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Seavey v. Dennett.

horse,an actionIn for anegligently poisoning plaintiffthe is entitled to
the ofexpenserecover for the animalcaring itsduring sickness and the

cost of equallyanother serviceable.

Case, for the -horse.negligently poisoning Trialplaintiff’s
the court. The ofby for theexpense horse while it wascaring

sick and of useno to the was Theplaintiff $14.50. horse died,
itand will cost the to itplaintiff anotherreplace by$35 equally

serviceable, he could havenot sold his hoTse in thealthough
market which his afforded for more thanneighborhood $20.
There was for the for and thejudgment plaintiff $49.50, defend-
ant excepted.

Hollis for theSargent, Niles, plaintiff.

WilliamII. theSawyer, for defendant.

Young, J. are to theDamages given compensate injured
for his and;loss the measure ofparty his indamages any given

case is so much as will him allmoney for loss whichcompensate
results from the done him. v.directly Fay 53wrong Parker,

342; Grant,N. H. v. N. H.Hovey 52 581. The569, market
value of which have been is not thegoods destroyed measure

theof butinjured evidence beparty’s only to consid­damages,
“ered on that aforquestion; beparty may bygreatly injured

the loss of which he cannot sell.” v.Hovey Grant,goods supra.
the theCompensation rule,being plaintiff’s was forjudgment

the correct amount. It will take to him in asput$49.50 good
condition as he was thebefore was done; for hewrong paid

for care of the$14.50 horse when it was of no use himto
Putnam,v. N. H.58 and it will(Cornell cost him to534), $35

it another asreplace serviceable as the one heby lost.

Exception overruled.

didParsons, J., not sit: the others concurred.


