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Am.406, 41219-20,217, 408 (1943);Mass. 52 N.E.2d315
261-62,§§ (1968).and 266Indictments2dJur. Informations

overruled.Exceptions

All concurred.
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Lampron, for of the defen-discovery by depositionMotionJ.
injuries subsequentdant in for and thepersonalactions

Sawyerof R. and for of consortium arisingdeath Carl loss
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20, 1969. moved that the defendant be order-uary Plaintiff
relative to netproduce depositioned to at documents his

to which hequestionsworth and to as to the extentanswer
liabilityto in addition to his insur-might have assets reach

ofwhich has been disclosed to have a limitpolicyance
$25,000.00 of theexception grantingDefendant’s to the

Grant,bymotion was reserved and-transferred J.
issue, jurisdiction,The of inimpressionwhich is first this

injury wrongfulwhether a defendant-in a andpersonalis
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coverage.to to in of hisrespond a verdict excess insurance
bypurpose discovery,The of whether meansunderlying
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112,Cutter,the Accident&c. Co. v. 108 N.H.parties. Hartford

(1967).113, 173, object175 Another ofimportant229 A.2d
inprocedures, especially dayssuch these of crowded dock-
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181,R.R., 179,v. Boston Maine N.H.102supra; McDuffey
(1959); Green,606, M. Civil Procedure608 Basic152 A.2d

(1972).124
thatWe have held in the domain of financial disclosures
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a matterasreturns are notincome taxfederal privileged
of theto the claimsof are materiallaw when parties.they

205, 405 Dis­101 137 (1957).v. N.H.Currier A.2dCompany,
and other trans­to bank accountsof records pertainingcovery
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293,Co., 477 RSA(1965).106 N.H. 498:2-ation A.2d210
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”. ...in of the casethe settlement
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159, 161 Tenn.v. F.R.D. (E.D.Hillman(1927);261 29Penny,
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in v.an automobile accident. American Mut. Ins. Co. Chaput,
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F. 19 The a(D. Del. insurance is1967). specialSupp. policy

theasset obtained defendant for the purposeby particular
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the and eliminatesettlement toadjust plaintiff’s objective
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Richmond-from disclosure. v.See Helmsadvantages resulting
4Auth., 1971);(E.D.F.R.D. 530 Va.52Petersburg Turnpike

Moore, [18],Practice, at (2dFederal ed.26.01 26-44para.J.
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case, however,In the the ofdisclosure substantialpresent
theassets defendant not to a settlementis likelyby produce

him. which toto The benefit would result theadvantageous
the tofrom a disclosure decision settleplaintiff by facilitating
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All concurred.


