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nical terms. Lord Coleridge, C.J., observed, in the eue
Queen v. Peters, 16 Q.B.D. 636, at p. 641, thut lie WRe'
aware "that dictionaries are not t-o be ïtaken aus aut
-xponeii-ts of the meaning of words used in Aets of Par,
In this case, however, the dictionaries give no light; it is
of the use of rommon words to describe something i1è9fý'
technical eharacter, about which this Court has no
nor any evidienc-e. . . .

In my opinion, the only proper answer to give to
-tions is, that they are all questions of fact which can beï
deterrained only upon eompetent evidence, of which<
n'one.
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