
The consequence of this opinion is that to thi., extenit
C. S. UJ. C. eh. 104 is still ini force, never having, been re-
pealed b> compekunt authorit>'.

And as a result of this opinion 1 aniswer questions 2 (a)
and (b> in the negative.

CIAs to question 3, 1 say that the xneaning of the wordsother person whatsoever "ini sec. 1 of C. S. U. C. eh. 104is linited so as to apply only te persons ejusdem generis withthie classes ernuzerated.
I ariswer questions 4. 5, and 6 in thie negative.
Q~uestion 7 (a), 1 answer in the affirmative, and as; to (b),1 s'; v that sucli necessit>' ia> grow Out of or be incident toa particular manufacture, trade, or cailing, and 1 answer (c)in tiie negative.

OsL1FR, JA-yanswer te the first question is in the.affirmiative. referring for xny reasons to my> judgnient inRýegina v. Wason, 17 A. iL. at pp. 221, 238.
2 (a), 2 (b): 1 answer these questions ln the negative.
3: The first branch of this question 1 answer in theriegative, the. second branch in the. affirmative.
4: 1 answer 1.his question in the 'negative.
5: I answer this question lu the negative.
6: I answer thia question ln the negative.
My reasons for these mnswers will be subatantial>' foundin the decisions in Attorney-Genea v. Niagara Falls Tram-way Co., 18 A. R. 453; Regina v. Sorsers, 24 0. R. 244;At toriiey..Gen eral v. Hamiliton Street li W. Co., 24 A. R. 170;Regina v. Reid, 26 A. R. 181, 30 0. R. 732.
7 (a), (b), (c): 1 Eind it difficuit to anderstand the, scopeo! these qlueries or their truc meaning, and te answer themnin such a way as net te make the answers of doubtfiil appli.cation in man>' of the. ever-varying circinstanees snd conu-ditions which ina> frein time te time hereafter arise betweenparties lu a real litigution. I must, therefore, with llrespect, ask te bc excused frein atteappting te solve them,as no useful answer eau b.e given to thein. Further, withthe lik. reseet. I subhij fi-f-1;] ;h4i -- ..


