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footmnarks, and eertainly none se w ortblcss.
Ill found footrîarks,-I compared thon with.
tho prisoner's hoot ;-They correspottded ex-
actly." If the tracks do excctly fit tihe boots,
they arc [the strenges[ evidence [bat [ho boots,
with prohably the prisonor iu thaîin, assisted
at wehatever was doue whlen tihe tricks w-e-c,
mado. Unless tho tracks fit exactly, [boy are
neocvidence at ail. Now the a inuecf tieaboyao
statensent, as usualiy received lu evidence, frotu
the îrsouth cf a rural policeman, or other w it-
nets, will ho more correetly apprecia[ed if you
consider the proccss whlich w ould ho requisite,
in oredr te dotermine that the tracks do fit
ex'retly. A marc eo censparison of [ho shape
cf the solo wi[b [he edge of the track is olearly
net enougli, hecause scores cf mon niay w car
thisai boots iste vcry muCle the same shapes,
especially if mnade by [he sauc maker. Nor
is it enougli te ceunt the bob nails, because a
country cobbior wili very likrnly have a sot
pattern and a set number cf nails for ail boots
cf a certain size. The cr[hodox plan, when
[ho print is yod pias~C, lu wet dlay or gardon
mould for instance, is, we believe, te pros tho
boot down inte [ho print, and thon standi aside
and sec if [ha fit looks ail right. It is true
that the sole it the crucial test, and tbat wbiie
lu tisa pritet ire one cau sec the soie; but tisa
plan bas thîs advantage, that the firîn pressure
iu tire soft soif lroduces lu the old print a nesv
ene, wbich, ex nccesilca, muest correspond
exactiy with the boot. In many cases ab vcry
aceurate aduseasur-emeont w ith co mpas nes wo uld
ho nacessary te test tire correspondencies cf
the two, and in many ether cases, frein tise
imperfection of the print the test is irmprati-
cale.

Tire prisonier's edvocatc ought ahvays te
examtina [ho w'rtness nsinu[ely as te the pro-
cess hy which ha satisfied Liiînseif that tie
beet corresponded witb the track. A four
ssontiss ago n case occured lu whiicli a prisonar,
being clsarged before a clerical inagistrate, on
tire evideisce cf a constable who dàeposed lu
tire usuel forra thet tho prisoner's boot fitted
the footmerk te a nie[y, tho worthy clergy-
man took the boot lu bis ewn bonds and par-
sonally compared it with the marks. Th/e firs[
thing ho did was te look et the naiiuscrks, whnio
[o bis surprise ho found [bat nieither lu nuna-
ber iror pattern did [bey correspond with [ho
nails lu the hoot. The prisoner, cf course,
wns acquitted; but, unless the magistrate bail
mado titis diseovery, ho would, lu ail probe-
hility hsave heen conmitted on titis blundering
evidence. rSolici tors' Journal.

A suife caîsuot exeoute a deed ;u-houh isý. per-
lisps, [ho reason wby Slrakspeare, ru-li vas a
tirs ,rate lawuyer, ruade Macbetht do tire deod,
-whichi lady Mlacbeth wouild have doue se ranch
boîter, had net e deed doue hy a, won-i been
u-oid te ail interuts aud ppsc.Cr- Bloc/c-
810c'.
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The (leftnclant obtaiued1 a summions to changeo
flie venue from the Couny of Lerruox antd Aid-
ington to Prince Edwarcl, on an affidavit whieli
stated, amongst other trings, that the action wirs
hrought for the conversion of plaintiffs goode
that the declaration had been served but ne pleà
pleadel ; that the cause of action, if any, arase
in the County of Prince Enlward and flot else-
wbere :that deponent ied Il rerison to hdlievc
and does verily bolieve that at least trn witnesses
wîll bo called te support tire diefence in [bis c-
tien, " that it wonld prohably be very diffleui t
te recch the Ceunty Town of Lennox and Addh
ingten, and tbrrt tire trial Nvould be attended witlî
very miuch greater cx jenses if tried ibore than
if tried at the County Town of Prince Edward.

Oaler sbewed caruse, referriag te Ch. Arch. 12
ed., pp. 1352, 135..

o'YNNP, J.-Dr. PbhîJrsebi?dv. &lrrleton, 8 Ex.
503, decirles, in accordencr' -rith a report Made
by a comrnittes of Judges te wlsom the sîrbj«t
was referred, that the application te change
the venue mnay bo made Gither befere or atter
issue joirîsi, as maay ha most convenient, but if
the application bo oade heore issue joinei it is
requirete thýat tie par-ty applying sbeulcl state
in bis afficlavit ail th.. ci, ounstancas on wlîicb ho
means te rely. Ile weul net be allosved te add te
or amoni iris case wben cause is sbowrn. Ilo
nief, bowever, if Ite choose, rest bis apprication
[bat the cause cf action acc'-ued in tbe cerrnty te
wbiclr ho wislres ta remnove the case, but if ho
dees ho mnay ho answnered by eîry aftidavit nega-
tiving this fact, or sbewing that [ho cause î.say
ho maore convarrieîrrly tricd in the county wbec
the venue is laid. If the application is made
after issue juin«d, tire Party appiying nst in
bis affidavits, in support cf the applicationr, show
that the issues may he morre conveniently tria I
la tic county te a licli it is proposeri te chairge
tbr venue, rSraill v. O'Brcien, 26 L. J. Exeli. 30,
is te thc camne ef--ct. There it ls-aid the general
rutse is te try thr-. cause wlrrre the witnss-es re-
side; but te tbis ride, horvsver nunseronis tbe
mitîresses înay ho, and bowver great tie exp'nnse,
lu procuriîîg their aitendance, tiare is an excep-
tien, as if it con ho made te ap~pcar that a fair
trial cannet ho iisd in the ceunîy te iwbicb it is
souglit te ho clianged Pcer/rallow v. ïV«rqqeI
Ilarbour rand Dock Ce., 26 L. J. Ex. 21.

tVhen tire grouud of the application ta the ex-
pense rtteuding fthe trial iu tire c eun.ty wlrsre the
venue is laid, the preo os-lrance cf convenic-nce
mnust ho very grert ti I hrr TIto/rrll v a.Ic,7
Scott, 2U2, thera mb w n- refused, a1îhourg ts


