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pur-informalandthe briefargues becausethatdefendantThe
thethatparties statedtheagreement betweenand salechase

withoutis” conditionin “asautomobilepurchased theplaintiff
however,master, spe-Theprevail.plaintiff cannottheguarantee,

is’ condi-in an ‘asthe vehiclepurchase ofcifically thatfound “[t]he
good conditionincar wasthat therepresentationuponbasedtion

whichonthe considerationtowas fundamentalproperlyranand
added.)(Emphasispredicated.”wasthe sale

master,theofthe decisionsupportsbelowthe evidenceBecause
1-203;382-A:error, RSASeewe affirm.no otherwe findand

787,175-76, 788173, A.2d384Barrows, 118 N.H.McCarthy v.
(1978).

Affirmed.

CourtMilford District
No. 81-374

Bielagus & Martina

v.

Joseph C. Devine

2,April 1982

Bielagus Martina, (Richard Hubbard onof Amherst H. the&
orally), plaintiff.brief and for the

III,Wendell, Clark,(GrenvilleNix on theand of Manchester
orally),brief and for the defendant.

OpinionMemorandum

whether, byfoundasappeal isthisonly presented onThe issue
$1,000ofcourt, in the amountsatisfactionandan accordtrialthe
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disputedisposition of a lawas final a between firmreachedwas
concerning the firm’s feesclient the reasonableness of forand its

$1,000 byThe of the defendantrendered. sum tenderedservices
capri-partners neitherone of the wasafter a conversation with

arbitrary.patently nounreasonable and Because mean-cious nor
findings mayingful A.J.){Lynch,the bereview of hadCourt’s

transcript testimony,of the of the courtwithout a the order below
$1,000 summarilygiving plaintiff judgmentthe for is affirmed.

13(3),Sup. 15(3). of and costs toCt. Rs. The award interest theSee
plaintiff is vacated.

Affirmed, except as to interest
and costs.
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