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Section 63 of the Law of Property Act 1925: 
 

  “(1) Every conveyance is effectual to pass all the estate, 
right, title, interest, claim, and demand which the conveying 
parties respectively had, in, to, or on the property conveyed, 
or expressed or intended so to be, or which they respectively 
have power to convey in, to, or on the same. 

 

  (2) This section applied only if and as far as a contrary 
intention is not expressed in the conveyance, and has effect 
subject to the terms of the conveyance and to the provisions 
therein contained.” 

 



Bowers v Bowers (unreported, 3 February 1997), 
Hoffmann J (at page 7 of the transcript: 
 

  “...it is hard to see why the addition of a forged signature 
 which is not relied upon should make any difference. It 
 would allow the [mortgagor whose signature is genuine] 
 to repudiate his own deed because a superfluous, forged 
 signature has been added...I therefore do not accept that 
 the addition of the forgery made any difference and I 
 adhere to the view that the building society took an 
 equitable charge over the husband’s beneficial interest.” 

 



Commerical Acceptances v Shaikh (unreported, 22 June 2011). 

 



Goodman v J Eban Ltd [1954] 1 QB 550,  
Denning LJ at page 550: 
 

  “...when a document is required to be “signed by” 
 someone, that means that he must write his name with 
 his own hand upon it...The virtue of a signature lies in the 
 fact that no two persons write exactly alike, and so it 
 carries on the face of it a guarantee that the person who 
 signs has given his personal attention to the document.” 

 



 
London County Council v Agicultural Food  
Products Ltd [1955] 2 QB 218, Romer LJ at  
page 223: 
 

   “...at common law a person sufficiently “signs” a 
  document if it is signed in his name and with his 
  authority by somebody else.” 

 


