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under varjous heads ini the note to § 5, post, tura upon the
construction of the electoral laws whieh were in force at ditfelîent
periods, and deal with the question whether clairnant wasi eA.
titled te vote (1) as a "leaseýhelder" under euie or other of
those laws; or (2) as one who "oeupied as owiîwr or ten.
ant (Rcformn Act of 1892, c. 45, § 27, Rnd Reforrn Mn of 1867),
or (3) as "occupier of a building o-à the value of £10 yearly,"
under the saine Act. The construction put upon the %et of 1884,
which introduccd a "'Serv'ice Franchise,"' is shewi) ]bY the ene%
ciLLed ini 8, post.

(d) The riglit of the inaster to resume possession of the
premises occupied. A servant wvhose occupation ig iiflidvenm of,
and not inerely ancillary to, bis ernployrnent, butt is lialle to be

determined by the dissolution of thé erintract, is a tenant at
wilI'. On the ether hand, where the occupationi is iiin'ely ir the

character of a servant, no interest iii the (,n1s~ vo'n to the

extent of a tenancy at wvilI, vests ini the oecciuat'. Tlhe legs)l

'R v. Lakmeaeth (1823> 1 B. & C. 531; O'Coeinor v. 'yiddill (1830)
2 Jones (Ir.) 20 (per Foster, B.).

'Cnbating the contention that the servant under sucli ic'tree
took an estate on the preniies, WViles, J., said: 'el cun see very Nweighty
Yeasons why it elhould be intended not to vest. And I do not 1)% any ineans
agree that'this le a dry end barren point: because, thuughi gener&4l
speaking 'Lie relation of mafster and servant or principal andi agent may,
where the servant or agent has been guilty of niisconduict, lie terininawe
nt any moment, if such, an arrangement as tis were helti to vest in tho
servant or agent an (-.tereet in the eniployer's premnises, the servant miglit
set hie employer at deflance, and, tlhough the latter were, perfectly intilllfed
in puttingan end to the relation of master and servaut ltnnthem, the
former inight insirit uon holding o'n as a tenant until the expjiration of a
regilaRr notice to qulit. ' Wkile % Bayley ( 1801) 10 O.B.N.S. 22ê.

In Karrain-s v. People (1873) 60 N.Y. 22, the court expressed its di
approval of the doctrine laid down la Peo ple v. Ana, 45 Bart). 304, ta the
si ect that inimediately upon the terminstion of the service a teinency et
will, or by sufferance, spig up and laid down the law aq follows: "In
order to have, that effeot the ,905ocupaney muet be auMoeently long to NRia&nt
an Inference of consent to a different liolding Aay consideraule delay
,would be sufficient, but I oan see no principle whlch wotill charnge tb
occupant 60 illstanf', fromi a inere lîccasee to a tenant. The caiplover
should résume contrai of hi le oerty within a reasonable tinie or conItILt
'would bc lnferred., Whetherth le tîne hs A. dayoa vkinydpd
upon eireuistanees." Doyle Y. G7ibba, 6 Lans, 150 was cited as a e41 15
whlch the permission et the employer that the employed miglit reillaln ii
his wife recovered froni an illuess, wag held not to atmount to a coent.

Vigny cf the cases cited In the fohlowing notes expreel§8Y recOgnisé, Ot
take fer grtinteà, the saine doctrine,

The stateinent nmade la MoGee v. (7ibeon (1840) 1 B. Mo.105, thàt t
man goeupylng merely as a servant la a tenant at will is elcarly errefl0OUL5
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