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50

e, aiso &ppa,renﬂy, desu'ous of obtammg the proper'tles for other pa,rties gl
_West Indian ma,kmg offers to obtain an option over them thmugh Humphrys

go’m‘ / fgf - Humphrys, a,h‘;hough not at this time acting for Emory in any deﬁm‘t
' capacity, yet receiving offers from him and holdmg for him in safe custody
No. 1 3 ~ letters of credit. Lastly, Humphrys, to use his own terms, ‘‘ legal admser "

7 udgrent of in various matters to Mrs. Hubbard, whom he calls his ‘ client,” and __

%I;Itiftigi posing to obtain an option from her on the properties for hlmse
Obviously a most delicate position for him, and one, to say the least of 11:

- What does he do in these circumstances? He ,:,a,ys & E then . sa,w
 Mr. Burrowes and asked him to tell Mrs. Hubbard I wished to make an
~offer for these lands, and would she see me. 1 told Burrowes the op‘tm
was to be for $5, 500. On 30th January Mr. Burmwes Mrs. Hubbard a,nd 4

Mrs Valladares came to my chambers.” s
| g in Mrs. Valladares said Mr Humphrys a,um;le (Mrs

“ On comin

Hubba,rd) and T have been speaking over this matter, and we have dec::ded a
- to sell the lands as they are not earning anything.’

Mrs. Hubbard asked me last offer made by Mr. ng for land. I sa.ld

 $5,000, therefore my offer of $5,500 for option is $500 in excess. I reminded ¢
her, the Bauxite Company had said $5,000 was their final offer.

some people in America might want to acquire these properties and might f;

or might not care to take them for more than $5,500 and therefore T might =
1 or might not make a pmﬁ‘t on the transaction, beoause the Ba,umte Company
~ although they had said $5,000 was their la.,st offer might change their

‘minds when they knew someone else was after it. I said if she gave option

it must be for three months and I was only prepared to pay $25 for

_ OPmOH She then said ¢ Mr. Humphrys, if I sell these iands to you, what
-about these actions; tra,nspor‘é; would be opposed.” I said ‘No,” I would

guarantee no tmuble in that respect because if I exercised option I would
' -&rmnge with J. T. Hubbard’s solicitor to deposit security and pass transport.
If he refused no tmnsport would be passed until actions concluded.’
" Burrowes said, ‘ In that case Mrs. Hubbard would be out of her money
for a long time and it would not be earning any interest.’ I said that was

80, and that if I exercised optmn I would pay her interest on. purchase f

price,

and Mrs.

$5,500, at 6 per cent. Burrowes said this was fair,

Valladares ‘then said to Mrs. Hubba,rd ‘T think, auntie, you better sell

~ the lands.’ Mrs. Hubbard said yes I think S0, and tummg to Burrowes

- asked him what he thought. He said ‘ the lands are yours, and if you are
‘satisfied T am.”” = ¢ There W&S no ques’mon of my seﬂmg for. ‘her. She
knew profit was minet? ¢

. What ha,ppened on thls occasion is cormbora;ted by the Wlmess
.Burrowes Humphrys continues : - e

“On J anuary 31lst I sent op'tlon for her ‘ﬂso sign.””
morning an omission, the sum of $5,500 omitted.”
 dence and from that of Burrowes that the option was signed by Mrs. Hubbard
on J af'ma,ry 3181: with the pmce omltted It was then sent to her on the

“I found same

e e

They all sat down. i

1 told her *‘1

‘December
ooy eaﬂlﬁg for great olrcumspectwn on hlS part, if he was to a;vmd fu'ture 1
-~ troubles. - i3 :
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It appears from his evi- "
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" action. It is clear to me iro
, ‘“ 30 Mrs. Hubbard as a stra,ngerw-m his
" He had knowledge of offers or possl

| L 97

.::"

. r ted nd she thereupon 1111131&116(1
Febﬂl&fy 1st Wlth the pmce ]ilé[ega'ew E&lmory same night (February

ues : b
i on. Humphrys contin m-
(A3 ;i:mslfgtlshovxred hligl op‘tlon 2 n cr ossmexa,mlﬁgjtlcc)ln I?b 01:;13 tﬂsle ‘f}rlcudl d
EpEanc ol v~ ith Mrs. Hubbar CRSUYS

/o relative to this. interview with ‘Mrs, Hubbard.’ ”

*ii:‘:rbii.suggest to *Emory- to make his offer direct to.

MOV 2. o0 - hat date
. King epicn b 0 d decided to sell), but he had spoken t
. know it Mrs Hubﬁfﬁi ali.aé hee had done so. It never occurred to

e e 1o tell her because I was never conscious of

ind to bear on the
aﬂd dlent e gﬁoﬁ&lﬁ%ﬁ Eg ;Isl an ordinary individual Wlthout any re gard

l@
On account of her age I told her 1"

i ith a ¢ client.
' %Vl the law on solicitor and client.

- ht not make a profit.
ﬁggtlgxﬁgm tligme I did not tell her Emory had asked me to get an opt

d his name ab alla e L
% from her for $5,500. 1 never mentione e
. jfzg?l.dhll\([ﬁ;s Iﬁubbard that when Bamﬂ‘te Company knew some one else in the

ht spring on their offer.
,,5 o gﬁ]f 11;? i%em fliild lsgl) sogmany words. I told her someone in America might

wa,n‘t to acquire the property.” «« T never suggested she shoufld tal;eﬂz%ien .
yendent advice, 1 never thought I was dealing with a chen; or Edgﬁgadw e
of solicitor and client.” ** 50 far as I know she had no in he%e e
| [ have deemed it necessary to set out In detail \%v a{ﬂ 1£V)I R

' mtewlew when the option was obtained by Humphrys 50 i el
‘as it is the contract of sale resulting therefrom, entered !

l
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derstanding
eatest importance to obtain a clear un
glllivgvrledge of tll)le respeetwe ‘parties to decide the questions

dual.”
own words as an ¢ ordinary indivi
ible purchasers of whom Mrs. Hubbard

~ was ignorant, and he did not communicate all his knowledge to her.
. never asked him, he states, to advise her as to‘the sal

v
transaction. All that Burrowes told her, he (Burrowes) says, was wha

' Emory wantin
40 Humphrys had told him. He also had heard nothing about HKLmory g

With the knowledge he. subsequently obtained he says he

' Jvised Mrs. Hubbard not to accept t
grgi? él; Vﬁei tV(j)!L Humphrys as it was apparent the property was. worth

. than  $5,500.
thin Mrs. Hubbard Was
Humphrys
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T also told her this as 1 had known ?C?Ill' :

a good chance of making a. proﬁt which he put at ‘tqu Hubb&rd All the

I'n the

West Indian

Court of
Appeal

No 13.

Judgmentof
had written to me on that point (tg 1\?1* %‘lﬁ:éllce o

Dalton, lst
December i
the law relatmg t0 sohcltor 1921\ con-

fact th&t I W&S dealmg t@nued

ﬂ

T did not tell Mrs. Hubbard SOMmeone i

18th between these two, that the Plaintiff Company are seekmg to ha,ve__.: |

enforced The whole case depends upon that contract. It 18 therefore of .

of the position and ;
at issue 1 the i

m his own evidence that Humphrys trea,ted |

She

He accordingly took the option irom _
ﬁgggga,ry rfsk to him gws;,s the sum of $25 paid for the o]igj)tloélvweSooiath ﬁ: '
" he was aware Mrs. Hubbard- obtained no independent a

he exercise of the option :

' better position.
Burrowes was therefore mm no :
I‘t seems clear that thev _both fu]ly rel1ed on L




