
LIAB1LITY 0F Bàà NE DIRECTORS. I

ably sliould have known. Any speculations of batik offifezi
whieh cause comment and suspicion among busineiz men gen-
erally are obviously sufficient to put the directors, on înquiry,
and require very sharp scrutin y of its management; but there
are, unfortunately, too nany conspicucus instances of the
wrecking of banks by men whose reputation lias been of the
highest botli in personal and business relations. It may be im-
possible, doubtiess it is, te, institute any systein cf checks and
safeguards whkh will make it impossible for the ingenuity of
a dishonest mani te wreck a bank when lie holds an important
position of trust in it. There is a dernand for legiaiation on the
subject. But legialators rnay do serious liarm by unwise enset-
ments, and ne legisiation on such a subject can be safely at-
temnpted without the fullest participation and counsel cf the
ablest rLen in the banking business.

LEGAL TECHNICALITIE3.

It znay net be out cf place te refer te the misleading remarks
cf a writer in the Toronto Daily News, who commented in streng
language on the alleged misconduct cf some cf the judges in
cur land, and te state sliortly the well settled rule as te how
Court.- should deal with xnatters coining before tliem, whether
they be questionts cf law or cf fact, or cf what the writer in the
article referred te is pieased te call "Iegal technicalities."1

May we be permitted to express surprise that there should
be anyone wlio is net familiar with the truisin that it is the
duty cf judges te administer the laws as they find tliem, and that
when the Legislatuze declares that a particular cifence shall be
deait with in a particular mp.uner, it is the duty cf the judge te,
see that the offence is deait with in that inanner and in ne other.
To do etlierwise would be te alter the law, which ne judge lias
any authority te do. It La flot for hlm te question the reason
which led the Legisiature te require that particular mode cf
precedure, stili less te, decide that sme other mode would do
equally well. Thi 's la nf' t being bound by a "technicality 1
It is simply doing his recognized duty.
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