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Macoul, Salem, byA. plaintiff.John of for thebrief

Troisi, Salem, byJ. of brief forJames the defendant.

OpinionMemorandum
J.,Superior acting{Gray, report Master,The Court on the of a

Nute,Stephanie grantedEsq.)T. a divorce and made orders award-
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ing support.property and The defendant claims that there was
findingto the court’s thatinsufficient evidence sustain the defend-

injured endangered reason,plaintiff’sant had the health and her
property supportthat the orders for division and wereand abuses of

discretion. We affirm.

injuring endangeringI. Divorce for health or reason under
458:7, require proof that theRSA V does not defendant’s conduct

onlyaverage person,would have affected an or reasonable but that
actuallyplaintiff’sthe health or reason was so affected. Robinson v.

600,Robinson, 610, 362, Although(1891).66 N.H. 23 A. 365 the
disputed,facts were there was evidence from which the master

marriageincould find that the course of the the defendant admitted
women, excessively,affairs with other drank and wasto domineer­

argumentative, verbally abusive, resultinging, plain­and all in the
counselling separa­need for to and after theirtiff’s from 1966 1968

findings.tion in 1980. This evidence sustains the

II. The defendant claims abuse of discretion in the award of
plaintiff.the whole interest in the marital house to the Because this

Hodgins Hodgins, 711,was decided before v.case 126 N.H. 497
(1985), required specificA.2d the trial court was not to make1187

findings justifying any unequal division, and the order will be sus­
equitableiftained it can be found on the total record. See Grand­

268, 1057,Grandmaison, 271,v.maison 119 N.H. 401 A.2d 1059
(1979).

Although furnishingsthe marital house and its were awarded to
plaintiff, purchased proceedsthe a mobile home with from the sale

acquired during marriageassetsof the was awarded to the defend-
car; stocks, bonds,party family savingsant. Each was awarded a all

accounts,checking pensionand and the defendant’s from his
employment, equally. plaintiff responsi-were divided The assumed

house,bility mortgage paymentsfor on the marital while the de-
responsibilityfendant assumed for all other debts.

distribution,inequalityEven if we assume in this there was
inequityno under circumstances of this case.the The trial court

ability support superiorfound that the defendant’s to himself was to
plaintiff’s ability; provide plain­the that there was need to for the

security, earning capacitytiff’s future due to her limited and lack of
benefits;retirement and that the defendant was at fault. Such cir­

justify unequal Hodgins, suprawillcumstances an distribution. at
714-15, no497 A.2d at 1189-90. There was abuse of discretion in
awarding plaintiff.the house to the
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weekly alimonyany in theabuse $75was thereIII. Nor
earningsgross ofhaddefendantthat theThere was evidenceaward.

poten­limitedhadweek, plaintiff earned andthe $160whilea$460
hearing liv­wasthe defendanttheAt time ofearn more. thetial to

expenses.joint Thetheirtocontributeding a woman whowith
alimony notaward was unreasonable.

providehethatFinally, contests the ordertheIV. defendant
annuity was underavailableannuity plaintiff. Thisto thea marital

As we readbenefits.retirementoptional form of the defendant’sone
abuseagreed provide There was norecord, to it.the defendantthe

orderingin it.of discretion

Affirmed.
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