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ta corivey the imrnediate frchold, as the feudLl law rtcqtiircdi on open aînd
fnotarieus delivery of the lands. It mias usod ta Potivcy iintcrests in

aieofland whieh were incapable of livery, as reinainders and otlîei incorporeal
iflour, rights, suei as easments. B3ut ifs oppration was dlirct and iinniediate,

eiee As the conveyanees in use in the carly part of the Iast eaii ury îîcre incon-
venient, the statute (nov 11.8.0. 1914, ch, 101), sec. 3) was passcd hy which

qed is it m-as enacteî that "Ail cor'poreal tenernonts and liereditamenis shall, as
regards the conveyance of the inuinediate freehold thiercof, bc deuined to lie

short. in grant as well as in livery." No additional significaîîcc, no different opera-
rty of tion, no wider nieaning wîere given to 'flic word "gran)t," but it wzas applicd

pattoia new intorest, înnwl1y, the ijinechiatet freehîold. I th cnic ovv
Prt arrliîg wvord having direct and inicidiate opciration; and hocane an aihlitiontil

trs mod of convoying the lînînedilito frcahold. The point arese acutely in

rrns. ,Sai-ill Brothers v. ikihell, [19021 2 Ch. M2, whore a grant was nmade of a pi-ce
ntly (if ]and ta bcconie oprt ive -0. a f ututre date. St irling, L.J., in ch'tivering the

thejudgniient of tic Court ofApel said at pages 539-40: "Fornrerly a dced of
1-us- ~granit ivas al mode af assuranîce aplicable anly ta incorporeal siereditanlcnfts,

the inlcludinig rever-sions., and reniainders in land, but by S-9 Vict. chi. 10t, sec. 2,
to it was enacf cd th.it carporeal hereditaincntm, lis regards the canveyance of

int, tlhe iniiiediate frcchold thercof shu:ild bc dcemed te h' in grant as weîl as in
il] l~ivery. The igtatute,, however, bi no way alterm the mules af law lvith respect
eh ta tlc crention of esiatem." And flie Court held fthc conveyance fa ho vaid.
rit So hve the direct auj harity ai the Court af Appeal fInît a grant (if an

estîtte of frcehald ta Coninence in flitaro is colitritry ta Uihe ridles of law. and is
af ilierefoc ineffective te euivey fthe estiafe.

1Hs Lemdslipî, however, fohloeed on1, aitor flic passage abave cjiad, te
of say, ''event if neo actual conveyanecof flic legal estate h effece d, fhlic eyance

roiild operale :, a covûmnît te stand scýised.'' Wherc thoera is li vlid cov enadî
c ~~t(i stand seised, the legal est ate does in filet îass te li teaviat The

etawenater, bcing scised, ceveniaits iliat lie wiii stand seised te flic use of the
(ico)venantee, and tho Statute ef Uses execeutes f he lise alid pifsses t1lm legal
d it fa e iceovenantec. But thle cansideratien for a covenant. te stand

scised mnust bc either blood or miarriage: Sanders on Usesi, vuL. 2, page 8K
If a censideration of nioncy bc added ta fhe. conaideratian of inarriage, the
lise wiii Prise an ftic latter eonsidcratign only: Ibid, vol. 2, page SI. lia tlîe
piosent case thec cansideration vas $1.00. As it vas quite appairent froin thle
nature of fli, transaction thli. the land w'as intended te ho conveyed onhly
hecauise the granteo wvas thec humband of the grantor, if riîiglit bc eoncludcd
tlîat flic cansiderafion of marriage existed, and the benevolent construction
t hat tlic demi iniglht ho treated as a covenant te stand seised nîight lie accorded
to it. But here another difficulty arises. Sanders says (vol. 2, 'Page Si),
If a coveniant be nmade to stand seiscid te the use of ai person rclafed te fthc

covenatar by bioed ar nharriuîgcand of a stranger ftie whahc. use wiii sest in ftle
relative." Tlîat is te say, t-hît the consideration of blond or niarriage mayaes
Whol:, frontî the huîsband, wife or relative, and is the only consideraf ion that
Nviil msise the use, and therefore fthe use will lie raised only iii faveur of the~
spouse or relative, and flic stranger gets rîot.hing. If the considerat ion ho,
dividcd, and flic relation af inarriage be atfributed te flic graîîfcc's lire estate,


