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The DiviSional Court were evidently not shocked by the
amount and I do not think it is a case in which we can
properly interfere.

In my opinion the appeal should be dismissed.

11ON. MR. JUSTicE, MEREDiTH :-This appeal really in-
'volves but the two questions; wliefher -there ought to be a
new trial on the ground of excessive damages, or upon the
ground of the birth and death of a child since the trial.

No objection w'as made at the trial or here, that the
damages were in any respect too ranch; the charge at the
trial was not et aIl ohjected to ini res-pect of anything said
in it on the question of damages,

And hax iug regard to ail the circuinstances of the case
1 ami unable to perceive how this Court can interfere on
the ground of ex~cessiv e damages: the case is in no0 sense
one in whieh, as to the ainount of the damnages, there is
sorne standard by wihthe jury ought to have îneasured
themi, and whîch they failedl to observe. According to the
filnding of the jury, the defend(ant waF guilty of an assauit,
of ai very violent, ind,eent and htrt fil] (,haracter, upon the

pani;and sui if is a case in which the jury miglit give
exeplav dmagsas wel as eompensatory (lamages. The

alfinounrt a\%ardled îuaY seeni large, but, wlhct ler ]css or cx cu
orif Ivas righlt aiid duty of tble jury fo assess them; a.

right an tituf wbiel li t Couris cauuot intcrfere with un-
less, generally' speîîkîng, it lias been îuisused or exereised
udr soiilniaterîal juistake.

ýNor can 1 iec liow this Court can xvell intcrfere on the
other gro-uad. What has liappcned is one of the things,
flic possibility of the happening of wbich, flic jury miglit,
and doubtless did take, into their consideration; and, beside
that, the thing wbich lias happened is nof one which neces-
sarily would lessen the antouint; indeed it inay very well be
that it wouldl have no sueli effeet.

1 ivould, therefore, dismiss the appeal.


