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met, iu the case of this community, by the provisions Of S
the A&ct of incorporation and the amending Act. Tlia

proceeds may be applied to the maintenance of the mer»ý

the corporation la flot inconsistent with this view, for thi

bers of the community are the instrument by whieh the

able work 1 have mentioned is directed and carried ont.

l'he ouly question as to which a doulit iniglt arise is a

boarding of the pupils attending the schools which are

on lun the couvent building., That is but a very small

flic work of the community, and, for the purposes of cla-

sec. 5, la, I thihk, inumaterial, as thc dominant or printe

o! the building is for charitable purposes. The earr.

o! that part of the work o! the community rnay bo i

charitable; but, if not, the fact that it la earried on cai

prive the institution of its eharacter o! a charitable i

conducted on philanthropie prineiples, and not for t

pose o! profit or gain....
tReferexice to Saleim Liyceumn v. S8alemi (1891), 15

15-17 ; Phillips Acsademy v. Audover (1900), 175 Mass.
p. 126.]

This conclusion la not ineonisistent, with the answer

Court o! Appeal to the questions stated for its opinion

liability of the property o! the Sisters of the Oongrqg

Nôtre Damne to taxation (1912), 3 O.W.N. 693. In that

question arose, neot on clause 9, but on clause 3a, of sec.

bas9 application to seininaries of leariiing, and expressly

that the. gronds and buildings " shall be exempt only w.

and oocupied by the scniinary." Iu that case the vie

Court was that the part of the building oecupied 1)

attendiug tic normal sehools, aud who were not pupi

seinairy, was not exempt f romn taxation. No sueh quit

la contaiiied in clause 9; and that decision bas, thern

application te, the questions which are to be dJeait wit]
iappeal.

For these resns, 1 arn of opinion that the appeal 5
dîsmisd 'with eosts.


