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4Teetzel, J.] FR.ASER v. HAm. [Apri1 r8.
Prohibition-Division Court- Trial by jury-Caim u.nder $20-CoUnter

daim o'ver $20.

Plaintiff sued in a Division Court for $14s for rent; and defendant
besides filing a dispute notice counter claimed foi $6o damnages and asked
for a jury but the County Judge refused to place the case on the list for
trial by jury. On an application for prohibition,

Held, that the filing of the counter claim did r.ot entitie the defendant
to have the plaintiff's claim tried by a jury, but that section i6o of the
Division Court Act R.S.O. 1897, c. 157 did entitle hirn to, that right in
respect to his counter claimt: and proýhibition as to the latter was directed

* .to issue subject to the right of the judge to order that the counter dlai-M
be the subject of an independant action under Division Court Rule io8.

John Greer, for the motion. Fros, cnntra.

Idington, J.] BANK OF HAMILTON V. SCOTT. [MaY 4.

Judg-ment -,editor-Examination of judgment debor-Assignment for
benefit of creditor.

The fact that the judgment debtor made before judgment obtained
assignment for the benefit of his creditors, and was examined under

such assignment under the provisions of R.S.O. 1897, c- 147, does not
deprive a judgment creditor, after obtaining his judgment, of the right to
ex amine hirà under Con. Rule 900.

Rose, for pla'uitiff. Kilmer, for judgment debtor.

COUNTY COURT-LEEDS AND CRENVILLE.

REX V. %VENDLING.

Liquor License Att-Resolutions of License Commissioners- Unreasc.n.
ableness- Ultra vires.

H,,ld, that a resolution of License Commissioners against erecting or allowing
to remnain erected screens, blinds or other obstruction.% preventing a view of the
bar roomn fromn the public street, and imposîng a penalty of from $io to $50 for
every dav which it was allowed to rermain is ultra vires of the License Board,
inâsmnuch as the penalty was in exccss ol' the pawers af the License Board, and
beck. use it was unreasonable.

[Brockville, Jaly 28, 190.3. McDONALD, CO). J.

Appeal from a conviction made by joseph Deacon, Police Magistrate,
for the bown of Brockville, on June 30, 1903. The defendant was tried
for a 'Xeach of a resolution of the License Commissioners, providing that
"there shaîl be no secen, blind, unnecessary partition, or other obstruc-


