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in1 auy othler case. But, whvethler the rul ing wasý based u pon
of riglits under the mnortgage in the judIgiteit, or uipon ay
of one of tw-o unconsýistent remedies, or howsoever, it ha
110 effeet upon sucli a case as thils. Th'fere was no foreclos
ment or order iii tbis action, ncr could there b-e, as the a(
not broughit for fo>reclosuire-iio such relief was evýer sou
indeed, no judgmient had been pronouneed in1 it; it 1

mecrely referred for trial te a judicial officer of thie CoiL
after being in Court for se great a length of tinre without
substantial having been aveomiplished, it was not to bce
at that, the mnortgagee should decide te take thie mnattei
OWIi bands and endeavour to accomplish somnething ini i

tunie.
It was said for the plaintiffs that the dlefendanirt, coul

under the power contained ini the mortgage, because i't
yet been deeided just by whoin and iii whaýt shares the 1,

ewe.But that had riothing to dIo with the case as a
legal right. What the mortgagee desired to seil, and ti
alone lie vould seil, were just sucli riglits and rnterests n
as the mort gage covered.

App1ica11oin refîmed ti
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