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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
Robert 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 October 5, 1947 4
Robert 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 2013 the lines of succession were:

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 10 Dimitri 5

Jagdmann 8
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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 Virginia and state
statutes. The SCC's authority ranges from setting rates charged by public utilities to serving as the central filing office in
Virginia for 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 Commercial 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 legislative,
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 1.
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
its own initiative, a waiver or modification of any of the provisions of these 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's individual 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 the individual or a qualified officer or agent of the entity. Documents signed pursuant to
this rule 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; (ii)
to the best of the attorney's or party's knowledge, information, and belief formed after reasonable inquiry, the pleading, motion or other document 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) the pleading,
motion or other document is not interposed for any improper purpose, such as to 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 it is 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.

5 VAC 5-20-30. Counsel.

Except as otherwise provided in 5 VAC 5-20-20, 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 all 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.

5 VAC 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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5 VAC 5-20-60. Commission staff.

The commissioners and hearing examiners shall be free at all times to confer with any member of the commission staff. However, no facts nor
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.

5 VAC 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 a formal proceeding in accordance with the
rules by any party to the informal process.

PART II.
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 authority, 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 a respondent 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 rule to 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. An answer or other responsive pleading 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 or other responsive pleading 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 general 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 or other responsive pleading containing, in narrative
form, (i) a response to each allegation of the petition and (ii) a statement of each affirmative defense asserted by the defendant. Failure to file a timely
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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 this rule in which it is not a defendant to the same extent as permitted by 5 VAC 5-20-80 D.

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 and the
commission staff.

PART III.
PROCEDURES IN FORMAL PROCEEDINGS.

5 VAC 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 ten days of the filing of the response.

5 VAC 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 these rules. In the discharge of his duties, the
hearing examiner shall exercise all the adjudicatory powers possessed by the commission including, inter alia, 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 a
written final report and recommendation to the commission at the conclusion of the proceedings.

B. Objections and certification of issues. An objection to a ruling by the hearing examiner during a hearing shall be stated with the reasons
therefor at the time of the ruling. Any objection to a hearing examiner's ruling 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 a ruling appealed or certified, the hearing examiner shall retain procedural control of the proceeding.

C. Responses to 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 a response 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.

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

No amendment shall be made to any 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.

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

A pleading or other 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 is due. 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 was 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 during all or part of a business day, the
filing will be timely if made on the next regular business day that the office is open to the public. Except as otherwise ordered by the commission, when a
period of 15 days or fewer is permitted to make a filing 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 a 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 a true copy to the party or staff, or by deposit of a true copy into the United States mail or overnight
express mail delivery service properly addressed and postage prepaid, or via hand-delivery, 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 all parties and staff have agreed to
such service, or where the commission has provided for such service by order. At the foot of a formal 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, all writs, processes, and
orders of the commission, when acting in conformity with § 12.1-27 of the Code of Virginia, shall be attested by the Clerk of the Commission and served in
compliance with § 12.1-19.1 or 12.1-29 of the Code of Virginia.
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5 VAC 5-20-150. Copies and format.

Applications, petitions, motions, responsive pleadings, briefs, and other documents filed by parties must be filed in an original and 15 copies
unless otherwise directed by the commission. Except as otherwise stated in these rules, submissions filed electronically are exempt from the copy
requirement. 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, must be capable of being reproduced in
copies of archival quality, and only one side of the paper may be used. Submissions filed electronically shall be made in portable document format (PDF).

Each document 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.

Each document 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 this rule.
5 VAC 5-20-160. Memorandum of completeness.

With respect to the filing of a rate 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 ten 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 completeness is not timely filed.

5 VAC 5-20-170. Confidential information.

A person who proposes in good faith in a formal proceeding that information to be filed with or delivered 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 deliver the information under seal to the commission staff, or both, as may be required. Items filed or
delivered under seal shall be securely sealed in an opaque container that is clearly labeled "UNDER SEAL," and, if filed, shall meet the other requirements
for filing contained in these rules. An original and 15 copies of all such information shall be filed with the clerk. One additional copy of all such information
shall also be delivered 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.

When an application (including supporting documents and prefiled testimony) contains information that the applicant claims to be confidential,
the filing shall be made under seal and accompanied by a motion for protective order or other confidential treatment. The provision to a party of information
claimed to be trade secrets, privileged, or confidential commercial or financial information shall be governed by a protective order or other individual
arrangements for confidential treatment.

On every document filed or delivered under seal, the producing party shall mark each individual page of the document that contains confidential
information, and on each such page shall clearly indicate the specific information requested to be treated as confidential by use of highlighting, underscoring,
bracketing or other appropriate marking. All remaining materials on each page of the document shall be treated as nonconfidential and available for public
use and review. If an entire document is confidential, or if all information provided in electronic format under Part IV of these rules is confidential, a
marking prominently displayed on the first page of such document or at the beginning of any information provided in electronic format, indicating that the
entire document is confidential shall suffice.

Upon challenge, the information shall be treated as confidential pursuant to these rules only where the party requesting confidential treatment can
demonstrate to the satisfaction of the commission that the risk of harm of publicly disclosing the information outweighs the presumption in favor of 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 original and one copy of 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. Upon a determination by the
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commission or a hearing examiner that all or portions of any materials filed under seal are not entitled to confidential treatment, the filing party shall file one
original and one copy of the expurgated or redacted version of the document reflecting the ruling.

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.

A party may request additional protection for extraordinarily sensitive information by motion filed pursuant to 5 VAC 5-20-110, and filing the
information with the Clerk of the Commission under seal and delivering a copy of the information to commission staff counsel under seal as directed above.
Whenever such treatment has been requested under Part IV of these rules, the commission may make such orders as necessary to permit parties to challenge
the requested additional protection.

The commission, hearing examiners, any party and the commission staff may make use of confidential material in orders, filing pleadings,
testimony, or other documents, as directed by order of the commission. When a party or commission staff uses confidential material in a filed pleading,
testimony, or other document, the party or commission staff must file both confidential and nonconfidential versions of the pleading, testimony, or other
document. Confidential versions of filed pleadings, testimony, or other documents shall clearly indicate the confidential material contained within by
highlighting, underscoring, bracketing or other appropriate marking. When filing confidential pleadings, testimony, or other documents, parties must submit
the confidential version to the Clerk of the Commission securely sealed in an opaque container that is clearly labeled "UNDER SEAL." Nonconfidential
versions of filed pleadings, testimony, or other documents shall expurgate, redact, or otherwise omit all references to confidential material.

The commission may issue such order as it deems necessary to prevent the use of confidentiality claims for the purpose of delay or obstruction of
the proceeding.

A person who proposes in good faith that information to be delivered to the commission staff outside of a formal proceeding be withheld from
public disclosure on the ground that it contains trade secrets, privileged, or confidential commercial or financial information may deliver the information
under seal to the commission staff, subject to the same protections afforded confidential information in formal proceedings.

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's office. If the transcript includes confidential information, an expurgated or redacted version of the transcript
shall be made available for public inspection in the clerk's office. Only the parties who have executed an agreement to adhere to a protective order or other
arrangement for access to confidential treatment in such proceeding and the commission staff shall be entitled to access to an unexpurgated or unredacted
version of the transcript. 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.

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.

5 VAC 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.

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

Final judgments, orders, and decrees of the commission, except judgments prescribed by § 12.1-36 of the Code of Virginia, and except as
provided in 88 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 a suspension in an
order or decree granting the petition. A petition for rehearing or reconsideration must be served on all 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.

5 VAC 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
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shown, motions for extensions shall be made in writing, served on all 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 IV.
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 otherwise 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 all proceedings, all 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 any 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 this rule.

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 requesting the issuance of a commission subpoena shall include:

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

2. An affidavit 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. Document subpoenas. In a pending proceeding, 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 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. Witness subpoenas. In a pending proceeding, at the request of commission staff or any party, the Clerk of the Commission shall issue a
subpoena.

5 VAC 5-20-260. Interrogatories or requests for production of documents and things.

The commission staff and any party in a formal proceeding before the commission, other than a proceeding under 5VAC5-20-100 A, 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 staff or requesting party information as is known. Interrogatories or requests for production of
documents, including workpapers pursuant to 5VAC5-20-270, 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. Such otherwise untimely interrogatories or
requests for production of documents, including workpapers pursuant to 5\VAC5-20-270, may not be served until such leave is granted. Interrogatories or
requests for production of documents may be served upon a member of the commission staff, or an expert or consultant filing testimony on behalf of the
commission staff, in a proceeding under 5 VAC 5-20-80 to discover: (i) factual information that supports the workpapers submitted by the staff pursuant to
5VAC5-20-270, including electronic spreadsheets that include underlying formulas and assumptions; (ii) any other documents relied upon as a basis for
recommendations or assertions in prefiled testimony, staff reports or exhibits filed by staff, or by an expert or consultant filing testimony on behalf of the
staff; or (iii) the identity of other formal proceedings in which an expert or consultant filing testimony on behalf of the staff testified regarding the same or a
substantially similar subject matter. The disclosure of communications within the commission shall not be required and, except for good cause shown, no
interrogatories or requests for production of documents may be served upon a member of the commission staff, or an expert or consultant filing testimony on
behalf of the staff, prior to the filing of staff's testimony. All interrogatories and requests for production of documents shall be filed with the Clerk of the
Commission. Responses to interrogatories and requests for production of documents shall not be filed with the Clerk of the Commission.
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The response to each interrogatory or document request shall identify by name the person making the response. Any objection to an interrogatory
or document request shall identify the interrogatory or document request to which the objection is raised, and shall state with specificity the basis and
supporting legal theory for the objection. Objections shall be served with the list of responses or in such manner as the commission may designate by order.
Responses and objections to interrogatories or requests for production of documents shall be served within 10 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 calculated 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 as to 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 a witness 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 shall, upon the filing
of its testimony, exhibits, or report, provide (in either paper or electronic format) a copy of any workpapers that support the recommendations made in its
testimony or report to any party upon request and may additionally file a copy of such workpapers with the Clerk of the Commission. The Clerk of the
Commission shall make any filed workpapers available for public inspection and copying during regular business hours.

5 VAC 5-20-280. Discovery applicable only to 5 VAC 5-20-90 proceedings.

This rule applies only to a proceeding in which a defendant is subject to a monetary penalty or injunction, or revocation, cancellation, or
curtailment of a license, 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 (exclusive of investigative notes): (i) 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 (a) the defendant, or representatives or agents of the defendant if the defendant is other than an individual, or (b) any witness
whom the commission staff intends, or does not intend, to call to testify at the hearing, to a commission staff member or law enforcement officer; (ii)
designated books, tangible objects, papers, documents, or copies or portions thereof, that are within the custody, possession, or control of commission staff
and that commission staff intends to introduce into evidence at the hearing or that the commission staff obtained for the purpose of the instant proceeding;
and (iii) the list of the witnesses that commission staff intends to call to testify at the hearing. Upon good cause shown to protect the identity of persons not
named as a defendant, the commission or hearing examiner may direct the commission staff to withhold disclosure of material requested under this rule. The
term “statement" as used in relation to any witness (other than a defendant) described in clause (i) of this subdivision includes a written statement made by
said witness and signed or otherwise adopted or approved by him, and verbatim transcriptions or recordings of a witness' statement that are made
contemporaneously with the statement by the witness.

A motion by the defendant or staff under this rule shall be filed and served at least 30 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 or ruling
granting relief under this rule 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.

Upon written motion of the commission staff, staff may also obtain the list of witnesses that the defendant intends to call to testify at
the hearing, and inspect, copy, and photograph, at commission staff's expense, the evidence that the defendant intends to introduce into evidence
at the hearing.

The commission staff and the defendant shall be required to produce the information described above as directed by the commission
or hearing examiner, but not later than 10 days prior to the scheduled hearing; and the admission of any additional evidence not provided in
accordance herewith shall not be denied solely on the basis that it was not produced timely, provided the additional evidence was produced to
commission staff or the defendant as soon as practicable prior to the hearing, or prior to the introduction of such evidence at the hearing. The
requirement to produce the information described in this section shall be in addition to any requirement by commission staff or the defendant to
timely respond to an interrogatory or document request made pursuant to 5VAC5-20-260.

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

2. Depositions. After commencement of a proceeding to which this rule applies, the commission staff or a party may take the testimony of (i) a
party, or (ii) a person not a party for good cause shown to the commission or hearing examiner, 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
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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 person 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 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. Requests 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 denial 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 proceeding.

Adopted: September 1, 1974

Revised: May 1, 1985 by Case No. CLK850262

Revised: August 1, 1986 by Case No. CLK860572 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

Revised: February 24, 2009 by Case No. CLK-2008-00002

Revised: August 9, 2011 by Case No. CLK-2011-00001
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LEADING MATTERS DISPOSED OF BY FORMAL ORDERS
BUREAU OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
CASE NO. BAN20110498

JUNE 21, 2013

APPLICATION OF
GUARANTEED PAYDAY LOANS L.L.C

For a license to engage in business as a payday lender

CORRECTING AND LICENSE REISSUANCE ORDER

On January 20, 2012, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order in this case granting Guaranteed Payday Loans L.L.C.
("Company"), a license to engage in business as a payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, the Bureau of Financial
Institutions ("Bureau") reported to the Commission that the office address contained in the Order is incorrect as a result of information supplied by the
Company and that the Company paid the fee required by Commission regulation for reissuance of its license certificate.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The office location referenced in the Order Granting a License entered on January 20, 2012, is hereby corrected, nunc pro tunc to that date, to
read "8191 Brook Road, Suite G, Richmond, Virginia 23227" rather than "8191 Brook Road, Suite 9, Richmond, Virginia 23227."

(2) All other provisions of the Order Granting a License entered on January 20, 2012, shall remain in full force and effect.

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

CASE NO. BAN20120175
JUNE 12, 2013

APPLICATION OF
DAVID L. SOKOL
and
THE DAVID L. SOKOL: REVOCABLE TRUST

To acquire control of Middleburg Financial Corporation

ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION OF TIME

On June 19, 2012, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order in this case approving the acquisition of up to 30% of the
voting stock of Middleburg Financial Corporation, a Virginia bank holding company, by David L. Sokol and The David L. Sokol Revocable Trust
("Applicant"). Thereafter, the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") reported to the Commission that the Applicant has requested an extension of time
to complete the acquisition.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The date by which the Applicant may acquire up to 30% of the voting stock of Middleburg Financial Corporation is hereby extended from
June 19, 2013 to June 19, 2014;

(2) The Applicant shall notity the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20120270
OCTOBER 23, 2012

APPLICATION OF
WASHINGTONFIRST BANK

For a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with Alliance Bank Corporation and for authority to operate the
authorized offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

WashingtonFirst Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-822
of the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with Alliance Bank Corporation, a Virginia state-
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chartered bank. WashingtonFirst 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 Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been
complied with; (2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $37,235,000, and its surplus will be not less than $55,315,000; (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 § 6.2-863 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 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.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business is GRANTED to WashingtonFirst 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
operate a main office at 11636 Plaza America Drive, Reston, Fairfax County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate, in addition to its current
offices and facilities, the offices of Alliance Bank Corporation listed in Attachment A. The authority granted herein shall expire one (1) year from the date
of this Order unless extended by Commission order prior to the expiration date.

CASE NO. BAN20120318
OCTOBER 31, 2013
REQUEST BY

HABITAT FOR HUMANITY IN THE ROANOKE VALLEY, INC.
To be designated as a bona fide nonprofit organization

ORDER GRANTING DESIGNATION

Habitat for Humanity in the Roanoke Valley, Inc., a Virginia corporation, has requested that the State Corporation Commission ("Commission")
designate it as a bona fide nonprofit organization pursuant to § 6.2-1701.1 of the Code of Virginia and 10 VAC 5-161-75 of the Commission's rules
governing mortgage loan originators, 10 VAC 5-161-10 et seq. ("Rules"). The request was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial
Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the organization's request and the Bureau's report, finds that the request meets the criteria in
Rule 10 VAC 5-161-75.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT Habitat for Humanity in the Roanoke Valley, Inc. is designated as a bona fide nonprofit organization
for purposes of Chapter 17 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia and the Commission's Rules.

CASE NO. BAN20120320
JANUARY 22, 2013

APPLICATION OF
GLOBAL DYNAMICS INC. D/B/A EZ TITLE LENDERS

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Global Dynamics Inc. d/b/a EZ Title Lenders ("Applicant"), a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the business of making motor vehicle title loans at 624 B South
Washington Street, Falls Church, Virginia 22046. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in
Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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.
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CASE NO. BAN20120348
JANUARY 2, 2012

APPLICATION OF
CITY HOLDING COMPANY

To acquire Community Financial Corporation

ORDER OF APPROVAL

City Holding Company, an out-of-state bank holding company with headquarters in Charleston, West Virginia, has filed with the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission") the application required by § 6.2-1157 B of the Code of Virginia to acquire Community Financial Corporation, a
Virginia corporation which is the holding company of Community Bank, a federal savings bank. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau")
investigated the proposed acquisition.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that the application meets the criteria in
§§ 6.2-1157 B and 6.2-1159 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of Community Financial Corporation by City Holding Company is
APPROVED, provided that: (i) if prior to consummation of the transaction there are any material changes in the terms or conditions of the proposed
acquisition from those represented in the application, the applicant shall immediately notify the Bureau so that the Bureau can evaluate the impact of such
changes on the proposed acquisition; (ii) the acquisition is consummated within one (1) year from the date of this Order; and (iii) the applicant notifies the
Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20120366
MARCH 19, 2013

APPLICATION OF
TITLEBUCKS OF VIRGINIA, INC.
D/B/A TITLEBUCKS

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

TitleBucks of Virginia, Inc. d/b/a TitleBucks ("Applicant"), a Delaware corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the business of making motor vehicle title loans at 1114 Azalea
Avenue, Suite 47, Richmond, Virginia 23227. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in
Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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. BAN20130009
SEPTEMBER 24, 2013

APPLICATION OF
PINEBROOK HOLDINGS, LLC

To acquire 100 percent of Gulfport Financial, L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Pinebrook Holdings, LLC, a Missouri limited liability company, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
application required by § 6.2-1808 of the Code of Virginia to acquire 100 percent of Gulfport Financial, L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance, a licensee
under Chapter 18 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that the application meets the criteria in
§ 6.2-1808 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of Gulfport Financial, L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance by Pinebrook
Holdings, LLC is APPROVED.
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CASE NO. BAN20130011
OCTOBER 22, 2013
REQUEST BY
AHC INC.

To be designated as a bona fide nonprofit organization

ORDER GRANTING DESIGNATION

AHC Inc., a Virginia corporation, has requested that the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") designate it as a bona fide nonprofit
organization pursuant to § 6.2-1701.1 of the Code of Virginia and 10 VAC 5-161-75 of the Commission's rules governing mortgage loan originators,
10 VAC 5-161-10 et seq. ("Rules"). The request was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the organization's request and the Bureau's report, finds that the request meets the criteria in
10 VAC 5-161-75.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT AHC Inc. is designated as a bona fide nonprofit organization for purposes of Chapter 17 of Title 6.2 of
the Code of Virginia and the Commission's Rules.

CASE NO. BAN20130039
MAY 29, 2013

APPLICATION OF
BEACON CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED

To merge with Goodyear-Danville Family Credit Union

ORDER APPROVING A MERGER

Beacon Credit Union, Incorporated ("Applicant"), a Virginia state-chartered credit union, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-1344 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"), to merge with Goodyear-Danville Family Credit Union, a Virginia state-chartered
credit union. The Applicant will be the survivor of the proposed merger. The application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that: (1) the field of membership of the credit
union that is proposed to result from the merger satisfies the requirements of § 6.2-1327 B of the Code; (2) the plan of merger will promote the best interests
of the members of the credit unions; and (3) the members of Goodyear-Danville Family Credit Union and the board of directors of the Applicant have
approved the plan of merger in accordance with applicable law.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT, provided the merging credit unions comply with the applicable provisions of the Virginia Nonstock
Corporation Act, § 13.1-801 et seq. of the Code of Virginia, the proposed merger of Goodyear-Danville Family Credit Union into Beacon Credit Union,
Incorporated, is APPROVED, effective upon the issuance by the Clerk of the Commission of a certificate of merger. Following the merger, Beacon Credit
Union, Incorporated shall be authorized to operate service facilities, in addition to its current service facilities, at what are now the offices of
Goodyear-Danville Family Credit Union at 1901 Goodyear Boulevard, Danville, Virginia 24541 and 2321 Riverside Drive, Danville, Virginia 24540. The
authority granted herein shall expire one (1) year from the date of this Order Approving a Merger unless extended by order of the State Corporation
Commission prior to the expiration date.

CASE NO. BAN20130059
APRIL 9, 2013

APPLICATION OF
PRIME AUTO LOAN INC.
D/B/A PRIME CAR TITLE LOAN

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Prime Auto Loan Inc. d/b/a Prime Car Title Loan ("Applicant"), a Virginia corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the business of making motor vehicle title loans at
6715-C Backlick Road, Springtfield, Virginia 22150. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in
Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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.
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CASE NO. BAN20130062
JULY 3, 2013

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

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Advance America, Cash Advance Centers of Cirginia, Inc. d/b/a Advance America, Cash Advance Centers ("Applicant"), a Delaware
corporation, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the
business of making motor vehicle title loans at sixty-nine (69) locations. (See attachment). The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of
Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in Chapter 22
of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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. BAN20130067
JULY 9, 2013
APPLICATION OF
Z LOANS, LLC D/B/A Z LOANS

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Z Loans, LLC d/b/a Z Loans ("Applicant"), a Virginia limited liability company, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the business of making motor vehicle title loans at 3590 Holland
Road, Virginia Beach, Virginia 23452. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in
Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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. BAN20130132
JULY 23, 2013

APPLICATION OF
HAMPTON CAR TITLE LOANS LLC

For a license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender

ORDER GRANTING A LICENSE

Hampton Car Title Loans LLC ("Applicant"), a Virginia limited liability company, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-2203 of the Code of Virginia, for a license to engage in the business of making motor vehicle title loans at
108 W. Mercury Boulevard, Hampton, Virginia 23669. The application was investigated by the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that the application meets the criteria in
Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the application is APPROVED provided that the Applicant begins business within one (1) year from
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.
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CASE NOS. BAN20130015 & BAN20130053
FEBRUARY 22, 2013

APPLICATIONS OF
ADVANCE AMERICA, CASH ADVANCE CENTERS, INC

To acquire 100 percent of Express Check Advance of Virginia, LLC

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Advance America, Cash Advance Centers, Inc., a Delaware corporation, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
applications required by §§ 6.2-1808 and 6.2-2208 of the Code of Virginia to acquire 100 percent of Express Check Advance of Virginia, LLC, a licensee
under Chapters 18 and 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the applications and the report of the Bureau, finds that the applications meet the criteria in
§§ 6.2-1808 and 6.2-2208 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of Express Check Advance of Virginia, LLC by Advance America, Cash

Advance Centers, Inc. is APPROVED, provided that the acquisition takes place within one (1) year from the date of this Order and the applicant gives
written notice to the Bureau stating the date the acquisition occurred within ten (10) days thereafter.

CASE NO. BAN20130165
AUGUST 15, 2013

APPLICATION OF
BLUE EAGLE CREDIT UNION

To merge with Southwestern Telco Federal Credit Union

ORDER APPROVING A MERGER

Blue Eagle Credit Union ("Applicant"), a Virginia state-chartered credit union, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-1344 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"), to merge with Southwestern Telco Federal Credit Union, a federally chartered
credit union. The Applicant will be the survivor of the proposed merger. The application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that: (1) the field of membership of the credit
union that is proposed to result from the merger satisfies the requirements of § 6.2-1327 B of the Code; (2) the plan of merger will promote the best interests
of the members of the credit unions; and (3) the members of Southwestern Telco Federal Credit Union and the board of directors of the Applicant have
approved the plan of merger in accordance with applicable law.

CASE NO. BAN20130184
SEPTEMBER 25, 2013

APPLICATION OF
BANK OF BOTETOURT

For a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with Botetourt Bankshares, Inc. and for authority to operate the
authorized offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Bank of Botetourt, a Virginia state-chartered bank, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-822 of
the Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with Botetourt Bankshares, Inc., a Virginia state-
chartered bank and the parent company of Bank of Botetourt. Bank of Botetourt 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 Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been
complied with; (2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $2,114,068, and its surplus will be not less than $24,127,235; (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 § 6.2-863 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 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.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business is GRANTED to Bank of Botetourt, 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



21
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

office at 19747 Main Street, Botetourt County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate its current offices and facilities. The authority granted
herein shall expire one (1) year from the date of this Order unless extended by Commission order prior to the expiration date.

CASE NO. BAN20130207
SEPTEMBER 24, 2013

APPLICATION OF
NORTHERN STAR CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED

To merge with Portsmouth Police Credit Union, Incorporated

ORDER APPROVING A MERGER

Northern Star Credit Union, Incorporated ("Applicant"), a Virginia state-chartered credit union, has applied to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-1344 of the Code of Virginia, to merge with Portsmouth Police Credit Union, Incorporated, a Virginia state-chartered
credit union. The Applicant will be the survivor of the proposed merger. The application was investigated by the Bureau of Financial Institutions
("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the Bureau's report, finds that: (1) the field of membership of the credit
union that is proposed to result from the merger satisfies the requirements of § 6.2-1327 B of the Code of Virginia; (2) the plan of merger will promote the
best interests of the members of the credit unions; and (3) the members of Portsmouth Police Credit Union, Incorporated and the board of directors of the
Applicant have approved the plan of merger in accordance with applicable law.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT, provided the merging credit unions comply with the applicable provisions of the Virginia Nonstock
Corporation Act, § 13.1-801 et seq. of the Code of Virginia, the proposed merger of Portsmouth Police Credit Union, Incorporated into the Applicant is
APPROVED, effective upon the issuance by the Clerk of the Commission of a certificate of merger. The authority granted herein shall expire one (1) year
from the date of this Order unless extended by Commission order prior to the expiration date.

CASE NO. BAN20130259
OCTOBER 22, 2013

APPLICATION OF

STIFEL FINANCIAL CORP.
and

STIFEL BANK AND TRUST

To acquire Acacia Federal Savings Bank

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Stifel Financial Corp., a Missouri bank holding company, and its bank subsidiary, Stifel Bank and Trust, a Missouri state-chartered bank, have
jointly filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the application required by § 6.2-1157 A of the Code of Virginia to acquire Acacia
Federal Savings Bank, a Virginia savings institution. The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that the application meets the criteria in
§§ 6.2-1157 A and 6.2-1159 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of Acacia Federal Savings Bank by Stifel Financial Corp. and Stifel Bank and
Trustis APPROVED, provided that (i) if prior to consummation of the transaction there are any material changes in the terms or conditions of the proposed
acquisition from those represented in the application, the applicants shall immediately notify the Bureau so that the Bureau can evaluate the impact of such
changes on the proposed acquisition; (ii) the acquisition is consummated within one (1) year from the date of this Order; and (iii) the applicants notify the
Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20130283
NOVEMBER 7, 2013

APPLICATION OF
VIRGINIA NATIONAL BANKSHARES CORPORATION

To acquire control of Virginia National Bank

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Virginia National Bankshares Corporation, a Virginia corporation, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
application required by § 6.2-704 of the Code of Virginia to acquire all of the voting shares of Virginia National Bank, a Virginia bank. The Commission's
Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.
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NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that the application meets the criteria in
§ 6.2-705 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of Virginia National Bank by Virginia National Bankshares Corporation is
APPROVED , provided that: (i) if prior to consummation of the transaction there are any material changes in the terms or conditions of the proposed
acquisition from those represented in the application, the applicant shall immediately notify the Bureau so that the Bureau can evaluate the impact of such
changes on the proposed acquisition; (ii) the acquisition is consummated within one (1) year from the date of this Order; and (iii) the applicant notifies the
Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.

CASE NO. BAN20130340
DECEMBER 17, 2013

APPLICATION OF
CARDINAL BANK

For a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with The Business Bank and for authority to operate the
authorized offices of the merging banks

ORDER GRANTING AUTHORITY

Cardinal Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank, has applied to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to § 6.2-822 of the
Code of Virginia, for a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business following a merger with The Business Bank, a Virginia state-chartered bank.
Cardinal 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 Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau").

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that: (1) the provisions of law have been
complied with; (2) the capital stock of the resulting bank will be $4 million, and its surplus will be not less than $339,379,000; (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 § 6.2-863 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 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.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT a certificate of authority to conduct a banking business is GRANTED to Cardinal 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 operate a main office
at 8270 Greensboro Drive, Fairfax County, Virginia, and is authorized to maintain and operate, in addition to its current offices and facilities, the offices of
The Business Bank listed in Attachment A. The authority granted herein shall expire one (1) year from the date of this Order unless extended by
Commission order prior to the expiration date.

CASE NO. BAN20130341
DECEMBER 17, 2013

APPLICATION OF
CARDINAL FINANCIAL CORPORATION

To acquire control of United Financial Banking Companies, Inc.

ORDER OF APPROVAL

Cardinal Financial Corporation, a Virginia bank holding company, has filed with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") the
application required by § 6.2-704 of the Code of Virginia to acquire control of United Financial Banking Companies, Inc., a Virginia bank holding company.
The Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") investigated the proposed acquisition.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the application and the report of the Bureau, finds that the application meets the criteria in
§ 6.2-705 of the Code of Virginia.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the proposed acquisition of United Financial Banking Companies, Inc. by Cardinal Financial
Corporation is APPROVED , provided that: (i) if prior to consummation of the transaction there are any material changes in the terms or conditions of the
proposed acquisition from those represented in the application, the applicant shall immediately notify the Bureau so that the Bureau can evaluate the impact
of such changes on the proposed acquisition; (ii) the acquisition is consummated within one (1) year from the date of this Order; and (iii) the applicant
notifies the Bureau of the effective date of the transaction within ten (10) days thereof.
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CASE NO. BFI1-2012-00007
JULY 19, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

MORTGAGE AMERICA BANKERS, LLC
and

KAPTAIN KOONTZ,
Defendants

JUDGMENT ORDER

On October 17, 2012, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered a Rule to Show Cause ("Rule") at the request of the Bureau of
Financial Institutions ("Bureau") against Mortgage America Bankers, LLC ("Mortgage America" or "Company"), and Kaptain Koontz ("Mr. Koontz")
(collectively, "Defendants"), pursuant to §§ 6.2-1611 and 6.2-1713 of the Code of Virginia ("Code") alleging multiple violations of those and other
provisions of Title 6.2 of the Code (and rules promulgated thereunder) governing mortgage brokers and mortgage loan originators.

In the Rule, the Commission directed the Defendants to file an answer or other responsive pleading with the Clerk of the Commission on or
before November 16, 2012; assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner; and scheduled an evidentiary hearing for March 6, 2013. The Defendants did not
file an answer or other responsive pleading to the Rule.

Due to inclement weather, the hearing scheduled for March 6, 2013, was rescheduled to March 21, 2013.

The evidentiary hearing on the Rule convened on March 21, 2013 as scheduled. Mortgage America appeared without counsel and Mr. Koontz
appeared pro se. The Bureau appeared by its counsel, Donnie L. Kidd, Jr., Esquire, and DeMarion P. Johnston, Esquire.

The proof of notice was accepted into the record and the Bureau moved for a default judgment on the grounds that the Defendants failed to file an
answer or other responsive pleading to the Rule. The Bureau's motion was taken under advisement.! The Bureau moved for the admission of the evidence
against the Defendants, since by their default they had waived any objection to the admission of the evidence against them. The Hearing Examiner granted
the Bureau's motion.”

At the hearing the Bureau presented the testimony of three Bureau staff members: (1) Susan Hancock, deputy commissioner; (2) Robin Wirt,
principal financial analyst; and (3) William Seigfried, senior financial analyst. In mitigation of any personal penalties, Mr. Koontz testified, among other
things, that no borrower had been harmed, and neither he nor the Company had any intention to defraud any borrower.

On May 22, 2013, the Hearing Examiner issued his report ("Report"), which thoroughly summarized the factual and procedural history of this
case, as well as the evidence and arguments presented at the hearing. In his Report, the Hearing Examiner made the following findings and

recommendations:

(1) Based upon evidence presented by the Bureau and a showing of clear and convincing evidence, Mortgage America should be penalized,
pursuant to § 6.2-1624 of the Code, in the total amount of $60,000 for the following 39 violations:

(a) $500.00 for 1 violation of § 6.2-406 A 2 of the Code, and $1,000.00 for 2 violations of § 6.2-406 A 3 of the Code;
(b) $16,000.00 for 16 violations of § 6.2-1609 C of the Code;
(c) $20,000.00 for 8 violations of § 6.2-1610 of the Code;
(d) $2,500.00 for 1 violation of § 6.2-1611 of the Code;
(e) $5,000.00 for 2 violations of § 6.2-1612 A 2 of the Code;
(f) $5,000.00 for 5 violations of § 6.2-1614 8a of the Code; and
(g) $10,000.00 for 4 violations of § 6.2-1621 of the Code.
(2) Based upon evidence presented by the Bureau and a showing of clear and convincing evidence, Mortgage America should be penalized,

pursuant to 10 VAC 5-160-100 of the Commission's Rules Governing Mortgage Lenders and Brokers, 10 VAC 5-160-10 et seq. ("Rules"), in the total
amount of $45,000 for the following 18 violations:

' The Bureau also moved to limit the scope of the proceeding on two grounds. First, the Bureau asked to limit the scope of the hearing to the appropriate
remedies because the Defendants, through their default, had admitted substantive liability. Second, the Bureau asked to limit the defense based on Mortgage
America's lack of legal representation. Mortgage America appeared without counsel; consequently, Mr. Koontz, who is the sole principal of Mortgage
America, could testify only on his own behalf. The Bureau's motion to limit Mr. Koontz's testimony with respect to Mortgage America was granted. Tr.
at 7-9

2 Following the motion, the Bureau introduced and the Hearing Examiner accepted into evidence the affidavits of Susan Hancock, Robin Wirt, and William
Siegfried, together with exhibits supporting their affidavits. Additionally, the Bureau introduced and the Hearing Examiner accepted into the record a chart
summarizing the violations alleged against the Defendants and the Bureau's recommended penalties for those violations. See H'g Exs. 3 - 7.
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(a) $10,000.00 for 4 violations of 10 VAC 5-160-20 (5);
(b) $2,500.00 for 1 violation of 10 VAC 5-160-20 (6);
(c) $7,500.00 for 3 violations of 10 VAC 5-160-60 A (2);
(d) $7,500.00 for 3 violations of 10 VAC 5-160-60 A (3);
(e) $12,500.00 for 5 violations of 10 VAC 5-160-60 F; and
(®) $5,000.00 for 2 violations of 10 VAC 5-160-90 D.

(3) Based upon evidence presented by the Bureau and a showing of clear and convincing evidence, Mr. Koontz should be penalized, pursuant to
§ 6.2-1719 of the Code, in the total amount of $75,000 for the following 33 violations:

(a) $65,000.00 for 26 violations of § 6.2-1701 of the Code;
(b) $5,000.00 for 2 violations of § 6.2-1713 of the Code; and
(c) $5,000.00 for 5 violations of § 6.2-1715 A (1) of the Code.

The Hearing Examiner also recommended that the following allegations should be dismissed because the record did not support a finding of
violation: (a) Mr. Koontz's alleged violation of § 6.2-1704 of the Code; and (b) Mortgage America's alleged violations of Rule 10 VAC 5-160-50 and Rule
10 VAC 5-160-60 B.

In addition to monetary penalties summarized above and based upon the evidence presented by the Bureau, the Hearing Examiner recommended
that: (1) Mortgage America's mortgage broker license should be revoked pursuant to § 6.2-1619 of the Code; (2) Mr. Koontz should be barred from any
position of employment, management, or control of any licensed mortgage lender or broker in Virginia pursuant to § 6.2-1620 of the Code; (3) Mortgage
America should be ordered to cease and desist from any violation of Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code and the Commission's Rules; and (4) Mr. Koontz
should be ordered to cease and desist from any violation of Chapter 17 of Title 6.2 of the Code and the Commission's Rules.

Neither the Defendants nor the Bureau filed comments to the Report following its entry on May 22, 2013.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the Rule, the record, and the Hearing Examiner's Report, is of the opinion and finds that the
Hearing Examiner's findings and recommendations are reasonable, supported by the evidentiary record, and should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The findings and recommendations of the May 22, 2013, Report of Michael D. Thomas, Hearing Examiner, are hereby adopted.

(2) Pursuant to § 6.2-1624 of the Code, Mortgage America is hereby penalized in the amount of $60,000 for 39 violations of Chapters 4 and 16
of Title 6.2 of the Code as set forth in the Report and summarized above in this Order.

(3) Pursuant to Rule 10 VAC 5-160-100, Mortgage America is hereby penalized in the amount of $45,000 for 18 violations of the Commission's
Rules as set forth in the Report and summarized above in this Order.

(4) Pursuant to § 6.2-1719 of the Code, Mr. Koontz is hereby penalized in the amount of $75,000 for 33 violations of Chapter 17 of Title 6.2 of
the Code as set forth in the Report and summarized above in this Order.

(5) Mortgage America's mortgage broker license is hereby revoked pursuant to § 6.2-1619 of the Code.

(6) Mr. Koontz is hereby barred from any position of employment, management, or control of any licensed mortgage lender or broker in Virginia
pursuant § 6.2-1620 of the Code.

(7) Mortgage America shall cease and desist from any violation of Chapters 4 and 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code and the Commission's Rules.
(8) Mr. Koontz shall cease and desist from any violation of Chapter 17 of Title 6.2 of the Code and the Commission's Rules.

(9) This case is dismissed and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2012-00068
JANUARY 22, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: Mortgage Lenders and Mortgage Brokers

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

On October 18, 2012, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice ("Order") of a proposal by the Bureau
of Financial Institutions to amend Chapter 160 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code, which governs licensed mortgage lenders and mortgage
brokers ("licensees"). The Order and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register of Regulations on November 19, 2012, posted on the
Commission's website, and mailed to all licensees and other interested parties. Licensees and other interested parties were afforded the opportunity to file
written comments or request a hearing on or before December 7, 2012. No comments or requests for a hearing were filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed regulations, the record herein, and applicable law, concludes that the proposed
regulations should be adopted with an effective date of January 28, 2013.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations, as attached hereto, are adopted effective January 28, 2013.
(2) This Order and the attached regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall send a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached regulations, to the
Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(4) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Rules Governing 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-2012-00069
FEBRUARY 28, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

AMERICAS MORTGAGE PROFESSIONALS, LLC,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Americas
Mortgage Professionals, LLC ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia
("Code"); that on February 28, 2012, the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") examined the Defendant and as a result of the examination alleged that
the Defendant had violated, inter alia, §§6.2-406 A (2), 6.2-406 A (3) and 6.2-1601 A of the Code, as well as 10 VAC 5-160-20 (7),
10 VAC 5-160-60 A (2), and 10 VAC 5-160-60 G of the Commission's Rules Governing Mortgage Lenders and Brokers, 10 VAC 5-160-10, et seq.; and that
upon being informed that the Commissioner intended to recommend the imposition of a civil penalty, the Defendant offered to settle this case by paying a
civil penalty in the sum of Fifty-two Thousand Two Hundred Fifty Dollars ($52,250) in two (2) installments with the first installment of Thirty-two
Thousand Two Hundred Fifty Dollars ($32,250) due February 15, 2013, and the second and final installment of Twenty Thousand Dollars ($20,000) due
March 15, 2013, and waived its right to a hearing in the case. The Commissioner recommended that the Commission accept the Defendant's offer of
settlement pursuant to the authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the
Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall fully comply with the aforesaid terms and undertakings of this settlement.

(3) The State Corporation Commission shall retain jurisdiction in this matter for all purposes, including the institution of a show cause

proceeding or taking such other action it deems appropriate on account of the Defendant's failure to comply with the terms and undertakings of the
settlement.
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CASE NO. BFI-2012-00071
FEBRUARY 15, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

EVERGREEN SERVICES INC.,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Evergreen
Services Inc. ("Defendant") is a licensed motor vehicle title lender under Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"); and that on January 13,
2012, the Commission's Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") examined the Defendant and alleged that it had violated subdivisions 1, 2, 3, 10, 11, 13,
14, and 15 of § 6.2-2215 of the Code, subsection A of § 6.2-2217 of the Code, as well as 10 VAC 5-210-30 and 10 VAC 5-210-40 of the Commission's rules
governing motor vehicle title lending, 10 VAC 5-210-10 et seq. The Commissioner further reported that upon being informed that he intended to
recommend the imposition of a civil penalty, the Defendant offered to settle this case by paying a civil penalty in the sum of Twenty-three Thousand Dollars
($23,000) in four (4) equal installments of Five Thousand Seven Hundred Fifty Dollars ($5,750), with the first installment due immediately and the
subsequent installments due on the first day of every month beginning on March 1, 2013, and ending on May 1, 2013, and waived its right to a hearing in
this case. The Commissioner has recommended that the Commission accept the Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to the authority granted under
§ 12.1-15 of the Code.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the Defendant's offer of settlement, and the recommendation of the
Commissioner, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall fully comply with the aforesaid terms and undertakings of this settlement.

(3) The State Corporation Commission shall retain jurisdiction in this matter for all purposes, including the institution of a show cause

proceeding or taking such other action it deems appropriate on account of the Defendant's failure to comply with the terms and undertakings of this
settlement.

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00004
APRIL 2, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

NETWORK CAPITAL FUNDING CORPORATION,
Defendant

SETTLEMENT ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Network
Capital Funding Corporation ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage lender and broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of
Virginia ("Code"); that on January 4, 2012, the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") completed an investigation of the Defendant and, as a result of
the investigation, alleged that the Defendant had violated §§ 6.2-406 A and 6.2-1614 (1) of the Code, as well as 10 VAC 5-160-20 (7) and
10 VAC 5-160-90 E of the Commission's Rules Governing Mortgage Lenders and Brokers, 10 VAC 5-160-10 et seq.; and that upon being informed that the
Commissioner intended to recommend the imposition of a fine, the Defendant offered to settle this case by paying a civil penalty in the sum of
Twenty-five Thousand Five Hundred Dollars ($25,500), and waived its right to a hearing in the case. The Commissioner recommended that the Commission
accept the Defendant's offer of settlement pursuant to the authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the offer of settlement of the Defendant, and the recommendation of the
Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's offer should be accepted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendant's offer in settlement of this case is accepted.

(2) The Defendant shall fully comply with the aforesaid terms and undertakings of this settlement.

(3) The State Corporation Commission shall retain jurisdiction in this matter for all purposes, including the institution of a show cause

proceeding or taking such other action it deems appropriate on account of the Defendant's failure to comply with the terms and undertakings of the
settlement.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00006
APRIL 9, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

JUPITER FUNDING GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Jupiter
Funding Group, LLC ("Defendant"), is engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code of
Virginia ("Code"); that the Commissioner, pursuant to § 6.2-1822 of the Code, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on February 13, 2013,
(i) of his intention to seek an order from the Commission requiring the Defendant to cease and desist from engaging in the business of making payday loans
to Virginia residents without a license, and (ii) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before March 8,
2013; and that no written request for a hearing was received or filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, finds that the Defendant is
engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Jupiter Funding Group, LLC, shall immediately cease and desist from engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents
in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code of Virginia.

(2) This case is dismissed, and the papers filed herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00012
MAY 22, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

MORTGAGE ENTERPRISES, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Mortgage
Enterprises, Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2012, as required by § 6.2-1612 of the Code of Virginia; and that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on April 3, 2013, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's
license, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before May 3, 2013. As of the date of this Order,
the Defendant has not filed, nor has the Commission received, a written request for a hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking the
Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant has violated applicable law by failing to pay its annual fee.

Accordingly, 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-2013-00013
MAY 22, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

EQUITY MORTGAGE GROUP, INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Equity
Mortgage Group, Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia; that the
Defendant failed to pay its annual fee due May 25, 2012, as required by § 6.2-1612 of the Code of Virginia; and that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on April 3, 2013, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's
license, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before May 3, 2013. As of the date of this Order,
the Defendant has not filed, nor has the Commission received, a written request for a hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order revoking the
Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant has violated applicable law by failing to pay its annual fee.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00020
NOVEMBER 22, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
CAPITAL FINANCIAL MORTGAGE CORP.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Capital
Financial Mortgage Corp. ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia
("Code"); that the Defendant has had two state administrative orders entered against it for violations of laws or regulations applicable to the conduct of its
business; that the Defendant does not meet the qualifications for licensure as required by § 6.2-1606 of the Code; that the Defendant failed to file its annual
report due March 1, 2013, in violation of § 6.2-1610 of the Code; and the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the
Defendant by certified mail on August 12, 2013, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's license, and (2) that a written request for a
hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before September 13, 2013. As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not filed its
annual report, nor has the Commission received a written request for a hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to file its annual report or request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an
order revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant (1) has had two state administrative orders entered against it for violations of laws or regulations applicable to the conduct of its business,
(2) does not meet the qualifications for licensure as a mortgage broker, and (3) failed to file its annual report.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.

(2) This case is dismissed.

(3) The papers filed herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00065
JULY 25, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
NORTHWAY FINANCIAL CORPORATION LTD
and
NORTHWAY BROKER LTD D/B/A ZIP19,
CASH TRANSFER CENTERS, and
SONIC PAYDAY,
Defendants

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Northway
Financial Corporation Ltd and Northway Broker Ltd d/b/a Zip19, Cash Transfer Centers, and Sonic Payday ("Defendants"), are engaging in the business of
making payday loans to Virginia residents in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"); that the Commissioner, pursuant to § 6.2-1822 of the
Code, gave written notice to the Defendants by certified mail on May 29, 2013, (i) of his intention to seek an order from the Commission requiring the
Defendants to cease and desist from engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents without a license, and (ii) that a written request
for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before June 28, 2013; and that no written request for a hearing was received or filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, finds that the Defendants are
engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Northway Financial Corporation Ltd and Northway Broker Ltd d/b/a Zip19, Cash Transfer Centers, and Sonic Payday shall immediately
cease and desist from engaging in the business of making payday loans to Virginia residents in violation of § 6.2-1801 of the Code.

(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00067
JULY 3, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In re: Mortgage Loan Originators

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Section 6.2-1720 of the Code of Virginia provides that the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") shall adopt such regulations as it
deems appropriate to effect the purposes of Chapter 17 (§ 6.2-1700 et seq.) of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia. The Commission's regulations governing
mortgage loan originators are set forth in Chapter 161 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code ("Chapter 161").

The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") has submitted to the Commission proposed amendments to Chapter 161. The proposed
regulations (i) set forth the procedures and criteria for designating bona fide nonprofit organizations under § 6.2-1701.1 of the Code of Virginia; (ii) define
the terms "employee" and "exclusive agent"; (iii) clarify the licensing requirements for individuals whose wages or other compensation is paid by either
professional employer organizations or organizations that provide staffing services; (iv) require a licensed mortgage loan originator ("licensee") to ensure
that all residential mortgage loans that close as a result of the licensee engaging in the business of a mortgage loan originator are included in reports of
condition submitted to the Nationwide Mortgage Licensing System and Registry ("Registry"); and (v) require the Commissioner of Financial Institutions to
establish a process whereby mortgage loan originators may challenge information entered into the Registry by the Bureau.

NOW THE COMMISSION, based on the information supplied by the Bureau, is of the opinion and finds that the proposed regulations should
be considered for adoption with a proposed effective date of September 15, 2013.

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

(2) 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 August 16, 2013. Requests for a 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-2013-00067. 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) This Order and the attached proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.
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(4) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall send a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached proposed regulations,
to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

NOTE: A copy of the attachment entitled "Mortgage Loan Originators" 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-2013-00067
SEPTEMBER 5, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In re: Mortgage Loan Originators

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

On July 3, 2013, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice ("July 3 Order") of a proposal by the
Bureau of Financial Institutions to amend Chapter 161 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code, which governs mortgage loan originators. The July 3
Order and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register of Regulations on July 29, 2013, posted on the Commission's website, and sent to all
licensed mortgage loan originators, licensed mortgage lenders, licensed mortgage brokers, and other interested parties. Licensees and other interested parties
were afforded the opportunity to file written comments or request a hearing on or before August 16, 2013. No comments or requests for a hearing were
filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed regulations, the record herein, and applicable law, concludes that the proposed
regulations should be adopted with an effective date of September 15, 2013.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations, as attached hereto, are adopted effective September 15, 2013.
(2) This Order and the attached regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall provide a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached regulations, to the
Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(4) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

NOTE: A copy of the attachment entitled "Mortgage Loan Originators" 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-2013-00068
OCTOBER 8, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

ALANKAR INVESTMENTS USA INC.,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Alankar
Investments USA Inc. ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender under Chapter 22 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia
("Code"); that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.2-2204 of the Code was cancelled on May 13, 2013; and that the Commissioner, pursuant to
delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 30, 2013, (i) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's
license unless a new bond was filed by August 30, 2013, and (ii) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or
before August 30, 2013. As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not filed a new bond, nor has the Commission received a written request for a
hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to file a new bond or request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order
revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law.
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Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a motor vehicle title lender is hereby revoked.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00070
SEPTEMBER 3, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In re: Payday Lending

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Section 6.2-1815 of the Code of Virginia provides that the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") shall adopt such regulations as it
deems appropriate to effect the purposes of Chapter 18 (§ 6.2-1800 et seq.) of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia. The Commission's regulations governing
licensed payday lenders ("licensees") are set forth in Chapter 200 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code ("Chapter 200").

The Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") has submitted to the Commission proposed amendments to Chapter 200. The proposed
regulations (i) define the terms "prepaid card" and "short-maturity loan;" (ii) prohibit licensees from obtaining an agreement from a borrower that gives the
licensee or a third party the authority to prepare a check that is drawn on the borrower's deposit account; (iii) require licensees and former licensees to
maintain their contact information with the Bureau until they have no outstanding payday loans; (iv) require licensees to dispose of records containing
consumers' personal financial information in a secure manner; (v) specify additional events that require licensees to file a written report with the Bureau;
(vi) update the text of the payday lending pamphlet to reflect certain other proposed amendments to Chapter 200; (vii) prescribe disclosure requirements for
licensees' advertisements; (viii) identify the circumstances under which the Commissioner of Financial Institutions shall deem a licensee or former licensee
to have ceased business for purposes of authorizing the database provider to administratively close any outstanding loans in the database; (ix) eliminate
several obsolete provisions relating to the payday lending database; and (x) clarify that certain payday lending data is not confidential and may be furnished
by the database provider to the public. Various technical and other clarifying amendments have also been proposed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, based on the information supplied by the Bureau, is of the opinion and finds that the proposed regulations should
be considered for adoption with a proposed effective date of December 1, 2013.

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

(2) 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 October 25, 2013. Requests for a 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-2013-00070. 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) This Order and the attached proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall provide a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached proposed
regulations, to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

NOTE: A copy of the attachment 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.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00071
OCTOBER 8, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

LIBERTY PAWNSHOP & GOLD, LLC,
Defendant

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Liberty
Pawnshop & Gold, LLC ("Defendant"), is engaging in the business of making motor vehicle title loans without a license in violation of § 6.2-2201 of the
Code of Virginia ("Code"); that the Commissioner, pursuant to § 6.2-2220 of the Code, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on July 8,
2013, (i) of his intention to seek an order from the Commission requiring the Defendant to cease and desist from engaging in the business of making motor
vehicle title loans without a license, and (ii) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before August 8,
2013; and that no written request for a hearing was received or filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, finds that the Defendant is
engaging in the business of making motor vehicle title loans without a license in violation of § 6.2-2201 of the Code.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant shall immediately cease and desist from engaging in the business of making motor vehicle title loans without a license.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00076
JUNE 25, 2013

IN RE:

FIRST MOUNT VERNON INDUSTRIAL LOAN ASSOCIATION
d/b/a A FIRST MOUNT VERNON INDUSTRIAL LOAN ASSOCIATION

ORDER CANCELLING A CERTIFICATE

On July 27, 1959, Norfolk Industrial Loan Association was issued a certificate of authority to engage in business as an industrial loan association.
Thereafter, the name of the company was changed to First Mount Vernon Industrial Loan Association d/b/a A First Mount Vernon Industrial Loan
Association ("First Mount Vernon"). Now the Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission") that the company's president, by letter dated April 18, 2013, surrendered its certificate of authority to engage in business as an industrial
loan association effective June 1, 2013; and the Commissioner recommended to the Commission that the surrender be accepted.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion that it should
accept the surrender of First Mount Vernon's certificate of authority.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The surrender of the certificate authorizing First Mount Vernon Industrial Loan Association d/b/a A First Mount Vernon Industrial Loan
Association, formerly known as Norfolk Industrial Loan Association, to engage in business as an industrial loan association hereby is accepted.

(2) Such certificate is cancelled and shall be of no further force or effect.

(3) This case is dismissed, and the papers filed herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00078
AUGUST 15, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: Amerisave Mortgage Corporation

ORDER APPROVING SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has requested that the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") approve and
accept a multi-state Settlement Agreement and Order ("Agreement"), a copy of which is attached hereto and made a part hereof, by and between Amerisave
Mortgage Corporation, a licensed mortgage lender and mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia, and various state regulatory
agencies. The Commissioner has recommended that the Commission (i) approve and accept the Agreement, and (ii) authorize the Commissioner to execute
any documents attendant to the Agreement necessary to evidence the Commission's approval and acceptance.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the terms of the Agreement and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and

finds that the Agreement should be approved and accepted, and that the Commissioner should be authorized to execute any documents attendant to the
Agreement necessary to evidence the Commission's approval and acceptance.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Agreement is approved and accepted.

(2) The Commissioner is authorized to execute any documents attendant to the Agreement necessary to evidence the Commission's approval and
acceptance.

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00084
JULY 18, 2013

IN THE MATTER OF

C.C.C. MARTINSVILLE EMPLOYEES CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED
Merger into

MARTINSVILLE POSTAL CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED

ORDER APPROVING THE MERGER

The Staff of the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") has reported and represented the following to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"):

(1) C.C. C. Martinsville Employees Credit Union, Incorporated ("C. C. C. Martinsville") is a Virginia state-chartered credit union with less than
$673,000 in assets, 138 members, and one office.

(2) The financial condition of C. C. C. Martinsville has been quickly deteriorating since the sole sponsor for C. C. C. Martinsville closed in
December 2011. C. C. C. Martinsville has been experiencing ongoing delinquencies, loan losses, negative earnings, declines in net worth, and share account
withdrawals, and these trends have reached a point where C. C. C. Martinsville is no longer viable as a separate entity. These trends are confirmed in a
Bureau report dated June 21, 2013, and attached exhibits.

(3) An emergency exists, and it is in the best interests of the members of C. C. C. Martinsville to have C. C. C. Martinsville immediately merged
into Martinsville Postal Credit Union, Incorporated ("MPCU"), also a Virginia state-chartered credit union. C. C. C. Martinsville's apparent inability to
reverse or even halt the accelerating deterioration of its financial condition warrants this immediate supervisory action.

(4) In order for C. C. C. Martinsville to be merged into MPCU under § 6.2-1318 of the Code of Virginia, the board of directors of both
corporations must approve a plan of merger. The board of directors of both credit unions have approved a plan of merger that provides, among other things,
that the remaining members of C. C. C. Martinsville will become members of MPCU.

(5) MPCU's member accounts are insured by the National Credit Union Share Insurance Fund.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the report and the above representations of the Bureau, finds that C. C. C. Martinsville is no

longer viable as a separate entity, an emergency exists, the board of directors of both credit unions have approved the merger, and the merger is in the best
interests of the members of both credit unions.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The merger of C. C. C. Martinsville into MPCU is hereby approved pursuant to § 6.2-1318 of the Code of Virginia.

(2) This Order shall take the place of the usual approval of the merger by the members of C. C. C. Martinsville. C. C. C. Martinsville shall
provide its members of record with notice of its merger into MPCU.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00085
SEPTEMBER 23, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

GULFPORT FINANCIAL, L.L.C. d/b/a VIRGINIA CASH ADVANCE f/k/a GF ACQUISITION, LLC,
and

PINEBROOK HOLDINGS, LLC,
Defendants

SETTLEMENT ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that
GF Acquisition, LLC and Pinebrook Holdings, LLC acquired, directly or indirectly, more than twenty-five percent (25%) of the ownership of Gulfport
Financial, L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance, a licensed payday lender under Chapter 18 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"), without prior
Commission approval in violation of § 6.2-1808 of the Code; that subsequent to such acquisition, GF Acquisition, LLC was merged into Gulfport Financial,
L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance; and that Gulfport Financial, L.L.C. d/b/a Virginia Cash Advance, f/k/a GF Acquisition, LLC and Pinebrook Holdings,
LLC ("Defendants") have offered to settle this case by paying a fine in the sum of Five Thousand Dollars ($5,000), tendered said sum to the Commonwealth
of Virginia, and waived their right to a hearing in this case. The Commissioner has recommended that the Commission accept the Defendants' offer of
settlement pursuant to the authority granted under § 12.1-15 of the Code.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein, the Defendants' offer of settlement, and the recommendation of the
Commissioner, is of the opinion that the Defendants' offer should be accepted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendants' offer in settlement of this case is accepted.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00087
AUGUST 1, 2013

IN RE:

BOTETOURT BANKSHARES, INC.
and

BANK OF BOTETOURT

ORDER REDUCING FEES

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Botetourt
Bankshares, Inc. ("BBI"), is the bank holding company for Bank of Botetourt ("Bank"), a Virginia state-chartered bank; that in order to eliminate BBI and
the existing bank holding company structure, applications have been filed with the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") to (i) obtain a certificate of
authority for BBI to begin business as a Virginia state-chartered bank, and (ii) subsequently merge BBI into the Bank; that the total application fees
incident to such filings prescribed by §§ 6.2-908 B 2 and 6.2-908 B 4 of the Code of Virginia would be Seventeen Thousand Five Hundred Dollars
($17,500); and that BBI and the Bank have requested that the Commission reduce such fees pursuant to its authority granted under § 6.2-908 C of the Code
of Virginia. The Commissioner has reported to the Commission that the requested reduction in fees would not be detrimental to the Bureau's effectiveness.

GOOD CAUSE having been shown, the total fees payable by BBI and the Bank in connection with the above-referenced applications is hereby
reduced to Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000).

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00094
NOVEMBER 12, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

PRECISION FUNDING GROUP, LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Precision
Funding Group, LLC ("Defendant"), is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker and mortgage lender under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of



35
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Virginia ("Code"); that the Defendant failed to respond to requests of the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") in violation of 10 VAC 5-160-50 of the
Commission's Rules Governing Mortgage Lenders and Brokers, 10 VAC 5-160-10 et seq.; that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.2-1604 of the
Code was cancelled on August 21, 2013; and the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on
September 13, 2013, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's license, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be
filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before October 4, 2013. As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not filed a new bond nor has the Commission
received a written request for a hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to file a new bond or request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order
revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker and mortgage lender.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant has failed to (1) respond to requests of the Bureau, and (2) maintain its bond in force as required by law.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker and mortgage lender is hereby revoked.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00095
NOVEMBER 13, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

KESA MORTGAGE GROUP LLC,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING A LICENSE

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Kesa
Mortgage Group LLC ("Defendant") is licensed to engage in business as a mortgage broker under Chapter 16 of Title 6.2 of the Code of Virginia ("Code");
that the bond filed by the Defendant pursuant to § 6.2-1604 of the Code was cancelled on August 24, 2013; and the Commissioner, pursuant to delegated
authority, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on September 11, 2013, (1) of his intention to recommend revocation of the Defendant's
license, and (2) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before October 11, 2013. As of the date of this
Order, the Defendant has not filed a new bond nor has the Commission received a written request for a hearing.

The Commissioner, upon the Defendant's failure to file a new bond or request a hearing, has recommended that the Commission enter an order
revoking the Defendant's license to engage in business as a mortgage broker.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, is of the opinion and finds that
the Defendant has failed to maintain its bond in force as required by law.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The license granted to the Defendant to engage in business as a mortgage broker is hereby revoked.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00097
SEPTEMBER 27, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: parity regulations for state-chartered credit unions

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Section 6.2-1303 of the Code of Virginia authorizes the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to adopt such regulations as may be
necessary to permit state-chartered credit unions to have powers at least comparable with those of federal credit unions, regardless of any existing statute,
regulation, or court decision limiting or denying such powers to state-chartered credit unions. The Commission's regulations governing state-chartered credit
unions are set forth in Chapter 40 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code.
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Based on requests that the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") has received from various state-chartered credit unions, the Bureau has
submitted to the Commission proposed parity regulations that would give state-chartered credit unions the authority to (i) purchase loan participation
interests on terms and conditions comparable to federal credit unions under 12 C.F.R. § 701.22; and (ii) offer employee benefit plans as well as defined
benefit plans and purchase investments to fund such plans on terms and conditions comparable to federal credit unions under 12 C.F.R. § 701.19.

NOW THE COMMISSION, based on the information supplied by the Bureau, is of the opinion and finds that the proposed regulations should
be considered for adoption with a proposed effective date of December 1, 2013.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The proposed regulations are appended hereto and made a part of the record herein.

(2) Comments or requests for a hearing on the proposed regulations 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 November 8, 2013. Requests for a 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-2013-00097. 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) This Order and the attached proposed regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall provide a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached proposed
regulations, to the Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

NOTE: A copy of the attachment entitled "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.

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00097
DECEMBER 17, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: parity regulations for state-chartered credit unions

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

On September 27, 2013, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice ("September 27 Order") of a
proposal by the Bureau of Financial Institutions to amend Chapter 40 of Title 10 of the Virginia Administrative Code, which governs state-chartered credit
unions. The proposed regulations would give state-chartered credit unions the authority to (i) purchase loan participation interests on terms and conditions
comparable to federal credit unions under 12 C.F.R. § 701.22; and (ii) offer employee benefit plans as well as defined benefit plans and purchase
investments to fund such plans on terms and conditions comparable to federal credit unions under 12 C.F.R. § 701.19. The September 27 Order and
proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register of Regulations on October 21, 2013, posted on the Commission's website, and sent to all state-
chartered credit unions and other interested parties. Credit unions and other interested parties were afforded the opportunity to file written comments or
request a hearing on or before November 8, 2013. The Commission received comment letters from the Virginia Credit Union League and Northern Star
Credit Union, Incorporated. Both comment letters supported the proposed regulations. The Commission did not receive any requests for a hearing.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the proposed regulations, the comments filed, the record herein, and applicable law, concludes
that the proposed regulations should be adopted with an effective date of January 1, 2014.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations, as attached hereto, are adopted effective January 1, 2014.
(2) This Order and the attached regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall provide a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached regulations, to the
Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(4) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.
NOTE: A copy of Rules entitled "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.
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CASE NO. BFI-2013-00098
NOVEMBER 15, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
RORY T. WILSON
d/b/a INTEGRITY CAPITAL,
Defendant

CEASE AND DESIST ORDER

The Commissioner of Financial Institutions ("Commissioner") has reported to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") that Rory T.
Wilson d/b/a Integrity Capital ("Defendant") is engaging in business as a mortgage broker without a license in violation of § 6.2-1601 of the Code of
Virginia ("Code"); that the Commissioner, pursuant to § 6.2-1622 of the Code, gave written notice to the Defendant by certified mail on September 20, 2013,
(i) of his intention to seek an order from the Commission requiring the Defendant to cease and desist from engaging in business as a mortgage broker
without a license, and (ii) that a written request for a hearing was required to be filed in the Office of the Clerk on or before October 21, 2013; and that no
written request for a hearing was received or filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Commissioner, finds that the Defendant is
engaging in business as a mortgage broker without a license in violation of § 6.2-1601 of the Code.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Defendant shall immediately cease and desist from engaging in business as a mortgage broker without a license.
(2) This case is dismissed.

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

CASE NO. BFI-2013-00135
DECEMBER 19, 2013

IN THE MATTER OF

C.C.C. MARTINSVILLE EMPLOYEES CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED
Merger into

MARTINSVILLE DU PONT EMPLOYEES CREDIT UNION, INCORPORATED

ORDER APPROVING THE MERGER

The Staff of the Bureau of Financial Institutions ("Bureau") has reported and represented the following to the State Corporation Commission
("Commission"):

(1) C. C.C. Martinsville Employees Credit Union, Incorporated ("C. C. C. Martinsville") is a Virginia state-chartered credit union with less than
$673,000 in assets, 138 members, and one office.

(2) The financial condition of C. C. C. Martinsville has been quickly deteriorating since the sole sponsor for C. C. C. Martinsville closed in
December 2011. C. C. C. Martinsville has been experiencing ongoing delinquencies, loan losses, negative earnings, declines in net worth, and share account
withdrawals, and these trends have reached a point where C. C. C. Martinsville is no longer viable as a separate entity. These trends are confirmed in a
Bureau report dated December 19, 2013, and attached exhibits.

(3) An emergency exists, and it is in the best interests of the members of C. C. C. Martinsville to have C. C. C. Martinsville immediately merged
into Martinsville DuPont Employees Credit Union, Incorporated ("Martinsville Du Pont"), also a Virginia state-chartered credit union.
C. C. C. Martinsville's apparent inability to reverse or even halt the accelerating deterioration of its financial condition warrants this immediate supervisory
action.

(4) In order for C. C. C. Martinsville to be merged into Martinsville Du Pont under § 6.2-1318 of the Code of Virginia, the board of directors of
both corporations must approve a plan of merger. The board of directors of both credit unions have approved a plan of merger that provides, among other
things, that the remaining members of C. C. C. Martinsville will become members of Martinsville Du Pont.

(5) Martinsville Du Pont's member accounts are insured by the National Credit Union Share Insurance Fund.
NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the report and the above representations of the Bureau, finds that C. C. C. Martinsville is no

longer viable as a separate entity, an emergency exists, the board of directors of both credit unions have approved the merger, and the merger is in the best
interests of the members of both credit unions.
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Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The merger of C. C. C. Martinsville into Martinsville Du Pont is hereby approved pursuant to § 6.2-1318 of the Code of Virginia.

(2) This Order takes the place of the usual approval of the merger by the members of C. C. C. Martinsville. C. C. C. Martinsville shall provide
its members of record with notice of its merger into Martinsville Du Pont.

(3) This Order supersedes the Commission's July 18, 2013, Order Approving the Merger that was entered in Case No. BFI-2013-00084.
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CLERK'S OFFICE

CASE NO. CLK-2012-00003
JULY 2, 2013

MARIO'S LAND CORPORATION
and
ALAN LEVINE,
Petitioners,
v.
DAVID WALTER,
Respondent

EINAL ORDER

On January 6, 2012, Mario's Land Corporation ("Land Corporation") and Alan Levine (collectively, "Petitioners"), by counsel, filed a Petition
with the State Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 5 VAC 5-20-100 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure,
5 VAC 5-10-10 et seq. Among other things, the Petitioners maintained that Levine owns all of the common stock of Land Corporation and has been the
president, chief executive officer, secretary, and treasurer of Land Corporation at all times material to the Petition. The Petitioners alleged that in October
2011, David Walter ("Respondent") and Jacob Levine (Alan Levine's son) created a trust and installed the Defendant as trustee, and allegedly (i) transferred
all of the stock of Land Corporation into the Trust; (ii) terminated Alan Levine as president, chief executive officer, secretary, and treasurer of Land
Corporation; (iii) installed the Respondent as president of Land Corporation; and (iv) filed Articles of Amendment to Land Corporation ("Articles of
Amendment").

In their Petition, Land Corporation and Alan Levine asked that the Commission: (i) correct its records for Land Corporation to eliminate the
effects of the filings made by the Respondent, including (a) correction of the Commission records to reflect that Alan Levine remains the president, chief
executive officer, secretary, treasurer, and registered agent of Land Corporation and that Alan Levine owns all of the stock of Land Corporation, and
(b) correction of the Commission records to reflect that the Respondent is not the president or registered agent of Land Corporation; (ii) vacate the Articles
of Amendment and all subsequent Commission filings made by the Respondent; and (iii) grant the Petitioners such other and further relief as is just and
appropriate.

On January 30, 2012, the Commission entered its Scheduling Order in which, amongother things, it assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner to
conduct all further proceedings and provided for responses to the Petition by the Respondent and the Office of the Clerk of the Commission ("Clerk").

On February 27, 2012, the Respondent filed his response to the Petition in which he contended that the Commission is not the proper forum for
the resolution of this claim. The Respondent maintained that issues raised in the Petition are identical to the issues of a Complaint filed in the Circuit Court
for Arlington County, Virginia, case number CL 11-2765 ("Arlington Circuit Court Case"). In support the Respondent provided copies of pleadings filed in
the Arlington Circuit Court Case.

On March 9, 2012, the Clerk, by counsel, responded to the Petition. The Clerk stated, among other things, that: (i) the Petitioners and the
Respondent currently are involved in a lawsuit filed and pending in the Circuit Court for Arlington County that raises similar issues regarding whether the
Respondent had authority to make the filings with the Clerk on behalf of Land Corporation; and (ii) in the interest of comity and avoiding potentially
inconsistent results, the Clerk supports the Respondent's recommendation to hold proceedings on the Petition in abeyance pending resolution of the lawsuit
between the Petitioners and the Respondent in the Arlington County Circuit Court. Additionally, the Clerk questioned whether the issues raised by the
Petitioners are within the jurisdiction of the Commission and took the position that these issues should be resolved by the Circuit Court for Arlington
County.

By Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated March 20, 2012, it was directed that the matter be held in abeyance pending resolution of the Arlington
Circuit Court Case.

On March 11, 2013, the Petitioners filed a Motion to Dismiss Petition. The Petitioners stated that in or about November of 2012, the Arlington
Circuit Court Case was settled and dismissed. The Petitioners thus asked the Commission to dismiss their Petition.

On March 12, 2013, the Hearing Examiner filed his report ("Report"). In his Report, the Hearing Examiner found that based on the pleadings in
this matter, the Petitioners' Motion to Dismiss Petition should be granted. Additionally, the Hearing Examiner advised that any comments to his Report must

be filed within 21 days of the Report. As of the date of this Final Order, no comments have been filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the record in this matter, the Hearing Examiner's Report, and the applicable statutes, is of
the opinion that the Hearing Examiner's findings and recommendations should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The findings and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner are hereby ADOPTED;
(2) The Motion to Dismiss Petition is hereby GRANTED; and

(3) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.
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CASE NO. CLK-2012-00006
AUGUST 22, 2013

IN RE:
THE DISTHENE GROUP, INC.

ORDER VACATING INVOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION ORDER

On August 21, 2013, The Disthene Group, Inc. ("Disthene"), a Virginia corporation, moved the State Corporation Commission ("Commission")
to vacate the Involuntary Dissolution Order entered on November 26, 2012 ("Dissolution Order") and to dismiss this case with prejudice.

The Commission entered the Dissolution Order following receipt of a Decree of Dissolution issued on September 6, 2012 by the Circuit Court of
Buckingham County ("Circuit Court"), which directed that Disthene be dissolved pursuant to § 13.1-749 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"). Disthene
appealed the Decree to the Supreme Court of Virginia ("Supreme Court") and sought to reverse the Circuit Court's decision to judicially dissolve Disthene.

On December 17, 2012 and while Disthene's appeal to the Supreme Court was pending, the Commission denied a Petition for Reconsideration
filed by Disthene to vacate or suspend the Dissolution Order. As part of the denial, the Commission stated that the Dissolution Order was not a final
Commission order for purposes of § 13.1-749 of the Code, and that the matter of Disthene's dissolution and termination of its corporate existence remained
active on the Commission's docket.

Following a settlement by the parties and on August 21, 2013, the Supreme Court entered an Order ("Remand Order") remanding the dissolution
case to the Circuit Court for further proceedings. On the same date and in accordance with the Remand Order, the Circuit Court entered an Order
("Reinstatement Order") vacating the Decree, revoking the judicial dissolution of Disthene, and reinstating Disthene.

Based upon the settlement and the Reinstatement Order, Disthene moves the Commission to vacate the Dissolution Order, so that Disthene may
carry on its business as if the dissolution had never occurred, and to dismiss the matter with prejudice. Counsel for Disthene represents that there is no
objection by the parties to the Circuit Court case to the motion to vacate and asserts that the Commission has not entered an order terminating Disthene's

corporate existence. In support of its request, Disthene references the Commission's powers as a court of record pursuant to § 12.1-13 of the Code.

Upon consideration of Disthene's motion to vacate and the recommendation of the Clerk of the Commission, the Commission finds that the
Dissolution Order entered pursuant to § 13.1-749 of the Code should be vacated and this matter dismissed.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Involuntary Dissolution Order for The Disthene Group, Inc., is vacated effective as of November 26, 2012; and

(2) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. CLK-2013-00003
JANUARY 16, 2013

IN RE:
DANMARC, INC.

INVOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION ORDER

On December 14, 2012, the Circuit Court of Arlington County ("Circuit Court") entered a Decree in CL NO. 10-568 directing that DanMarec,
Inc., a Virginia corporation, be dissolved pursuant to § 13.1-749 A of the Code of Virginia. Thereafter, a certified copy of the Decree was delivered to the
State Corporation Commission ("Commission").

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Pursuant to § 13.1-749 A of the Code of Virginia, DanMarc, Inc., is hereby dissolved.

(2) The Clerk of the Circuit Court is requested to advise the Commission when all of the assets of the corporation have been distributed to its
creditors and shareholders, if any.

(3) This case is continued generally on the Commission's docket.
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CASE NO. CLK-2013-00004
JANUARY 31, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In re: Repealing Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates

ORDER FOR NOTICE AND COMMENT

As provided by § 12.1-13 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"), the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may promulgate rules and
regulations to administer laws within its jurisdiction. As provided by § 56-99.2 of the Code, "[t]he Commission shall also have the authority to establish, by
rule or regulation, standards and procedures to administer the rates, rules, classifications and practices of railroad companies exclusively in accordance with
federal law." In 1990, the Commission adopted Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates in Virginia ("Standards and Procedures")' in
accordance with § 56-99.2 of the Code and federal law then in effect, specifically, the Staggers Rail Act.” The Standards and Procedures are set forth in
Title 24 of the Virginia Administrative Code.’

Congress subsequently repealed the federal statute underlying the Commission's adoption of the Standards and Procedures. Since Congress
repealed the federal statute, the Commission is of the opinion that the Standards and Procedures contained in Title 24 of the Virginia Administrative Code
should be considered for repeal. We will establish procedures for receiving comments in support of or in opposition to repeal and for receiving requests for
a hearing. If no one files a written request for a hearing on the proposed repeal of the regulations, the Commission, upon consideration of any comments
submitted in support of or in opposition to the proposed repeal of the regulations, may adopt the proposed repeal of the regulations.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) As provided by §§ 12.1-13, 12.1-28, 56-99.1, and related provisions of the Code, the case is docketed and assigned Case No.
CLK-2013-00004.

(2) The proposal that Chapter 10 of Title 24 of the Virginia Administrative Code, set forth in 24 VAC 15-10-10 through 24 VAC 15-10-510, be
repealed shall be attached hereto and made a part hereof.

(3) All interested persons who desire to comment in support of or in opposition to the proposed repeal, or to request a hearing to oppose the
proposed repeal of the regulations shall file such comments or hearing requests on or before March 29, 2013, in writing, with Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State
Corporation Commission, c/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218-2118. All filings shall refer to Case No.
CLK-2013-00004. Interested persons desiring to submit comments electronically on or before March 29, 2013, may do so by following the instructions
available on the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(4) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order, together with the proposal to repeal the
regulations, to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make available this Order and the
attached proposal to repeal the regulations on the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(5) The Commission's Office of General Counsel forthwith shall mail a copy of this Order, together with the proposal to repeal the regulations, to
the registered agents of all railroads operating in Virginia.

(6) On or before February 20, 2013, the Commission's Office of General Counsel shall file with the Clerk of the Commission proof of the
mailing of notice prescribed in Ordering Paragraph (5) above.

(7) The case is continued.
NOTE: A copy of Attachment A entitled "Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates in

Virginia" 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 re: Adoption of Standards and Procedures to Administer the Staggers Rail
Act of 1980, Case No. RRR-1983-00003, Order Adopting Regulations, 1990 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 363 (Jan. 3, 1990).

? Staggers Rail Act of 1980, Pub. L. No. 96-448, Sec. 214, 94 Stat. 1895, 1913-15 (1980).
324 VAC 15-10.

4 ICC Termination Act of 1995, Pub. L. No. 104-88, Sec. 102, 109 Stat. 803, 804, codified as 49 U.S.C. § 701 nt. repealing Staggers Rail Act of 1980,
Pub. L. No. 96-448, Sec. 214, 94 Stat. 1895, 1913-15 (1980).
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CASE NO. CLK-2013-00004
MAY 6, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: Inre: Repealing Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates

ORDER REPEALING RULES

On January 31, 2013, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") docketed this proceeding to consider the repeal of the Standards and
Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates in Virginia ("Standards and Procedures").! The Standards and Procedures were adopted in 1990 in accordance
with § 56-99.2 of the Code of Virginia ("Code") and federal law then in effect.” As discussed in the Notice Order, Congress has repealed the federal statute
underlying the Commission's adoption of the Standards and Procedures.®> Since Congress has repealed the federal statutory basis, the Commission
determined that the Standards and Procedures set forth in Title 24 of the Virginia Administrative Code should be considered for repeal.*

As directed by the Notice Order, the Commission's Division of Information Resources arranged for publication of a copy of the Notice Order in
the Virginia Register of Regulations.’ As further provided by the Notice Order, the Commission's Office of General Counsel mailed notice to the registered
agents of all railroads operating in Virginia.®

In response to the published notice, the Commission received one comment. In comments filed March 15, 2013, Norfolk Southern Corporation
agreed that the Standards and Procedures should be repealed.’

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of this matter, is of the opinion and finds that reasonable notice of the proposal to repeal the
Standards and Procedures was provided and interested persons were provided an opportunity to comment and to request a hearing. The Commission further
finds that the statutory basis for the Standards and Procedures is no longer in effect and that repeal effective July 1, 2013, is appropriate.

ACCORDINGLY, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) As provided by §§ 12.1-13, 12.1-28, and related provisions of the Code of Virginia, the Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail
Rates in Virginia codified as Chapter 10 of Title 24 of the Virginia Administrative Code, set forth in 24 VAC 15-10-10 through 24 VAC 15-10-510, are
repealed effective July 1, 2013.

(2) The Commission's Division of Information Resources forthwith shall cause a copy of this Order to be forwarded to the Virginia Registrar for
publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations and shall make available this Order on the Commission's website: http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket, and the Clerk of the Commission shall place the case in closed status in the records of
the Commission.

' Commonwealth of Virginia, ex rel. State Corporation Commission Ex Parte, in re: Repealing Standards and Procedures Governing Intrastate Rail Rates,
Case No. CLK-2013-00004, Order for Notice and Comment, Doc. Con. Center No. 130130100 (Jan. 31, 2013), 29:13 VA.R. 1735 Feb. 25, 2013 ("Notice
Order").

? Commonwealth of Virginia, ex rel. State Corporation Commission Ex Parte, in re: Adoption of Standards and Procedures to Administer the Staggers Rail
Act of 1980, Case No. RRR-1983-00003, Order Adopting Regulations, 1990 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 363 (Jan. 30, 1990) codified at 24 VAC 15-10-10 through
24 VAC 15-10-510.

* ICC Termination Act of 1995, Pub. L. No. 104-88, Sec. 102, 109 Stat. 803, 804, codified as 49 U.S.C. § 701 nt. repealing Staggers Rail Act of 1980, Pub.
L. No. 96-448, Sec. 214, 94 Stat. 1895, 1913-15 (1980).

4 Notice Order at 1-2,29:13 VA.R. 1735-36.
> Memorandum Mar. 1, 2013, to the Document Control Center filed in Case No. CLK-2013-00004, Doc. Con. Cen. No. 130310035.
® Memorandum Jan. 31, 2013, to the Document Control Center filed in Case No. CLK-2013-00004, Doc. Con. Cen. No. 1301310124.

7 Letter of Mar. 12, 2013, from John M. Scheib, Norfolk Southern Corporation, to Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, filed in Case No.
CLK-2013-00004.
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CASE NO. CLK-2013-00006
OCTOBER 31, 2013

JONATHAN RICHARD MARX,
Petitioner
v.

MARK DANIEL LEITNER,
Defendant

EINAL ORDER

On March 1, 2013, Jonathan Richard Marx ("Petitioner"), by counsel, filed a Petition to Expunge UCC Financing Statements with the State
Corporation Commission ("Commission"), pursuant to 5 VAC 5-20-100 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure, 5 VAC 5-10-10 et seq.
("Commission Rules"). The Petition concerns two Uniform Commercial Code ("UCC") filings made with the Office of the Clerk of the Commission
("Clerk") by Mark Daniel Leitner ("Defendant") against the Petitioner: (1) a UCC Financing Statement (DCN 10-03-29-7051-1) ("Financing Statement")
filed on March 29, 2010, for a Notice of Claim of Maritime Lien against the Petitioner for a debt of $48,489,000,000; and (2) UCC Financing Statement
Amendment (DCN 10-06-10-3849-5) ("Amendment") filed on June 10, 2010.

The Petitioner alleges that the Financing Statement and Amendment (collectively, the "UCC Filings") are false, fraudulent, and unauthorized
because, among other things, there is no financial relationship between the Petitioner and the Defendant that would allow the Defendant to make the
UCC Filings. The Petitioner further alleges that his only connection with the Defendant was in his official capacity as a federal prosecutor during the
Defendant's prosecution for defrauding the Internal Revenue Service.

The Petitioner requests that the Commission find the UCC Filings are false, fraudulent, and unauthorized. Based on such findings, the Petitioner
further requests that the Commission: (1) enter an order revoking the UCC Filings and finding them void ab initio; and (2) direct the Clerk to expunge and
remove the UCC Filings from records maintained by the Clerk. The Defendant disputes the Petitioner's allegations and objects to removal of the
UCC Filings.

On March 21, 2013, the Commission entered its Scheduling Order in which, among other things, the Commission assigned the matter to a
Hearing Examiner to conduct all further proceedings and provided for responses to the Petition by the Defendant and the Clerk.

On April 19, 2013, the Clerk, by counsel, responded to the Petition. The Clerk confirmed that its records contain the UCC Filings, which identify
the Defendant as a secured party and the Petitioner as a debtor. The Clerk, lacking knowledge of the parties' relationship, did not take a position on whether
the UCC Filings are false, fraudulent, and unauthorized, but agreed that, subject to certain limitations, the Petitioner's proposed remedies are available if his
allegations are true. On June 14, 2013, the Clerk filed a Supplemental Response of the Office of the Clerk of the State Corporation Commission stating that
the Commission, as part of its analysis, should determine: (1) whether a "security interest" as defined in § 8.1A-201 (35) of the Code of Virginia ("Code")
exists; and (2) whether the Defendant is a secured party as defined in § 8.9A-102 (73) of the Code.

By Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated June 14, 2013, the matter was set for hearing on August 2, 2013. The hearing commenced as scheduled.
The Petitioner was represented by Bruce T. Russell, Esquire. The Defendant participated telephonically and appeared pro se. Donnie L. Kidd, Esquire,
appeared on behalf of the Clerk. Both the Petitioner and the Defendant testified in this matter.

On September 10, 2013, the Hearing Examiner filed his report ("Report"). In his Report, the Hearing Examiner found, among other things, that
the clear and convincing evidence presented at the hearing proves the Defendant falsely filed the UCC Filings in question. The Hearing Examiner
recommends that the Commission grant the Petition, declare that the UCC Filings are void ab initio, and direct the Clerk to expunge immediately the UCC
Filings from its records.

Neither the Petitioner nor the Clerk filed comments to the Report. The Defendant did not file comments to the Report within 21 days as required
by Commission Rule 5 VAC 5-20-120 C. On October 8, 2013, however, the Defendant filed a Ministerial Request to Accept and File Enclosed Filing in
Accordance with Previous Rulings by this Examiner ("Motion"). The Motion requests that the Commission permit the Defendant to file his Comment and
Response ("Comments") to the Report, and includes a copy of the Comments. As part of his Comments, the Defendant asks the Commission to find that the
UCC Filings were properly filed and to rule in his favor. On October 16, 2013, the Defendant submitted several documents previously provided in this case,
including another copy of the Comments, for consideration.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the record in this matter, the Hearing Examiner's Report, the Defendant's Comments and
documents submitted on October 16, 2013, and the applicable statutes, is of the opinion that the Hearing Examiner's findings and recommendations should
be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The Defendant's motion filed on October 8, 2013, is hereby GRANTED, and his Comment and Response is made a part of the record in this
case.

(2) The findings and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner are hereby ADOPTED.
(3) The Petition of Jonathan Richard Marx is hereby GRANTED.

(4) The UCC Financing Statement (DCN 10-03-29-7051-1) and the UCC Financing Statement Amendment (DCN 10-06-10-3849-5) filed by the
Defendant are VOID ab initio.

(5) The Office of the Clerk shall forthwith EXPUNGE from its records UCC Financing Statement (DCN 10-03-29-7051-1) and UCC Financing
Statement Amendment (DCN 10-06-10-3849-5) filed by the Defendant. Expunction shall include removal of all electronic records of these filings
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maintained by the Office of the Clerk, as well as removal of these filings from the record index of the Office of the Clerk's information management system.
This Order does not require the Office of the Clerk to remove images of the filings that appear on microfilm maintained by the Clerk, nor does it require the
Office of the Clerk to locate and destroy any copies of the filings that may have been provided to third parties.

(6) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. CLK-2013-00007
JUNE 6, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Ex Parte: In the matter of Adopting a Revision to the Rules Governing UCC Filings

ORDER ADOPTING REGULATIONS

On April 2, 2013, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") entered an Order to Take Notice of a proposal by the Commission to adopt
regulations pursuant to § 8.9A-526 of the Code of Virginia. Among other revisions, the proposed regulations, which amend the "Rules Governing UCC
Filings" ("Rules") in Title 5, Chapter 30 of the Virginia Administrative Code, provide technical amendments to the Rules and update Uniform Commercial
Code ("UCC") forms. The proposed regulations also allow the Office of the Clerk of the Commission to accept electronic delivery of UCC search requests,
accept payment via certain electronic funds transfer, and void UCC filings for uncollected filing fee payments.

The Order and proposed regulations were published in the Virginia Register of Regulations on April 22, 2013, posted on the Commission's
website, and sent to various interested parties. Interested parties were afforded the opportunity to file written comments or request a hearing on or before
May 14, 2013. No comments or requests for a hearing were filed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the proposed regulations and applicable law, concludes that the proposed regulations should
be adopted as proposed.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The proposed regulations, as attached hereto, are ADOPTED effective July 1, 2013.
(2) This Order and the attached regulations shall be posted on the Commission's website at http://www.scc.virginia.gov/case.

(3) The Commission's Division of Information Resources shall send a copy of this Order, including a copy of the attached regulations, to the
Virginia Registrar of Regulations for publication in the Virginia Register of Regulations.

(4) In order to effectuate the transition in UCC filings under the revised Rules and avoid prejudice to individuals making UCC filings on or
around the effective date on July 1, 2013, the Office of the Clerk of the Commission may continue to accept UCC filings made using the current UCC forms
through July 31, 2013.

(5) This case is dismissed from the Commission's docket of active cases.

CASE NO. CLK-2013-00011
JUNE 12, 2013

IN RE:

NEWPORT NEWS POLICE RELIEF ASSOCIATION

INVOLUNTARY DISSOLUTION ORDER

On April 15, 2013, the Circuit Court of the City of Newport News ("Circuit Court") entered a Decree of Dissolution ("Decree") in Case No.
CL 1301599F-15, directing that Newport News Police Relief Association, a Virginia non-stock corporation, be dissolved pursuant to § 13.1-909 of the Code
of Virginia. Thereafter, the Clerk of the Circuit Court delivered a certified copy of the Decree to the State Corporation Commission ("Commission")
pursuant to § 13.1-911 of the Code of Virginia for entry of an order of involuntary dissolution.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) Pursuant to § 13.1-909 of the Code of Virginia, Newport News Police Relief Association is hereby DISSOLVED.

(2) Pursuant to § 13.1-911 of the Code of Virginia, the Clerk of the Circuit Court is requested to advise the Commission when all of the assets of
the corporation have been distributed, upon receipt of which advice the Commission will enter an order terminating the corporation's existence.

(3) This case is continued generally on the Commission's docket.
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BUREAU OF INSURANCE

CASE NO. INS-1993-00074
JANUARY 24, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

AMERICAN FINANCIAL SECURITY LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Pursuant to § 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia ("Code"), the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may suspend or revoke the license
of any insurance company to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") whenever the Commission finds that
the company has been found insolvent by a court of any other state.

American Financial Security Insurance Company, a foreign corporation domiciled in the state of Missouri ("Defendant"), initially was licensed
by the Commission to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth on October 5, 1981.

By order entered March 30, 1993, the Circuit Court of Cole County, Missouri, found that the Defendant was operating in hazardous condition and
appointed the Director of the Missouri Department of Insurance to be the Rehabilitator of the Defendant. In addition, on April 29, 1993, the Commission
entered an Order Suspending License ("Order")' against the Defendant and prohibiting the Defendant from issuing any new contracts or policies of insurance
in the Commonwealth.

The Defendant's June 30, 2012, Quarterly Statement filed with the Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") indicates that the Defendant continues to fail
to comply with the Commonwealth's minimum surplus requirement.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's
license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth should be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant TAKE NOTICE that the Commission shall enter an order subsequent to February 8, 2013,
revoking the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia unless on or before February 8, 2013, the
Defendant files with Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, a
request for a hearing before the Commission with respect to the proposed revocation of the Defendant's license.

11993 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 76.

CASE NO. INS-1997-00212
JUNE 11, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
AMERICAN BENEFIT LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY
F/K/A MID-CONTINENT LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

EINAL ORDER

American Benefit Life Insurance Company f/k/a Mid-Continent Life Insurance Company ("Defendant"), a foreign corporation domiciled in the
state of Oklahoma, was initially licensed to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") on November 17, 1987.

By Order Suspending License ("Order") entered by the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") on December 18, 1997,' the Defendant
was prohibited from issuing any new contracts or policies in the Commonwealth. The Order was entered due to financial regulatory concerns of the
Commission's Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau"), as well as the District Court of Oklahoma County, Oklahoma, finding that the Defendant was statutorily
insolvent.

The Defendant's March 31, 2013 Quarterly Statement filed with the Bureau indicates that the Defendant is in compliance with the statutory
minimum capital and surplus requirement. The Bureau has recommended that the Defendant's license to transact the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth be restored to good standing and that this case be closed.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Order
entered by the Commission should be vacated.

11997 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 114.



46
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The Order Suspending License entered by the Commission on December 18, 1997, hereby is VACATED.

(2) This case is closed, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-1998-00039
JANUARY 25, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

LINCOLN MEMORIAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY

f/k/a WORLD SERVICE LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA,
Defendant

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Pursuant to § 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may suspend or revoke the license of any
insurance company to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") whenever the Commission finds that the
company has been found insolvent by a court of any other state.

Lincoln Memorial Life Insurance Company f/k/a World Service Life Insurance Company of America, a foreign corporation domiciled in the state
of Texas ("Defendant"), initially was licensed by the Commission to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth on March 18, 1959.
Subsequently, on March 9, 1998, the Commission entered an Order Suspending License against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts
or policies of insurance in the Commonwealth.' In addition, the Defendant's corporate authority to transact business in the Commonwealth has been revoked
since April 30, 2009.

By order entered September 22, 2008, the District Court of Travis County, Texas, placed the Defendant into liquidation and appointed the
Commissioner of the Texas Department of Insurance to be the Liquidator of the Defendant.”

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's
license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth should be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that the Defendant TAKE NOTICE that the Commission shall enter an order subsequent to February 8, 2013,
revoking the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia unless on or before February 8, 2013, the
Defendant files with Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, c/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, a
request for a hearing before the Commission with respect to the proposed revocation of the Defendant's license.

1998 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 112.

% Cause No. D-1-GV-08-000945.

CASE NO. INS-1998-00039
FEBRUARY 28, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
LINCOLN MEMORIAL LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY f/k/a
WORLD SERVICE LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

In an Order to Take Notice ("January 25 Order") entered January 25, 2013, Lincoln Memorial Life Insurance Company f/k/a World Service Life
Insurance Company of America, a Texas domiciled insurer ("Defendant") licensed by the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the
business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth"), was ordered to take notice that the Commission would enter an order
subsequent to February 8, 2013, revoking the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth unless on or before
February 8, 2013, the Defendant filed with the Clerk of the Commission a request for hearing before the Commission to contest the proposed revocation of
the Defendant's license.

The January 25 Order was entered upon the recommendation of the Commission's Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") based on an order entered
against the Defendant on September 22, 2008, by the District Court of Travis County, Texas.'

' Cause No. D-1-GV-08-000945.
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As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not requested a hearing regarding the proposed revocation of its license. The Bureau has
recommended that the Defendant's license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth be revoked.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's
license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth should be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia are hereby REVOKED.
(2) The Defendant shall transact no further business in the Commonwealth of Virginia.

(3) The Bureau of Insurance shall cause notice of the revocation of the Defendant's license to be published in the manner set forth in § 38.2-1043
of the Code of Virginia.

(4) This case is dismissed, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2003-00147
MAY 22, 2013

PETITION OF
DONNA D. LANGE

For review of Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal
EINAL ORDER

On January 29, 2003, the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond entered an order in Cause No. CHO03-135 appointing the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") as Receiver of The Reciprocal Group and Reciprocal of America (collectively, "Reciprocal 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 June 27, 2003, Donna D. Lange ("Petitioner") filed a petition for review ("Petition") with the Commission contesting the Deputy Receiver's
Determination of Appeal. The Commission docketed the Petition and assigned the matter to a Hearing Examiner.’

On August 8, 2003, the Deputy Receiver filed a Motion to Dismiss and Answer to Petition for Review and a memorandum in support thereof. By
Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated August 22, 2003, the Petitioner was given an opportunity to respond to the Motion to Dismiss. Such response was filed on
September 15, 2003. Pursuant to Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated September 29, 2003, the Motion to Dismiss was denied and the matter was set for
hearing on November 25, 2003.

On November 4, 2003, the Deputy Receiver, by counsel, filed an Agreed Motion to Stay Proceedings ("Motion") stating the parties had reached
an agreement related to the claims in the Petition. By ruling dated November 6, 2003, the Motion was granted, and the hearing scheduled for November 25,
2003, was canceled.

On April 11, 2013, the Petitioner and the Deputy Receiver, by counsel, filed an Amended Joint Request to Non-Suit Petition and Dismiss Case
("Joint Request"). The Joint Request stated that on July 25, 2012, the Deputy Receiver issued a Notice of Claim Determination approving the Petitioner's
claims as general creditor claims in the amounts claimed; as a result, the Petition has been rendered moot.

On April 17, 2013, the Hearing Examiner issued his Report in which he recommended that the Joint Request be granted. Additionally, the
Hearing Examiner found that since the Deputy Receiver and the Petitioner are in agreement there is no need to allow an opportunity for comments to the
Report.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the record herein and the Report of the Hearing Examiner, is of the opinion that the findings
and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner should be adopted.

! The Commission later appointed Jacqueline K. Cunningham as Deputy Receiver of the Reciprocal Companies. Commonwealth of Virginia at the relation
of the State Corporation Commission v. Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group, Case No. INS-2003-00024, 2011 S.C.C. Ann. Rept. 71, Order
Appointing Jacqueline K. Cunningham as Deputy Receiver for Rehabilitation or Liquidation (Jan. 10, 2011).

? The Sixth Directive of Deputy Receiver Adopting Amended Receivership Appeal Procedure, dated November 10, 2004, is available at:
http://www.reciprocalgroup.com/documents.htm.

3 See Order Docketing Case, Appointing Hearing Examiner, and Setting Date for Filing Answer entered in this docket on July 14, 2003.
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Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
1. The Amended Joint Request to Non-Suit Petition and Dismiss Case is hereby GRANTED.

2. The case is dismissed, and the papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2003-00163
JULY 26, 2013

PETITION OF
JUDITH A.KELLEY

For review of Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal
EINAL ORDER

On January 29, 2003, the Circuit Court of the City of Richmond entered an order in Cause No. CH03-135 appointing the State Corporation
Commission ("Commission") as Receiver of The Reciprocal Group and Reciprocal of America (collectively, the "Reciprocal 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 July 23, 2003, Judith A. Kelley ("Petitioner") filed a Petition for Review of Deputy Receiver's Determination of Appeal ("Petition") with the
Commission contesting the Deputy Receiver's denial of her claim for employee severance pay pursuant to her employment agreement.

By Order dated August 6, 2003, 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 October 6, 2003, the Deputy Receiver, by counsel, filed a Demurrer and Answer to Petition for Review ("Demurrer") and Memorandum in
Support of Demurrer and Answer for Petition for Review. On October 27, 2003, the Petitioner filed her Response to Deputy Receiver's Demurrer to Petition
for Review. On November 10, 2003, the Deputy Receiver filed his Reply in Support of Demurrer and Answer to Petition for Review.

By Hearing Examiner's Ruling dated December 9, 2003, the Deputy Receiver's Demurrer was denied, and the parties were directed to file a
proposed procedural schedule on or before January 14, 2004. On January 13, 2004, the parties filed a Joint Motion for Continuance. By Hearing Examiner's
Ruling dated January 14, 2004, the Joint Motion for Continuance was granted.

On June 14, 2013, counsel to the Deputy Receiver filed a Joint Request to Non-Suit Petition and Dismiss Case, stating that the Deputy Receiver
and the Petitioner had executed a settlement agreement pertaining to litigation matters that were pertinent to the Petition before the Commission.

On June 18, 2013, the Hearing Examiner issued his Report in which he recommended that the Joint Request to Non-Suit Petition and Dismiss
Case be granted.

NOW THE COMMISSION, upon consideration of the record herein and the Report of the Hearing Examiner, is of the opinion that the findings
and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner should be adopted.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The findings and recommendations of the Hearing Examiner are hereby ADOPTED.
(2) The Joint Request to Non-Suit Petition and Dismiss Case is hereby GRANTED.

(3) The case is dismissed, and the papers herein are passed to the file for ended causes.

' The Commission subsequently entered an Order appointing Jacqueline K. Cunningham as Deputy Receiver of the Reciprocal Companies. Commonwealth
of Virginia ex rel. State Corporation Commission v. Reciprocal of America and The Reciprocal Group, Case No. INS-2003-00024, 2011 S.C.C. Ann. Rept.
71, Order Appointing Jacqueline K. Cunningham as Deputy Receiver for Rehabilitation or Liquidation (Jan. 10, 2011).

2 The Sixth Directive of Deputy Receiver Adopting ~Amended Receivership ~ Appeal — Procedure is  available  at:
http://www.reciprocalgroup.com/documents.htm.
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CASE NO. INS-2004-00025

JULY 8, 2013
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Pursuant to § 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may suspend or revoke the license of any
insurance company to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") whenever the Commission finds that the
company has been found insolvent by a court of any other state.

American Manufacturers Mutual Insurance Company, a foreign corporation domiciled in the state of Illinois ("Defendant"), initially was licensed
by the Commission to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth on July 24, 1974.

On February 12, 2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts or policies
of insurance until further order of the Commission. In addition, on May 8, 2013, the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, issued an Order of Liquidation
with a Finding of Insolvency against the Defendant.'

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that, based on the foregoing, the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the Defendant TAKE NOTICE that the Commission shall enter an order subsequent to July 19, 2013,
revoking the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth unless on or before July 19, 2013, the Defendant files with
Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, a request for a hearing before
the Commission with respect to the proposed revocation of the Defendant's license.

! State of Illinois ex rel. Boron v. American Manufacturers, Case No. 12 CH 24227.

CASE NO. INS-2004-00025
SEPTEMBER 25, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

In an Order to Take Notice entered July 8, 2013 ("July 8 Order"), American Manufacturers Mutual Insurance Company, an Illinois domiciled
insurer ("Defendant") licensed by the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia
("Commonwealth"), was ordered to take notice that the Commission would enter an order subsequent to July 19, 2013, revoking the license of the Defendant
unless on or before July 19, 2013, the Defendant filed with the Clerk of the Commission a request for hearing before the Commission to contest the proposed
revocation.

The July 8 Order was entered upon the recommendation of the Commission's Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") based on an Order of Liquidation
with a Finding of Insolvency entered against the Defendant on May 8, 2013, by the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois.! In addition, on February 12,
2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts or policies of insurance until further
order of the Commission.

As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not requested a hearing regarding the proposed revocation of its license. The Bureau has
recommended that the Defendant's license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth be revoked.

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's
license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth should be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:
(1) The license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth is hereby REVOKED.

(2) The Defendant shall transact no further business in the Commonwealth.

! State of Illinois ex rel. Boron v. American Manufacturers, Case No. 12 CH 24227.



50
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

(3) The Bureau shall cause notice of the revocation of the Defendant's license to be published in the manner set forth in § 38.2-1043 of the Code
of Virginia.

(4) This case is dismissed, and the papers herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2004-00028

JULY 8, 2013
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.
STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.
AMERICAN MOTORISTS MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Pursuant to § 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may suspend or revoke the license of any
insurance company to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") whenever the Commission finds that the
company has been found insolvent by a court of any other state.

American Motorists Mutual Insurance Company, a foreign corporation domiciled in the state of Illinois ("Defendant"), initially was licensed by
the Commission to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth on July 6, 1932.

On February 12, 2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts or policies
of insurance until further order of the Commission. In addition, on May 8, 2013, the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, issued an Order of Liquidation
with a Finding of Insolvency against the Defendant."

The Bureau of Insurance has recommended that, based on the foregoing, the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the
Commonwealth be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT the Defendant TAKE NOTICE that the Commission shall enter an order subsequent to July 19, 2013,
revoking the license of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth unless on or before July 19, 2013, the Defendant files with
Joel H. Peck, Clerk, State Corporation Commission, ¢/o Document Control Center, P.O. Box 2118, Richmond, Virginia 23218, a request for a hearing before
the Commission with respect to the proposed revocation of the Defendant's license.

! State of Illinois ex rel. Boron v. American Motorists, Case No. 12 CH 24227.

CASE NO. INS-2004-00028
SEPTEMBER 6, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

AMERICAN MOTORISTS MUTUAL INSURANCE COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER REVOKING LICENSE

In an Order to Take Notice entered July 8, 2013 ("July 8 Order")," American Motorists Mutual Insurance Company, an Illinois-domiciled insurer
("Defendant") licensed by the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia
("Commonwealth"), was ordered to take notice that the Commission would enter an order subsequent to July 19, 2013, revoking the license of the Defendant
to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth unless on or before July 19, 2013, the Defendant filed with the Clerk of the Commission a request
for hearing before the Commission to contest the proposed revocation of the Defendant's license.

The July 8 Order was entered upon the recommendation of the Commission's Bureau of Insurance ("Bureau") based on an Order of Liquidation
with a Finding of Insolvency entered against the Defendant on May 8, 2013, by the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois.> In addition, on February 12,
2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts or policies of insurance until further
order of the Commission.

As of the date of this Order, the Defendant has not requested a hearing regarding the proposed revocation of its license. The Bureau has
recommended that the Defendant's license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth be revoked.

" Doc. Con. Cen. No. 130710193.

2 State of Illinois ex rel. Boron v. American Motorists, Case No. 12 CH 24227.



51
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

NOW THE COMMISSION, having considered the record herein and the recommendation of the Bureau, is of the opinion that the Defendant's
license to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth should be revoked.

Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

(1) The licenses of the Defendant to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth are hereby REVOKED.

(2) The Defendant shall transact no further business in the Commonwealth.

(3) The Bureau shall cause notice of the revocation of the Defendant's license to be published in the manner set forth in § 38.2-1043 of the Code
of Virginia.

(4) This case is dismissed, and the papers filed herein shall be placed in the file for ended causes.

CASE NO. INS-2004-00029
JULY 8, 2013

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, ex rel.

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
v.

LUMBERMENS MUTUAL CASUALTY COMPANY,
Defendant

ORDER TO TAKE NOTICE

Pursuant to § 38.2-1040 of the Code of Virginia, the State Corporation Commission ("Commission") may suspend or revoke the license of any
insurance company to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth of Virginia ("Commonwealth") whenever the Commission finds that the
company has been found insolvent by a court of any other state.

Lumbermens Mutual Casualty Company, a foreign corporation domiciled in the state of Illinois ("Defendant"), initially was licensed by the
Commission to transact the business of insurance in the Commonwealth on December 2, 1920.

On February 12, 2004, the Commission entered a Consent Order against the Defendant prohibiting it from issuing any new contracts or policies
of insurance until further order of the Commission. In addition, on May 8, 2013, the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, issued an Order of Liquidation
with a Finding of Insolvency ag