I. A COPY OF THE DECISIONS TO BE REVIEWED: 

This petition arises in part from the following orders:

· Order of Maher, J. dated 04/19/2005 [A002], stating the Courts intention to utilize the services of Attorney Jones as Administrator while an appeal objecting to his position of Administrator is pending with the Supreme Court. Unless there is some type of sub rosa arrangement between the Supreme and Probate Courts in this matter, this conduct by the Probate Court undermines, erodes and ignores the authority of the Supreme Court in this matter.  Just as important is the fact that this conduct ignores the intent and will of the legislature which established NH RSA 567-A:10.

· Order of Maher, J., dated 11/30/2004 [A024], denying John M. King’s 09/09/2004 Motion for Reconsideration [A035] objecting to the motion filed by Attorney Jones to compel answers to interrogatories [A056].

· Order of Maher, J., dated 8/17/2004 [A050], granting Daniel W. Jones 07/23/2004  Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories [A056].  John M. King’s 08/02/2004 Objection to Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories [A051], although timely filed, was NOT addressed by the Court.  Of note is the fact that the Honorable Probate Court did not provide John M. King with the opportunity to dispute the unsubstantiated allegations and false impressions presented to the Court by scheduling a hearing as requested in John M. King’s objection.  This motion by Attorney Jones is reason enough to request that Mandamus issue and a Special Administrator be appointed to submit an independent unbiased report for further action by this Honorable Court. 

In addition, as detailed in the following, this petition addresses in part the Probate Court’s refusal to issue lawful orders as set down by the legislature in NH RSA 567-A:10;

· The Petitioner’s Objection to Compel Answers to Interrogatories (08/02/2004), at [A054] to [A055].

· The Petitioner’s Motion for Reconsideration Objecting to Motion to Compel Answers to Interrogatories, at [A040]

· The Petitioner’s Motion in Support of Special Administrator Appointment, at [A010].
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