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

REPLY MOTION TO APPELLEE’S OBJECTION

NOW COMES, Jean E. Allan, pro se agent for the Appellant with this Reply Motion to Appellee’s Objection to Motion for Reconsideration, and states as follows:

1. The Appellee has delivered to the Court is proforma Objection citing that “Ms. Allan has identified no point of law or fact that the court overlooked or misapprehended in reaching its April 18, 2006 Order affirming the final order of the trial court”. Appellant received Objection May 8, 2006.

2. Appellant respectfully would like to focus this Court’s attention to case docket no. 96-368 Ernest T. Smith and Charles Grau v Jean E.Quinn. Oral arguments were heard on November 13 1997.  Justice Broderick managed the case.

3. During oral argument, in order to make the instant case that Upton law firm and its lawyers Ernest T. Smith and Charles Grau were entitled to collect their full contingency fee calculated at $242,000, Mr. Hilliard, attorney for Mr. Smith and Mr. Grau, testified to the Court that, prior to Upton quitting their client Quinn, all negotiations to satisfy Quinn’s creditors had been settled, therefore, all that was left to do was to release the docket markings and exchange the checks on May 2, 1994.

4. The record in Appeal 96-368 incorporated the complete record of the initial May, 1994 complaint to the Professional Conduct Committee #94-072; and, the follow-up Appeal to the New Hampshire Superior Court, docket no. 95-E-286, Judge McGuire presiding.

5. The record is very clear. One of the so-called creditors was the BankEast loan, which is the very same loan that is at issue is this Appeal.

6. If Upton lawyers had satisfactorily negotiated all loans with Quinn’s creditors, then Ingomar LP - nor any of its predecessors - after May 2, 1994, would have no standing to file this instant Petition to Foreclose claiming that it is the successor in interest of the receiver of the BankEast loan

WHEREFORE, the Appellant respectfully requests that the Court:

A. Grant the Motion for Reconsideration, and its attached Supplemental;

B. And, grant such relief that has already been requested by the Appellant;

C. And, for such further relief that is just and mete.

Respectfully Submitted:                    Date: May 10, 2006
Jean E. Allan, pro se agent for the Appellant; 309 Waukewan Road, Center Harbor, NH 03226                                          Certificate of Service            
I hereby certify that on May 10, 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 OPINION:

[Based On Facts, Circumstantial Evidence & The Obvious]

Did Upton Lawyers tell NHSC the truth in 1996 case?

[Appellant has asked NHSC to refer matter to US DOJ.]
Reply Motion points to fact and law that NHSC has overlooked in reaching its April 18, 2006 Order. In order to collect its $242,000 commission from a May 2, 1994 insurance settlement case, Upton lawyer Hilliard told the NHSC on November 13, 1997, that loan in question in docket No. 2005-814, in which NHSC affirmed Judge Kenneth McHugh's decision that Jean E. Vorisek Family Trust owed $750,000 to SN Servicing as agent for Ingomar, LP was already settled in May 2, 1994. If Upton lawyers had satisfactorily negotiated all loans with creditors, then Ingomar LP - nor any of its predecessors - after May 2 1994, would have no standing to file for foreclosure now.
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