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Governor-General revoked the said license, and Johnson was
recornritted to the penitentiary by a Judge of the Sessions, ',there
to undergo the residue of his original sentence as if such license
had flot been granted,» ostensibly under section 3 of the said Act.

No cause was assigned by the Crown fcýr the revocation of the
license. The prisoner applied to the Court of Queen's 13enicl for
a writ of habeas corpus, and after argument thereof before
Ouirnet, J. (in Chambers), the learned judge ordered the prisoner X:
te, be relcased from custody, holding, in effect, that where a
eonvict's license, or ticket of leave, is revoked by the Crovi with-
out cause assigned, the provisions of section iiz do flot apply,
and in the absence of the commission of soi-e neiv indictable
offcnce by the convice, or some violation of the ternis of his license,
it is flot possible for him to be recommitted to prison ta serve the
tirne of his original term covered by the period during which hie
%vas liberated under license. In other xvords, in the learned judge's
opinion, the time of the sentence must be hcld ta have run con-
tinuously and notwithstanding his liberation under license, and
that wvhen the license ivas rcvoked the convie could only be rccom-
mnitted for the balance of the unexpfred terni as computed from
the date of the revocation of the license. We have had the
privilege of reading the learned judge's notes of judgmneit, and
we find that after discussing the grounds upon which the convict's
license may be revoked under section i i af the .Act, and the
penalties prescribed therein, hie continues

No such penalty as itmposed by the Act an case the license as
revokcd by the Crown %vithout any cause being assigaied. The
licenlse under which hie was allowed to he at large <s simply
cancelled and the result is that he mnay then be recommitted to
complete his sentence ina jail as if no license had ever been
granted to him."

In the une case, the law provides that as a penalty he has ta
put in again the time hie was out of prison urader license ; in the
other case no such penalty is provided b>' law. He is in the
sanie position as if he had been t4ken out b>' process af law
removed, for example, ta testify before a tribunal."

"En résumé, .I amn af opinion that the revocation af the license q
by the Crown without assigning cause, under s. 1 of the At.t
leaves matters just as they are at the date of such revocation
with no other effect than that the convice, instead of being left at


