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ENDORSEMENT 

[1] This case conference follows from the case conference in this matter on March 3, 2026, and my 

endorsement of that day. 

[2] Without getting unnecessarily into “the weeds” about the arguments before me today, suffice to say that 

there have been difficulties and disagreements as to the execution of the plan devised on March 3 

(and confirmed in the endorsement). 

[3] As a way forward, it has been agreed, and I confirm (continuing to use terms as defined in the parties’ 

materials and in my previous endorsement(s)), that by Noon, on Wednesday, April 1, 2026, the Purchaser 

will deliver a “with prejudice” offer to the Landlord. 
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[4] The parties will then meet in person on April 2 (and April 3 if required), to negotiate face to face. 

[5] Depending on the results of those negotiations, it may or may not be necessary for the parties to come 

back before the court with respect to related issues (such as the date by which the Premises will be vacated 

if no deal is reached). 

[6] I note the court’s abiding expectation that the parties will conduct themselves in good faith, for purposes 

of the upcoming negotiations and otherwise. 

[7] I also confirm that, should the Landlord need to access the Premises, it can do so on reasonable notice to 

the Purchaser, and that this should not become (or remain) an issue (again assuming the parties will act in 

good faith and reasonably). 

 

 

______________________________  

W.D. BLACK J. 

 

DATE:  March 27, 2026 


