
THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE

MERRIMACK, SS SUPERIOR COURT

Docket No. 08-E-0053

In the Matter of the Liquidation of
Noble Trust Company

LIQUIDATOR'S MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT
AGREEMENT WITH MARY A. RODNEY AND RELATED PARTIES

WITH INCORPORATED SUPPORTING MEMORANDUM

Glenn A. Perlow, Bank Commissioner for the State of New Hampshire, in his capacity as

Liquidator of Noble Trust Company (the "Liquidator" and "Noble Trust," respectively), by his

attorneys, the Office of the Attorney General, Sheehan Phinney Bass * Green, Professional

Association, moves for the entry of an order approving the Settlement Agreement dated as of

November 20,2013 (the "settlement Agreement")l by and between the Liquidator and Mary A.

Rodney ("Rodney"), the Community of Christ aka the Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of

Latter Day Saints, a Missouri exempt religious organization (the "Church") and The Midwest

Trust Company in its purported capacity as successor trustee of the Mary A. Rodney Charitable

Remainder Unitrust under Trust Agreement dated June22,2002. This Motion is supported by

the Affidavit of Robert A. Fleury dated February 21,2014 (the "Fleury Affidavit") and the

Confidential Affrdavit of Robert A. Fleury dated February 2I,2014. In support of this Motion,

the Liquidator states as follows:

I In accordance with this Court's Order Establishing Settlement Agreement Review Procedures dated December 5,
2012, a redacted copy of the Settlement Agreement is attached hereto as Exhibit A and the unredacted Settlement
Agreement has been submitted to the Court with the Confidential Affidavit of Robert A. Fleury dated February 21,
2014. Pafües wishing to review the unredacted Settlement Agreement may do so by contacting the Office of the
Liquidator and following the Court approved procedures, including the execution of a confìdentiality agreement. To
the extent the redactions are of personal identifing information that an individual has requested be kept
confidential, the Liquidator will not reveal such information without authorization from the particular individual or
further order of the Courl.
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Background

l. 1n2003, Noble Trust was organized and chartered under the laws of the State of

New Hampshire as a non-depository banking corporation, and subject to regulation by the New

Hampshire Banking Department (the "Banking Department"). Colin P. Lindsey ("Lindsey") was

the president of Noble Trust and chairman of its board of directors.

2. As a result of irregularities discovered by the Banking Department's 2008

examination of Noble Trust, on February 11, 2008, Commissioner Peter Hildreth commenced a

liquidation proceeding by filing a Verified Petition for Liquidation (the "Liquidation Petition") in

this Court, seeking the appointment of a liquidator for Noble Trust pursuant to RSA 3 95 : I , as

well as related injunctive relief against Noble Trust pending the Court's ruling on the Liquidation

Petition (the "Liquidation Proceeding").

3. On March 27,2008, this Court entered an order (the "Liquidation Order")

appointing Commissioner Hildreth as liquidator of both Noble Trust and its parent company,

Aegean Scotia Holdings, LLC ("Aegean Scotia"). The Liquidator is the duly appointed

successor liquidator of Noble Trust and Aegean Scotia by order of this Court dated February 1,

2013.

4. Pursuant to a Trust Agreement dated June22,2002, Mary A. Rodney established

the Mary A. Rodney Charitable Remainder Unitrust (the "Trust"). Fleury Affrdavit fl 3. The

Trust is the holder of a certain non-recourse promissory note dated December 3,2003 in the

original principal amount of $ 1,620,000 made by the Church and payable to the order of The

Children's Community Foundation in its capacity as trustee of the Trust (the "Note"). The Note

was delivered as payment for the purchase from the Trust of certain real estate located in

Hendricks County, Indiana (the "Real Estate"). The Note is secured by a mortgage on the Real
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Estate (the "Mortgage"). The Note requires annual payments of interest only in the amount of

$129,600 and a single payment of all outstanding principal on December 3,2033. Noble Trust

was appointed co-trustee of the Trust on January 15, 2008. Id.

5. On March 13,2072, Rodney purported to remove Noble Trust, the Liquidator (to

the extent applicable) and The Children's Community Foundation as co-trustees of the Trust and

to appoint The Midwest Trust Company ("Midwest") as Trustee of the Trust. Fleury Affidavit fl

4. The Liquidator contends that the removal of Noble Trust as Trustee was ineffective because

the act violated the terms of the Liquidation Order. Faced with conflicting claims as to the

identity of the trustee of the Trust, the Church commenced an interpleader action against the

Liquidator and Midwest in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, Case No. 13CV01980

(the "Interpleader Action"). In addition to the dispute regarding the purported removal of Noble

Trust as Trustee, the Liquidator contends that the Note and the proceeds thereof are assets of

Noble Trust that are included in the liquidation estate to be administered by the Liquidator in the

Liquidation Proceeding. Rodney contends that the Note and the proceeds thereof are property of

the Trust and are not subject to or assets of the liquidation estate. Id.

6. The Liquidator is holding three annual interest payments under the Note totaling

$388,800 paid to Noble Trust by the Church and the Church has paid two annual interest

payments totaling 5259,200 to the Kansas court in the Interpleader Action (collectively, the

"Interpleader Funds"). Fleury Affidavit fl 5.

7. Rodney is the insured under a life insurance policy issued to the Rodney

Irrevocable Life Insurance Trust (the "ILIT") by American General Life Insurance Company and

dated March 18,2004 in the face amount of $ 1,000,000 (the "Policy"). Noble Trust has served

as the Trust Administrator of the ILIT since November 1,2003. Fleury Affidavit fl 6.
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8. Rodney and the Church have also filed Proofs of Claim in the Liquidation

Proceeding.

9. The Liquidator has moved the Kansas court in the Interpleader Action to dismiss

the Interpleader Action on the basis that the court does not have personal jurisdiction over the

Liquidator (the "Motion to Dismiss"). Alternatively, the Liquidator has asked the Kansas court

to decline to exercise jurisdiction in the Interpleader Action in deference to this Court which is

presiding over the Noble Trust liquidation and to avoid piecemeal litigation and the risk of

inconsistent rulings on matters affecting the liquidation estate. The Liquidator's Motion to

Dismiss has been stayed by agreement of the parties and the Kansas court pending this Court's

consideration of the Settlement Agreement.

The Noble Trust Ponzi Scheme

10. Colin Lindsey was operating Noble Trust as aPonzi scheme at the time that it

became co-trustee of the Trust. Between the time when Noble Trust sustained its undisclosed

losses due to the soured investments in Sierra Factoring, LLC, (the "Sierra Investments") and the

time when the Banking Department took control of Noble Trust, Noble Trust continued to solicit

and accept funds from clients totaling at least $4.5 million under the same promise of l2Yo

returns that had been made to existing clients. Fleury Affidavit fl 7. Instead of investing the new

clients' money in legitimate investments, however, Noble Trust used some of these funds to pay

fictitious profits to other clients and to redeem principal andpay interest to clients who

terminated their relationship with Noble Trust. Id. However, the flow of incoming investments

was insufftcient for Lindsey and Noble Trust to maintain the concealment of the Sierra

Investment losses. Id.
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I 1. To continue the fraudulent concealment of its losses and perpetuate the Noble

Trust Ponzi scheme, Lindsey devised and carried out a plan based upon the procurement and

issuance of life insurance policies for the elderly, generally with face values between $3 million

and $10 million. Fleury Affidavit'1T 8. At Lindsey's direction, Noble Trust, acting as trustee or

trust protector, caused applications to be submitted to various insurers. Many of the applications

misrepresented the applicants' net worth or income, or averred that coverage was being sought as

a means of individual estate planning. Id. Many of the insurance policy applications misstated

the source of the premium financing, the terms of the premium financing, or both. Id. In rcality,

many of the individual insureds were persuaded to apply for insurance in part through promises

of profits from the sale of their policies on the lucrative secondary market after the contestability

period expired. Id. These insureds had little or no expectation that either they, or any other

person with an insurable interest in their lives, would ever receive any death benefit from the

policies. Id.

12. In most cases, once the policies \ilere procured and issued, the insureds were not

required to pay any premiums to keep the policies in force through the end of the two year

contestability period. Fleury Affrdavit fl 9. Instead, the premiums were paid on their behalf by

means of limited-recourse premium financing loans (the "Premium Finance Loans"). Neither the

insured nor any other individual had personal liability for repayment of the Premium Finance

Loans; recourse was limited to the insurance trust, the sole asset of which was the life insurance

policy. Id. The Premium Finance Loans were often funded by other Noble Trust clients and

their trusts, investment management accounts or individual retirement accounts. Id. Thus, the

insureds under the policies were promised and received "something for nothing" - they paid no
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premiums, incurred no personal liability for the Premium Finance Loans, and were promised

large windfalls for selling their policies after the contestability period expired.

13. In most instances, when the policies were placed in force, Lindsey or Balcarres

Group, LLCZ were paid substantial commissions (the "Commissions") directly by the insurers or

indirectly by the agents and producers that submitted the policy application. Fleury Affidavit fl

10. The Commissions were often equal to or greater than the first year annual premium for the

policy. Some of the proceeds of the Commissions were used to fund premium payments for

other policies or to repay other Premium Finance Loans. Other proceeds of the Commissions

were used to cover up the loss of the Sierra Investments through distributions of fictitious profits

or the repayment of principal to Noble Trust clients who had invested in Sierra, thus making it

appeff that the Sierra Investments were still performing according to their terms. Id. Upon

information and belief, Lindsey and Noble Trust also intended to sell some of the policies (or the

beneficial interests therein) on the lucrative secondary market to perpetuate the Noble Trust

Ponzi scheme and continue to cover up the Sierra losses. Id.

14. Thus, Noble Trust was operated as a Ponzi scheme that utilized fresh investment

funds from its clients and the Commissions to pay fictitious profits to its existing investors, to

return principal to investors and to fund limited recourse Premium Finance Loans. Fleury

Affidavit fl 11.

2 Lindsey also served as president or managing member of Balcares, a Nevada limited liability company. Both
Lindsey and Balcarres were licensed by the New Hampshire Insurance Department and acted as insurance brokers in
procuring insurance policies for the benefit of Noble Trust's clients. Pursuant to this Court's Order dated November
13,2009, the assets of Balcarres were declared to be properly of the Liquidation Proceeding.
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Summary of Settlement Agreement3

15. Under the Settlement Agreement, the Liquidator will be paid a confidential

settlement payment in full and final satisfaction of any and all right, title or interest the

Liquidator and/or Noble Trust have in the Note; the Interpleader Action will be dismissed with

prejudice and without costs and the Liquidator on the one hand and the Trust, Midwest, Mary

Rodney and the Church on the other, shall release each other from any and all claims arising out

of or related to the Note, the Trust or the Policy.

16. The Settlement Agreement addresses the Policy, although the terms of the

settlement in regard to the Policy are confidential, and provides that the Liquidator will cause

Noble Trust to resign as trustee of the Trust. The Settlement Agreement also provides that the

claims filed by the Trust, the Church and Rodney in the Liquidation Proceeding are assigned to

the liquidation estate.

17. By its terms, the Settlement Agreement does not become effective unless and

until the entry of a final order (the "Approval Order") by the Court in the Liquidation Proceeding

approving the Settlement Agreement. The Approval Order shall become final on the date that it

shall have become non-appealable or, in the event of an appeal(s), on the date that it has been

affrrmed after all appeals therefrom have been exhausted.

The Settlement is a Fair and Reasonable Resolution of the Parties' Dispute

18. Noble Trust is co-Trustee of the Mary A. Rodney Charitable Remainder Unitrust

and in that capacity it has legal title to the Note made payable to the Trust by the Church. Under

the terms of the Liquidation Order, the Liquidator is authorized and directed to take control of all

t Notwithstanding the recitation in this Motion of the terms of the Settlement Agreement, this is a summary only and
all parties in interest are urged to read the Settlement Agreement. In the event of any conflicts or inconsistencies
between the summary contained in the Motion and the terms of the Settlement Agreement, the terms of the
Settlement Agreement shall control.
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Noble Trust's assets, specifically including assets held in trusts as to which Noble Trust is

trustee, and to preserve and liquidate them for the benefit of Noble Trust's clients and creditors.

The Liquidation Order provides that, "The Liquidator is directed forthwith to take possession of

and secure the assets, property, books, records, accounts, and other documents of fNoble Trust],

Balcarres, and Aegean Scotia and to administer them under the orders of this Court, and is vested

with exclusive possession, custody and control of all of the property . . . of fNoble Trust],

Balcarres and Aegean Scotia, wherever located and by whomever possessed . . ." Id. at 3, fl (d).

The Liquidator is also "authorizedto transfer, invest, re-invest and otherwise deal with the assets

and property of fNoble Trust] and Aegean Scotia as to effectuate their liquidation . . . ." Id. at 3,

''ll(").0 Lest there should be any doubt, the Liquidation Order expressly provides that, for

pulposes of the Noble Trust liquidation, Noble Trust shall include "all sub-trusts and protected

trusts in which [Noble Trust] holds an interest, whether directly or indirectly." Id. at 3, fl (b).

19. The Liquidator's treatment of the Note pursuant to the Settlement Agreement is

consistent with prior settlements agreements approved by this Court and, more generally, the

treatment of assets that remain in a Ponzi scheme when the scheme is discovered and terminated.

Courts in Ponzi scheme cases uniformly endorse the pooling of assets and pro rata distribution

where "the funds of the defrauded victims were commingled and where victims were similarly

situated with respect to their relationship to the defrauders." Kathy Bazoian Phelps & Steven

Rhodes, Unra Ponzi Schemes $ 6.0s[1][b] (2012)

(quoting S.E.C. v. Credit Bancorp. Ltd.,290F.3d 80, 88-89 (2dCir.2002)); see also

Cunningham v. Brown, 265 U.S. l,13 (1924); U.S. v. Durham, 86 F.3d 70,72 (5th Cir. 1996);

4 The Liquidator is not acting as trustee, co-trustee, or trust protector for any ofthe trusts or sub-trusts established by
Noble Trust for its clients. The Liquidation Order does not confer that status on the Liquidator, and the Liquidator
has not sought that status except upon motion to the Court for specified purposes.
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Hirschv.ArthurAnderson&Co.,72F.3d 1085, 1088 n.3(2dCir. 1995); S.E.C.v.Elliott,953

F.2d 1560, 1569 (llth Cir. 1992); S.E.C. v. Byers, 637 F.Supp.2d 166,179-80 (S.D.N.Y. 2009);

Jobin v. Youth Benefits Unlimited (In re M&L Bus. Mach. Co.). 164 B.R. 1 48, 151 (D. Colo.

1994); Gaffney v. Rubino (In re Builders Capital & Servs.. Inc.), 317 B.R. 603,611 (Bankr.

V/.D.N.Y. 2004); Henderson v. Allred (In re W. V/orld Funding. Inc.), 54 B.R. 470,475-76

(Bankr. D. Nev. 1985). Courts have deemed these equitable principles "especially appropriate

for fraud victims of a 'Ponzi scheme' . . . . In such a scheme, whether at any given moment a

particular customers' assets are traceable is 'a result of the merely fortuitous fact that the

defrauders spent the money of other victims first."' Credit Bancorp,290F.3d at 89 (internal

citations omitted). Such cases "call strongly for the principle that equality is equity . . . ."

Cunninsham, 265 U.S. at 13.

20. Courts in Ponzi scheme liquidations and receiverships have applied the principle

of pooling even where a claimant can identify its asset among the property of the estate. For

instance, in S.E.C. v. Elliott, investors in a Ponzi scheme transferred identifrable securities to the

Ponzi perpetrator. Prior to the receivership, the perpetrator sold some, but not all, of the

securities. The investors objected to the pooling and ratable distribution of their identifiable

securities, but the trial court approved the receiver's plan and the Eleventh Circuit affirmed,

holding that:

These investor/appellants are attempting to recover the securities that
Elliott retained with their names on them. Legally, these investors
occupy the same position as the other investors whose securities were
sold. All investors were defrauded. All investors were cleverly
persuaded to part with their securities. . . . "To allow any individual to
elevate his position over that of other investors similarly 'victimized'
by asserting claims for . . . reclamation of specific assets . . . would
create inequitable results, in that certain investors would recoup 100%
of their investment while others would receive substantially less. . . .

[I]n the context of this receivership the remedy . . . to trace and reclaim
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specific assets . . . is disallowed as an inappropriate equitable remedy."
Vy'e cannot say that the district court abused its discretion A
district court has broad powers and wide discretion to determine the
appropriate relief in an equity receivership. . . . [S]ince these creditors
occupied the same legal position as other creditors, equity would not
permit them a preference; for "equality is equity."

S.E.C. v. Elliott,953 F.2d at 1569-70 (internal citations omitted). Similarly, in Credit Bancorp,

the Second Circuit considered "whether shares of stock transferred to a company that defrauded

the transferor and numerous other victims can be included in the receivership estate of the

defrauding company for purposes of a pro rata distribution to the defrauded victims." Credit

Bancorp, 290 F.3d at 82. The court noted that the particular investor's "claim is distinguishable

from that of many of CBL's customers only in that the eight million Vintage Petroleum shares it

deposited were not converted into cash and are currently being held in CBL's brokerage

accounts." Id. at 85. The court then rejected the investor's arguments for reclamation and

affirmed the district court's distribution scheme:

[W]hatever . . . interest [the investor] might have in the . . . shares . . .

does not defeat the equitable authority of the District Court to treat all
the fraud victims alike . . . and order a pro rata distribution. Courts
have favored pro rata distribution of assets where, as here, the funds
of the defrauded victims were commingled and where victims were
similarly situated with respect to their relationship to the defrauders. . .

Id. at 89 (internal citations omitted).

21. In the absence of the Settlement Agreement, the Liquidator would seek to have

the Note and the proceeds thereof declared property of the liquidation estate available for ratable

distribution to the creditors of Noble Trust. Mrs. Rodney would contend that the Note is the

property of the Trust that she established and that the Note and its proceeds should be set apart

from the other assets of the liquidation estate and distributed exclusively to the Trust. Fleury

Affrdavit fl 15.

(s032500e 2)
10



22. The Settlement is the result of arms-length negotiations between the parties and

their counsel and is a fair, reasonable and adequate resolution of the parties' dispute. The

Settlement Agreement will result in the payment of a material sum to the estate and resolve the

Interpleader Action. Therefore, the Settlement Agreement maximizes the value of the

liquidation of Noble Trust by creating a fund that will be available to claimants of the estate,

subject to further order of the Court, and relieves the estate of further costs and from the inherent

uncertainty of the pending litigation. The Liquidator believes that entering into the Settlement

Agreement is an appropriate and prudent exercise of the Liquidator's judgment. Fleury Aff,rdavit

T 16.

23. Accordingly, the Liquidator believes that approval of the Settlement Agreement is

in the best interests of Noble Trust, its creditors, and all parties in interest. See In re Liquidation

of The Home Ins. Co., 154 N.H. 472,489-90 (2006).

WHEREFORE, the Liquidator requests that the Court (i) enter an order, in substantially

the same form submitted herewith as Exhibit B, granting the Motion and approving the

Settlement Agreement, and (ii) grant the Liquidator such other and further relief as is just.

Is032s009 2) 1l



Dated: February 27, 2014

Respectfully submitted,

GLENN A. PERLOV/, BANK COMMISSIONER
OF THE STATE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE,
AS LIQUIDATOR OF NOBLE TRUST COMPANY

By his attorneys,

Peter C.L. Roth (NH Bar 14395)
Senior Assistant Attorney General
NEV/ HAMPSHIRE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
33 Capitol Street
Concord, NH 03301-6397
(603) 271-367e

-and-

SHEEHAN PHINNEY BASS + GREEN
PROFESSIONAL ASSOCIATION

Chri M. Candon (NH Bar 21243)
1000 Elm Street, P.O. Box 3701
Manchester, NH 03 I 05-3701
(603) 627-8168
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EXHIBIT A



ù^tal'I LEM IiN 1' 

^GRliË 
MEN' f

l'his Sefflcme¡t Agrcer¡e¡t ("Agrccnrcnl') nrade this 20th day of Novcnrber',2013, by

arrcl among Glcnn A. Pcrlõr¡,, Bank Colrunissio¡rel for {lre S(ate of New llaurpslúrc, in his

capacity as Liquicialor of Noble Tnrst Cornpany (the "Liquidator"), Mary z'\, Rodney, an

indivídual resicling, in DanviJle, Inrliana ("llocInc¡"), tlre Conrtlrr¡lrity of Christ, ak¿r the

Ileorgalize<i Church of ,lesus CJrljst ol'Lattcr Day Sairrls, a Missouli (ìxen)llt rcligious

organizatiou (1[re "CIlurch") arrd']lhe fufidwest'l'r'u.st Compau¡r ("Mi<ìrl'usf") in ils ca¡lacity as

succcssçr trt¡stec of tho Mar.¡, ¡. R.odrrcy Cjharitable l(enrainder Uuilrust tlnder 'llust Agleelncut

datccl June 22,2002 (ihc "l'l'usf."), ¿ Kar.¡s¿us trtst cotn¡ra$y (thc "'l'rusfcc").

llte plenriscs of fhis z\grecruetrl are ¿rs follorvs:

Iloclne.y a¡<l her'hl¡sþaud cstabli.shecl dlc Trr¡st ulldct a llt)st â!1'ecrl)cnt clated Juro22,
2002. The T¡ust is lfie hotctcr of a ccrtai6 rìot't-,ccou[se promissory note rJafed Dcccnlber 3, 2003

i¡ thc orip;inal ¡rriuo.i¡>al aurouul oll$1,620,000 traclc b¡, tbe Chrtrch and ¡layable to thc ordcrof
l'he children'sConrinunify Fot¡l:dation in its oa¡lacitl' trusfcc of fhe Trtrs( (the "Notc")' 'fhe

Note rvas dclivere<J ns payirrent li¡r the ¡rut'chase lì'out thc 'lrtrsf of cet't¿tin :'eal cstatc located ill
HcnrJ¡.icks County, Iudlatia (the "Iìca¡ füsfnúc"). The Note is sccttrecl l>y a nrortgage on fbe Real

Estatc (lþe "Morigagc'). 'firc N<¡te requiles aruruaì paynrents oI jlrtcresf only i¡r the amtlurlt of
$129,6ò0 arrcl a sirigìó payrllcnf of all outstancling pritrcipal on l)cccnrbct'3, 2033. Nol¡le Tn:st

Conrpalry ("Noülc") was appoi¡tecl co-lrustcs ¡f t[c 'l'r'ttst on January 15, 2008.

11e Liquidato¡. was appointecl lic¡uitlafor <¡f Noble by cu,der: of lfic Merrjn:ack Counly,

Ncw llarrpslrite Superior Coutl <¡n March27,2008 (the "I-iquidatÍorr Ordcr'"). 'l'he

f.iguiclalioìr Ordcr colrrme¡rccd tþo l,iquidafiott Plocceding of Noblc (tftc "Liqrridatiou
I'rác.ccding') and t:re¿fctj a t,iquici,rtiôn l:iskrtc conr¡rrised o!. allpropcrly i¡¡tel'esls of Noble as

¿cscr.ibed jü ttre t,iquiclurion Oxlcr, as it has lroen arncrrclc<l nud cltuificd fo datc (the

"Li<¡uitlttirrn Ilstaic"). 'lhc [,ic¡uicfation l'locr:ccfìrrg is o:rgoing irr thc Supelior Coult for

Mel'rinraci< tlourtty. Ncvr i-i'ant¡t.sirirc (tirc "i,it¡ui<ia(itln Cour-i"),

On Marcb 13,2013, Iìoclucy pu¡po::terJ fo rernovc Noblc, thc I-iquidalor (to fìlc exlent

ap¡r)icablc) arr¿l Tlre Chil<irclt's Corninuuity Fourrdatiou as co-t¡;ustecs of tl¡e 7ì'Lr.stand to appoiut

Mi,lw"ot a.s 'Irustce of thc 'liust, 'l'lre LiquiclrloL contcnr.ls lltat lho removal ol'Noble as 'lìÌlstec

was ineff'cctive beoaqse the act violatccl the tet'llts o1'the l.ic¡trid¿ttiolt O¡'c{e:-. Faccd witl-r

corrflicting clairns as to fhe iclentity of thc f rustec of. the'lÌus(, thc Church cotrrnlenccd all

inferpfcrrcJer actio¡r aqai¡st fhe I-iqLriclator and Mitlu'cst irl tho Distric( Corrrl of .loh¡lsoll County,

Ka¡¡,as,C¿rscÌìo. i3bV0i9iìû(tiiu"i,rí.crlric;i<ìr,r'r'r,.,íioii"), I¡i¿tì11i(iotliot'ir.rtiìs;-rutcregatciiiig

fhe purportccf rcnroval of Noblc a.s 'l luslce, lhe Liquidator colttends thaf the N<¡te arrcl the

¡rr<1""".ß lhelcof'a¡c ¿rs.scls of Noble that ate inolurled in tJrc LiqLridation llstafc to be

adurinjsf.cred by the Liquicla(or i¡ tfre I-iqrriciatiorr Plocecciing, lìoclncy conicnd.s tìr¿tt tfrc Nofc

and thc p¡.n""",j. tþcrcc¡f are properf¡r ol'thc Tl'ust ¿lnd arc not strtr.jecl fo <rr assct.s ol'the

f-,íquiclafion Estalc.
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'fhe Liquidator i.s lrolclirrg tlrrce al:rurraI irrtelcsl. paynrurls utttlet'the Notc tof aling

$388,800 paid to Noble b¡' óc Church and the Cfiuroh las ¡raí<J two annual interestpaymeuts

totåling $259,2()(l ro (he Cou¡'t in fhe Inlcrpleadcr Action (collectivcl¡,, thc "[trtct'plcadcr
Funds').

Iìoclney is the i¡.sul.ed unclcr ¿ lifc insurancc polic¡' i55t1"¿ to tlrc Iìodrrey Irrevocable Life

In$urancc Î'ust ((hc "Û,[1"') by Anrerican Cer:oral l.ifc Lnsur.ttttCe Conlpauy aud dated March

18,2004 (thc "Pirlicy"). 'llre 'ù'ustec is not alrd Jr¿ls ncvr:¡' setvcd ¿rs tl'ustoe oL thc II-I'I'.

Itodney and the Clrul'ch havt> fÌlcd ìr¡ oolìs ol'Claiur itt thc ¡rcndirrg liqui<latiorr procecdir:g

of Noblc.

]1te par.tics to thís Agrccnìctìt rvi.sh to l:c.solr¡c nll oulstan<lirrg clainrs bclwccn and alnong

llrem pursuaut to thc lcrnls ofthis Agrceureul.

Now Thcrefore, í¡ cousídcmtio¡ of the ftlregoirrg arrd the tutttu¿tt pxttlrise'- set follh
Lrclor.v, tlre paúies helcto hcrcby âglcc as follotvs:

t. Thc Scttlo¡ncnf Srrnr. Sulr[er:t to the ten¡ts and collditiotrs ol'tùis Agl'cenrcrrt, in full
and lìnal sati.sfactiou of any and a[Ì clailtls ancl intcrest ofNoble, the Liqtridarion

Esfate and/or fhe the Liquidator slmll

rccel\/e

tlro Seftlculcnt Sunr Lo

purs¡l:rl]f to thc teflns of'tbis Agrectttetrt, Noble, the Liquidator and ttc
Liguidatíorr Esfate shafl have ¡ro furthet- intcr:csl: in or rigbt to rctain ally sums pat dor
payablc undcr'{he Nr¡tc othcr fhall thc Sefflelnclrt Sul¡r auc{ all sttclt anlorltlfs other

than thc Seftlemclrt Sr¡m shall f lrcrcafler bc payatrle fo the order olt(he 'I'l'ustco in

accordarrcc with thc tclllrs of the Nolc, Thc Scttlelnclr[ sr¡¡n slrall be held by tùe

Liquíclato¡ frec ar¡d r:lcar <¡f all licns, claiurs and cl¡ctt¡lbranccs held by tbe -frrmt,

.l 
^1.,. ^1. -. ...... -tt--^ --.---^,. ..- ¿,¡lì1.t¡t(lLtr¡L:y, t¡lu \-l¡(t¡ur¡ ol ul,l-y utllul Pçl¡ulr \/¡ u¡¡t¡rir

2. þlignafior¡ of'N0blcr'l'r¡¡.si ail.'l_g,f!-cS. l3ccarusc thc pat'ties disaglce as to rvhcther

tlrc icmor.al olìNoble a-s t¡'r.tstce of'thc |rust rvas eflbciivc, wít¡rin five (5) bttsir:css

day.^ follovvirrgJxr¡,rrrenI oJ]the lìlll Scttienren( Surn 1o the Liqrridator, ilre l-iqttidafor

.shall cau.se Noble'li.ust to rosí¿¡rr as frusf Èe of'tlre'J'l'ust cfli:ctive as of thc d¿rtc of
Court A;,lproval.

lì, NoÍe nr¡d'!.'r'u.çl !r'!!r-r-s Wjlhltl l.c!l ( l(.,,1 ri¿rvs i¡li.ir.rr't'itr¡ íìrii rravnrenr nl'tlìtr:

Sef fl<:r:¡.rolr( Srrn: fo tfrc t,iqLr;<latrtr', thc J.,icluiclator.shall dclivcr' (o thc'l'rustcc all

original clocu¡rrolt(s pertaining lqr the Notc otrri co¡:ies ol'all othc¡: <loctttncnLs

per.iaíning to thc Noic tha( arc within the posscs.siolr of fhe f.,ic¡triclator- 'IIrc

Ì-ic¡uidatol ulay lccep ccr¡rícs ol'sttch (ioctulìelll.$ foL his r'ccorcls.

4- D-rjtEës4&ü,¡g¡1¿lc¿rrìrrr-/rcfí0n. witjrin ten (10) clays l"oliowing coult A¡r¡rmval,

¡,1" l""ti,,$ sl",ll .*if"rfrr" t,, rf.¡" <lisrrríssal ol'tlrc Lrter'¡.rlcacJcr Ao(io¡r rvith ¡rrcjutìicc

ú I t v4 ¡ vv\t t I t, \1.(rtlr.1,/27 J r.t/,0. ¡ .t r' r, 
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ancl rvithot¡t cos(s and the Church shall causc sttch stipulation to lìlcd itr thc

In(erplcadcr r\cti on (th c "fi ti¡ru I t tíon"). Th e Stiprrlatiorr shall plovidc for'

cuclotseltìt'lrl b)' the.iudge in the In(crpleacler' Actiort ancl shail instl'uct thc olcrk of l]rc

l)istrict Court for.f ohltsotr Kansns to p,IrntPtlY disf ribrrte h:teqllcadcl Funds

in thc anrounto

5 A.ssi{nnrcnf of CIai¡rrs. 'j'he 'I'r'usfee, Iìod[cy ancl the Chrrrch horoby assign to the

Itq,,ld"t"^.,1t1","r.t"*ursc any au<J atl clairns that iury of tllcÛt may have against

No'blc, tlrc Liquictator or the LiquicìatioD Estal.c, irrcluding atly ancl all. olai¡ns

evideiccd by Þroofs of Claiur filect in thc Noble L,iquidation Proceeding. that arise

t'our or ale relaJed fo ftrc li-ust (thc "r\ssigncd Claitn.r").

7. Ilclcssc ol'Ro.dt¡el'l'¡ftfqs.. Subjcct to thc f ernr.s a¡:cl conclitious of fhis Agtccnteut'

d* I&.,i *ttt" I** es, ,"tit.s and forevcr acquits the Trustec ancl its

ofTìceri, directors, afcDts, enrplol'ees atrri atforne¡'s in fhcir t'o's¡rective cnpacitics as

such, f he, Churoh n,,J'it* <iffici:rs, clirect()l'.s, ¿lgc,nts, em¡rloyecs and aftot'oe¡'s in tbci¡'

respoctivc ca¡lacitics iìs sttch, Rodnc¡'¿ur<l llrc l¡rrst f¡orn ru:y atrd all clainls or

tiaúitity of ar¡r fçj¡¿ ol. l¡aturc w¡atsoever rclati'g to o' arisi'g out of:(hc Nofc. thc

Rcal Eitatc, (hc 'liust, (he Polir:1, ol'llìe ¡llfefl)lcader z\ctiolr, howsoevor arisiug,
.-,r--ûr-,.-. r..-^.,,.. ,,..,,..t,..^,,,,- lì.,r,r, rl.¡ hnr¡irrnirro oltlhe. utolld f.rf the date clltthis
w¡lEtllul l\l¡trlYrl \/l ul¡¡rrr\'' vvr/r ¡r\rr¡r

.Agrcenre¡f , NofJri¡g in flc prcocclil:g scnlcncr'. shall relrrase or affcc'l in arty ""ay lhe

obiigations of the 'ûIun^tee, tlìe Churr:h, lìociue¡, or thc 'J-rust uncler this Agrccmctrf '

8, &þ;r¡q,qru!.trl¡S-g-Í-44!alr Srrirjcct io the tcr¡ns alrd conditions ol'(his Agt'ecrtc:trt'

Ír" 11-si"-", ftr* Ctrrtii.J', tloa,,.y an¿ t¡c T¡-trsl each hcleby relett.se, rcnrjse a¡l<l

ft¡rcr,or acquit úllc I-iqtridator, his n¡';crrt.s, ctrll:lot'ccs atrd attnltrcys in thcir rcò-l)cotivc

crrplcities a.s suoh ,ni th" L,icrrricl¿rtiol lìstate Jionr any and all cl¿ims c¡r'Iiabili$' of'

riuy kirriì rrr rruit¡c.: *,1,,'istr"r,"ì rciaiiirg i() út ¿¡i'isillg (rut új lì1ù Ìi(tic,îii& äc-al lìstaic,

tllc'liust. 0re Policy ü¡. thc llrlclJ)leadcr' Äction, ltora,soovet' alising, $'frethcr knowlt oÍ

¡¡ktlowt.r, fi.onr t¡e bcgiuni¡¡¡ oithe worfcl to thc datc of this Agt'cctttcttl Notiritg in

tlrc prcocrliug scnt(:ìt)()(;.sh¿rlf ìelc¡¿r"-c or ¿rltlcct in any way the. obligaliol¡s of tht:

Lic,¡iricìaior uu¿e¡. tltis Ag,rc:c¡rcrrt ancì plovicled firlt.hor that fhe fbregoitlg release shall

np¡ily tn fhc.ztrssígnecl C'iqinrs onl¡,at ihc election of t'hc Liquidalor irr thct:xerci'set>l

his discrclion.

I )llall ltt\lit:l I rt', ¡¡,,¿11L¡ly r.t.?l o t W ¡'Vò



9. lìclcasc Qül_r_ç- It_,¡.slSiq l.¡1 lìodncy. Subjcct to fhe tclnrs anti conditions of this

A¡¡r'ecruenI llodncy bcl'c[r1,rclcascs, lrllrises aud forevcr acquifs tbe 1ìlstee and ifs
officers, clilectoni, agcluts, clnplo¡,sçg ¿ìn(l a(f(¡l'ne)/s in thcir respective ca¡:aoiticx as

.srrch, fi'onr auy autj ull cl¿riuls orising fiom tbc'Û'L¡stec's agrccttrettthcrcin to rctlcass

the Liguiclatol'ol thc Church and fron¡ ouy tax ìiabilities arisirtg fior¡ (he acfs or

onrissit¡ns of a:ry ¡:rrerriotrs tlusfces.

ì0.(hu¡'tAunroval,'l'h,isÂglcr:rnentissubjecttoCourtA¡>proval.'f[eLiquiclator:
aglees to ¡novc thc I-iqrrìdn(ìorr Court for cnf tY of all older apj)loving this Agreenrertl

(the "z{¡t¡lroval O¡'clcr") p¡onrptly f'ollorví¡g ffie c¡tlplctr: executi<ln of this
Agteeu:enf, 'l'he 'lì'usfee. the Churoh ar:lcl Rodtrey shall supporf enûy ol'thc A¡rproval

Oldcr'. Court A¡r¡rroval sh¿rll occrrr ou fllc clatc that thc Approval Orcler bcc<lrrcs ñ¡r¿l

and no fongersubjcct fo altpcal or, jn tfie cvent of anappcal, thc clafc that all appcals

of thc A¡rprclvaf Ordcr a::c cljsr:lisscd or ovet'rulctd aud thc A¡>¡trorral Otcler is affil'rlled.

I l. Co¡rfidc¡rtiafilr'. lixccp{: as sd fclrlh in the fbllorvi¡ìg sentellce, thc amounl of the

Scltlcmcnt Sunl a¡rcl Section 6 lrereoi: shall bc confìdential and shall not be disclosed

by thc ¡rartics hctc(o cxcc¡rt as rcquircd by law or court order, fo thcir agcnts,

accoutrtalrfs ol'attorllc)'s ancl for thc prrr¡rose of crrforcing tbe ter¡ns of fhis
Agrccurcnt. 'l'lre plearf ings scek.ing ap¡rloval ol-Íbis Agreelrrellt shall ¡'cdacl: Íhc

Scttlenlenf Strut a¡ld a¡ ur:¡ cri¡rcfed vcl'sion of fhis Agtocnlent sllall btl providccl to

illc Cou¡;i ancl, subject 1o (lre conseot of fìro Lic¡ridaktr in thc cxcrcise of llis
clisclction, shall bc ¡>rr.rvicìecl to parlies in intcrcst in ('he Liqrridation P¡occcding that
sign a Conlidentiality Aglectrrout satisfbctory to tlrc Liquìclator.

l2. Mis¡:|. l3ach party [elcto shal] bear its owì cxpensos, inclutling lcgal ex¡rcnse, ilr
lr:lation to thc Intcrpk:aclcr' Áction. tltc preparation of this Agrcellent ¿t¡d the

consu:nmatio:r of tlrc tran.sacfiorls clcscribeci irr this Âgrccnrcrll. 'f.his -Agl'etllltcrtf shall

be goveurcd by lhe larvs ol'thc Ncvv I'lanr¡:-^irir^e, withor¡t giving cffcct to Neq'
lJarrrpslrír:c c:hoice: ol'law princ.i¡:rlos. Âny ¿nrf all dis¡rutes and <ntttrclvct'sies rcl.lting
to this Â¡lrecllrent shall l-:c hear'cl ¡:ltl detclrrriucd excir¡sivcly irl tilc Liquidatitrn Courú.
'lhjs An-reenrctll col1tui¡rs the c¡tire a¡¡rccnront ânrong thc ¡rarties with respocf to thc

subjecl nlattel' he.l'coJ'. All ¡rrior rregoliafion.s ¿ru'ìong fhc1raltier^ are trler'ged ílrto tiris

integrt(cd Agrccmertt. Thi.s .Agreernorrt uray orrly bc allcnded by a wiitten
instrunrcnt signcd by the ¡ralties hereto or their duly ap1:oírlfcd srtcccssors. lhc
j)artics aclcnor,r,ledgc lbat thcy f r¿rvc all hzrd input ilrto thc draftin.g crf thi.s Agtee;netli
ancl that no inlc¡enccs shall be <fi'au':r or ambiguilios rcsoh,ccl on thc hasis tllat any

orre par(y ¡rrcparr:cl tl¡is Â¿g-c<:nren( kr thc t:xcJtrsion r¡f thc other pnrfies.

ii. E tíi¡=,_j=¡¡U¡¡:¿Cçi. ìl¡¡ci¡ ¡>ai'i¡' Íicicfti ¡;ii¿ìli cxccuic z:i¡rì ¡ìcli , c¡' .;i¡¿l¡ ¿i¿l¡:l;i:ii¡;i;rl

doc:t.¡tuelr(s &s ¡nrry roa.sonabll'[re rec¡rtirocl to rì]orc lull¡, ¡¡11t',1.,ttctt( lhe fer'¡r:s of'tl¡is
Agr<:crnetrf , providcd (ha( a .¡r;u'ty slrall not be rcc¡r-tirecl to illcul aìry out of ,¡rockct
exl)c¡rsc in cc¡r:ucction tlrc¡ eu,ifJr.
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I4, No l4ffccl'Absent Courú r\Bprclat. Absent Court Approval, the ferms of this

Agreernent shall bo without prejurlíce to the posif iorrs of lJre pailies and shatl trot be

admissible in any subsequent litign(ion among fhe parties exoept in the errenl of
Iitiga{ion asserting a breach of this Agecment.

15, Noticc.

'fïre Liquidator: Glelur ¡\, Petlou'
Bunk Co¡:rnrissiorrcr of thc Statc of Ncw lìarnpshire,
as Liquidator of Noble Trust Company
PO Box 2765
Corroold, Ncw Hanrpshjre 03302
Attr:: Abigail Shaine

With a copy t0: Dl'umrnond Woodsum
Attn: Berdarnin Marcus, Ësq.
84 Marginal \May, Suitc 600
Itortlarrd, hdaÍnc 041 0 I -24ß0

'Ihc 'ìì uslee; M irtwcst'ì'rust Company
Atlru l-aua lJritz
5901 Collcge Bottlevard, St¡ite I 00
()r,edand Park, Kansas 66211

Mary A. Roduey: I322 S. County Road 300 ti.
Danville, Iruliana 46 122

With a copy to: Christopìrer C. Hagcnow, Itsc¡,

f'l'oppcr lSlackwell, P. Cì,

I l1 Mo¡rument CírcIc, Suíte 452
Inclianapolis. lndiana 46204

Thc Cil¡ulch: f(arc¡l E. Milrton
General Corrnscl
Cotttttr trtr it¡, of Christ
l00l W- Wnlr¡ut St.
Iudepenclencq MO 64050

\Ã/í1h a copy fo; À4'ark M. lba
Stiuso¡r l4orrisou l{eoker LLP
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I201 Walnrf $t., Suito 2900

Kan¡æ C,Í5', MO 64106

Exocuted as ofthe date ûret set fortf¡ abovc,

Gtoou A; Porlow
Ba¡ik Commi¡sionqr of tho Stnts of Naw Hampehirq

Ae LÍq ul¡lqlor:;of Noblc 'lir¡st9ln¡rll)'

".[_.,,-'*r
,{,

TI{E MID\ì¡EFT TRUST COMPAI'IY'
in lte oapaoity as tuccscsor tnrslce of tlro Mary A. Rodncy

ctroit¡t'¡" Räm¡i¡der Unftruoi rur¿"r Trust -{þrecment clated Juna 22, ?ßU2

t-':.. .'¿...t-n:'

THE Clf,MlI/ttJNITY OF CI{RIST,
ulaì'rr. i"orgunizod Chuich of Jesus chti.6tof Latter Day Salnto

Prht Naríc:
Itr:

B¡
Print Nafite:
Ite:



1201 walnur $r., suite 2900
Ka[sas Cit],, MO 64106

Executed as of tie date fir.st scl fbrth ¿bove.

Glsln A, Perlow
llank Corurnissioner of the State ofNew Hampshire,

As Liquidator of Noble Trust Cornpany

--€+€

Glonn A, Ferlow, Liquidator

Mary A. Rodney, individrrallY

TI-TE MÍDUü4]ST TÍTI.,ST COMPANY,
ín its cet¡rrcit¡' ûs successor trustcô of'(tre Mary .4" Rodnry
Clìaritablc Rinl¿indcr U¡ritru.çt uncler. T¡'ust Agreentent dated .Iune 22,2002

Bv:
Print Narne:
I f.r:

T'IJE COMM.TINÍ]Y OF CI'R fST',

aka the Reotgattiz.ed Çburch of Jcsus Clrrjsu of Lsttcr Day fìaínts

llv;
l?rint
lls: /-¡

f )tCr.l/'CCó4 I tf,.l)lllo¡Jl I ?31ú. I $4ÐS;



l20l rù/aluut St, Suife 2900
Kansas City, MO 64106

Bxecu(ed as ofúhc date first set forl{r above.

Gle¡urA. Perlow
Bank Comlnissioner of tlre Sfate of New l{anrpshíre,
As l-iquidafo¡ of Noble Trust Contpany

ðrc'ur Â.ïäi:iöw, r-íäuiàutor 
'

lvlary A. Rodney, indiviclually

3y:
PrintNa¡áe:
[ts: (i,t

THE MID\ryESÎ TRUST COMPÁNY,
ìn Íts oa¡raoþ as successor truslee of lhe Mary A. lì.odney

Clr¿rita6le Remaindcl. [.I¡úl¡ust r¡nder lìust Agreement datccl June 22, 2002

4aru1 P,
Lalo "t-, Ì"-i'fr-
P.¡sr rl ¿nl'

.THE COMMUNTTY OF CHRIST
akaûre l{eorgnnizcd ChLu'r:h of Jcstrs Cluisl of Latlcl Day Saínts

T¿r'.

Prir¡f Nanre;
lts:
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'wo^., Z,/L*-
/-

MaryA.Roduc¡ , or**^{

TÍIE MIDWEST TRUST COMFANY,

in ifs cryaotty as ruóoôdsof tnrtoo ofttr'o rvfaqy A' Rodnry

chôrllBtlo Roñ.Êftdsr Unll¡uet tu¡dcr T¡ust AErcqnônt dÂtad 1we22,2002

By¡

IrlntNsnc:

ftal

TTTF COMMU¡ITY OF CTIRTST,

akÃ ûc n¡cgþ¡zod Ctrurth ofJo¡ue C,hrld of f.dcr Day 8c¡ÛH

By:

PrjntNsme:

Its;



EXHIBIT B



THE STATE OF NEV/ HAMPSHIRE

MERRIMACK, SS SUPERIOR COURT

Docket No. 08-E-0053

In the Matter of the Liquidation of
Noble Trust Company

ORDER APPROVING SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

Upon consideration of the Liquidator's Motion for Approval of Settlement Agreement

With Mary A. Rodney and Related Parties with Incorporated Supporting Memorandum dated

February 27 ,2014 (the "Motion") pursuant to which Glenn A. Perlow, Bank Commissioner for

the State of New Hampshire, in his capacity as Liquidator of Noble Trust Company (the

"Liquidator" and "Noble Trust," respectively), seeks approval of a Settlement Agreement by and

between the Liquidator and Mary A. Rodney ("Rodney"), the Community of Christ aka the

Reorganized Church of Jesus Christ of Latter Day Saints, a Missouri exempt religious

organization (the "Church") and The Midwest Trust Company ("Midwest") in its purported

capacity as successor trustee of the Mary A. Rodney Charitable Remainder Unitrust under Trust

Agreement dated June22,2002 (the "Settlement Agreement"); the Motion having been given

and served upon all creditors and other interested persons entitled thereto as evidenced by the

Certificate of Service submitted with respect to the Motion; this Court having reviewed the

Motion, the Afhdavit of Robert A. Fleury in Support of the Motion and the unredacted

Settlement Agreement f,rled under seal in accordance with this Court's Order Establishing

Settlement Agreement Review Procedures dated December 5,2012; there being no objections to

the Motion; and the Court being otherwise fully advised in the premises and having found that

the Settlement Agreement is an appropriate and prudent exercise of the Liquidator's judgment, is

[s0]25020 r ]



fair and reasonable and is in the best interests of this estate and its creditors; and, after due

deliberation and suff,icient cause appearing therefor; it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED THAT:

1. The Motion is granted and the Settlement Agreement is approved. The

Liquidator, Midwest in its capacity as Trustee, Rodney and the Church and all other parties are

authorized to take all steps and execute all documents necessary or convenient to consummate or

otherwise enter into the Settlement Agreement.

2. The Liquidator has given adequate and suffrcient notice of the relief requested in

the Motion to all parties entitled thereto and has complied with all applicable requirements of

due process with respect to the Motion and the relief requested therein.

3. Pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, the Proofs of Claim filed in the

Liquidation Proceeding by Midwest in its capacity as Trustee, Rodney and the Church are

assigned to the Liquidator.

4. The Liquidator is authorized to cause Noble Trust to resign as trustee of the Mary

A. Rodney Charitable Remainder Unitrust, subject and pursuant to the terms of the Settlement

Agreement.

So Ordered.

Dated: _,2014
Hon. Larry M. Smukler
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Christopher M. Candon, hereby certify that on February 27,2014, a copy of the

foregoing pleading was served by first class mail, postage prepaid on the parties listed below.l

Stephen A. Serfass, Esq.
Drinker Biddle & Reath LLP
One Logan Square, Ste. 2000
Philadelphia, PA 19103

David D. Cowan, CPA
920 Laguayra Dr., NE
Albuquerque, NM 87108

Thomas F.A. Hetherington, Esquire
Edison McDowell & Hetherington, LLP
Phoenix Tower
3200 Southwest Freeway, Suite 2920
Houston, TX 77027

John M. Sullivan, Esquire
Preti Flaherly Beliveau & Pachios LLP
PO Box 1318
Concord,NH 03302-1318

Bertrand A. Zalinsky, Esquire
Cronin & Bisson, P.C.
722 Chestnut Street
Manchester, NH 03104

Nathan R. Lander, Esquire
Proskauer Rose LLP
Eleven Times Square
(Eighth Avenue & 4lst Street)
New York, NY 10036-8299

Christopher C. Hagenow, Esquire
Hopper Blackwell, P.C.
I 1l Monument Circle, Suite 452
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

J. Christopher Marshall, Asst. Attorney General
NH Office of Attorney General
33 Capitol Street
Concord, NH 03301

Steven A. Solomon, Esquire
D'Amante Couser Pellerin & Associates PA
Nine Triangle Park Drive
Concord, NH 03301

Russell F. Hilliard, Esquire
Upton & Hatfield, LLP
159 Middle Street
Portsmouth, NH 03801

William S. Gannon, Esquire
William S. Gannon, PLLC
889 Elm St., 4tl'Floor
Manchester, NH 03101

Steven J. Lauwers, Esquire
Michael S. Lewis, Esquire
Rath Young and Pignatelli, P.C

One Capital Plaza
Concord, NH 03302-1500

Julie Connolly, Esquire
Julie Connolly Law PLLC
P.O. Box 665
Concord, NH 03302-0665

Mark M. Iba
Stinson Morrison Hecker LLP
1201 Walnut Street, Suite 2900
Kansas City, MO 64106

Midwest Trust Company
Attn.: LanaBritz
5901 College Blvd., Ste. 100

Overland Park, Kansas 66211 Christopher M. Candon

I Simultaneously herewith, the Liquidator has filed a Certificate of Service that evidences a broader service of the
pleading on claimants and other parties in interest.
{so325oo9 2)
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