
COOPER~ v. ABRAM<)r17Z.

further. If, witlîin that ime, lie expresses 1118ý rea<hness to reevive
lîiý wife hack or consents to aL ju<lgîent for a1imony (the ainournt
to be (letermined having reýgard- to the t' am of 93,(X#», the
motion miay lie spoke-n to; olrviethe (>drfor comm!ittal nma
go with eosts. J. E. Jones, for the plaintiff. G. Lynch-Staunton,
K.('., for the (lefelidant.

C'OOPER V. ABItAMOViTz-LATCHFOUDl, Jl., IN CHIAMB3ERS-
SEPT. 30.

Mlor4giie-Aclion for F4oreclosure- M1otion for Suinmwry Judy-_
»>Pd-Iefnce-()a1Agreement t> Take oPoednp o Ndn

on Motue. nappeal by the dufendant Gussiu Gross f romn ati
order of the Masteur iii Chambers, in a foreelosure action, direetiing
that judginent lie entered in favour of the plaintiff. ThIwappellant
alleged tlîat, before the writ of summons was issuod, thie
plaintiff orally agreed witli ler that, so long a-, he reeî v q d ceýr taýi n
monthly paymeviints from her h)y waY of rent, lie would taku njo
proceedintgs agaîni•t. lier uîîdeIfr the mortgage. The fact thiat
such an agreernent wa.s mind, and the terms of it, if imadu, wure
ini question before the learîied Master; and he deeided ilhat, if
such11 anareetwas mdit wa, flot binding upon t1e plaintiiif,

bea le s il varied tie terîns of the mortgagu, it w\as requirt'd
to) 1w in writing. LArîo ,J., in a l>rief Nvritten Judgnîeuîi,
said thato he a1greed with thIis <lete(rinination, and rufurred to Vezey
V. Rashîcuigl, [ 1901 i c'h. 631. Appea dsssd with ess
L. F". IlyK.C., for tîte appellant - S. M. Meilir, for tuew plaint iff.
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