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highway," the onus of proving that the loss or daiage did
not arise through biîs negligence or iniproper eondutt,
and it may be difficuit, therefore, to direct that
judgment be entered for the defenidant; but, inin ' v olim-
ion, the defendant is entitledl to have the (idng f the
jury and the judginent enitered upon them ý,-t n-Ide nnd
to, a new ti jal, and the coSts of the Iast trial andii uf thei
appeal should be co-ts to the defundant in am.\vn of lie
action.

It is to be regretted that further li gito hould bce
necessarv where the arnount of the daiage isý s,> small. but
the questions involved are of, ver'. great importance 14) the
owners and usens of motor-cars, as well a, to the travelling
public, and it would, le a regrettable thing if the rIiht
of the owners and users of moto)r--arý, Nwhich have been
considerably restrieted by legîiiion, should lie furthiler
reistricted by the finding,& of juries basd iotponi an in-
partial consideration of the evidence, but infiueneed liv thi,
well known prejudices, espe«ially tof ilt f&'0111 cni
munity, and shared by persons who are not farn)ers, againast
such vehîcles.
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Jury Notîce-Strking out-Separafr SI'I'igs, for JurY and
Noin-jury Cases-Pracîice-Potier of Judigi, in hrbr
ta Strike out Ju>ry Notice -bef are ora-su~ f Faci
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Appeal by defendant MeNauglit f ront order of RiDDELLý,
J., ante 921, striking out defendants' jury notie.

F. Arnoldi, K.C., for defendant MeNaught.
J. Il. Mom, K.C., for plaintiff.
R. C. 11. Cassels, for third parties.

The judgment of the Court (BoYD, C., MAUGEZ, J.,
LÂTcHFponD, J.), was delîvered by

BOYD, C. :-This is a commuon law case, îu whiehi the
îssues to ho tried are of disputed but not very coumplicated


