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Then as to the damnagea. While the plaintiff, who waa ai
one years old, realised a aliare out of ber husband's estate so<
by Li sudden death tlian would bave otherwise been thie (
there la nothing to suggest that, had h. lived out the all>
span, she would n<>t have reeîved as much or more, had
survived hum. She lias now te depend for lier living on
sahare, while, if lie had lived, she weuld have been entitlec
b. maintained býy him during his lifetime. lt la difflouit tc
a sim to represent lier actual peeuniary loss; but, I think, 1
ing regard te all the probabilities, $800 would Dot b. an
reasonable aimouint to allow hier.

The only child who can, 1 think, be considered to have sui
ed peeuniary loss tlirough the death of lier father, la the yoi
est daugliter, Charlotte Kelly, wlio lived at hiomie; and 1 t)
$300 a reasonable sum te allow lier.

The judgment, therefore, wiil lie for $1,100, appc>rtio
as above, and costs.
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Tr*.i-Fotpont,went-Cos.]-VIlotion by the. defeudani
postpone the. trial, on the ground of the. abuence of a necesiç
and material witnessî. The. 'Master was of opinion that the.

cumsanewjiutified a postponemnit; tlie plaintiff to have
cSts of the appication in any event. R. C. H. Cwasels, for

dfnats. J. A. Paterqon, K.C., for tiie plaintiff.
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