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purpose mentioiled, the Court refused ta dîsturb the conviction, lil this
case \[AcNIAHo-;, J. refers to, the cases of Graf v. Evans and iXetiell v.
Hie>mingt£a):, and says they are of littie value in determining the question
to be decided under the special enactmnent of s. 53. 'l'le defendant ii that
case was the secretary and treasurer of the club) (which was incorporated),
and was found iii the club-raoni when the inspector ivho laid the infornla-jtion visited thern and found there a couinter with glasses, botties and a
large quantity of beer, lager beer, whiskey, gin, etc. AMACMAHON, J.t thougbit there was ample proof of l'intendedi consumption" ai liquor in
such preiiiises e by menibts of the club, so as ta, rake the defendant liable
as a member of the club to be lheld Ilta be the persan ivho has or keeps
therein such liquor for sale or barter " within thle rneaning af suh-s. 3 af
s. 53. In the case 1 arn considering it is clear that thiere was both 'con -
sumrptiori"e and 1 1intended consuîniption el ai liquor in suchi preinises by the
mem bers af the club.

Reg. v. Hughes, -9 O.k. 179 dces flot affard assistance in this case, as
it proceeded on the ground that tlie defendant, though steward ai the clb,
wvas really keeping liquor on his own accounit, as the club was prohibited

[5;.froin rielling by its charter, It is important here, thoughi, as shewing that
the word Ilkeeping e does flot necessarily irnply praperty, but may signify
share ai government or contrai : per BoVD C. at p. 184. Reg, v. S/atle;y,
26 O.R. 148, is ni,:t an authority here, as the club in that case, af which the
defendant was manager, wvas incorporated under the Ontario joint Stock
Companies Letters Patent Act, and the PrOvisiOns Of s. 53 ai the Liquor
License Act, then R.S.O. (1887) C. z94, were nat applicab>le ta such a club.
Nar is Reg. v. G/gar/les, 24 O.R. 432, in point for the saine reason. I have
thereic.re, ta dispose ai this appeal wichout the aid ai an>' direct authority.

Sec. 53 ofithe Liquor License Act R.S.O. c. 245, applies ta any tuîlîn-
corporated society, association or club, and thereiare ta, the Coboîurg Whist
Club. Ofheseod a s. 53 mnakes the keeping or hav'ing iii anly rooii
or place occupied or coI.rolled by such club, association or societ, or any
memrbers or niember thereai, or by any persan resarting thereto, ofai n
liquor for sale or barter a violation ai s. So ai the Act. Then Gub-s
enacts that "'proof ai consumption or intc-nded consomlption ai liquor iii

5f ffsuch preinises by any niember af such club, association or society, or
persan who resorts thereto, shaîl be conclusive evidence ai sale af sucbi
liquor, and the occupants ai such premnises or any mtmber ai the club,
association or saciety, or persan wha resorts thereto shahl be taken conclus-
ively ta be the persan %Yho has or keeps therein such liquor for sale or

f , barter."
It was contended on behaîf ai the defendant that, though there -vas

proaf of consunîption ai liquor iii the prermises by inenibers of the clubi
U.ï an the occasion complained ai, it was stili open ta, the defendant ta shew
W that the liquor was liot kent there for sale or barter, and that hie, thoughi a

mierrber ofithe club, did flot have or keep liquor therein for sale or barter,


