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that tlie caretaker would have been at the leait a tenant at will as te this
portion of the land, ïa theory whlch it seems impossible te support by the
aUthoritien, as they stand. Dai V. Clatnoy (1826) 3 MaCord L. (S.C.>
422.

An atio. for forcible entry cannot bc niaintained by a person whom a
sheriff in pursuance of a writ of restitution has placed in possession as
the represaiitative of the party deciared te ho entitle~d to restitution.
j(tokefil v. Davis (1882) 20 Cal. 45, denying that the action could be
proseteuted in the theory that an agent or servant hae'ing the cars of real
estte might bo considered as a tenant at wlll of his principal or maqter.

In at case where the déendent promised the plaintiff that, in considera-
tion of his services as caretakar of a building, ha should have the occupa-
tion of certain rooras, and subsequantly rafused to let 1dm into pogsession,
the court said that, if thare was any contract for the letting of the mracne,
the rermedy for a breach of it was by an action on the contract, not on an
accunt anncxed. Bowe v. Prop'ief ors of the South Buitdings (1884)
!37 Mass. 274.

sas also I 6, note 5, polit.
<n> E~mployéês in hotels, et .- A parsen engaged himelf as waiter et

an hotel, and had the tap or privilage cf selling malt liquors there, and
*the use cf the cellar for holding the ifquors, which had a separate entrarica

and cf which ha kept the key, and pald for his situation of waitar and for
the tap and cellar the yeurly suni cf £60. Raid, thftt this wvns flot such

aIn occupation cf the cellar as te confer a settiament. R. v. ,'eaarof s
(1814) 2 M. & S. 472. In anmwer to the contention that the servant slîould

be connidered as having rentad tne cellar during the time ha wag angaged
* as waiter, the court said that thera did not appear to be any taking cf the

callar ns; a tenant, but that the use cf it was enly a priviiege allowed him
*in respect cf the principal thing which was â.e hiring cf himselt as a

waiter,
The employer cf a bar-keepar who has the privilege of ocriipying P. rooni

on the premises is net liabla te an action for forcihl.y ajectinýg hini alter
his digoharge, if ne ':nnecessary violence la used. De Briar v. Meaturn
(.1851) 1 Cal. 450.

(o) Stewards cf clubs, etc.-In William& v. Herrick (1849) 5 UCQ.B.
013, the cotirt, witheut axpressly decidinir the point, inclined te the opinian
that the agreement set eut in the pleadings was a hiring cf the plaintiff
as a Fsteward cf a certain club, and that the permissive occupation off the
recrus mcntioned was nÔt as under a demise thereof, but morelv as an
incident te the situation, the privilege, depanding upgn the continuation of
the service, aud ceasing tlierewith.

Where oe part of collage buildings, the titIs cf which is vested in the
trutees, are partly occuried for the purposis of the institution by the
students and teachers, and anothar part 1,y a steward, who is not given any
lease, bie occupation is inerely that ef a servant. Watson v. HcEftohm
(1855) 2 Jones L. (N.C.) 207, (holding that ne indictment lay fer axpal.
ling t he steward).

(p) Domeftie aeruanf.-An action cf trespasa fer the removal1 of goods
after the tormination of the emplovment will net lia, whera tha clear pra.
ponderance of the eyidance is, that'the plaintiff was einploed by a numtber
bf studenta, somatimes spokan of as F, club in the statenient et factR, to
ect as; beusakeeper for then, they taking muel In the preudees. ahe super-

Intanding the préparation cf the saine and receiving as her compensation,
board for hersaîf and daughters and if anything was realizad over and
above the expense cf running this boarding housb, a small compensation.
Meade v. PollckJ, 99 Ili. App. 151, 159).

Whpe the jury found that there was no engragement c.f ativ sort fer
the se(rvRntla occupation of the house amsignad te him. and thnt hae "xeraly
unad the lodging roern In bis oharacter as servant," the obvious intarence

aRs lield te ha. that ha wus put te lodge in tha reoimn t the mare wlll et
bis master, that tht. was fer the more convenient performance ef the ser-
vices te ha randered by hlm as a domestie, and for that reason bis roesses-

sien ns servant was jua;t as muoh the possession of bis master as if they
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