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along in the fraud when lie knew at the sanie tixne .. that
his father was but tenant for life with remainder to himacif. If

an infant is old and cunning enough to contrive and carry on a

fraud, 1 think in a court of equity lie ought to make satisfaction

for it. " And it was decreed accordingly.
Now here was a young man claiming an estate after having

while an infant been party te creating a nîortgage upon it, and

having after attaining majority been a party to procuring a

further advance upon the mcntg-age. The Court of Chancery

decreed that lie should not have the e.state ivithout paying the
inortgage debt.

The next case of importance ivas Evroy or Esron v. Nicholas
(1733). 2 Eq. C. Ah. 488, 1 DeG. & Sm. 118, n. There A. was
atn infant; his guardian, wvith the approbation of A., made a lease
to the plaintiff for a fine of £157. The guardian became insolv-
ent. Ile mnade a lease to anither person, who evicted the plain-
tiff. The plaintiff then filed a blli for a new lease or for a retiirn
of t11e fine. Lord Chancellor King said: "Infants have no privi-
lege to cheat men. This lease wi-s made wvîtl the consent and
approbation of A., the infarnt, who .vas above thc age of discre-
tion and knew what lie %vas doing; and it is certain that lis con-
senting to the ltase %vas the only iu'luceiinent the plaintiff could
have to take it a.-, so large a one, -... and. therefore. ivlether
eur th'ý umolle ' caile to b.' ands or not lie olnght to inlake zood
tire Iea.se or reftind the fine ....... In this case there is
littie, if any, evidenve of fraud, and on that gronind the case is
criticised liv Vice-Chancellor Knight, Bruce iii Stikenffl v. Dau'-
son, (iihi si-p,'j. But siipptise that the. infant hiad induced the
plaintiff to pay the large fine for the. lease hy fraudiflently as-

serting that lie ivas of full age, then, if lie purported afterwards
to reptiliatc the lease, lie 'otild only do so oii repaying tire finle.

In CIbi ke v. (obicy (17,S9), '2 fox 17:1, a woînan nîarried an
infant. Mt t1îe date of tlie inarriage she 'vas a dehtor to thc
plaiîîtia' on two roisrynotes. After the marriage the

infant gave the plaintiff a bond in texehange, for tlic notes. Th,,-
plaintit-Y hroughit ani action on tlie bond. The defendant pleaiied


