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Re: Richard A. Bean, Jr.
NHID’s Objection to Respondent’s Motion for Appeal
Docket No.: INS No. 20-070-EP
Clerk Zalinskie,
Enclosed please find the New Hampshire Insurance Department’s Objection to
Respondent’s Motion for Appeal for filing in the above referenced matter.
Sincerely,

/s/ Joshua Hilliard

Joshua S. Hilliard, Esq.
Enforcement Counsel
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In Re: Richard A. Bean Jr.
Docket No.: Ins. No. 20-070-EP

New Hampshire Insurance Department’s
Objection to Respondent’s Motion for Appeal
The New Hampshire Insurance Department (NHID), by and through its counsel,

objects to the Respondent’s Motion for Appeal and requests that the Commissioner

deny it, and in support thereof states as follows:

=

On July 15, 2021, Respondent filed a Motion for Appeal.

Though titled a Motion for Appeal, the NHID assumes Respondent has in fact
filed a Motion for Rehearing of the Commissioner’s June 15, 2021 decisionin this
matter, given the strictures of RSA 541 and relief requested: an appearance before
the Commissioner to argue his case.

NH RSA 541:4 requires that a petitioner “shall set forth fully every ground upon
which it is claimed that the decision or order complained of is unlawful or
unreasonable.” [emphasis added]

Respondent has not provided the Commissioner any evidence to suggest that the
decision was unlawful or unreasonable. To the contrary, Respondent has only
argued that he has additional information to provide to the Department and that
he does not agree with the penalty assessed due to his misconduct. Neither

argument supports a finding of unlawfulness or unreasonableness in the June 15,

2021 decision.






