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argu~ment ; and one of them rendered judgment in accordance %vith the conclu-
sions of the foregoing syllogisin; whose prermises are foundced on decisions t 'aken
from varions cascs, without 'proper regard being paid to the difference existing
bettween the factî.. disclosed in those cases and those proved in this particular
case,

IIt somectimes happens that the facts which are presenteci to the practitioner
or court are the samne which have occurred, and have beenl passedi upon before.
But this cati bc oiily Mien the parties have droppeci out something from their.
recital, because of an instinctive feeling that it was unimportant, In truth, no
two sets of facts %vere ever absolutely identical. Now, for a court to dccide a
question diffcring from %vhat lias gonie before, it mnust takec cognizance of the law~
enigraveci, iiot by mnan, but by Goci, on thc nature of inan, In other wvords, it
must take cogniz3,.nce of wliat our predecessors havIe inamed the utnvrittenl ]aw
or common law. 'lhe law hias aiready been rliscovered b), judicial wisdlom t»)
consist of a beantiful andi harmonious soiietliinig, not palpable to the physical
sight, yet to the nndeistanditig obvious and plain, callcd principle. .And the
only ivay in which it is possible for one decision to be a guide to atiotheri
involving facts in any degree differing, is to trace the decisioni to its pririciî,le,
and thence to pass downw~ard to the tncw facts andi inquire %%heitier or not tliey
are within the samne principle. This process is termnec reasoning.*"

IThe judicial decision ... is the conclusion of the judicial minci upoin
particular lacs. .. .... ven when the Nvords of a jucige are i the rnost
general terms, and to the casual readinig meanit to convey, absolute doctrine as
viewed separately froin the lirnited facts in contemplation, they arc to be inter-
;preteci as qualifieci by those facts. The consequence ks that judicial decisions (Io
flot and cannot formally scttle an), abstract doctrine, such as it is the province
of jurists to la' dlown. The wards of judges are always to bc interpreteci as
qualifieci and liinited by the facts of the case iii hand ;and it is thus even whiei
in formn general, as laying dov'ii doctrines for aIl classes of facts.Y

leOur books of reports are the judic: il conclusions from just so inany sets of
n1arrow facts as there are cases in thiem, cach set of facts dioeering fromn every
other; andi they do not embody the ultimate rules whîch goverfi the iniflnity of
facts, paFt, prescrit andi .turc." (J. 1). Bishop iii Arnerican Lazi Reîiezc, aan.-

Let us consider the reasin why cheques or bills of exchange are usutall>'
signeci in a certain way on behiaîf of a company. It is this : lCheques must be
properly signeci b>' a firni L-eepinig account at a banker's, as it ks part of the
implied ýcontract of the banker, that only cheques so, signed shaîl be paici."
(Bouvier's Dictionary.) In case of promissory notes or buis they must bc signet!
in such a way as flot to deceive the parties negotiating them. 'rhese parties
mnust flot bc led to thitk the>' have a rich compan>' as security for the paymnent,
when the>' have in reulity only a poor individual. In the case betore us the
cheque %vas the usual and acknowledged cheque of the company ; no one wvas
deceived or in ignoraince of the facts ; but then thp individuai defendant %vas
tzomparatively rich, and the company absolutely poor. Sol that in order to have
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