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The caethat the appellants'counsel attempted to make- out,
,id whieh the learned Chief Justice did not think was imide out,
as that the matter was of se great importance that damnages
one shold be the remedy awarded to the ro'pondent. Ili Ille
rcumstances of the case, lia ving regard to the urgent, need of a1
ipply of these munitions, and the temporary character oF the
isinesa, the proper course was to suspend tho operationor or the
junction for six months, which would be probably Jlng enloulgh<
enable the appellants to coinplete their preý-t entrct
The res-pondent would, of course, be entitled to daiiage.s for

ie injiury which he had sustained, or would sustain durîing that

There should be liberty to the appellants, at the e'xpiration1
the six montha, to apply for a further suspension of the inj une-

The costs of the appeal should be paid by the, appellants.
There should be a reference as to damages to the Master in

rdinary.
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*BRON BROTHERS v. MODERN APARTMENTS C0.
LIMITED.

taUtel Mortgage--Failure Io Reneu,-BlL,? of Sale and Chaliel
MQ-rt.gage Act, sec. 2l-Who Entjlled to InviOke--Credito'a of
Assigneq of Mort gagor-Possessjon Ta/ceii by M1ortgagc~e-
Reighits of Execution Creditors-Fraudukenî Conveyances Act,
sec. $-Absence of Fraud.

An action by execution creditors of the defendant s the Mlodemn
)artments Company Limited to set aside a bill of sale whereby
P, defendant Barthehnes transferred certain ehattels to thie
fendants the Royal Ceeil Apartments Linited, as a frauid u1pon
s plaintiffs and the other creditors of the defendants the M.\odemn
)artmaents Complany Limited; and (by amnd(ment) for a declara.
&i that the chattel Mortgage to the deMondant Barthelmnes
ade by Hudson Brothers) by virtue of which the dlefendant
arthelxnes purported to make the transfer had ceased to be


