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o:-f the paymen flth &10i.$s, rnô~nwnIçtb0 p1tif ts hIp n~ok

tii naurecf ii.acton aste . ~terine bytic. articualea, and front

them it Appeart thti a ntradnth otact ; and, as the suin

sought to be recovered exccoeded Sao, cubher pai'ty was entitled under a. 154 to
reqtlire a jury.

And the County Judge having &et aside the defendants' notice requiring a

jury, an order was made prohibiting him from proceeding i or trying the

action.
W E. Middiston for the. plaintiffs.
W R. Blake for the defendants.

Ckaiicery Division.

Div'l Court.] THIs QuEEN v. GILES. [Dec. 2o, 1894.

Criminal case reserved-Siaement of case by Caunty judgqe.

This wam a case reserved by the. judge of the County of Peel for the opinion
of tic Divisional Court of the Chancery Division.

The case vrai as follows :
IlThe. defendant was tried beftre me in the above court on the x 2th day of

October and gth day of November, 1894, upon a charge cf keeping a dîaorderly
house, to wit, a commen betting bouse, in the. village of Port Credit, in the.
said county, on the. 25th day of Juiy, 1894, withuin tie mreaning cf as. 197 and
198 of the. Crimînal Code, 1892. Tihe facts appear by the evidence taken at
the. trial, and upon the. commission issueti herein ; the whole of such evidence,
with the. exhibits, are attaciied, and form part of the case. Upon such evi.
dence 1 convicted the defendant of the offen<ct - charged, and reserved, a came
for the opinion cf the Court of Appeal, beltig the Chancery Division cf the
High Court cf Justice. The question for the. opinion cf the. court is as follows
Having regard te the evidence and tiie provisions of tiie said setions, anti
aima the. provisions cf S. 204 cf the aaid Code, ought thedefendant te have
been convicted? My Judgment herein is attached hereto for the information
cf the court."

The. case came before the Chancellor and Ferguson and Meredith,JJ
B. B. Oier, Q.C., for the defendant, moved for the judgment cf thc court

on the. case.
. R. Cartwright, Q.C., for the. Crown.

THs CHANCELLOR : I notice that the. Judge bas net founti the. facts, and
ha. ntit stat.d the. question of law intended to b, rcserved for tiie opinion of
this court. H *e refera te ail thc cvidencc adduced, whlch wôuld necessltate Our
paamlr1g, net only upon the law, but aic~ on the facta.

Osier, Q.C. . The case ls framed in ac,"Ordaace with that in ,RI. v. Smiiey,
22 O.R. 686. The. facts are net in dispute, and thc question is really siniply a
question cf law ariting tapon Ë. 2o4 of the Criminel Code.


