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complain. v.position Stateto Seenothing, in noand he islost
(1977).57, 614Nichols, N.H. 369 A.2d117

petition denied.Plaintiff’s

Douglas, J., sit; others concurred.did not the
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orally,Giles, Portsmouth, by brief for theandF. ofGerald
plaintiff.

Dover,Parsons, Temple, B. Wil-Fisher, RonaldMoran & of and
(Mr. orally)loughby Willoughby for the defendant.

question in whether thethis divorce case isPee Thecueiam.
respect(Mullavey, J.) discretion toabused its withTrial Court

support.propertyof andthe distribution
hearing stenographic no re-no record withAfter a with and
findings having by defendant,quests been trial courtmade thefor

grounds of re-divorce on the irreconcilable differencesdecreed a
Custodymarriage. ofsulting in breakdown of thean irremediable

plaintiff and defendant was ordered toa child to thewas decreed
supportpay of child. wasper week for the Defendant also$35
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governmentexisting policyordered to maintain an life insurance
beneficiary. possessionfunds anthe child as Certain in ofwith

attorney deposited plaintiffin inwere ordered the name theof
byapprovedtrust for the child withdrawals confined towith those

the court.
consisting thirty-fourEeal of Miltonestate acres of land in

property defendant,$13,600 butvalued at deemed the sole ofwas
upon plain-partorit was ordered that sale either in whole in “the

paid gross proceeds.”tiff shall ofbe the25%

Economides, 191, 357v. N.H.Unlike Economides 116
(1976), findings.requests forA.2d 871 the defendant here nomade

position complain madeHe is therefore in no to that the court
showingnone. Defendant the burden of the orders werehas that

193,“improper Inand Id. at A.2d at the absenceunfair”. 357 872.
presume supportstranscript,of a usual to that the evidenceit is

by Seeley, 57,116 870the the court. v. N.H. 357 A.2daction State
(1976).

addition, however, in anthis case the affidavits showIn
perper plusforincome of week the defendantestimated $64$35

mortgage. appears living ex­month It that defendant’son a second
temporaryby thepenses provided his mother and that afterare

hearing thefor onreturned theorder he to Florida andwent
de­may trial court had evidence thatalso be that themerits. It

earning.capable earning he inof more than was factfendant was
regardsay its discretion withcannot the court abusedWe that

supportto the order.
property Theofsay was unfair.Nor we that the divisioncan

of child not unreason-trusteeship for the the was$10,000 benefit
years theconsidering age the was four andthe of childthatable

uncertainty offifty, the of other sourcesage of the anddefendant
pay torequiresupport. to him to overunreasonableNor was it

gross theproceeds the toplaintiff of of landone-fourth thethe
receivedprovide for the and whoplaintiff home childwho must a

alimony.no other

Exceptions overrules.


