
review by flue M inister; but the statute surely does not

contemplate a coutroversy iii the Courts over a question of
priso)n diseipline.*

'l'lie Hlabeas Corpus~ Aùt probahly lias no application to

thiý 'case, and 1 ui not sure that the w-rit xvas not grantcd
per incuriant. Lt does îiot apply to any person iniprisonied
by ilie judgincent, conviction or order of the Supremre Court
or othewr Court of Riecord. Where, as here, the accused is

iirpriý(oncd iiînder a convhitioni, lie mîust seek redresa- by ap-

pliPatiou to the Miîiister of Justice, W ho aloi appe)(arsz to

haeautliorîty to review the act ion of the prsnotIhîls.
The application la, therefore, disuîissed, %vitlî costs, and

the eoiuvieti s reuuîauded to eustodYl
Siîuce the ahove wvas written. i, have lieen handed a state-

ment shiewiî that, iipart froin carrellid remission, the

lic~e as~ 87t/, days to serv e, an(], in add(1ition, 117 dIays
forfcIted[-204'2 ý days in ail.

lON. MIn. TI7STI('F 1\ELL1Y. Ttui, 8rii, 1914.

BANi\ý) V. FIIASEM.

6 0. W. N. 700A.

Aev>nt -Promigsory Yoir -- Payment isito ('ourft »iuçeAorg~e of

Motion hvplainfiff for judginent on thi eaig.

R.. Broadiifootý, for plaiiitiff.
W. C. Creig, for defeuîdant.

Ilox. M u .TICW RL.Y:M direction wýas, ai the
cloe f thef arguaient, tliat oui payaient Îloto Cout v plinîI-

tiif ofý $1,rr ~ eurit%- for whateveýr amouuntl is foundI( to
N~~~)1 ovrdu o ue.1. note on1 flue takýig 1J an acevounlt

exe~,procure ani reçrister a proper dshreof plain-

tiff's laud1( frein the Soper unrgereferredlfi ta lth
maeiland that, if theo patie. fail ta azrree uipon thie

neccouint Ihetween them. thr ol Im a refvrence $0 thie

Matent Ottauwa to take( thie accou)tnt,, and thatf, on sncb

diseharge, 4,ing reiriat(rv(1. there wouîld he paid out 10 le-

1914] BAND v. FRASER.


