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sblaoksnxith engaged in khoeing horses aud repairing appliances
iisd by the labourera in suh a camp'; a man employed ta at.
tend a bar, wash bottieâ, unpack goods, sweep out the bar-room,
and do everYthing that in required of him'. There is aisa ex-

pligit quthority for the doctrine that P servant engaged to de
work which le ewantially manqal in a "labourer," although the
worc ray be such as cannot be perforxned without the'exercise
of sperit.i skili. In thim point of view it iu conuidered that a
preference should b. accorded toanmeh emploûyés as typýe-setters,
cylinder-fecdes, and pressmen in a printing-afflcee' The poi-
tion haes a1so been taken thut, while a persan who merely dis-
charges the funetians of ant arehitect, to, the extent of drawing
the plans of a building, is flot within the purview of a statute
granting a lien for "work" or "labour" in. respect ta that
building, such a statute embraces a persan. who flot only fur-
nishes the plans for the building but alsa -superintendex its con-
struction '

claimants fil under the gencric description "labourera." Tha actual
point tipon whlch they turned wu~ that they wtre engaged In a common
entiise with the mnen who handled the logs. They oie li eonfliet wlth
Mcrjornrk v. 1,oc Angelet Water Co. (1870) 40 Cail. 185, where It was held
that a nman hlred te cook for mon engaged in conttructlng a rearveir was
neot entild te a lien on it.

'Brcatil Y. Archambault (1876) 84 Minn. 420.
Lawraf i nVV Mer (1901) 114 Ga. 709 The mere fact that a part

off his <loties% was the keeping of the books was deemned not to be sufficient
te exelndelc lm f rom the benelit of the statute.

'JIcerkean V. Tamtmen (1900) 184 111. 144. The cotxrt said: "To no
eonstrue the statute as to lirait its benefits te moere mental servants xr
forming the lowest forma cf labour reguiring no skili, would, we th nký,
do violence te the meanlng of the Act and leave the evil Intended to be
eured te reniain in existence only allghtly mltigated. whiie we are dis-
posd te hold that the statute must bc confincd to those who perforai
manual services, stili It cannot be oonflned to sueh services only that re-
quire no nkill in the performance of thema.»

'Rank of Penacylva»ia v. Gria (1880) 35 Pa. 423,. Alluding te the
flmetion% of the clainant the court ald: "This la work often done by
-the xnaqter-mechanic, and la a.s ssential te tht due construction if a
building as ls tht' purely mechanical part. . .... A nitre naked
archltert, and who may 4x snob wlhout being an operative niechante,
Who drtiNv- plans Ir. anticipation cf buildings usually, to enable tht builder
to determine the ki.nd he wlll erect, could hard.ly be supposed te be within
the Act whieh provides a lien for worklc d(oe for or about the creotion
Or conmtruction cf tht building!' But very d<stlngulshable f rom this, iet
the cane nf a party enxpioyed to devote hie entire tinie to a building, and


