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The defendant’s contention that it was an abuse of discretion to
order him to reconvey without providing for the repayment of what
he gave for the farm is equally without merit. There is no finding
that he paid anything for the farm; and that he did is not the only
conclusion of which the evidence is fairly capable.

Exception overruled.
All concurred.
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Warker, J. The question presented in this case having been
decided in Brewster v. Brewster; 52 N. H. 52 (see also Cummings v.
Farnhdm, 75.N. H. 135), further discussion is unnecessary.

Eaxception overruled.
All concurred.
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