
325

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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(DavidHollis, ofGottesman& Nashua M. Gottesmanon the brief
orally), plaintiff.and for the

attorneyGregory general (MarthaSmith, Gordon,H. V. assistant
attorney general, attorney,Barbadoro,the andon brief Paul
orally), the State.for

Hampton (WilfredP.A., Sanders,&Sanders McDermott of L.
brief), Center,Jr., Inc.,on the asthe for Seacoast Youth amicus

curiae.

interlocutoryBatchelder, J. We are asked in this transfer
ruling Hillsborough County Superior (Con-without from the Court

non-profitJ.) plaintiff, organization,tas, whether the a charitable
may, pursuant provisions 287-A,to RSA ch. athe of conduct raffle

prize pieceawhere the to be awarded is “condominiumor other of
attorney general’s plaintiffreal Theestate.” office advised the that

plaintiffraffle,the statute did not aauthorize such and the filed a
petition declaratory judgment. pertinentThefor section of the stat-

lottery buysparticipantinute defines a “raffle” as “a which each a
upput prizeticket anfor article or articles as a with the winner

being drawing.”bydetermined random 287-A:a RSA 11.
question legislatureThe isbefore us whether the intended the

phrase “article or articles” to real estate. We hold that itinclude
orwas not so intended and that a raffle of a condominium other

bypiece permitted would,of real is not that statute andestate
accordingly, lottery in ofbe an unlawful violation RSA 647:1.

development bylaw, estate,In the of the real virtue of its
unique specialcharacter, has been accorded estate,status. Real

inceptionfrom and before the Frauds,of the ofStatute has been
conveyed,mortgaged, inherited, and contracted for with consider­
ably formality personaltymore than the similar transfer of or

phrase encompasschattels. The “article or articles” does not real
anyestate in form. The word “article” has been toconstrued mean

tangible object” involving“some material or in a case the seizure
pinball Gayer App.of Whelan,machines. 255, 262,v. 59 Cal. 2d

(1943). interpreting763, anti-monopoly138 P.2d 767 In a case an
statute, a New courtYork determined that “article of commerce”

personalty realty.referred to and not to the ofsale Nasman v.
(Sup.York, 1944).181,Bank New 49 N.Y.S.2d 183 Ct.of

legislatureOur has determined “[w]ordsthat and
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according approvedphrases the commonandshall be construed to
language;usage phrases,of the but technical words and and such

meaningmay acquired peculiar appropriateas have a andothers
according pecu-law, to suchin shall be construed and understood

meaning.”appropriate Applying of21:2. this ruleliar and RSA
question negative.construction, inwe answer the transferred the

underlying givenstatute, 287-A,If the RSA ch. is to be a broader
meaning, legislation judicialit is a for than decision.matter rather

Remanded.

All concurred.
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by plaintiff.Churbuck, Nashua,Kenneth E. of brief for the
brief),Center,Nashua Law (Barbaraof Nashua B. Millar on the

by forbrief the defendant.
OpinionMemorandum

plaintiff, Rentals,The defendant,L & R sued the Matthew
Judge, moneyfor due on a contract to rent a motor vehicle. The
dispute chargewas fee,whether the insurance was a flat$5.50 as

daily plaintiff alleged.claimed, fee,the defendant or a as the After
judgment plaintiff,Paútelas, J.,a trial before was rendered for the

appealed.and the defendant


