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eertain proînissory nýotes amounting to $7,988.15, and a
further indebtedness of $1,000, the proviso for paiyment beig
for tht' suin of $8,988.15, which, hy the ternus of thie instru-
ment, was to be paid on l8th July, 1906. Nothing was paid
upon the mortgage, and it was duly renewed in 1907, by a
renewal statenient under the Act. The inortgage covered al
the mortgagor's stock in trade, consisting of a general stock
of dry goods, ready made clothing, mllinery, carpet,3, linio-
leums, hats, caps, furs, as well as ail fixtures, together with
" a11 goods, chattels, stock in trade, and fixtures, of every kiu4
and description whatsoever which now are or hereafter ma~y
be during the currency of these presents situais in or upon
the store or premises now occupied hy the mortgrago4r on the
east side of John street, in the town of Arnprior, knowri -a
" Gormley's U[p-to-date Dry Goods Store." The buit.;ue.q
was managed entirely by the pîainttiff's huaband, Thomas J.
Gormley, who acted under a general powe'r of attorniey dated
6th February, 1905.

The complaint of the plaintif! as elaborated in the pIeait.
ings is that on l.8th March, 1907, the *defendants, without
any warning to the plaintiff, "and without followinig the
usual course provided in1 such cases," entered and toc>k pos-
sesssion of ail the general stock of dry goods, ready made
clothing, milinery, carpets, linoleums, bats, caps, furs, and
fixtures and stock in trade of the plaintiff, and hiave ,ijnce
retained possession of the sanie, and have continued to run
the said business of the plaintiffs in the usual way of huying
and sellhng, snd have made no attempt tu realize In the usuai
way under the chattel mortgage; that, the defendants did
not ad*ertise the goods for sale under the m1ortgage; tbat
the defendant8 brought new goods into the store preniise,
that they marked goods far below e-ost; that they sacrifleed
the' stock by selling it at figures much below the market
price, and by not advertising aud selling under the xnortgag.;
that the defendants made no list or inventory of the goode
seized; that they made no deuiaud upon the plaintiff for auy
moneys due under the mortgage, " nor did they gi ve to, the
plaintif! any memorandum or paper writing whiat8oev.e, at
the time of or before or alter the 'rrongfül seizure, detention,
and conversion ;" and that the defendants wrongtully to*k
possession of the plaintiff's store anud retaÎned poossfliç>a

heeo agaist the plaintilf. A dýaim wa, also maide 1upoft


