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I do not think the second and third objections are well taken.

As to the fourth ground, it does appear from the information
that Hugh Walker is a license inspector, and the amended convic-
tion declares that the fine imposed shall be paid and applied ac-
cording to law. This, I think, is quite sufficient.

1t is true that the amendment does not conform to the convic-
tion, because the conviction does not state the costs and charges
of conveying the prisoner to the common gaol. But this, I think,
is no ground of objection. The amount for conveying him to the
common gaol is stated in the commitment, which is, I think, suffi-
cient.

The last point mentioned in the notice of motion was not argued
except as covered by the other points.

Although the conviction as it stands cannot, I think, be sup-
ported, for the reason that it does not disclose upon its face, what
was undoubtedly the fact, that the magistrates were acting at the
request of the police magistrate, yet the prisoner ought not to be
discharged, but should be detained under the commitment, and
the conviction should be amended under the Liquor License Act,
see. 105, which, T think, was passed to cover a case of this kind.

[Setting out sub-secs. 1 and 2.]

In my opinion, the proper order to be made is, that this Court
directs that the prisoner be further detained under the present
proceedings, and that the magistrates before whom he was con-
victed do amend the conviction that it may shew upon its face that
the magistrates acted at the request of the police magistrate.
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