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in which the dwelling was held to have been rightly described as
that of the servant .

municated by a trap-door and a ladder, it was beld that a burglary com-
mitted i-n the banking room was well laid to be in the dwelling-house of
the partners. R. v. Stock (Excb. Ch. 1810> 2 Taunt. 339. Lord Ellen-
borougli asked: "Could Stevenson [the servant] bave maintained trespass
against bis employers for entering these rooms? Or if a man assigns to
bis coacbman thbe rooms over bis stable does be tbereby make bim bis
tenant?1"

A burglary committed in a banker's sbop, in wbicb no person slept but
to wbich there was a communication by a trap-door, and a ladder from tbe
ujpper rooms of tbe bouse, i-n wbicb only a weekly workman and bis family
*l;ived, by the permission of tbe tbree partners, wbo were owners of the
wbole bouse, may be laid to bave been committed i-n tbe dweling-bouse o!
tbose partners. R. v. Stork (1809) Leacb C.C. 1015.

Wbere an indictment cbarged a burglary in breaking into tbe niansion-
bouse o! tbe master, fellows, and scbolars o! Benhet College, in Cambridge,
the fact being tbat tbe prisoner broke into the buttery of the college, ail tbe
judges, upon reference to them, beld tbat it was burglary. R. v. Maynard
2 East P.C. 15, § 14, p. 501; 2 Russell on Crimes (6tb ed.) p. 28.

.Wbere upon an indictmnent for burglary in the dwelling-bouse o! B., it
avperedtha B.workd fr oe W wb didbusnPQ asa crpenter for
theNR. ompnyandputbimin t tae cre ! te buseand flock
mils ajonin wicbbelngd t te cmpayandberecîvd no more
wage tbn bedidbefre b lied bere no ba anyagremet for any,
it as oubed beter be ous wa prpery lidandit as tbougbt
thattbee mgbtbe omediferene btwen tis nd . v ~mth, as bere
themanwaspu inby peso wb dl tb wrk or becompanye

and t ws tougt te safest course to consider te inictment as not pro-
eryaing it te be the dwelling-bouse of B. R. v. Rawlins (1835) 7

1rlp.y50, per Vaugban and Gaselee, JJ.; 2 Russell on Crimes <6tb ed)
P. 31.

Wbere the tenant of a bouse permitted a servant o! a woman wbo bad
beld it under hlm. te continue occupying it rent free*a!ter tbe subtenant
had vâcated it, tbe bouse is rigbtly laid as tbe dwelling-bouse of tbe ser-
vant, as she was tbere not as a servant, but as a tenant at will. B. v.
Collett (1823) Rusa. & Ry. C.C.R. 498.

Wbere a farmer's servant resides in a cottage annexed to and under tbe
same roof as, bis master's dwelling-bouse, tbe arrangement being tbat be is
to pay no rent but that an abatement is to be made in bis wages in considera-
tion of tbe use of the cottage, tbere is a mere license te lodge in it, andnot a letti-ng of it te bim. Brou>n'a CJase (1787), cited in 2 Leach C.C.
1016, note.

Wben a servant bas part of a bouse for bis own occupation, and the
rest is reserved by the proprietor for other purposes, the part reserved can-
not be deemed part o! the servant's dwelling-bouse; and it will be tbe samne
If any otber person bas part of tbe bouse, and the rest is reserved. R. v.
,Wilson (1806) Russ. & Ry. C.C. 115.

A. was in tbe service o! B. and lived in a bouse close to B.'s place o!
business. B. d.id not live in the bouse himself, but be paid tbe rent
and taxes. A. paid notbing for bis occupation by deduction from
hîs wages or otherwise. Part of the bouse was used as storerooms for B.'s
good s. Held, tbat this was the dwelling-house of B. and was improperly
described in the indictment as the dwe]ling-bouse of A. Reg. v. Cousrtenayj
(1850) 5 Cox C.C. 218, per Parke, B.

If a man die in bis leasebold bouse, and bis executors put servants in
it, and keep them there at board wages, burglary may be committed in
breaking inte it and i-t may be laid as tbe executor's property. 2 East
P.C. 499.

RB. v. Jabbing (1823) Russ. & Ry. 525. wbere tbe dwelling was a cottage
in wbicb the owner allowed one of bis workmen live free o! rent and taxes,
bis residence there being pni-ncipally, if not wbolly, for bis own benefit.


