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st, for the plaintiff.
%derson, for Jane Scarlett.

:—There are expenses in connection with obtain-
‘administration and the funeral. I am not in-
hether the deceased left any estate. For three
Ore before her husband’s death the plaintiff was liv-
m him and supporting herself. The husband,
, lived with his mother, Jane Scarlett, and paid
The plaintiff did not release her husband from

recoverable in the action are to he ‘‘pro-
° Injury resulting from the death’’ to the per-
S€c. 4; and the appointment, when it comes to
hb‘}lPOn any analogy to the Statute of Distri-
in Sanderson v. Sanderson (1877), 36 L.T.
Proportion to the damages sustained by each
a share: Bulmer v. Bulmer (1883), 25 Ch.
urkholder v. Grand Trunk R.W. Co. (1903),

widow was separated from her husband
ent recovery or shift the basis of appor-
_American cases cited in Sedgwick on
121; nor would it appear, on principle,
, lnnxas he continued liable for her sup-
‘the wife continued entitled, the husband
mother’s support only out of the sur-
other 1ncome after supporting and main-
,Suon 1s not so much what was being
the wife and mother would relatively
the deceased had continued to live.
,,_,‘tﬁq,hmband and wife were separ-
' has the strongest legal claim.
Mﬂl.ﬂ,nhintiﬂ’s costs of the action,
» Over and above the $100 received
s of both parties of this applica-
the $1,000; and that, after pro-
of the said $1,000 shall be
e and the said Jane Searlett.
; - see that the expenses above
if the plaintiff has had to bear
‘:"v'm to before the order



