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McLEAN ET AL v. THE QUEEN.
Petition of right—Parliamentary contract for
printing, breach (y'——Pefz'tian of right does not
lie—1 )e/)arlmenla/ contract for printing, breach
of—*All the printings " Demurrer.

The plaintiffs filed a petition of right, claiming
ts with Mr. Hartney, a

that under their contrac
clerk of the House of Commons, on behalf of the
Parliament of Canada and the (GGovernment,
they were entitled to al/ the parliamentary and

departmental printing. The Crown demurred
to the petition. Itwas argued, in the Exchequer
Court, that the Crown was not liable on a con-
tract made with Parliament, and that in respect
of the contract for departmental printing the
contractor alone was bound, the Crown being
free to have the work done by other parties.
HENRY, J., in the Exchequer Court, gave
judgment in favour of the petitioners in respect
of both contracts. On appeal to the Supreme

Court,

Held by RITCHIE, C.J.—That the Crown could

not be liable under the contract made with
Parliament, but that in respect of the contract
for the departmental printing, the Crown was
liable equally with the contractor ; that when
the contractor was bound to do a// the work, the
other party was bound to give him a// the work
required to be done. This judgment was con-
curred in by STRONG and FOURNIER, ]J]J.,
'TASCHEREAU and GWYNNE, J]J., dissenting.

Demurrer as to contract with Mr. Hartney,
for the parliamentary contract maintained, but
demurrer as to departmental contract overruled.

. S. Macdenald and J. /. Gormully for sup-
pliants.

Lash, Q.C., and Hogy for the Crown.
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THE MLRCHANTS BANK v. THE QUEEN.
Ppetition of right—C.5.C., ch. 28, 31 Vict. ch. 12

__Stide and boom dues—Chattel mortgege—

Agrecmnent between Crown and morigagor o/

lumber, effect of—Lien.
This was a petition of right, filed by the ap-
pellants, praying that a seizure of a quantity of



