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Chief Justice J. A Turnage delivered the Opinion of the Court.

Shepherd Stainless, Inc., fabricated two batches of stainless
steel brackets for Kevin Richau, to be used by Richau in cabinets
he desi gned and nade for ganbling equi pnent. After a nonjury
trial, the District Court for the Thirteenth Judicial District,
Yel | owstone County, ruled that Ri chau owed Shepherd Stainless
$5,751 pursuant to two oral contracts between the parties. Richau
appeals. W affirm

The issues on appeal are: (1) whether the court erred in
finding that Shepherd Stainless billed R chau a reasonable anmount
for the first order of brackets: (2) whether the court erred in
assessing a value to the work done by Shepherd Stainless; and (3)
whet her the court erred in refusing to allow into evidence certain
testinony by R chau concerning the value of the work done by
Shepherd Stainl ess.

Stanl ey Swenson, the president and chief executive officer of
Shepherd Stainless, testified on behalf of the corporation at
trial. Hs testinony and the exhibits introduced by Sheperd
Stainless at trial support the District Court's findings that the
bill for the first order of brackets was reasonable and that the
value of the work done by Shepherd Stainless was $5, 751. Because
the District Court's findings are not clearly erroneous, they wll
not be disturbed on appeal. See Rule 52(a), MR Gv.P., and
Interstate Prod. Credit Ass'n v. DeSaye (1991), 250 Mount. 320, 322,
820 P.2d 1285, 1287.



Richau attenpted to testify about what other netal workers had
told him concerning the value of the netal work done by Shepherd
Steel. This offered testinony would clearly have been hearsay, and
was therefore inadm ssible under Rule 802, MR Evid.

We affirm the decision of the District Court.

Pursuant to Section |, Paragraph 3(c), Montana Suprene Court
1988 Internal Operating Rules, this decision shall not be cited as
precedent and shall be published by its filing as a public docunent
wth the Cerk of the Suprene Court and by a report of its result

to Montana Law Week, the State Reporter, and West Publi shing

Company.
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We concur:

Justices



