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the fouodation of the claim and expectation of profit, so far M Mtf
detail offered has a legal tendency to support such claim."

Sutherland on Damages, Vol. 1, p. 141.

Tortious Interferenca with Business.—^"In action for torts, injtt*

tion to hadnem, the extent of the Iom ki provable by Hie bum
testimony, and recovery may be had for such as is proved with

reasonable certainty; it is enough to show what the profita would
probably have been. Certainty ia very deainble in eatiaMting dam*
ages in all cases; and where, from the nature and circumstances ni
tlie case, a rule can be discovered by which adequate compensation

can be accurately measured, it should be applied to actions of tort,

i* well as to those upon contract. The law, however, does not

require impossibilities, and cannot, therefore, demand a higher

degree of certainty than the nature of the case admits. If a regular

and estsbliriied businew ia wrongfully intermpted, ^e damage
thereto can be shown by proving nsnal profits, for a reasonable time

anterior to the wrong complained of. But it is otherwise where the

bnaineea to rabjeet to the eontingeneiea of weatiier, brealownii de>

lays, etc. There is no good reason for requiring any higher degree

of certainty in respect to the amount of damages than in respect to

any other braneh of the eauBe. Stakm ne idlowed to aet npra inreb-

able and inferential as well as direct and positive proof. And when
from the nature of the case iHe amount* of the damages cannot be

ealraiated with eaUiaty, or only a part at them ean be ao eBtI>

BMrted, no ob^etlon is perceived to placing before the jury all the

fteta and eireumstances of the ease having any tendency to show
damages, or their probable amount, so as to enable them to make

most intelligible and accurate estimate which the nature of tho

case will permit. This should, of course, be done with such instruc-

tions and advice from the court as the circumstances may require,

and m may tend to {wevMit tte allowance of such damages as may
be merely possible, or too remote, or fanciful in th-'ir character to

be safely considered as the result of the injury."

Ibid, s. 70.

Again: "The fact that the value of a contract, or the advan-

tage to be derived from it, is contingent—that is, that the expected

advantage depends on the concurrence of circumstances subee-

quently to tran-spire, anu which may by possibility not happen, to.

not an insuperable objection to recoverins^ of damages from such ft

loss. The chance, so to speak, of obtaining that advantage by per-

formance of the contract, and the conjuntrtion of the necessary


