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rk for the defendants by reason of the negligenee of the de-
idants or their servants, as the plaintiff alleg-ed.

The action was tried before MERÉDITII, C.J.C.P., without a
ry, at Toronto, on the 25th M.%ardi, 1913.

H. H. Dewart, K.C., for the plaintiff.
.1. A. P~aterson, K.C., for thc defendants.

.MEREDITH, C.J.C.P.: I rctaincd this case yesterday after-
en for the purposes of further consideration of one or two of
Fý points rffipecting the legal ciaracter of thc defendants an<1
the University, urged very fully, anid with muci force, bY

r. Paterson in tie interests of the defendants.
Tunder the later legisiation affecting the University and cre-

ing "The Governors of the University of Toronto "-c.alled
rhe Board" in such legislation-they are made a legal entity
a corporate body; differing in that respect from tie council
a municipal corporation and froin any ordinary board of

rectora of any ordinary corporation; and being s0 ificorpor-
oct, and having expressly conferred upon theni capaeity to
e and be sued; and admitting, as they do, that tic work ini
bich the plaintiff was injured was their work, anîd was under
eir contract; and that the persons engaged in it were their ser-
iiit-; thia action is, 1 think, quite propcrly brouglit against
em, in their corporate capacity. instead of against the Uni-
!rBity.

The contention that thc mile that the King ean do no wrong
)plies to the wrongs of "The Governors of the University of
D»onto", was ruled against upon thc argument. Thc mere
,et that the Lieutenant-Governor ini Council of the Province
)points inost-not al-o! the Govemnors does flot confer upon
iein the character of Crown officers. Such an appointincnt,
i itself, has no such extraordinary effeet; and indeed is not
ren extreniclv unusual. 1 mentioned, during the argument,
ro other instancce: one being the appointment of a meinier
ra municipal hospital boa rd; and the King i council, L bc-

e'e, appoints the members of a University board ini England.
here is Do reason why tie Lîeutenant-Governor ini Council
îigtt flot appoint members of a board of directors, or of
anagenienit, of any concemn; 1 meaix there îs n1o legal reason.
,id, if that werc donc, thc effect in law would be Donc other
ian the effect o! a like appointmàent mnade ini any other valîd
isuner-

Nor do the other powers, respecting the univcrsity, which
te Leutenant-G4overnor'in Council haB, under the enactrnents


