
eor of anv. pe(r,.on ,prox ided. hlow ever. that if with respct lu
any' quiestioin ile w itinss objeûts to answer upan, the groani
that hi- mnae ni'v tend lu criminate hini or nmav tendI to
f-tablish hiý Iialîtv to a civil proeeeding at the instance
of the ('onor of anY person, and if but for this section
the witness would therefare blave been excused frrni answer-
ing sncbv question. then, altbougb the witness shall be coin-
pelled ta nser yet the ansxvcr so gîven -hal l b le ised
or reoeivable in evidence against inii in any ürirninal, trial
o.r othier criniinal proceeding against h:n tÈercafter takimg
Place. other than a prosecution for perjury in giving sueb

'lhle statute 1 Edw. VII. eh. 36. aiending the forcgoingy
Aenacts Ias follows:

1. Ston of the Canada E' idence Act, 1893, as that
sedý-iou i., eniac-ti hv ehapter 53 of the statutes of 1898,

iheevamendci by adding thereto the following, sub-sec-

2. The proviso to, sub-settion 1 of this section shall in
like minannr apply ta the answer of a witness to any question
wi(hI pursiunt t(, an enactient of thec legisiature of a pro-

vine scbwitnes is cainpelled ta an.mwer after hai ing ob-
jected to do s;o uipan anx' ground inentionci in the snid sub1-
wct -imn, and( which, but* for that enactunent, lie would upon
,àiuch gratin(] have been excused froîn answering."

Read together, thes two Acts. 1 think, protect a %vifncss
from an 'v suchI lÎihility arising from answers which a witneKq
mray he -ortlpehlable ta mahze in obedience ta provincial legis-
lation, and thei leg-isinînire of O>ntario bas bY 4 Edw. VIL. ch.

10,ec.21,enatedas falaws:
"21. Secion 5 af the Evidence Act is repealed and the

fiolloingi, substitutcd therefor:
"15. -\o) persan shall be excuseil front answering anv

quesrionl upon the ground that the answer ta sucb qiiestion
may tend to crirninatei him, or îna 'v tend ta establisb bis lia-
beilitY to a c-ivil praceediý1ng at the intncof the ('rowtn or of
anvY p-esan;: pravîdedl, hawvevç,r, that If with respect la an *quiest ion the witness b)jec-tf la anweor îîpan the groulnd that
his answer mayi- tend ta i crîminate bini, and if but foir thxis

motilt,~h itness waould therefore have b een excUsci, from
aiuerngsueh qujestion. then.l although the wilniess shal bc

eoimpeled ta) answer, yet the answer Sa given shall not be
nsed or reecivable in evidence against him on the trial of

.nyproeedngunder anv Ade of the legisiature af Ontario."ý
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