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: Hubba,rd to me and by me to Plaintiff Company and to tell her. In

 away on 9th October a,nd came back on 17th November. I met Emory in
Trinidad. He told me Mr. Peotter and Mr. Uchlein hed been to London
and Bauxite situation was moving forward and he had come out in advance
and they would be following later. He leit this Colony on 4th September
 and returned about 16th November. I knew }mery was associated with
these genﬂemen Peotter had been local managing director and Mr. 108
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When H fwbbmd v. H ubba/rd ot al Executcrs wWas heard n Ccurt of ﬁrst_!-*"f"i -

nstance I told Burrowes I would see about a,dvertlsmg transport by

September or October [ had several attacks of fever and was ordered

Emory was manager of Plaintiff Company. A Mr. Abrams arrived about a

week after Emory and they ccnsuited the firm of solicitors. I am a member &

“ Cameron and Shepherd.” = I joined firm on lst May 1919. What he did

‘say if at all about Aurora and Semerie to me or any other member of the
~ firm was as legal adviser. 1 was retained on 13th February and given a
retainer for 6 months. I joined Cameron and bhepherd; on ist May 1919.
I paid a proportionate part of retainer to firm’s account. On the expiration

~ of the 6th month I paid to the firm. On lst December Hubbard v. Hubbard
et al Executors was heard. Abrams was in Court and after Court he talked

to Mr. McArthur and asked if he expected to win the appeal. Mr. McArthur 920 &

said he did not expect to win. I spoke to hrm erfter Mr McArthur leﬂ;
' Q What did you say to h].m i .. _

M. BROWNE cb]ec‘bs—mwrtness his Sohcl‘tor

Q. On lst December did you speak to him as his la,wyer me did
not ey I am your 1awyer but he spoke on subject which he would only speak

 to firm of which I am a member. I spoke only to Abram on a matter '

which T would only have addressed him on as a member oL the ﬁrm as
Emcry s legal adviser. .I would have put question to him. Gl
‘I was not nor was my firm retained specially for the purpcse of Aurora

andl Semerie. I was interested as purchaser from Mrs. Hubbard and as 3¢

seller to Plaintiff Compemy Rebalrler d1d nct mc].u.de purchaee of Aurcra,
and Semerle for Emory. o e :

Ccur‘t uphcld ob]ec‘éarcn _ . . R i
I showed Emory letter of lst December }919 Abra,ms mrgh{, have

been there, generally together. He said she would not be carrying out
contract Wlth me and she would return me cheque for $275. 1 told him’
(Emory) I am not going to ask you all that is ha,ppemng but you are putting

me in a very awkward position with Plaintiff Company. 1 can see all of

 this will tend to a tremendous row. I told him no member ot my firm

could act for him in view of my position with Plaintiff Company. KEmory 40

- said he quite appreciated what I said and at his request 1 gave him several
lea,dmg lawyers. I fixed him as the person ccmmg be‘bween the Pl&lntrﬁ?
Company and the properties. -

I had no information that Hubba,ld had sold the prcpertles (ctherwrse
~ than to me) irom her or any one else up to 2nd Decemper. . *
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On that day I got this letter from Mr. A. G. King (tcndered and fmmked

w‘ G 9”). Ishowed “G.9” to Emory and said I would send Mrs. Hubbard
the advertisement of transport to sign. Emory said she would send them

In.ﬂic .

ba,ck to me. I sent the papers to Mrs. Hubbard to sign. These are same

ﬁ dated 922nd December 1919 (tendered and marked ““ G. 10 ).

This letter is her reply dated 23rd December (tendered cmd ma/rkcd o

0 “@ 11 ). This was last letter that I received from her.

I wrote to her on 30th December 1919 thls letter (tcndcred amd mar*ked

; s G 12 ).

I went into Reglstrar s Office before 23rd December as to tra,nspcrtmg .

-———Esta,te of Hubbard to Van Sertima and Van Sertima to Estate Hubbard—
" they were advertised. I got a a telephone message from Mr. P. N. Browne.

‘Mr. BROWNE : th evidence anything 1 said, agency not provcd

One da,y———befcrc 23rd Decembcr———I saw Mr. P. N. Browne in gallery

~ outside of Registrar’s Otfice 1 think the same day his clerk was filing the
E --fpa,pers Mr. Browne did not tell me nor did I ask who he was a,ctmg fcr -

- Mr. "McARTHUR does not press a,dmlssmn-———ob] ection upheld

 Between 23rd and 30th December A. G. King came to my ofﬁce a,nd '

F showed me official Gazette of that date in which transpcrt was a,dvertlsed

B of Van Sertima’s share in properties to Emory.
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I saw Emory after advertisement appeared at my house. In J enuery

whﬂe I was ill in consequence of a letter and mterwew with A. G. King,
I telephoned to Emory to see me. s e

I saw Emory and Abrams at my office a,fter edvertlsemcnt of propcrti.cs

to Emory.and one of them asked whether I would not release Hubbard

40 willing t

from her contract with me. 1 said as far as 1 was concerned I was quite
o do so but I simply could not do it because I had sold to Plaintiff

- Company. They saw me more than once. I say twice with same request i
the reason given always was that Mrs. Hubbard was a client of mine
and T shculd not take prcceedmgs a,ga,mst her if she asked to be released.
T said I was not sticking to it, it was Plaintitl Company. I have always

rcfused to releasc on thls ground As tc letter of 29th J uly (G 17’) I went

s P 13789 D

Mrs Hubba,rd returned the $27 5 on 3rd December 1919 Sccn a,fter n i
cry told me he had an option from her to pu_rcha,se the properties. %“Pr j‘me _
' 3 This is letter of 3rd; December frcm Hubbard to me (tcndcrcd and gx:w‘}’bf o

rked g G0 ' | G’mcna
f% On 6th Decembcr I wrote to Plamﬂff Compa,ny this letter and enclosed
c@f‘”les of letters which are already tendered and ma,rked i G‘r 6 % The No. 7.
heque has never been cashed. It is as it came to.me. " Elaléltlﬁs

On 9th Decembcr I gct thls reply frcm A. G King (tcndcred cmd marked Y e
‘ . " Huoh
0 G On 6th December I a,lsc Wrote to Mrs. Hubbard ThlS 1s lctter tendercd Chegster ]
tﬂnd marked o G ol ' | - Humphrys..

r " Decision in a,ppeal H ubbard V. H ubba/rd et al B xecutors W&S gwen _cn ﬁfﬁﬂi _
12th December 1919. Appeal dismissed. g




