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inortgages to ho at my (purchaser's) expense." The gen-
eral rule, in the absence of other provision, is that thie pur-
chaser prepares the conveyance at his own expenise: Steven-
son v. Davis, 23 S. C. R. 633. The reason of this is diszcusazed,
i11 Stephens v. De Medici, 4 Q. B. 427, and Lord i)enman,
C.J., intimiates that the rule semrs to be a.consequence from,
the faet that the purchaser is to pay for the conveyance. The
language used by Parke, J., Prince v. Williams, 1 M. & W.
13, is now in point, where, the instrument (lease) vas, '-to
be prepaxed at the sole expense of the landiord." The learned
Judge said: " As the lease wus to be prepared at the sole
expense of the defendant (lessor), lie was to prepare it, and
flot the lessee. It may be, indeed, that one may be hound
by the express ternis of a contraet to prepare a lease or a
conveyance, and yet that it shail be paid for liy another, for
such stipulations are flot îneonsistent; but when all that i,3
stipulated for i.s that it shail be prepared at the expense ot
the lessor, and there is no context to explain it, it must be
intended that the lessor îs te prepare it also."

lUcre the solicitors on1 both sides understood (and 1 thixnk
rightly) that the vendor wau te, prepare the deed and the.
purchaser the mortgage: Clark v. McKay, 32 TJ. C. R. 589,
By the time limits of the contract, the acceptance was on 25th
September, 1906--10 days were allowed to, investigate titi.,
which would hring it te 5th October, and the sale wats to b.
completed on lOth October. Accordingly, on 4th Oc-t)ber the.
plaintiff's (puirchaser's) solitor writes defendant'Is (venidor'3)
aolicitor a letter asking that a draft deed be submitted, and
that as soon as that was done he would submit draft mort -
gage. No answer being sent by the defendant's solici tor, the
plailtiff's solicitor again writes on 8th October encl.oig
draft mortgage for approval, and repeats thie request for
draft dee, and hop" to, ho ready to close on 1Oth if ti,.
deed is executed in time. Still no answer being given, thje
defendant's solicitor w'rites a third time on lOthi Octoher, ,,n-
closing deed te be executed by the vendor, and intinkating
preparedness to psy the required purchase mon1ey lit one
upon its execution. UTp te, the time fixed for coni1pletion the
solicitor for the plsiintiff has beenthus active and desirous to
complets ini due course.

But this defendant has done nothing to, accelerate the
thîngs, needful to, ho doue in order toe the due completion; con-
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