
XJJEL }' LJMITfED v. DREDGE.

ieit a joint aiid several elaim. Set Ilolmested's Judivaturv
et,' 4th ed., p. 878. Appeal dismissed with costs; in the cause
the plIaintiffs in any eveiit. J. A. McEvoy, for the defendants.

La Lawr, for the plaintiffs,

J.F:L, s LiMITED V. I>REDUE:- DREIXiE v. NEEiX 's MiE
BRITTON, J., lIN CHAMBERS-DEC. 2.

Jttry Notice-Mlotjon to Sirike out - Pouwerx of Judge in
hambers-Discretîqn..Rule 3 9 8.1-Motion by Neely 's Limited
i eaeh case to strike out the jury notice served by Dredge.
lie Iearned Judgc said that the application was made ta hirn
i a Judge in C'hambhers to strike out the jury notice. Riih'
M8 puts upon sueh a 'Judge the responsibility of saying how.
L his opinion, the case sh ould be tried; and, in the opinion

the learned Judge, these eases should bc tried withôtut a jury.
Mile the Rule compels the Judge in Chambers totake the re-
)on.ibility and decide, his decision iii no way- prevents the
-ial Judge from disregarding the order of the Judge in Chain-
,rs. The trial Judgc may direct a trial by jury, aithougli the
i)tie- has been struek out, or he mav strike out the notice, al-
iough the Judge in Chambers has refused to, do so. The anppli-
ints relied upon Rule 258, as well as upon Rule 398; but the
arned Judge acted undev Rule 398. He referI±ed to Gerbracht
Bingbam (1912). 4 O.W.N. 117, as expresslv in point, and

nding upon him. Order made strikîng out the jury notice
ieaeh case; costs to be costs in the cause. J1. W. Piekiup, for.

le applicants. G. T. WRlsh, for Dredge-


