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IllIil COUR~T 0F JUSTICE.

1DI,îoNAi. C2OURT. MARCH 18iir, 1910.
*CAMI>BELL v. COMMIJNITY GENETIAL HLOSPITAL

ALMSH1OUSE AND SEMINAIIY 0F LEARN-"ING 0F
TUE SISTEIIS OF CIIABITY, OTTAWA.

con traet-Cliaritable Corporation-A bsence of ,Sea1 and Wlriting
-Parily Execuled Con tract-Powers of Corporatîin-Wlork
aeid Labour-iecovery for liVork Done-Quantum, Meruit.

Aýppeal by the plaintiffs from the judgmient Of BRITTON, J,
enite 3K7, dismiissing without eosts an action broughit to recover
thef value of work donc for the defendants in digging a well.

TL,ý apal was hieard by BOY», ('., MA1GEE and LA&TCHTFORD, JJ.
AE.Fripp, K.C., for the plaintiffs.

W. E. Middleton, K.C., for the defendants.

BomD C. (alter stating the lacts, which may lie found in the
formner note. p. 387) :

Thtlthe contraet is intra vires does not seem to me to be
di]itful» Th'le farmi was held by the corporation for the purposei;
of thie weII-bcing of the sisterbood and ail the beneficiaries of the
charity' . It provided supplies of butter, milk, and vegetables,
whichi hiad to bie proeured f ront some source, and better from this
farixaae in their interest timan f rom any other. The larnm
was lar-geix and substantîallv ancillarv to the proper maintenance
4'f the inistittioni; and it followsý thiat for the proper management
<,f the fanm anid fhie stock a plentiful supply of good pure water

was indipensabh' ainj no othier way could flua be procuredl
thai 1)v the dgigor sinkiiug of wells. That this well was

mwddis noft dlisputefd-is indeed adiiîitted-the only qualification
imaeby the lady-xnanager is that it was 1- not very iiadly needed."
0This case wiI be reported in te Ontario Iaw Reports.
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