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p. 359, for the proposition-" Tt (a warrant of cornmiitmient>
cannot be amended like the inforrmation, but, if there is any
error in it, a fresb commitment mia ' b loge with tie
governor of the prison "--are ail uaSes in wchtheu newv
warrant w'as so lodged before the roturni.

In Ex p. Cross, 26 11. J. M. C. *201,. îhvro hial heexi a bail
warrant, but, before the rule for thed w-rit hýad hveqn
obtained, a good warrant was odd. in E\ p). >$mih,,
27 L. J. M. C. 186, the comrmitînent âas, g>te p1. 1 ",-g) JOthj
March, the new warrant l2th April, the return 11111pil
setting forthi, as in the Cross caise, bothwarns <
aiso in Rlegina v. Richards, 5 Q. Bý. 96 h cn
in Reg1ýina v. Shuttleworth, 9 Q. B. C651, ait p.65, f (o

rideJ." hecase il;ocht nlgu to, thati of, an in-
suifficient commitment, where, if we aire saýi.sfiee thiat theg
party ought to be commiittedi, we reom it, es flot carr.
the cae niuch further, refdrring,, as it liges, til sncb cas
as Regina v. Marks, 3 East là7 AnIl Channiieil. B-, inî li
Timson, L. R. 5 Ex. at p. 261, points ont Ilt dlistinction bc-
tween such cases as Re Timson and Ieiav. Chaney\, oni
the one hand, and Recx v. Taylor, 7 1). & R?. G2,on the oither,
and the non-applicab)ility of the ]ast-namiiied ase tg, facts
like the present. The reînark of Mr. )Just ice Osier in le(gînai
v Wbitesides, 8 0. L. le. 62?, at p). 6*28, 1 0, \V. Ii. 7
238, is obiter and not ineessaryv for- thiedeii

I sc no reason, hoeeto hange ()Il oilion 1Ilhad
formed ~When RI consideredl the, case prevg.iouisi ante at

T.99.'hat bas Weon strengtbiened 1ý hu wu 4 of ex v.
Morgain (1901), ri (an. Crimi. Cas. 63 i272 no vitc o n
the argu rment. TIn thait calse, the prisoner was crgdfobr
tbat he did "pick the pocket of4 a porson naiied, angd %wa
brouight hefore the police mialgistratv at Bar-rie. Betin t
ho fried summarîly under what is niow Part XVI. lie waa
conNvic-ted of having "attemnpted( to pick the porket» of al
purson namefi, and senteneed, il) th& eutral Igrwýon for e;
rnontbis. No warrant of comitnwiiint wasi inado out, butl
the co(nviction was lodged with the glriat theg contral
prison as the warrant for bis detention there. Wîritg (if
habeas corpus and certiorari were isstied, and biis dliseharge
asqked( for. Mr. Justice Street say' s (p). 65)>: I think there
should have been a warrant of commiitinent. although the
Code is silent upon the point, and n> foryn is given. Ther
coniviction in the gaoler's bands is an xte lvinformna]
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