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very carefully in a case of Fraizcr- v. -Vfflibbon, which is re-
ported in 41 CL.J. 411, and lie there fully discusses tse legal sta-
tus, riglits, dutie8 and liahilities of innkeepers and deeided in that
case under the existing facts, that, " where t-he plaintiff went as a
"guest to the hotel of the defendant, took off his overcoat and
huug it in the usuai place, but called no person's attention to it ;
owing to a Pair being held that day in Georgetown the hotel
was crowded. A speciail cloak-room had been provided and a
notice to that effeet had been put in the public sitting roo-n.
The plaintiff did flot sec this notice, nor a notice in the hotel
register book, that the proprietor will flot te responsible for
coata, etc., unless checked. The t'ont was not to bie found wheil
the plaintiff w-as ready to leave the hotel in the evening. Hleld,
that the defendant was fiable for the inissing coat under the
existing circumastanices." In his very carefuily co.nsidered judg-
ment hie cites severul English and Arnerican cases, some of whic.h
1 have above referred to and clearly points out that each must
depend on its owni circu!nstanees, as was similarly stated in
Ihrbcri v. Ma.rktiL The defendant iii this case admnits th4k
there was a not;-e on the back of his door whieh contaiined a
request that gupsue, woiild lock their door o. leaving their rooms,
but nleither this nor the faet of ask-ing the plaintiff to take care
of his toat on tle 211d of April, 1 think would lie sufficient neg-
ligence on 'lhe part of the defetnda'it to relieve the plaintiff of
bis Iiability, if the rclationship whiclh existed bcetveeni 1 hein was
that of iinnkeeper uid guest as lield in such cases as Filip<nvski
v. .Mer yiica.thcr, IVki(iing v. JIill, 7 IU.C.Q.Ji. 450; Lyiar- v.
Mossop, 36 Q.B. 230; lPalii v. iWid, 10 A.R. 63.

la the Anerieani E'ncy., *2nd( ed., vcl. 16, p. 522: ''A boarder
isi defined as one who iniakes a 8pecihl eontract, with another per-
SOdlj for'food Nvitli or without lodging, '' and then prroceeds to state

TlIc essential difference between a Inere boarder and a guest at
n inni lies in tIe chiaracter ili which the party coiiies, tInt is,
whicthler lie is; a transient person or îlot, andi accordingly one w-ho
stops at an iinn or a hotel as a tranisient, îs a gue.st, with ail the
rightA, privileges anii liabilities inceident to that relation. On
the other hiand, one wvIo s-eks accomtttodiition, with a viewv to
perinancy ais to niiake the piace bis hîome for the tintie being,
is not a 7puest hut a hoarder.'' At page 511. 'There i4 nothing
inconsistent or iunusual.9, hiovver, in a lrueof public entertain-
mient hiaving a diouble elbaracter, being 4iinultanemisl % a honnil-
ing liouse aîîd an iinn With respect to those who Oeelipy moins


