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Rockingham,
No. 4910.

Anthony Castriano Antoinettev. Gelardi.

8,Submitted November 1961.

30, 1961.Decided November

John B. Ford the plaintiff,for furnished no brief.

FlynnFuller, & Riordan for the defendant, furnished no brief.

Lampron, The partnershipJ. assets of the consisted of motela
which eventually purchasedwas plaintifftheby from the receiver

$33,000for plusin extinguishmentcash the of a claim someof
$6,000. The amount of receivershipassets and liabilities in the
does appearnot in record. An approximationthe bethereof can
gathered from a statement to the byCourt one theof counsel that
if the motel had been sold for “then$26,000 figurethe here instead

$6,000of remainingnow in the handsReceiver’s would shownhave
a deficit, on the figurebecause there been$26,000of would have
no paidwithmoney which to have evenprobably the administration
expenses.”

regardsAs the latter expenses, was theoppositionthere no to
payment of $1,000a fee of to counsel for the receiver. Nor was

objectionthere the repaymentto byof cash disbursements made
the receiver in the amount $459.08.of The receiver’s fordemand
a fee of $1,650 for his objectedservices by plaintiff.was to

The a realreceiver, estate broker, testified relative histo
services as Hefollows: took completea inventory of the physical
plant personaland the property of the motel. He endeavored
through advertising and by disposetosublisting the property.of
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tookadvertising, hecontacts, plusbusinessThrough generalhis
aconductedHetimes.motel at varioustheparties tonumerous

Hebidders.producetowhich failedpremiseson thepublic auction
through$25,100 andofpropertythefora first offerobtained

$33,000.ofcash offerreceived ahenegotiationslater
for thecommissioncustomarythethatfurther testifiedHe

creditors“All theprice.salegrosstheis ofdisposal of a motel 10%
everdayathinkI don’tconstantly.mecallingpeople wereand

numerousI hadcreditor.somebyI calledbut what wasbywent
involved owedpartiesthethat allrelative to the factletters

he wasfor whichmoney,of his ownHe somemoney.” advanced
property.theeventual sale ofreimbursed, promote theto

ofequal tothe receiver an amountTrial Court allowedThe 5%
he hadexpenses for whichforprice $33,000 $100of lessthe sale

realabybe assumednormally wouldreimbursed and whichbeen
estate broker.

awith soundkind is vestedSuperior Court in a case of thisThe
a receiver.compensationthe offixingin the ofdiscretion amount
OrdinarilyI. 291.Teaming Co., 71 R.v. ProvidenceWoodward

per­compensation for authorized servicesa is entitled toreceiver
Am.45the reasonable value thereof.by byhim measuredformed

13, 34, pp.s.p. 223; A. L. R. 2dJur., Receivers, 288,s. See Annot. 56
question of fact. JacobsWhat and reasonable is a103-107. is fair

-Ringling Bailey Shows,Brothers & 141 Conn. 86. Suchv. Barnum
ifappealfinding Superiorthe Court not be reversed onbya will

Traders &supportthere is evidence to it. Commonwealth v.
Bank, 526,Mechanics 268 Pa. 528.

byThe different factors enter in this determination thewhich
Superior Court are enumerated in the Jacobs case cited.above
Among experiencethem the theknowledge receiver,are and theof
time work, paid compensationdevoted to his and the asamount for

Consideringservices. the fact that the receiversimilar was a
real broker, paidestate the fees for such in theordinarily work
area, the efforts which the receiver thecontributed toward ultimate
result obtained, we are unable sayto that the fee awarded him
was excessive and unreasonable and that its allowance was an
abuse of discretion theby Superior Court. Woodward v. Providence
Teaming supra.Co.,

Exception overruled.

All concurred.


