
one of the justices was disqualified fromn acting byeaon of bias and interest.. .
* It appeared that a meeting Lad beeri called &v a district surveyor ta consider

the obstruction of a highiway by the defende àt, who had deposited a heap of
earth and rnanàire thereon. A justice of the peace, who Ivas also one of th-e
iritel ,y(,rs, moved a resolution calling on tne defendant LO remove the heap.
The defendant -not- having clone soi a summons was taken out againust-hi-ffi fr
depositing it on the highway and for failing ta reinove it after notice, The
justice who had moved. the resolution sat with another justice and adjudicated
on the surrmons, and they ri-.de an order directing the heap to be rernoved and
sold, and the proceeds applied to the repair of the highway. Mathew anid A. L.
Smiith, Jj., granteri the motion, holding chat the justice who had tnoved the
resolution was disqualified, bath on the ground that there was a reasonable sus-
picion of bias on his part, thouc'h th,-re might not have been bias in fact ; and
also on the ground of his having, as a ratepayer, a pecuniary interest ini the
rosuit of the summons.

PRoBATrs-Toaît WtLL-C0PY-GitA4T 0F PR0UATE.

In the goot;s of Leigh (r892), P. 82, one of the sons of the testator had applied
* for a copy of his will. After the copy had been made, hie snatched the original out

the hands of the persan in whose custody it was and tore it into pieces. Most of
the pieces were recovered and pasted together, but parts were rnissing. The
court held that the contents of the missing portioi.s might be supplied frorn the
copy, and that probate should be granted of the reniains of the original and the
copy.
r'ROBTE-W 1LL- -CONSTR UCTION - APPOINrTIE Nr OF XieCuroIs - LsG ilmATE AND ILLEGITMATIE

NEPHEWS C>FTHE SANIR NAXE-EXTRINSIC EVIDENCE.

In the goods of Ashton (1892), P. 83, a testatoi, by his wvill appointed four
executors, onie of whom wvas described as 'Imy nephew L-. A." It appeared
that there were two persons of that name, both nephews-one legitimate, the
other illegitimate. The testator also nominated as another of his execu-
tors «"my nephew E. A.," anad it appeared that he %vas his illegitimate
grand-nephew, being the son of his illegitimate nephew. Hie also described
als "my niece" a person %vho wvas his illegitimate niece. .Under these
circumnstances, jeune, J., held that as it appeared that the testator applied the
termns Ilnephew " and Ilniece " indiscriminately to his legîtimate and illegiti-
mate relatives, extrïnsic evidence was admissible ta show that the illegitimate

* nephew G. A. and flot the legitimate nephew wvas the person intended to be
nominated executor.

PltOlATE-Wlxt PltOVSD IN FOaRMON CO)UNTtY-Plto»ATE OF COMv

In te goods of Lemme (1892), P. 89, the will of a testator hsad been proved in
France and the original deposited with a notary whn, accordinig ta, French law.
was forbidden to allow it to be removed fromn hie custody. Und.er these circum-
stances, jeune, J., granited probate of a. copy. of the will properly p!oved to be,
such until such tirne as the original should b. brought in.*


