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equal wages.” Hallahan v. Riley, 94 N. H., 48, 51. The purpose of
the Unemployment Compensation Act is to relieve involuntary
unemployment and it is not designed to cover all cases of unem-
ployment which may be due to personal and domestic difficulties.

Ezxceptions sustained.

All concurred.

Rockingham, }
Mar. 3, 1953, { VO 4167.

KaraLeeN F. STARKEY

V.

‘WarTer R. HARVEY & a.

William H. Sleeper and Wayne J. Mullavey (Mr. Mullavey
orally), for the plaintiff.
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Hughes & Burns and Robert E. Hinchey (Mr. Hinchey orally),
for the defendants.

Per curiam. This case is governed by Dame v. Company, 95
N. H. 125, and Vidal v. Errol, 8 N. H. 585. The right to take
depositions is a right granted by statute. R. L., ¢. 393. Where this
gtatute is silent on questions of procedure and precedencés in the
taking of depositions, it has long been recognized that the Trial
Court has authority, in relation to cases pending before it, to make
such orders as justice may require. LaCoss v. Lebanon, 78 N. H.
413, 417, and cases cited. Neither the fact that the plaintiff was the
first party to give notice of the taking of depositions nor the
pendency of the defendant’s petition to enjoin the taking of his
own deposition indicate any abuse of diseretion in the Trial Court’s
denial of the plaintiff’s petition and the order is

Ezxception overruled.

Hillsborough,
Mar. 3, 1953. } No. 4168,

Tuae Diamonp Marcu Co. v. Josgpr O. Hosss TrusT & «.




