(1963), 21 Advocate 179

CONTRADT — Sale of laid — Doctrioe
of unmst in REichnond The Plaictid
belipwad thas theie was a confract wilh

the Drefendant and the Plaiedl pesformed
certgin aeryiees which enhanced the valoe
of the land. Substantial armeunt o manbice
wag degosited on the land by the Dlaintis
which changed the pagtace (0 conp hearing
soil. The Defeodant clabms That be owas
satigbicd with the prevines filth. The Tlain
Ll was charged with the produce he -
el adidd the Tiedendant was hald to have
bemefited 1o the net extent of 53300
The Defendant, also thinking there was
a contract, allowed the work to pracesd.
No comimact waz found as bath pasties
were caceless oz te ita isrms, The 'lain-
it weaniits g0 mioesnd po eladim Tor Hee valins
of the improvements by which the LDe-
fradanl has hesn pejestly enriched. TTedd:
The present judicial repd, according to
Fibrosa Spolka Akcyina v. Fairbairn Law-
san Comls Barbour Lid, 1945 A 32,
Marrison v. Capadian Suarety Company,
1052, 12 W.OW.R. 87 and Feewe v, Ahraham,
1957, 22 "W W 1 429 jussiBed charring the
Tiefendans with ibe ot walue of the m
pruvements put on kis land Ty the Plaindalt.
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