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wotnld make a cheap reinecy and woulcl save the costs of
recognizances, etc. There might also be given an appeal to,
the Divisional Court fromi the Local Judge. I would also
suggest an amendmnent to the Criminal Code to permit either
party before or after the justice had intimated what bis find-
ing wou]d be to ask the justice to reserve bis decision and
send the proceedings to the Local Judge of the H-igh Court
for' the counity, in order that such j udge miglit review the
proceedings anfd say what the finding should be, and that the
flnding off the, justice should conform thereto, and that in order
to, obtain sucli review the party asking it should deposit the
costs and five dollars and puý tage on the proceedings both
-ways. Either party having the right to notify the Local
J udge of his wish to be heard on the review, and with
the privilege to the said judge to ask either or both parties
or the Cotinty Attorney to appear before him tn be licard
gcnlerally or on somne point to bc stated. Also that no con-
iv'ctioii or retuiru of conviction, for publication should
be în"-de until after the report of the Local Judgc,
and the resit of the appeal therefrom. The latter to
Iiave the right to awardl five dollars costs to the
part 'v successful before him, and either party to have a
right of appeal fromn him to a Divisional Court, The effect
\voiild be that no conviction would be recorded agiinst -a
inan's good naine unless soine reasonab]e grotind existed
therefor. As it*is now, once a conviction las been madle, no
inatter how un reasonable, and al though afterwards quashed,
the justice mnust return it for publication, and a iman's prob.
ably good naine is tarnished. The advantage of this is that
eervone woulcl have a chcap and speedy remiedy against an
irnproper conviction. I only niake the suggestion. The
details could easily be workecl out by the lawmakers.
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