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principalPER issue inCURIAM. The this divorce case is whether
probation department reportthe full of a reporttext aand of the
concerning custodydivision welfare childof and visitation should be

plaintiffturned to the Inover defendant. 1977 the forfiled a divorce
permittedbut the to visit their twodefendant minor children. Later
plaintiff rights,the refused defendant visitation and the court on

January 17,1978, Hampshireordered the New Division of Welfare to
investigation custodyconduct of hearingan and visitation. A full on

custodyboth issues ofthe divorce and the and visitation was held on
27,August (William Lovejoy,Master Esq.)1978. The E.

granted, permanent custodyrecommended that the divorce be that be
plaintiff,the thatawarded to and the visitation issue be referred to the

Department.Hampshire superiorNew The approvedProbation court
report permitthe later itmaster’s and amended to the defendant to

expirationvisit his children basis. toon a trial Prior the of the trial
visiting period, requested copies probationdefendant of the and

reports pursuant superiorwelfare division to (nowcourt rule 114 rule
112) provides part:which in
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actions, divorce,includingIn all libels for in acivil which
Court,report bya Officer has been orderedof Probation the

byreportthe will examined the Court at such inbe time the
proceedings proper,ofcourse the as the Court deems and

reportthe of the will be tosubstance revealed counsel for
bypartyeach at of suchthe time examination the Court.

party opportunityEach will be afforded a reasonable to
any any probationrebut inmaterial matters contained

report. may identityThe Court withhold the of the sources
reportof information which suchon is based.

Although reports providedthe full texts of the were not to the
defendant, givensummaries were to him. These included the

rights.recommendations that the defendant nohave visitation
exceptions requestDefendant’s to the denial of his for the full texts

relating byto DiClerico,and the order to visitation were transferred
J.

Yancey 197,Yancey,In v. (1979),119 N.H. 399 A.2d 975 this
discovery permittedcourt noted its liberal view of and access to letters

probation departmentin concerninga file a divorce case. In the
case,present lightin psychiatric histories,of the medical and the

reports providedofsummaries the to adequatelythe defendant
apprised position agencies,him of the of the two State as well ofas the
rationale for the recommended denial of visitation.

recognizes importanceThis rightscourt the parents,of the of
H., 713,v.State Robert N.H. A.2d 1387 (1978),118 393 rightsbut such

are not unlimited. The trial court has permanentlynot denied
rights;visitation rather it periodhas concluded that a trial uponbased

byterms and Hampshireconditions set the New Probation
Department must first run Onits course. the facts of this case such an

wasorder reasonable.
accordingly below, especiallyWe find no error keeping in mind the

best ofinterests the children. See Houde Beckmeyer,v. 719,116 N.H.
721, 504, (1976).366 A.2d 506

Exceptions overruled.


