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It might be remarked that. for some time after Order XI V. %vas

passed, a plaintiff desiring to take summary judgment proceedings
to enforce payment of a bili, note, or cheque, could proceed under
eitlîer that Order or the Acel of [855 ; but the alternative remedy

provided by the carlier Act %vas abolislied, owing to the incon-
vexîlence expcrienced in %vorking it mn %vith the Egshjudicature

.\ct ,sistern. '-

Order XIV., introduced ivith the intention of facilitating the
111gbi Court of Justice iii tie collection of debts in gencral (Ii)
and xîot, as the .Xct of 1833 proxided. debts due under bis of
exchiange and l)roinissory notes alune. bv. hasteingi the reinedy
andi preventing the accumulation of costs, 'l;, Was regarded bý-

J ~e.M. R. (j'. a.,esgnt to prevent "a inan cleariv eiltitled
to monev frum being tielayeti where there is no faîrly arguable
dufence to bc brouglit forw~arci andi Lord Ilathierly thus later
explained the Ortier 'k:-

-If a man really bas no tiefemice, it i-- better for hlmi, as weil as
i' cre(btors, andl for ail the palrties concerncd, that the inatter

sii(ulti he brou.ght to ani issue as, speedily as possible ;and,. there-
fore. there wvas a pi v~er givcn Mi cases in whicb plaintiffs inxa

tbînk tbey werecentitîcti to uise the power, by wbich, if it w~as a

rnatter in wbjlclî the debt w as cicar and timztxnct, andti which

iiotlingi, was neeed to bc saicl or dlone to satisfy- a ju dgt' that thiere
wxas no real tiefence to the action, recourse iibt be bati to an

immnediate jtignýiienit an(] to an linmmediate e.-ecuïtioni.'

kvnthough, as ahove shewn. Oirtler N IV. relieved a defendant
fromn sicb an omis as that imposeti upon Iiiîn hy the Act of 1855,
andi allowe%-d irin to appear as of right, witbout bcing requirc(l to

shiew that lie liai a defence tntil aftcr the plaintiff hati sworn that

there w~as none, it wvas, fromn the first, (Ijudiciall- regardeti as the
rcstilt of a verv strong pi ece of legisiation, invading a defendant's
comnon law righit to appear iii court andi defenti iniiself aigainst

the 1 laintiffs dlaimn.
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