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orally), for the State.general, brief andattorney on the

(Andrew M.Fitzpatrick, of LaconiaBruce L.Law Offices of
orally), for theFitzpatrickbrief and Mr.theonRichelson

defendant.
OpinionMemorandum

jury simple RSAby of assault underaconvictedwasDefendant
court, alleging the Trialthatappealed to thisHe has631:2-a.

to bepermitting a rebuttal witnessJ.) in(Mullavey, erredCourt
following close of his case.by theStatecalled the

stand, thewitness to thethe rebuttalcalledWhen the State
any grounds,specify nor did coun­objected did notbutdefendant

which, Supe­conjunctionin withSuperior Court Rule 70sel cite
put in addi­115, cannotprovides that the StateRulerior Court

by forresting except permission of the courtafterevidencetional
rebutting.”“strictlyonly if evidence isthe“good shown” andcause

713,376, 381-82,Chandler, 62 A. 714-15N.H.Jaques 73v.See
cause”).“good(construing(1905)
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This case provokedturned on whether the victim had the
defendant into an assault. The rebuttal witness countered defense
witnesses provoked.who had testified that Randall was We con­
clude that the trial court did not commit reversible error in not
having required proofan prioroffer of permit­from the State to
ting the rebuttal witness to be Thecalled. conduct of a trial is a

judge.matter within the discretion of the trial Jamestown Mut.
Meehan, 639, 641,Ins. v. 689,Co. 113 (1973).N.H. 312 A.2d 691

and,We find no accordingly,other error the isorder

Affirmed.
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