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contract, which system, if not checked, will cause great loss to the publie. And thait the
Government now, as heretofor, can obtain from the C;mtraetbr for Parliaimentary printing
as many extra copies of any documents being printed as they may require for their own
use without other charge than the press work and paper, though the two contracts are
held by the one person. And for the purpose of defining the separate cotracts, il l held
that all qils, reports, or documents sunitted to Parliaiment, eitier iin manscript or
print are Parliamentary documents, whether the copy has been sent to the printer either
by the Departments or by Parliament, as the publie servie may require, and te bear the
imprint of the Contractor as ic " Parlianentary Priter" and to be paidl for at Parlia-
mentarv rates after being checked and! certified as accorin to contre t by the Clerk of
the Committee ; and that Departmental work shall he,'r the imprint of the contraemr as

Departrental Printer," and be paid for at Departmena es, after being checoed and
Certified as according to contracr, by Queen's Printer. And further, -FReo, That
sbould the Covernment or any Departmient thereof at ýny time re'quire nore than the
usual nuinber of copies of any documents which he D get Ider the Distribution
list, they do notify the Clerk of the Prining Commrritee -n writing to that effect in
sufficient time that lie may add such ctra n1umbler to the Distribution list. And the
Secretary of State was notified of the sanie. anid Iat the reelution sould be repor-ted to
the Hcouse of Comnmons and on the 22nd April, 1870, the Joint Committee passed the
following resolution :-That the Contractor for the Printing of Parliament being also a
Contractor for other public printing, it is expedient, in ci'r t. a-void errors, to
resolve :--TIat the Committee are of opinion, that all papers and documents
ordered to le printed by Parliament, are subject to the terns of co-tract entered into
between Parliament and the contractor for the Parliamentary printing ; and that the
Anniual Reports frcm the Heads of the several Departients are clcarly comnprised within
the Parliamentary Printing, a- documents to be submitted to Parliament ; andi aIso, that
it is within the power Cf ParlianCu t to order under its contret such number of copies
of the above as nay be required for the Publie Ser vice ; and, to pnrevent any mîisunder-
standing, it be requested that the Heads of the seveIal Departments do communicate
to this Committee wbat numinber of printed copies of their several reports, or other
Paria men tary documents they may respectively require, that sucIt number may be added
to, and form part of the Parliamentary Distribution List; which IRelation was reported
to the House of Couinions, on the 2~th April, 1870, and concurred in. The case stated
that when the plaintiff entered the contiaets that An-l Reports of the leaIds of the
Departments had been always printedi aI the order of such Heads antdi for by such
Departments, and separated frni those printed for tEe use of Parliament, and separately
paid for through the Clerk of the Joint Comniittee on Priiting. That for some time after
the plaintiff entered into bis contracts, he was paid for the printing of the Annual Reports
for the Departments for the niumber required for the use of the Departments under his
contracts of the 1st Oct.. 1870, and for those required for the use of Parlianient under
the contract made with Mdr. IHartney, -s if they had been printed by two separate and
distinct persos-the matter as stated Laving been deemed right and just by the then
Quecn's Printer, according to the custoi and ternis of the contracts. That after the
report of the 22nd April, 1870, was concurred in by the House of Commous, the extra
numbers of Reports of the several DepartmenIts, rired for the use of the Departments,
were crdered by the Clerk of the Joint Cornmmite on Piing, a charged for to the
said severai Departments by the said Committee as Parliamentiry pri-inting, and paid for
at the tarifFrate under the Parliamentary contract, the pay 1nt however being made not.
by Parliament but by the respective Departmes.

The Plaintiff claims that vhen he entered into his sai several contracts, lie
had reason to believe that the contracts were separate, and that ti l Reports for le several
Pepartnents would be paid for separateiy from those orde. cd U aid required for distribu-
tion of Parliament.

The question is raised as to the liability or non-liability of the Defendant, on the
ground that he is a public seivant acting for Her Majesty the Queen.
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