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,kolî, the damages, if any, should be for the result of an ordinary cold.
if the plaintiff contracted a cold in February, 1892, the defendants would only
be liable for the direct and imiediate resuits of that cold. If, after taking
such a cold, a maxn should go orndm contract other colds and sbould continue
to go on so that the resuits 'wz . e a great loas to him, the defendants would
not be liable to the full extent of that loss, and if plaintiff was in such a state
of health tl.at he could flot travel without taking cold, the defendants arc flot
liable.

Verdict for defendants.
Qutgley, Q.C., and D. Mu/lin, for plaintiff.
H. H. tWcLean, for defendants.

DIVORCE COURT.

VNWRCURRIE V, CURRIE. [Nov. 21, 1896.

Alimtony ;6endente lite-Jurisdition-A mndment.

The plaintiff denied the right of the defendant to either suit-money or
alimony pendente lite, on the ground that the reasons for fornierly granting
such allowances no longer exist, owing to the passing Of 58 Vict., c. 24, and
that the plaintiff is flot in a position to do more than support himself and
child.

VAN WART, J.-l do flot know of any case since the Court of Divorce
and Matrimonial Causes wvas established in this province, in which the right of
the wife to alimony pendente lite or suit-money bas been disputed. The
question seemas to have been sinîply as to the amnount to be allowed.

.The Court was established by Act 23 Vict,, C. 27, in substitution for the
Court of C-overnior-in-Council," establisbed by 31 Geo. 111., c. 5. Section io

of the first named Act provides that :" The practice and proceedings of the
said court shaîl be conformiable as near as mnay be tu the practice of the
Ecclesiastical Court in England prior to the Act of Parliarwent miade ani
passed in 1857, intituled 'An A' to amend the law relxiting to Divorce and
Matrimonial Causes in England,' subject, however, to the provisions of this
ýcst, and the existing rules, orders and practice as now established iii the

Court of Governor and Council in this province." This section is substan-
tially re-enxwted by Con. Stat., c. 50, s. 3, and in the law now existing in Élis
province.

Then what weas the practice in proceedings for divorce ini the Eccclesi-
astical Court in reference to suit-nioney and alimony pendente lite prior to
1857t at which date the Ecclesiastical Court ceased to bave jurisdiction in
divorce miatters P

lIn Rice v. Sh»herd, 12 C.B. N.S., 332, Erle. C.J., says the wire pledges
ber husband's credit at the beginning of thie suit, and 1 sec notbing in the
practice of the Divorce Court to take away rixe wifels comnion law right. l'be


