-.h- -_
-
B s

. %
- - | -
= I & =
- 2 -
» — I
- » -
- "
- —— =
— — -
rT— = —= — p—
— — = -
e T T P o - S o 5
- = - T asiia — = = =
= - S e e — — — LI e — .
- e - =t o o B -
=z - = = = - e P L T, =
- - Ry - i (e
.

. -

. . e
.
= "
M
: -
H

S L s
— =l

e i e e
i ~ 3
’ i i

T - p—— =
s —
illi =
S ———

In ;ﬂbo

- Supreme
Court of

Britush

- Gwana.

No. 7

o '~ Plamtiﬁs "
' Evidenoe ;

- Joseph -
- Arthur

- King.
| Reueramm -

tion—

rs comﬁinned_

' iréairisport 1s what I referred to puroha,se by Imss LeW1s da,ted Mth Februa,ry *'2;

o ‘ letter on 16th April 1915 for $4,600 from Miss Lewms;

- to who would be the owners eventually.

' Hugh
Chester

Humphrys

Cross-exa-
‘mination

resumed.

~ that they instigated the actions but the ectrons m&vmg been brough’o they

~ worth six pence

 where to put them. Not on land that would be in dispute for three years.

- All three were together, one was Mr. De Freitas, Counsel, and Director of
. the Company. He said “ By the way, King is raising Ca,].n because you

- said *° You know, you
~ with a client.”

- said “take my advice

~if she is dlssetlsﬁed tell her she could heve all the purchase money.’’
- not adwsed to cry oﬂ the bargam i o - *

38

other side hos‘tﬂe-——not merely Opponents i was Cha,lrmen of the Comp&ny,;;

1 knew they were moving in other matters. One action was fixed and 3
second was to be filed. ~ Loncke v. Bauxite Com mpany was filed. Emory
was not in the Colony when these actions were started. I don’t mean

Were trying to buy out their claims. .
h %\f[r ]gE FREIT&S I don’t say Emory ha,d ﬁnenoed h‘ut it 1s a rea,soné
which influence e witness. Inference given in Hum h 1 tt
16th January 1920 (“J.277). - - b Of“fff
I do not think I was present at mtervrew referred to - n the ie‘ﬂator of 1
the 16th January 1920. It was common belief that Three Friends had
bauxite to last sevg;el years. Lots of land only have inferior bauxite, not
300, OOO acres a hed for all application e

drawn save less than 50, OOO - | pp - it Wlth F
We oontemplated ereotmg la,rge huﬂdmgs and we Wa,nted to decrde-

Water supply and hospital contemplated. The Fair's
plated for erection there. Bauxite value did not mterest us.

In letter of 23rd June 1914 (“J.4”) $700 not a purchase by us. Thls

(Te%dered and marked ¢ J. 28 *).
It 1s same property and it was P

Referrmg to letter of 5th February 1919 (“ F. 3”) I used “led. us to .
believe you would get tor us.” I had relied on Mr. Humphrys as a friend i
to Compa.ny and a proxy D]_rector to give us any information he had as

He never had promised t E
them for us. He would not be deceived by letter as he kne% all the orrc:oIr)rlxl:r}-j §
stances. He never: held himself out as her agent to seH ‘the property or
as the agent of the OWNeET whoever they heppen ‘to be

T - er Ewdence of Hugh Ohesﬁer Humphws.. .
30th December 1920 |

Cross-exemma,tlon of HUMPHRYS resumed
‘Three other praotltloners brough‘t to my notice the ques tlon of ohent

He
must be very careful how you make a,greements

I said  Good gracious! I never thought of that.”” He ¢
and let Mrs. Hubbard know the price sold at and 40

1 was

made the Bauxite Company pay so much money for the property.”

R
Y.

' 39*—‘

Q Why d1d 'you not tel]; Mrs. Hubba,rd When exerorsmg the op‘tlon on
' February 1919 that you had sold to the Bauxite Company the week
mre for $11,200 7—A. Because at that date I never thought of posrtlon
j‘*‘;‘;nounsel and client, and therefore never thought of mentlomng 1t. I’c

0 A
W a?é no business of hers.
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1920) to enforce her contract with me.

-j%.

'1-{ |

0

a.uCtmn or ask for tenders.

. 11 acting for Mrs. Hubbard s her lafwyer you ‘had then to edwse

; er as to method of sale would you have suggested auction 7—A. leﬁoult_

.I"

{0 say what I would have done, ‘1 might have advised two courses (1)
'-,f o act as I did, that is, I would have found out from the competing parties

W ha,t each was prepa,red to pay and if I considered the higher offer a fair

prlce I should have &dmsed her to a,eoept or (2) advise her to put up at
All this of course is agsuming that I had the

“L" owledge of Whloh I was as a fact possessed of a,t the trme I took the

tron. -
p Q. You seld you were approached by J. A ng a,s Mrs Hubbard’

la,wyer is that so —A4. Mr. King told me so.

”61So the proposed sale.
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Evidence.

Hugh i
Chester

Humphrys.
Cross-exa-
mination

- resumed—

 continued.

0. Supposmg yvou had not such knowledge and Mrs Hubba,rd came .
ﬂ'a,nd told you she had Aurora and Semerie that she wished to sell and asked
\ your advice as to how she should, seﬂ il b should have ‘é;old her to adver-

Q. How would that have been ‘?-—-—-A I should heve trled a,t ﬁrst e

advertlsemem of sale. If nothing came of this then auction.

Q. You never opposed the advertisement of transport to Emory 2
A 1 did not oppose I told Plaintiff Compa,ny I did not wish to bring an
a,otlon against Mrs. Hubbard a client of mine.

. they could take their own proceedings. o
I subsequently brought an action egemst Mrs Hubbard (No 69 of

The action came on for hearing

‘on June 1920 before the Chief Justice. J udgment Was dehvered_ on

29i;h June 1920, for the Defendant.

all the papers with me.
- Some I ha,ve tendered 1n ewdenoe and the rest I have.

for immovable property. I have had possession of them since 1915.
 (Tendered and marked ““ K. 1-K. 3.”) T also had this envelope with two

ki they desr_red to prooeed o

Q. Did you oppose transport by McIntosh: as Executor of Estete Van )
*Sertlme, to Emory ?—A4. I d_ld not for the same rea,son the propertv was

_ eH Mrs. Hubbard’s.

§ Q. You spoke of papers of the Estate of Hub'berd ].ei‘t by Burrowes
;Wﬂ)h you when were they left 2—A. Either the first or the second time he

Saw me n 1915 he lett
since.

- 1 have brought all the papers in Court at the request of the Sohcltor ._
for the first and the third Defendants.

I produced three transports in favour of Mrs Hubbard’s la,te ‘husband

I have had them ever

enclosures left with me at the same time (1) purports to be a chart of

“ Scoop ” and adjacent lands and Mr. Hubbard’s name i1s on it and (2)
purports to bo a oha,rt f & Aurora,' it (tendered cmd ma,rked K. 4: and .K 57).
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