by
which they expect to establish their case. Any respondent that chooses not to file testimony and exhibits by that date may not thereafter present testimony or
exhibits except by leave of the commission, but may fully participate in the proceeding and engage in cross-examination of the testimony and exhibits of
commission staff and other parties. The commission staff also shall file testimony and exhibits when directed to do so by the commission. Failure to
comply with the directions of the commission, without good cause shown, may result in rejection of the testimony and exhibits by the commission. With
leave of the commission and unless a timely objection is made, the commission staff or a party may correct or supplement any prepared testimony and
exhibits before or during the hearing. In al proceedings, al evidence must be verified by the witness before introduction into the record, and the
admissibility of the evidence shall be subject to the same standards as if the testimony were offered orally at hearing, unless, with the consent of the
commission, the staff and all parties stipulate the introduction of testimony without need for verification. An original and 15 copies of prepared testimony
and exhibits shall be filed unless otherwise specified in the commission's scheduling order and public notice, or unless the testimony and exhibits are filed
electronically and otherwise comply with these rules. Documents of unusual bulk or weight and physical exhibits other than documents need not be filed in
advance, but shall be described and made available for pretrial examination.

5 VAC 5-20-250. Process, witnesses, and production of documents and things.

A. Subpoenas. Commission staff and a party to a proceeding shall be entitled to process, to convene parties, to compel the attendance of
witnesses, and to compel the production of books, papers, documents, or things provided in thisrule.

B. Commission issuance and enforcement of other regulatory agency subpoenas. Upon motion by commission staff counsel, the commission
may issue and enforce subpoenas at the request of a regulatory agency of another jurisdiction if the activity for which the information is sought by the other
agency, if occurring in the Commonwealth, would be a violation of the laws of the Commonwealth that are administered by the commission.

A motion reguesting the issuance of a commission subpoena shall include:

1. A copy of the original subpoenaissued by the regulatory agency to the named defendant;

2. Anaffidavit of the requesting agency administrator stating the basis for the issuance of the subpoena under that state's laws; and

3. A memorandum from the commission's corresponding division director providing the basis for the issuance of the commission subpoena.

C. Documents. Inapending case, at the request of commission staff or any party, the Clerk of the Commission shall issue a subpoena. When a
matter is under investigation by commission staff, before a formal proceeding has been established, whenever it appears to the commission by affidavit filed

with the Clerk of the Commission by the commission staff or an individual, that a book, writing, document, or thing sufficiently described in the affidavit, is
in the possession, or under the control, of an identified person and is material and proper to be produced, the commission may order the Clerk of the
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Commission to issue a subpoena and to have the subpoena duly served, together with an attested copy of the commission's order compelling production at a
reasonable place and time as described in the commission's order.

D. Witnesses. Inapending case, at the request of commission staff or any party, the Clerk of the Commission shall issue a subpoena.
5 VAC 5-20-260. Interrogatoriesto parties or requests for production of documents and things.

The commission staff and a party in aformal proceeding before the commission, other than a proceeding under 5 VAC 5-20-100 A and C, may
serve written interrogatories or requests for production of documents upon a party, to be answered by the party served, or if the party served is an entity, by
an officer or agent of the entity, who shall furnish to the requesting party information as is known. Interrogatories or requests for production of documents
that cannot be timely answered before the scheduled hearing date may be served only with leave of the commission for good cause shown and upon such
conditions as the commission may prescribe. No interrogatories or requests for production of documents may be served upon a member of the commission
staff, except to discover factual information that supports the workpapers submitted by the staff to the Clerk of the Commission pursuant to
5VAC 5-20-270. All interrogatories and requests for production of documents shall be filed with the Clerk of the Commission.

The response to each interrogatory or document request shall identify by name the person making the response. Objections, if any, to specified
questions shall be stated with specificity, citing appropriate legal authority, and served with the list of responses. Responses and objections to interrogatories
or requests for production of documents shall be served within 14 days of receipt, unless otherwise ordered by the commission. Upon motion promptly
made and accompanied by a copy of the interrogatory or document request and the response or objection that is subject to the motion, the commission will
rule upon the validity of the objection; the objection otherwise will be considered sustained.

Interrogatories or requests for production of documents may relate to any matter not privileged, which is relevant to the subject matter involved,
including the existence, description, nature, custody, condition, and location of any books, documents, or other tangible things, and the identity and location
of persons having knowledge of evidentiary value. It is not grounds for objection that the information sought will be inadmissible at the hearing if the
information appears reasonably cal culated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.

Where the response to an interrogatory or document request may only be derived or ascertained from the business records of the party questioned,
from an examination, audit, or inspection of business records, or from a compilation, abstract, or summary of business records, and the burden of deriving or
ascertaining the response is substantially the same for one entity as for the other, a response is sufficient if it (i) identifies by name and location all records
from which the response may be derived or ascertained; and (ii) tenders to the inquiring party reasonable opportunity to examine, audit, or inspect the
records subject to objection asto their proprietary or confidential nature. The inquiring party bears the expense of making copies, compilations, abstracts, or
summaries.

5 VAC 5-20-270. Hearing preparation.

In a formal proceeding, a party or the commission staff may serve on a party a request to examine the workpapers supporting the testimony or
exhibits of awitness whose prepared testimony has been filed in accordance with 5 VAC 5-20-240. The movant may request abstracts or summaries of the
workpapers, and may request copies of the workpapers upon payment of the reasonable cost of duplication or reproduction. Copies requested by the
commission staff shall be furnished without payment of copying costs. In actions pursuant to 5 VAC 5-20-80 A, the commission staff, upon the filing of its
testimony, exhibits, or report, will compile and file with the Clerk of the Commission three copies of any workpapers that support the recommendations
made in its testimony or report. The Clerk of the Commission shall make the workpapers available for public inspection and copying during regular
business hours.

5 VAC 5-20-280. Discoveryin 5 VAC 5-20-90 proceedings.

The following applies only to proceedings in which a defendant is subject to monetary or injunctive penalties, or revocation, cancellation, or
curtailment of alicense, certificate of authority, registration, or similar authority previously issued by the commission to the defendant:

1. Discovery of material in possession of the commission staff. Upon written motion of the defendant, the commission shall permit the
defendant to inspect and, at the defendant's expense, copy or photograph any relevant written or recorded statements, the existence of which is known, after
reasonable inquiry, by the commission staff counsel assigned to the matter to be within the custody, possession, or control of commission staff, made by the
defendant, or representatives, or agents of the defendant if the defendant is other than an individual, to a commission staff member or law enforcement
officer.

A motion by the defendant under this rule shall be filed and served at least 10 days before the hearing date. The motion shall include all relief
sought. A subsequent motion may be made only upon a showing of cause as to why the motion would be in the interest of justice. An order granting relief
under this section shall specify the time, place, and manner of making discovery and inspection permitted, and may prescribe such terms and conditions as
the commission may determine.

Nothing in this rule shall require the disclosure of any information, the disclosure of which is prohibited by statute. The disclosure of the results
of acommission staff investigation or work product of commission staff counsel shall not be required.

2. Depositions. After commencement of an action to which this rule applies, the commission staff or a party may take the testimony of a party
or another person or entity, other than a member of the commission staff, by deposition on oral examination or by written questions. Depositions may be
used for any purpose for which they may be used in the courts of record of the Commonwealth. Except where the commission or hearing examiner finds
that an emergency exists, no deposition may be taken later than 10 days in advance of the formal hearing. The attendance of witnesses at depositions may be
compelled by subpoena. Examination and cross-examination of the witness shall be as at hearing. Depositions may be taken in the City of Richmond or in
the town, city, or county in which the deposed party resides, is employed, or does business. The parties and the commission staff, by agreement, may
designate another place for the taking of the deposition. Reasonable notice of the intent to take a deposition must be given in writing to the commission staff
counsel and to each party to the action, stating the time and place where the deposition is to be taken. A deposition may be taken before any person (the
"officer") authorized to administer oaths by the laws of the jurisdiction in which the deposition is to be taken. The officer shall certify his authorization in
writing, administer the oath to the deponent, record or cause to be recorded the testimony given, and note any objections raised. In lieu of participating in
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the oral examination, a party or the commission staff may deliver sealed written questions to the officer, who shall propound the questions to the witness.
The officer may terminate the deposition if convinced that the examination is being conducted in bad faith or in an unreasonable manner. Costs of the
deposition shall be borne by the party noticing the deposition, unless otherwise ordered by the commission.

3. Reguests for admissions. The commission staff or a party to a proceeding may serve upon a party written requests for admission. Each
matter on which an admission is requested shall be stated separately. A matter shall be deemed admitted unless within 21 days of the service of the request,
or some other period the commission may designate, the party to whom the request is directed serves upon the requesting party a written answer addressing
or objecting to the request. The response shall set forth in specific terms a denia of the matter set forth or an explanation as to the reasons the responding
party cannot truthfully admit or deny the matter set forth. Requests for admission shall be filed with the Clerk of the Commission and simultaneously served
on commission staff counsel and on all parties to the matter.

Adopted: September 1, 1974

Revised: May 1, 1985 by Case No. CLK 850262

Revised: August 1, 1986 by Case No. CLK 860572 and Repealed June 1, 2001 by Case No. CLK000311

Adopted: June 1, 2001 by Case No. CLK000311

Revised: January 15, 2008 by Case No. CLK-2007-00005

*This version of the Rules of Practice and Procedure was in effect as of December 31, 2008. Additional revisions, not reflected here, go into effect
March 11, 2009, and are encompassed in the revised Rules approved by Commission Order dated February 24, 2009, in Case No. CLK-2008-00002.
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LEADING MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FORMAL ORDERS

BUREAU OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

CASE NO. BAN20061406
APRIL 15, 2008

APPLICATION OF
EASTERN SPECIALTY FINANCE, INC. D/B/A CHECK 'N GO

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

CORRECTING AND LICENSE REISSUANCE ORDER

On June 20, 2006, the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") entered an Order granting Eastern Specialty Finance, Inc. d/b/a Check 'n
Go ("Company") a license to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Bureau of
Financial Institutions (“"Bureau") reported to the Commission that an office address contained in the Order is incorrect as a result of information supplied by
the Company and that the Company subsequently paid the fee required by Commission regulation for reissuance of its license certificate.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Thethirty-fourth location listed in the Order Granting a License entered on June 20, 2006, is hereby corrected, nunc pro tunc to that date, to

read 5900 East Virginia Beach Boulevard, Suite 256, Norfolk, Virginia 23502" rather than "256 Janaf Shopping Center, Norfolk, Virginia
23502";

(2) All other provisions of the Order Granting a License entered on June 20, 2006, shall remain in full force and effect; and

(3) The Bureau shall issue and deliver to the Company a corrected license certificate.

CASE NO. BANZ20061406
JULY 22, 2008

APPLICATION OF
EASTERN SPECIALTY FINANCE, INC. D/B/A CHECK 'N GO

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

CORRECTING AND LICENSE REISSUANCE ORDER

On June 20, 2006, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission™) entered an Order granting Eastern Specialty Finance, Inc. d/b/a Check ‘N
Go ("Company") a license to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Bureau of
Financial Institutions ("Bureau") reported to the Commission that an office address contained in the Order is incorrect as a result of information supplied by
the Company and that the Company subsequently paid the fee required by Commission regulation for reissuance of the license.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The sixty-second office location listed in the Order Granting a License entered on June 20, 2006, is hereby corrected, nunc pro tunc to that
date, to read "5461 Wesleyan Drive, Suite 105, Virginia Beach, Virginia 23455" rather than "5461 Weslayan Drive, Suite 105, Virginia
Beach, Virginia 23455";

(2) All other provisions of the Order Granting a License entered on June 20, 2006, shall remain in full force and effect; and

(3) The Bureau shall issue and deliver to the Company a corrected license certificate.
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CASE NO. BANZ20070064
JANUARY 23, 2008

APPLICATION OF
E-Z FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC. D/B/A E-Z CHECK CASHING

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

E-Z Financial Services, Inc. d/b/a E-Z Check Cashing, a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission")
for alicense to engage in the business of payday lending at 2546 South Crater Road, Petersburg, Virginia 23805. The application was investigated by the
Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 18 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the applicationis APPROVED provided that the applicant begins business within one (1) year from this date and the applicant
gives written notice to the Bureau stating the date business was begun within ten (10) days thereafter.

CASE NO. BAN20072294
MAY 30, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECK INTO CASH OF VIRGINIA, LLC D/B/A CHECK INTO CASH

For authority to conduct business as an agent of a money transmitter in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Check into Cash of Virginia, LLC d/b/a Check into Cash ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct business as an agent of a
money transmitter in the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay a fee related to money transmission
services available at the Company's payday lending offices.

2. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money transmission business.

3. The Company shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed or exempt from licensing as a
money transmitter under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("licensed or exempt money transmitter"). The Company shall not
engage in money transmission services on its own behaf or on behalf of any person other than alicensed or exempt money transmitter with
whom it has a written agency agreement.

4. The Company shall maintain books and records for its money transmission business separate and apart from its payday lending business and
in a different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished
with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts business as an agent of an exempt money transmitter.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NO. BANZ20072296
JANUARY 14, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECK INTO CASH OF VIRGINIA, LLC, D/B/A CHECK INTO CASH

For authority to conduct the business of facilitating third party tax preparation and electronic tax filing services in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Check into Cash of Virginia, LLC d/b/a Check into Cash ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct the business of facilitating
third party tax preparation and electronic tax filing services in its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of
Financial Institutions (“Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

The Company shall not make a payday 1oan to a borrower to enable the borrower to pay a fee related to tax preparation or electronic filing
services offered at, or facilitated by, the Company in its payday lending offices.

The Company shall not make, arrange, or broker a payday loan that is secured in part by an interest in a borrower's tax refund, or in whole or
in part by (i) any other assignment of income payable to a borrower, or (ii) any assignment of an interest in a borrower's account at a
depository institution. This condition shall not be construed to prohibit the Company from making a payday loan that is secured solely by a
check payable to the Company drawn on a borrower's account at a depository institution.

The Company shall not engage in the business of (i) accepting funds for transmission to the Internal Revenue Service or other governmental
instrumentalities, or (ii) receiving tax refunds for delivery to individuals, unless licensed as a money transmitter or exempt from licensing
under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading, or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its business of facilitating tax preparation and electronic tax filing services. The Company shall not
make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed by the Commission or Bureau to conduct the business of facilitating
tax preparation and electronic tax filing services, or asto the extent to which it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not make a payday loan or vary the terms of a payday loan on the condition or requirement that a person also obtain tax
preparation or electronic tax filing services. The Company shall not offer or facilitate tax preparation or electronic tax filing services on the
condition or requirement that a person also obtain a payday loan.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the business of facilitating tax preparation and
electronic tax filing services.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its business of facilitating tax preparation and electronic tax filing services separate and
apart from the Company's payday lending business and in a different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given
access to all such books and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts the business of facilitating tax preparation and
electronic tax filing services.

Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20072315
JULY 11, 2008

APPLICATION OF
FAST PAYDAY LOANS, INC.

For authority to allow athird party to conduct a consumer finance business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Fast Payday Loans, Inc. ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (“Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct a consumer finance business from the Company's
payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.
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THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to a person if (i) the person has an outstanding loan from the Company, the third party, or any
other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices; or (ii) on the same day the person repaid or satisfied in full aloan from
the Company, the third party, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices. As used in this Order, the term
"loan" includes a payday 10an, a consumer finance loan, or any amount borrowed by a person pursuant to an open-end credit agreement.

2. The third party shall not make a consumer finance loan to a person if (i) the person has an outstanding loan from the third party, the
Company, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices; or (ii) on the same day the person repaid or satisfied
in full aloan from the third party, the Company, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices.

3. The Company and third party shall not make a payday loan and a consumer finance loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan.

4. The Company and third party shall provide each applicant for a payday loan or consumer finance loan with a separate disclosure, signed by
the applicant, that clearly identifies al of the loan products available in the Company's payday lending offices (whether provided by the
Company, the third party, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices) along with the corresponding APR,
interest rate, and other costs associated with each loan product.

5. Thethird party shall not make a consumer finance loan that is secured in a manner that causes it to be subject to the Payday Loan Act.

6. Thethird party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its consumer finance business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans.

7. Thethird party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

8. Thethird party shall comply with the Consumer Finance Act, § 6.1-244 et seg. of the Code of Virginia, as well as all other state and federal
laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its consumer finance business.

9. The third party shall maintain books and records for its consumer finance business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within the payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

10. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where athird party conducts consumer finance business.

11. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NOS. BAN20072442 and BAN20072443
MARCH 18, 2008

APPLICATIONS OF
WASHINGTONFIRST CO.

For acertificate of authority to begin business as abank at 11636 Plaza America Drive, Reston, Fairfax County, Virginiafollowing a merger with
WashingtonFirst Bank and for authority to operate the authorized offices of the merging bank

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

WashingtonFirst Co., a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to Chapter 2 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to begin business as a bank at 11636 Plaza America Drive, Reston, Fairfax County, Virginia,
following a merger with WashingtonFirst Bank, a Washington DC chartered bank. WashingtonFirst Co. proposes to be the surviving bank in the merger and
seeks authority to operate al of the currently authorized offices of WashingtonFirst Bank (see attached Exhibit A for a list of the branches of
WashingtonFirst Bank). WashingtonFirst Co. was incorporated to facilitate the conversion of WashingtonFirst Bank from a Washington DC chartered bank
to aVirginiastate-chartered bank. The applications were investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions (“Bureau").

Having considered the applications and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that: (1) all provisions of law have been complied with;
(2) the stock of WashingtonFirst Co. has been subscribed, and the capital of the resulting bank will be sufficient to warrant successful operation; (3) the
oaths of all directors have been taken and filed in accordance with the provisions of § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; (4) WashingtonFirst Co. will conduct
a legitimate banking business; (5) the mora fitness financial responsibility, and business qualifications of those named as officers and directors of
WashingtonFirst Co. are such as to command the confidence of the community; (6) the public interest will be served by banking facilities in the communities
where the offices will be located; and (7) the deposits of WashingtonFirst Co. will be insured by the Federal Deposit | nsurance Corporation.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that a certificate of authority to do a banking business is granted to WashingtonFirst Co., effective
immediately prior to the issuance by the Commission of a certificate merging WashingtonFirst Bank into WashingtonFirst Co., and that the resulting bank,
which will change its name to WashingtonFirst Bank and have its main office at 11636 Plaza America Drive, Reston, Fairfax County, Virginia, is authorized
to maintain and operate branches at all of the office locations currently operated by WashingtonFirst Bank contingent upon the following conditions:

(1) Thereisnot materially adverse changein the capital of WashingtonFirst Bank prior to the new bank's opening;
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(2) The applicant obtains insurance of its accounts by the Federal Deposit I nsurance corporation; and

(3) The applicant shall notify the Bureau of the date on which it will commence business as a Virginia state-chartered bank. In the event the
applicant does not fulfill the foregoing conditions, the authority granted herein shall expire six (6) months from this date, unless it is extended by the

Commission.

NOTE: A copy of Exhibit A is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Bureau of Financia Institutions, Tyler
Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BANZ20072555
JANUARY 14, 2008

APPLICATION OF
ADVANCE AMERICA, CASH ADVANCE CENTERS OF VIRGINIA, INC. D/B/A ADVANCE AMERICA, CASH ADVANCE CENTERS

For authority to conduct the business of facilitating third party tax refund anticipation loans and tax refund payments in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Advance America, Cash Advance Centers of Virginia, Inc. d/b/a Advance America, Cash Advance Centers ("Company"), a licensed payday
lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for
authority to conduct the business of facilitating third party tax refund anticipation loans and tax refund payments in its payday lending offices. The
application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

10.

11.

The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the
borrower owes in connection with a tax refund anticipation loan or tax refund payment offered at, or facilitated by, the Company in its
payday lending offices.

The Company shall not make, arrange, or broker a payday loan that is secured in part by an interest in a borrower's tax refund, or in whole or
in part by (i) any other assignment of income payable to a borrower, or (ii) any assignment of an interest in a borrower's account at a
depository ingtitution. This condition shall not be construed to prohibit the Company from making a payday loan that is secured solely by a
check payable to the Company drawn on a borrower's account at a depository institution.

The Company shall not facilitate a tax refund anticipation loan or tax refund payment to enable a person to pay any amount owed to the
Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

The Company shall not engage in the business of receiving tax refunds or tax refund payments for delivery to individuals unless licensed as
amoney transmitter or exempt from licensing under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

The Company shall not facilitate a tax refund anticipation loan or tax refund payment and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in
response to asingle request for aloan.

The Company shall not make a payday loan or vary the terms of a payday loan on the condition or requirement that a person also obtain a
tax refund anticipation loan or tax refund payment. The Company shall not facilitate a tax refund anticipation loan or tax refund payment
on the condition or requirement that a person also obtain a payday loan.

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading, or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its business of facilitating tax refund anticipation loans and tax refund payments. The Company
shall not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed by the Commission or Bureau to conduct the business of
facilitating tax refund anticipation loans and tax refund payments, or asto the extent to which it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the business of facilitating tax refund anticipation
loans and tax refund payments.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its business of facilitating tax refund anticipation loans and tax refund payments separate
and apart from the Company's payday lending business and in a different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be
given access to all such books and records and be furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure
compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts the business of facilitating tax refund anticipation
loans and tax refund payments.

Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NOS. BAN20072834, BAN200800170, and BAN200800171
MARCH 18, 2008

APPLICATIONS OF
VIRGINIA PARTNERS BANK

For a certificate of authority to begin business as a bank at 421-425 William Street, City of Fredericksburg, Virginia and for authority to establish
branches at 317-319 William Street, City of Fredericksburg, Virginiaand 2101 Plank Road, City of Fredericksburg, Virginia

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Virginia Partners Bank, a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission™), pursuant to Chapter 2 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to begin business as a bank at 421-425 William Street, City of Fredericksburg, Virginia. The
applicant also applied for authority to establish branches at 317-319 William Street, City of Fredericksburg, Virginia and 2101 Plank road, City of
Fredericksburg, Virginia. The applications were investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the applications and the investigation report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the public interest will be served by
additional banking facilities in the City of Fredericksburg, where the applicant proposes to conduct business. The Commission aso finds that: (1) all
applicable provisions of law have been complied with; (2) financialy responsible individuals have subscribed for capital stock and surplus in an amount
deemed by the Commission to be sufficient to warrant successful operation; (3) the oaths of al directors have been taken and filed in accordance with
§6.1-48 of the Code of Virginia; (4) the applicant was formed in order to conduct a legitimate banking business; (5) the mora fitness, financia
responsibility, and business qualifications of those named as officers and directors of the proposed bank are such as to command the confidence of the
community; and (6) the deposits of the bank are to be insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. The Commission further finds that the
applications to establish branch offices comply with § 6.1-39.3 of the Code of Virginia

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that a certificate of authority for Virginia Partners Bank to engage in banking business at the specified
locationis GRANTED, provided the following conditions are met before the bank opens for business:

(1) Capital funds totaling $21,054,000 are paid in to the bank and allocated as follows: $10,527,000 to capital stock and $10,527.000 to surplus;

(2) The bank actually obtains insurance of its accounts by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; and

(3) The bank receives the approval of the Commissioner of Financial Institutions of its appointment of a chief executive officer and gives the
Bureau written notice of the date the bank will open for business. If the bank does not open for business within one (1) year from the date of this Order, the

authority granted herein shall expire unlessit is extended by the Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the applications for branch offices are APPROVED, provided the bank opens the branches within one (1)
year from the date of this Order and gives written notice to the Bureau stating the date business was begun within five (5) business days thereafter.

CASE NO. BAN20072893
JANUARY 30, 2008

APPLICATION OF
E-Z FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC. D/B/A E-Z CHECK CASHING

For authority to conduct business as an agent of a money order seller/money transmitter in its payday lending office(s)

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

E-Z Financia Services, Inc. d/b/a E-Z Check Cashing ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct business as an agent of a money order
seller/money transmitter in the Company's payday lending office(s). The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay a fee related to money orders or money
transmission services available at the Company's payday lending office(s).

2. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money order sales and money transmission
business.

3. The Company shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed to sell money orders and engage in
the money transmission business under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("money order seller/money transmitter licensee").
The Company shall not engage in money order sales or money transmission services on its own behalf or on behalf of any person other than
amoney order seller/money transmitter licensee with whom it has a written agency agreement.
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4. The Company shall maintain books and records for its money order sales and money transmission business separate and apart from its
payday lending business and in a different location within its payday lending office(s). The Bureau shall be given access to al such books
and records and be furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well
as al applicable laws and regulations.

5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts business as an agent of a money order seller/money
transmitter licensee.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BANZ200800020
MARCH 7, 2008

APPLICATION OF
PATRICIA G. JOHNSON

To acquire 98.8 percent of the voting stock of Industrial Loan Company

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Patricia G. Johnson, of Covington, Virginia, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the application required by
§6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginia to acquire 98.8 percent of the voting stock of Industrial Loan Company, a Virginia industrial loan association. The
Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of 98.8 percent of the voting stock of Industrial Loan Company by Patricia G. Johnson is APPROVED,

provided the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten
(10) days thereof.

CASE NOS. BAN20080123 and BAN20080145
APRIL 7, 2008

APPLICATIONS OF
COMMUNITY BANKERS ACQUISITION CORP.

To acquire TransCommunity Financial Corporation and BOE Financial Services of Virginia, Inc.

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Community Bankers Acquisition Corp., a Delaware corporation, has filed with the State Corporation Commission (“Commission”) the
applications required by § 6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginia to acquire all of the voting shares of (1) TransCommunity Financial Corporation and (2) BOE
Financial Services of Virginia, Inc., which are both Virginia bank holding companies. The Bureau of Financial Institutions (*Bureau") investigated the
proposed acquisitions.

Having considered the applications and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the applications meet the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisitions of al of the voting shares of TransCommunity Financial Corporation and BOE Financial Services of

Virginia, Inc. by Community Bankers Acquisition Corp. are APPROVED, provided the acquisitions take place within one (1) year from this date and the
applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transactions within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20080288
APRIL 24, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CASH ADVANCE CENTERS OF VA, INC.

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Cash Advance Centers of VA, Inc., a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") for a license to
engage in the business of payday lending at 18 locations (see attachment). The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial
Institutions ("Bureau").
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Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 18 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the applicationis APPROVED provided that the applicant begins business within one (1) year from this date and the applicant
gives written notice to the Bureau stating the date business was begun within ten (10) days thereafter.

CASE NO. BAN20080289
SEPTEMBER 9, 2008

APPLICATION OF
IPAYDEBT FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC.

For alicense to engage in business as a credit counseling agency

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

iPayDebt Financial Services, Inc., a Florida corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (“Commission”) for alicense to engage
in business as a credit counseling agency at 9433 Bee Cave Road, Building 3, Suite 101 A, Austin, Texas 78733. The application was investigated by the
Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 10.2 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the license requested in the application is GRANTED effective this date.

CASE NO. BANZ20080311
JUNE 25, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECK INTO CASH OF VIRGINIA, LLC D/B/A CHECK INTO CASH

For authority to operate an automated teller machine in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Check into Cash of Virginia, LLC d/b/a Check into Cash ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to operate an automated teller machine
("ATM") in its payday lending offices. The Company will also be engaged in the check cashing business, as permitted by statute. The application was
investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay afee for ATM services available at the
Company's payday lending offices.

2. The Company shall not charge a fee or receive other compensation in connection with the use of its ATM by a borrower when the borrower

iswithdrawing funds in order to make a payment on a payday loan that was made by the Company.

3. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its ATM and check cashing
businesses.

4. The Company shall maintain books and records for its ATM and check cashing businesses separate and apart from its payday lending
business and in a different location within the payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it operatesan ATM.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NO. BANZ20080313
APRIL 15, 2008

APPLICATION OF
BOBBY R. HALL, JR.

To acquire 25 percent or more of the ownership of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Bobby R. Hall, Jr., of Little River, South Carolina, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to acquire 25 percent or
more of the ownership of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance, alicensed payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code
of Virginia. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-452 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the acquisition of 25 percent or more of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance by Bobby R. Hall, Jr. is
APPROVED.

CASE NO. BANZ20080314
APRIL 15, 2008

APPLICATION OF
GLENN H. HALL

To acquire 25 percent or more of the ownership of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Glenn H. Hall, of North Myrtle Beach, South Carolina, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to acquire 25 percent
or more of the ownership of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance, a licensed payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginia. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-452 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the acquisition of 25 percent or more of NFC-Check Cashing Service, Inc. d/b/a NFC-Payday Advance by Glenn H. Hall is
APPROVED.

CASE NO. BANZ20080426
MAY 23, 2008

APPLICATION OF
JOHN R. MAXWELL, JEAN M. EDELMAN, MICHAEL T. FOSTER, SUBHASH K. GARG,
JONATHAN C. KINNEY, O. LELAND MAHAN, LIM NGUONLY, PAUL W. BICE,
SONIA N. JOHNSTON, AND WILLIAM J. RIDENOUR
To acquire control of Security One Bank

ORDER OF APPROVAL

John R. Maxwell, Jean M. Edelman, Michael T. Foster, Subhash K. Garg, Jonathan C. Kinney, O. Leland Mahan, Lim Nguonly, Paul W. Bice,
SoniaN. Johnston, and William J. Ridenour, acting as a group have filed with the State Corporation Commission (*Commission™) the application required
by § 6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginia to acquire control of Security One Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank. The Bureau of Financia Institutions
("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of control of Security One Bank by John R. Maxwell, Jean M. Edelman, Michael T. Foster, Subhash K.
Garg, Jonathan C. Kinney, O. Leland Mahan, Lim Nguonly, Paul W. Bice, SoniaN. Johnston, and William J. Ridenour is APPROVED, provided the
acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days
thereof.
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CASE NO. BANZ20080524
MAY 9, 2008

APPLICATION OF
SECOND BANK & TRUST

For a certificate of authority to do a banking and trust business following a merger with Planters Bank & Trust Company of Virginia and First
National Bank and for authority to operate the authorized offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Second Bank & Trust, a Virginia state-chartered bank, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"), pursuant to § 6.1-44 of
the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to do a banking and trust business following a merger with Planters Bank & Trust Company of Virginia, a
Virginia state-chartered bank and First National Bank, a national bank headquartered in Virginia. All of the foregoing banks are subsidiaries of StellarOne
Corporation, a multi-bank holding company based in Charlottesville, Virginia. Second Bank & Trust proposes to be the surviving bank in the merger and
seeks authority to operate al of the currently authorized offices of the merging banks. It further intends to change its name to "StellarOne Bank." The
application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been complied with;
(2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $3,755,880, and its surplus will be not less than $351,601,355; (3) the public interest will be served by the
banking facilities of the resulting bank in the communities where its offices will be located; (4) the oaths of all directors have been taken and filed in
accordance with the provisions of § 6.1-48 of the Code of Virginia; (5) the resulting bank will conduct a legitimate banking business; (6) the moral fitness,
financial responsibility, and business qualifications of those names as officers and directors of the resulting bank are such as to command the confidence of
the community; and (7) the deposits of the resulting bank will be insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.

THEREFORE, acertificate of authority to do a banking and trust businessis GRANTED to Second Bank & Trust, effective upon the issuance by
the Clerk of the Commission of a certificate of merger in the proposed transaction. The resulting bank is authorized to operate a main office at 105 Arbor
Drive, Christiansburg, Montgomery County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate as branches, in addition to its current offices and facilities,
al the other previously authorized office locations of Planters Bank & Trust Company of Virginia and First National Bank, as listed in Attachment A.
(Before the merger, Second Bank & Trust had its main office at 4805 Lessen Lane, Spotsylvania County, Virginia.) Unless the merger is consummated
within one (1) year of the date of this order, the authority granted herein shall expire unless extended by Commission order prior to that date.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Bureau of Financial Institutions, Tyler
Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BAN20080531
MAY 23, 2008

APPLICATION OF
VIRGINIA' COMMONWEALTH BANK

For acertificate of authority to engage in business as a state-chartered bank upon its conversion from a federal savings institution

ORDER GRANTING A CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY UPON THE CONVERSION

Virginia Commonwealth Bank, a Virginia corporation, has applied, pursuant to § 6.1-194.35 of the Code of Virginia for a certificate of authority
to begin business as a state-chartered bank. The applicant seeks authority to operate as the successor ingtitution to First Federal Savings Bank of Virginia
upon the conversion of that federal institution to a state bank. First Federal Savings Bank of Virginia currently operates a main office at 1965 Wakefield
Street, City of Petersburg, Virginia, and eight branch offices (listed below). It has total assets of some $318,214,000. The Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau") investigated the proposed conversion.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the applicant meets the requirements of § 6.1-13 of the
Code of Virginia, namely that: (1) al applicable provisions of law have been complied with; (2) capital sufficient to warrant successful operation will be
provided; (3) the oaths of directors have been duly taken; (4) the public interest will be served by the proposed additiona banking facilities; (5) the applicant
was formed to conduct a legitimate banking business; (6) the moral fitness, financial responsibility, and business qualifications of the applicant's officers and
directors are such as to command the confidence of the community; and (7) the deposits of the bank will be insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT a certificate of authority to do a banking business as a state bank be issued, and such a certificate
hereby is issued, to Virginia Commonwealth Bank, subject to the following conditions: (1) that the applicant receive any other necessary regulatory
approval; (2) that insurance of its deposit accounts by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation is obtained; (3) that the federal savings institution take such
action as will terminate its existence as a federal savings institution when the conversion is effective; (4) that the resulting bank have initial capital and
surplus of at least $36,448,000; and (5) that the organizing Virginia Commonwealth Bank notify the Bureau of the date on which it commences business as a
state bank.

The authority to begin business as a state bank shall be effective when these conditions have been fulfilled. At that time, Virginia
Commonwealth Bank, as a state bank, will have its main office at 1965 Wakefield Street, City of Petersburg, Virginia, and will be authorized to operate
branch offices at the following locations. (1) 3209 Boulevard, City of Colonial Heights, Virginia; (20 4600 West Hundred Road, Chester, Chesterfield
County, Virginia; (3) 4422 Bonniebank Road, Chesterfield County, Virginia; (4) 1703 North Main Street, City of Suffolk, Virginia; (5) 405 North Ridge
Road, Henrico County, Virginia; (6) 1118 Courthouse Road, Chesterfield County, Virginia; (7) 1955 South Sycamore Street, City of Petersburg, Virginia;
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and (8) 1421 City Point Road, City of Hopewell, Virginia. The bank will have one (1) year from the date of conversion to conform its assets and operations
to the laws regulating the operation of banks. If this grant of authority is not exercised in twelve (12) months from this date, it will expire, unless extended
by order of the Commission.

CASE NO. BANZ20080549
MAY 23, 2008

APPLICATION OF
VIRGINIA BANCORP INC.

To acquire Virginia Commonwealth Bank

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Virginia BanCorp Inc., a Virginia corporation, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the application required by
§6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginia to acquire al the voting shares of Virginia Commonwealth Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank. The Bureau of
Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of al the voting shares of Virginia Commonwealth Bank by Virginia BanCorp Inc. is APPROVED,
provided the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BANZ20080550
MAY 16, 2008

APPLICATION OF
HAMPTON ROADS BANKSHARES, INC.

To acquire Shore Financial Corporation

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Hampton Roads Bankshares, Inc., a Virginia bank holding company, has filed with the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") the
application required by §6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginia to acquire all the voting shares of Shore Financial Corporation, a Virginia bank holding
company. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of al the voting shares of Shore Financial Corporation by Hampton Roads Bankshares, Inc. is

APPROVED, provided the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the
transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20080653
JULY 11, 2008

APPLICATION OF
APPROVED CASH ADVANCE CENTERS (VIRGINIA), LLC D/B/A APPROVED CASH ADVANCE

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Approved Cash Advance Centers (Virginia), LLC d/b/a Approved Cash Advance ("Company"), alicensed payday lender, has applied to the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit
business from its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions (*Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.
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2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20080799
JULY 21, 2008

APPLICATION OF
LOHIT TECHNOLOGIES INC.

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Lohit Technologies Inc., a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") for a license to engage in the
business of payday lending at the following locations: (1) 711 W. Broad Street, Falls Church, Virginia 22046; (2) 9970 Main Street, Fairfax, Virginia 22031;
and (3) 2929 Galows Road, Falls Church, Virginia 22042. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 18 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the applicationis APPROVED provided that the applicant begins business within one (1) year from this date and the applicant
gives written notice to the Bureau stating the date business was begun within ten (10) days thereafter.

CASE NO. BANZ20080821
JUNE 25, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECK INTO CASH OF VIRGINIA, LLC D/B/A CHECK INTO CASH

For authority to allow athird party to conduct open-end credit business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Check into Cash of Virginia, LLC d/b/a Check into Cash ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct an
open-end credit business from the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial
Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.
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THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

9.

The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower
owes to the third party in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

The third party shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

The Company and third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response
to asingle request for aloan or credit.

The third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless such third party is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

The third party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The third party shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The third party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The third party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The third party shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where athird party conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20080866
JULY 31, 2008

APPLICATION OF
VIRGINIA BEACH INVESTMENT SERVICES, INCORPORATED D/B/A KING$ CA$H ADVANCE$

For authority to conduct business as an agent of a money transmitter in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Virginia Beach Investment Services, Incorporated d/b/a/ King$ Cash Advance$ ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct business as an
agent of a money transmitter in the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial
Ingtitutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1

The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay a fee related to money transmission
services available at the Company's payday lending offices.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money transmission business.

The Company shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed or exempt from licensing as a
money transmitter under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("licensed or exempt money transmitter"). The Company shall not
engage in money transmission services on its own behaf or on behalf of any person other than a licensed or exempt money transmitter with
whom it has a written agency agreement.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its money transmission business separate and apart from its payday lending business and
in a different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished
with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.
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5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts business as an agent of an exempt money transmitter.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BANZ20080869
SEPTEMBER 3, 2008

APPLICATION OF
F & L MARKETING ENTERPRISES LLC D/B/A CASH-2-U PAYDAY LOANS

For authority to conduct business as an agent of a money transmitter in its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

F & L Marketing Enterprises LLC d/b/a Cash-2-U Payday Loans ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct business as an agent of a
money transmitter in the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay a fee related to money transmission
services available at the Company's payday lending offices.

2. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money transmission business.

3. The Company shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed or exempt from licensing as a
money transmitter under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("licensed or exempt money transmitter"). The Company shall not
engage in money transmission services on its own behaf or on behalf of any person other than alicensed or exempt money transmitter with
whom it has a written agency agreement.

4. The Company shall maintain books and records for its money transmission business separate and apart from its payday lending business and
in a different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished
with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts business as an agent of an exempt money transmitter.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20080977
JULY 28, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CASH NOwW, LLC

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Cash Now, LLC ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices. The application
was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.
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3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081029
DECEMBER 4, 2008

APPLICATION OF
FIRST FINANCIAL BANK

For acertificate of authority to begin business as abank at 10777 Main Street, City of Fairfax, Virginia

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

First Financial Bank, a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission™), pursuant to Chapter 2 of Title 6.1
of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to begin business as a bank at 10777 Main Street, City of Fairfax, Virginia The application was
investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the investigation report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the public interest will be served by
additional banking facilities in the City of Fairfax, where the applicant proposes to conduct business. The Commission also finds that: (1) all applicable
provisions of law have been complied with; (2) financially responsible individuals have subscribed for capital stock and surplus in an amount deemed by the
Commission to be sufficient to warrant successful operation; (3) the oaths of al directors have been taken and filed in accordance with § 6.1-48 of the Code
of Virginia; (4) the applicant was formed in order to conduct a legitimate banking business; (5) the moral fitness, financial responsibility, and business
qualifications of those named as officers and directors of the proposed bank are such as to command the confidence of the community; and (6) the deposits
of the bank are to be insured by the Federal Deposit | nsurance Corporation.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that acertificate of authority for First Financial Bank to engage in banking business at the specified location is
GRANTED, provided the following conditions are met before the bank opens for business:

(1) Capital funds totaling $18,079,950 are paid in to the bank and allocated as follows: $9,039,975 to capital stock and $9,039,975 to surplus;
(2) The bank actually obtains insurance of its accounts by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; and
(3) The bank receives the approval of the Commissioner of Financial Institutions of its appointment of a chief executive officer and gives the

Bureau written notice of the date the bank will open for business. If the bank does not open for business within one (1) year from the date of this Order, the
authority granted herein shall expire unlessit is extended by the Commission.
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CASE NO. BANZ20081048
OCTOBER 29, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECK FIRST, INC.

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Check First, Inc. ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices. The application
was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with al federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct o its open-end credit business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BANZ20081052
AUGUST 11, 2008

APPLICATION OF
UNION BANK AND TRUST COMPANY

For a certificate of authority to do a banking business following a merger with Bay Community Bank and for authority to operate the authorized
offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Union Bank and Trust Company, a Virginia state-chartered bank, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to
§6.1-44 of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to do a banking business following a merger with Bay Community Bank, a Virginia state-
chartered bank. Union Bank and Trust Company proposes to be the surviving bank in the merger and seeks authority to operate al of the currently
authorized offices of the merging banks. The application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been complied with;
(2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $11,139,000, and its surplus will be not less than $201,104,000; (3) the public interest will be served by the
banking facilities of the resulting bank in the communities where its offices will be located; (4) the oaths of al directors have been taken and filed in
accordance with the provisions of § 6.1-48 of the Code of Virginia; (5) the bank will conduct a legitimate banking business; (6) the moral fitness, financial
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responsibility, and business qualifications of those named as officers and directors of the bank are such as to command the confidence of the community; and
(7) the deposits of the resulting bank will be insured by the Federal Deposit | nsurance Corporation.

THEREFORE, a certificate of authority to do a banking businessis GRANTED to Union Bank and Trust Company, effective upon the issuance
by the Clerk of the Commission of a certificate of merger in the proposed transaction. The resulting bank is authorized to maintain and operate a main office
at 211 North Main Street, Bowling Green, Caroline County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate, in addition to its current offices and
facilities, the offices listed in Attachment A that have been operated by Bay Community Bank. Unless the merger is consummated within one (1) year of the
date of this order, the authority granted herein shall expire unless extended by Commission order prior to the expiration date.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Offices of Bay Community Bank" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation
Commission, Bureau of Financial Ingtitutions, Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BANZ20081053
JULY 25, 2008

APPLICATION OF
BANK OF ESSEX

For a certificate of authority to do a banking business following a merger with TransCommunity Bank, National Association and for authority to
operate the authorized offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Bank of Essex, a Virginia state-chartered bank with its main office at 1325 Tappahannock Boulevard, Tappahannock, Essex County, Virginia,
has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.1-44 of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to do a banking
business following a merger with TransCommunity Bank, National Association. Bank of Essex proposes to be the surviving bank in the merger and seeks
authority to operate al of the currently authorized offices of the merging banks. The application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been complied with;
(2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $5,839,000, and its surplus will be not less than $53,888,000; (3) the public interest will be served by the
banking facilities of the resulting bank in the communities where its offices will be located; (4) the oaths of all directors have been taken and filed in
accordance with the provisions of § 6.1-48 of the Code of Virginia; (5) the resulting bank will conduct a legitimate banking business; (6) the moral fitness,
financial responsihility, and business qualifications of those named as officers and directors of the resulting bank are such as to command the confidence of
the community; and (7) the deposits of the resulting bank will be insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.

THEREFORE, acertificate of authority to do a banking businessis GRANTED to Bank of Essex, effective upon the issuance by the Clerk of the
Commission of a certificate of merger in the proposed transaction. The resulting bank is authorized to maintain and operate a main office at
1325 Tappahannock Boulevard, Tappahannock, Essex County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate, in addition to its current offices and
facilities, the offices listed in Attachment A that have been operated by TransCommunity Bank, National Association. Unless the merger is consummated
within one (1) year of the date of this order, the authority granted herein shall expire unless extended by Commission order prior to that date.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Bureau of Financial Institutions, Tyler
Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BAN20081057
SEPTEMBER 11, 2008

APPLICATION OF
UL CASH, INC.

For authority to conduct business as an agent of a money order seller/money transmitter in its payday lending office(s)

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

UL Cash, Inc. (“Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (“*Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct business as an agent of a money order seller/money transmitter in the
Company's payday lending office(s). The application wasinvestigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions (*Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay afee related to money orders or money
transmission services available at the Company's payday lending office(s).
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The Company shall comply with al federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money order sales and money transmission
agency business.

The Company shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed or exempt from licensing to sell
money orders or engage in the money transmission business under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("licensed or exempt
money order seller/money transmitter"). The Company shall not engage in money order sales or money transmission services on its own
behalf or on behalf of any person other than a licensed or exempt money order seller/money transmitter with whom it has a written agency
agreement.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its money order sales and money transmission agency business separate and apart from
its payday lending business and in a different location within its payday lending office(s). The Bureau shall be given access to all such
books and records and be furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions
aswell asal applicable laws and regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts business as an agent of a licensed or exempt money
order seller/money transmitter.

Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081087
SEPTEMBER 26, 2008

APPLICATION OF
EASTERN SPECIALTY FINANCE, INC., D/B/A CHECK 'N GO

For authority to allow athird party to conduct open-end credit business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Eastern Specialty Finance, Inc. d/b/a Check ‘N Go ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct open-end credit
business from the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau”).

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

9.

The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
third party in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

The third party shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

The Company and third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response
to asingle request for aloan or credit.

The third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless such third party is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia.

The third party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The third party shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The third party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The third party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The third party shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where athird party conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NO. BAN20081090
SEPTEMBER 26, 2008

APPLICATIONOF
EASTERN SPECIALTY FINANCE, INC. D/B/A CHECK 'N GO

For authority to allow athird party to conduct business as an agent of a money transmitter from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Eastern Specialty Finance, Inc. d/b/a Check ‘N Go ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow athird party to conduct business as an agent of
a money transmitter in the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to purchase or pay a fee related to the third party's money
transmission services available at the Company's payday lending offices.

2. Thethird party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to its money transmission business.

3. Thethird party shall be and remain a party to a written agreement to act as an agent for a person licensed or exempt from licensing as a
money transmitter under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia ("licensed or exempt money transmitter"). The third party shall not
engage in money transmission services on its own behaf or on behalf of any person other than alicensed or exempt money transmitter with
whom it has a written agency agreement.

4. Thethird party shall maintain books and records for its money transmission business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within the payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

5. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where a third party conducts business as an agent of a licensed or
exempt money transmitter.

6. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BANZ20081106
SEPTEMBER 3, 2008

APPLICATION OF
UL CASH, INC.

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending office(s)

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

UL Cash, Inc. ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (“"Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending office(s). The
application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.
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The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending office(s). The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081112
SEPTEMBER 17, 2008

APPLICATION OF
QC FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC. D/B/A QUIK CASH

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

QC Financial Services, Inc. d/b/a Quik Cash ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday
lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1

The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished with

such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.
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9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081139
SEPTEMBER 26, 2008

APPLICATION OF
VILLAGE BANK AND TRUST FINANCIAL CORP.

To acquire River City Bank

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Village Bank and Trust Financial Corp., a Virginia bank holding company, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
application required by § 6.1-383.1 of the Code of Virginiato acquire al of the voting shares of River City Bank, a Virginia bank. The Bureau of Financial
Ingtitutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteriain § 6.1-383.2 of the
Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of all of the voting shares of River City Bank by Village Bank and Trust Financia Corp. is
APPROVED, provided the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the
transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

Commissioner Dimitri did not participate in this matter.

CASE NO. BAN20081140
SEPTEMBER 26, 2008

APPLICATION OF
VILLAGE BANK

For acertificate of authority to do a banking business following a merger with River City Bank and for authority to operate the authorized offices
of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Village Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank with its main office at 15521 Midlothian Turnpike, Midlothian, Chesterfield County, Virginia, has
applied for a certificate of authority to do a banking business following a merger with River City Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank. Village Bank
proposes to be the surviving bank in the merger and seeks authority to operate all of the currently authorized offices of the merging banks. The application
was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Commissioner Dimitri did not participate in this matter.

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been complied with;
(2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $6,849,000, and its surplus will be not less than $40,503,000; (3) the public interest will be served by the
banking facilities of the resulting bank in the communities where its offices will be located; (4) the oaths of all directors have been taken and filed in
accordance with the provisions of § 6.1-48 of the Code of Virginia; (5) the resulting bank will conduct a legitimate banking business; (6) the moral fitness,
financial responsibility, and business qualifications of those named as officers and directors of the resulting bank are such ass to command the confidence of
the community; and (7) the deposits of the resulting bank will be insured by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.

THEREFORE, a certificate of authority to do a banking businessis GRANTED to Village Bank, effective upon the issuance by the Clerk of the
Commission of a certificate of merger in the proposed transaction. The resulting bank is authorized to maintain and operate a main office at
15521 Midlothian Turnpike, Midlothian, Chesterfield County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate, in addition to its current offices and
facilities al of the previously authorized office locations of River City Bank, as listed in Attachment A. The authority granted herein shall expire one (1)
year from this date, if the aforesaid certificate of merger is not issued within that time, unless the time is extended by the Commission prior to the expiration
date.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Offices of River City Bank" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission,
Bureau of Financia Institutions, Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.
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CASE NO. BAN20081152
NOVEMBER 14, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CASH SERVICES INC D/B/A CASH N GO

For alicense to engage in business as a payday lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Cash Services Inc, d/b/a Cash N Go, a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") for a license to
engage in the business of payday lending at the following locations: (1) 4624 King Street, Alexandria, Virginia 22302; and (2) 4707 North Chambliss Street,
Alexandria, Virginia22312. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 18 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

THEREFORE, the applicationis APPROVED provided that the applicant begins business within one (1) year of the Date of this Order and the
applicant gives written notice to the Bureau stating the date business was begun within ten (10) days thereafter.

CASE NO. BAN20081153
NOVEMBER 14, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CASH SERVICES INC D/B/A CASH N GO

For authority to allow athird party to conduct open-end business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Cash Services Inc d/b/a Cash N Go ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"),
pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to alow a third party to conduct open-end credit business from the
Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
third party in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. Thethird party shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company and third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response
to asingle request for aloan or credit.

4. The third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless such third party is licensed or exempt from the licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. Thethird party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The third party shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. Thethird party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. Thethird party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end business.

8. The third party shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable
laws and regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where a third party conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NO. BAN20081184
AUGUST 6, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CW FINANCIAL OF VA LLC D/B/A PAYDAY USA

For authority to allow athird party to conduct open-end credit business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

CW Financial of VA LLC d/b/a Payday USA ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct an open-end credit
business from the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower
owes to the third party in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. Thethird party shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company and third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response
to asingle request for aloan or credit.

4. The third party shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless such third party is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. Thethird party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The third party shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. Thethird party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. Thethird party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

8. The third party shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable
laws and regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where a third party conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081271
SEPTEMBER 17, 2008

APPLICATION OF
FIRST COMMUNITY BANCSHARES, INC.

To acquire Coddle Creek Financia Corp.

ORDER OF APPROVAL

First Community Bancshares, Inc., a Virginia bank holding company, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
notice required by § 6.1-194.105 of the Code of Virginia of its proposed acquisition of Coddle Creek Financial Corp., a North Carolina savings institution
holding company, and its savings institution subsidiary, Mooresville Savings Bank, Inc. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the
proposed transaction.

Having considered the notice and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the proposed acquisition will not have a detrimental effect
on the safety or soundness of the Virginia bank subsidiary of First Community Bancshares, Inc.
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THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of Coddle Creek Financia Corp., and its savings institution subsidiary, Mooresville Savings Bank, Inc.,
by First Community Bancshares, Inc. is APPROVED, provided the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from this date and First Community
Bancshares, Inc. notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20081369
DECEMBER 22, 2008

APPLICATION OF
AMERICAN CASH EXCHANGE ENTERPRISE OF VIRGINIA, L.L.C. D/B/A 1ST CHOICE CASH ADVANCE

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

American Cash Exchange Enterprise of Virginia, L.L.C., d/b/a 1st Choice Cash Advance ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to
the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end
credit business from its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or credit.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081401
NOVEMBER 4, 2008

APPLICATION OF
PAYDAY ADVANCE, L.L.C.

For authority to allow athird party to conduct a consumer finance business from the licensee's payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Payday Advance, L.L.C. ("Company"), alicensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to
10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct a consumer finance business from the Company's
payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").
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Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1

The Company shall not make a payday loan to a person (i) if the person has an outstanding loan from the Company, the third party, or any
other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices; or (ii) on the same day the person repaid or satisfied in full aloan from
the Company, the third party, or any other lending doing business in the Company's payday lending offices. Asused in this Order, the term
"loan" includes a payday 10an, a consumer finance loan, or any amount borrowed by a person pursuant to an open-end credit agreement.

The third party shall not make a consumer finance loan to a person (1) if the person has an outstanding loan from the third party, the
Company, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices; or (ii) on the same day the person repaid or satisfied
in full aloan from the third party, the Company, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices.

The Company and third party shall not make a payday loan and a consumer finance loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan.

The Company and third party shall provide each applicant for a payday loan or consumer finance loan with a separate disclosure, signed by
the applicant, that clearly identifies all of the loan products available in the Company's payday lending offices (whether provided by the
Company, the third party, or any other lender doing business in the Company's payday lending offices) along with the corresponding APR,
interest rate, and other costs associated with each loan product.

The third party shall not make a consumer finance loan that is secured in a manner that causes it to be subject to the Payday Loan Act.

The third party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its consumer finance business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans.

The third party shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The third party shall comply with the Consumer Finance Act, 8§ 6.1-244 et seg. of the Code of Virginia, as well as all other state and federal
laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its consumer finance business.

The third party shall maintain books and records for its consumer finance business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

10. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where athird party conducts consumer finance business.

11. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081408
NOVEMBER 19, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CW FINANCIAL OF VA LLC D/B/A PAYDAY USA

For authority to allow athird party to conduct the business of arranging tax refund anticipation loansin its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

CW Financial of VA LLC, d/b/a Payday USA ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct the business of
arranging tax refund anticipation loans in its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financia Institutions

("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1

The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the
borrower owes in connection with atax refund anticipation loan arranged by athird party at the Company's payday lending offices.

The third party shall not arrange a tax refund anticipation loan to enable a person to pay any amount owed to the Company as a result of a
payday loan transaction.

The third party and the Company shall not arrange a tax refund anticipation loan and make a payday |oan contemporaneously or in response
to asingle request for aloan.
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5. The Company shall not make a payday loan or vary the terms of a payday loan on the condition or requirement that a person aso obtain a
tax refund anticipation loan offered by the third party. The third party shall not arrange a tax refund anticipation loan or vary the terms of a
tax refund anticipation loan on the condition or requirement that a person also obtain a payday loan offered by the Company.

6. Thethird party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its business of arranging tax refund anticipation loans. The third party shall not make or cause to be
made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed by the Commission or Bureau to conduct the business or arranging tax refund
anticipation loans, or as to the extent to which it is subject to supervision or regulation.

7. Thethird party shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the of arranging tax refund anticipation loans.

8. The third party shall maintain books and records for its business of arranging tax refund anticipation loans separate and apart from the
Company's payday lending business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given accessto all such
books and records and be furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions
aswell asal applicable laws and regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where a third party conducts the business of arranging tax refund
anticipation loans.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081409
NOVEMBER 19, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CW FINANCIAL OF VA LLC D/B/A PAYDAY USA

For authority to alow athird party to conduct the business of tax preparation and electronic tax filing services in the licensee's payday lending
offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

CW Financial of VA LLC, d/b/a Payday USA ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to allow a third party to conduct the business of tax
preparation and electronic tax filing services in the Company's payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of
Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be granted subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to a borrower to enable the borrower to pay a fee related to tax preparation or electronic tax
filing services provided by the third party at the Company's payday lending offices.

2. The Company shall not make, arrange, or broker a payday loan that is secured in part by an interest in a borrower's tax refund, or in whole or
in part by (i) any other assignment of income payable to a borrower, or (ii) any assignment of an interest in a borrower's account at a
depository institution. This condition shall not be construed to prohibit the Company from making a payday loan that is secured solely by a
check payable to the Company drawn on a borrower's account at a depository institution.

3. Neither the Company nor the third party shall engage in the business of (i) accepting funds for transmission to the Internal Revenue Service
or other governmental instrumentalities, or (ii) receiving tax refunds for delivery to individuals, unless licensed as a money transmitter or
exempt from licensing under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

4. The Company shall not make a payday loan or vary the terms of a payday loan on the condition or requirement that a person also obtain tax
preparation or electronic tax filing services offered by the third party. The third party shall not offer tax preparation or electronic tax filing
services on the condition or requirement that a person obtain a payday |oan offered by the Company.

5. Thethird party shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its business of tax preparation and electronic tax filing services. The third party shall not make or
cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed by the Commission or Bureau to conduct the business or tax preparation and
electronic tax filing services, or asto the extent to which it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The third party shall comply with al federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the business of tax preparation and electronic tax
filing services.

7. Thethird party shall maintain books and records for its business of tax preparation and electronic tax filing services separate and apart from
the Company's payday lending business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all
such books and records and be furnished with such information and records as it may reguire in order to assure compliance with these
conditions aswell as all applicable laws and regulations.
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The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where a third party conducts the business of tax preparation and
electronic tax filing services.

Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081412
DECEMBER 19, 2008

APPLICATION OF
FINANCIAL EXCHANGE COMPANY OF VIRGINIA, INC. D/B/A MONEY MART

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Financial Exchange Company of Virginia, Inc., d/b/a Money Mart ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from
its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

9.

The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081526
NOVEMBER 17, 2008

APPLICATION OF
ADVANCE AMERICA, CASH ADVANCE CENTERS OF VIRGINIA, INC. D/B/A ADVANCE AMERICA, CASH ADVANCE CENTERS

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Advance America, Cash Advance Centers of Virginia, Inc., d/b/a Advance America, Cash Advance Centers ("Company"), a licensed payday
lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for
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authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial
Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from the licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081534
DECEMBER 19, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CHECKS MATE, INC., D/B/A CHECKS MATE

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Checks Mate, Inc., d/b/a Checks Mate ("Company"), alicensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"),
pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices.
The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1. The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia.



9.

43
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as all applicable laws and
regulations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BAN20081576
NOVEMBER 14, 2008

APPLICATION OF
CASH ADVANCE CENTERS OF VA, INC.

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Cash Advance Centers of VA, Inc. ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"),
pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices.
The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financial in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the application is GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.

9.

The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of a payday loan transaction.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from the licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of its loans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicabl e to the conduct of its open-end business.

The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from the Company's payday lending
business and in a different location within payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to all such books and records and be
furnished with such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable
laws and regul ations.

The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.
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CASE NO. BAN20081630
DECEMBER 9, 2008

APPLICATION OF
HAMPTON ROADS BANKSHARES, INC.

To acquire Gateway Financial Holdings, Inc.

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Hampton Roads Bankshares, Inc., a Virginia bank holding company that controls two Virginia banks, filed with the State Corporation
Commission (“"Commission") the notice required by § 6.1-406 of the Code of Virginia of its proposed acquisition of Gateway Financial Holdings, Inc., a
North Carolina bank holding company. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed transaction.

Having considered the notice and the report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the proposed acquisition will not have a detrimental effect
on the safety or soundness of the Virginia bank subsidiaries of Hampton Roads Bankshares, Inc.

THEREFORE, the proposed acquisition of Gateway Financial Holdings, Inc. by Hampton Roads Bankshares, Inc. is APPROVED, provided the

acquisition takes place within one (1) year from the date of this Order and the applicant notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within
ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20081675
DECEMBER 22, 2008

APPLICATION OF
SONABANK

For acertificate of authority to engage in business as a state-chartered bank upon the conversion of Sonabank, N. A.

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Sonabank, a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"), pursuant to Chapter 2 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to engage in business as a Virginia state-chartered bank with its main office redesignated at 6830 Old
Dominion Drive, McLean, Fairfax County, Virginia 88 6.1-33 and 6.1-38 of the Code of Virginia provide for the conversion of a national banking
association into a state-chartered bank. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

The Bureau reports that Sonabank has been incorporated as a Virginia corporation empowered by its certificate of incorporation to conduct a
banking business. The corporation was formed to be the successor to Sonabank, N. A., which hasits main office at 1770 Timberwood Boulevard, Albemarle
County, Virginia. The bank has assets of approximately $444 million and operates seven branches (see attached Exhibit A for branch locations).

Having considered the application and the investigation report of the Bureau, the Commission finds that the requirements of §§ 6.1-13, 6.1-33
and 6.1-38 of the Code of Virginia have been met, and that a certificate of authority should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that a certificate of authority for Sonabank to engage in a banking business at the specified locations is
GRANTED, provided the following conditions are met before the bank commences business as a state-chartered bank:

(1) The capital stock of the bank shall be $1 and its surplus shall be at least $65,227,000;
(2) The bank shall obtain insurance of its accounts by the Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation; and
(3) The bank shall notify the Bureau of the date on which it will commence business as a state-chartered bank.

If the bank does not fulfill the foregoing conditions within six (6) months from the date of this Order, the authority granted herein shall expire
unlessit is extended by the Commission.

NOTE: A copy of Exhibit A is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Bureau of Financia Institutions, Tyler
Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.
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CASE NO. BANZ20081701
DECEMBER 16, 2008

APPLICATION OF
GULFPORT FINANCIAL, L.L.C., D/B/A VIRGINIA CASH ADVANCE

For authority to conduct open-end credit business from its payday lending offices

ORDER GRANTING OTHER BUSINESS AUTHORITY

Gulfport Financia, L.L.C., d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance ("Company"), a licensed payday lender, has applied to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 10 VAC 5-200-100 and § 6.1-463 of the Code of Virginia, for authority to conduct open-end credit business from
its payday lending offices. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

Having considered the application and the Bureau's report, the Commission finds that the proposed other business is financia in nature and the
application should be approved.

THEREFORE, the authority requested in the applicationis GRANTED subject to the following conditions:

1.  The Company shall not make a payday loan to enable a borrower to pay any fee, finance charge, or other amount the borrower owes to the
Company in connection with an open-end credit transaction.

2. The Company shall not permit a person to take a cash advance under an open-end credit account to enable such person to pay any amount
owed to the Company as aresult of apayday loan transaction.

3. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction and make a payday loan contemporaneously or in response to a single
request for aloan or extension of credit.

4. The Company shall not enter into an open-end credit transaction that is secured by an interest in one-to-four-family residential property
located in the Commonwealth unless the Company is licensed or exempt from licensing under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginia

5. The Company shall not use or cause to be published any advertisement or other information that contains any false, misleading or deceptive
statement or representation concerning its open-end credit business, including the rates, terms or conditions of itsloans. The Company shall
not make or cause to be made any misrepresentation as to its being licensed to conduct open-end credit business, or as to the extent to which
it is subject to supervision or regulation.

6. The Company shall not sell insurance or enroll borrowers under group insurance policies.

7. The Company shall comply with all federal and state laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its open-end credit business.

8. The Company shall maintain books and records for its open-end credit business separate and apart from its payday lending business and in a
different location within its payday lending offices. The Bureau shall be given access to al such books and records and be furnished with
such information and records as it may require in order to assure compliance with these conditions as well as al applicable laws and
regulations.

9. The Company should maintain a copy of this Order at each location where it conducts open-end credit business.

10. Violation of any condition contained in this Order may result in revocation of the authority hereby conferred.

CASE NO. BFI-2003-00007
SEPTEMBER 25, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN HOME FINANCE, INC.,
Defendant

DISMISSAL ORDER

On October 16, 2003, the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") entered a Settlement Order in this case which, among other things,
continued the case generally on the Commission's docket. Thereafter, the Staff reported to the Commission that the Defendant surrendered its license to
engage in business under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginiaon November 12, 2007.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Thiscaseis dismissed as moot.

(2) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00021
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ALLSTATE MORTGAGE, INC,,

Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") that Allstate Mortgage, Inc. ("Defendant"), is
licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that on August 2, 2005, the Commission's Bureau
of Financial Institutions examined the Defendant and found that it had violated various laws applicable to the conduct of its licensed business; that the
Defendant offered to settle this case by paying, in accordance with the attached schedule, a fine in the sum of twenty thousand dollars ($20,000), and waived
its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner of Financial Institutions recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement
pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.
(2) The Defendant shall pay, in accordance with the attached schedule, afine in the sum of twenty thousand dollars ($20,000).

(3) Thiscaseis continued generally on the Commission's docket.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00021
MARCH 25, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ALLSTATE MORTGAGE, INC,,

Defendant

DISMISSAL ORDER

On January 10, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered a Settlement Order requiring Allstate Mortgage, Inc.
("Defendant"), a licensed mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia, to pay a fine of twenty thousand dollars ($20,000) in
accordance with a schedule to settle violations of law found by the Bureau of Financia Institutions (*Bureau") during its August 2, 2005, examination of the
Defendant. Thereafter, the Bureau reported to the Commission that the Defendant has made all of the payments required by the Settlement Order.
Accordingly, the Bureau has recommended that the Commission dismiss this case.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(2) Thiscaseis stricken from the Commission's docket of active cases.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00059
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
OSWALD REDMAN d/b/a GREATER CAPITAL MORTGAGE,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to timely file his 2006 and 2007 annual reports in accordance with 8§ 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 6, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of his license
unless the Defendant paid an eight hundred dollar ($800) fine and filed his 2007 annual report by June 9, 2008, and (2) that awritten request for hearing was
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required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before May 27, 2008; and that the Defendant failed to pay the fine, file the 2007 annual report, or file a
written request for hearing.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to timely file his 2006 and 2007 annual reports as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00161
APRIL 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: credit union service organizations

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

On October 5, 2007, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an Order To Take Notice of regulations proposed by the Bureau
of Financia Institutions ("Bureau") that would authorize state-chartered credit unions to invest in or make loans to credit union service organizations on
similar terms and conditions as federal credit unions. The Order and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register on October 29, 2007,
posted on the Commission's website, and mailed to all state-chartered credit unions and other interested persons. Credit unions and other interested persons
were given until December 14, 2007, to file written comments or request a hearing.

The Commission received comment letters from various credit unions and organizations as well as several requests for a hearing. On
December 21, 2007, the Commission entered an Order scheduling a hearing for February 26, 2008, in order to consider the adoption of the proposed
regulations. The Commission also directed the Bureau to meet with representatives from those entities that submitted comments in an attempt to narrow the
issues for the Commission's consideration at the hearing. The Commission's Order also required the Bureau to make a filing in this case in which it
(i) identified any issues that had been resolved as a result of the Bureau's meeting, and (ii) responded to the comments filed in this case that pertained to
issues that remained unresolved after the Bureau's meeting.

On February 15, 2008, the Bureau filed its Response to Comments. In its Response, the Bureau informed the Commission that as a result of its
meeting with representatives from those entities that submitted comments, the credit unions and organizations that initially requested a hearing no longer
desired a hearing and had withdrawn their requests. The Bureau aso informed the Commission that it had drafted certain changes to the proposed
regulations in order to address the commenters' issues and concerns. The Bureau attached to its Response the draft regulations that were agreed to by the
Bureau and the commenters.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record, the proposed regulations, the comments filed, and the Bureau's Response, finds that
the proposed regulations should be modified to reflect the changes agreed to by the Bureau and the commenters, and that all state-chartered credit unions and
other interested parties should be afforded an opportunity to file written comments or request a hearing on the modified proposed regulations.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The modified proposed regulations are appended hereto and made a part of the record herein.

(2) Comments or reguests for a hearing on the modified proposed regulations must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State
Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before May 23, 2008. Comments should be
limited to the modifications made to the proposed regulations and not reiterate comments that were previously filed in this case. Requests for hearing shall
state why a hearing is necessary and why the issues cannot be adequately addressed in written comments. All correspondence shall contain a reference to
Case No. BFI-2007-00161. Interested persons desiring to submit comments or request a hearing electronically may do so by following the instructions
available at the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The modified proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the modified proposed regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for
publication in the Virginia Register.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "10 VAC 5-40 Credit Unions" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission,
Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.



ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
CASE NO. BFI-2007-00161
JUNE 13, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: credit union service organizations

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

On October 5, 2007, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order To Take Notice of regulations proposed by the Bureau
of Financia Institutions ("Bureau") that would authorize state-chartered credit unions to invest in or make loans to credit union service organizations on
similar terms and conditions as federal credit unions. The Order and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register on October 29, 2007,
posted on the Commission's website, and mailed to all state-chartered credit unions and other interested persons. The Commission received comment letters
from various credit unions and organizations as well as several requests for a hearing.

On December 21, 2007, the Commission entered an Order scheduling a hearing for February 26, 2008, in order to consider the adoption of the
proposed regulations. The Commission also directed the Bureau to meet with representatives from those entities that submitted comments in an attempt to
narrow the issues for the Commission's consideration at the hearing. The Commission's Order also required the Bureau to make afiling in this case in which
it (i) identified any issues that had been resolved as a result of the Bureau's meeting, and (ii) responded to the comments filed in this case that pertained to
issues that remained unresolved after the Bureau's meeting.

On February 15, 2008, the Bureau filed its Response to Comments. In its Response, the Bureau informed the Commission that as a result of its
meeting with representatives from those entities that submitted comments, the credit unions and organizations that initially requested a hearing no longer
desired a hearing and had withdrawn their requests. The Bureau aso informed the Commission that it had drafted certain changes to the proposed
regulations in order to address the commenters' issues and concerns. The Bureau attached to its Response the draft regulations that were agreed to by the
Bureau and the commenters.

On April 18, 2008, the Commission found that the proposed regulations should be modified to reflect the changes agreed to by the Bureau and the
commenters, and that all state-chartered credit unions and other interested persons should be afforded an opportunity to file written comments or request a
hearing on the modified proposed regulations. The Order to Take Notice and modified proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register on
May 12, 2008, posted on the Commission's website, and mailed to all state-chartered credit unions and other interested persons. The Commission received a
comment letter from Virginia Credit Union, Inc. and a combined comment letter from the Virginia Credit Union League and the Virginia Credit Union
L eague Regulatory Response Committee. Both comment letters supported the modified proposed regulations.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record, the modified proposed regulations, and the comments filed, concludes that the
modified proposed regulations are a proper exercise of the authority granted under 88 6.1-225.3, 6.1-225.3:1, and 6.1-225.22 of the Code of Virginia, and
should be adopted as proposed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The modified proposed regulations are appended hereto and adopted effective July 1, 2008.

(2) Theregulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in the
Virginia Register.

(4) Thiscaseis dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00243
MARCH 31, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
GLOBAL MORTGAGE, INC,,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Global Mortgage, Inc. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code
of Virginia; that the Defendant violated various laws applicable to the conduct of its licensed business; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on February 7, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license, and (2) that
awritten request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before March 7, 2008; and that no written request for a hearing was
received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has violated various laws applicable to the conduct of its licensed business, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00244
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

MONTGOMERY CAPITAL CORPORATION D/B/A MONTGOMERY CAPITAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that during
successive examinations of the Defendant by the Bureau of Financia Institutions it was found that the Defendant violated various laws and regulations
applicable to the conduct of its licensed business; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified
mail on February 7, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the
office of the Clerk on or before March 7, 2008; and that no written request for hearing was filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has persistently violated various laws and regulations applicable to the conduct of its
licensed business, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00275
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
OPTIMA MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Optima Mortgage Corporation ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginia; that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on September 26, 2007; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 22, 2007, (1) of his intention to
recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by November 22, 2007, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed
in the Office of the Clerk on or before November 13, 2007; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00283
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SELECT MORTGAGE RESOURCE CENTERINC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Select Mortgage Resource Center Inc. (“"Defendant”) is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 22, 2007; that
the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 7, 2007, (1) of his intention to
recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by December 7, 2007, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in
the Office of the Clerk on or before November 30, 2007; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00284
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
UNITED FREEDOM FUNDING CORP.,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that United Freedom Funding Corp. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of
the Code of Virginia; that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 28, 2007; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 7, 2007, (1) of his intention to
recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by December 7, 2007, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in
the Office of the Clerk on or before November 30, 2007; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00286
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AVANTOR CAPITAL LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Avantor Capital LLC ("Defendant”) is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginig; that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 31, 2007; that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 7, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of
itslicense unless a new bond was filed by December 7, 2007, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before November 30, 2007; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00291
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SOUND MORTGAGE CORP.,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Sound Mortgage Corp. ("Defendant”) is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code
of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its
license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00294
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MFS/TA, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that MFSITA, Inc. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of
Virginig; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant
to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or
before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00295
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
BENJAMIN FINANCIAL CONSULTING FIRM, INC.,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Benjamin Financial Consulting Firm, Inc. (“"Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend
revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the
Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00298
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
THE KIMBERLIE FINANCIAL GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that The Kimberlie Financial Group, Inc. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1
of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend
revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the
Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00302
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CAPITAL MORTGAGE LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Capital Mortgage LLC ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code
of Virginig; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its
license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00302
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CAPITAL MORTGAGE LLC,

Defendant

VACATING ORDER

On May 30, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the license issued to the Defendant
to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff reported that said Order had been
tendered erroneously to the Commission for entry inasmuch as the Defendant's license was revoked previously by Order of the Commission entered on
May 5, 2008, in Case No. BFI-2008-00037.

Upon consideration whereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order entered in this case on May 30, 2008, revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker is vacated
effective as of that date.

(2) Thiscaseis dismissed as moot.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00307
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CREATIVE MORTGAGES LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Creative Mortgages LLC ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its
license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00312
JUNE 13, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AAPEX FINANCIAL SOLUTIONSLLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an
annual fee was paid by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or
before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay the annual fee required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00314
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
A-1 UNIQUE MORTGAGE, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that A-1 Unique Mortgage, Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its
license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00315

MAY 30, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
GLOBAL FINANCIAL MORTGAGE INC. (USED IN VIRGINIA BY: GLOBAL FINANCIAL SERVICES INC.),
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Global Financial Mortgage Inc. (Used in Virginiaby: Global Financia Services Inc.) ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as
a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by
§ 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5,
2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a
hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or
filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00316
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
BERWYN MORTGAGE, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Berwyn Mortgage, Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code
of Virginig; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner,
pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its
license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on
or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00320
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SERVICE 1 MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Service 1 Mortgage Corporation ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of
the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annua fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend
revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the
Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00320
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
SERVICE 1 MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

On May 30, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the license issued to the Defendant
to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff reported that said Order had been
tendered erroneously to the Commission for entry inasmuch as the Defendant's license was revoked previously by Order of the Commission entered on
May 7, 2008, in Case No. BFI-2008-00050.

Upon consideration whereof,

IT ISORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order entered in this case on May 30, 2008, revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker is vacated
effective as of that date.

(2) Thiscaseis dismissed as moot.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00326
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
LEGACY FINANCIAL CORPORATION D/B/A WORLDWIDE FINANCIAL RESOURCES,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Legacy Financial Corporation d/b/a Worldwide Financia Resources ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage
lender and mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as
required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail
on March 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written
request for a hearing was reguired to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing
was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00326
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

G O FINANCIAL GROUP, INC., f/lk/a LEGACY FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

AMENDING ORDER

On May 30, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an order in this case revoking the license issued to the Defendant
to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff became advised
and reported to the Commission that the Defendant changed its name from Legacy Financial Corporation to G O Financial Group, Inc. effective February 26,
2008.
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Upon consideration whereof,
IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The style of this case shall be amended to conform to the style contained in this Order.

(2) The order entered in this case on May 30, 2008, revoking the Defendant's mortgage lender and broker license shall remain in full force and
effect.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00328
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ACCESS MORTGAGE & FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Access Mortgage & Financial Corporation ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker
under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code
of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his
intention to recommend revocation of its license unless its annua fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was
required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00328
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ACCESS MORTGAGE & FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

On May 30, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the license issued to the Defendant
to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff reported that said Order
had been tendered erroneously to the Commission for entry inasmuch as the Defendant's license was revoked previously by Order of the Commission
entered on May 7, 2008, in Case No. BFI-2008-00051.

Upon consideration whereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order entered in this case on May 30, 2008, revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is
vacated effective as of that date.

(2) Thiscaseis dismissed as moot.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00329
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
LIGHTHOUSE MORTGAGE SERVICE CO., INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that Lighthouse Mortgage Service Co., Inc. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker under
Chapter 6 of Title.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of
Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March , 2008, (1) f his intention
to recommend revocation of its license unless its annual fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be
filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00330
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

UNITED FINANCIAL MORTGAGE CORP. OF VIRGINIA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 22, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
January 4, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00332
MAY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST MORTGAGE OF AMERICA, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that First Mortgage of America, Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker under
Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2007, as required by § 6.1-420 of the Code of
Virginig, that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 5, 2008, (1) of his
intention to recommend revocation of its license unless its annua fee was received by April 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was
required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before April 11, 2008; and that no annual fee or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to pay its annual fee as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2007-00332
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST MORTGAGE OF AMERICA, INC.,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

On May 30, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“*Commission") entered an order in this case revoking the license issued to the Defendant
to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff reported to the
Commission that, due to a clerical error, the Commission was not advised that the Defendant had surrendered its license on April 18, 2008. Upon
consideration whereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The May 30, 2008 order revoking the Defendant's mortgage lender and mortgage broker license is vacated effective as of that date.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed as moot.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00334
JANUARY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

EASTERN SPECIALTY FINANCE, INC. D/B/A CHECK 'N GO,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") that Eastern Specialty Finance, Inc. d/b/a
Check 'n Go ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that on June 29, 2007,
the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions examined the Defendant and found that it had violated various laws and regulations applicable to the
conduct of its licensed business; that the Defendant offered to settle this case by payment of a fine in the sum of one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000),
tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner of Financia Institutions
recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00335
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
SUNRISE MORTGAGE GROUP LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 6, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before January 4,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00337
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
TRISTATE MORTGAGE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 18, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before January 4,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00338
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FREEDOM FUNDING GROUP, INC. d/b/a AMERI-FI MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 21, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before January 4,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00339
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MLSG, INC.,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 22, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before January 4,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00341
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
SOUTHERN STAR MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 24, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
January 4, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00341
FEBRUARY 20, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
SOUTHERN STAR MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER VACATING LICENSE REVOCATION

On January 30, 2008, an Order was entered in this case revoking the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender
and broker. Thereafter, the Staff reported that the Defendant had surrendered its license prior to the entry of the revocation Order but the license surrender
had not been entered into the Bureau of Financial Institutions' record system. Upon consideration thereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The January 30, 2008 Order revoking the Defendant's license is vacated effective on that date; and

(2) Thiscaseis dismissed, and the papers herein shall be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00342
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MANDALAY MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to 8§ 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 25, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before January 4,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00344
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

AMERIFUND FINANCIAL, INC. d/b/a ALL FUND MORTGAGE,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on December 6, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
January 4, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00345
JANUARY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

ROGAL REAL ESTATE, LLC d/b/a DALSAN USA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a money transmitter under Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-372 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 30, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on December 12, 2007, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by January 12, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
January 4, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a money transmitter is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00346
APRIL 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
BRADFORD MORTGAGE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission (“*Commission”) that the Defendant engaged in business as a
mortgage lender without obtaining prior approval of the State Corporation Commission in violation of § 6.1-410 of the Code of Virginia, and also acquired
one-hundred percent (100%) of Bradford Mortgage, LLC, aformer licensee under the Mortgage Lender and Broker Act, without obtaining prior approval of
the Commission in violation of §6.1-416.1 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financia Institutions
("Commissioner") intended to recommend the imposition of a fine, the Defendant offered to settle this case by a payment of a fine of five thousand dollars
(%5,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner recommended that the
Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.
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Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2007-00348
APRIL 23, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
IPP OF AMERICA, INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that PP of America, Inc. (the "Company"),
recently applied for a license to engage in business as a money transmitter pursuant to Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that during
investigation of the application it was found that the Company conducted a money transmission business in Virginia without the required license in violation
of §6.1-371 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") intended to recommend the
imposition of a fine, the Defendant offered to settle this case by payment of a fine of fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000), tendered said sum to the
Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer
of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00001
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
PREMIER HOME LENDING, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on December 13, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on January 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by February 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before
February 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00002
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN COMMERCIAL LENDING, INC.,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on December 20, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on January 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by February 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before
February 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00004
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
GET LOWER, INC.,,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on December 24, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on January 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by February 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before
February 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00005
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
DOLLAR MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financial Ingtitutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that the
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on December 26, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on January 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by February 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before
February 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00007
MARCH 21, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
OMNI HOME FINANCING, INC,,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau") reported to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") that
Omni Home Financing, Inc. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that
the Defendant's "Notice of 2007 Funding Increase for Seniors" solicitations violated various provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60 and the Mortgage Lender and
Broker Act; that the Defendant subsequently offered to settle this case by making a payment in the sum of five thousand dollars ($5,000) and abiding by the
provisions of this Order, tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case. The Commissioner of Financial
Institutions recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall cease and desist from sending its "Notice of 2007 Funding Increase for Seniors" solicitations or any other deceptive or
misleading advertisements to Virginia consumers.

(3) The Defendant shall comply with all provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60 and § 6.1-424 of the Code of Virginia.
(4) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(5) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00009
FEBRUARY 28, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
EZ CASH SERVICES, L.L.C,,
Defendant

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that EZ Cash Services, L.L.C. ("Defendant"), was making payday loans to Virginia consumers without a payday lender license, in violation
of §6.1-445 A of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to § 6.1-465 of the Code of Virginia, gave written notice to the Defendant by
certified mail on January 24, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend that it be ordered to cease and desist from making payday loans to Virginia consumers,
and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before February 13, 2008; and that no written request for a
hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has made payday loans to Virginia consumers without a payday lender licensein violation
of Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia, and

IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant shall immediately cease and desist from making payday loans to Virginia consumers.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00012
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST AMERICAN REALTY CAPITAL CORP,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that a bond filed by the
Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 1, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave
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written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by March 8, 2008, and (2) that awritten request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that
no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00014
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

UNIVERSAL MORTGAGES & FINANCIAL SERVICES, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 27, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00019
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
BIG LENDING, INC.

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that a bond filed by the
Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on January 15, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave
written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by March 8, 2008, and (2) that awritten request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that
no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00022
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ADVANTAGE MORTGAGE FUNDING, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 9, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
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to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00024
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST TRUST MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 8, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00026
MARCH 18, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
JT MORTGAGE, INC,,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 26, 2007; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by March 8, 2008, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before
February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for a hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00027
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

SEMIDEY & SEMIDEY MORTGAGE GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on February 1, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
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to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00028
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

STATEWIDE TRUST, INC. d/b/a STATEWIDE TRUST MORTGAGE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 20, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00029
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN MORTGAGE SPECIALIST 1 INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission that the
Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond filed by the Defendant
pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on January 29, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice
to the Defendant by certified mail on February 8, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was filed by March 8,
2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before February 29, 2008; and that no new bond or
written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00034
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
MORTGAGE STRATEGIES GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 9, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 3, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 1, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 24, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00035
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

WASHINGTON PREMIER MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 14, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 3, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 1, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 24, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00037
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CAPITAL MORTGAGE LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 18, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 3, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 1, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 24, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00038
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
THE AMERICAS MORTGAGE LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 10, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 3, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 1, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 24, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00041
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
MATTHEW FINANCIAL LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 21, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 6, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 6, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 27, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00042
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SUMMIT MORTGAGE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on February 23, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 6, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by April 6, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
March 27, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00045
MAY 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AAPEX FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on January 23, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 6, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 6, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before March 27, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00045
JUNE 4, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AAPEX FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REINSTATING A LICENSE

On May 5, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“*Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the mortgage broker license issued to
the Defendant for failure to maintain its bond in force, as required by § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Staff reported to the Commission
that its recommendation for license revocation was based upon aclerical error relating to the cancellation of the Defendant's bond by the surety thereon.

Upon consideration whereof, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order revoking the Defendant's license on May 5, 2008, is vacated effective as of that date.

(2) The Defendant's mortgage broker licenseis reinstated effective May 5, 2008.

(3) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(4) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00046
JUNE 13, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
WALL STREET MORTGAGE, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to respond to written requests by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau"), as required by 10 VAC 5-160-50 of the Virginia
Administrative Code, and failed to notify the Bureau of the closing of its licensed office, as required by §6.1-416 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 10, 2008, of his intention to recommend
revocation of its license unless a written request for hearing was filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before April 10, 2008; and that no
request for hearing was filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to respond to written requests and failed to give notice of the closing of its
licensed office as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00047
JUNE 13, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MORTGAGE 180 LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to respond to written requests by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau"), as required by 10 VAC 5-160-50 of the Virginia
Administrative Code, and failed to notify the Bureau of the closing of its licensed office, as required by 8§ 6.1-416 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 10, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend
revocation of its license unless a written request for hearing was filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before April 10, 2008; and that no
request for hearing was filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to respond to written requests and failed to give notice of the closing of its
licensed office as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00048
JUNE 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

CREDIT SOLUTION AND FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC.
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to respond to written requests by the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau"), as required by 10 VAC 5-160-50 of the Virginia
Administrative Code, and failed to notify the Bureau of the closing of its licensed office, as required by 8§ 6.1-416 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 12, 2008, of his intention to recommend
revocation of its license unless a written request for hearing was filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before April 12, 2008; and that no
request for hearing was filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to respond to written requests and failed to give notice of the closing of its
licensed office as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00050
MAY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
SERVICE 1 MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on March 7, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before April 4, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00051
MAY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

ACCESS MORTGAGE & FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on March 7, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by April 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
April 4, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00053
MAY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
EQUITY HOUSE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on March 13, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before April 4, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00054
MAY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
1ST DOMINION MORTGAGE, L.L.C,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on March 14, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on March 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by April 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before April 4, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00066
APRIL 4, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: annual fees paid by banks and savings institutions

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

WHEREAS, 10 VAC 5-20-30 of the Virginia Administrative Code sets forth a schedule for the assessment of annual fees to be paid by state-
chartered banks and savings institutions to defray the costs of their supervision, regulation, and examination;

WHEREAS, due to changing market conditions and the conversion of Virginia's two largest state-chartered banks to federal institutions,
additional revenue is needed in order to adequately supervise, regulate, and examine Virginias existing state-chartered banks and savings institutions; and

WHEREAS, the Bureau of Financial Institutions has proposed amending 10 VAC 5-20-30 in order to generate additional revenue;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed regulation is appended hereto and made a part of the record herein.

(2) Comments or requests for hearing on the proposed regulation must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation
Commission, c/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before May 9, 2008. Requests for hearing shall state why a
hearing is necessary and why the issues cannot be adequately addressed in written comments. All correspondence shall contain a reference to Case No.

BFI-2008-00066. Interested persons desiring to submit comments electronically may do so by following the instructions available at the Commission's
website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The proposed regulation shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed regulation, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in
the Virginia Register.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "10 VAC 5-20 Banking and Savings Institutions" is on file and may be examined at the State
Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00066
JUNE 11, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: annual fees paid by banks and savings institutions

ORDER ADOPTING A REGULATION

On April 4, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice of the Bureau of Financial Institution's
proposal to amend 10 VAC 5-20-30, which sets forth the schedule of annual fees to be paid by state-chartered banks and savings institutions to defray the
costs of their supervision, regulation, and examination. The amendments are expected to generate additional revenue, which is needed due to changing
market conditions and the conversion of Virginias two largest state-chartered banks to federal institutions. The Order and proposed regulation were
published in the Virginia Register on April 28, 2008, posted on the Commission's website, and mailed to all state-chartered banks, savings institutions, and
other interested persons. Interested persons were afforded the opportunity to file written comments or request a hearing on or before May 9, 2008. No
comments or requests for hearing were filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record, the proposed regulation, and Staff recommendations, concludes that the proposed
regulation should be adopted as proposed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulation, 10 VAC 5-20-30, attached hereto is adopted effective June 23, 2008.

(2) Theregulation shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.
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(3) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the regulation, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in the
Virginia Register.

(4) Thiscaseis dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "10 VAC 5 20 Banking and Savings Ingtitutions' is on file and may be examined at the State
Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00068
JUNE 25, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PAYDAY TODAY, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-448 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on March 24, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on April 1, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by May 1, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before April 22, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a payday lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00077
APRIL 15, 2008

IN THE MATTER OF
DANVILLE POSTAL CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED,

Merger into
ROANOKE POSTAL EMPLOYEES FEDERAL CREDIT UNION

ORDER APPROVING THE MERGER

The Staff of the Bureau of Financial institutions ("Bureau") has reported and represented to the State Corporation Commission (*Commission"):

(1) Danville Postal Credit Union, Incorporated ("DPCUI"), a Virginia chartered credit union, has some $527 thousand in assets. The
March 2008 financial statement of DPCUI disclosesit is becoming insolvent with a marginal net worth.

(2) DPCUI has been experiencing ongoing financial difficulties, including numerous accounting and loan collection problems, as well as
insufficient liquidity for making loans. These trends have reached a point where DPCUI is no longer viable as a separate entity. The trends are confirmed in
a Bureau memorandum dated April 8, 2008, and attached exhibits.

(3) Anemergency exists, and it isin the best interests of the members of DPCUI to have DPCUI merged into Roanoke Postal Employees Federal
Credit Union ("RPEFCU"), afederally chartered credit union.

(4) In order for DPCUI to be merged into RPEFCU under § 6.1-225.11 of the Code of Virginia, the board of directors of both corporations must
approve a plan of merger. The board of directors of the credit unions have approved a plan of merger that provides, among other things, that the remaining
members of DPCUI will become members of RPEFCU.

(5) RPEFCU's member accounts are insured by the National Credit Union Share Insurance Fund.

Having considered the report and the above representations of the Bureau, the Commission finds that an emergency exists, the board of directors
of the credit unions have approved the merger, and that the merger isin the best interests of the members of DPCUI.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The merger of DPCUI into RPEFCU is hereby approved pursuant to § 6.1-225.11 of the Code of Virginia
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(2) This Order of Approval shall take the place of the usual approval of the merger by the members of both credit unions. DPCUI shall provide
its members of record with notice of its merger into RPEFCU.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00082
JUNE 25, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FIRST DECISION MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on April 16, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on April 21, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by May 21, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before May 12, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00100
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AGENCY MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00102
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
THE ALTA COMPANIES, INC. d/b/a ALTA HOME FUNDING,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00103
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN COAST FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00104
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN EAGLE FUNDING, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00106
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AMERICAN LENDING CORP.,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia, that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00107

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN MORTGAGE AND FINANCIAL CONSULTANTS, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00113

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ANCHOR FINANCIAL MORTGAGE COMPANY, INC., d/lb/a ANCHOR LENDING, INC.
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00114
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ANCHOR MORTGAGE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00114
AUGUST 11, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ANCHOR MORTGAGE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REINSTATING A LICENSE

On July 8, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the mortgage broker license issued to
the Defendant for failure to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Defendant filed the
annual report and the Commissioner of Financial Institutions, after reviewing the Defendant's prior record of legal compliance, recommended that its
mortgage broker license be reinstated.

Upon consideration whereof, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order revoking the Defendant's license on July 8, 2008, is vacated effective as of that date.

(2) The Defendant's mortgage broker licenseis reinstated effective July 8, 2008.

(3) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(4) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00118
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
APOLLO MORTGAGE GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00121
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ASSURANCE MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00122
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ATLANTIC COAST MORTGAGE GROUP, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00124

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ATLAS MORTGAGE, LLC d/b/a ATLAS MORTGAGE OF VIRGINIA, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00129
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
BELMONT MORTGAGE, INC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00135

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
THE BURFORD GROUP d/b/a THE BURFORD GROUP, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00137
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
C&G FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00139
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CAPSTAR MORTGAGE, INC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00145
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

COAST TO COAST, MORTGAGE AND FUNDING, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00152
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
DIVERSIFIED MORTGAGE, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00153

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
DOLPHIN ACCEPTANCE CORPORATION, d/b/a DAC MORTGAGE FUNDING,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00156
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ELITE MORTGAGE GROUP, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00160

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
EQQUS MORTGAGE OF VIRGINIA, LLC, d/b/a EQQUS MORTGAGE
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00161

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
EQUITY 1 MORTGAGE AND FINANCIAL SERVICES CORPORATION
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00162
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
EQUITY CONSULTANTS, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00163
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

EVERYDAY LENDING MORTGAGE CORPORATION, INC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00165
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
EWEB FUNDING GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
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delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00167
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FAMILY MORTGAGE CORP.,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00168
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FAMILY TREI, INC., d/b/a PORCHLIGHT,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00169
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FEDERAL FIDELITY MORTGAGE CORPORATION, d/b/a FFM CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
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Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00169
AUGUST 26, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rdl.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FEDERAL FIDELITY MORTGAGE CORPORATION, d/b/a FFM CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER VACATING LICENSE REVOCATION

On July 8, 2008, an Order was entered in this case revoking the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker.
Thereafter, the Staff reported that the Defendant had surrendered its license prior to the entry of the revocation Order but the license surrender had not been
entered into the Bureau of Financial Institutions' record system. Upon consideration thereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) TheJuly 8, 2008 Order revoking the Defendant's license is vacated effective on that date; and

(2) Thiscaseisdismissed, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00170
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FIDELITY MORTGAGE SERVICES INC., d/b/a FIDELITY MORTGAGE SOLUTIONS INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00173
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FINANCIAL FREEDOM MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00176
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST METRO MORTGAGE LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00177
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST SARATOGA FUNDING, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00178
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST SOUTHERN MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00180
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST EQUITABLE MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00180
SEPTEMBER 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST EQUITABLE MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REINSTATING A LICENSE

On July 8, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission”) entered an Order in this case revoking the mortgage lender and broker
license issued to the Defendant for failure to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by 8§ 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the
Defendant filed the annual report and the Commissioner of Financial Institutions, after considering personal medical circumstances attending the Defendant's
failure to timely file the report, recommended that its mortgage lender and broker license be reinstated.

Upon consideration whereof, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order revoking the Defendant's license on July 8, 2008, is vacated effective as of that date.

(2) The Defendant's mortgage lender and broker license is reinstated effective July 8, 2008.

(3) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(4) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00181
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST MADISON MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00182
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRSTSTAR HOME EQUITY, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00184
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FORSYTHE MORTGAGE AND FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00185
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FREEDOM LENDING, L.L.C,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00186
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FRONTGATE FINANCIAL SERVICES, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00187
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

GARRISON FINANCIAL SOLUTIONS GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00188
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
GENESIS FINANCIAL GROUP, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00191
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
GLOBAL MORTGAGE GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00192

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
GLOBAL SERVICE ENTERPRISES, INC., d/b/a GLOBAL FINANCIAL SERVICES
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00194
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
HEARTWELL MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00198
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
HOMELOAN USA CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00199
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
HOMESOUTH MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT ISORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00203
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
J&M MORTGAGE SERVICES, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00205
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

KCP CORPORATION, d/b/a VIRGINIA COMMUNITY LENDING GROUP,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00208
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

LAKEVIEW CAPITAL SERVICES, LLC, d/b/a CAPITAL FIRST FINANCIAL SERVICES,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00209
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
L.A.P. HOLDINGS, LLC, d/b/a FIRST FINANCE,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00211
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
LENDING XPERT FINANCIALS CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00211
NOVEMBER 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
LENDING XPERT FINANCIALS CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REINSTATING A LICENSE

On July 8, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the mortgage broker license issued to
the Defendant for failure to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Defendant filed the
annual report and the Commissioner of Financial Institutions, after reviewing the Defendant's prior record of legal compliance, recommended that its
mortgage broker license be reinstated.

Upon consideration whereof, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order revoking the Defendant's license on July 8, 2008, is vacated effective as of that date.

(2) The Defendant's mortgage broker licenseis reinstated effective July 8, 2008.
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(3) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(4) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00216
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
LOWE'S MORTGAGE, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00218
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
MARTIN MORTGAGE ASSOCIATES, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00221
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
MAVERICK RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia, that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00227
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
MONEY TREE FUNDING, L.L.C,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00230
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MORTGAGE HORIZONS, LLC,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00237
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
NORCAPITAL FUNDING CORPORATION
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00238
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

NORTHEAST REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00238
SEPTEMBER 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

NORTHEAST REAL ESTATE INVESTMENTS, LLC
Defendant

ORDER REINSTATING A LICENSE

On July 8, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an Order in this case revoking the mortgage broker license issued to
the Defendant for failure to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Defendant filed the
annual report and the Commissioner of Financial Institutions, after considering personal family circumstances attending the Defendant's failure to timely file
the report, recommended that its mortgage broker license be reinstated.

Upon consideration whereof, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Order revoking the Defendant's license on July 8, 2008, is vacated effective as of that date.

(2) The Defendant's mortgage broker licenseis reinstated effective July 8, 2008.

(3) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(4) The papersfiled herein shall be placed among the ended cases.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00239
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
NORTHSTAR MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
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authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00239
AUGUST 26, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
NORTHSTAR MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER VACATING LICENSE REVOCATION

On July 8, 2008, an Order was entered in this case revoking the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker.
Thereafter, the Staff reported that the Defendant had surrendered its license prior to the entry of the revocation Order but the license surrender had not been
entered into the Bureau of Financial Institutions' record system. Upon consideration thereof,

IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) TheJuly 8, 2008 Order revoking the Defendant's license is vacated effective on that date; and

(2) Thiscaseis dismissed, and the papers herein shall be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00243
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PACIFIC NORTHWEST MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00246
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PINNACLE MORTGAGE FUNDING, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00250
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PRIMARY MORTGAGE LENDING, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00251
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PREMIER MORTGAGE FUNDING, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, in violation of § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 29, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless the
annual report was filed by June 30, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before June 19,
2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file its annual report as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00254
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PROFESSIONAL LENDING SOLUTIONS, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00256
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
RELIANCE FUNDING SERVICES, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00257
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
RESICOM FUNDING, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00258
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
RESIDENTIAL BROKER GROUP, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00259
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE SOLUTIONS, INC., d/b/a RESIDENTIAL MORTGAGE SOLUTIONS, INC. OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00261
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SAMPSON MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00263
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SKYLAND MORTGAGE LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00264
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SKYLINE MORTGAGE GROUP, L.C,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00266
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SOURCE FUNDING CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00269
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SWIFT 1 MORTGAGE LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00275
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
UMG MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that the Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginia; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless
an annual report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on
or before May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00278
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
USA MORTGAGE SOLUTIONS, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00279
JULY 8§, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
VETERANS FIRST MORTGAGE SERVICES, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
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report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.
Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00280
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
VIRGINIA MUTUAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00286
JULY 8, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
XYBERFINANCE, INC., d/b/a PSA FUNDING, INC.
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to file its annual report due March 1, 2008, as required by § 6.1-418 of the Code of Virginig; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on May 5, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless an annual
report was filed by June 4, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk of the Commission on or before
May 26, 2008; and that no annual report or written request for hearing was received.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to file the annual report required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00289
MAY 20, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: proposed amendments to Mortgage Lender and Broker Act regulations

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

WHEREAS, §6.1-421 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to promulgate regulations to effect
the purposes of the Mortgage Lender and Broker Act (the "Act");

WHEREAS, Chapter 863 of the 2008 Acts of Assembly amends the Act effective July 1, 2008; and
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WHEREAS, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions has proposed that the Commission adopt regulations implementing the aforesaid
amendments insofar as they relate to employment prohibitions, criminal history checks, mandatory employee education, and for other purposes;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed regulations are appended hereto and made part of the record in this case.

(2) Written comments must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O.

Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before June 23, 2008, and shall contain a reference to Case No. BFI-2008-00289. |Interested persons desiring to
submit comments electronically may do so by following the instructions at the Commission's website:  http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission shall conduct a hearing in the Commission's Courtroom, Second Floor, Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond,
Virginiaat 10:00 am. on July 1, 2008, to consider the adoption of the proposed regulations.

(4) The proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in
the Virginia Register.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof shall be sent to the Commissioner of Financia Institutions, who shall forthwith mail a copy of this Order and
the proposed regulations to all licensed mortgage lenders and mortgage brokers and such other interested persons as he may designate.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Mortgage Lender and Broker Act" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation
Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00289
JULY 30, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: proposed amendments to Mortgage Lender and Broker Act regulations

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

Chapter 863 of the 2008 Acts of Assembly amended the Mortgage Lender and Broker Act (the "Act"), Va. Code § 6.1-408, et seq., effective
July 1, 2008. On May 20, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice of regulations proposed by the Bureau
of Financial Institutions (“"Bureau") that would implement the 2008 amendments to the Act.

The Order to Take Notice and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register on June 9, 2008, posted on the Commission's website,
and mailed to al mortgage lenders and mortgage brokers licensed in Virginia and to other interested persons. The Order to Take Notice also scheduled a
hearing on July 1, 2008, at which time the Commission heard oral statements pertaining to the proposed regulations, and the Commission received various
written comment letters prior to the hearing on July 1, 2008.

Upon consideration of the written comments filed concerning the proposed regulations, the oral statements made at the hearing on July 1, 2008,
and recommendations of the Bureau, the Commission concludes that minor modifications to the proposed regulations should be made. Specificaly, the
Commission finds it appropriate to modify the definition of "covered employee" in 10 VAC 5-160-10; to clarify the procedure set forth in 10 VAC 5-160-70
pertaining to the hiring of a person who has been convicted of afelony or misdemeanor involving fraud, misrepresentation or deceit; to reduce the required
number of hours of initial and continuing education and delay the required completion date for the initia training requirements set forth in
10 VAC 5-160-80 B; and to add subsections C and D to 10 VAC 5-160-80, providing for the portability of completed education requirements and allowing
licensees to apply for exemptions from initial education requirements based upon certain certifications, designations or accreditations that may have been
obtained by covered employees prior to July 1, 2008.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations, as modified, are attached hereto, made a part hereof, and are hereby ADOPTED effective August 10, 2008.

(2) Theregulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virgina.gov/case.

(3) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in the
Virginia Register.

(4) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the regulations, shall be sent to the Commissioner of Financia Institutions, who
shall forthwith mail a copy of this Order, together with a copy of the regulations, to all licensed mortgage lenders and mortgage brokers and such other
interested persons as he may designate.

! Several commenters also expressed concerns regarding the language of 10 VAC 5-160-70 A with respect to the timing of criminal record checks and the
use of Virginia's Central Criminal Records Exchange in performing such checks. The Commission, however, has no discretion in this area as the statutory
requirements are clear and unambiguous.
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(5) This matter is dismissed from the Commission's docket, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Mortgage Lenders and Brokers" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission,
Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00292

JULY 8, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ALLIED CASH ADVANCE VIRGINIA, LLC d/b/a ALLIED CASH ADVANCE,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission”) that Allied Cash Advance Virginia, LLC d/b/a
Allied Cash Advance ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that during
an examination of certain of Defendant's offices completed September 7, 2007, the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions (“the Bureau") found that
it had violated 88§ 6.1-459(1), (2), (8), (10), (14), (15), and (17) of the Code of Virginia and 88 10 VAC 5-200-30B 2 and 70 B of the Virginia
Administrative Code during certain payday loan transactions with Virginia borrowers; that the Defendant, without admitting or denying the violations
alleged by the Bureau, offered to settle this case by payment of the sum of thirty-eight thousand dollars ($38,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth
of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner of Financia Institutions recommended that the Commission accept
Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00295
JUNE 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: proposed amendments to Payday Loan Act regulations

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

WHEREAS, § 6.1-458 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") to promulgate regulations to effect
the purposes of the Payday Loan Act, § 6.1-444 et seg. of the Code of Virginig;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 of the 2008 Acts of Assembly (“Chapter 849") significantly amends the Payday Loan Act effective January 1, 2009;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 requires the Commission to certify and contract with one or more third parties to develop, implement, and maintain a
real-time Internet-accessible database that contains such payday loan information as the Commission may require;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 prohibits individuals from obtaining payday loans under various circumstances, such as if they have outstanding
payday loans or repaid previous payday loans on the same day they are seeking new payday loans, or if they are members of the military services of the
United States or the spouses or other dependents of such members;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 gives borrowers the option under certain circumstances to repay their payday loans by means of extended payment
plans or extended term loans, and requires borrowers who elect either of these options to wait a period of time after repaying their loans before obtaining
new payday loans;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 modifies the amount of interest and fees that may be charged by alicensed payday lender, provides that the term of a
payday loan must be at least two times a borrower's pay cycle, and imposes additional requirements and limitations; and

WHEREAS, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions has proposed that the Commission adopt regulations implementing the aforesaid
amendments and for other purposes,
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations are appended hereto and made a part of the record in this case.
(2) Comments must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O.

Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before July 25, 2008, and shall contain a reference to Case No. BFI-2008-00295. Interested persons desiring to
submit comments electronically may do so by following the instructions at the Commission's website:  http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission shall conduct a hearing in the Commission's Courtroom, Second Floor, Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond,
Virginiaat 10:00 am. on August 5, 2008, to receive oral comments on the proposed regulations.

(4) The proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in
the Virginia Register.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Payday Lending" is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office,
Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00295
SEPTEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: proposed amendments to Payday Loan Act regulations

ORDER ADOPTING FINAL REGULATIONS

On June 17, 2008, the Commission issued an Order to Take Notice of new regulations proposed by the Bureau of Financia Institutions
("Bureau") to implement extensive amendments to the Payday Loan Act ("the Act"), 88 6.1-444 et seq. of the Code of Virginia that were adopted by the
General Assembly in 2008. In its Order the Commission provided interested parties an opportunity to submit written comments on or before July 25, 2008,
and afurther opportunity to offer oral comments at a public hearing to be conducted on August 5, 2008. The Order aso required the proposed regulations to
be published in the Virginia Register of Regulations. That publication was completed on July 7, 2008.*

Amendments to the Act made by Chapter 849 of the 2008 Acts of Assembly require the Commission to certify and contract with one or more
third parties to develop, implement, and maintain a real-time Internet-accessible database that contains such payday loan information as the Commission
may require. The Act as amended prevents individua borrowers from obtaining payday loans under various circumstances, such asif they have outstanding
payday loans or repaid previous payday loans on the same day they are seeking new payday loans, or if they are members of the military services of the
United States or the spouses or other dependents of such members. The law also provides borrowers the option under certain circumstances to repay their
payday loans by means of extended payment plans or extended term loans, and requires borrowers who elect either of those options to wait a period of time
after repaying their loans before obtaining new payday loans. It also modifies the amount of interest and fees that may be charged by a licensed payday
lender, provides that the term of a payday |oan must be at least two times a borrower's pay cycle, and imposes additional requirements and limitations.

Many of the reforms are complex and warrant substantial changes to the Commission Payday Lending Rules, 10 VAC 5-200-10 et seq. The
amendments to the Act are generally effective January 1, 2009, but the implementing regulations must be finalized well in advance so that the database can
be developed in conformity with the regulations and operational before January 1, 2009. The proposed amendments to the regulations (i) specify the
information that licensees are required to collect and transmit to the payday lending database and establish rules governing what licensees must do if they are
unable to access the database at the time that they are required to transmit information to the database; (ii) limit licensees' access to the database and reguire
licensees to transmit limited information to the database in connection with certain loans that remain outstanding as of January 1, 2009; (iii) instruct
licensees how to determine borrower's pay cycle and minimum loan term, and require licensees to return the check given as security for aloan to a borrower
if the loan is repaid in full with cash or good funds instrument; (iv) establish the rules applicable to extended payment plans and extended term loans,
including when these types of repayment arrangements may be elected by borrowers; (v) require licensees to provide consumers with oral and written
notices regarding extended payment plans and extended term loans, and address the waiting periods associated with these repayment arrangements;
(vi) contain definitions for "member of the military services of the United States' and "other dependent of a member of the military services of the United
States," and establish the process by which licensees are required to determine whether an individua is a member of the military services of the United
States, or the spouse or other dependent of a member of the military services of the United States; (vii) make various changes to 10 VAC 5-200-40, which
relates to the prepayment of a payday loan, as well as 10 VAC 5-200-60, which pertains to the required posting of charges; and (viii) revise the text of the
payday lending pamphlet, which licensees must give to all consumers prior to entering into payday loan transactions.

Written comments on the proposed regulations were received from the Community Financial Services Association of America ("CFSA"); the
Virginians Against Payday Loans ("VAPL"); the Virginia Partnership to Encourage Responsible Lending ("VaPERL"); the Center for Responsible Lending
("CRL"); the Office of the Attorney General, Division of Consumer Counsdl ("AG"); Veritec Solutions, LLC ("Veritec"); and Checks Mate, Inc. ("Checks
Mate"). The CFSA, VAPL, VaPERL, CRL, the AG, and Ward Scull, I11, a businessman from Newport News, Virginia and one of the cofounders of VAPL,
aso appeared at the public hearing to offer oral comments and respond to the written comments submitted by others. The Commission has considered all
comments received, both written and oral, and hereby adopts a number of changes to the proposed regulations as part of its fina regulations and as discussed
below.

124:22 VA R. 3048 et seq. July 7, 2008.
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10 VAC 5-200-10. Definitions.

First, CFSA recommended that the definition of "duplicate origina" be clarified to allow e-signed documents. We find that such clarification is
not necessary. E-signed documents are not prohibited.

CFSA daso asked that the regulations be further clarified to explicitly allow payments to be made by use of a credit card. The definition of "good
funds instrument" currently includes "payment effected by use of adebit or credit card." This comment, however, caused us to refocus on this definition and
one of the new provisionsin the law that states "[a] licensee shall not obtain authorization to electronically debit a borrower's deposit account in connection
with any payday loan."? Accordingly, the inclusion of payment by use of a debit card must be struck from the definition of "good funds instrument." The
inclusion of credit card payments will remain. Similarly, other references to payments by debit cards that appear elsewhere in the regulations should also be
removed.

CFSA and VAPL focused on the definition of "[m]ember of the military services of the United States’ and “[o]ther dependent of a member. . ."
The proposed definitions were intended to be consistent with the Department of Defense's regulations.®> However, VAPL recommended adding "National
Guard" to the list of services in the definition, and at the hearing CFSA stated that it had no objection.® We agree that any member of the National Guard
serving on active duty under a call or order that does not specify a period of 30 days or fewer should be explicitly included as a "member of the military
services of the United States."

VAPL aso recommended that the definition of "[o]ther dependent of a member. . ." be revised to include persons receiving more than half of
their income from any married couple including a member of the military and his or her spouse. The proposed regulation tracks the Department of Defense's
regulation and will not be modified.

10 VAC 5-200-20. Requirementsfor licensees; operating rules; acquisitions.

The CRL had a number of technical changes to reinforce the importance of the real-time entry and accuracy of the data in the database. CRL
asserted that licensees therefore should be held to a high standard of expediency and accuracy of reporting.® Several of those changes have been
incorporated.

A number of commenters focused their attention on 10 VAC 5-200-20 F, the provisions that define borrowers' minimum loan terms. The AG
addressed this provision, and at his recommendation we have incorporated revisions to address a borrower who is paid more frequently than weekly. Such
borrower's minimum loan term should be 14 days, which is two times the minimum term loan allowed currently by statute. VAPL was concerned that a
borrower paid semi-monthly with a minimum loan term of 30 days, as proposed, would not receive a second paycheck on months with 31 days before loan
repayment would be due. VAPL therefore recommended the minimum loan term for borrowers paid semi-monthly be revised to 31 days. VAPL had a
similar concern with borrowers paid monthly, and recommended the minimum loan term for those borrowers be revised to 62 days. We have adopted those
changes.

VaPERL recommended adding "Veteran Benefits or other forms of pension received monthly" to examples of monthly sources of income in
addition to monthly paychecks. CFSA noted that "to include is to exclude."® It is our intent for this section to define the minimum loan term for all
borrowers paid or receiving income on a monthly basis from whatever source that income may be derived. Consistent with CFSA's suggestion, we have
deleted the examples, and the regulation now simply refersto a borrower paid monthly.

The formula set forth in 10 VAC 5-200-20 F 5 was the topic of extended discussion in written and oral comments. Several commenters
recommended the Commission choose a more certain and less complicated loan term in place of the formula approach in the proposed regulations. The
recommendations ranged from a minimum loan term of 14 days to 60 days. We will revise this regulation to provide that the minimum loan term for a
borrower who is paid either less frequently than monthly (i.e., his or her pay cycle is greater than 30 days) or on an irregular basis not covered in
10 VAC 5-200-20 F 1 will be 62 days.

CFSA next sought guidance on what a licensee should retain to document a borrower's pay cycle. The regulations are hereby revised to advise
licensees that supporting documentation may include, but not be limited to, a pay stub if the pay cycle is clearly indicated thereon or a representation by the
borrower in the written loan application.

CFSA also sought clarification that the prohibition contained in 10 VAC 5-200-20 H did not preclude use of Check 21 clearing. This concern is
not justified. The regulations as drafted do not prohibit depository institutions from processing checks in accordance with Check 21.

VAPL offered language to clarify that a licensee shall hold no more than one security check. That language is consistent with the statute and we
will incorporateiit.

The AG also suggested revisions to 10 VAC 5-200-20 M to require a licensee to return a borrower's check not only when aloan is repaid in full
with cash, but also when it is canceled. He also recommended that licensees be required to return the security check immediately if the borrower repays or
otherwise satisfies a payday |oan with cash. Those revisions are also appropriate and are hereby made.

2 Virginia Code § 6.1-459(24).

% Limitations on Terms of Consumer Credit Extended to Service Members and Dependents, 32 C.F.R. § 232.3(c).
* Transcript 66.

® Transcript 43-46.

® Transcript 66.
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10 VAC 5-200-33. Extended payment plans.

VaPERL urged the Commission to alow borrowers to elect an extended payment plan to repay a payday loan even after a loan is past due.
However, § 6.1-459(27)(a)(ii) of the Act provides that borrowers may elect "at any time on or before its due date, to repay such fifth payday loan by means
of an extended payment plan as provided in subdivision 26(b)." The proposed regulation reconciles the timing provisions for all extended payment plan
elections with the specific language in the statute for extended payment plans elected in conjunction with a fifth payday loan. Therefore, a borrower is
permitted to enter into an extended payment plan at any time on or after the date aloan is made through the date that the loan is due to be repaid. However,
10 VAC 5-200-70 H explicitly allows mutually agreeable alternative payment plans, and we have added language to cross-reference that provision.

The regulations provide that a licensee shall permit a borrower to repay a payday loan "in at least four equal installments over aterm of at least
60 days." The VAPL recommends the regulations provide for a minimum term of at least 90 days, arguing that borrowers should have the benefit of an
extended payment plan term longer than the minimum loan term, noting that at 60 days, a borrower paid monthly would have no extension over his or her
minimum loan term that would be otherwise available. VAPL urges the Commission to require licensees to offer minimum terms of no less than 90 days for
extended payment plans. VaPERL aso asked the Commission to provide guidance to licensees to determine the correct term for each borrower by
accounting for individual financial circumstances. We find it appropriate to adhere to § 6.1-459(26)(b) of the Act, which explicitly provides that an extended
payment plan shall have aterm of at least 60 days.

CFSA suggested that the regulations should provide for "substantially equal payments* and for payments to be spread out "substantially evenly"
over the term of the loan. The change proposed by CFSA makes the regulation more ambiguous, and conflicts with Virginia Code § 6.1-459(26)(b) of the
Act. The language in the Act is very specific, and provides for "at least four equal installments over an aggregate term of at least 60 days." We observe,
however, the normal and acceptable business practice is that when a payment due date falls on a holiday or weekend, the payment is due on the next business

day.

Also in this section of the regulations, CFSA and VAPL contend that a licensee should not be prohibited from exchanging security checks, or
accepting a subsequent and smaller security check in place of the original security check when a borrower makes an installment payment under an extended
payment plan. VAPL offered specific language changes, and at the hearing CFSA agreed to that language.” We find those changes to be reasonable.

VAPL next turned to the written notice required to be posted by licensees, and suggested that it should be more personalized and clarify when the
rolling -2-month period during which a borrower is allowed only one extended payment plan begins. We have no objection to the first suggestion; however,
we will dlightly modify VAPL's personalization to make the notice more accurate relative to eligibility. We do not think the desired clarification is
necessary or belongs in the written notice.

CFSA complains that the length of the oral notice is too long. Other commenters thought the proposed oral notice is important and helpful to
consumers. We also agree that oral notice is important but want to avoid a situation where a lengthy prescribed statement is read so quickly that in reality it
provides little or no actual notice of the extended payment plan option and its features. We will therefore modify the oral notice prescribed in the proposed
regulations to instead require alicensee to (i) orally notify an applicant that he is eligible for an extended payment plan, (ii) direct the applicants to read the
written notice posted in the licensee's office or the "Borrower Rights and Responsibilities’ pamphlet, and (iii) advise the applicant that the licensee is
available to answer any questions. We believe this approach will protect borrowers more effectively than a rushed reading of along text.

10 VAC 5-200-35. Five payday loanswithin 180 days.

Although an extended payment plan is different from an extended term loan, which is provided as an option to a borrower seeking a fifth payday
loan within 180 days, many of the comments we received on this section of the regulations were similar, such as comments supporting the addition of
language to alow borrowers to exchange security checks when making an installment payment. We will adopt parallel changes in this section of the
regulations.

CFSA also urged the Commission to eliminate the written and oral notice of the availability of an extended term loan, arguing that such notice is
not required by the Act. CFSA again specifically complained that the oral notice required by this section of the regulations was burdensome and too long.
Although not expressly required by the Act, requiring notice is well within our authority and is essential to fulfilling the intent of the General Assembly. We
will, however, also modify the oral notice relating to an applicant's eligibility for an extended term loan.

Finally, VAPL urged the Commission to include payday loans made between October 1, 2008 and December 31, 2008, for purposes of
determining how many loans a borrower obtained in any rolling 180-day period, rather than beginning that count on January 1, 2009. We decline to make
that change. Chapter 849 is generally effective January 1, 2009, and beginning both the rolling 180-day and 12-month periods applicable to extended
payment plans and extended term loans, respectively, on that effective date provides a consistent start date.

10 VAC 5-200-40. Borrower prepayment[; right to cancel].

Although no commenters addressed the majority of this section of the regulations, several changes, most notably explicit inclusion of a borrower's
right to cancel a payday loan, and the provisions addressing the prepayment of a payday loan (particularly when an extended payment plan or extended term
loan has been elected) were necessitated by the amendments to the Act and other changes adopted in these regulations.

VAPL did urge the Commission to modify 10 VAC 5-200-40 F to require partial prepayments on extended payment plans and extended term
loans to result in a pro-rata adjustment of the total interest due on aloan. The statute, however, requires equal payment installments which would preclude
pro-ratainterest adjustments, as each installment is effectively a partial prepayment. A prepayment that resultsin full payment or satisfaction of aloan may
result in a pro-ratainterest adjustment.

" Transcript 102.
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10 VAC 5-200-70. Additional businessrequirementsand restrictions.

VAPL first suggests that this section of the regulations be modified to include a requirement that licensees post a sign that members of the
military and their dependants are prohibited under the Act from getting a payday loan in Virginia. We find that one more sign is not necessary, as it will
quickly become evident that such lending is not allowed.

This section of the regulations also reiterates the statutory provision providing that a licensee shall not make a payday loan to a member of the
military or their spouse or other dependant, and further directs that four questions be included in the loan application. First, consistent with our earlier
revision to the definition of a"member of the military services of the United States," we will add references to "National Guard" in these questions. VAPL
also suggests adding a clear and explicit prohibition against a licensee making a payday loan to an applicant unless the applicant answers "no" to al four
questions. We believe such prohibition is reasonable and comports with the Act as amended. CFSA also asked the Commission to substitute the
Department of Defense certification for the four questionsincluded in the regulations.®2 We note that the prohibition in these regulations is broader than that
contemplated by the Department of Defense certification.

One final comment addressed this section. Specifically, VAPL recommended extensive revision to 10 VAC 5-200-70 F, which we had not
proposed to change. VAPL would have us impose a requirement that licensees provide payday lending notices, applications, and other materials in Spanish
to al applicants for whom Spanish is a native language. VAPL would further direct licensees to not make payday loans to any applicant whose native
language is something other than English or Spanish unless the licensee determines that the applicant can read and understand the documents, or the licensee
reads and explains the documents to the applicant in a language the applicant can comprehend, or the applicant is accompanied by someone who can and
does read and explain the documents to the borrower. This policy directive was not addressed by the General Assembly despite the opportunity to do so
amidst extensive debate. Accordingly, we decline to make this policy determination in these regul ations.

10 VAC 5-200-80. Payday lending pamphlet text.

Numerous changes to the text of the pamphlet are necessary to correspond to statutory amendments and changes adopted elsewhere in the
regulations, and should be self explanatory. Also, the AG suggested adding language to the pamphlet directing certain applicants to contact credit
counseling agencies or consumer finance companies. VAPL made a similar suggestion relative to another section of the regulations that would have
required licensees to provide a Federal Trade Commission publication to applicants who were declined loans.® We believe that such additions go beyond the
requirements of the Act, and decline to incorporate them, although we note that the Commission's website has alist of licensed credit agencies.

10 VAC 5-200-110. Payday lending database.

CFSA raised concern that the regulations imply that a prospective borrower must furnish a current Virginia driver's license or identification card
issued by the Virginia Department of Motor Vehicles or "DMV" in order to apply for a payday loan. CFSA contends that such a requirement is too
restrictive, and that licensees have always made loans to persons who did not reside within Virginia. It recommends that the requirement be modified to
provide that any current government issued identification that includes a photograph of the prospective borrower may be used and relied upon by alicensee
to verify a borrower's identity. Counsel for the Bureau explained that it was not the intent to limit borrowers to those with a Virginia driver's license or
identification card, but countered that the modification suggested by CFSA would allow borrowers to use multiple identification cards, thus creating several
unique borrower identification numbers to be entered into the database which would alow an individua borrower to circumvent the Act and provide the
borrower with the opportunity to hold more than one outstanding payday loan at any onetime. We agree with the Bureau that we must carefully consider the
means of borrower identification to eliminate such opportunities. A single consistent source document containing identifying information is necessary to
create a unique borrower identification for purposes of tracking payday loan activity in the database as contemplated by the Act. We agree, however, that
the regulations should be clarified to allow use of driver's licenses and identification cards issued by states other than Virginia.

Veritec, a database provider in severa other states, also addressed borrower identification. Veritec commended the Commission's effort to limit
the personal data collected and transmitted from an individual borrower, but stated that for the database to effectively function, a balance between limiting
the transmission of personal information and adequate data point collections must be achieved. "To facilitate effective fraud detection, an additional data
point . . . isneeded." Veritec recommended the Commission also collect the applicant's date of birth. We will adopt that recommendation.

Veritec also noted that the normal practice in other states already using payday lending databases is to identify borrowers by means of borrowers'
Social Security Numbers. Although the industry standard appears to be to use a borrower's full Social Security Number as the unique borrower identification
number, numerous laws have been enacted or proposed that prohibit or significantly restrict the identification of individuals by means of their Social
Security Numbers. Furthermore, storing borrowers' full Social Security Numbers in a centralized database increases the risk of identity theft. Accordingly,
we find that we are required to consider and adopt a different means of uniquely identifying borrowers in the payday lending database. As noted above, we
find that a current driver's license or identification card issued by the state licensing authority in a borrower's state of residence provides a single consistent
source document that contains a combination of information sufficient to create a unique identifier for each borrower. Furthermore, at least in Virginia, a
driver's license or identification card also includes a picture of the borrower. Borrowers will be uniquely identified in the database using a combination of
the last four digits of their driver's license or identification card number, their numeric date of birth, and the first five digits of their zip code. If the General
Assembly subsequently enacts legislation to expressly require Social Security Numbers to be used to uniquely identify borrowers in the payday lending
database, we will modify our regulations accordingly. To further protect borrowers' identities, licensees will also be required to redact a borrower's driver's
license or identification card number so that only the last four digits remain visible on the copy that isto be retained in their files.

CFSA and the AG recommend elimination of 10 VAC 5-200-110 C 7, which requires licensees to obtain and transmit data including "[w]hether
the applicant is a member of the military services of the United States, or the spouse or other dependent of a member of the military services of the United
States." They contend that the Act prohibits licensees from making payday |0ans to such persons, and therefore the removal of this information from what is
required to be transmitted will reduce the complexity of the database, speed up the data entry process, and eliminate unnecessary information from the
database. We agree. The Bureau, however, proposed this data point to facilitate responding to the directive of the General Assembly to "report to the

8 Transcript 101.

®VAPL would provide for such noticein 10 VAC 5-200-110 E.



110
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Chairman of the House and Senate Commerce and Labor Committees regarding the utilization of payday loans, including ... effectiveness of the
prohibitions on military lending . . .." To facilitate the collection of data to respond to this legislative requirement, we will add a provision, new subsection
N, to require licensees to report on adaily basis the number of individuals who were unable to obtain loans due to their status as a member of the military or
the spouse or dependent of such a member.

This section of the regulations provides alist of additional information that a licensee must transmit to the database if an applicant is eligible for a
payday loan. Subdivision F 5 includes "[s]ource of income for repayment of loan (employment or Social Security)." Both the AG and the CFSA urge the
Commission to strike this dataitem. They contend that the source of funds for repayment should not matter, and this requirement is unnecessary. We agree.

Both the AG and CFSA also recommend elimination of arequired datafield in Subdivision J 2, which is the "method of repayment or satisfaction
(e.g., cash, good funds instrument, check given to licensee as security for loan, other personal check, etc.)." They again contend that there is nothing in the
Act that makes information concerning the source of funds used to repay or satisfy a payday loan necessary to the database or significant for future use, but
will unnecessarily increase the amount of information maintained in the database. We agree with this recommendation as well and have deleted this data
requirement.

The AG, however, also recommends an addition. Specifically, he suggests that licensees should be required to update the database when a
judgment they obtained for a payday loan is paid. CFSA agreed, but expressed concern that licensees may not know a judgment has been paid on the same
date it is paid, and urges the Commission to allow licensees additional time to enter such data. We will incorporate the AG's suggestion, but licensees will
not be required to enter the data until the date they learn that the judgment has been satisfied.

The regulations provide procedures for those times in which a licensee is unable to access the database due to technical problems beyond the
licensee's control, and require the licensee to collect specific information including the first and last name of the person in the call center who provides the
results of aquery. Veritec stated that given concerns for the safety and security of call center employees, it is standard and commonplace industry practice
for call center employees to instead provide a “pseudonym, user name or a customer service representative identification number" and suggested a customer
service representative identification number would provide the same level of accountability and verification as a first and last name. We appreciate this
concern and have modified the regulations to permit the use of an identification number.

Subsection O of the regulations limits licensees access to data in the database. It was suggested that licensees should be allowed access to al
data that the individual licensee has entered into the database. Such access would provide the licensee with no more information than it should already
possess, but would enable the licensees to reconcile internal records with the information submitted to the database, and correct information previously
submitted as required by Subdivision K 2. On consideration, we find such limited access would provide a better means of assuring quality control over the
accuracy of the datain the database, and should be permitted.

Veritec emphasized the need to input historical data for transactions that will remain open on or after January 1, 2009, and urged the Commission
to require licensees to input such data prior to being granted access to the database for verification of applicant eligibility. The regulation already directs
such data to be collected and transmitted to the database. However, as a practical matter it will be impossible for the database provider or us to timely
determine whether all such historic data has been uploaded by January 1, 2009. While we agree that such data is necessary, we decline to include a
provision as suggested by Veritec.

10 VAC 5-200-120. Enforcement

Finaly, VaPERL and CRL recommended the regulations include substantial penalties for licensees that engage in intentional, willful, negligent,
or repeated delays or inaccuracies in reporting data to the database. This section of the regulations already sets forth the penalties and consequences for any
violations of the Act or regulations.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed regulations and comments, is of the opinion that the attached regulations should be
adopted asfinal.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The new regulations at Chapter 200 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code entitled "Payday Lending Rules," which are attached
hereto and made a part hereof, should be, and they are hereby, ADOPTED effective January 1, 2009;

(2) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall forthwith cause a copy of this Order, including a copy of the final regulations, to
be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations;

(3) ThisOrder and the attached regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at www.scc.virginia.gov/case; and

(4) Thiscaseisdismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "CH 200 10-VAC-5-200 Payday Lending Rules' is on file and may be examined at the State
Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00296
NOVEMBER 4, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

GREEN DOT CORPORATION D/B/A GREEN DOT FINANCIAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission™) that Green Dot Corporation, d/b/a Green Dot
Financial Corporation (the "Company"), recently applied for alicense to engage in business as a money transmitter pursuant to Chapter 12 of Title 6.1 of the
Code of Virginiain order to pursue new business opportunities in Virginia; that as a result of the investigation of the application the Staff alleges that the
Company had already engaged in a money transmission business without the license required by statute; that the Company denies that it was required to be
licensed based on the good faith belief that it merely provided prepaid card marketing and distribution services to or for a bank and was, therefore, exempt
from licensure under § 6.1-371 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that unless the Company was prepared to enter into formal proceedings
before the Commission for a determination on the licensing issue, the Commissioner of the Bureau of Financial Institutions (*Commissioner") intended to
recommend the imposition of a fine for the Company's engaging in the money transmission business without the required license; that in order to avoid the
expense and distraction of protracted litigation as well as the delays inherent with such proceedings and given the economic necessity to proceed with
Company's business plans, the Company offered to settle the Bureau's allegations by payment of the sum of Twenty-Five Thousand Dollars ($25,000),
tendered said sum to the Commonwealth without entering into any proceedings, and without admitting the Staff's allegations and while continuing to deny
such allegations, waived its right to a hearing in this case; and the Commissioner recommended that the Commission accept the Company's offer of
settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Company's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00300
OCTOBER 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
HOMEWEALTH FINANCIAL, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on June 11, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on June 12, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by July 11, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before July 3, 2008; and
that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00301
JULY 31, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
THE FIRST FIDELITY MORTGAGE GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that The First Fidelity Mortgage Group, LLC
("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant sent
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solicitations styled "Mortgage Notification *** Payment Adjustment" to Virginia resident consumers which violated various provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60
of the Virginia Administrative Code and the aforesaid Chapter of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financial
Ingtitutions ("Commissioner") intended to recommend the imposition of a fine and that the Defendant was required to cease and desist sending the
solicitations or any other deceptive or misleading advertisements to Virginia resident consumers, the Defendant offered, without admitting or denying the
Staff's allegations, to settle this case by paying afine in the sum of seven thousand-five hundred dollars ($7,500) and abiding by the provisions of this Order,
tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner recommended that the Commission
accept the Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT ISORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall cease and desist sending the "Mortgage Notification Payment Adjustment” solicitations, or any other deceptive or
misleading advertisements, to Virginiaresident consumers.

(3) The Defendant shall comply with al provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60 of the Virginia Administrative Code and § 6.1-124 of the Code of
Virginia
(4) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(5) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00303
AUGUST 20, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
A ONE MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on June 21, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on June 27, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by July 27, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
July 18, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00309
JULY 10, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: payday lending database inquiry fee

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 of the 2008 Acts of Assembly ("Chapter 849") amends the Payday Loan Act, § 6.1-444 et seq. of the Code of Virginia,
effective January 1, 2009;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 requires the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") to certify and contract with one or more third parties to
develop, implement, and maintain a real-time I nternet-accessible database that contains such payday 1oan information as the Commission may require;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 requires licensed payday lenders to query the database before making a payday loan, and to pay afee to the database
provider in connection with each consummated |oan to defray the cost of submitting the database inquiry;

WHEREAS, Chapter 849 provides that the amount of the database inquiry fee shall be calculated in accordance with a schedule set by the
Commission, and shall bear a reasonable relationship to the actual cost of the operation of the database;

WHEREAS, the Commission is in the process of procuring a contract or contracts and has not selected a successful vendor or vendors so the
actual cost of the database is not yet known;
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WHEREAS, however, the database must be operational by January 1, 20009;

WHEREAS, §6.1-458 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the Commission to promulgate regulations to effect the purposes of the Payday Loan
Act; and

WHEREAS, the Commissioner of Financial Institutions has proposed that the Commission adopt a regulation to establish the amount of the
database inquiry fee that the licensee shall pay to the database provider in connection with each consummated loan to defray the cost of submitting the
database inquiry, and to further provide notice that the fee will be no greater than $5.00 which is the maximum verification fee licensees are alowed to
charge by statute;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed regulation, 10 VAC 5-200-115, is appended hereto and made a part of the record in this case.

(2) Comments or requests for a hearing on the transaction fee or proposed regulation must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State
Corporation Commission, c/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before August 20, 2008. All correspondence

shall contain a reference to Case No. BFI-2008-00309. Interested persons desiring to submit comments or request a hearing electronically may do so by
following the instructions available at the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The proposed regulation shall be posted on the Commission’'s website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed regulation, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for publication in
the Virginia Register.

AN ATTESTED COPY hereof shall be sent to the Commissioner of Financial Institutions, who shall forthwith mail a copy of this Order and
the proposed regulation to all licensed payday lenders and such other interested persons as he may designate.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Payday Lending Rules' is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Clerk's
Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00309
SEPTEMBER 25, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: payday lending database inquiry fee

ORDER ADOPTING A REGULATION

By Order entered in this case on July 10, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") directed that notice be given of its proposal,
acting pursuant to § 6.1-458 of the Payday Loan Act, to promulgate a regulation to establish the amount of the database inquiry fee that each licensee will be
required to pay to the database provider in connection with each consummated payday loan to defray the cost of submitting a database inquiry. Notice of the
proposed regulation was published in the Virginia Register on August 4, 2008, posted on the Commission's website, and sent by the Commissioner of
Financial Institutions to all licensed payday lenders and other interested persons. Licensees and other interested persons were afforded the opportunity to file
written comments or request a hearing on or before August 20, 2008.

The Commission received comment letters from Ms. Joyce Hann, who supported the proposed regulation, and Mr. Sanjiv Shah, President of
Checks Mate, Inc., who objected to the requirement that licensees remit the database inquiry fees to the database provider on aweekly basis. However, this
requirement comes directly from § 6.1-453.1 B 4 of the Code of Virginia. The Commission did not receive any reguests for a hearing.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed regulation and comments, is of the opinion that the attached regulation should be adopted
as finad. The Commission further concludes that the regulation should have a delayed effective date of January 1, 2009, to coincide with the date that
licensees are required to begin submitting inquiries to the payday lending database.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Thenew regulation at 10 VAC 5-200-115, which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, should be, and it is hereby, ADOPTED effective
January 1, 2009;

(2) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall forthwith cause a copy of this Order, including a copy of the fina regulation, to
be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations;

(3) ThisOrder and the attached regulation shall be posted on the Commission's website at www.scc.virginia.gov/case; and

(4) Thiscaseis dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

Commissioner Dimitri did not participate in this matter.


http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case
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NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Payday Lending Rules' is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation Commission, Clerk's
Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00323
OCTOBER 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
HOME SURE MORTGAGE, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on August 5, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on August 6, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by September 6, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 27,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00326
OCTOBER 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CHARTER LENDING, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on July 28, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 29, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by August 29, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
August 19, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00330
OCTOBER 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
LOW RATE MORTGAGE, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on July 18, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority,
gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 21, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by August 21, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 11, 2008; and that
no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00331
OCTOBER 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST FINANCIAL FUNDING CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on July 18, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority,
gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 21, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by August 21, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 11, 2008; and that
no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00332
AUGUST 29, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
FIRST CHOICE FUNDING GROUP, LTD.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on July 17, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 18, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by August 18, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
August 8, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00333
AUGUST 29, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

HOME CONSULTANTS, INC. d/b/a HCI MORTGAGE
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on July 17, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 18, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by August 18, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
August 8, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00336
SEPTEMBER 3, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

TRINITY CAPITAL REALTY, INC. D/B/A 3N1 HOME LOANS
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on July 5, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority,
gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 16, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by August 16, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 6, 2008; and that no
new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00337
SEPTEMBER 3, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CHARM CITY MORTGAGE, LLC
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on July 4, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority,
gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 16, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by August 16, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 6, 2008; and that no
new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00338
AUGUST 29, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
NOVO MORTGAGE GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginiawas cancelled on July 3, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority,
gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 16, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new bond was
filed by August 16, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before August 6, 2008; and that no
new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.
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Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00342
NOVEMBER 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ALLIED HOME MORTGAGE CAPITAL CORPORATION,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Bureau of Financia Institutions ("Bureau") reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that
Allied Home Mortgage Capital Corporation (*Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of
Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant sent "VA Mortgage Assessment Notice" solicitations to Virginia consumers in violation of various
provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60 and the Mortgage Lender and Broker Act; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financial Institutions
intended to recommend the imposition of afine, the Defendant offered to settle this case by paying a fine in the sum of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000) and,
abiding by the provisions of this Order, tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia and waived its right to a hearing in the case. The
Commissioner of Financial Institutions recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under
§12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall cease and desist from sending its VA Mortgage Assessment Notice" solicitations or any other deceptive or misleading
advertisements to Virginia consumers.

(3) The Defendant shall comply with all provisions of 10 VAC 5-160-60 and § 6.1-424 of the Code of Virginia.
(4) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(5) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00346
DECEMBER 4, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
CASH EXPRESS OF VIRGINIA, INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") that Cash Express of Virginia, Inc.
("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that during examinations of certain
of Defendant's offices completed in July and September 2007, the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions (the "Bureau") found that it had violated
88 6.1-459 (1), (6), (8), (9), (10), (14), and (17) of the Code of Virginia and §8§ 10 VAC 5-200-30 and 70 C of the Virginia Administrative Code during a
substantial number of payday loan transactions with Virginia borrowers; that the Defendant offered to settle this case by payment of a penaty of
Twenty-Eight Thousand Dollars ($28,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the
Commissioner of Financial Institutions recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under
§ 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00347
SEPTEMBER 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
HOME ENERGY SAVINGS CORP.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission (“"Commission") that MLI Capital Group, Inc, (the
"Company") is licensed to engage in business under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant acquired the stock of the Company
without applying for and obtaining Commission approval, in violation of §6.1-416.1 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the
Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner") intended to recommend the imposition of a fine, the Defendant, without admitting or denying
liahility, offered to settle this case by payment in the sum of five-thousand dollars ($5,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived
its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner recommended that the Commission accept the Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority
granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00348
SEPTEMBER 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
IPAYDEBT FINANCIAL SERVICES, INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that iPayDebt Financial Services, Inc. (the
"Company"), recently applied for alicense to engage in business as a credit counseling agency pursuant to Chapter 10.2 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginig;
that during investigation of the application it was found that the Company conducted a credit counseling agency business in Virginia without the required
license in violation of § 6.1-363.3 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financia Institutions ("Commissioner")
intended to recommend the imposition of afine, the Defendant, by counsel, without admitting or denying liability, offered to settle this case by payment of
the sum of five thousand dollars ($5,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the
Commissioner recommended that the Commission accept Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of
Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) Defendant's offer in settlement of this caseis accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00353
OCTOBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
NATIONS CHOICE FINANCIAL, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
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filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on August 16, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on August 19, 2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by September 19, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before September 9,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00355
OCTOBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
GOLDEN TRUST MORTGAGE GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on August 19, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on August 20, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by September 20, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
September 10, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00359
SEPTEMBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
DOMUS HOLDINGS CORP,,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

ON A FORMER DAY, the Staff reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that PHH Home Loans, LLC d/b/a Coldwell
Banker Home Loans, (the "Company"), is licensed to engage in business under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the Defendant, Domus
Holdings Corp. acquired more than twenty-five (25) percent of the stock of the Company without applying for and obtaining Commission approval, in
violation of § 6.1-416.1 of the Code of Virginia; that upon being informed that the Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") intended to
recommend the imposition of a fine, the Defendant, without admitting or denying the violation, offered to settle this case by payment of the sum of five
thousand dollars ($5,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth of Virginia, and waived its right to a hearing in the case; and the Commissioner
recommended that the Commission accept the Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.
(2) Thiscaseis dismissed.

(3) The papersfiled herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00360
NOVEMBER 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

CHOICE FINANCING SERVICES, INC., D/B/A CHOICE FUNDING GROUP, INC
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on September 4, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on September 5, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by October 5, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
September 26, 2008; that a verbal extension to provide a new bond by October 10, 2008, was granted; and that no new bond or written request for hearing
was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00365
NOVEMBER 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
STATEWIDE BANCORP INC.,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on September 13, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on September 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by October 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
October 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00371
NOVEMBER 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
THE HOME MORTGAGE SOURCE, L.L.C,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on September 20, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on September 23, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by October 23, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before October 14,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00373
OCTOBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In re: database inquiry fee

ORDER ESTABLISHING DATABASE INQUIRY FEE

Pursuant to subdivision B 4 of § 6.1-453.1 of the Code of Virginia and 10 VAC 5-200-115, which shall become effective on January 1, 2009,
every payday lender licensed under Chapter 18 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia (“licensee") is required to pay a database inquiry fee to defray the cost of
submitting an inquiry to the payday lending database. 10 VAC 5-200-115 provides that the amount of the fee shall not exceed $5.00 per loan.

Based on the information and documentation provided to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") by the database provider, Veritec
Solutions, LLC, the Commission finds that the amount of the database inquiry fee should be $0.68 per consummated payday loan, and that such amount
bears a reasonabl e relationship to the actual cost of operating the database.

THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Beginning on January 1, 2009, every licensee shall pay a database inquiry fee of $0.68 per consummated payday |oan; and

(2) All database inquiry fees shall be remitted by each licensee directly to Veritec Solutions, LLC, on aweekly basis.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00378
NOVEMBER 20, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ALLEGIANCE MORTGAGE SERVICES LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 8, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 9, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a new
bond was filed by November 9, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before October 30,
2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00379
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FIRST PRIORITY MORTGAGE, INC., d/b/a MORTGAGE FIRST PRIORITY, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Bureau requested information from the Defendant on numerous occasions; that the Defendant, in violation of 10 VAC 5-160-50, failed to respond to the
Bureau's written requests; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 23,
2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk
on or before November 23, 2008; and that no written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to respond to Bureau requests for information as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00380
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SPA FUNDING, INC.,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Bureau requested information from the Defendant on numerous occasions; that the Defendant, in violation of 10 VAC 5-160-50, failed to respond to the
Bureau's written requests; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 23,
2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk
on or before November 23, 2008; and that no written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to failed to respond to Bureau requests for information as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00382
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

ADVANTAGE FINANCIAL CORPORATION, LLC D/B/A ADVANTAGE FINANCIAL,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 17, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 23, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a

new bond was filed by November 23, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 13, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00384
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
COLONIAL ATLANTIC MORTGAGE, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Bureau requested information from the Defendant on numerous occasions; that the Defendant, in violation of 10 VAC 5-160-50, failed to respond to the
Bureau's written requests; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 23,
2008, (1) of hisintention to recommend revocation of its license, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk
on or before November 23, 2008; and that no written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to respond to Bureau information requests as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00387
DECEMBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
AMERICAN HERITAGE HOME LOANS LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 24, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 28, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 28, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 18, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00389
DECEMBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ARCHWAY MORTGAGE SERVICES, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 27, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 28, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 28, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 18, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00390
DECEMBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
RHEMA MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 27, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 28, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 28, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 18, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00391
DECEMBER 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

STREAMLINE HOLDING, LLC, d/b/a STREAMLINE MORTGAGE & FINANCIAL OF VA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 28, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 29, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 29, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 19, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00393
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

BANNEKER FINANCIAL GROUP, INCORPORATED, d/b/a BANNEKER MORTGAGE GROUP,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 29, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 30, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 30, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 20, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00395
DECEMBER 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
RESIDENTIAL ONE MORTGAGE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on October 22, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on October 28, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by November 28, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
November 18, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00404
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ALLIED CAPITAL MORTGAGE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was canceled on November 5, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 13, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by December 13, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
December 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00405
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
HOME ADVANTAGE FUNDING GROUP, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia;
that a bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was canceled on November 5, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 13, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license
unless a new bond was filed by December 13, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
December 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00407
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
ANVIL MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was canceled on November 11, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 13, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by December 13, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
December 5, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
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CASE NO. BFI-2008-00408
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FAMILY FINANCIAL CORPORATION, D/B/A FAMILY FINANCIAL MORTGAGE CORPORATION,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was canceled on November 13, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by December 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
December 8, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00409
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

1ST ATLAS MORTGAGE & INVESTMENT CORP., D/B/A 1ST ATLAS MORTGAGE,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

ON A FORMER DAY, the Commissioner of Financia Institutions (“Commissioner") reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the Defendant is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia; that a bond
filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.1-413 of the Code of Virginia was cancelled on November 13, 2008; that the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on November 14, 2008, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of its license unless a
new bond was filed by December 14, 2008, and (2) that a written request for hearing was required to be filed in the office of the Clerk on or before
December 8, 2008; and that no new bond or written request for hearing was received or filed.

Accordingly, the Commission finds that the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law, and

IT IS ORDERED that the license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

CASE NO. BFI-2008-00436
DECEMBER 12, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: limited revisionsto Payday Loan Act regulations

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

On September 19, 2008, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered an Order Adopting Final Regulations to implement
significant amendments to the Payday Loan Act, § 6.1-444 et seg. of the Code of Virginia, that were adopted by the General Assembly in 2008. The final
regulations were adopted effective January 1, 2009, in order to coincide with the effective date of the statutory amendments.

Following the entry of the September 19, 2008, Order, Commission staff has been working with the database provider, Veritec Solutions, LLC
("Veritec"), to facilitate the development and implementation of the statewide payday lending database in anticipation of the January 1, 2009, effective date.
During this process, Commission staff has learned that Veritec has been developing a telephone interactive voice response system ("1VR") for purposes of
transmitting certain limited information to the database when a licensed payday lender is unable to access the database via the Internet due to technical
problems beyond the licensee's control. Although an VR has obvious benefits, such as its 24-hour availability, subsections L and M of 10 VAC 5-200-110
do not contemplate an alternative means of database access such as an IVR. Moreover, Veritec's IVR will not be operational by January 1, 2009. Veritec
has further reported to Commission staff that it cannot fully accommodate the manual call center process that is envisioned under subsections L and M
beginning on January 1, 20009.
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In order to address the af orementioned matters and emerging technology, Commission staff has recommended that the Commission immediately
delay the effective date of subsections L and M of 10 VAC 5-200-110 and concurrently propose amendments to these subsections in order to take advantage
of any alternative means of database access that Veritec may develop in the future. Commission staff has also proposed a change to 10 VAC 5-200-60,
which pertains to the required posting of charges. This change simply incorporates the statutory requirement that already exists in § 6.1-459(18). A new
section, 10 VAC 5-200-130, has also been proposed in order to provide the Commission with greater flexibility under its payday lending regulations.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record, staff's recommendations, and the proposed amendments, finds that the effective date
of subsections L and M of 10 VAC 5-200-110 should be delayed, certain limited changes should be made to its payday lending regulations, and all licensed
payday lenders and other interested parties should be afforded an opportunity to file written comments or request a hearing on the proposed amendments.
The Commission also finds that with a delay in the effective date of subsections L and M, an interim process should be prescribed to address the potential
unavailability of the payday lending database.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The effective date of subsectionsL and M of 10 VAC 5-200-110 is hereby delayed until April 1, 2009.

(2) The proposed regulations are appended hereto and made a part of the record herein.

(3) Comments or requests for a hearing on the proposed regulations must be submitted in writing to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation
Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, on or before January 20, 2009. Comments or requests for a hearing
shall be limited to the proposed amendments only. All correspondence shall contain areference to Case No. BFI-2008-00436. Interested persons desiring to

submit comments or request a hearing electronically may do so by following the instructions available at the Commission's website:
http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(5) Until such time as the Commission adopts revised regulations for subsections L and M of 10 VAC 5-200-110, or April 1, 2009, whichever is
earlier, licensed payday lenders shall follow an interim process that comports with subdivisions L 2, L 3, and M 2 of 10 VAC 5-200-110 (as set forth in the
Commission's September 19, 2008, Order Adopting Final Regulations) when they are unable to access the database due to technical problems beyond their
control. Therefore, regardless of whether Veritec's call center is open or able to access the database, a licensee should not contact Veritec's call center to
either check applicant eligibility or enter loan transaction information into the database on the licensee's behalf.

(6) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed regulations, shall be sent to the Registrar of Regulations for
publication in the Virginia Register.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Chapter 200 10 VAC-5-200 Payday Lending Rules’ is on file and may be examined at the State
Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia
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CLERK'SOFFICE

CASE NO. CLK-2007-00005
JANUARY 15, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex parte: In the matter concerning revised State Corporation Commission Rules of Practice and Procedure

FINAL ORDER REVISING STATE CORPORATION
COMMISSION RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE

The State Corporation Commission's ("Commission") Rules of Practice and Procedure, now codified at 5 VAC 5-20-10 et seg. (“"Rules'), were
last revised in 2001 in Case No. CLK-2000-00311." Since then, changes have occurred in the industries and businesses subject to the regulatory authority of
the Commission, including advancement in technology and increased reliance on el ectronic methods of communication in standard business practices.

By Order entered on August 10, 2007, the Commission issued a proposed revision to the Rules ("Proposed Rules') which incorporated a
procedure for electronic filing of documents with the Commission in lieu of paper copies. This August 10, 2007 Order invited interested parties to comment
upon and suggest modifications or supplements to, or request a hearing on, the Proposed Rules. The Proposed Rules were published in the Virginia Register
of Regulations and were made available at the Office of the Clerk of the Commission and the Commission's website. Interested parties were given until
September 25, 2007, to file comments, proposals, or requests for hearing with the Clerk of the Commission in the proceeding.

Nine parties submitted comments on the Proposed Rules, each supporting the concept of permissible electronic filings while suggesting some
amendments to the Proposed Rules and the procedure for electronic filing. No requests for a hearing on the Proposed Rules were submitted. The parties
submitting comments were: Cox Virginia Telcom, Inc.; Central Telephone Company of Virginia and United Telephone-Southeast, Inc.; Office of the
Attorney General, Division of Consumer Counsel; Appalachian Power Company; The Conrad Firm; Brian R. Greene, Esquire; Virginia Electric and Power
Company; Hunton & Williams L.L.P; and Columbia Gas of Virginia, Inc.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the Proposed Rules and the comments and proposed modifications suggested by the
interested parties, is of the opinion and finds that the revised Proposed Rules, as set forth in Attachment A hereto, should be adopted effective February 15,
2008. The Commission has considered all of the comments filed herein and made some revisions to the original Proposed Rules attached to the August 10,
2007 Order. Said revisions are apparent from the tracked modifications captured in Attachment B, the version of the revised proposed rules filed with the
Virginia Register of Regulations.

The Commission acknowledges that a number of commenters have requested that a document submitted electronically be considered filed when
the Commission receives the document, rather than having to wait for the manual date stamp process to occur. The Commission will now accept electronic
filings at any time. The submission will be deemed filed on the date and at the time the el ectronic document is received by the Commission's database. If a
document is filed electronically after the close of business or on a weekend or holiday, the document will be deemed filed on the next regular business day.
Additionally, for the convenience of users of the electronic filing system, a filer will receive an electronic notification identifying the date and time the
document is received by the Commission's database.

The Commission believes that these changes to its Rules and filing processes will benefit the public generally and regular practitioners before the
Commission specifically. We are aso modifying the filing and service Rule (Rule 140) to permit electronic service on all parties and staff in cases where all
parties and staff have agreed to such service, or where the Commission has provided for such service by order.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The current Rules of Practice and Procedure as set forth in 5 VAC 5-20-10 et seq. are hereby revised and changed, effective February 15,
2008, and are adopted in the form as reflected in Attachment A to this Order.

(2) A copy of this Order and the Rules adopted herein shall be forwarded to the Virginia Register of Regulations for publication.

(3) This case shal be dismissed from the Commission's docket of active proceedings, and the papers filed herein shall be placed in the
Commission's file for ended causes.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Amended Rules of Practice and Procedure” is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation
Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

! Commonwealth of Virginia, ex rel. State Corporation Commission, Ex Parte: In the matter concerning revised State Corporation Commission Rules of
Practice and Procedure, Case No. CLK-2000-00311, 2001 S.C.C. Ann. Rpt. 55.
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CASE NO. CLK-2008-00006
OCTOBER 22, 2008

IN RE:
RZ GROUP, INC.

DISSOLUTION ORDER

On October 2, 2008, the Circuit Court of Spotsylvania County entered a decree in Case CL08-244 directing that RZ Group, Inc., a Virginia stock
corporation, be dissolved pursuant to § 13.1-749 of the Code of Virginia Thereafter the Clerk of said Circuit Court delivered to the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") a certified copy of said decree.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT RZ Group, Inc., is hereby dissolved pursuant to § 13.1-749(A) of the Code of Virginia
The Clerk of said Circuit Court is requested to advise the Commission when all of the assets of the corporation have been distributed to its

creditors and members, if any, upon receipt of which advice the Commission will enter an order terminating the corporation's existence. This case is
continued generally on the Commission's docket.
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BUREAU OF INSURANCE

CASE NO. INS-1991-00068
DECEMBER 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

FIDELITY BANKERS LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER APPROVING FIFTH AMENDMENT
OF AGREEMENT AND DECLARATION OF TRUST

ON DECEMBER 17, 2008, the Deputy Receiver of First Dominion Mutual Life Insurance Company (formerly Fidelity Bankers Life Insurance
Company), in Receivership for Conservation and Rehabilitation (the "Company"), filed with the Clerk of the Commission an Application for Order
Approving Fifth Amendment of Agreement and Declaration of Trust ("Agreement"), by which the Company formed a grantor Trust, and extends the term of
the Trust until December 31, 2009.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the Application, finds that the Deputy Receiver's Application should be granted. Accordingly,
the Commission now finds that the "Amendment Number Five to Agreement and Declaration of Trust" attached to the Deputy Receiver's Application as
Exhibit A, should be, and it is hereby, approved as being in conformance with the Agreement and the plan for the rehabilitation of the Company approved by
this Commission on September 29, 1992 ("Rehabilitation Plan"). The Commission finds that the extension of the term of the Trust until December 31, 2009,
isin the best interest of policyholders, other creditors, and the public.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the Application for Order Approving Fifth Amendment of Agreement and Declaration of Trust be, and it
is hereby, granted in conformance with the Agreement and the Rehabilitation Plan, and the Trust be, and it is hereby, extended until December 31, 2009.

CASE NO. INS-1999-00079
FEBRUARY 14, 2008

PETITION OF
EADDIE MOORE

For review of HOW Insurance Company, Home Warranty Corporation and Home Owners Warranty Corporation Deputy Receiver's
Determination of Appeal

ORDER

On October 14, 1994, the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, entered an Order appointing the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") the Receiver of HOW Insurance Company ("HOWIC"), Home Warranty Corporation ("HWC"), and Home Owners Warranty Corporation
("HOW") (collectively, "HOW Companies' or "HOW"). The receivership order granted the Commission the authority to proceed with the rehabilitation or
liquidation of the HOW Companies and established a receivership appeal procedure ("RAP") to govern appeals and challenges to decisions rendered by the
Receiver or the Receiver's duly authorized representatives.

On February 26, 1999, Eaddie Moore ("Petitioner") filed a Petition for Review ("Petition") with the Commission contesting the Deputy
Receiver's Determination of Appeal in Claim No. 2982147-A.* The Petitioner contended that problems with the walls, framing system, roof, and foundation
of her home constituted Major Structural Defects (*"MSD") covered under the homeowners' insurance/warranty program administered by the HOW Program.
The Petitioner also stated that the Determination of Appeal was not sent to her in atimely manner.

On March 3, 1999, the Commission docketed the Petition, assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner, and directed the Deputy Receiver to file an
Answer or other responsive pleading to the Petition.

On March 26, 1999, the Deputy Receiver filed an Answer to the Petition, along with a Mation to Dismiss. The Deputy Receiver argued that the
Petition should be dismissed because: (i) the Petitioner did not make allegations sufficient to constitute aM SD under the HOW Program coverage; and (ii) it
was not timely filed.

On July 12, 2001, a ruling was entered finding that factual issues continued to be in dispute and a hearing should be scheduled. However, since
two years had passed since the Petition had been filed, the parties were directed to review the status of the matter and advise the Office of Hearing
Examiners of their availability for a hearing. On August 15, 2001, the Deputy Receiver Responded with a Mation for Reconsideration of his Motion to
Dismiss. The Petitioner did not respond either to the ruling or to the Motion for Reconsideration of the Motion to Dismiss.

! The Petitioner originally filed her Petition with the Deputy Receiver on February 12, 1999. However, the Deputy Receiver forwarded the Petition to the
Commission, and it was deemed received and filed with the Commission on February 26, 1999.
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On July 13, 2005, the Commission entered its Order Approving Plans of Liquidation for the HOW Companies, which required the Deputy
Receiver to wind down the businesses of HOW.

Since no pleadings or other activity had occurred with respect to this matter since 2001, a Hearing Examiner's ruling was entered on
September 27, 2007, which provided the parties with an opportunity to show good cause why the matter should not be dismissed in accordance with
§8.01-335 A of the Code of Virginia? The ruling, which was sent to the Petitioner at her last known address by certified mail, return receipt requested, was
returned to the Commission because it was unclaimed by the Petitioner and the U.S. Post Office was unable to forward it.

On October 17, 2007, the Deputy Receiver filed his response in which he agreed that the matter should be dismissed under § 8.01-335. The
Deputy Receiver also asserted that the case could be dismissed on the grounds submitted in his Motion to Dismiss and Motion for Reconsideration.

On December 5, 2007, the Chief Hearing Examiner issued her Report in which she stated that while the Petitioner did not receive notice, the case
could still be dismissed pursuant to § 8.01-335 B as no pleadings or other activity had occurred in over six years.® The Chief Hearing Examiner also found
that the case could be dismissed upon reconsideration of the Deputy Receiver's motions. She noted that the Deputy Receiver submitted several relevant
documents, including the report of a professional engineer who inspected the foundation of the home at the request of the HOW Companies, which
supported his argument that there was no MSD to the home. By contrast, the Petitioner failed to offer any substantive evidence to support her claim for
MSD coverage. Accordingly, the Chief Hearing Examiner recommended that: (i) the Petition of Eaddie Moore for review of the Deputy Receiver's
Determination of Appeal be dismissed with prejudice; and (ii) the matter be stricken from the Commission's docket of active cases.

On December 19, 2007, the Deputy Receiver filed comments to the December 5, 2007 Report of the Chief Hearing Examiner, in which he stated
that he was in agreement with the findings and recommendations of the Report.

Upon consideration of the record herein and the Report of the Chief Hearing Examiner, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the
findings and recommendations of the Chief Hearing Examiner should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
1. The Petition of Eaddie Moore for review of the Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal is hereby DISMISSED with prejudice;
2. The Determination of Appeal in Claim No. 2982147-A is hereby AFFIRMED; and

3. Thecaseisdismissed, and the papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

2 This provision provides that certain cases may, in the discretion of the court, be struck from the docket and the action discontinued where there has been no
order or proceeding, other than to continue the case, entered for over two years upon at |least fifteen days' notice to the parties.

% Subsection B of § 8.01-335 provides that certain cases may, in the discretion of the court, be dismissed without any notice where there has been no order or
proceeding entered for over three years.

CASE NO. INS-2003-00092
FEBRUARY 14, 2008

IN RE:

JOINT PETITION OF SPECIAL DEPUTY RECEIVERS
of

DOCTORS INSURANCE RECIPROCAL, RISK RETENTION GROUP, In receivership,

AMERICAN NATIONAL LAWYERS INSURANCE RECIPROCAL, RISK RETENTION GROUP, In receivership,
and

THE RECIPROCAL ALLIANCE, RISK RETENTION GROUP, In receivership,
Joint Petitioners

ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

On April 25, 2003, the Special Deputy Receivers ("SDRs") for Doctors Insurance Reciprocal ("DIR"), Risk Retention Group ("RRG"), American
National Lawyers Insurance Reciprocal ("ANLIR"), RRG, and The Reciprocal Alliance ("TRA"), RRG (collectively, the "RRGs"), by counsel, filed with the
State Corporation Commission ("Commission") a Joint Petition for Expedited Review of Claims and Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal and Brief
in Support of Joint Petition ("Joint Petition"). Among other things, the SDRs sought a finding by the Commission that the insureds of the RRGs are entitled
to be treated in the same manner and with the same priority as Reciprocal of America ("ROA")* insureds. The SDRs seek to have their insureds claims and
those of third-party claimants paid by ROA. The SDRs also seek certain trust funds seized by the Deputy Receiver of ROA from atrust account held by
First Virginia Reinsurance, Ltd. ("FVR").

! Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group, In Receivership, will be collectively referred to herein as"ROA."
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The litigation between the SDRs and the Deputy Receiver of ROA was halted by the Agreement to Stay Proceedings and Tolling Agreement that
the Hearing Examiner approved on October 10, 2003.> On January 5, 2007, the Deputy Receiver of ROA filed a Notification of Termination, effectively
restarting this litigation.

On Octaber 12, 2007, the Hearing Examiner filed his report ("Report"). In his 64-page Report, the Hearing Examiner did a thorough and accurate
job of summarizing the record in this lengthy and complex proceeding. Therein, the Hearing Examiner recommended, among other things, that the Deputy
Receiver of ROA should be granted summary judgment on a number of the SDRs claims. Specifically, the Hearing Examiner made the following findings
and recommendations:

(1) TheRRGsareincidental beneficiaries of the Trust Agreement and Agreement of Retrocession;
(2) The RRGs have no standing to maintain any action on the Trust Agreement and Agreement of Retrocession;

(3) The Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGs' third-party beneficiary, express trust, implied trust, constructive
trust, and implied cut-through claims;

(4) The Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGs' equitable contract reformation claims;
(5) The Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGs' equitable estoppel claims;

(6) The Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGS' single business enterprise claims; and
(7) The Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGs' equal protection claim.

Coastal Region Board of Directors and the Alabama Subscribers, the Kentucky Hospitals,® the Deputy Receiver of ROA, the Guaranty
Associations,* and the SDRs filed comments on the Report. Additionally, the Guaranty Associations, the Deputy Receiver of ROA, the Kentucky Hospitals,
and the SDRs requested the opportunity to present oral argument on their comments.

The Commission heard oral argument by all parties on January 23, 2008. The SDRs continue to assert that the Hearing Examiner erred, and that
the Commission should remand this matter for further proceedings, including additional discovery. The Deputy Receiver of ROA and the Guaranty
Associations generally support the recommendations in the Report, and Coastal and the Kentucky Hospitals continue to press for an expeditious decision in
this matter.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the entire record in this case,® finds as follows. we affirm the findings and recommendations of
the Hearing Examiner and dismiss the claims contained in the Petition that are ripe for summary judgment.® While we generally agree with the Hearing
Examiner's findings and recommendations, we believe that certain issues raised by the SDRs merit further discussion.

Sngle Business Enterprise

We express no opinion on the factual allegations raised by the SDRs in their pleadings. We do not doubt that some, if not many, of the
transactions involved in the structuring of ROA and the Tennessee Risk Retention Groups were conducted in an unusual manner. For purposes of this
proceeding, we assume that the allegations of the SDRs are true. The Commission is unable to make the further leap in logic required in order to reclassify
the policyholders and claimants of the RRGs as policyholders and claimants of ROA.

The SDRs request that we use our equitable powers to essentially collapse the entire risk retention group corporate structure into ROA's corporate
structure and then make the decision that all RRG policyholders should be considered ROA policyholders. We do not believe that § 38.2-1502 of the Code
of Virginia,” or any other equitable theory, permits us to make such adecision. Moreover, we believe that § 38.2-1509 must govern the distribution of assets
from the ROA estate, and there is no provision therein for us to alter the General Assembly's priority scheme.

2 With slight modifications, the Commission approved the Tolling Agreement on December 13, 2005. See Application of Reciprocal of America and The
Reciprocal Group, For Approval of Agreement to Stay Proceedings and Tolling Agreement, Case No. INS-2004-00244, 2005 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 81, 84
(Final Order, December 13, 2005).

% The "Kentucky Hospitals' include Appalachian Regional Healthcare, Hardin Memorial Hospital, Highlands Regional Medical Center, Murray-Calloway
County Hospital, Owensboro Mercy Health System, Regional Medical Center/Trover Clinic Foundation, and T.J. Samson Community Hospital.

4 The "Guaranty Associations' include the Alabama Insurance Guaranty Association, the Arkansas Property & Casualty Guaranty Fund, the District of
Columbia Insurance Guaranty Association, the Georgia Insurers Insolvency Pool, the Indiana Insurance Guaranty Association, the Kansas Insurance
Guaranty Association, the Louisiana Insurance Guaranty Association, the Mississippi Insurance Guaranty Association, the Missouri Property & Casualty
Insurance Guaranty Association, the North Carolina Insurance Guaranty Association, the Oklahoma Property & Casualty Insurance Guaranty Association,
the Pennsylvania Property and Casualty Insurance Guaranty Association, the South Carolina Property & Casualty Insurance Guaranty Association, and the
Virginia Property and Casualty Insurance Guaranty Association.

5 Notwithstanding the Tennessee Receiver's prior execution of the Tolling Agreement, and its corresponding provision permitting the Commission to only
consider the arguments raised in the Motion for Summary Judgment, Response and Reply thereto, we have nonetheless considered the Special Deputy
Receivers Supplement to their Response to Motion for Summary Judgment (“Supplement") that was filed on June4, 2007. Our acceptance and
consideration of the matters set out in the Supplement does not change our decision herein.

® The Hearing Examiner should convene a prehearing conference to establish a procedural schedule to decide any other matters not concluded herein,
including, but not limited to, the SDRS' counterclaims against the Deputy Receiver of ROA.

" All statutory references are to the Code of Virginia unless otherwise indicated.



133
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Section 38.2-1502 provides, in part, that "[u]nless otherwise provided, all delinquency proceedings shall be conducted as a sit in equity." The
SDRs argue that the Commission may, employing its equitable powers, elevate the status of the claims of the RRGs' policyholders and claimants into ROA
policyholders and claimants. However, we believe the general language of § 38.2-1502 is controlled by the specific language of § 38.2-1509, which
designates the priority scheme for the distribution of an insolvent insurer's assets. As we stated in a previous case, "[t]he General Assembly has enumerated
the order in which claimants of the insolvent insurer's assets may be paid, and we may not deviate from such legislative scheme."®

Based on their equitable theories, the SDRs contend that the Commission should classify the RRGs' policyholders and claimants as ROA
policyholders and claimants. In order to accept their argument, the Commission is required to: (i) assume that the law in Virginia would favor the RRGs
single business enterprise argument;® (ii) apply the single business enterprise theory to this case to reach a favorable result for the RRGs;® and
(iii) assuming the foregoing theory is accepted and its application would lead to a conclusion that the RRGs and their attorneys-in-fact constitute a single
business enterprise with ROA and TRG, decide that the RRGs' policyholders and claimants can be characterized as ROA policyholders and claimants. It is
the last step that we believe is unauthorized under Virginialaw, and which requires that we enter summary judgment against the RRGs in this case.

We have found no case, and the RRGs have cited none, where the application of the single business enterprise theory led a court to classify
general creditors as policyholders under an insurance receivership disbursement scheme. In Green, the liquidator of Champion Insurance Company
requested that the Court take certain actions against a number of defendants, including officers and directors and related/affiliated companies. The trial court
agreed with the liquidator and found that the entities constituted a single business enterprise and placed the liquidator in possession of the appellants
property. Green, 577 So. 2d at 254.

The appellate court, analyzing 18 factors, found that there was sufficient evidence to justify the trial court's finding that the affiliated entities
operated as a single business enterprise. Id. at 257-258. Applying Louisiana law, the Court of Appeals found that "[u]pon finding that a group of
corporations constitute a 'single business enterprise,' the court may disregard the concept of corporate separateness to extend liability to each of the affiliated
corporations to prevent fraud or to achieve equity." 1d. at 259. The effect of the court's decision was to permit the liquidator to gather all of the assets that
were properly includable in the liquidation. The effect was not to reclassify general creditors as policyholders.

There was no discussion of the Louisiana priority statute and how the single business enterprise theory could work to alter a creditor's stance in
the priority scheme enacted by the legislature. In fact, the Court ended its discussion by stating, “[t]he priority by which the creditors of this 'single business
enterprise’ are to be paid is governed by the Insurance Code for purposes of thisliquidation." Id. at 260. Thus, even if we assume that the Supreme Court of
Virginiawould adopt the single business enterprise theory for purposes of this case, there is simply no vehicle by which general creditors can be reclassified
as policyholders.™

We find support for our position in various cases cited by the parties. For example, the general proposition that a reinsured or reinsurer is treated
as agenera creditor rather than a policyholder under insurance liquidation priority schemesis not challenged herein. See, e.g., Swiss Re Life Co. of America
v. Gross, 253 Va. 139, 146 (1997) (Supreme Court of Virginia found reinsurer to be a general creditor under § 38.2-1509 despite the reinsurer's equitable
claim for administrative priority); Northwestern Nat'l Ins. Co. v. Kezer, 812 P.2d 688, 692 (Colo. Ct. App. 1990) (Court of Appeals of Colorado rejected
equitable and contract claims and found that reinsureds and reinsured company are general creditors under Colorado insurance liquidation priority
scheme); 2 North Carolina ex. rel. Long v. Beacon Ins. Co., 359 S.E.2d 508, 510-511 (N.C. Ct. App. 1987) (under North Carolina insurance liquidation
priority scheme, reinsureds are considered general creditors).®

In addition to the foregoing cases, we have also noted a general reluctance among courts to deviate from priorities set by the legislature for
insurance company insolvencies and to engraft equitable priorities onto the statutory priorities. For example, in In re Liquidation of Coronet Ins. Co., 698
N.E.2d 598 (lll. App. Ct. 1998), the Illinois Appellate Court considered a lower court decision awarding an administrative priority to a law firm that

8 Application of Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group, For a Determination Whether Certain Workers Compensation Insurance Policy
Payments May be Made to Claimants Formerly Covered by STs and GSAs, Case No. INS-2003-00239, 2005 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 69, 75 (Fina Order,
August 24, 2005).

° Without commenting on whether such a theory is viable under Virginia law and the facts of this case, we agree with the Hearing Examiner that the
Supreme Court of Virginia has been very reluctant to permit vell piercing. Report at 55. Notwithstanding the RRGs' attempts to characterize their claims as
attempting to reach an enterprise's assets rather than an insider's personal assets, we believe that the Supreme Court of Virginia would be cautious before
embracing Green'slist of 18 factors and the single business enterprise theory. See, Green v. Champion Ins. Co., 577 So. 2d 249 (La. App. 1 Cir. 1991).

10 presumably, the other parties will contest, even assuming the single business enterprise test is applied, whether the various entities should be considered
part of a single business enterprise.

™ There has been much discussion of the Federal Liability Risk Retention Act in this proceeding. We express no opinion on that Act's applicability asit is
unnecessary in light of the conclusion we have reached. We take note of the fact that, at least to some degree, the consequences of the enactment of the
federal act are on display in this proceeding. In Virginia and many other states, policyholders of arisk retention group are specifically informed that they are
without guaranty association coverage in the event of insolvency. See 15 U.S.C. § 3902(a)(1)() and § 38.2-5103(7); Aftab v. New Jersey Property-Liability
Ins. Guar. Assn, 898 A.2d 1041, 1044 (N.J. Sup. Ct. 2006). We suspect that if ROA and its various associated entities, including the RRGs, had been
subject to regulation under the Holding Company Act, 88 38.2-1322 et seq., the history of ROA may have taken a different course.

2 The Colorado court stated that "[t]he statute classifying claims for preference purposes is both specific and comprehensive. It leaves no room for the
judiciary to add to the type of claimsto be preferred or to establish a method of preference not created by the statute.” 812 P.2d at 690.

3 Additionally, we find nothing in the decision in Aftab v. New Jersey Property-Liability Ins. Guar. Assn, 898 A.2d 1041 (N.J. Sup. Ct. 2006) that alters our
conclusion. The holding of Aftab is that the ANLIR insureds were not entitled to guaranty association coverage under New Jersey and federal law. Id.
at 1043. The court's statement that "[i]t may be that, if plaintiffs can prove a sufficient degree of control they might be able to recover directly from the
liquidation estate of ROA" is undoubtedly dicta. See, id. at 1054. The SDRs may be able to recover directly from the liquidation estate of ROA; however, it
will not be as policyholders of ROA.
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provided services to an insurance company prior to its insolvency. Construing Illinois priority scheme for disbursing an insolvent insurer's assets, the
appellate court stated that, “[i]n a liquidation action, a circuit court is vested with only as much authority as is provided by the Insurance Code; equitable
remedies in contradiction to those plainly set forth within the Insurance Code are therefore precluded.” 1d. at 603. The appellate court reversed the lower
court and found that the law firm was a genera creditor of the estate. Id. We find ourselves similarly constrained to follow the General Assembly's
carefully crafted scheme for disbursing an insolvent insurer's assets under Virginialaw.

Finaly, we find nothing in the Order from the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, in which that court found that "ROA and TRG, as
Attorney-In-Fact for ROA, operate as, and comprise, a single insurance business enterprise. . ."* that compels a different result. Nothing in that Order even
mentioned the RRGs, much less found that they constitute a single business enterprise or that their policyholders are entitled to be treated as ROA
policyholders.”® Based on the foregoing, we decline the SDRS request that we reclassify their claims as ROA policyholder claims.®

The ROA-FVR Trust Fund

We agree with the Hearing Examiner's conclusion that “. . . the clear and unambiguous language in the Trust Agreement and Agreement of
Retrocession expresses the intent of the contracting parties. ROA is the sole beneficiary of the trust and the only party entitled to the trust assets. . .
Accordingly, the Deputy Receiver should be granted summary judgment on the RRGs ' third-party beneficiary, express trust, implied trust, constructive trust,
and implied cut-through claims."Y" Hence, we also adopt the Hearing Examiner's conclusions regarding the RRGs' claims to the ROA-FVR Trust Fund.*®

On the remaining claims, including, but not limited to the equitable contract reformation, equitable estoppel, piercing the reinsurance veil,*
breach of fiduciary duty, and equal protection, we adopt the analysis, findings, and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Deputy Receiver's Motion for Summary Judgment is GRANTED;
(2) The SDR's Joint Petitionis DENIED as provided herein;

(3) The Hearing Examiner should convene a prehearing conference to establish a procedural schedule to decide any other matters not concluded
herein, including, but not limited to, the SDRS' counterclaims against the Deputy Receiver of ROA; and

(4) Thismatter is continued.

Commissioner Jagdmann did not participate in this matter.

4 Commonwealth of Virginia, ex rel. Sate Corporation Commission v. The Reciprocal Group, and Jody M. Wagner, Treasurer of Virginia, Court File
No: CH03-135, Final Order Appointing Receiver for Rehabilitation or Liquidation, at 2, 12 (January 29, 2003).

5 We express no opinion on whether the Deputy Receiver of ROA could have applied to the Circuit Court for the City of Richmond to place the RRGs into
receivership along with ROA and TRG.

18 We are not unmindful of the hardships resulting from the collapse of ROA and associated entities. Unfortunately, such hardships are the byproduct of
insurance company insolvencies. We have no doubt that there are any number of deserving claimants who would seek to change their status were we to
grant awaiver from the priority scheme set forth in § 38.2-1509.

¥ Report at 50.

18 We find further support for this conclusion in In re Liquidation of Sec. Casualty Co., 537 N.E.2d 775 (Ill. Sup. Ct 1989). There, the circuit court had
imposed a constructive trust on certain stock proceeds in the possession of the insurance liquidator. In reversing the circuit court, the Supreme Court of
Illinois found that granting a constructive trust in favor of the shareholders would elevate their claims ahead of the claims of other policyholders. In
language very applicable to this proceeding the Court referred to an earlier 8" Circuit decision: "[w]hen a corporation becomes bankrupt, the temptation to
lay aside the garb of a[reinsured], on one pretense or another, and to assume the role of a[policyholder] is very strong, and all attempts of that kind should
be viewed with suspicion." 1d. at 781. The Supreme Court of Illinois found that equitable remedies, such as a constructive trust, could not be used to change
the classification scheme set forth by the legislature for distribution of an insolvent insurer's assets. We believe the same reasoning applies here.

19 We found no case in which areinsured was reclassified as a policyholder of another insurer in an insurer insolvency situation. For example, in Venetsanos
V. Zucker, Facher & Zucker, 638 A.2d 1333 (N.J. App. 1994), the court found that “. . . as a matter of law, the reinsurer should be regarded as though it had
the obligations of a primary insurer to [the policyholder]." Id. at 1338. However, the reinsurer was not in receivership, and the court was not determining
the claimant's priority status in a liquidation involving either the insurer or the reinsurer. The court simply permitted the policyholder to pursue directly an
action against the reinsurer, which is not normally allowed. With regard to the statutory priority scheme, the court stated that "[a]s to the Uniform
Liquidation of Insurers' Act, we think it inapplicable to this action against [the reinsurer].” Id. Similarly, in Koken v. Legion Ins. Co., 831 A.2d 1196, 1203,
1246 (Pa. Commw. Ct. 2003), aff'd, 878 A.2d 51 (Pa. 2005), the court permitted the policyholder intervenors direct access to reinsurance proceeds.
However, the reinsurers were solvent, and the court was not reclassifying general creditors as policyholders under Pennsylvanids statutory liquidation
scheme. Permitting a direct action against a solvent reinsurer is a far different situation from ignoring the legislature's priority scheme and reclassifying
general creditors as policyholders.

% This Order is aFinal Order for purposes of § 12.1-39 as to all matters decided herein.
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CASE NO. INS-2003-00203
JUNE 23, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
MIIX INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

EINAL ORDER

MIIX Insurance Company ("Defendant"), a foreign corporation domiciled in the State of New Jersey, was initidly licensed to transact the
business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia on September 3, 2003.

By order entered herein October 17, 2003, the Defendant's license to transact the business of insurance in Virginia was suspended.

By letter of the Defendant's Senior Medical Liability Representative dated May 29, 2008, and filed with the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") on May 29, 2008, the Commission was advised that the Defendant wishes to withdraw its license to transact the business of insurance in
Virginia

The withdrawal of the Defendant's license has been processed by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau"), effective June 13, 2008.

In light of the foregoing, the Bureau has recommended that the Order Suspending License entered by the Commission be vacated and this case be
closed.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau of Insurance, is of the opinion that the Order
Suspending License entered by the Commission should be vacated.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Order Suspending License entered by the Commission should be, and is hereby, VACATED;
(2) Thiscasebe, andishereby, VACATED;

(3) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2004-00120
JANUARY 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

ALPHONSO L. GRANT,
Defendant

FINAL ORDER

On May 27, 2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order in this matter whereby the Defendant agreed, effective as of the date of the Order and
continuing until further order of the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), to the voluntary suspension of his license to transact the business of
insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia

By letters dated April 30 and May 13, 2004 (2004 letters"), and filed with the Clerk of the Commission on May 25, 2004, the Defendant agreed
to the voluntary suspension of his license, based upon the Defendant's felony conviction in the United States District Court, Western District of Virginia, for
aviolation of 18 U.S.C. § 666 (a)(1)(A)(i). As part of the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") recommending to the Commission that the Defendant's license be
reinstated, the Defendant agreed to notify the Bureau when he had completed his probation and fully paid the amount of restitution and any other monetary
penalties imposed by the court.

By letter dated December 6, 2007, the Defendant's counsel informed the Bureau that the Defendant has complied with the terms of the Bureau's
2004 letters. Additionally, the Defendant's counsel provided a copy of aletter from the court stating the same.

The Bureau has recommended that, in light of the foregoing, the Commission lift the suspension of the Defendant's license and that this case be
closed.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau of Insurance, is of the opinion that the
Defendant's license should be reinstated.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) Thelicense of the Defendant to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginiais hereby REINSTATED;
(2) Thiscaseishereby DISMISSED; and

(3) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2005-00053
JULY 3, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
LIFE PARTNERS, INC,,

Defendant

DISMISSAL ORDER

On March 21, 2005, the State Corporation Commission (“*Commission") entered a Rule to Show Cause (“Rul€e") against Life Partners, Inc.
("LPI"), in which the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") alleged that LPI was in violation of § 38.2-6002 A of the Code of Virginia Code for transacting the
business of aviatical settlement provider without being properly licensed.

On May 16, 2005, LPI filed a Mation for General Continuance of Proceeding and Filing of Responsive Pleading and Request for Expedited
Approval. LPI stated that the Commission's attempted jurisdiction over the Defendant presented federal constitutional issues, and therefore, LPI intended to
file a complaint in federal court. LPI sought a genera continuance in order that the court would have an opportunity to resolve the federal constitutional
issuesthat LPI intended to raisein its complaint.

On May 26, 2005, LPI filed a Complaint in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia ("District Court"), in which it
challenged the constitutiondlity of the Virginia Viatical Settlements Act (8§ 38.2-6000 et seq.) as violative of the Commerce Clause of the United States
Congtitution. Life Partners, Inc. v. Theodore V. Morrison, Jr., et al., 420 F. Supp.2d 452 (E.D. Va. 2006). The District Court granted summary judgment for
the Commissioners and the Virginia Attorney General on March 10, 2006.> On April 30, 2007, the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit
affirmed the judgment of the District Court. Morrison, 484 F.3d 284 (4th Cir. 2007). On December 3, 2007, the Supreme Court of the United States denied
LPI's petition for writ of certiorari. Morrison, 120 S.Ct. 708 (2007).

On June 19, 2008, the Bureau, by counsdl, filed a Motion to Dismiss the proceeding with prejudice. According to the Mation, LPI and the
Bureau entered into settlement discussions following the resolution of the federal court case, and LPI submitted a confidential Corrective Action Plan in
which LPI voluntarily agreed to make restitution to affected Virginia resident viators and become licensed by the Commission. LPI also tendered to the
Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of ten thousand dollars ($10,000) and waived its right to a hearing. The Bureau stated that it viewed LPI's offer as an
acceptable resolution to this case.

On June 23, 2008, the OAG filed a response to the Mation to Dismiss in which it stated that the confidential Corrective Action Plan appeared to
result in a satisfactory resolution of the issues in this proceeding. Therefore, the OAG did not object to the entry of an Order dismissing this matter with
prejudice.?

On June 25, 2008, the Chief Hearing Examiner issued her Report, in which she recommended that the Commission accept the confidential
Corrective Action Plan and dismiss the case with prejudice.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the confidential Corrective Action Plan, the Hearing Examiner's Report, the Bureau's
Moation to Dismiss, and the OAG's responsg, is of the opinion and finds that the confidential Corrective Action Plan should be accepted and that the Bureau's
Motion to Dismiss should be granted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Theconfidential Corrective Action Plan is hereby accepted; and

(2) This matter is dismissed with prejudice from the Commission's docket of active cases, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for
ended causes.

! The Office of the Attorney General ("OAG") participated as an Intervenor in the federal court case. The OAG aso filed a Notice of Participation in the
pending case before the Commission.

2 The OAG also stated that its position should not be interpreted as an endorsement of the broad confidential designation and treatment of the Corrective
Action Plan and all of its attachments.
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CASE NO. INS-2006-00270
MARCH 21, 2008

APPLICATION OF
RAPPAHANNOCK HOME MUTUAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY

For approval to distribute the remaining assets of the corporation pursuant to Virginia Code § 38.2-216

ORDER APPROVING APPLICATION

Rappahannock Home Mutual Fire Insurance Company ("Rappahannock) is a Virginia-domiciled mutual assessment property and casualty
insurer licensed by the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") pursuant to Chapter 25 (§ 38.2-2500 et seq.) of Title 38.2 of the Code of Virginia.

By order entered herein March 15, 2006, in Case No. INS-2006-00080, Rappahannock's license to transact the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth of Virginia was suspended based on the voluntary consent of Rappahannock's President due to Rappahannock's failure to maintain a
membership of at least 100 persons at all times as required pursuant to § 38.2-2515 of the Code of Virginia.

On May 8, 2006, Rappahannock filed its Articles of Dissolution with the Clerk of the Commission, reflecting that a Plan of Dissolution was
approved by the membership of Rappahannock on April 29, 2006.

The Plan of Dissolution provided that after al liabilities and obligations of Rappahannock were paid, satisfied, and discharged, or adequate
provisions made therefor, the remaining assets of Rappahannock would be distributed pursuant to an established and agreed upon formula to those members
of Rappahannock who owned Rappahannock policies during the years 2004, 2005, and 2006. The Plan of Distribution also provided that all insurance
coverage would end on July 1, 2006, and any claims under such coverage must be submitted to Rappahannock on or before August 15, 2006.

Rappahannock filed with the Commission's Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau”) on August 29, 2006, and with the Clerk of the Commission on
October 4, 2006, an application requesting the Commission's approval to distribute immediately $492,327, which represented approximately fifty percent
(50%) of the then current assets of Rappahannock, to its members on a pro-rata basis based on each member's premium payments during the above-stated
years and to wind down operations as a mutual assessment property and casualty insurer. Rappahannock represented in its application that no claims had
been submitted pursuant to the Plan of Dissolution.

The origina application also provided that approximately six months following the initial distribution Rappahannock would seek the
Commission's approval: (1) to distribute the remaining fifty percent (50%) of Rappahannock's assets, requesting that at such time Rappahannock be allowed
to retain a reasonable reserve of assets with which to defend any claims that may be brought against its directors for a two-year period; and (2) at the end of
such two-year period, to make afinal distribution to its members of all remaining funds.

By order entered herein October 4, 2006, the Commission approved Rappahannock's application.

Rappahannock filed with the Bureau on May 23, 2007, and with the Clerk of the Commission on June 20, 2007, its application to distribute
immediately $482,000 of Rappahannock's assets, (which represented approximately the remaining fifty percent (50%) of Rappahannock's assets) in
accordance with the plan previously approved by the Commission. Rappahannock also requested that it be allowed to retain a reasonable reserve of assets,
not to exceed $100,000, with which to defend any claims that may be brought against its directors during the next two years, and at the end of such two-year
period, to make final distribution to its members of all remaining funds.

By order entered herein June 22, 2007, the Commission approved Rappahannock's application to make the second distribution of Rappahannock's
assets. Rappahannock distributed $482,000 to its members and retained approximately $5,000 in assets.

As no claims have been made against the directors since the plan of distribution was approved, Rappahannock filed with the Bureau on
February 19, 2008, its application to surrender its license, pay all remaining obligations, and terminate its existence.” Rappahannock estimates that the
Company's fina hill for legal services, taxes and fees owed to the Commission, and payment to its lone employee will exhaust the remaining assets of the
Company.

The Bureau of Insurance has reviewed the application and the method for distributing the remaining assets and recommended that the application
be approved.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the application, the recommendation of the Bureau of Insurance and the law applicable hereto, is of the
opinion that the application should be approved.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The application of Rappahannock be, and it is hereby, APPROVED;

(2) Rappahannock shall promptly distribute its remaining assets and shall file an affidavit of compliance with the Bureau of Insurance upon the
completion thereof; and

Inits application filed on June 20, 2007 Rappahannock originally requested permission to retain up to $100,000 for a period of two yearsin order to defend
against any claims. This approach is more conservative than atypical dissolution which does not require retention of any assets after the initial distribution.
Upon further consideration, Rappahannock's board has decided any further retention of assets is unnecessary and would like to surrender its license
immediately.
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(3) Upon the completion of the distribution of its assets, Rappahannock shall surrender its license to transact the business of insurance as a
mutual assessment property and casualty insurer to the Bureau of Insurance.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00084
MAY 21, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

MAMSI LIFE AND HEALTH INSURANCE COMPANY,

OPTIMUM CHOICE, INC.,

MD-INDIVIDUAL PRACTICE ASSOCIATION, INC,,
Defendants

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is aleged that the Defendants, duly licensed by the State
Corporation Commission (“Commission") to transact the business of insurance or the business of a health maintenance organization in the Commonwealth
of Virginia, in certain instances, have violated 8§ 38.2-3407.15B 4 a (ii)(c), 38.2-3407.15B 4 a(ii)(d), 38.2-3407.15 B 8, 38.2-3407.15 B 9, 38.2-5802 C,
and 38.2-5805 C 8 of the Code of Virginia.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, 38.2-1040 and 38.2-4316 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties,
issue cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendants' licenses upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard,
that the Defendants have committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendants have been advised of their right to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendants, without admitting any violation of
Virginia law, have made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendants have tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of
twenty-five thousand dollars ($25,000), waived their right to a hearing, agreed to the entry by the Commission of a cease and desist order, and agreed to
comply with the Corrective Action Plan contained in the Market Conduct Examination Report as of December 31, 2006.

The Bureau has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendants pursuant to the authority granted the
Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendants, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendants’ offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendantsin settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted;

(2) The Defendants cease and desist from any future conduct which constitutes a violation of 88 38.2-3407.15B 4 &(ii)(c),
38.2-3407.15 B 4 &(ii)(d), 38.2-3407.15 B 8, 38.2-3407.15 B 9, 38.2-5802 C or 38.2-5805 C 8 of the Code of Virginia; and

(3) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00146
MARCH 7, 2008

PETITION OF
NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY AFFAIRS

For review of HOW Insurance Company, Home Warranty Corporation and Home Owners Warranty Corporation Deputy Receiver's
Determination of Appeal

ORDER

On October 14, 1994, the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond, Virginia, entered an Order appointing the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") the Receiver of HOW Insurance Company ("HOWIC"), Home Warranty Corporation ("HWC"), and Home Owners Warranty Corporation
("HOW") (collectively, "HOW Companies' or "HOW"). The receivership order granted the Commission the authority to proceed with the rehabilitation or
liquidation of the HOW Companies and established a Receivership Appea Procedure to govern appeals and challenges to decisions rendered by the
Receiver or the Receiver's duly authorized representatives.

On April 30, 2007, the New Jersey Department of Community Affairs ("Petitioner" or "NJDCA") filed a Petition for Review ("Petition") with the
Clerk of the Commission for review of the Deputy Receiver's Determination and Appeal. The NJDCA filed a claim with HOW for recovery of $13,507,629,
which the NJDCA paid to HOW policyholders, pursuant to the New Jersey New Home Warranty and Builders' Registration Act, N.J. Stat. Ann. § 46:3B 1 et
seq., after HOW declined to provide major structural defect coverage for damage attributed to defective Fire Retardant Treated roof sheathing. The
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NJIDCA's claim represents $9,829,011 to satisfy administrative claims against HOW, and $3,678,618 to satisfty HOW's settlement share of a consolidated
civil action filed by the affected homeowners.

By Order dated May 15, 2007, the Commission docketed the Petition, assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner, and directed the Deputy
Receiver to file an Answer or other responsive pleading to the Petition on or before June 5, 2007.

On June 5, 2007, the Deputy Receiver filed an Answer to Petition for Review. In his Answer, the Deputy Receiver denied any liability or
responsibility to the Petitioner under the HOW Insurance/Warranty Document, and denied any liability or responsibility to the Petitioner for interest on its
claim or any cost, and attorneys fees incurred by the Petitioner associated with its claim.

By Hearing Examiner's Ruling entered on June 25, 2007, a Pre-Hearing Conference was scheduled on July 31, 2007, for the parties to identify the
issues that the Commission needed to resolve the case, discuss any discovery that might be required to develop the issues for the Commission, and agreeto a
procedural schedule for the remainder of the case.

The Pre-Hearing Conference was convened as scheduled. Counsel for the parties jointly requested a 30-day continuance to finalize a settlement
of the matter. By Hearing Examiner's Ruling entered on July 31, 2007, the case was continued generally.

On February 20, 2008, the NJDCA filed a Motion to Dismiss. In that motion, the Petitioner represented that it had entered into a Settlement
Agreement with the Deputy Receiver resolving al disputes existing between them. As part of the Settlement Agreement, the Petitioner agreed to dismiss
with prejudice all claims and causes of action asserted in its Petition for Review.

On February 20, 2008, the Hearing Examiner issued his Report in which he recommended that the Motion to Dismiss should be granted and the
Petition for Review should be dismissed with prejudice.

Upon consideration of the record herein and the Report of the Hearing Examiner, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the findings
and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
1. The Motion for Dismissal of the Petition ishereby GRANTED;
2. The Petition of the NJDCA for review of the Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal is hereby DISMISSED with prejudice; and

3. Thecaseisdismissed, and the papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00154

MAY 1, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
INTERNATIONAL WATER SAFETY FOUNDATION
and
NORTH AMERICAN MARINE & GENERAL INSURANCE CO., LTD.,
Defendants

JUDGMENT ORDER

On May 15, 2007, the Defendants were ordered to take notice that the State Corporation Commission (*Commission") would enter a Judgment
Order subsequent to June 15, 2007, permanently enjoining the Defendants from transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia,
unless on or before June 15, 2007, the Defendants filed with the Clerk of the Commission aresponsive pleading and a request for a hearing.

On June 11, 2007, International Water Safety Foundation ("IWSF") filed a responsive pleading in which it argued that the Commission lacked
jurisdiction to take action against it because it did not conduct any business activities in Virginia. IWSF did not request a hearing, however. North
American Marine & Genera Insurance Co., Ltd., did not file aresponsive pleading or otherwise respond to the Order.

On August 10, 2007, the Bureau of Insurance, by counsel, filed a Motion for Permanent Injunction (*Motion") asking that the Defendants be
permanently enjoined from transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia based upon the Defendants' violation of § 38.2-1040 of
the Code of Virginia. The Mation included an affidavit by Bureau staff describing the Defendants' transactions with Virginia residents. The Defendants
filed no response to the Motion.

Upon consideration of the record herein, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the Defendants should be permanently enjoined
from transacting the business of insurance in Virginia.
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THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendants be, and they are hereby, permanently enjoined from transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia;
and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00225
JANUARY 14, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

PENINSULA HEALTH CARE INC., HEALTH KEEPERS, INC., PRIORITY HEALTH CARE, INC,,
Defendants

FINAL ORDER

On October 18, 2007, the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") entered a Settlement Order ("Order") in this case, requiring the
Defendants to comply with the terms of the Order. In accordance with that Order, by letter dated November 16, 2007 (“Letter"), the Defendants have
submitted a reimbursement plan to the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau”). The Letter (without exhibit attachments) is attached hereto and made a part of this
Final Order.

The Bureau has reported to the Commission that the Defendants reimbursement plan is acceptable, and has recommended that it be accepted by
the Commission pursuant to the authority granted the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia. In addition, the Bureau has reported to the
Commission that the Defendants have fulfilled al other terms of the Order.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the Letter from Defendant outlining the reimbursement plan, and the
recommendation from the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendants' Letter should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) With respect to claims for emergency services processed by the Defendants on or after July 1, 2006 and prior to January 1, 2008, the
Commission accepts the reimbursement plan as outlined in Defendants’ Letter. The Defendants shall proceed immediately to carry out this reimbursement
plan in accordance with the terms outlined in the Letter;

(2) With respect to claims for emergency services processed on or after January 1, 2008, the Defendants shall implement the payment
methodology in accordance with Code of Virginia § 38.2-4312.3 as outlined in the Letter; and

(3) The papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00232
JANUARY 15, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

NATIONAL TRADE BUSINESS ALLIANCE OF AMERICA,
PROFESSIONAL BENEFITS CONSULTANTS OF DELAWARE, INC.
ak/a PERSONAL BENEFITS CONSULTANTS, INC. d/b/a PBC DIRECT,
AMERICA'S BEST BENEFITS,
AFFINITY HEALTH PLANS OF AMERICA,
CHRISTOPHER ASHIOTES,
JAMES DOYLE,

and
THOMASJ. SULLIVAN,

Defendants

ORDER GRANTING INJUNCTION AND SCHEDULING HEARING

By Order entered herein on October 10, 2007, the Defendants were ordered to take notice that the State Corporation Commission (*Commission")
would enter a Judgment Order subsequent to November 1, 2007, permanently enjoining the Defendants from transacting the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth of Virginia unless on or before November 1, 2007, the Defendants filed with the Clerk of the Commission a responsive pleading and a
request for ahearing.
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As of the date of this Order, Defendants National Trade Business Alliance of America, America's Best Benefits, and Affinity Health Plans of
America have neither filed aresponsive pleading to object to the entry of a Judgment Order, nor requested a hearing.

Papers filed on November 1, 2007 by Professional Benefits Consultants of Delaware, Inc., alk/a Personal Benefits Consultants, Inc., d/b/a PBC
Direct were not signed by a properly licensed attorney as required by Rule 5 VAC 5-20-30. Therefore, the Defendant has neither filed a proper responsive
pleading to object to the entry of a Judgment Order, nor requested a hearing. On November 1, 2007 Defendants Christopher Ashiotes, James Doyle, and
Thomas J. Sullivan filed responses and requests for hearing with the Clerk of the Commission.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Defendants National Trade Business Alliance, Professional Benefits Consultants of Delaware, Inc, alk/a Personal Benefits Consultants, Inc.,
d/b/a PBC Direct, America's Best Benefits, and Affinity Health Plans of America be, and they are hereby, PERMANENTLY ENJOINED from transacting
the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia

(2) On March 19, 2008, at 10:00 a.m. the Hearing Examiner shall convene a hearing in this case in the Commission's Courtroom, Second Floor,
Tyler Building, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia, at which time and place the Defendants Christopher Ashiotes, James Doyle, and Thomas J.
Sullivan may appear and show cause why they should not, in addition to a penalty under Section 38.2-218 of the Code, be permanently enjoined from
transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia. The Commission may enter a default judgment against those Defendants should they
elect not to appear at the hearing scheduled therein.

(3) On or before February 1, 2008, Defendants Christopher Ashiotes, James Doyle, and Thomas J. Sullivan shall file an original and fifteen (15)
copies of aresponsive pleading in which those Defendants shall expressly admit or deny the allegations contained in the Order to Take Notice and present
any affirmative defenses to the allegations each intends to assert. If those Defendants present an affirmative defense, those Defendants shall set forth in such
responsive pleading a full and clear statement of facts upon which they are prepared to prove such affirmative defense. Those Defendants shall include in
such responsive pleading their addresses and telephone numbers and indicate whether or not they desire and intend to appear and be heard before the
Commission on the scheduled hearing date. The responsive pleadings shall be delivered to the Clerk of the State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document
Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218-2118, and shall contain the caption setting forth the style of this case and its number.

(4) Defendants Christopher Ashiotes, James Doyle, and Thomas J. Sullivan may be found in default if they fail to either timely file aresponsive
pleading as set forth above or other appropriate pleading, or if they file such pleading and fail to make an appearance at the hearing. If found in default, those
Defendants shall be deemed to have waived al objections to the admissibility of evidence and may have entered against each a judgment by default
imposing some or all of the af orementioned sanctions permissible by law.

(5) In accordance with Rule 5 VAC 5-20-120A of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, this matter shall be assigned to a Hearing
Examiner who shall conduct al further proceedings in this case on behalf of the Commission and file a Final Report. In the discharge of his or her dutiesin
this case, the Hearing Examiner shall have the power set forth in Rule 5 VAC-20-120 and be otherwise governed by its terms.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00232
MARCH 11, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
NATIONAL TRADE BUSINESS ALLIANCE OF AMERICA,
PROFESSIONAL BENEFITS CONSULTANTS OF DELAWARE, INC.
alka PERSONAL BENEFITS CONSULTANTS, INC. d/b/a PBC DIRECT,
AMERICA'S BEST BENEFITS,
AFFINITY HEALTH PLANS OF AMERICA,
CHRISTOPHER ASHIOTES,
JAMES DOYLE
and
THOMAS J. SULLIVAN,
Defendants

FINAL ORDER

By order entered herein on October 10, 2007, the Defendants were ordered to take notice that the State Corporation Commission (“Commission")
would enter a Judgment Order subsequent to November 1, 2007, permanently enjoining the Defendants from transacting the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth of Virginia unless on or before November 1, 2007, the Defendants filed with the Clerk of the Commission a responsive pleading and a
request for hearing.

On January 15, 2008, the Commission entered an Order Granting Injunction and Scheduling Hearing ("Order") in which it stated that Defendants
National Trade Business Alliance of America, America's Best Benefits, and Affinity Health Plans of America had neither filed a responsive pleading to
object to the entry of a Judgment Order, nor requested a hearing. It further stated that Professional Benefits Consultants of Delaware, Inc. alk/a Personal
Benefits Consultants, Inc. d/b/a PBC Direct had not filed a proper responsive pleading. By its Order, the Commission permanently enjoined Defendants
National Trade Business Alliance of America; Professional Benefits Consultants of Delaware, Inc. alk/a Persona Benefits Consultants, Inc. d/b/a PBC
Direct; America's Best Benefits; and Affinity Health Plans of America from transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia
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Also in the Order, the Commission stated that on November 1, 2007, Defendants Christopher Ashiotes, James Doyle, and Thomas J. Sullivan
(collectively "Individual Defendants") filed responses and requests for hearing with the Clerk of the Commission. The Commission assigned a Hearing
Examiner to convene a hearing on March 19, 2008, at which time the Individual Defendants might appear and show cause why they should not, in addition
to apenalty under § 38.2-218 of the Code of Virginia, be permanently enjoined from transacting the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia

On February 28, 2008, the Bureau of Insurance, by counsel, filed a Motion to Dismiss (“Motion™) the above-captioned matter asto the Individual
Defendants. In support of its Motion, the Bureau stated that after further investigation, the Bureau had determined that it is not in the best interest of the
Commonwealth of Virginiato go forward with this case as to the Individual Defendants at thistime.

In her Report entered on March 3, 2008, the Chief Hearing Examiner granted the Bureau's Mation to Dismiss and cancelled the scheduled hearing
in this matter. Further, the Chief Hearing Examiner recommended to the Commission that the case against the Individual Defendants be dismissed.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the Chief Hearing Examiner's Report, is of the opinion that the case against the Individuals Defendants
should be dismissed.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The case against the Individual Defendantsis hereby DISMISSED; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00270
JANUARY 10, 2008

ALFRED W. GROSS, AS DEPUTY RECEIVER OF RECIPROCAL OF AMERICA AND
THE RECIPROCAL GROUP, IN RECEIVERSHIP FOR LIQUIDATION,

Plaintiff

V.
AMERISIST MANAGEMENT COMPANY, L.L.C,

Defendant

FINAL ORDER

On January 29, 2003, the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond entered an order appointing the State Corporation Commission ("Commission")
as Receiver of The Reciprocal Group ("TRG") and Reciprocal of America ("ROA") (collectively, "Companies'). In addition, that Order appointed
Alfred W. Gross, Commissioner of the Commission's Bureau of Insurance as Deputy Receiver and Melvin J. Dillon as Special Deputy Receiver of the
Reciprocal Companies, in accordance with Title 38.2, Chapters 12 and 15 of the Code of Virginia. Pursuant to his grant of authority, the Deputy Receiver in
his Sixth Directive of Deputy Receiver Adopting Amended Receivership Appeal Procedure established appeal procedures for appeals or challenges of any
decision made by the Deputy Receiver or Special Deputy Receiver with respect to claims against the Reciprocal Companies.

On August 21, 2007, the Deputy Receiver filed with the Clerk of the Commission a Petition for Collection of Insurance Policy Premium Due
against Amerisist Management Company, LLC ("Amerisist"). In the Petition, the Deputy Receiver claimed that Amerisist was formerly known as America
House Four, Inc., and pursuant to a workers' compensation insurance policy issued by ROA to America House Four, Inc., owed premiums due in the amount
of $21,470.

By Order entered August 28, 2007, the Commission docketed the Petition, assigned the case to a Hearing Examiner, and directed Amerisist to file
an Answer or other responsive pleading to the Petition on or before October 5, 2007.

On October 5, 2007, Amerisist filed its Motion to Dismiss. Amerisist asserted that the Deputy Receiver sought to collect an alleged debt pursuant
to aworkers' compensation insurance policy issued to America House, Inc. America House, Inc. changed its name to TCR I, Inc. on or about September 7,
2005, and filed for protection under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code on September 9, 2005. Amerisist stated that TCR 1, Inc. continues to act as a
debtor-in-possession in its active bankruptcy case. Amerisist maintained that it never had a contractual relationship with the Deputy Receiver and is not
liable on the policy. Therefore, Amerisist requested that the Commission dismiss the case, award costs to Amerisist, and sanction the Deputy Receiver for
filing a petition that was not well grounded in fact and refusing to withdraw the Petition after notice.

On October 25, 2007, the Deputy Receiver filed his response. The Deputy Receiver stated that at no time prior to the filing of the Petition was he
given notice of the alleged name change or of TCR | Inc.'s bankruptcy proceedings. The Deputy Receiver asserted that Amerisist has failed to provide any
documentation in support of the name change or bankruptcy. The Deputy Receiver requested that the Commission (i) deny the Motion to Dismiss; (ii) deny
Amerisist's request for costs and attorney fees; (iii) deny Amerisist's request for sanctions; (iv) in the aternative, allow the Deputy Receiver to serve
discovery to the corporate structure of Amerisist and related entities; and (v) grant the Deputy Receiver such other and further relief as the Commission may
deem appropriate.

On November 6, 2007, Amerisist filed its Reply. Amerisist asserted that the party to the contract and the party that is liable to the Deputy
Receiver is not named by the Deputy Receiver's Petition because that party isin bankruptcy. Additionally, Amerisist states there is no basis for the Deputy
Receiver to assert breach of contract because Amerisist, which has existed since March 15, 2002, is a distinct entity from America House Four, Inc. and
TCRI, Inc. and has never done business with ROA. Amerisist requested that the Commission: (i) dismiss this case; (i) award Amerisist its costs incurred
in this case; and (iii) assess sanctions against the Deputy Receiver and the Deputy Receiver's counsel for filing a Petition that is not well grounded in fact and
refusing to withdraw the Petition after notice.
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On November 16, 2007, the Hearing Examiner filed his Report. In his Report, the Hearing Examiner noted that the facts in the pleadings show
that ROA's insurance contract for 2002 was with America House Four, Inc. or America House, Inc. and none of the Petition's attached exhibits refer to
Amerisist. The Deputy Receiver acknowledged that America House, Inc. apparently changed its corporate name to TCRI, Inc. Additionaly, the
bankruptcy of TCR I, Inc. was confirmed by the Deputy Receiver's attached documentation. Therefore, the Hearing Examiner made the following findings
and recommendations:

1. The Deputy Receiver filed his Petition against the wrong entity and that entity it seeksis now in bankruptcy;

2. Amerisist's Motion to Dismiss should be granted;

3. Based upon the pleadings and the information available to the Deputy Receiver prior to filing his Petition, there should be no award of costs or
sanctions in this case;

4. The Deputy Receiver's Petition should be dismissed; and
5. This matter should be stricken from the Commission's docket of active cases.
On December 7, 2007, the Deputy Receiver submitted Comments to the Hearing Examiner's Report.*

NOW THE COMMISSION, after consideration of the record herein, is of the opinion that the findings and recommendations of the Hearing
Examiner should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
1. The Deputy Receiver's Petition is hereby DISMISSED without prejudice; and

2. The papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

! The Deputy Receiver filed a notice to withdraw the Petition without prejudice and argued that while he supports the Hearing Examiner's findings,
Amerisist should be directed to provide documentation of the transition from America House, Inc. to the now bankrupt TCR I, Inc., as well as provide the
information necessary to file a claim in the bankruptcy proceeding and explain why ROA was not included in the matrix of creditors submitted in the
bankruptcy proceeding. He also requested that the Commission confirm his notice of withdrawal of the Petition and retain jurisdiction over the matter until
such further time as the requested information is provided by Amerisist.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00280
JANUARY 23, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Annual Audited Financial Reports

ORDER ADOPTING RULES

By order entered herein September 26, 2007, al interested persons were ordered to take notice that subsequent to October 29, 2007, the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission") would consider the entry of an order adopting revisions proposed by the Bureau of Insurance (“Bureau") entitled
Rules Governing Annual Audited Financial Reports, set forth in Chapter 270 of Title14 of the Virginia Administrative Code, unless on or before
Octaber 29, 2007, any person objecting to the adoption of the proposed new rules filed a request for hearing with the Clerk of the Commission ("Clerk").

The Order to Take Notice also required all interested persons to file their comments in support of or in opposition to the proposed revised rules on
or before October 29, 2007.

On October 29, 2007, State Farm Mutual Automobile Insurance Company and its affiliates ("State Farm") filed comments to the proposed
revisions and arequest for hearing with the Clerk's Office. State Farm stated that it was opposed to the proposed revisions due to concerns regarding the cost
of complying with the proposed amendments, as well as its belief that the impact of imposing the new requirements would far outweigh any potential benefit
to the citizens of the Commonwealth of Virginia.

On October 30, 2007, The National Association of Mutual Insurance Companies ("NAMIC") filed comments to the proposed revisions with the
Clerk. NAMIC opposed the adoption of the rules on similar grounds as State Farm. It requested a hearing, but made its request contingent on the
Commission granting a hearing at the request of any other interested party.

On October 29, 2007, American Council of Life Insurers, American Insurance Association, America's Health Insurance Plans, Blue Cross Blue
Shield Association, Property Casualty Insurers Association of America, and Reinsurance Association of America ("the Associations') collectively filed
comments with the Clerk, in which they supported adoption of the rules on the grounds that they were limited in scope and enhanced the regulatory oversight
of insurers without undue burden on the industry.

On December 12, 2007, the Commission entered an Order scheduling a hearing for February 6, 2008. The Order directed that any parties
intending to appear and be heard at the hearing were to file awritten notice of their intention to do so with the Clerk on or before January 6, 2008.
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On January 4, 2008, the Property Casualty Insurers Association of America, by counsel, filed with the Clerk a request reserving the right to
appear and be heard at the hearing scheduled for February 6, 2008, if such hearing was held.

On January 9, 2008, State Farm filed a letter with the Clerk withdrawing its request for a hearing.

Because NAMIC's request for a hearing was contingent upon the Commission granting a hearing at the request of any other interested party, it
appears that a hearing in this matter is no longer necessary.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed revisions and the filed comments, is of the opinion that the attached revisions to the rules
should be adopted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) Therevisions at Chapter 270 of Title 14 of the Virginia Administrative Code entitled "Rules Governing Annual Audited Financial Reports”
which amend the rules a 14 VAC 5-270-10 through 14 VAC 5-270-150, 14 VAC 5-270-170 and 14 VAC 5-270-180 and add new proposed rules at
14 VAC 5-270-144, 14 VAC 5-270-146, 14 VAC 5-270-148, and 14 VAC 5-270-174, and which are attached hereto and made a part hereof, should be, and
they are hereby, ADOPTED to be effective February 15, 2008.

(2) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to the Bureau of Insurance in care of Deputy Commissioner
Douglas C. Stolte, who forthwith shall give further notice of the adoption of the revisions to the rules by mailing a copy of this Order, including a clean copy
of the attached final revised rules, to al licensed insurers, home protection companies, burial societies, fraternal benefit societies, health service plans, health
maintenance organizations, legal services plans, dental or optometric services plans and dental plan organizations authorized by the Commission pursuant to
Title 38.2 of the Code of Virginia, and certain interested parties designated by the Bureau of Insurance.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached new rules,
to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make this Order and the
attached new rules available on the Commission's website, http://www.scc.virginia.gov/caseinfo.htm.

(4) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice requirements of paragraph (2)
of this Order.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Rules Governing Annual Audited Financial Reports' is on file and may be examined at the State
Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00280
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Annual Audited Financial Reports

CORRECTING ORDER

In an Order Adopting Rules ("Order") entered herein January 23, 2008, in line 6 of ordering paragraph (1) set forth on page 3 of the Order, there
is areference to an effective date of "February 15, 2008" for adoption of revisions to the aforementioned Rules. The correct effective date, however, should
be "January 1, 2010."

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The reference in line 6 of ordering paragraph (1) set forth on page 3 of the Order, entered January 23, 2008, shall be corrected to read
"January 1, 2010;" and

(2) All other provisions of the Order to Take Notice entered January 23, 2008, shall remain in full force and effect.

(3) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to the Bureau of Insurance in care of Deputy Commissioner
Douglas C. Stolte, who forthwith shall mail a copy of this Order to all licensed insurers, home protection companies, burial societies, fraternal benefit
societies, health service plans, health maintenance organizations, legal services plans, dental or optometric services plans and dental plan organizations
authorized by the Commission pursuant to Title 38.2 of the Code of Virginia, and certain interested parties designated by the Bureau of Insurance.

(4) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of
Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make this Order available on the Commission's website,
http://www.scc.virginia.gov/caseinfo.htm.

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice requirements of this Order.
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CASE NO. INS-2007-00285
MARCH 13, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

MARTIN ALEXANDER HARTLEY,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

The Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") filed a motion to vacate order on March 3, 2007.

GOOD CAUSE having been shown, the Order Revoking License entered herein September 24, 2007, is hereby vacated.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00294
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
TERREL YVONNELL BRUCE,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated §38.2-1826 C and subsection 1 of
§ 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State
of Florida, and by providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in her license application filed with the Commission.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been notified of her right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated December 28, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of her right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C and subsection 1 of § 38.2-1831 of the Code of
Virginia by failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of Florida, and by
providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in her license application filed with the Commission.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2007-00298
JANUARY 14, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Section 12.1-13 of the Code of Virginia provides that the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") shall have the power to promulgate
rules and regulations in the enforcement and administration of all laws within its jurisdiction, and § 38.2-223 of the Code of Virginia provides that the
Commission may issue any rules and regulations necessary or appropriate for the administration and enforcement of Title 38.2 of the Code of Virginia

The rules and regulations issued by the Commission pursuant to § 38.2-223 of the Code of Virginia are set forth in Title 14 of the Virginia
Administrative Code.

The Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") has submitted to the Commission a proposed amendment to Chapter 30 of Title 14 of the Virginia
Administrative Code entitled "Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements,” which amends the Rules at 14 VAC 5-30-30.

The amended Rules add additional language in Subdivision A 4 of 14 VAC 5-30-30 dealing with Exemptions. The additional language provides
an exemption from the Rules for term conversions where the existing insurer and the replacing insurer are corporate affiliates. This revision is consistent
with the most recent National Association of Insurance Commissioners (NAIC) “Life Insurance and Annuities Replacement Model Regulation.”

The Commission is of the opinion that the amended Rules submitted by the Bureau of Insurance should be considered for adoption.
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The amended Rules entitled "Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements,” at 14 VAC 5-30-30, be attached hereto and made
apart hereof.

(2) All interested persons who desire to comment in support of or in opposition to, or to request a hearing to oppose the adoption of the amended
Rules shall file such comments or hearing request on or before February 29, 2008, with the Clerk of the Commission, Document Control Center, P.O.
Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218 and shall refer to Case No. INS-2007-00298. Interested persons desiring to submit comments electronically may do so
by following the instructions available at the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/caseinfo.htm.

(3) If no request for a hearing on the adoption of the amended Rules is filed on or before February 29, 2008, the Commission, upon consideration
of any comments submitted in support of or in opposition to the amended Rules, may adopt the Rules as amended by the Bureau of Insurance.

(4) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the amended Rules, shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to the Bureau of
Insurance in care of Deputy Commissioner Jacqueline K. Cunningham, who forthwith shall give further notice of the proposed adoption of the amended
Rules by mailing a copy of this Order, together with the proposed amendments, to all companies licensed by the Commission to write life insurance, variable
lifeinsurance, annuities, or variable annuitiesin Virginia

(5) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, together with the proposed amendments, to
be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(6) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall make available this Order and the attached proposed amendments on the
Commission's website, http://www.scc.virginiagov/caseinfo.htm.

(7) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice requirements of paragraph (4)
above.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements’ is on file and may be examined at the
State Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond,
Virginia
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CASE NO. INS-2007-00298
MARCH 5, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements

ORDER ADOPTING REVISIONS TO RULES

By order entered herein January 14, 2008, al interested persons were ordered to take notice that subsequent to February 29, 2008, the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission") would consider the entry of an Order adopting revisions proposed by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") to the
Commission's Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements ("Rules’), set forth in Chapter 30, Section 30 of Title14 of the Virginia
Administrative Code, unless on or before February 29, 2008, any person objecting to the adoption of the proposed revisions filed a request for hearing with
the Clerk of the Commission (“Clerk").

The Order to Take Notice also required all interested persons to file their comments in support of or in opposition to the proposed revisions on or
before February 29, 2008.

No comments and no request for hearing were timely filed with the Clerk.

The Bureau does not recommend further changes to the proposed revisions, which amended the Rules at 14 VAC 5-30-30, and further
recommends that the revised Rules be adopted as proposed.

THE COMMISSION has considered the proposed revisions and is of the opinion that the attached revisions to the Rules should be adopted.
THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The revised Rules entitled "Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements,” at 14 VAC 5-30-30, which are attached hereto and
made a part hereof, should be, and they are hereby, ADOPTED to be effective April 1, 2008.

(2) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to Jacqueline K. Cunningham, Deputy Commissioner, Bureau
of Insurance, State Corporation Commission who forthwith shall give further notice of the adoption of the revisions to the Rules by mailing a copy of this
Order, including a clean copy of the attached final revised Rules, to al insurers licensed by the Commission to write life insurance, variable life insurance,
annuities or variable annuities in the Commonwealth of Virginia, and certain interested parties designated by the Bureau of Insurance.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached revised
Rules, to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make this Order
and the attached revisions to the Rules available on the Commission's website, http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice requirements in paragraph (2)
of this Order.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Rules Governing Life Insurance and Annuity Replacements’ is on file and may be examined at the
State Corporation Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond,
Virginia

CASE NO. INS-2007-00339
MARCH 6, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
JACK T. SAMPSON
and
AC&S INSURANCE AGENCY, INC,,
Defendants

FINAL ORDER

On November 19, 2007, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") issued a Rule to Show Cause ("Rule") based on allegations by the
Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") against the Defendants. The Defendants were ordered to appear at a hearing scheduled for January 30, 2008, and show
cause, if any, why the Commission should not, in addition to a penalty pursuant to § 38.2-218 of the Code of Virginia, have their insurance agent licenses
revoked pursuant to § 38.2-1831 of the Code. The hearing on the Rule was continued to March 4, 2008, by Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated January 11,
2008.

On February 26, 2008, counsel for the Bureau filed a Motion to Dismiss the above proceeding. In the Motion, the Bureau states that Defendant
Jack T. Sampson has agreed to surrender his insurance agent licenses effective immediately and that Defendant AC& S Insurance Agency, Inc. has agreed to
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be placed on probation for a period of two years from the date of any Final Order in return for a dismissal of the proceeding. The Bureau views the
Defendants' offer as an acceptable resolution to the case and requests that the Commission place the agency on probation for a period of two years and
dismiss the proceeding with prejudice.

In his Report entered on March 3, 2008, the Hearing Examiner granted the Bureau's Motion to Dismiss. He further recommended that the
Commission enter an order accepting the Defendants' offer to settle this matter, and adopt the Bureau's recommendations.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the Hearing Examiner's Report, is of the opinion that the Defendants' offer to settle this matter should
be accepted and this matter should be dismissed with prejudice.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendants' offer to settle this matter is hereby ACCEPTED;

(2) The Defendant AC& S Insurance Agency, Inc. be placed on probation for a period of two years from the date of entry of this Order;
(3) Thecaseishereby DISMISSED with prejudice; and

(4) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00359
JANUARY 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
GOLDEN RULE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State
Corporation Commission (*Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in certain instances, has violated
subsection 1 of §38.2-502, §838.2-503, 38.2-3407.4 A, 38.2-5803 A 1, 38.2-5803 A 2, and 38.2-5804 A of the Code of Virginia, as well as
14VACS5-40-40F 1, 14VAC5-90-50A, 14VACD5-90-55A, 14VAC5-90-60A 1, 14VAC5-90-60B 1, 14 VAC5-90-60 C 3, 14 VAC5-90-100 A,
14 VAC 5-90-160, and 14 VAC 5-400-50 C.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of twelve thousand
dollars ($12,000) and waived its right to a hearing.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.



149
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

CASE NO. INS-2007-00369
FEBRUARY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AlIU INSURANCE COMPANY,
AMERICAN HOME ASSURANCE COMPANY,
AMERICAN INTERNATIONAL SOUTH INSURANCE COMPANY,
AIG CASUALTY COMPANY,
COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY INSURANCE COMPANY,
GRANITE STATE INSURANCE COMPANY,
THE INSURANCE COMPANY OF THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA,
NATIONAL UNION FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY OF PITTSBURGH, PA,
and
NEW HAMPSHIRE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendants

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is aleged that the Defendants, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1919 of the Code of Virginia by failing
to adhere to the uniform plans, systems, and rules of its designated rate service organization in the recording of its experience and the reporting of such
information to the rate service organization.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendants' licenses upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendants have committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendants have been advised of their right to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendants, without admitting any violation of
Virginia law, have made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendants have tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of one
hundred thousand dollars ($100,000), waived their right to a hearing, and agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in their letter to the
Bureau dated January 31, 2008.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendants pursuant to the authority
granted the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendants, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendants’ offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) Theoffer of the Defendantsin settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00373
MARCH 21, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

KALEEN A. COOPER,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Maryland.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated February 12, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.
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The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Maryland.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00373
MARCH 26, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
KALEEN A. COOPER,
Defendant

CORRECTING ORDER

In the Order Revoking License ("Order") entered herein March 21, 2008, in line 2 of ordering paragraph (4) set forth on page 2 of the Order, there
isareference to a period of "one (1) year" from the date of entry of the Order, wherein the Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an
insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia. The correct time period, however, should be "five (5) years."

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Thelanguage in ordering paragraph (4), set forth on page 2 of the Order Revoking License entered on March 21, 2008, shall be deleted in its
entirety, and the following language shall be inserted in its place and stead:

"The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to five (5) years
from the date of this Order";

(2) All other provisions of the Order Revoking License entered March 21, 2008, shall remain in full force and effect.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00376
FEBRUARY 4, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AGENCY INSURANCE COMPANY OF MARYLAND,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State
Corporation Commission (“Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 8§ 38.2-305 A, 38.2-502,
38.2-511, 38.2-1906 D, and 38.2-2208 of the Code of Virginia, aswell as 14 VAC 5-400-40 A, 14 VAC 5-400-60 B, and 14 VAC 5-400-70 A.
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The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of twelve thousand
dollars ($12,000), waived its right to a hearing, and agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in its letter to the Bureau dated October 30,
2007.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) Theoffer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2007-00377
JANUARY 16, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

ELECTRIC INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau"), it is aleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the
State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-502, 38.2-1906 D,
38.2-2206, 38.2-2208, 38.2-2212, 38.2-2220, 38.2-2223, and 38.2-2234 of the Code of Virginia, aswell as 14 VAC 5-400-40 A and 14 VAC 5-400-80 D.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of twenty-nine thousand
dollars ($29,000), waived its right to a hearing, and agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in its letter to the Bureau dated October 29,
2007.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2007-00378
JANUARY 17, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES INSURANCE COMPANY,
GEICO CASUALTY COMPANY,
GEICO GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY,

and
GEICO INDEMNITY COMPANY,

Defendants

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau"), it is alleged that the Defendants, duly licensed by the
State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 88 38.2-604, 38.2-1906 D,
38.2-2212, 38.2-2220, 38.2-2223, and 38.2-2234 of the Code of Virginia, aswell as 14 VAC 5-400-70 D and 14 VAC 5-400-80 D.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendants' licenses upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendants have committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendants have been advised of their right to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendants, without admitting any violation of
Virginia law, have made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendants have tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of
thirty-one thousand two hundred dollars ($31,200), waived their right to a hearing, agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in their |etter
to the Bureau dated October 3, 2007, and agreed to the entry by the Commission of a cease and desist order.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendants pursuant to the authority
granted the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendants, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendants’ offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) Theoffer of the Defendantsin settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted;

(2) The Defendants cease and desist from any conduct which constitutes a violation of 88 38.2-604, 38.2-1906 D, 38.2-2212, 38.2-2220,
38.2-2223 or 38.2-2234 of the Code of Virginia, or 14 VAC 5-400-70 D or 14 VAC 5-400-80 D; and

(3) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00001
FEBRUARY 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
CONTINENTAL GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in certain instances, has violated § 38.2-3503.13 of the
Code of Virginia by failing to refund unearned premiums to policyholders upon cancellation of insurance coverage.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of seven thousand five
hundred dollars ($7,500), waived its right to a hearing, and agreed to reimburse the two hundred and sixty (260) affected policyholders all amounts due, with
interest pursuant to § 38.2-3407.1, within sixty (60) days from the date of entry of this Order. Additionally, the Defendants will provide the Bureau of
Insurance with written confirmation upon completion of the reimbursement of funds, along with the amounts reimbursed, to the affected policyholders.
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The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00002
JANUARY 14, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Section 12.1-13 of the Code of Virginia provides that the State Corporation Commission (“Commission") shall have the power to promulgate
rules and regulations in the enforcement and administration of all laws within its jurisdiction, and § 38.2-223 of the Code of Virginia provides that the
Commission may issue any rules and regulations necessary or appropriate for the administration and enforcement of Title 38.2 of the Code of Virginia

The rules and regulations issued by the Commission pursuant to § 38.2-223 of the Code of Virginia are set forth in Title 14 of the Virginia
Administrative Code.

The Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") has submitted to the Commission proposed amendments to Chapter 200 of Title 14 of the Virginia
Administrative Code entitled "Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance,” which amend the Rules at 14 VAC 5-200-185.

The proposed amendments to the Rules are necessary to correct errorsin subsection E making reference to subdivisionsin subsection D.
The Commission is of the opinion that the proposed amendments to 14 VAC 5-200-185 should be considered for adoption.
THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed amendments to the "Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance," which amend the Rules at 14 VAC 5-200-185, be attached
hereto and made a part hereof.

(2) All interested persons who desire to comment in support of or in opposition to, or request a hearing to oppose the adoption of the proposed
amendments shall file such comments or hearing request on or before February 29, 2008, with the Clerk of the Commission, Document Control Center, P.O.
Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218 and shall refer to Case No. INS-2008-00002. Interested persons desiring to submit comments electronically may do so
by following the instructions available at the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/caseinfo.htm.

(3) If no written request for a hearing on the proposed amendments is filed on or before February 1, 2007, the Commission, upon consideration
of any comments submitted in support of or in opposition to the proposed amendments, may adopt the amendments proposed by the Bureau of Insurance.

(4) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof, together with a copy of the proposed amendments, shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to the
Bureau of Insurance in care of Deputy Commissioner Jacqueline K. Cunningham, who forthwith shall give further notice of the proposed adoption of the
amendments by mailing a copy of this Order, together with the proposed amendments, to all insurers licensed by the Commission to write accident and
sickness insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, including all fraternal benefit societies, health maintenance organizations, and health services plans
licensed in Virginia, aswell asall interested parties.

(5) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, together with the proposed amendments, to
be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(6) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall make available this Order and the attached proposed amendments on the
Commission's website, http://www.state.va.us/scc/caseinfo.htm.

(7) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice reguirements of paragraph (4)
above.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance” is on file and may be examined at the State Corporation
Commission, Clerk's Office, Document Control Center, Tyler Building, First Floor, 1300 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00002
JANUARY 15, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance

CORRECTING ORDER

In an Order to Take Notice ("Order") entered herein January 14, 2008, in line 2 of ordering paragraph (3) set forth on page 2 of the Order, thereis
areference to "February 1, 2007." The correct reference, however, should be "February 29, 2008."

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The reference in line 2 of ordering paragraph (3) set forth on page 2 of the Order, entered January 14, 2008, shall be corrected to read
"February 29, 2008."

(2) All other provisions of the Order to Take Notice entered January 14, 2008, shall remain in full force and effect; and
(3) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to the Bureau of Insurance in care of Deputy Commissioner
Jacqueline K. Cunningham; and to all insurers licensed by the State Corporation Commission to write accident and sickness insurance in the Commonwealth

of Virginia, including all fraternal benefit societies, health maintenance organizations, and health services plans licensed by Virginia, aswell as al interested
parties.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00002
MARCH 5, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting Revisions to the Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance

ORDER ADOPTING REVISIONS TO RULES

By order entered herein January 14, 2008, al interested persons were ordered to take notice that subsequent to February 29, 2008, the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission") would consider the entry of an Order adopting revisions proposed by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") to the
Commission's Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance ("Rules"), set forth in Chapter 200, Section 185 of Title 14 of the Virginia Administrative Code,
unless on or before February 29, 2008, any person objecting to the adoption of the proposed revisions filed a request for hearing with the Clerk of the
Commission (“Clerk").

The Order to Take Notice also required all interested persons to file their comments in support of or in opposition to the proposed revisions on or
before February 29, 2008.

One comment was timely filed, but the comment did not address the proposed revisions. There was no request for a hearing filed with the Clerk.

The Bureau does not recommend further changes to the proposed revisions, which amended the Rules at 14 VAC 5-200-185, and further
recommends that the revised Rules be adopted as proposed.

THE COMMISSION has considered the proposed revisions and is of the opinion that the attached revisions to the Rules should be adopted.
THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The revised Rules entitled "Rules Governing Long-Term Care Insurance,” at 14 VAC 5-200-185, which are attached hereto and made a part
hereof, should be, and they are hereby, ADOPTED to be effective April 1, 2008.

(2) AN ATTESTED COPY hereof shall be sent by the Clerk of the Commission to Jacqueline K. Cunningham, Deputy Commissioner, Bureau
of Insurance, State Corporation Commission who forthwith shall give further notice of the adoption of the revisions to the Rules by mailing la copy of this
Order, including a clean copy of the attached final revised Rules, to al insurers licensed by the Commission to write accident and sickness insurance in the
Commonwealth of Virginia, including al fraternal benefit societies, health maintenance organizations, and health services plans licensed in Virginia, and
certain interested parties designated by the Bureau of Insurance.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached revised
Rules, to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for appropriate publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make this Order
and the attached revisions to the Rules available on the Commission's website, http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The Bureau of Insurance shall file with the Clerk of the Commission an affidavit of compliance with the notice requirements in paragraph (2)
of this Order.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00003
JANUARY 15, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
DAVID THOMASON,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days administrative actions that were taken against him by the states of Utah, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified |etter dated November 29, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days administrative actions that were taken against him by the states of Utah, South Dakota, and Wisconsin.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00009
APRIL 2, 2008

PETITION OF
HUBBARD LEASING SERVICES, LLC

For review of adecision by the National Council on Compensation Insurance Pursuant to § 38.2-2018 of the Code of Virginia
ORDER
On January 14, 2008, Hubbard Leasing Services, LLC ("Hubbard Leasing"), by counsel, filed with the Clerk of the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") a Petition for review of a decision by the National Council on Compensation Insurance ("NCCI") pursuant to § 38.2-2018 of
the Code of Virginia.® Section 38.2-2018 allows any person adversely affected by the application of arate service organization's or insurer's rating system to
appeal such action to the Commission.

By Order dated February 4, 2008, the Commission docketed the Petition, assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner for further proceedings, and
established a procedural schedule which scheduled the hearing for March 20, 2008.

0On January 23, 2008, the Petitioner filed with the Clerk of the Commission an Amended Petition for Review.
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On March 19, 2008, the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") filed a Motion to Cancel Hearing ("Motion™). In support of its Motion, counsel for the
Bureau stated that: (1) he was contacted on March 19, 2008, one day prior to the scheduled evidentiary hearing, by an employee of the law firm representing
the Petitioner and advised that the Petitioner had elected to withdraw its Petition; and (2) he was further advised that counsel for the Petitioner was in the
process of filing awithdrawal motion; however, due to time constraints, the motion might not be filed timely in order to avoid the hearing scheduled for the
following day. Counsel for the Bureau further stated that he had been in contact with counsel for NCCI and advised that one of NCCl's witnesses would be
traveling from Florida on March 19, 2008, to attend the hearing.

By Hearing Examiner's Ruling entered on March 19, 2008, the evidentiary hearing scheduled for March 20, 2008, was cancelled and the matter
was continued pending receipt of the Petitioner's Motion to Withdraw Appeal.

On March 20, 2008, the Petitioner filed a Motion to Withdraw Appeal. In support, the Petitioner stated that: (1) its only witness was unable to
attend the scheduled hearing because of serious family medical concerns; (2) it therefore had no evidence to present at the hearing; and (3) the Commission
denied its request for a continuance.?

On March 24, 2008, the Hearing Examiner issued his Report. In his Report, the Hearing Examiner granted the Petitioner's Motion to Withdraw
Appea and recommended that the Petition be dismissed with prejudice.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Petition of Hubbard Leasing Services, LLC, for review of a decision by the National Council on Compensation Insurance pursuant to
§ 38.2-2018 of the Code of Virginiabe, and the sameis hereby, DISMISSED with prejudice;

(2) Thecaseis dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases, and the papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

2 The Petitioner did not file amotion for extension of time in this matter.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00012
JANUARY 29, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

CREATIVE TITLE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia by failing
to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.

The Commission is authorized by §6.1-2.27 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties and to suspend or revoke the
Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged
violation of Chapter 1.3 (§ 6.1-2.19 et seg.) of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia

The Commission is also authorized by 88 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue
cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of its right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated December 4, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of its right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia by failing to timely provide
the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
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(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00013
JANUARY 29, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
PAUL R. WOSNIG,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated subsection 1 of § 38.2-1831 of the Code of
Virginia by providing materialy incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in his license application filed with the Commission.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated December 3, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated subsection 1 of §38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia by
providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in his license application filed with the Commission.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00014
FEBRUARY 1, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
TRACEE N. LONG,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1809 of the Code of Virginia by failing
to make records available promptly upon request for examination by the Commission or its employees.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of her right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated October 24, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of her right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1809 of the Code of Virginia by failing to make records
available promptly upon request for examination by the Commission or its employees.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00015
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

GLENDA R. WILLIAMS,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of Maine.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.
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The Defendant has been notified of her right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 2, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of her right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of Maine.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00015
FEBRUARY 26, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

GLENDA R. WILLIAMS,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

GOOD CAUSE having been shown, the Order Revoking License entered herein February 1, 2008, is hereby vacated.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00016
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

JAMES JOSEPH LOMBARDO, JR,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of California.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 2, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.
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The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of California.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00017
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
KRISTINA PATRICIA JOHNSON,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of New Y ork.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of her right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 2, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of her right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of New Y ork.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;



161
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00018
FEBRUARY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

DONALD ALAN MILLER,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of New Y ork.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been natified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 2, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of New Y ork.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00018
FEBRUARY 14, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
DONALD ALAN MILLER,
Defendant

VACATING ORDER

GOOD CAUSE having been shown, the Order Revoking License entered herein February 1, 2008, is hereby vacated.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00022
FEBRUARY 14, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FLYING J INSURANCE SERVICES, INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission (“Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 88 38.2-512, 38.2-1812, 38.2-1821.1, and
38.2-1822 of the Code of Virginia.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of ten thousand dollars
($10,000) and waived its right to a hearing.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00024
MARCH 6, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
NATIONAL FIRE INSURANCE COMPANY OF HARTFORD,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau"), it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-2223 of the Code of
Virginia by using automobile policy forms that were not filed and approved by the Bureau prior to use.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginiathe sum of fifteen thousand dollars
(%15,000), waived itsright to a hearing, and agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in its letter to the Bureau dated November 15, 2007.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00027
FEBRUARY 14, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

MIKE PADILLA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Connecticut.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 15, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Connecticut.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00031
MARCH 6, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
ABC TITLE & ESCROW, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 88 6.1-2.23 and 38.2-1809 of the Code of
Virginia by failing to disburse funds in accordance with § 6.1-2.13 of the Code of Virginia, and by failing to make records available promptly upon request
for examination by the Commission or its employees.

The Commission is authorized by §6.1-2.27 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties and to suspend or revoke the
Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged
violations of Chapter 1.3 (§ 6.1-2.19 et seg.) of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia

The Commission is also authorized by 88 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue
cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been notified of its right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 29, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of its right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated 88§ 6.1-2.23 and 38.2-1809 of the Code of Virginia by failing to
disburse funds in accordance with § 6.1-2.13 of the Code of Virginia, and by failing to make records available promptly upon request for examination by the
Commission or its employees.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00032
MARCH 26, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

JOHN DANIEL YOUNG,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Ohio.
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The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 23, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Ohio.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00033
MARCH 6, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
DENNIS M. MURPHY,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by
failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Wisconsin.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of his right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 23, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of his right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the
Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against him by the State of Wisconsin.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED;
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(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00039
MARCH 7, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

WASHINGTON TITLE, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 88 6.1-2.21 and 38.2-1809 of the Code of
Virginia by failing to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account, and by failing to make
records available promptly upon request for examination by the Commission or its employees.

The Commission is authorized by §6.1-2.27 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties and to suspend or revoke the
Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged
violations of Chapter 1.3 (8 6.1-2.19 et seq.) of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

The Commission is also authorized by 88 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue
cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been notified of its right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated January 17, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of its right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION isof the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated 88 6.1-2.21 and 38.2-1809 of the Code of Virginia by failing to
timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account, and by failing to make records available
promptly upon request for examination by the Commission or its employees.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED:;

(2) All appointments issued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00040
MAY 1, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
FIRST MARYLAND TITLE & ESCROW SERVICES, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission (“"Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia, aswell as
14 VAC 5-395-50, by failing to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.

The Commission is authorized by §6.1-2.27 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties and to suspend or revoke the
Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged
violation of Chapter 1.3 (8 6.1-2.19 et seq.) of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

The Commission is also authorized by 88 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue
cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of its right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated March 31, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of its right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an Order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia and 14 VAC 5-395-50 by
failing to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00041
MAY 1, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

OLYMPIC TITLE & ESCROW, INC,,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonweslth of Virginia, violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia, as well as
14 VAC 5-395-50, by failing to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.
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The Commission is authorized by §6.1-2.27 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties and to suspend or revoke the
Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged
violation of Chapter 1.3 (8 6.1-2.19 et seq.) of Title 6.1 of the Code of Virginia.

The Commission is also authorized by 88 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue
cease and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been notified of its right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated March 31, 2008, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of its right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an Order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 6.1-2.21 of the Code of Virginia and 14 VAC 5-395-50 by
failing to timely provide the Commission with a copy of the Defendant's analysis or audit report of its escrow account.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00043
MAY 22, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

At therelation of the

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.

NELLIE WILLIAMS,
Defendant

JUDGMENT ORDER

On March 26, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission™) issued a Rule to Show Cause (“Rul€") in which the Defendant was given
the opportunity to appear in the Commission's Courtroom on May 7, 2008, and show cause, if any, why she should not, in addition to a penaty under
§38.2-218 of the Code of Virginia, have her insurance agent license revoked. The Rule is based on allegations by the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") that
the Defendant violated 8§ 38.2-1826 and 38.2-1831 1 of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative
action that was taken against her by the State of Georgia, and by providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in her license
application filed with the Commission.

On May 7, 2008, a hearing was conducted in which the Bureau of Insurance appeared represented by counsel, and the Defendant failed to appear.
At the conclusion of the hearing, the Hearing Examiner issued his Report, in which he made the following findings and recommendations:

(1) The Defendant was properly served;
(2) The Defendant failed to appear and isin default;
(3) Based upon the evidence presented, the Defendant isin violation of 88 38.2-1826 and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia; and

(4) The Defendant should be fined in the amount of five thousand dollars ($5,000) and her license to sell insurance in the Commonwealth of
Virginia should be revoked for a period of five (5) years.

Upon consideration of the record herein and the Report of the Hearing Examiner, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the findings
and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner should be adopted.
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THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendant is hereby fined in the amount of five thousand dollars ($5,000) for her violations of §§ 38.2-1826 and 38.2-1831 1 of the
Code of Virginig;

(2) The license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an agent in the Commonwealth of Virginiais hereby REVOKED for a
period of five (5) years from the date of this Order;

(3) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(4) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00048
MARCH 31, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SUA INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated 8§ 38.2-2204 and 38.2-2220 of the Code of
Virginia by using policy forms which did not contain the precise language of the automobile standard forms filed and adopted by the Commission.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of six thousand dollars
(%6,000), waived itsright to a hearing, and agreed to comply with the Corrective Action Plan set forth in its | etter to the Bureau dated February 19, 2008.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00049
APRIL 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
AETNA HEALTH, INC,,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on a market conduct examination performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State
Corporation Commission (“"Commission") to transact the business of a health maintenance organization in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in certain
instances, has violated 88 38.2-316 B, 38.2-316 C 1, subsection 1 of §38.2-502, 38.2-503, 38.2-510 A 14, 38.2-510 A 15, 38.2-1812 A, 38.2-1833A 1,
38.2-3405 A, 38.2-3407.4 A, 38.2-3407.15 B 1, 38.2-3407.15 B 3, 38.2-3407.15 B 4, 38.2-3407.15 B 8, 38.2-3407.15 B 9, 38.2-3407.15B 10,
38.2-3407.15 B 11, 38.2-3431 C 3, 38.2-3431 C 6, 38.2-5805 C, 38.2-5805 C 1, 38.2-5805 C 6, 38.2-5805 C 8 and 38.2-5805 C 10 of the Code of Virginia,
aswell as14 VAC 5-90-50 A, 14 VAC 5-90-60 A 1, 14 VAC 5-210-70 B 2, 14 VAC 5-211-80 B, and 14 VAC 5-211-90 B.
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The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-4316 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of thirty-six thousand
dollars ($36,000), waived its right to a hearing, and agreed to the entry by the Commission of a cease and desist order.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted;

(2) The Defendant cease and desist from any future conduct which constitutes a violation of §§ 38.2-316 B, 38.2-316 C 1, subsection 1 of
§38.2-502, 38.2-503, 38.2-510 A 14, 38.2-510 A 15, 38.2-1812 A, 38.2-1833 A 1, 38.2-3405 A, 38.2-3407.4 A, 38.2-3407.15 B 1, 38.2-3407.15B 3,
38.2-3407.15 B 4, 38.2-3407.15 B 8, 38.2-3407.15 B 9, 38.2-3407.15 B 10, 38.2-3407.15 B 11, 38.2-3431 C 3, 38.2-3431 C 6, 38.2-5805 C, 38.2-5805 C 1,
38.2-5805 C 6, 38.2-5805 C 8 or 38.2-5805 C 10 of the Code of Virginia, or 14 VAC 5-90-50 A, 14VAC5-90-60 A 1, 14 VAC 5-210-70 B 2,
14 VAC 5-211-80 B, or 14 VAC 5-211-90 B as documented in the market conduct examination report; and

(3) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00055

APRIL 9, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
V.
OPTIMA HEALTH GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an inquiry performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") to transact the business of a health maintenance organization in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in a certain instance, has violated
14 VAC 5-234-40 C by failing to file timely with the Commission the Defendant's Primary Small Employer New Business Report.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-4316 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of five thousand dollars
($5,000) and waived itsright to a hearing.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00056
APRIL 9, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
OPTIMA HEALTH INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an inquiry performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is aleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in a certain instance, has violated 14 VAC 5-234-40 C by failing to
file timely with the Commission the Defendant's Primary Small Employer New Business Report.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of five thousand dollars
($5,000) and waived its right to a hearing.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00057
APRIL 9, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
OPTIMA HEALTH PLAN,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

Based on an inquiry performed by the Bureau of Insurance, it is aleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") to transact the business of a health maintenance organization in the Commonwealth of Virginia, in a certain instance, has violated
14 VAC 5-234-40 C by failing to file timely with the Commission the Defendant's Primary Small Employer New Business Report.

The Commission is authorized by 8§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-4316 of the Code of Virginiato impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violation.

The Defendant has been advised of itsright to a hearing in this matter, whereupon the Defendant, without admitting any violation of Virginialaw,
has made an offer of settlement to the Commission wherein the Defendant has tendered to the Commonwealth of Virginia the sum of five thousand dollars
($5,000) and waived its right to a hearing.

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that the Commission accept the offer of settlement of the Defendant pursuant to the authority granted
the Commission in § 12.1-15 of the Code of Virginia.

THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the Bureau of
Insurance, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED THAT:
(1) The offer of the Defendant in settlement of the matter set forth herein be, and it is hereby, accepted; and

(2) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00059
MARCH 19, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SATMA WATI LAL,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

Based on an investigation conducted by the Bureau of Insurance, it is alleged that the Defendant, duly licensed by the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia, violated § 38.2-1826 C and subsection | of § 38.2-1831
of the Code of Virginia by failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of New
Y ork, and by providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in her license application filed with the Commission.

The Commission is authorized by §§ 38.2-218, 38.2-219, and 38.2-1831 of the Code of Virginia to impose certain monetary penalties, issue cease
and desist orders, and suspend or revoke the Defendant's license upon a finding by the Commission, after notice and opportunity to be heard, that the
Defendant has committed the aforesaid alleged violations.

The Defendant has been notified of her right to a hearing before the Commission in this matter by certified letter dated November 29, 2007, and
mailed to the Defendant's address shown in the records of the Bureau of Insurance.

The Defendant, having been advised in the above manner of her right to a hearing in this matter, has failed to request a hearing and has not
otherwise communicated with the Bureau of Insurance.

The Bureau of Insurance, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking all of
the Defendant's licenses to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent.

THE COMMISSION is of the opinion and finds that the Defendant has violated § 38.2-1826 C and subsection 1 of § 38.2-1831 of the Code of
Virginia by failing to report to the Commission within thirty days an administrative action that was taken against her by the State of New York, and by
providing materially incorrect, misleading, incomplete or untrue information in her license application filed with the Commission.

IT ISTHEREFORE ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby
REVOKED,;

(2) All appointmentsissued under said licenses are hereby VOID;
(3) The Defendant transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia as an insurance agent;

(4) The Defendant shall not apply to the Commission to be licensed as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia prior to one (1) year
from the date of this Order;

(5) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause a copy of this Order to be sent to every insurance company for which the Defendant holds an
appointment to act as an insurance agent in the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

(6) The papers herein be placed in thefile for ended causes.
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CASE NO. INS-2008-00059
APRIL 9, 2008
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

SATMA WATI LAL,
Defendant

ORDER GRANTING RECONSIDERATION

On March 19, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") issued an Order Revoking License in this docket. On April 8, 2008, the
Defendant filed a Petition for Reconsideration (“Petition").

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of this matter, grants reconsideration for the purpose of continuing our jurisdiction over this
matter and considering the above-referenced Petition.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
(1) Reconsideration is granted for the purpose of continuing our jurisdiction over this matter and considering the above-referenced Petition.

(2) This matter is continued pending further order of the Commission.

CASE NO. INS-2008-00059
APRIL 28, 2008

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA
At therelation of the
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

V.
SATMA WATI LAL,
Defendant

ORDER ON RECONSIDERATION

By Order Revoking License entered on March 19, 2008, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") ordered, among other things, the
revocation of the license of Satma Wati Lal ("Defendant") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia

On April 8, 2