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Laws. The rule uniforinly adopted for construing the Stat e
13 & 14 Car. 2, o. 12, was that the worda "corninR to settie in

exarninatlen of the directors, It was acccrdlngly heid that the omcut ofthe hotei was in possession au the agent of the ownorè§, and t bat leho< W nlega interot ln the possession whièh eauld ho met up agiitt. fin exenutiol
for a debt of the owiers. In U&ty OoUn*il v. Page (1843) 1 Spears F159 (p. 177), Harper, Ch., coasdereci that uiider this intrnt te eei.

patwas undaubtedly a lasss.
(di) - to loyggng #eotnt .- The âifendant mnade a cent ract with D. bywhieh D. w115 to, operate during the mîilling season a shi*gle mili then iithe contrai of the cielenJ<ust, and *'manufactuire certain b>'c ada of shi*#W1

from loge to b. funsahod by delendaag," and rmeive p:tymient thorefop
front defendant at a fixed rate, and hire and pa.i the mien etîtpioyed, fuir,
niali tools and implarnonts, repair breaks in mnchnery flot vostiflg ove? $5<larger breaks ta bo repalred at defendant's exptnses), and Joad tbe
shingles at bis own expense, (thù defendant, however, to pal' sueh expMM
beyond a certain figure, until à aide track to, the mili wns completed>Defendant was to put the miii in running order, turnish tlk- legs, and memaya surplui4 andi refuge timber. HelcI, ln an action by a third perios
against Mefndant, to recover damnages for injurie4 caused by sprrks emitted
frein the snioke-staek ot the mill, that the contract was 'not a lGAss, busimply for performance of labour, and that dofendant iras liabit fer aty*
defeetive condition of the miii. l'le court said that the etr'otive %verde efthe contrant were those italleized, and that it wfas clearlY a hiririg onl the
par of the defendant, accompanied an bia part by Rn agreement that D,

an the performance of the stipulated work, was ta hr.ve thiig eti of erfajn
mâihnery of the defendant's, The absence nf any Words .qtvt rnT posseuien
of the nil! ta D. iras also commenteti on. Whitneyi V. (lfoC~ <18,D) 46
Wis. 138, 32 Amn. flop. 703.

(0)-ta contracte for the boarding of the ldotnr c ly4-twue
helti that a weman who occupied a hause belonging ta a rtiiwayft company
and on it>s lice under an agreement wlth the eompaan' to board its eni-
ýloyèa-the prîce of board ta be paiti by thein, andi the ennmpany t" 'itd
hier in collecting lier' pi» for board by retaining the saiine for lier out ci
the waget of such employé%-Was not a servant or employé~ of Llie coinaaYe
but that the relation of the parties la that of landiord antIl te'nant. ii*li
v. Union P.A? Co. <1892) 147 U.S. 313, 37 L. ed. 223, (net ion for injurias
causeti by a sriowsiide, helti not te ho maintalnabie-rilwvny company nul
bounti ta provide a sale place of waork). It was unsuccessfiivl cnteaded
that the circumstances of bier being aideti by the coînpRny in collcting lier
pay for the board ebangeti her position train that ofttenaint at wii te ser,
vant.

(1') -ta contracta for th~e opcemton of a factoraj.-Tn Fi-v.'e y. FraMifrig
ham Mf g. Co. <1833) 14 Pick. 491, the construction of the contreet il
question was thîis ditieuesed- "Boane ct the provisions bave a double asPect
andi consistently with thoni lie nilght hoe either the agent or the lette ci
the defendants, but thora arc others whleh admit of oniy one construction
Ho was ta keep the factory in repiair, exeept that the deferidants were te
repair the main gearing Il it shouiti ho necessaryt ha ivaq to bave passes
sian for the purpaso of doing what ho had stipulateti te perforin: ho hAd
the contro! et the factory. and could emplay wb£at servants. hoe wvold, ted
regulate thoir waget; hle mlght determine how niuch 'vtrslould be
turneti upon the imillg hoe was entîtleti ta the use of the landi about tht
faetory endi te the buildings thereon: anti whotlier thege buildings vert lt
ta laboýurera employod by hlm, or ta athers, vent would probàbiy h*atd
ta hlm, olther in a diminution of wagea or otheriîao Thexa proviSi«U
are appropriato la thé cas3e et a lease, The words, 'that no relit 19 te be
charged by the company,' ae tond te prove that a letting was 00OCIti'


