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misen where the business wau carried on, the agreement béng terininabie

on giving a certain speoified notice if the employé failed te give sgatisîae.
tien, it was hêid that ho had béen duly discharged ln accordance %Vith the
terme of the contract and that, as hée had no rlght to romain on tuae pré.
mimes aiter being dlscharged, hée oud not maintain an action a2ainst the
employer for removing him therefrom by force. McaÂUator v. Ogle(150
1 Ir. Jur. N.B. 313.

Sec aima White v. Raylgey (1881> 10 O.B.N.S. 227, 7 JUr. NSB. 048, 30
L..T.C.P. 253 (§ 86, note 3, p ost) ; Collisoéi v. 'Warren (C.A. 1898) 17 Times
L.R. 382 <I3, note 5, ante) ; and the following subdivision of the ilotp',

<d) Oupervieling and other employée on larye esta tes.- Ree alsa
subd. <a), supra). The pauper was hlred. as bailif to0 P. who hc'lt a erin,
under un agreement that hoe wam ta have %veekly wages etc., ani his ninater
ta find him a hanse, and either ta furnish hlm tvith two cows, or the ,Paue
wIIB ta ho at liberty ta hire ttwo, and iéed themn an thé farm, and ho' rervotj

three ycYars under thé agroement, and livod with hie fr Mily In him nma qter's
hosoccupying the kitchen and two rocoms, and hlred two cows, which

fed during the summer in the pastures af hi. master, Hetd, thnt in, thé
feedlng of the cown, whieh was aboyé the yearly value af £10, tho w Jupr

acqured a settiexuent. B. v. H4nster (1815) 3 M. & S. 276. Lord lEllen.
boogh dietingulshed thé casés in which the apartments ccpied by a

servant ln hie master's houme are only "an appendage ta the %,r'i'
allotted ta hlm "for thé mare canvéniWn performance of hi. %ervier. v wh
i. the principal thing." Le~ Blanc, J.. eonsidcréd that the paulipr had a
"'distinct Interest ln thé pasturagé of the two cows, unconnecteci with
hi. service ta the master'. dairy." Baylev, J., thought the case Nvîaa invreiy
"«that af P. servant who etlpniated for a profit out ai land af morp titan
that yearly value" whieh conferred a settlemetnt. Aeeording ta Jhi 'ylvy. J,,
this case only decideif that "thé occupation af a tenemant which n'as
wholly nonnected with the service wouid confer a settiément, 1but thât
the occupation ai one eannécted wlth thé mervice would not." P., v.
Chaahunt (1818) 1 B. & Ald. 473.

A servant put into the occupation of a cottage, with less wageq on that
account, oceupies it ln thé character ai a servant, and hie mia9ter may
properly daclare an sncb occupation as hi. oxvn, In an action bronghit for
a disturbance af a rlght ai way ta thé cottage. The character of throaccu.
pation la nat affected by thé faet that the cottage is ýcllvided iplto two
part. only one af which is oeeupied by thé servan~t, the ather being in thé
pessessiïon ai a tenant paying rent. Bertsé v. Beaumont (1812) 16 Ene.t 33.

Wherale apersan i. employed by the owner ai land ta superintend the
land and look aiter thé business of thé owner, and whiia la supi tnploy.
nient hé occupie' a hause situated upan maid land hi. aeeupancv of the
hoeuso doos net creaté the relation ai laudiord and tenant betwean hMo and
thé owner, mo as ta pracinde hlm f rom aéquiring an advée se titie ta thé
praperty. Davis v. Williame (1901) 30 Se. 488, 130 Ala. 530, 54 LR-A.
74%.

1n Hecor v. Martin (1868) 5 Se. Sens. Cas. 3rd 5cr. 88, Nvhare It was
held that thé factor ai a ianded proprietar was entitléd ta the franchise
under thé first Englishi Réiorm Act (àeo f 3, par. (o) ante), as tenant
of a hau$e whleh hé had thé right ta ccu py as a part ai thé remnaîtion
for his services, and framn which, as hi. h-iré was a yearly ane, hit Pould
not hé réînoved éecept at thé end ai éach year, thé case was regaylrdled as
Meng distinguishable framn thoïe in whieh a servant holds hane a(10a111
modation niereiy at thé will ai hi. employer, and can be turned out at Rny
moment, It was caneidéred that thé court was nat entitled ta assumel
thé deféaslbiiity ai thé right ai occupation wlth réforence ta the can-
tingey ai the factar's beiniz guilty ai miscanduet wvhleh wauli wvarranit
hi. disissal la thé middia ai a terni. But this decision is la confliet with
those citod la subd. <a) ai this; note, anid! Ineansisitent with the dloctrine,
appliéd In Scotland itséli as woll as ini Englaad and America (séec 3

; îf anto), that thé right ai a servant ta résidé on premisés océupiéd by hlm as
a servant céasés w-hen hé is dlacharged, whéther rlghtlully or wrongiully.
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