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tion might be a matter to be considered by the jury with relation
to the proper measure of damages®.

9, Loss of profits sacrificed when plaintift accepted employment from
defendant.—A person who gives up profitable employment and
devotes himself to an agency may, in case of the employer's
failure to perform stipulations necessary to enable him to sue-
ceed therein, recover as part of his damages the profits of his
former employment which were lost by withdrawing from it

10. Value of plaintif’s inventions. _(n the ground that, except
in so far as he may by special stipulations have provided for
certain contingencies, a servant is not entitled to recover any-
thing more for a wrongful dismissal than the actual damages
regulting from his not being allowed to continue working at the
price agreed, it has been held thit the damages for the master’s
breach of & contract, assigning letters patent, and providing
for the employment of the assignor by the assignes for a defi-
nite period, at a compensation consisting in part of shaves of
capital stock of the assignee, to be delivered at the end of the
term of employment if the assignor shall fulfil his part of the
contract, do not inelude either the value of the patents at the
time of the assignment, or the loss resulting from being deprived
of the opportunity to develop the patents and thus inerease the
value of his stock i

charge to prove expenses in endeavouring to obtain other employment. in
order to lessen or absorb n set-off elaimed by the defendant for the profits
or wages made in other employment during the time he had contractel to
serve his employer, was, even if erroneous. pot a ground for veversal, where
the trial judge had as to the econdition upen whieh the verdiet should be
allowed to stand, required the plaintiff to remit the amount against which
the expenses had been set off,

1 Blueood v, Liverpuol, ete., Sve. (1880) 42 TLT.N.S. 604,

V Mylert v, Gas Consumers Ben, Co. {(Sup. Ct. 1890) 20 Abh. N, Cas,
262, 14 N.Y, Supp, 148,

L C'rescent Hovseshoe & 1. Co. v. Fynon {1807) 27 8.E. 935, 05 Va, 151,
{evidence ns to value of patents, held to be ineomnpetent). Discusaing the
competence of certain ovidenee offered az to the value of the patents nt the
time the defendant in error assigned them. and as to what provision in the




