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9. Change in the characteu of the occupation) when inferre&i...
(See .also § 3, note 12). In a few cases a change in the character
of the occupation wau held to be inferable f romn the evidence.
Under such ciroumotances the rights and 1-bilities arising out
of the occupation will, of course, depend upon whether the con.
troversy relates to the period which preceded, or to, the period
which followed, the change'.

285 (certain sum dedueted out of pay' of exnployé, in consideration of thé
pilegec occupation) ; Mead v. Pollock (1901) 99 Ill. App. 151 (one of

thefacto in eviclence was that the employé whose right to retain possession
of the p romises was disputed recelve&, asn her compensation, board for her.
self and daughter) ; People v. Âftnit (l868ý 45 Bitrb. 304 <haute roo'm
and pasture for cows turnished) ;Doylie Y. Giba (1871) 70 Lans. 180 (iue
ol haute and other property given as part of remuneration) - MaGe, vi
Gibaan (1840) 1 B. Mon. 105 (the court remarked that the furnlshing of
the house wat "obviously a mode of paylng a part of the wages") - Bradley
V. BOtOMMz, 151 UP 351, 24 Ati. 1062 (hol;se to live in wat furnithed as
part of tht remuneration); Heggelginger v. Fulton <mnd. Âpp. 1900)
56 N.B. 688 <occupation allowed us part of rexnuneration) ; Riche>.
gr.een y. Âppeat (1891) 44 111. App. 19 (certain sum wat deducted f ram
wagen as rent of promises) Filemintg v. Hill (1876) 1 R. & 0. (Nor. se.)
268 (servant oecupied a house rent free, as part of hie remuneration).

»(b) Occupations a& tenatai inferred.-In Hs&ghe8 v. Overaeers of Cha~tham
(1843) 5 Manu. & Gr. 54 <right of voting involved), one of the elements
mentioned wat that the employé wat "permltted to reside in the hous in
part remuneration of his services."l

In another case where llablity ta the roor ratet wat the p oint involved
ît wtt retnarked that the "'octm.pation had nothing ta do wlth their wageo,
nor wtt it in any way taken into consideration in determlning the ainount
of wages they earned." Smiths v. Hughil (1875) L.R. 10 Q.B. 42%~~
Quain, J.

In a case where the occupant wat held liable for poor rates on thé
ground that hie occupation was "benefief al," Brctt, L.J., remarked that the
offet of the arrabgement as shewn wtt that he was to have quarters, as
part of his remunerntion for hit. services. Martin v. Assesament Cou.
Mitte. (C.E. 1883) 52 L.J.M.O. 8.

In a case where a man wax permltted by certain persoas havlng Q. right
cf cosmon, ta oeeupy a tenement of £10 a year, and the case stated by
the senions teund that the occupation wtt allowed a a reward for hie
services, it wtt held that he had acqulred a settiement. R. v. Molkrlgt
(1787) 1 T.R. 608.

lu a settiement case there Wat held to be a tenaney in a case where the
arrangement was eonstrued aâ one whlch enabled the employé te pay hie
reut by allowing a deduetion ta be made tram the. wages of his chlIdrtn.
B. v. Bf. opten (1839) 9 Ad.& El.824.

Ste a&W O'Ooewwr v. Tyttd4tJ <1886) 2 Joncs (Ir.) 20 (curai. allewed
lu lieu cf salary, to oeeupy globe house and lands) ; R. Y. Loier 17yferd
(1880) 1 B. & Ad. 75 (premaises oeupled, rent fre, a an augmentation cf
salary).

1 In a case whore the defenilant in an action of ejectmnent occupied à
cottage as part of an arrangement, under whleh, for a certain tum of
snoney annuaily pald, and fer -tht rlght te cultivate for his own profit er-
tai n gardoen ground ho undertoek ta do gardcning work on the estate It wut
hQld (Lord Monorleif dîssentlng), thst hIo eecupaney wtt that of a tenati
for the followv1ug retiens t that the terme ot oeepanay mlght reasonably


