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The defendant argues that because the brief and informal pur-
chase and sale agreement between the parties stated that the
plaintiff purchased the automobile in “as is” condition without
guarantee, the plaintiff cannot prevail. The master, however, spe-
cifically found that “[t]he purchase of the vehicle in an ‘as is’ condi-
tion based upon representation that the car was in good condition
and ran properly was fundamental to the consideration on which
the sale was predicated.” (Emphasis added.)

Because the evidence below supports the decision of the master,
and we find no other error, we affirm. See RSA 382-A:1-2083;
MeCarthy v. Barrows, 118 N.H. 178, 175-76, 384 A.2d 787, 788
(1978).

Affirmed.
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MEMORANDUM OPINION

The only issue presented on this appeal is whether, as found by
the trial court, an accord and satisfaction in the amount of $1,000
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was reached as final disposition of a dispute between a law firm
and its client concerning the reasonableness of the firm’s fees for
services rendered. The sum of $1,000 tendered by the defendant
after a conversation with one of the partners was neither capri-
cious nor patently unreasonable and arbitrary. Because no mean-
ingful review of the Court’s (Lynch, A.J.) findings may be had
without a transeript of the testimony, the order of the court below
giving the plaintiff judgment for $1,000 is summarily affirmed.
See Sup. Ct. Rs. 13(8), 15(3). The award of interest and costs to the
plaintiff is vacated.

Affirmed, except as to interest
and costs.
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