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In the
Supreme
Court of
- British
Gurana

na,med a,etlons do sta,nd diSmISSGd with costs 1ncludmg costs to two oouhé
for the Defendants Louisa Malvina Hubbard and Lloyd Tllghman Emory,

Th]_s C'our‘t a,ﬂows no costs to the Defenda,nt Hugh Ohester Hump
By s Court. L e
G H. WESTMASS S C ' ' ' M J BERKELEY J

- No. 9.
Order of
Court Oth
April 1921

continued

In the
West Indian
Court of

Appeal

_ 'No. 10. _
Netme eﬁ Metmn end Reaeom fer Am)eal

1921 No M

No. 10
Notice of
Motion and
Reasons for
Appeal,
20th Ma,y
' 1921

b Comiia
Colony Of British Gma,na,

Between -

DEMERARA BAUXITE COMPANY, LIMITED a Compa,ny mcorpora;ted in ‘thlS '

Colony under the Compames (Consohda;tlon) Ordinance, 1913, whose
regls‘tered Office is situate at Lot 7 Coral Stree‘t in the Crty of George-

- town, 1n the Colony of Bm'tlsh G—mana, Lo - Plamtzﬁe .

LOUISA MALVINA HUBBARD Wldow,, HUGH CHESTER HUMPHRYS a,nd
LLOYD TILGHMAN EMORY Se o R e Defenda%ie

‘ (1920 No. 218.)
Te,ke notice that this Court wﬂl be moved on a day and at an hour 20

of Wh}.eh you shall be informed b'y the Regls‘tmr by Mr. de Freitas of ng g

Counsel on the part of the Plaintiffs that the Judgment made in this action

and dated the 9th day of April ];92]; ma;y be reversed And that it e
be a,djudged that— a

(a) the sale purportmg 0 be made between the ea&d Louisa
~ Malvina Hubbard and Lloyd Tilghman Emory of the two feﬂowmg

~ properties or any portion thereof namely :—

““ Firstly, the piece of land known as Aurora Sl‘bua,te on the left
bank of the Demerara River. bounded on the South by
lands known as Cape Star on the North by the Southern 30;
‘half of lands known as Semerie on the East by the

Demerara Rwer and -on ‘the West by Govemmem; lands ;
~and - i -

s Secondly, the. north haif of a plece of la,nd known as Semerie
- situate on the left bank of the Demerara River bounded
~on the South by the Southern half of the piece of land known,
‘as Semerie. on the North by a. plece of land. known A
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. the West by Governmen‘t lands,”’
be declared null and void and of no effeo‘ij as a,ge,mst ‘bhe Plemhﬁs

(D) The Contract of Sale of the said properties entered into
be‘t‘wee:n ‘the said Louisa Malvina Hubbard and the said Hugh
. Chester Humphrys on the 18th day of February 1919 for the sum
. of $5,500, and the Contract of Sale of the said prepemles entered
. into between the said Hugh Chester Humphrys and the Plaintiffs on
I {he 19th day of February 1919 for the sum of $11,200 do stand and
be deelared valid and binding upon the said Louisa Malvina Hubbard.

(¢) The said Louisa Malvina Hubbard do pass transport of the
L Sa,ld properties to and in favour ot the said Hugh Chester Humphrys

~ and that the said Hugh Chester Humphrys do pass transport of the
said properties to the Plaintiffs upon payment
the sum of $10,700, bemg the balance of the purchase money.

!!!!!

. agent of and /or trustee for the said Louisa Malvina 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 is binding

 the said properties mentioned herein
 Plaintiffs herein and that the Plaintiffs do

 the said transport. . L
(e) Such ether Order as the Court may deem ]ust be mede

and the costs in the Court below.

in holding that the Defendems

d in law
9. The learned Judge erred in D E

Humphrys was engaged as Solicitor in

at the time the option was obtamed by hlm and that there wee no evidence
= 40 in support of such ﬁndmg . -
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Ma,heleka,ba,ﬂy on ‘the East by the Dememm Rwer a,nd on

the said Hugh Chester Humphrys was the
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by the Plaint tifts of L

= on the said Louisa Malvina Hubbard and that the said Louisa
" Malvina Hubbard be compelled forthwith to pass transport of
to and in favour of the
pay to the said Louisa
Malvina Hubbard the sum of $10,700 being the balance of the said
purchase money under the sead Confomet of Sale on the pe 38ing Of,

(f) The Plaintiffs be awarded 'the eosts of these pmeeedmge -

' . And. {urther ’ta,ke notlce ‘bha:t the foﬂowmg are the greueds of the L
© Appeal:— * .
B 1. The Jearned. Judge erred in la;w a,nd 1n fa,e‘t in heldmg ‘ubhe:t the
. relationship of solicitor and client existed at the time the option was obtained

by the Defendant Humphrys from the Defendant Hubbard. The relation-
ship of solicitor and client did not exist between the Defendemt H‘umphrys

" and the Defendant Hubbard in law or in fact or at all.

. 3. There was no duty or obhga,tlon east upon the De:ﬁfenden‘b Hmmphrys
towards the Defendant Hubbard in the matter of the sele oT pm-cha,se

of the propertles in question.

4. The learned Judge erred in fact
Defendant Humphrys at the tlme he obtained the optlon

i 'ih I&W in helding that the

to purchase




