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the mortgage ýwas made with that knowledge and for the
purpose of securing- the defendant for the deht due hlm,
thus defeating or prejudicing the rights of other credi-

n that view of the case, 1 do not think il neveessaýr\ to dis-
what was said by the xnortgagor and Mis brother about thie

,ed bargain that the defendant was to advanvo suvh eash
-ould be necessary from time to time to satisfy other eredi-
and assist in keeping the business running for a yr.The
cash advauces, amounting altogether to $950, mannde Iii the
ndant soon after the maldng of the clhattel mortgage,. ight
mte some sueh bargain, but 1 do not need to pass upjon that.
owever, such a bargain were made and did exiat, thedfe-
did net live up te i t. Tt is denied, however, on the defeud-
s hehaif, that any snob agreement wvas entered into.
;omething was said, too, that would indicatp a dexire or ini-
~on to keep the other creditors quiet for a time after the mnak-
of the mortgage. The evidence on that point w-as not
ed. That, in itself, belps to shew an intent te gîN-e defenid-
a preference. To mY mind, therefore, the ehattel moi(rtgagezt
ýid as against the other creditors of te mortgaigor.
)n another ground also the inorigage is void. Clauseo (a)
,c. .5 of the Bis of Sale and Ohatte] 'Mortgage .t 10 Ew

eh. 65, requires that the affidavit -of ile attesting, Nvitneas,
hl iq to bc registered with thé chattel ora.shiall,
agut other tliings, state the date of thie ex(etionôt of thec
~gage. Section 7 provides that, if te miortgago ami affi-
La (tlhatîis, the affldlavit of the attesting witne.-s, tiff 11w :Afi-
t of bonsa fides by the mortgagee) are not registeredl asý 1y
ALct required, the inortgage.shall be aibsoluitely. nuhl aiii voiti
,ainst ereditors of the mortgagor and as against sujhýoquenjt

aers or mortgagees in goed faithi for valuablecosd-
i. The affidavit of the attesting wtsfilied with thlis mort-
sets forth that it was exeeuted "<on Tuesdlay the, 9th dlay o!

iary, one thousand nine hundred and t
'his requirement of the statute is imperative, and it jjnujst 1w
frued strictly. Faqilure to mention the year iu wieh it a
ffted la, in my opinion, a fatal oission, anti such a on
)lianee witi the requirements of the Act asý reniders Ille
gage void.
Por the above reasons, apart from any othler titakt wevýre
d, the mortgage 'shouid be set aside, and the rnortgagedl
.9 1hed by the assigtiee freeti therefront. If any of the goda
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