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Will you kindly advise us immediately when your client'
expeets to bo in a position to furniali us with draft decd, aaid
oblige,

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) Denison & Foster."

This letter could not bc taken literally, thiat dofendant's
solicitors were satisfied as to titie, without furthier seareli,
as the solicitors said they were not in a position to certify.

In reply to above letter plaintiffs solicitor wrote s-
" Toronto, Aug. 2lst, 1913.

Messrs. Denison & Foster,
Toronto.

Dear Sirs: lRe Lawson & Hlunt.
1 have your letter heroin of yesterday's date. The delay

herein lias been caused by the proposod plan to ho flled by
my client not having been approved of by the township
council. I understand this will flot ho done for ton days
or so, when a draft deod will ho submitted to you.

Yours truly,
(Sgd.) B. N. Davis."

On the 2end August the defendant called "the dtal"
off, and demanded his deposit.

Further correspondence followed with no change in re-
suit thereof. The defendant wanted the land for a proposed
market gardon. Time was not on]y made of the essence of
the agreement, but it was of importance to defendant. Rie
was not obliged to aecept possession until satisfled with the
titie, and without the plans, being registered. The plaintiff
must bo responsible, and. not the defendant, for plaiintiff's
neglect or inability to have plans prepared and registered,
go that defendant could complote beoore 15th August. The
defend'antcould, alter the 15th August, give plaintiff a rea-
sonable time to complote. The " ton days or se0" mentionedj
in the letter of plaintiff's solicitor ot 21st Atigust was an n-
reasonable dolay under the eireumstanc 'es. On the 2Ot1h
August, the plaintift executod a conveyance to the defendant
describing the land by motos and hounds. This conveyance
was not tendéred to the defendant. The description is the
~ame as in the statoment of dlaim, and does not mention
blocks 9, 10 and. south hall of il. It was not executed until
alter the defendant had withdrawn his offer and demanded
his deposit. The plaintiff, as vendor, does not complain
that the land would not seil for as mudli as plaintif! was tg


