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RIDDELL, J., also read a judgment. In the main lie ag
with the Chief Justice, and was ini favour of affirming the j
ment, but not neoessarily for the full amount allowed by
judgmient at the trial. If the defendant did not object tc
amount, the appeal should be dismnissed with costs; if hie
object, the amnount should be fixed by the Registrar at thec
of the defeudant, and judgment should be entered for that
with costs here aud below.

LENNOX, J., agreed that the appeal should be dismissedi.

RosE, J., agreed with RiDr>aLL, J.

Appeal dismissed wilh com

HIGR COURT DIVISION.

SUTHRLAND, J., IN CHuMBERS. JANIJARY 23RD,

OREISMAN v. ROSENBERG.

Migage-Final Order of Forredloure-Opening up on Applii
ofÂ.s&ignee of Exeution <Jreditor, not Made a Party anI
Served uith Notio-Rle,3 .469, 470-Doubt as8 to w,
Execioi SatjLfed-New Account and Newv Day for ReA
lion-Improvenents Made by Mort gagee'-Lien for-
veyancing and iLaw of Properly.4ct, sec. 37.

Appeal 1,y the plaiutiff front an order of the Master in
bers settng aside a final oder of foreclosure obtained b
plaifltiff, and( directing a reference to thue Master ini Ord
to ake, an1 account and8 fix a ucw day for redemption.

Shirley Dei-tson, K.C., for the plaintiff.
J. J1. Gray, for Hymn Qross.

SUTHtERLAND, J., in1 a written judgment, said that, a
tinie the writ of suxxuiorts as issue4, there was a writ of exe(
apparently ini force ini the hands of the sherjif.- of whicli H

practuce
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