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brought into the. busines ini the Ordinar'7 course toiiro became subject te
the chattel morigfge as againot ention eredftors of the Mortgagor, not.
withétanding that their writs were In the hunds.of the sherliff et the time
sucb stock was brought int the. business, the. equitable right of tii. mort.
gage. attaching imm.dIately on the. goode raehing he premise t oyne v.
Li, 14 &IL. (Ont) - 03.

à provision in a chm ttel mortgags that it should cuver all alter-acqulred
goode and phattels brought upon the ¶ramises ownsd or oemied by the.
mortgagors or used In 4connection with their business during thie ourrmncy
of the mortgs.ge operates ae a valid lien and charge upon ail the. after.
aequired goods brqught upon the premiaes: I"~erial Breioer8 v. Gelin,
18 Mani. L.R. 288.

A description o~f after-aequ!red gouda as 'ail other ready-made elothing,
tweeds, trimimings, genta' furnishing, furniture and fixtures and personal
property, which shall at any time during the currency of thus mortgage
ba brought ini or upon the said premisas or in or upon any other preinisas
Ini which the said unortgagor may b. carrying on business," ia sufficlent,
and binds gouds of the kinds nientioned in premises te which, the. mort-
gager moves aiter making the mortgage t Horefali v. Doisecat, 21 O.A.R.
688.

A provision covering after-anquired property cf the business of inanu-
facturing cannot be extended tu thie goode in a mercantile busineàs, and
vice verso: Milligon v, 8utkerland, 27 O.R. 235, 238.

A mortgage of an electro-plating faetory "together wi th &Il the plant
and niachînery at present ini use in the factory" dose fot cover .patterns
used in t.he business, sent troni time te tume from the factory tu feundries
te have mouldings made, and net in thc f actory at the time of the miaking
of the. môrtgage: Mcaoah Y. Barton, 2 O.L.R. 77, reversing 1 O.L.1t. 229.

In a chatte! mortgage the goods wera dascribed ai foiiows: IIAhl of
which sald goods and chattels ara now the property of the sald niertgagor
and are situated In and upen the premîses et the London Machine Tool Co.
(describîng the preniises) on the i.orth sida of King street, in the city of
Iiondon," and in an attached schedula was this description: «'And ail
machines in course of construction., or which shahl hercaftr ba lu course
of construction, or compietad, while any of the moneys hereby secured are
unpaid, being in or upon the premisea now oecupied %y bhe mortgagor, or
which are now or saol be In any other premises in the city of I»ndon."
It w.as heid that the description in the schedule could net extcnd tu gooda
wholy manufacturad on premises other than those deseribed in the mort.
gage, and, If it could, the description wus not sufficient within the mean-
ing cf Bis cf Sale Act (R.S.O. 1887, eh, 25) tu cover machines se nmanu-
factured: WUiims v. Leonard, 2e Can. S.C.R. 406.


