
TNONTARIO WýEEKLY NOTES.

ob)ligation,. which lie would have toit bound(l to implemout, go
fialr ît, 1w "'. %,i e,\ ueil Ihli 1mil cai irw, as it prohlaly w0u Id
uPon h1s1f lIIr' rtirrnut Ili the mleantixne the younig mlan's

on flie ether liaid, seo wouldf the immiinence of thle timie at which
hie m-oiild p)r(iobl ave mariiriedi, andl thereby educed if neot

Letoyd is ability% fuirtberi te) help) bis paret-lt. Th Ielow-
ever, wvru matteiirs for- thev eoiiideiaiuno of [lt jury, who, taking
into aicoutit ail thic unicertkiiiio lauîd continigencies of thle essoý,
were to eay1I hIow multch, if ayiguîgtraoal ndrali
the ru rs>ne (f thep lase ihae- ben expectedi by' the parents

fri1 thil. 1outy o ti lwvir soln, Irif tl iIfe haId continueld. But to

revrall auy c-iirrurestlîces, und1(er the, Act. em to b.
gressll Misiv on narned ued nte wouldl ho in-

dlned Io thlink toi tilt reýuit that the! jury' totally ilisaplpre..
honded4ý( wliit they hadf to trywbc wals net tI lue of the
lite- undervi thet stitlitie, belwht if auyi, puiayinterest tlit
parents haid iii thel lite., wbIichi at UIle beest muelit hiave a cernl-
paratively vsmlll surit,

Ili $tephenkýs v. Toene . W. (V, Il 0. Ll? . 19, a case
which-l iii its tacts vasq stronger for dhe plaintif,. tlieý Court re-

dluvcd rdi of $2,)oQ te $500f, whidh was alcuepted rather
tliaii the. lterna:tive, ut a iiew% trial. And ]in Atchison v. Grand
'Prunk R.ý W.V C'o_ i (. L. R, 168S, tlle jury in thie case of a
lrakesnîaui awarde vu $-500, whichl was4 collplainied of asý ex-

eiebut 1up01-14 il] tilis Cor.For. other ase iniwhc the
'o ilrt basit, n rtf.r foeri 4 w ithI th e iverd 1ictscf jiir i e in clase., ot this

nalture, sc Rvinwîck v. Calt, retnani Iepe Street R. W.
Ce. iO.le . , atl p. 168: iaud the lit mighit be( greatly e.

tdefor the qui-stion is unle cenistaiitly al-irîsn«
Thierv shlotildtefr, in Ilny opinlion, be al rew asse5syment,
dueiti parties4 conlsent te a judIgment for, al .'mlIler aura, which

sbld ilet, 1 tiin, exceued thie aiiount i wIehl this Court ar-
rlived in thev SteýpIlens case., If siwh reduction iz agec pon,

1l". RpplwL wvoild.l as ini that csbe dliçimissed( with costa;- but,

if uto)t, hIe nevw triaIl weould prometd, aile tev coMts of tlle former

trille 1, st, in, the case, ande the eo4te cof tis appeal te) the de-
fenTdanIts il iTi n evelit.

Mes,c -1-.. gave reasong ini writing for the saine roneui-

jsioti.

MACLAR j J. qlase ceoncurred.


