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civil procedure, prepared by the Parliament of Can'aqfe’goe.g
not to be considered as any sacrifice of any real privi right t0
might possibly, however, involve the sacrifice of the > xd as
tinker it annually, which most lawyers would not i‘fed we
any real loss. Should such a scheme ever be rea le w’oul
might reasonably expect that changes in the Prof:edur 4 with
thereafter only be made after careful consideration, an pene-
a tolerably reasonable assurance that they would PYO‘;i be 1€
ficial. They would hardly be made in one session

ealed in the next. at-
’ This is a subject which would well repay t.he Car:iltllllt in
tention of some enlightened statesman, and might T

. of the
conferring a lasting benefit on a very large portion
Dominion.

COVENANTS ON MORTGAGES.

894
In mortgages made previous to the 1st day of Jul?c;rlpz)"
the holder may pursue his remedy on the covenant withi?
ment of the principal money and interest at any time arose
the space of twenty years after the cause of act101;87 ch.
but not afterwards.  This was under R.S.Q-, ! ith, e
60, sec. 1, ss. 1, the portion of which dealing Yvh m
question was, before the amendment of 1893 (of whic tion€
hereafter), as follows :—« The actions hereinafter men spect”
shall be commenced within and not after the tin.les I“;pona
ively hereinafter mentioned, that is to say: (¢) Actions

s€
e catt
bond or other specialty, within twenty years atter t

of such actions arose.”

oré
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In 1893, the legislature amended this section b.y Séxxr\iftliin
ch. 17, evidently with the intention of limiting the time cove
which the person entitled could bring an action_on ang ubject
nant contained in a mortgage to ten years, and it 1S theﬁective’
of this inquiry to see how far this amendment i$ © ac
where it is defective, and how far the legislature has
plished its apparent object. 5)
By the amendment, 56 Vict.,, ch. 17, Clau_se ( upo
Was amended so as to read as follows: * (b)) Actions
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