
to be eovered hy sýuthlOrity, and in thxe answvers 1 give asrespects sucix questions 1 amn stating wvhat 1 understand tobe thxe law as declared by fthe decisions of the Courts, or theeffeet of the preponderance of authority where there havebeen differences of opinion.
1 anm of opinion tixat thxe questions su'britted should beanswvered as follow:-
1: in the affirmxative.
2(a): lu tixe negative.
2(b): in ftie negafive.
:fixie first brandi linfthe niegative, the second branc in l

fixe affirmative.
4. in the negative.
5: in fthe negafive.
6: in ftxe negative.

7 a,(b), (c>: upon fie saine ground and for reasonsF iilar to tixose stafed by my brother i!aclennan, 1 miustr-spectfully ask fo be excused froni iaking any furtixeranswer to these questions. To undertake to ans'wer theinwould be to eradeavour to give an exhaustive definition ofcworks Of necesSitY," or to Iay down a series of abstractpropositions not ixaving application to any parficular caseor set of cireumstances, a fhing dangerous't fo atfempt, and,if attexnpted, likêly to lead to embarrassing and possihlyi-nseixievous resuits when afterwards soughf to lie appliedte actual cases.
And upon similar considerations, 1 beg Ieave to reservethJe righit to reconsider ftxe answers I have given (except ofcourse in regard fo sucix as are already covered by bindingautixority), should fhey or any of t-hexu arise in course ofactual lifigation.

LISTER, J.A., (lied while fixe questions were under con-Sideration.
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