In the 1213]:1 February to remgnetlon I cannot find the letter of resl . ’F -' d d t the laboratory. L h&we not seen dlggmg I the

o - gna,tlon ~ sate bags and .a,na,lyze at the la y. 'S
%ﬁﬁ:ﬁ; although I looked for it. * F. 16 > from me refers to it. I don b remembe 5 ?’rﬁd 20 fgeet. Pits were dug 25 or 40 feet apart. - e SO":’)%’;?Z‘;;
1l TR suggestmg his letter should be dated 12th. _- (. ey " As far as 1 know no prospecting was done at Auror& end Sememe on . s
e Guiona. On 5th August I received from Humphrys < @ 2 7 enelosmg copy of a, a,]f of the Plalntlﬁ Company iy L e
e letter from Mrs. Hubbard of 29th July 1919. i _ *e:;-‘ﬁ? - . e e G O e
il e ngltfﬁ - On Tth August I replied to 1t G e ‘i};}l . e e SRR e Pll\TP"t7ﬁ‘
| | Evidnce. N %ﬂg‘%}; rlgezzce]{xébe; 316 vxgoﬁe(}to{;ge o G. 6> enclosing two letters from;} *’ B A G KING _cross-exa:mmed by Mr :HUM?HBYS- pan E?E@:wz |
Il o her){as wo agreed should be done). e e 0. On 1361 Febroary 1919 do you rementher my 83708 e
e ' UATY (o e 0 L day as the contract and YOIy -
Tl .%ﬁgge - losmghi }ffﬂy etvent c(%l}{lsempl?lted between I%uni:lphrys &nd self Was Hubba,rd *%1; :@teds;fat }L gﬁélﬁrghlet 1‘;1?111119' ?E?_ A eI Sdon’t rzmember any reference as %g;ge S
e T2 e action e will case was fina settled in her fa,vou netl A i ¢ - to d he '

* anima- ~ Gravesande a,ppea,led from the decision in her fa,j;our . & g to date. 1 think I drew Mr. J. A. Kings attention to the datfye al R Cross-exa- ' - =
1 A Y ' "'f 0 &1(1 it did not matter. My remark as to Plaintiff Company ge ing p miriations 0
tinued. Peotter returned to the Colony in 1919 la,te in February or ea,rly vas only a alioks. A to the price when you <aid $12,000 I did say it el
i o Mareh with Mr. Neilson. : vas & big jump. 1 can 't say now how the $11,200 was eventua,lly arrived. .
1 Q. Did Mr. Peotter say enythlng a,bout thls ‘tra,nsaetlon 7 § ‘4t but you said we must pay the transport expenses $127 from you to e |
' plied to me on the 16th February 1919 and 1 saw

e Uo el i n said my letter of the 13th and his teply.. . - e

Mr. BROWNE eb]eets Not ev1denee a,s to Emory f i
- . vou the same a ternoon, ou the
o y the return of the money if the tr&nsport e |

e i A ™ _-_: ; gy
— o :. :-.- 1':-’._.:.. r-_i i .'.!. 1':
R '1; » a -r?‘E'}tlh *

said “ Emory, I don’t thmk he wants Aurora and Semerie.” I said he

‘Mr. Cox : They work ‘together %;, ik mad BT
S - . no ment . _
(Ob]eetlon 0V61TU16d) [y CaaEs A s . wjas notmga:sed subject to what is stated 1n letter of 13th. 1 don't i el
~ Neilson Peotter and I discussed ‘the terms of purchase and 1 said | remember your saying my tather had said he twice bought but YOU MY & 0 o
I had been forced up by an offer from Mr. Emory of $11,000. Peotter 2*0 " have said it. 1t I remember rightly reference was made as to whether
ed on the actions Whe‘ther Mrs Hubb&rd

20 ‘he could not trensport to us hing
" Tf the actions were lost Hubbard cou

. tried to get it and he said “I am surprised at that.” Peotter 1'681gned_. i { 1031-, or not.
from Plaintiff Company in April 1919 and left the Colony. He returned " {0 Humphrys and he to us so ‘the money would be retumed
in 1920—1 think in February. He came down Wl‘th & Mr Uchlein. They & You said ¢ Not a dog’s chance for the other side.” P .
AL - ' - - - On g‘th December we said we hold you to your contract. I did not
be returned On.

~were connected in business.

! then saw the advertisement of tra,nsport for these propertles ThlS a
~was early m January and I went to Humphrys. He was ill. I asked
him if he intended to oppose the transport. He said he wanted time to "
o think over it and would let me know. He would like to discuss the matter E
with others. I went back after two days and got no definite answer.
I went a third time two or three da,ys after and he said he had practically
. made up his mind not to oppose. He did not oppose. The Plaintiff
Company opposed. He at that time said he was in an awkward position
~us (the Company) on one side and Emory on the other side.
sald he was adv1sed that the Plemﬁﬂf Compa,ny could oppose by 1tse]f

(without him).

He also

On one of these occasions Humphrys S&ld he was to see Emory on

that day and I saw Emory soon after I left in a cab in North Road going
east. I have never met Mr. Abrams. 1 en‘tered opposrltlon for the Pla,mtlﬂ

Compa,ny My brother was the solicitor. _
I was for three months in Surinam with a party lookmg for bauxite.

To get a rough idea as to the quantity of bauxite the circumference of the

hill and then the height are ascertained—then
pits are dug and 1
of ee,rth ta,ken at ebout every foot down . These sa,mpgles a,rg %ailp :
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ﬂ refer to the sole term under Wthh the money was 1o

L 20‘bh Februa,ry I wrote to Yo

. - . - -_ Cross-ex&mmed by Ml“ BROWNE@
B Dl . mad iolent efforts to obtaln the pmpertles
' I think Mr. Peotter,j Managing Dlreetor at the end of

g sum not exeeedmg $5, 000 - The

& 41 500 on behalf of the Company to be formed n’t know why he

mcrea,sed the offer to $5,000. At that time no one was competing with

& the Plaintiff Company. The only obstecle was Mrs. Hubbard refusing to

F a,ccept ¢5.,000. At this time I had no control. I acted under instructions
from Peotter. ot control and was prepa,red Lo

} La;te 111 }.918 &Dd mn 19].9 I g
’““  to compete with any pereon or Company who desired the properties. for. @ o
" pauxite business. 1 on 13th February Humphrys gaid he had had an
© offer of $20,000 1 would not have dropped out. I should not have offered
' ‘municate with the Jocal

" 40 on that unless I was given an opportunity to com
' Ll e opportumty was given 1 don't

" (Chairman or cable to Mr. Neilson.

B think] would bave bought If the Plaintiff Company owned the properties.
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