The
ntario Weekly Notes

TORONTO, MARCH 28, 1913. No. 28

APPELLATE DIVISION.
MAarcH 18tH, 1913.

*SNELL v. BRICKLES.

uty as to Preparation and Tender of Conveyance—Con-
fum of Contract—Specific Performance—Refusal —

peal by the defendant from the judgment of FaLcox-
2 V*C,J K.B., ante 707, awardmg specific performance of a

ppeal was heard by Murock, C.J. Ex CLuTE, RIDDELL,
p, and LerrcH, JJ.

ones, for the defendant, the vendor.

udfoot, K.C., for the plaintiff.

udgment of the Court was delivered by SUTHERLAND, J.
ting out the facts) :—With great respect, I am unable
th the opinion of the learned trial Judge. I cannot
 there is anything in the whole clause referred to, or any-
e agreement, which takes this case out of the rule
the purchaser should prepare the conveyance at
sment does not say that the conveyance is to be
e vendor or at his expense. Indeed, I think that the
apon the acceptance of title and delivery of deed

.

rted in the Ontario Law Reports.




