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ing ties at the. defendants' miii, and to enforce the plaintif 's
claim, of lien fer that ainount dated the 23rd day of Auguot,

el kUA.. 1911, and filed under the provisions of the Woodmen'la
Lien for Wages Act, 10 Edw. VII. c. 70."

- It was. adniitted that the plaintifl wus engaged by defendants
as foreman in their sawmill, and had been so employed for one

* hundred ansd seven days at $4.50 per day, betwaen Apri lut
* and- July 24th, 1911, and for said. work defendants were indebted

to him in the said suin, being the balance due to him on the said
24th day of July, and for çrhich he flled a claim. for a lien under
the Woodmen's Lieni for Wages Act upon certain railroad tics

lt was also admitted tint; the ties upon whieh the labour had
heen performed and the lien was claimed were now in the
pu.sesaion of the Iruperial Bank of Canada, .te whora they had
been assigned by the defendants as seeurity for money advanced.
It was also adniitted there was a elaim or lie-n of theCrown for
dues on said ties amounting to $3,504.50, whieh had precedence
lander said Act over ail other claims.

iCHÂppLn, DisT. Or. JiuDoEn-It was contended on behaif of
the plainti that he. havixig performed labour on the logo or
timber out of whieh these railroad ties were manufactured that
under s. 6 of the Woodmen 's Lien for Wages Act lie was entitled

teale h or4h n for the amountdue for :u:h Jabour. The
mtoenabLen Act wa asdfrthe special beneflt of wood.

in te d*trits.It isanecpintthomo w nd
therefore, mnust be congtrued str2ctly. Sec Dallaire v. Gazithier,

24S.C.R. 495.f ~24The words "legs or timber" are interpreted by s, 3 of
I the Act «to racan and include logs, cordivood, timber, cedar
Sposta, teiegraph poes, railroad tics, tan bark, pulpwood, '.hingle

boits and staves, or azny of them."
It la quite clear hy the above interpretation that "railroad

~ ktics' are intcnded te be within the Act, and if it were not forI ktic authorities I hereiuafter refer te, there could nLet be any
fý: doubt, but we must bear in niind that thia Act was firet paased

in 1891 when '<railroad tics" were, I thinli, altogether matufac.
îj-ý ýWtured or hew" in tic vvood -by the use of the axe, the same as

logs and pota, etc., and thc plaintiff's cl ým is "for work
manuifacturing ties at the de fendants' eawmill." The evidence
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