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1. In January 2004, Christine enters into a contract to rent out her apartment in London to 

Solveig, who is a Norwegian finishing off her doctoral studies at the London School of 

Economics. The rental agreement is to run for 3 years starting on 1
st
 February 2004, and it 

states that Solveig is to pay a monthly rent of £2000. At the beginning of 2005, Solveig’s 

doctoral scholarship ends and Solveig is unable to find employment that can generate 

sufficient income for her to pay the full rental amount. Christine agrees to accept that Solveig 

pays only half the rental amount until Solveig’s financial situation improves. At the end of 

March 2005, Solveig inherits NOK 2 million (approximately £200,000) after her mother 

suddenly dies. Solveig does not inform Christine of this dramatic improvement in her 

financial situation and continues to pay half rent. In June 2005, Christine meets by chance a 

friend of Solveig’s who tells Christine that Solveig has inherited a large amount of money. 

Christine then contacts Solveig and demands that Solveig pay full rent for the remainder of 

the rental period and that she pay back to Christine the outstanding arrears, which by then 

amount to £6000. 

 

Advise Christine of her legal position and what remedies, if any, she may have 

 

 

2. In Chapter 4 of her Textbook on Contract Law (Oxford University Press, 2010, 10
th

 

edition), Jill Poole writes that there is “an unfortunate and arbitrary distinction, in terms of 

applicable principle and resultant enforceability, between contractual variations involving a 

promise to pay more and those contractual variations involving a promise to accept less” 

(p. 151).  

 

What does she mean by this statement? Discuss whether she is justified in characterizing the 

distinction as “unfortunate and arbitrary”? Insofar as she is justified in this characterization, 

what do you suggest is the most appropriate way, de lege ferenda, to resolve the problem to 

which she alludes? Give reasons for your answer. 

 

 


