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omer therecof in the lot of land upon which it is situated
to secure the payrent of the debt so dua to hin, and the
costs wiich may arvise. in enforcing such lien under this
chapter, including a reasonadle attorney's fee, except as
is otherwise provided herein, **a%

The question of the dafinition of "consent” referred to in this statute
has bezn beforz our Courts in a nurber of cases, 211 of which follov the definition

spalled out in Gray x. Walker, 16 S. €. 147 (1881):

"Consent *%% irplies sorathing more than a nere acquiesence

in 3 state of things already in existence. 1t irplies an

agree ment to that which, but for the ¢casent, could not

exist , and which the party consenting has the right to forbid."

)

fgnard Briek Works v. Gaatt, 151 S. C. 23, 159, S. E. 24 850 (1968); Gantt v.
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der koz¥, ?51 S. C. 37, 162 S. E. 24 267 (1968); Andreus v. Hore Pzform Soc.,
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1. 219 5. C. 62, 64 5. E. 24 17 (1951); etz v. Critcher, 85 S. C. 348, 68 S. E.

527 (1910); Gedéas v. Bowden, 19 5. C. 1 (1883); 25 5. C. Laz Review 817 (1974).

The record is clear that the four clainants dealr directly with Dawkins,
and that cach enterad into a separate agreemant with bawkins concerning the
furnishing of lzbor and raterials. The Master has found that the landovner
consanted to ezch of these agreetents and that the liens against the leased lot
should be foreclosed. Exceptions having been rade to these findings, it becoras

necessary to raview the record as it relates to each plaintift.

HIP'S CLAIN
As to the clain of Hip Truss, Inc. (Hip) there is no evidence that ‘any
of Hip's persornel ever had any dealings, discussions, or contacts of any nature
~with the lanlemner. The Secretary-Treasurer of Hip, and lHip's only wituness,
stat_ed that she did not know Burns, and that she knew of no way the sale of the
—aterials to Dzokins affected Bums (Testimony, p. 71): .
*q. Mrs. Hippensteel, you don’t know Harvey Lea Burns,
do youl?
A. No sir, I do not.
¢. You don't know any way that your sale of this material to
Jares C. Dawkins, Inc. to effect Mr. Burns, do you?
A. 1 know of no way, no sir.”
The testioony indicates that Burns was awvare of the installation of the .
trusses on the job, but I find no e.\'ridence that the materials were furnished or
iﬁstalléd as a result of a'nything that the lanflwner did or said. Knowledge

alone does rot constitute consent. Gray v. Walker, supra.
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