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OpinionMemorandum

partiesThe to this action Februarywere divorced in 1974. In
stipulation incorporated decree,accordance with a in plaintiffthe the

paywas ordered to perthe defendant supportweek for the of$100 the
children,four supportminor “said shall be agecontinued... until the

twenty-one.”of
In 1978 petitionLillian filed a support paymentsto increase the

alleging, alia,inter unilaterallythat Ronald paymentshad toreduced
per hearing,week. (NicholasAfter a$50 the Master Copadis, Esq.)G.

paymentsrecommended that perbe continued at week$100 but that
paymentof directly child,that be made college$25 to one a student

residing away from Ahome. decree was entered in accordance with
bythis Mullavey,recommendation J.

plaintiffThe then tomoved set aside the decree on the basis that
payments should be reduced because one of livingthe children with

self-supportinghis mother daughterwas and that a livinghad been
college.with him but was now in On recommendation,the master’s the

by Randall, J.,motion was denied who plaintiffstransferred the
exceptions.

The court rulingwas originalcorrect in that the decree did not
provide anyfor supportreduction in employmentdue to of a child

age twenty-one years.under the of beingThere transcriptno of the
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master, say anycannot that there was ofbefore the we abuseevidence
bypaymentsin the failure to reduce modification based ondiscretion

changed Cotter, 426,circumstances. Cotter v. 119 N.H. 402 A.2d 198
Greenglass(1979); Greenglass,v. 118 570,N.H. 391 A.2d 890

allegationsaccepting plaintiffsof(1978). as true the the motionEven
decree, compelled.would notto set aside the modification be

Exceptions overruled.
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