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THE VALUE oF CHILDREN—RECENT ENGLISH DECISIONS.

tual « Pecuniary injyries »
death of the infant mig
Possibly the Probabilities
the statute in this region
committed the formation o
jury upon whose discretion
tion is the maximum which, j
The discharge of such duty, expressly con-
fided to 2 jury by statute, necessarily, in a
case which presentg reasonable grounds of
Conjecture, involyes a wide discretion, and
unless the evidence shows a plain. error the
verdict cannot be disturbed.

Hetty Downie, a girl of the age of about
Seven years, was run over by the cars of the
New York And Harlam River Company,
killed. She lived with her mother,
trial anon—suit was asked for on the ground,
amongst others, “ that there was no proof of
any pecuniary or special damages sustained by
the plaintiff or by the next of kin.” The mo-
tion was overruled, and the plaintiff had a
verdict of $1,300, The Court of Appeal
said :—1It is not required, to sustain the ac-
tion, that there should be proof of actual
pecuniary loss. The damages are to be as-
sessed by the jury with reference to the pe-
Cuniary injuries sustained by the next of kin
in consequence of such death, T
the actual present loss which the
duces, and which could be proven, but pro-
spective losses also, They may compensate
for “pecuniary injuries,” present and pro-
spective.  Oldfield v. N. YV, ang HR., Ry,
14 N.Y. 310, In McGovern V. N.Y.C. and
HRR, 67N.Y. 417, the action being for
the death of 3 boy eight years of age and
the recovery, $, 500, the Court helq that
the jury could estimate the whole damages
sustained by the father from the death, as
well as those proceeding from, the loss of
services during minority as thege after, and
would not interfere,
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a father made no claim for the eviden®®
child’s future services, and gave 10 jury gave
to show his logs ; so, although thje ;th of b
him $1,800 therefor upon the N
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working mason, for injury resulting who b2
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been earning four shillings a weeks X

time of his death was out of employ';‘;:s A
jury found a verdict with Azo dart xcessive
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the cases in 7 P, . 61-102; an

1-229, still remain for review.
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our last number. In this case ab he ish®
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