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GagneRobert H.
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Decker, Fitzgerald P.A, (David& ofSessler Laconia R. onDecker
brief), by plaintiffs.the brief for the

Lord,Nighswander, KillKelley, (WalterMartin & of Laconia L.
brief), byMitchell on the brief for the defendant.

appeal, plaintiffs challengePer curiam. In this the the ade-
quacy damages Superiorof (Batchelder,which J.)the Court
awarded to them as a result of the defendant contractor’s tofailure

obligationsfulfill his purchase agreementunder a and sale entered
by parties.into the We find no error and affirm.

26,May 1977, plaintiffs purchasedOn the an unfinished house
purchasefrom the agreement obligateddefendant. The and sale

the defendant to finish the house and also to make certain
improvements property, includingto the landscaping. plain-The

substantiallytiffs moved into completed,the when it washouse but
disputes subsequently relating completionarose proj-to the of the
ect, plaintiffsand the Aprilcommenced this action in 1979.

During trial,lengthy plaintiffsa presented testimonythe much
contractors, landscapersfrom regardingand architects the front

backyard, swimming pool,and the Nonetheless,and the house.
completedafter the presentation evidence,defendant of his the

plaintiffs sought presentto regardingadditional evidence the
retaining judgewalls of the plaintiffs’house. The trial denied the
request presentto this opinionevidence because he ofwas the that
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duringtestimony presented plaintiffs’thehave beensuch should
case-in-chief.

plaintiffsAlthough net in excessthe awarded the a verdictcourt
$17,000, plaintiffs onruled the had not met their burdenof he that

damagesmany on those claims wheretheir claims. He awardedof
met, listing or itemshad been the unfinished defectivethe burden
by “generally”supported whichwere the evidence and werethat

the thebasis for court’s ultimate award.
inadequateplaintiffs inappeal, the claim that the award isOn

presented. They trialthe evidence also contend that theview of
refusing testimonyin theircourt erred to allow the rebuttal of

witness.

by plaintiffsof the are find­All issues raised the based on
ings rulings were within the discretion of court.and that the trial

of to aOur standard review is determine whether reasonable man
reached decision the basiscould have the same as the trial court on

Dane,Sargentof the evidence before it. Lake Ass’n v. 118 N.H.
720, 722, 559, (1978). per­393 A.2d 561 We hold that a reasonable

did,son could have decided as the trial court and affirmtherefore
findings.the court’strial

Affirmed.

Batchelder, J., participate.notdid
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