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(2) A coxîtraet by an infant to reifder services ivill xiot be
hie1d binding for te iere reason that, upon a reasotiàble view of
its ternis, it iitnist be proiiounceed benefivial to Iiiii'.

lVîdhup.< Co. (3897) 20 11.. 147, 3l7 Atl. 7011, ( iîiirt whon had left the
servicii viliiiitsiiily after attiiii luhs îiitjority. .1WiedluforŽ the end ('f the

8t11)alutcd tè,ilî,-hî'id îiot tu ha !etititlaî(l to riwovcr the seuil %vhichi tender
the eigreekuioiit was to be retéliined out of his wvages iîîntfl hie had collipletely
perforitned the coiitriot) . Tite eourt laid dowii tte dloetrinc that ait infant
ina y hî nd hli ski f by et r'olt rîit for îwos '.i f ic'm Ior il%, et con.
tract biuuctlcial to lbien. This fi lindtouhtedlvN tie dootrinle elubodlicd ii the
English mvnSe eiled )uY the court, C'oolici V. 'Sieil mis, 7 Il. & N. î71 (Seo
lai t soctidj, niote 4). t screts mlolit p1robab1le, lîowever, tient the court ulid

ful in teiîld t,,1 iolIow t litit elise to the ful l ex tvilt ellit that i tq uleision i
nîleroly of the Saie scolie ais that in the Ma sac liisetts case juist refcri'vd to.

T1'ient <ou! riet s fi i nemssaries lire biliuiing %vlas conlced, a rgiîendo, in
lieras v. 8tiiiiiii 1902> 129 luîd. App. 181, 64 N.E. 94.

li v]oe . Seî (1824) 2 Pik 3:l4. tht, position ,uf the court was
thus expIa irncd lv Pa rker, C.'.: "If i t werc t rue, as aIl ogteil 11) thle arîgum ient,
that this contract for worl, and labour i bitiffing ont the infant becxise
it les for hiîs boenetit. tharn it otuglit to fiîlow tlit at violautionî of it shlîinld
depri îe )lieni of thli right to obt i n conîpemîsattion foi at pairt ial performiane.
Buit Nve îu1îprellemd tlînt titis contract i voiduible by the. inufant, it not conNîng
within the exception to the general rile oif law. tliat tell t'oiitrac'ts by infants
nii) het îivoidlcu liv tlieni eitiier befori' or alifter tlifey arrive nt full iuge."

lin Lotre v. Rýiik1ra ( 1858) 27 Mo. 308, Pi)ntrnets; for perso ila] services,
and for nivesetsries lire contruistet ini respect to tlii ability o'f inîfanits ta
avold thje formuer iil, huit nat the latter

lit Ip v. fiddard (186)3) 39 Ahi. 164, it wvns laiud ilowin tient inde-
pendently of sortie sittitiory provisionî, lin ininît's <'oîtrac't of uipprentice-

si p undpr en] nîiiv lie avoidleul lv iiii lut atny ti nie Jlu îinîg 1îs hiriori ty and
tienut neilhr the eoaîliict of the i nfint's nîntiir. in îinciaî.r :înîtheî' persoîi
ta eter lîlto îu erntravt w~itlu Iiiîi, nr tlîe luet of lier lugent iîî drawing the
deîud, en estop tlie inifant frontî ivoidilug hus iileiltille ai îupipreniieësuip.

For oather viisvs li wluich ordiiury coîitiacvts of qpervice'. fî'oîil w'ili the
infant derived n other speitle bonefit tlîîîî the. stipîl:îl;teul nue.ti
were trentell as voiilihle hv liiiii, sve grîerI v. Jiîdd (1854) 1 (bay. 455:
Vent v. (saad <1837) 19 Pick. 572 )îîcsertioîi fronti t ship 1)u'y an infanit
seamani, hielî to lie *r leg.il avoidancé of lus contrart ni qervivv) -, 'hituicrs/î
v. Rat,, (i 8411) 3 Denlo, 375; Petera v. Lord (1847) 18 ("onn. 337z Ralu v.
Haiiie.q (1869) 52 1II. 4,M5; Dallas v. ll(iqînt I t 150) 3 Ind. 537;
Wicîîutlee v. IfispI <18,54) 5 Imd. 142z Vaen Pelf v. ('oreinui (1855j Il liaI.
3113; ,Id',sv. Il'al-er (1840) 17 Me. 38; Ikerc'hcei- v. i'o)lirlic lfa1Jil.g
( 1870) 58 'MP. 217. 4 Arn. Rep. 286; Velite v. (ikcu 1,471) 10 'Me. 142;
Spircr v. Farl <1879) 41 MNipli. 19)1, n2 Arn. Rep. 162, 1 X.W. 023-, Lîifkiî

v. Mc!,ciI (1852) 25 NUl. 82; Camîpbll v. Coope'r (18561) 34 ]N.U. 49:
Haoe<e v. Linrola (1840) 25 Vt. 206: The ffotsptit (1874) 1 Sawver. 11)4.

Ventier tlîe- Englisti doctrine. as sttnted( in the lnist section, tlî cnrat
la al, (lin iuiove casRes woulîl. it secpins. have, heen treatati as primaâ (acie
binding. Spe pgperialIy tîîe rernarks ni Fry, T,,T, in tente 2,

Th, farts involvp.4 in nther caget aire Riteli as ta placé ther n l a Stil
more doç»ided(- aatîgonism ta tliat doctrine. Hagqrly v. Yahi LorJk. Co.
(188~3) 62 NiL 516 (contrnet ta work in cmnsderation ai heing iîîstriîeted
in a trade) : Ilaarheeq v. IVait ( 1836) 15 N..TL. 343 (pimilar cantraee)
F'raeici.9 v. FcImif (18319) 4 Psy. et 11. 408 (contrart ta %wark for a cer-
tain tirne iii considerction of the ernployer's baardinig and viotiling the in-
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