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thus propounded was, however, not stated with relation to the

Scolpe of the provision, quoad penvoitas. It was not alluded, to
in any of the cases cited in the following subdivision, and there

la no indication of its having appreciably influenced any of the
aolusions. at which the courts arrived. So far as any con-
trolling principle is traceable ini those cases, it seemà ra.ther to
have been that the descriptive expressions are to be understood
in their ordînary mense.

(c) Me>igattached to the speciflo expression. 'usecz to
designate the preferred classes of employés. In the earlier
English Bankruptey Acta the oxily words used to desig-
Date the classes of employés entitled ta a prefer-
ence were "any clerk or servant," By the terms of the Pre-
ferential Panments in Bankruptey Act, 1888, § 1, (whiech, sa
târ as regards the subject now tinder discussion, is a re-enact-
ment of the correspondia~g provision in the Bankruptcy Aet,
1883), a priority is allowed to the "wages or salarir of :.ny clerk
or servant," and to the "wages of any laborer .....
whether payable for time or piece worl."

The more conmprehensive terms of the latest enaetntents Ire W
apparently to be regarded as indicating an intention to include
ail servants of the classes specifled, irrespeetive of the duration
of their engagements. If thi8 supposition be correct the cases
in whiech it wau laid down that the Act of 1825, althongh its
operation was not eotifited ta servintt hired hy the year', was
tnot to he considered as being appLcable, unless the hiring was
of longer duration than a week ', can no longer he considered as

* f I pirte collyer <1834) 4 Dt. & Ch. 520, 2 'Mont. & Ayr. 21
Saporte Iltimph.r-ev& (18351 3 Deae. & Ch. 14.)

Exv parte' Crairfont (1,831) MoIcnt. 270: -- r parle Rkimier (18Ma) Mont.
&Bli. 417 (spe oEr porte Collyer (11R34 ý 2 NMVont, & A. 28; 4 D. & C. 520r

where flie report of trne eartier case wPA eorreoted by the court) -, Rit parte
Xceal (192M 1 Mont. &. McA. 194. The ondeton pon whc'h the court U
tolied in Po parte (1rairfoot, 8upra. we're that the iniertion of the word
"e1erk*' wn~iffi have ben aurplusae If the word "semrvants" hai been

ýe na general sonsp, that the phrn.seologv by whieh th termes of te.
rnnneatrn-.sl uontha' wages andi solaryŽ'-weT deserih.d coulti not

wlth i)rnoriet%, bé iinderstrod ae Itaving reference to wnvkUifi, whn wvere e
ridjaUyo r wpekly;, and thnt there was no Pxpret;% mention of «"workmen"
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