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Territories bad been printed prior to Vol. 2, No.
1, by tae °‘Leader’' Company (Limited), a com-
pany incorporaied under the compauny’s ordi-
nance. On the 12th December, 1894, the lieu-
tenant-governor made an advance to the ¢ Lead-
er’
printing the law reports for 1894, upon an ex-
press agreement hy Mr. Davin, the then man-
ager of th2 ¢ Leader’ Company (Limited) to print
‘the reports at the rate at which previous re-
ports had been printed, and that at the time
of payment it was -expected that the reports

would be ready to leave the hands of the re-'

porter in a very short time, if they were not
then - complete. The reports for 1894 were
afterwards ascertaired by the reporter to be .
insufficient to comprisc one volume, and thaf |
it hecame necessary to incorporate the reports
for June term, 1895, thus necessarily causing de-
lay in publication, the copy for the printer
only leaving the reporter’s hand about June, 1896,

1 am going to ask the right hon. gentleman's |
attention to this because there are circum-

stances connected with it that I will say : -

that I do not think if he knew them he would
countenance.

That in August, 1895, the ‘ Leader’ Company
(Limited) sold its plan: and good-will to Mr.
Scott, who has since carried on business under

" the styvle of *The Leader’ Company, but that

prior to ihe printing of the reports the lieuten-
ant-govercor had no notice of the terms of the

saie.
That the * Leader’

sale and since has continued to be published from !
a building which now bzars only the sign * Leadé ;
and -

er,” ‘the ‘‘ Leader’ immense circulation,’
the words ‘ The ““ Leader ” Company '’ built into
the front of the building. That by merely drop-
ping the word ‘Limited,” Mr. Scott does mnot
identify himself from the company (iimited), as
the company 4did not adhere to the requirements
of the crdinance with regard to the use of the
vword. In adhering to the old name and the

old prémises Mr. Scott appears desirous of all .

the benefit which may accrue from the old con-
nrection.

In December, 1895, Mr. Hamilton. the coux't;
office; and see- .

reporter, went to .the ‘ Leader’
ing Mr. Scott said, ‘I suppose you will print
the reports at the old rates,” or words ito that
effect.  Mr. Scott offered to let him have quota-
tions later in the day. Mr. Hamilton bhad =n>

notice of the agreement between the °‘ Leader’,

- Company (Limited) and Scott.

It is admitted by Scott that in December, 1895,

he had an interview with Davin, who admitted
the payment of $175, and suggested Lo Scott that
since there was money in printing the reports

Scott had better ds the work, giving creditI fq:r
t is:
Scott that he verbally
assented to this; and that he made the tender
of 14th December, 1895, with the intention of

. $175. and thus maintain the conneciion.
admitted also by Mr.

crediting the lieutenant-governor with $175.
The lieutenant-governor was informed by Mr,

Davin verbally that the reports would be printed :

by Mr. Scott, he (Scott) giving credit for $175.

About Julv 1896, in comsequence of disagree-
ment with Davin, Mr. Scott informed the latter
that he would not print the reports in question,
allowing credit of $175; but the leutenant-gover-

nor was not so informed either by Scott or Davin. |

The ‘Leader’ Company (Limited) has mot been
wound up, and Mr. Davin is still the ‘manager
thereof. .

Tpon this case, the Iogal adviser held the
opinion that whether Mr. Scott entered into a'

- Mr. DAVIN.

Company (Limited) of $175 on account of :

newspaper was before the .

’sub-contr&c.. with the ‘ Leader’ Company (Limit-

e€d), through Mr. Davin as manager, or con-

! tracted direct with the lieutenant-governer, was

; not material. That in case of sub-contract he

{ could only claim through the ° Leader’ Company

(Limited) ; and in case of separate contract, the

facts pointed to the conclusion that the terms

of the ccntract were not entirely stated in the

tender, but they were partly vaerbal through Mr.:
! Davin, who, f3r the purpose of announcing Mr.

i Scott’s readiness to credit $175, was Mr. Scott’s

cagent, That Mr. Davin's failure to communi-

cate Szoit's subsequent wish to withdraw from

i the arrausgement did not bind the lieutenant-

. governor, whose agent Davin was not.. ‘That

f.llowing the principle, I.ake vs. Duke of Argyle,

G Q.B., 477, it was a question of fact, which on
(tbe ev 1denr*e might be found against Mr. Scott

;unether he, in carrying on business as the

f‘Lﬂader Company. and in signing his tender
as manager of the ‘ Leader’ Company, did not
' hold hvmself forth to the lieutenant-governsr as
 being the then manager of the ‘ Leader’ Com-
; pany (Limited), and thus accept liability of the
Leader® Company (Limited) to fulfil the sub-
i sisting contract entered into in 1894.

¢ The Hon. Mr. Justice Richardson, then acting

las administrator in the absence of the lieutenant-

- governor, was advised that, under the circum-
i stances, Mr. Scott should be left to -establish,
i if he thought proper, before the competent court,
. tkat his contract was entirely independent from
cntered into by the °Leader’ Company
i (i.imitad), upon which 8175 had already been
paid, tsat payment of more than $84, the balance
.of the * Leader’ Company’'s account, after credit-
ring 3175, should not be cffered.

On instructions from the administrator. the
legal adviser tendered $S4, wiich was refused;
-and he was informed that proceedings would at
cnce be taken. He siil]l retains, in accordance
with instrustions from the administrator, $83 on
the awmount pald him for purpose of tender, which
sum will be available in the event of legal pro-
ceedings. ‘
. Now, although I have the papers, I am not
:oing to trouble the committee, at least at

. present, with all of them.

The MINISTER OF FINANCE. Wil my
hon. friend permit me to ask: Is not this
matter now a subject of inquiry before the
Committee on Public Accounts, and If so,
~is it wise to have a discussion of it here ?

Mr. DAVIN, I have a great grievance.
There were two items. I cannot character-
.ize the proceedings within this House. but
.in one of the newspapers my name is in a
ruffianly mannper connected with one of
the items with which I had nothing what-
ever to do, which is perfectly regular and
correct, but yet with which I had prac-
. tically no connection. When a gentleman in
: this House who found, just as he did with
‘regard to this item, he was driving himself
against a snag, what happened ? Ever so
long a time has elapsed since there was a
meeting of the Public Accounts Committee,
and there Is no meeting called ; but in re-
,g;u'd&to this item I think the mqulrv was
close

The MINISTER OF FINANCE I donot
desire to raize the point of order, but I ask
the. hon. member to comsider whether it is

i that



