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Crown-Adrninùtration- Will-Probate-R.S.O. c.59.

Wheii a person possessed of real and personal estate dits leaving ne
known relatives within the province, the Attorney-General, on behalf of lier
Majesty, may maintain an action to set amide letters probate of that person's

tainee, by a separate proceeding. sol ec>
Such an action under the statute, R.S.O. c. 59, is flot for the purpose of

esceatngbut to pratect the property for the benefit of those who rnay be

SOre<BERGER V. CANADIAN PACIFic R. W. Co.

Evidei*ce-Negligence-Bodily injuries..-Exhibition to jury-Surial lesti-
mony-!nflammaoky addrers té jury-Absence of objection ai trial-
Excessive damages.
In an action by two plaintiffi for damages for injuries sustained by them

owing te the alleged negligence of the defendants, the jury awarded anc
56,5co, and the other $500.

Held,, that it was within the discretion of the trial Judge to allow a
plaintiff ta exhibit te tht jury his injurtd limb for the purpose of having the
nature and extent of the damnage explained ta the jury.

Review cf American authorities on this subject.
Held, also, that the trial Judge was right in rejecting evidence offered in

regard ta anothcr man whose leg had been injured. It was asked that this
xnight be exhibited on the part of the defendants as a sort of offset te the
other; but tht trial Judge refused ta let thîs be dont unlcss cenipetent cvi-
dence was forthcomîng te explain tht nature of the injury which that man's
leg had sustained ; and in this he wvas right, if indeed the evidence was admis.
sible urÂder any circunistances.


