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law5; and without giving him notice to quit'; Or xnay obtain
Possession by means of an action of forcibie entry and detainel,
after giving due notice to quitl'; that an action of trespas% xvii
flot lie against the master for breaking and entering the pre.
misees": that the servant is not entitled de jure to have a reason.
able ti:ne allowed hini for the remnoval of his household effects",

stipulations of a contract which bound hlm to net Re superintendent of the.plaintiff's mil for a termi of five years, and whlch, was torminable by sixzmonths' notice on either aide. The defendant was dismissed without any
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* . ',W a~er v. Ogfle (Ex856)h 184 rl.&W 37 Jur. N.S. 3103sranedno eb
24ite L..QB 54;int v. acion (1861)t the mo.nS 2er foVisalles J. omvn
(p.i b3) foe v.o teromi(184) ;0 De P. 94 Yon v. Padoun (S. C. of0
Sss.a 1808 o) um ; c ott v. o ro (18) 3 v. S . T, Fraser an

h8;Fein v. Htie (1876) Ch R84 E. & BIvS. 347, 1ol vu. Gibb303

<1871 6 Lans. 180; MoUee v. (Xbeas (1840) 1 B. Mion, 105; People v.
KEmains (1873> 80 N.Y, 225; Morris Can.al &4 Banking Co. v. ,Iitchell* ~(1864) 31 N.J.L. 99; MoQuade v. Emmons. <1878> 38 N.JUL 397.

B fy Iowa Rev. Stat. § 2216, it Nvas provided that any persan in passes.
slen o! real proparty with the assent o! the owvner is presurnad ta be a* tenant nt will, iinless; the contrary ln shewn. ]3y § 2218 it ln pravided that
thir;y days> noatice must ha given by either party ta tarmînate the tenanry,but that when an express agreement ls made, the tanancy shall eease at* the time agreed, wlthout notice construlng these provis!ons;. The cour t hield
that, where a tenant had taken possession of promises under an agreemnent
that ho was ta occupy thora onlv so long as lie should continue in the eni-ployment of the owner, ha would not ba regarded as a tenant nt will, but
as a tenant for a definite teri, who, if lie remalned In possession, afterqultting emploYment, becuma a tenant holding over after the termination
of htab lease, andsubject ta an action of forcible entry and detainer an thepart of lits employer'aftar due notice ta quît has becn given. Groavenor v.
Henry (1869) 27 Iowa 289.

"' White v. Beyley <1861) 10 C.BN.S. 227, 7 Jur. N.B. 948, 30 L.J.O.P-
263; Allen v. Trytan.d (1802) 3 P. & F. 49; Bowtnmen v. BrSey (1802)17 L.R.A. 213, 151 Pa. 351, 31 W... 142, 24 AtI. 182.t Dos v. V'Kaeg ( 1830) 10 B. & C. 721.


