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he defendants submitted a draft deed for approval. The
aser’s solicitor struck out the purchaser’s name as grantee,
ted the name of the purchaser’s daughter, and returned
‘deed. There was no covenant added that the grantee would
off the mortgage and protect the grantor. This was relied on
an incidental ground of defence; but there was a sufficient
r to the plaintiff’s claim without this.
The plaintiff alleged that he purchased for his daughter, and
informed the defendants.
The defendants made all necessary preparations and arrange-
ats to complete the contract on their part on the day fixed by
contract, and were ready to vacate the premises on that day
plaintiff did what was to be done on his part on that day.
plaintiff did not tender the purchase-money or make any
to complete the purchase on the day fixed or for several days
There was evidence by the plaintiff of a conversation in which
offered to extend for a couple of weeks the time for ¢hanging
occupation of the premises; but, if there was such an offer,
. defendants did not avail themselves of it, or apparently
ntertain it. It could not help the plaintiff.
‘Reference to Brickles v. Snell, [1916] 2 A.C. 599; Walsh v.
Willaughan (1918), 42 O.L.R. 455.
Counsel for- the plaintiff endeavoured to obtain from the
fendants a specific declaration of their reason for rescinding the
ntract. The motive was quite manifest—they wanted to slip
of their bargain, and took prompt advantage of the plaintiff’s
ental delay. They could legally do so.
The learned Judge did not doubt the plaintiff’s sincerity and
faith. He acted honestly and honourably, and had been
to serious inconvenience. The defendants acted harshly and
vitrarily and to an extent that justified the learned Judge in
g costs.
Action dismissed without costs.
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