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tolejable, worse even than bloodv war, and we wil psy thc price.
Our sn= on the battefields of Haknders and France "hIl be
avenged. W-o, the umprepareci, have found ourselves, a nation,
ready and wiling to fight for 111e sud the làt rty of other nations
and to fight &gamn. The stake is worth it, and we shail conquer,
and, dying, live again a greater and united people."

The Pres-ident towards the close of the meeting whein
"Womans Suffrage" came up, struck out boidIr in its favor and
as&-rtc-d it was neyer intended that by mere incident of formn al,
birth any distinction in civil rights should prev ail and only brute
force bà.d b).ought about such a condition- Let us be men and
flot cowards and afford our sisters ail the right.ç we as mnen
<.njoy, and by -Ahole. fot bv liaif measures, as in the past-

11-1.1 AN. AL'LUSED PERSON THIE RJGIIT TO M14KE -1
STATEMENT A T HIS TRIAL WIVIO(T BEING'
SWVORN OR SUBJECT TO CROSýS-L'A AMINATIONI

A divergence of judieiF.1 opinion appears to exist jr. Canada
as Io the right of an aceuscd person to make a Ctatemnent during
his trial without being sworn or subje<'tcd to cross-examîination,
since the passing of s. 4(l), Canada Evidence Aet. R.S.C'., c. 145.
w.hich provides that -Every per8on (-har7ed %vith an offcnc

... shail b.- a eonipeteiit uitncs for the defencee whether the
person so chargeil is chargcj solelv or jointly wîth any other
person.

Vintil this cniactnienit. ail aceuped persan %u is not, a conîpe-

lent. witness iii his own defence, but hie had a right, if flot out
of course of the cominion Iaiw' .at least long cstablîshed by
judicial opinion and practice to iniake in unsworn statenient du,,-
ing his trial.

In the recent case of Rex v. Kr.ifchcnko, 22 ('an. Cri. C'as., p.
?77, ('hief Justice Mathcrs. after discussing varioils deeisions a

*TTalabhur,, geemsa tn regard thé »tajtem-r.t not on oath Ra~ a <'omnmon law
right. Vide Useur' .nw% of England. vol. t), p. 402, par. 771.


