
v.Faulkner Jefts.N. 589H.]

Nashua.citydefendant town and the of Transferred as to the
question liability by Sawyer, J., September term, 1915,theof from

court, upon agreementsuperior an as toof the the facts and
ruling.awithout

Harry Greeley(by plaintiffs.P. brief and for theorally),

Hamblett, CobleighMarshall D. DoyleCharles J. and & Lucier
(Mr. Cobleigh orally), for the defendant.

IfParsons, plaintiffsC. J. the as of bridgeamembers com-
publicmittee can be officers cantheyconsidered recover only the

salary If, however, theyincident to the office. are to be considered
agents ofemployees they onlyor the can compen-town recover such

bysation has expressly implication agreedas the town or to pay.
propositions questionsBoth are of fact. In the absence of findinga

agreement plaintiffsor the uponfavorable to one of proposi-these
tions, shown,no isliability unnecessaryand it is to determine whether

plaintiffs publicthe employeeswere officers or mere of the town.

Judgment thefor defendant.
All concurred.

Cheshire,
April 4, 1916.

Philip H. Faulkner, Conservator, v. Frank H. Jefts.

Bill Equity,in groundto cancel on the of fraud a bydeed
which plaintiff’sthe conveyedward his farm to the defendant.
The court made a according prayerdecree to the of the bill. A

exceptionsbill of to this by Kivel,decree was J.,allowed at Aprilthe
term, 1915, superiorof the court.

John E. Allen, Charles H. Hersey, Philipand H. proFaulkner, se,
(Mr. Hersey orally), plaintiff.for the

Joseph (byMadden orally),brief and for the defendant.

Young, J. Instead of beingthere no evidence to sustain the
court’s finding, the that procuredtheconclusion deed was by fraud
is the only one that fairlycan be fromdrawn the evidence.
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it an of discretion tocontention that was abuseThe defendant’s
providing repaymentthe ofreconvey for whatorder him to without

findingis noequallyfarm without merit. Theregavehe for the is
farm; onlyand that he did is not thepaid anything for thethat he

fairly capable.isof the evidencewhichconclusion

Exception overruled.
All concurred.

Hillsborough,
May 2, 1916.

Doyle,J. Adm’r.Avery, Adm’r, v. JeremiahE.Elmer

Assumpsit. by Sawyer, J., September term,from theTransferred
court.superior1915, of the

Cobleigh, plaintiff.Marshall D. for theandHamblettJ.Charles

Burque,A. for the defendant.and HenriDoyle & Lucier

havinginquestion presented this case beenWalker, TheJ.
(see CummingsBrewster, 52 N. H. 52 also v.in Brewster v.decided

135), unnecessary.further isN. H. discussionFarnham, 75.

Exception overruled.
All concurred.

Hillsborough,
May 2, 1916.

F. Shea.Hancock v. Thomas

high-obstructing aEquity, to restrain the defendant frominBill
plaintiff.and the Transferredby court decree forTrialway.

by Branch, J.January term, 1915, superiorof the courtthefrom

Manning, plaintiff.for theWarren, Wilson &Jones,

Lucier, for the defendant.Doyle &


