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ante 279, dîimising the applicant's appeal from the order of ant
official Referce, iii the matter of the winding-up of the t>aik,
eonifir-iîing the placing of her iaine upoxi the fist of contribu-
tories ini respeet of the double liabllity of bank shareholders.

George Kerr, for the applicant.
.1. W. Bain.ý KC, for the liquidator.

MNlfIDnITON, L1. said that the quiestion aperdto be onue
which jinstified further voiisiderationi. lii orýlDirv enses. ant
infant is called upon to repudiate witin ;i roasoinahie time after
attaining inajority (Edwargds v. Carter, W3 A.C. 360);
but where the liahility is statatory' anidoe iiot arise front anl

exrs ontraet on the part of the infant, the reasqoniiilg im
Se(atrelyý applicable, andi it inmay lie that the liquidator eannot

snceed1nessý lie ean shew ant act of ratification.
lin the view of Mii)i)i.Fox, .,. the taking hv the applîuaiiit

4)f thie notie' in the haiik xvas not Io bp looked upon as ait 11n
dloutedý( act of ratification-it was in nio way car-narkêtl as the
issuei( or- produet of the stock.

There-4 is a nîarked distinction hetween the position of an
inifanit siareholder in a conîpany which at thie tinte of his
atiingii, nîajotrity is a g-oing eoneepri and his pyositîin whivre
thie vompaity is befing %ould up. 'See the assruecrrud 1to ini

1imponý on Infanits, 3rd ed.. pp. 41L 42. Thle banik was iii
truth beinig, wiod up at the tinte the infant attained hier major.
ilt-yv aithoug-li the wîinding-uip order was flot mode tili subse
iqentl.

IUpol ail applicationi of this nature, Bin appeal should be,
alloweid where there is reasonable grouiid to suppose that1 theq
wouild-be appellanti ny oba oirlief by further appral. and ai
prolongzation of the liiigaitin vannot be regardel ils vexatiouis.
Trhis cae s apparentlyý one of grecat adhp and thev appeal
appe-ars to be one elearly arguable.

Ietve granted.


