
gage la, ini a printed form, ami titis prov)\ision, Miich is not ai)-
plicable tu the cÎreuistances, wýas allowedl to stand. 1;11, if
il is to lie applied to, the goods and( chattels îbae luh
mortigage, it should be apjlîid ini lt, view w Illte parties

(-dfll ontemplated, viz., thazt for tie purposes of fllw
mlortgge tli,ý g-oods and 4ehattelsý sfiold be( treatedl as of lte
cashi value of $-2,500. The vdneshiews that they. wuro
1cept Upl to ihie condition and value they pofssessedl at tho tinme
.of thie exeution of the niorigage, and there was threor n
breacli of thiîs covenant or terin of Ille mortgago,

Th'iridly, the defendant relies uploni the prviionenbling
1dmi to taepossession uipon the interest payaýbli-b h plai
tiff uponi arn'v of his reazl o>tate mIortgages Seon lin arruar.
and asserts that, altlioughf at ilie ilille hle etrdit ~
sion ;lit{ sc(ized the goudas tiere w;as as ai maittr of faut no
interea.t unpaid upon anY of tlle p)laintiff's rial estate ilort-
gages, yct thc paymlentý were imade aIter thti dlatesý onl w1luli
they feil dite, and therefore thcers ladl beomie lin arrear.
Blut thtis isý not the nmafing of tlice nat lis ups
-%vas to proteet the defindant again)st demiands 1).\ lortgageesý
liolingl( mortgagtes prior to) is on lt, plaiiti'S real estate,
ini respec,(t of unpaid inte resl, and "aras neans unidi)lý
arrears. Thc defendaut had ilu lis liands flt] ecit for al
interest due on the real estate miortgages wn Ili, took l)is
proCeedil1gsý.

Fourthily, the defendant relies uplon, a poision Or flit(

chaitl xnortgage enabling him to take possssio UOlte
issuie of a writ of summons for a mnonley' deînand agaiist Ille
plaintiff, and dlaims to be entiled to exercise thle riliudr
titis provision because of a writ issiued at hat- ownv Suit to
enforce payment of the amount of the adrance bY actio)n On
the coveniant; for payment contaied lt thle mortgage of real
estate. There lias been inrnll dbScuSSiOnl wit]l regard Io the
circunsftances irnder which tliis writ -was îsue. ut i do
niot deeini it necessary to consider tliis brandli of Ilie argul-
ment, for 1 think that thc provision doe., not extend bo theý
issule of a writ by the defendant for tlie saine moitey' demand
as the chiattel mortgage la given to, secure. 1 tinmk it slimuld
be read as meaning tlic issue of a writ for a money demandli(
other than the defendant's demnand imdcr fiie motgil Te
.objeet was to enable him to take stcps to profect hniacif, if,
'while there was no default inesec of his own clain, an-
-other dlaima was prescd by the issule of a writ agaînst the
plainf iff. The other provisions of the cliattel morfgage af-
lordj ample protection to the defendant ln fie case*of the


