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9. Contracta made by infante as eSployers.-The general mile as

to the obligatory character of an infant's contracts for neces-

saries involves the eorollary that a contraet by him for th% hire
of a servant siiitahie to his station in life is binding upon him,

to the extent at least of rendering hlu liable for the compen-

sation earnedc by the servant', In cases where that raie is flot
eontrofling the effect of ilh contract is somewhat obscure.

Upon the aniaiog-y of the doctrine applied ia respect te other

con tracts, it woiuld scei that the contraet of an infant for the
lîire of a servant, shmild, if xnt e!learly prejudicial, be regarded
as heing iaerely voidable at his own option, and that, until it has
actually been disaffirined by Iiimi, it should bc deenîed to subsist
for ail parposes both as between himscff and the servant, and
Nwith referenee to third personis. 'This theory as to the juridical
sit-uationi wotild inivolve the following consequeces-that he
%vtl be liable for aniy wages eariied while he treated the con-

traet as valid, at ail events for sueh wic.1es as were already dure
and payable nt the end of the last of the periods with reference
to whieli their arnount was ineasiured; thiat lie would be eatitled
te niaintain ail action for daiînages agaliist a third person -%vho
inight inferfere wrongfiilly ivith ftie contraet by enticing away
the servant or otherwise; and that lie would be liable for such
torts as inight be commnitted by the servant in the coire of his
eniployrnent. There is, however, a singuhlar dearth of judicial
aiithority on the qiiestions thus idicated, and iii the oîily case
whubch has conie to fixe notice of the present writer, the validity
Pnd effeet of an ordiinarv- contract by' an infant for the hîire of a
servant !lis beeii treated as beiuig determinable îîot by the general

rv.4peet to the anount of thie stipfflatid wages, the infant having gone on
woru-fug [or two nontlis a fter lie lxcanie of tige)

"A servant in liverv mua- hoe allnoi to a rich infant, because qnob
nttprndanre, ig coinmonly uppmopriated to persoins iu his ra-nk of life."
chaprle V. Cooper (1844) i:i -. &V. 252 pe'r Parke, B., arguendo. The
actual point deeided in tbi% rame was that aui infant Nvidow is bound by
ber contrnct for work and ijlboir done in furisihing the funeraI of lier
husi.bind, wlmo haq left noa property to he mdmnistfered. 'Such a cortract
vnas regarded mis being for lier persomi beneflt end la a brond sense reason-
ab]y nePeé4Sary,ý8 ..V '.A ~ -

In Hand v. Elaney 100 TR 58 Lor ixemmyo rexuspd te ay
that it was mot neccssary for a captain in the nrnmy to have a servant.


