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Hunter, D., Reason Is Too Large: Analogy and Precedent in Law, Emory Law Journal, 2001,
No. 50, pp. 1197-1243.
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Journal, Vol. 97, 1988, No. 6., pp- 949-1016; and Patterson, D., A Companion to Philosophy
of Law and Legal Theory, Oxford: Blackwell, 2000, pp. 332-343. ’
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Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2010 (, p. 45).
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Leiter, B., Legal Formalism and Legal Realism: What is the Issue?, Legal Theory, 2010,
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Theory, California Law Review, 1985, Vol. 73, p.119;
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4. Pound, R., Mechanical Jurisprudence, Colombia Law Review, 1908,Vol. 8, pp. 605- 623.
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1. Pincoffs, E. L., Justice [by Chaim Perelmhan], The philosophical Review, 1970, Vol.79,
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2. Anderson, S. A., Legal Indeterminacy in Context (Dissertation), Ohio State University,
2006 (, pp. 2-14).

3. See Southern Pacific Company v. Jensen.

Leol g3 n 488 0 50 g slate 5 oo b g blizal (sla gy 52 ade sl s ol
b Ly 500 adde o> ool B Sl oS 3580 b8 (]S IS5 e o 3 (ol 45 s )
e S (92,00 0 0 45 (ol i g US4l Ji0sg] Slan 4 e st o
S 5 e s Vil (el s ot ol ol 3l o M50 395 0m oo (S JSS
s ol el g el 355 ke 1B Colia b oy s ) (5l 53 Walel 1 (g)luy 2 &5 sl bl
Aol s ol (oolaml ;)

DYR .o Oyl o IS0

N B WP o MO oo guad (5o @oliio g yaandli (g gl )b (55 1 15 oS5 5
MW pan OYM gl 7 il calg &8 18100505 ((G98 A (ol oL jsils

7. Perelman, Ch., The Idea of Justice and the Problem of Argument, London: Routledge, 1963
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1. Haack, S., On Logic in the Law: Something, but not All, Ratio Juris, 2007, Vol. 20, No.1,
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2. Holmes, O. W., Book Notice of William Anson, Principles of the English Law of
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1. Legal stratagems.

2. See, for instance, Coulson, N. J-» A history of Islamic Law, Edinburgh University Press,
1964, pp. 140-3.
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