
lhad been committed by defendaut, and that the inaý

Ihad jurisditioXl over iL, should not hold the coniviet

valid by reason of the fact of the date and plaee of

f ence noV being stated in it, for thlese clearly appeare

the depositions, and the Court had power under se

and 889 of the Code to amend the conviction by stat

offence Vo have been commnitted at Bradford on 29t

1902. On the evidence, At could not he held that de

was noV allowed Vo make his defence. The obJecti

the conviction was headed "conviction for a penait

Ievied by distress" was of no weight, for the body

conviction was correetly drawn under the statute,

hieadingr is noV a part of the conviction. The costs

veying defendailt to gaol were not incIuded ; blit thiE

tion mighit, if necessary, be amended in that ruspe(

inatter of fact, thero were no such costs. There iý

power in the section under which defendant was con

award imprisoflifent ini defauit of payment, and by

_' af)Qpi 4. this n)ower covers costs as well as fin(


