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H-ill v. Ro/nzsý1897), 2 Ch. 301, is a case touching
the law of rnortgages. The action wvas for foreclostire, and
judgment hiad been obtained, arid iii pursuance thereof an
account taken, and a day six monthis distant appointeci for
reclerpti<)t. The dlefendant desired to redeenm at once with.
out the appointuiert of any day, and clainmcd that the plain.
titi was bound to accept tAie nonley at once with initercst. onlv
illp to the date of pnyment ; but the. Court oif Appeal çILind)ev,
Lopes and Chittv, L.JJ.) agreed witli Ronier, J., that the
uisual course of the Court is to allow six xnonths to rudcemn in
order to enable the mortgagor to find the xnoney, and on the
other hand to enable the mortgagee to find a new investinent,
and that after judgment it is not com.petent for the defeindat
to dispense with the usual tixnc for rede-nption, if the plaintiff
object. Although before judgnient the plaintiff could nt 1,
refuse to îaccept the money if tendered with interest to the
date of tender. In view of 5 1\'ict. c. I.î, s. 2 (OX, ani
R.S.C., c, 127, s. 7, it is pqssible that -tdifferent 'iew mighit
be arrived at by the Courts in Ontario, 'w'lere a nîortgagor
has a statutory right to pay off the mortgagor withoilt notice,
or the pavient of interest in lieu thereof.
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In Graham~ v. Sitiîc (1897), 2 Ch. 367, -Ln aIpplicaition was
made hy the defendants to stav the proceedlings until the
costs of an appeal had' becn paid'bty the plaintif,. rhe Court
of Appeal (Lindlev, Lopes and Chittv, L. ., thoughl con.
eding that according to the miodern practice the niere non.pay.

ment (if interlocutory* costs is no longer of itself a grouind
for staying proceedings 1hy the party in dlefa :tA, neverthcless

(Peglsterel ln acrordance %vitli tlip copytiglu Act.,


