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Perley Roberts.v. Frank W.Edith F.

pro orally).(byse brief andPerley,Edith F.

orally), for the defendant.Rogers (by brief andN.William

theheardof the master whoUpon recommendationPage, J.
dismissedbillcase, Superior Court ordered theof the themerits

admittedlywas unconditional.The order as to costscosts.without
mindinor court hadpartiesthe theappearnot that eitherIt does
if sheprior costsplaintiff should sufferthat theimplied conditionan

right appealto to this court.hershould exercise
exceptionsuponbrought the case hereplaintiff subsequentlyThe

exceptions were overruled.and thoseon the merits,to the decree
Superior Courtmoved inthe defendantN. H. 254. Thereafter91

bethe defendantmodified and thatorder of “no costs” bethat the
granted,wasprior to decree. This motioncollect his costsallowed to

plaintiff excepted.and the
costsmodify order forto thecourt had discretionIf the trial

be becauseCorporation, 502),N. H. it must(Redlon Company v. 91
inrecitalonly suggested is theshown. The causegood cause was

plaintiffsaidrecord shows thatof the motion that “thepreamblethe
Court, transferredby the order of said butcontent to abidewas not

thereby the de-Court, puttingexceptions Supremeto thecertain
serve, sincenotexpense.”and That willcostsfendant to further

legalexercising herpenalize plaintiff forwould thea “cause”such
notwasConsequently the order of modificationright appeal.of

of the court.within the sound discretion
Exception sustained.

concurred.Burque, J., did not sit: the others


