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'UT. DEOEMBSR 28TH, 1912.

IREX v. CLARK.

diquors-Liquor License Act-ConsWuct"o of sec.1 or Qt/&er Di8püsa'"-Sale Completed on Saturday
,on (iiven on Sunday-Not Mere Quest"o of Titte
f Proiiit,,on.

in the u dgment of the Judge of the District 'Court
I20issing an appeal fro'm the decision of the PoliceSthe district, who acquitted the respondent from
selling or disposing of liquor contrary, to the pro-
54 of the Liquor License Act.

was heard by MuLocK, C.J.ExD., STUTHEULANU
NJJ.
vright, K.d., for the Crown.
Idelut was flot represented by counsel.

* The respoudent, the keeper of a~ uthe village of Ryderback, solId one Morrison
ise between t.he hours of six and seven p.xu. on1Sth day of April. The purchaser theu paid fort remve the liquor, which "was laid away" for

uj.et ini his kitehen i the hotel. The next day
Prhsrcalled for the liquor, when the respond-nite kitehen and delivered it to him in the 'hotel

'fthe Liquor License Act is as follows: "In
'er inoxiatig liqu-ors are authorised to bc sold,
r neti, 1 sale or other disposai of sudh liquorsýe heei]jýor on the premises thereof, or out ofme to yPerson or persons whommoever from orO8veof the elock ou 8Sunday night to six of the

.'etohe 2, to deterxuine is whether the act of
.1 inng to the purchaser thebottle of whiskey
) h hl f the hotel on. Suuday was " a sale or

e purposes


