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all the notin debtor’s propertythe insolvencyBy assignment
in thevestedbecame assignee,law from attachmentexemptby

fit, thecould, exe­satisfyHe if he201, thoughtc. s.S.,P. 6.
land fromredeem the theand a He couldcution levy.prevent

c. s. 14. He couldS., 288,aat within P.year.timelevy any
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defeat attach­in order tounfounded,wereclaims madetherein
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of hisin that no amountlargerhis insolvency, seeingstanding ” Hoxie,his v.is set is sufficient debtoff than to-payestate (Hall

Thehis is remote.interest251, comparativelyMet. yet3 254),
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that Hisin result. authoritymore immediate interest obtaining
administrator,an andthat ofis not less thantheover property

is noin athe insolvent appraisement greaterthe interest of just
statute, dis­the the entireUnderthat the heir-at-law.than of

hands of thethe is in theand of estate placedsettlementposal
Waite, the608,Vt. 610. WithBank v. 57 propertyassignee.
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Bill dismissed.
All concurred.

Merrimack,
June, 1897.
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brick,forperform makingnot labor or furnish materialspersonA does
therefor,lien byof the agivingthe statutemeaning furnishingwithin

brick,employed makingto in the under athe workmen contractboard
the manufacturer.with

Assumpsit. The owned andPacts agreed. oper-defendants
Pembroke,in from 29 toApril 29,ated a brick Augustyard

28,decreed 1895. Theinsolvent, August1895. wereThey
defendants,the boarded theirunder a contract withplaintiff,

for which$1,467.26,the amount of amount heworkmen to
a made that andseason,claimed lien the brick broughtupon

suchthis action enforce lien.to

theDaniel forDonovan,B. plaintiff.
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and Howe,Almon F. Burbcmk Martin for the defend-Albín, ‡
ants.

“J. If a shall furnish ma-Blodgett, labor orperson perform
the amount of fifteen or more for brick,terials to dollars making

virtue of a contract with the owner he shall have athereof,by
kilnhen the such brick for such labor or ma-upon containing

P. c. s.S., 141,terials.” 11.
The in the enactment of this statute evi­purposelegislative

thewas to laborer who manual work inperformsdently protect
and thethe brick who furnishes materials whichmaking person

are used and such is the thetherefor, also reasonable ofimport
in its andcommonemployedlanguage ordinary signification.

the correctness of this the failsAssuming interpretation, plaintiff
to make a case which entitles him to the remedial ofadvantages

At most,the statute. the furnished himboard contributedby
in an indirectonly manner to the of the Hebrick.making

neither furnishedlabor nor materials within the stat­performed
which limits the lien to such laborutory contemplation, per­

formed and materials furnished as enter into and abecome part
50;of the brick. See v. Lumber Co.,80 Wis. WilliamsBradford

v. 25 Or.Co., 426, 431, 432,—42 799,Coal Am. St. Rep.
802; McCormickv. Co., 185;Water 40 Cal. Dudley v. 65Railway,

655;Mich. Trust 178;Central Co.v. Fed.Railway, 27 Gor­Rep.
Hardwaredon Co.v. 86 Cal. 620.Railroad,

To to the elasticstatute the claimed for it thegive power by
would an unnatural and strainedplaintiff require construction

ifwhich, carried to its conclusion,' would extend the lienlogical
to one virtue awho, of contract withindefinitely every theby

owner, contributes however theto of brickremotely bymaking
kind of service orany rendered furnished to the work­supplies

men which aid them in to their labor. Theany performdegree
■obviousresult of such a construction would be interminable liti­

and confusion of as well asgation liens, subversive ofmaterially
the allgeneral which lien laws thisprinciple of characterupon

which isproceed, that those who have contributeddirectly by
their labor, or are entitled a lienby materials, tofurnishing upon
the into which the and andproperty labor materials have gone,
to that extent added to its value. v.Authorities Davissupra;
Alvord, 545;94 U. S. 46,15 Am. & Enc. Law Therenote.Eng.
is no other solid or distinct on which to stand.ground

The has not a lien theplaintiff on brick attached.

discharged.Gase
All concurred.


