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© properties now in question.
 Burrowes, those properties were valued at’ $1,500 ;
Burrowes to Catherine Van Sertima to buy her share tor $750, and it was
in March 1916 bought from her for $900; but transport had not been

- passed at the date of the trial. e
- Burrowes who had had the valuation made by a broker; and Humphrys @

: Burrowes in two actions, na,melv

by one, J, T. Hubbard, aga,lnet them and. others claiming that the smd
will of Thomas Hnbba,rd be set aside;

el

to sell;.

;under Whleh httle of the estate Wonld have been Ieft to her One of the
matters dealt with was the half share of Catherine Van Ser tima, in the
In the inventory for Estate Duty sworn to by
~an offer was made by

Humphrys got the figure of $1,500 from

__stated that he had no personal knowledge of the value of the propertles

14. Hnmphrye also acted as counsel on behalf of Mrs ‘Hubbard and

(1). an action, brought in August 1916,

“which action was heard at the end "

of May 1919 and was finally decided in their favour by the Appeal Court

on December 12th, 1919 ; and (2) an action brought in April 1916 by Adriana,

- Gravesande and others agalnst them claiming an account and payment on
the ground that the Plaintiffs were entitled to a part of the estate of Thomas
‘Hubbard, Whloh action was deolded n favour of Mrs. Hubba,rd and Burrowes _

in J une 1920.

15. In these aotlons Hnmphrys Was 1nstruoted by Messrs C‘a,meron "

and Shepherd solicitors; and was paid fees.

16. Humphrys also i in 1915 performed for Mrs Hubbard Wlthout extra

fees ‘two small services, namely, the drafting of a petition to the Governor

~for a pension and the 1nterv1eW1ng of one of her tenants with a view to

persuadlng him to leave; and in 1913 he had a,oted for Hubbard’s curatorq

’ 1n a proseoutlon of a man for larceny.

b ifou Dumng the lifetime of Thomas Hubbard the Appella,nts predeoessor |
in title, Mr. McKenzie, had been buying properties up the Demerara River
~ at an average price of $2.50 per acre for land which had indications of
' J. A. King had also been buying land to connect up bauxite

bauxite on it.
spots, and in 1914 had asked Burrowes, who was one of the curators of
Thomas Hubbard, what he would take for the properties now in question,

and Burrowes had mentioned $1,500 or $1,800, and King offered $1,500

for Aurora and $375 for the half of Semerie (whloh had an area of about-
_{ ‘but McKenzie would not let King buy, as there was no bauxite
777 on them. Later on, in 1915, McKenzie arranged to buy for $500 mining
[ pim2 360

. pp- 112, 113.

500 aores)

rights and a right of way over Aurora, which Thomas Hubbard had
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175 tn the course of all these ma,tters Humphrys saw Mre Hnbba,rd
only about eight times; usually she was aooompanled by Bnrrowes but
_'thoe by a Mrs. Vaﬂadares (a niece).

30

originally bought for $261, and the curators obtained leave of the Court
_but Burrowes subsequently refused to carry out the bargain as
Mrs. Hubbard objected, and a subsequent attempt at an agreement came
. to noth]ng and prooeed,lngs to enforce the Appella,nts cla,nn were mterrupted -
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replied : “ Al right, I will do my best for you, but you had better erte'“ o
‘me and make me an offer.” - No price was rnentmned B e i3l M0
20 Ea,rly in 1918 A. G...Klng orally asked Humphrys (as he was in p. L7129
touch with Mrs. Hubbard and he (King) did not know Mrs. Hubbard’s p. 20,1 1.
“address), if Mrs. Hubbard would take $3,000 for the properties now in P i?l L
- question, and made an offer of that amount in writing on 23rd January g s 9
1918. Hnmphrys told Burrowes of this inquiry and offer, and Burrowes o, 51,1, 27.
~ on a later occasion told him that she would not accept it. Hnmphrys p- 20,1 5.
e had not seen Mrs. Hubba,rd herself on this matter up to that time. = e
F 91, Subsequently, at an 1nterv1ew Humphrvs mentloned to her this plT, L. 26.
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price was -genuine.
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FMI'S Hubbard is a client of yours, isn’t she ? ”’
T attend court and represent ber in certain a,otlons against the estate,”

and stated the nature of the actions.
Anrora, and Semerie which old Hubbard had;

trying to get them for some time.

twice and have not got them yet.”
claim of the Appellants to have already bought the properties, J. A. King

said ¢

 refusal, and she said that she did not wish to sell whilst actions were pending

~ .and, anyhow, would refuse $3,000. @ She said that J. A. King had tried
to rob her by offering her $1,500 for mght of way and mining rights, and -
- now offered $3,000. Humphrys said thet this %3 000 Was for the whole

30
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fbv the death of Hnbbard and the dlsputes a,bou.t hlS Wﬂl W,[rs. Hubbe,rd’ REooRD
~ objection was based on distrust of J. A. King.

'~ decided to buy the propertles 1f possﬂ:)le in order to oonneot their other
lands ' M . . _ s

19 At the end of 1917 (or more probably, in 1916) Hnmphrvs as 3 p. 9
proxy director, was at the first meeting of directors of the Appella,nte and 195 5%
" the Chairman, J. A. King, said to him after the meeting, *° Humphrys,
Humphrys replied : Yes,' '
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King said: “ You know lands of

the Company had been
As a matter of fact we bought them
After further conversation about the

“ Will you let-us know if Mrs. Hubbard is going to sell.” Humphrys

property but she shook her head. o
22 1In March or Aprﬂ 1918, A. . Klng, on behalf ot the Appellants p. 17,1. 32,

¢ "and with .the authority of Mr. Peotter, who was then their Managing p. 30,1 24.
. Director, asked Humphrys to offer Mrs. Hubbard $5,000 and to tell her P: 4%411 82II -
“that it was the final offer. This offer Humphrys passed to Burrowes, g Siln

who subsequently told him that Mrs. Hubbard said she would not sell p. 46, 1. 29.

‘whilst actions were pending. Humphrys told A. G. King of this reply. In p. 46,1 21.

his evidence, A. G. King said that the offer of $5,000 as a last (or final) p- 53,1, 16.

Burrowes thought $5,000 a fair offer, and told . =

Mrs. Hubbard so; and in his evidence he said that if it was his property

;WhOIIl he had only
' ;L_J:eeent];y returned to the Colony After statlng that he had

he would have sold at that price.
-recewed from it, except $63 for some timber.

Up to the present no income h&d been,

23, In J: anuary 1919 Humphrys met the Respondent Emory, Wlth p: 17, L 39,

a casual acquaintance up to that time. Emory had €5 seq.
severed his 2ih L 26‘*_
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The Appellants thereafter p- 52,1 35-

,,_ .
O e P L T ¥ g P o - *
o i S R ey i ke i = o g S et g o o= Ly gl &
® i : . . B &
5 = - ; 5 ]
3 E " a
- a ) ¥ g ! -
- o
; 5 '




