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then utitize it forthe purpose of wasbing and
dressing. 1 tbink that that meant that they
could flot guarantee the plaintiff a roorn be,
yond the time that the people who had en-
gaged it should arrive, but that titi thosE
people arrived hie migbt bave it. The subse-
quent facts seem to bear out that view. Hi@
Iuggage was taken up to the room, and he
went down to b reakfast, leaving his things
there. No bil was made out for the use of
the room. It is true that bis narne was flot
entered in the guest book of the botel; but
that was because it was not certain that lie
would sleep there. Although it may have
escaped their memiory during the day, the
botet servants must have known at the time
the plaintiff went out in the morning that
bis tuggage had not been brouglit down.
Mr. Taylor argued, that at any rate, the plain-
tiff ceased to be a guest when he left the
hotel in the morning. That to my mind is
flot a true proposition of law. I think tbat
the relationship of host and guest continued
until a reasonable time after a demand had
been made for the room.

I think therefore that the plaintiff is en-
titted to a verdict; but I tbink that he ia
only entitled to recover to the extent of £30,
for the reasons given by the master of the
roits.

FRY, L. J. On the questions that arise in
this case as te the burden of proof, I agree
with wbat bias been said by the master of the
rolla and Bowen, L. J. ; but with regard to
what ia the true inference to be drawn from
the facts, I differ from them, and agree, with
the learned judge who tried the case. Now
it is quite clear that on arriving at the bote],
the plaintiff was told he could not have a
bed room. He waa told by the managereas
that the hotel was fult, but that there was
one rooma vacant which was engaged by a
lady and gentleman who were expected to
arrive during the day, and that the plaintiff
could then utilize it for the purpose of wash-
ing and dressing. The plaintiff miglit per-
baps have insiated on engaging the room for
the day, until the persona who had engaged
it arrived. The usuai thing ia to engage a
rom for the nigbt, and not for the day.
However I aay nothing as to what his rigbta
would have been if he had inaiated on his
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right te engage the room for the day. 'But
hie did nothing of the kind. He was quite
free, te go to, another hotel. He accepted the
offer of a roorn to wash and dreas in that
was made by the managereas. He would
require a portion of bis luggage for the pur-
pose of dressing; and as it was obviously
convenient that it should be kept together, it
was ail taken to the room. Hie occupies the
room for the purpose for which it w'as of-
fered, and then cornes down to the cofiée
room for breakfast. Having had his break-
fast hie pays for it then and there. That is
not the ordinary course for a persýon staying
in the botel. He does not receive the ticket
which, according to ordinarv usage, he would
have received if he had been staying at the
hotel. After breakfast he goea away. What
ought the plaintiff to have done before lie
left, even if he had engaged the roomn tilt
the other guests arrived ? Knowing that
they miglit arrive before his return, he ougbt
to have made someprovision as to the dis-
posai of bis luggage. We ail know that the
people of the hotel do not interfere witb a
guest's luggage tili they are teld that it ia
ready. I think therefore that the true infer-
ence from ail the facto is, that the plaintiff
occupied the room for the purpose of washing
and dressing only. He could not, in my
opinion, have been cbarged for anytbing
more than that. It bas been suggested that
he was entitled te occupy the room titi the
arrivai of the other guesta. If he was en-
titled to make such an arrangement he did
not do so. Hie did niot even aak at wbat
bour the other gueats were expected to ar-
rive. On these grounds, I tbink tbat the
view taken by the iearned judge betow was
correct. Appeai allowed.
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