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propertles to the Pla,mtlﬂs upon payment by the Plalntlﬁs of '.th
$10 700 bemg the ba,la,nee of the purchase money. . i §um_ Ofl
(ad) Alternatwely an Order declaring that the said Hu h Ches E
9 1 i
Humphrys was the agent of and/or Trustee for the said Loulga, Ma,lvmeal:
Hubbard in the sale of the said properties to the Plaintiffs herein and that
the Contract of Sale by the said Hugh Chester Humphrys to the Plaintiffs
18 binding on the said Louisa Malvina Hubbard and that the said Louisa
Malvina Hubbard be compelled forthwith to pass transport of the said
- properties mentioned herein to and in favour of the Plaintiffs herein and
‘that the Plaintiffs do pay to the said Louisa Malvina Hubbard the sum 1o
~of $10,700 ‘being the balance of the said purchase money under the saad : -
Contracts of Sale on the passing of the said transport e i
((;‘; Tlﬁ(;h cgg}tl:rogrtieegeas 1?(})10663((1)13“ Ly .thmk JUSt i E . 5. In another action instituted on the lOth d;a,y of Aprll 191 6 by
Demera,ry, 12th July 199&) : S e E -~ A Gravesande and others against the first named Defendant and the said

' G J. DE FREITAS .
Ba,rrlster-a,t-LaW

J SIDN EY MCARTHUR
' Ba,rrlster-atuLa,w

executor claiming an Order of the Court declarmg the saad last Wlll
to be null illegal and void.

E 4. Early in the year 1916 Herbert Alleyne Na,tha,mel Burrowes who

4
g - L I
(Al ‘_1

duced the said Hugh Chester Humphrys to the first named Defendant to
" advise her generally in his capacity as a Barrister-at-Law, and the first
d . pamed Defendant and the said Herbert Alleyne Nathaniel Burrowes in
ﬁf " the aforesaid action and in the defence thereof and ‘thenceforward the
0 said Hugh Chester Humphrys became and continued to be her legal adviser
1“’” generally and in the said action untﬂ the 12th day of December 1919, When
the action was ﬁna,lly disposed of. :

E '. . Defendant’s husband, still pending before the Supreme Court of this colony,
' ] L | "-the Plaintiff 1s legal adviser and counsel in the said action to the first named
ARTHgRI G. KING "Defenda,nt and the said Herbert Alleyne Nathaniel Burrowes. o
0 101t0r e

NO-?* e o e Ui e 90 the values thereof moludmg the property the sub]ect-ma,tter of this action.

Defence of Beﬁendants Hubbard and Emory

L The ﬁrst and third named Defenda,nts deny each and every aver-

; interviewed the said Hugh Chester Humphrys in his professmna,l capacity
ment contained in paragraphs 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9,10, 11, 12, 13, 14,

Thompson Hubbard who mstltuted an action aga,mst her and her

1s a near and intimate relative of the said Hugh Chester Humphrys intro-.

B 6. The said Hugh Chester Humphrys in virtue of the fiduciary rela;tlon-' _
20 shlp of legal adviser and client became acquainted with the nature of all
" her the first named Defendant’s property movable and immovable and of

. 7. The Defendant Lloyd Tilghman Emory arrived in' the colony
from the United States of America on the 17th day of January 1919,
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~ Herbert Alleyne Nathaniel Burrowes as Executors of the estate of the L

and informed him that he had returned to the colony for the purpose of

* Qematzm.

- at all for valuable consideration or at all give to Hugh Chester Hum

: _Defendant for the sum of $5 500, or any other sum, the

as alleged in pa,ra,gra,ph 9 of the Statement of Cla,lm

~ about the 29th day of September 1915, leaving a last Will a

15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22 and 25 of ‘the St&tement of Cla,lm 1n the same
manner as if the S&ld averments were herein set out at length and tra,versed

2. The ﬁrst named Defenda,nt d1d not on the 3lst Ja,nua,ry 1919 or I

phrys

 the option mentioned in paragraph 3 of the Statement of Claim, nor did

exercise the alleged option nor did he purchase from the first na,med

In the said paragraph, nor did he pay to the ﬁrst na,med Def i
| endant th
sum of $250 or any other sum of money on account of the said pillfcha,s: -

I n tke A ltematwe

3 The first named Defenda,nt’ husband died in this colony on o‘r‘ :I

nd Test i
under which he appointed the Defendant and Herbert Alleyne Ig Zta},:;gllgls

Burrowes Executors; the V&lldlty of thls Wﬂl was q_uestloned by one 40

acquiring lands in this colony with bauxite deposits, and thereupon engaged
‘the services of the said Hugh Chester Humphrys in connection therewith as

~ his legal advmer which services hewe continued from ‘then up to the present
time. e :

8. In the la,tter pa,rt of J ANUATY 1919 the ﬁrst na,med Defendant a,tl"

th id Huch S the request of the said Hugh Chester Humphrys visited his chambers
e sald Hugh Chester Humphrys on the 18th February 1919 or at all 30

when he offered her on behalf of, as he alleged, a client in America,
$5,000 for the said property ; she deolmed the offer whereupon he mcrea,sed
it to $5,500 and in breach of his duty to the first named Defendant and
with a view to his own advantage advised and influenced her to accept
the same as it was In her best interests to do so. S -

. - 9. The first named Defend&nt had the fullest conﬁdence in &nd relled
on the advice given to her by the said Hugh Chester Humphrys as her

40 legal adviser in consequence whereof she on the 3lst day of January 1919

~at his request signed a paper purporting to be an option to purchase the
property mentioned in paragraph 1 of the Statement of Claim.

10. The said Hugh Chester Humphrys did not disclose to the first

named Defendant that he was procurmg the optlon for himself.
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