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grade enPloyed during those years in1 the like employmentwÎthin this province;" and that the damnages should, there-fore, have been assessed at $1,500.1 ain unable to agree with this contention. Aecordîngto the testùnony of the respondent, lie was earning $3.50 aday at the timne he was injured, and that appears to havebeen treated by everybody at the trial a8 a aufficient basisfor determining the alternative amount to whieh the c0m-pensation is lixnited by the Act, and rightly so, 1 think.because, ini the absence of evidence pointing te a differentconclusion, the jury miglit properly draw the inferencefri the fact that the respondent was being paid thatwage that the estimated earlings during the three years ofa person in the same grade, ernployed during thosc yearsiii the like employment wîthjn this province would be asuni rcpresened by $3.50 multiplied by the number of work-ing days in the three years.
I would dismiss the appeal with costs.

lIONý. MR. JUSTICE MAoiL&nnN, HON. MnE. JUSTICE MAGEEam nd MR. JUSTICE IIoDois, agreed.


