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comprehensive is evidenced by presenit long forms of mortgages
which are made, flot only in pursuanc7 of the Short Forms of
Mortgages Act, but, besides making tli- mortgagor convey as
beneficial ownMer so as to incorporate the implied covenants of
the Mortgage Act, contaîn, in addition, long special ternis siiited
to the ideas of the lender or imposed upofl him by the laiv stationer.
So far as mortgages are concernied, it is safe to say that the
statutes passed to reduce the length of mortgages 1iave been un-
fruitful and they have chiefly~ resulted in insuring that the mort-
gagor shall fot understand what he is signing. To a lesser
extent it is probably correct to say that parties to leases and
grants are similarly in the (lark.

In speaking of the common forrns of covenants, upon which
our Short Forms Acts are based, Mr. T. ('vprian Williams says
that the "hbest of them, tbough prolix, wvere inarvellously accu-
rate,' l)ut difficulties have frequently occi4rred -in their iliterpre-
tation. The efforts of Lord Eldoià, in Broirninq v. liriglit, 2 B.

&P. 13, and of Lord Eillenl>orough, in Hoit-ll v. Richards, Il
East. 633, to construe tbfe 'ovenantfts appcariîig i,.. the (leeds
lefore tbern, are good early examples of this, and the hesi com-
inentary upon the ri ultitude of words frequently employed is
that, if s0 many wor(ls are used, the least that migbt be expected
is that ail contingencies are foreseen and clearlv 1rovitlcd for,
but these and man 'v other (lecisions shew that the contrarv is
the case. The covenanît for quieit possession bas (reated inuch
difficulty: sec Jeffrie's v~. Eue ns, 19 C.B.N.S. 267; Da,'id v.
Sabin (1993), 1 Ch. 523; (;old .1! rdal v. Lumibers. 29 ()R. 75.

26 A.E. 78, 30 S.('.1. 5.5; and if is pointed out by Mr. Leitb
(1R. P. Stat. 104) that thle nivasiire of damages under it may differ
from the damages recoveral)le tinder the covenant for rigbt to
conve 'v. The forni of power of sale in rnortgages is neyer arcepted
by careful conveyancers as suffirient. If some of the rovenants
have not l>een mucb under consideration, the reason probably
is that t.hey are of very litie l)raetical importance. The covenants
to produce title deeds and for furt ber assurance are scareely (-ver
hefore the Courts, andi prol 'ably flot or.e sale in a hundred fell
tbroughi or ivas quemtiotiui hecause ~ile grantor wma a trustee


