STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

SUPREME COURT

DOCKET NO. 2005-0814

SN SERVICING CORPORATION AS AGENT FOR INGOMAR, LP

V.

JEAN ELIZABETH ALLAN, AKA JEAN ELIZABETH ALLAN SOVIK, FKA JEAN ELIZABETH VORISEK QUINN, FKA JEAN E. QUINN, INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS TRUSTEE OF JEAN E. VORISEK FAMILY TRUST

MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION SUPPLEMENTAL

NOW COMES, JEAN E. ALLAN, pro se agent for the Appellant with a Supplemental to the Motion for Reconsideration already filed on April 25, 2006, and states under Rule 59-A, and with particular clarity the following:

1. Already incorporated into the Motion for Reconsideration is an April 24, 2006 letter that Appellant wrote to Anthony McManus, Executive Secretary of the Judicial Conduct Committee. In that letter Appellant requested the ‘good cause’ standard that the Committee used to pre-judge Appellant’s Grievance prior to the case being terminated by the New Hampshire Supreme Court.

2. On April 26, 2006, The Committee wrote the attached letter, which essentially said due to ‘historical circumstances’ the Appellant’s case was terminal from its inception. The Committee’s exact words were, “Under the historical circumstances of your case Judge McHugh had no choice but to render the decision that he made”. For a Committee, who by its own Rules and admission says it has ‘no authority’ to reach into the facts of the case, this Committee clearly, egregiously and illegally overreached its authority in this case. And, if past is prologue, Appellant fears that this Court’s decision on Appellant’s Motion for Reconsideration was already decided due to the same ‘historical circumstances’.

3. The Committee continued by stating, “Whether or not there was a ‘proceeding in progress’ the Committee felt that its decision would in no way affect the outcome of any appeal that you might have filed”. The Committee must have had some indication from the Supreme Court in order to have ‘felt’ as it decided. Is this the current ‘good cause’ standard that has been authorized by this Court? Since when do feelings replace a standard? 

4. And, finally the Committee said it ‘acted on your grievance because on its face there was no basis for a finding of judicial misconduct’. As the Court knows ‘prima facie’ evidence is not conclusive, but then the Committee does not have to play by its own Rules. There is a precedent in ‘historical circumstances’ that I have attached for the Court to review. Attached to Appellant’s response letter to the Committee dated April 28, 2006 [See attached with enclosures], and e-mailed on that same day, is the prior Grievance [Page 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8] of the Appellant dated May 22, 2000, written almost six years ago. 

5. Appellant has been able to put into better context today, the facts that were understood by her at that time. The Court will find many of the elements of Appellant’s argument today were incorporated into the 2000 Grievance. Of particular note is page 5. re: Fremont land scheme fraud committed by Senter Cove Development Company, Inc. prior to my family’s purchase of the company from the Danboises.

6. On page 5. the Grievant links the Danboises to Emile Bussiere. At that time, Grievant had no idea that Emile Bussiere was a partner in law with Kenneth McHugh. Grievant has filed a RICO complaint against Reginald P. Danboise to include many of his co-conspirators. Considering that Emile Bussiere was a business partner of Dr. Danboise and Judge Kenneth McHugh was a partner of Emile Bussiere at the same time, and real estate and bank fraud are the issues that are on the table, it would be reasonable for this Court to find that Judge Kenneth McHugh could not have been an unbiased Judge in this case.

7. And, that due to this bias, among other things, Judge Kenneth McHugh abused the Court’s process, and its Rules, and probably the law by not recusing himself from this case,

Wherefore, the Appellant requests that this Court:

a) Void the Ruling of Judge Kenneth McHugh, and

b) Refer the entire matter to the US DOJ for further investigation.

c) Order a hearing on the damages created by the fraudulent recording of the Center Harbor mortgage and deed which was a proximate cause in the foreclosure of the High Birches Mountain Springs which caused the loss of the water business, and

d) For any other relief that is just and mete.

Respectfully Submitted,

Jean E. Allan, pro se agent for the Appellant, 309 Waukewan Road, Center Harbor, NH 03226, 279-6425 

                                                      Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that on May 1, 2006, I served the foregoing by mailing a copy thereof by first class mail; postage prepaid, to McLane Law Offices, 900 Elm Street, Box 326, Manchester, New Hampshire 03105.

Jean E. Allan, pro se agent, 309 Waukewan Road, Center Harbor, NH 03226 279-6425

WEBHELPER NOTE:
The following documents were appended to this three (3) page Motion for Reconsideration Supplemental (MFRS) for 2005-0814 timely filed on 05/01/2006:

· PAGE 04-04  04/26/2006 “GOOD CAUSE”  Standard
                                           Response from JCC

· PAGE 05-07  04/28/2006 Grievance Update to JCC

· PAGE 08-08  05/22/2000 Grievance Cover Letter to JCC  
                                          JCC-00-37-G

· PAGE 09-17  05/22/2000 Grievance JCC-00-37-G
                                         [09] [10] [11] [12] [13] [14] [15] 
                                         [16] [17] 

· PAGE 18-18  07/13/2000 JCC-00-37-G Grievance Dismissal                                          

· PAGE 19-20  07/17/2000 JCC-00-37-G Protective Order
                                         [19] [20]

· PAGE 21-21  07/18/2000 Protective Order Objection Letter 
                                          re JCC JCC-00-37-G

· PAGE 22-22  11/24/2000 JCC-00-37-G Dismissal Objection 

· PAGE 23-24  04/25/2001 Grievance Re-Open Request
                                         [23] [24]

· PAGE 25-25  07/02/2001 Grievance Re-Open Denial
· PAGE 26-26  07/06/2001 Grievance Re-Open Objection
· PAGE 27-27  05/10/2001 Grievance Re-Open Acknowledge 

· PAGE 28-29  07/18/2001 Lack of Authority Letter to JCC
                                         [28] [29]                      
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