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i far as 1 knew, no case bas arisen under this sectiont. Theý
ýiff's counisel assumes tliat the effect of Ît is to mnake flot
the reeeipt from but the repayment to an infant of any
ýxceeding $500 unlawful; and from this he argues that, be-

$1,800 was received unlawfully, and $500 only could be
lawfully, he is flow entitled to demand payment of $1,300,
iuahility having ceased.
L the first place, it is to be observed that there îs no reastrie-
tipon repaymient. The restriction is upon the amount of
;it; and if, as a matter of policy, the Legisiature reqires
ifant's acc(ount to be kept under $500; and the bank, inu
ance of the fact that the (lepositor is ani infant, reevsa
ýxceediing tis limitation, it then becomies its duty imm11edi-
to repay the excess to the infant on learning of his ini

1 eanniot find in this section any sanction for the thevory
whieh the action is brouglit.

ut, as said, I do not think that there îs any "law of the
mcc"- which prevents an infant froin deposliting- mouey ]n
withdrawing ît from the bank, even assumiing thiat thie
,ssion "law of the Province"~ la fot. to ho conflned to ani
ýss statutory provision....
pon another ground 1 think the plaintiff fails. The action
Ébrouight until more than a year and a haif after thie infant

iied lis majority. The money withdrawn fromi the baznk
ased by imi for bis father's benefit, and applied lu redue-
of the mortgage on the father's hotel. Before mnaking aniy
[ bc waited until the mortgage on thie hotel hiad been fore,-
dI, and the father had absconded. If lie intended Wo repuidi-
p'hat lie had donc during bis mnority, I t1hik that, undler
ircumatances, lie ought to have acted withi greater prompt-

a answer Wo this, the plaintiff suggests that ho lad been
Ad by lis mot'her as to the actual dte(, of bis birtli, and 1hat
as a year youuger than it now turna out thiat hie is.
do not tbinik that this affords him any excuse. Ilis eouli-

icy depends upon bis age, not upon what ho thinka his
ia. If tlie defendants had misled hlmn, they miiglît ho
iped. The faet that bis mother isled hlmii-if, indeed, slh.
-i. quite immnaterial.
find as a fact that the defendants acted t1hrouiglout hon-
without any kuowledge of the plaintiff's infancy, aud that
la nothing iu his appearauce to indicate inifanciy or t<>

oko inquiiry. If àt had flot been for the fact thiat the
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