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the aliegeti perjuryv was commîitted, was toldi to Imol up his
right hiand which hie did, %vleîî the iisti formula, flic evidenwe
you shall giv. etc., was reipeated. le lhad flot heen asked if
hie had any objection to being sworn on 'lhe Bible. le was
coflvictef b perjry anîd his conviction affirnle( on appeal
by ail e<1u8lly <lvidîpd court (47 N.S. Hep. 176).

1H14, that, hav.:ng jîmade no objection to 1-hi sworn as lie
was hie inust be hliil to bave asseîîted andi was properly con-
victed.

Appeal dismisseid with coats.
[NovrE: The report iii 47 N.S. Rep. 176 erroneously states

that the conviction was(lahe.
Maddka, for appellant. Jcniks, l)eJ. A.-G., for respondent.

p~rovince of Ontario.

VEX ti. CENE.

Liquor Licons( Act--M aingf o>f th(icie'rd' p.

Ih(ld, 1. Thv sale of liquor in more than on1e bar, in lieensed
priie.even thougli in a tvmiporarly structure, is a hrffeh

,)f !1.'ý{0. 1897, c. 245, s. 65.
2. 'fh.* wordl "ki'pt''i lut e ahove section is I be 1 itirirte, 1 as

nîî'aniîg b~md iuse.

Re xr. v. Le le ", 41 ('.L..J. 842, uîot folwed.

The defemidant, a liceniso il hotelkeepe)ýr in ftîn village of El-
nmira, iin the eouiity of Waterloo, was chiargedj Iefore a Police
Magistrate umîder the' Lieviîse Act, W.O. 1897. c. 245, s. 65, with
kceping more thman one bar, contrary to the provisions of that

The Nemts were that thii' defeudlant puit tif a tenmporary struc-
ture in the sitting-rooin of' bis hotel avrmis tliv liali Ifroili tbc
orgfinary bar-rooui, for thie sale of I iquor, and( solmi liquor there
ln the regular way.

The. Police àlt 'rate foind t lie mifnd itimilty of the
offemce charged mid lipoied a finle of *21) and -o«ts. A!i ap-
peal was takiem to the( jksdg4e of the (ouiity C oujrt.
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