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cover ail a truaquired Cooda and, chattels broaeht 4pen tii.
4. promiiseson or oouied by the plaintif omay rue in

connection with their business during the currency of the mort-
ge.The. plaitift coinpany had been ineorporated prior to the

gL age of tha chattel ruortgage nd Lyon Bros we thep piia
promnoters and beesme its president and vice..president respec-
tivelyv, being, in f set, the controlling shareholders. $2,104.64 of
the Money len~t by the. defendants to Lyone Bros. wua handed
over te the plaintig company and by it applied towards payment
of the debta of Lyone Bros. The plaintiff compaxiy paid an
inatalment of the interest due to, defendants on the $4,000 loan.

Held, 1. The provision in the chattel mortgage as to, the.
after-acquired goods was as binding for the plaintiff company as
puxehasers of the. moi-tgage property with notice of it as it
would be upon the. executors or administrators of the. mortgagors,
and that the defendants had a good and valid lien and charge
upon aIl after-acquired goods brought upon the prernises in
question by the plaintiff company.

Mitchell v. Winsi>ow, 2 Story 630, followed.
2. The. plaintiff company was under. the circurnatances

estopped from disputing such lien and charge. Pickard v. Sears,
6 A. & E. 460; Free»ian y. Cooke, 18 L.J. Ex. 119, and defen-
dants were entitled to shew in evidence the facts constituting
such estoppel, althougb it had not been pleaded as an estoppel
in pais and need not; be pleaded te mnake it obligatory: Freeman
v. Cooke, supra.

3. The mortgagc was not void as to the'after-acquired goods
because of the. generality and vague.ness of the description.
Lazaris v. ,4ndrode, 5 0.P.D. 318, followed.

Aiition digmissed with costs.
Pi7,lipp ansd Clapman, for plaintiffs. Denrnstoun, K.O.,

for dfefndanits.
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*Municipal lù..-Contriot or aqreement utitk the corporation-
Di8quatiflation-Debt diu to corporation-Compromise of

-Pen2~îjBonafldeq.-Dise.retioin.
Defendint, ha'#ing a judgment by the city against hini for~

*taxes, entered into an understanding with the cite, whereby, in


