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Blackshaw v. Rogers, and Snelson v. Rogers. In
Master Ord’s office. -

Bowen v. Runnington. The account of rents and
profits.

"Boisselier v. Ridgway, The account of Susan

Johnson, an infant.

Brown v. Sandford, and Specke v. Sandford.

Braithwaite v. Sa.yner

Brodribb v. Sherring, Thelegacies of the children
of Thomas Hussell. .

Brice v. Stokes, and Brice v. Younge.

Brice v. Stokes, and Brice v. Younge. The ac-
count of John Taylor’s personal estate.

Brice v. Stokes. The account of the testator John
Taylor’s personal estate.

Blackett v. Stoddart and Allgood v. Blackett.

Brice v. Stokes. The account of Harriet Sparrow’s
legacy and interest.

Bullock v. Stones.

Blakelock v. Sharp. The mortgage account. -

Ball v, Smith.

Brooks v. Snaith. The ‘account of the rea.1

estate.

Black v. Straphon.

Berelou v, Sadler.

Butler v. Sharpe. ,

Butler v. Stratton. Tle residue of the testatrix’s
estate.

Brooks v. Snaith. The account of the rea.l estate,
lot seven.

Bayley v. Shearwood. The rents and profits of |

_the real estates.

Biedermann v. Seymour. -The account of moneys
arising from the testator’s real estate.

Bellamy v. Stephens.

Bower v. Scott, and Walker v. Watkin.

Bryant v. Story Account ‘of the legacy be-
queathed for relief of the widows and orphans

F of soldiers killed in war.

Braithwaite v. Shoubridge.

Baldwin v. Taylor, and Spicer v. Taylor. The

contingent account of the children of James '

Ba.ldwm, deceased.

Burton v. Taylor. The legacy account of Robert |’

Samuel Skey.

Barbér v. Tatham, -

Bain v. Thompson. The separate account of the
defendant, Elizabeth Manners.

Bradshaw v. Tusker.

Ex parte the Bury Navigation and Lianelly Har-
bour Act, 1858. The account of Her Majesty
the Queen, the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s
‘Woods, Forests, and- Land Revenues, and David
Lewis.

In the matter of the trust estate of William Bush,
deceased. The account of Joseph Bush, son of
Joseph Bush, deceased.

Arnold Burrowes. An infant legatee.

In the matter of the trusts of the will of Marxa.
Burrows, Widow, deceased.

In the matter of Richard Tarrant Bury, Benjamin
Wittrington, and Johi Robinson.

Ex parte the Buckinghamshire Railway Company.
The account of-John Stevens, of the city of
Oxford, Glazier.

In the matter of the trusts of three seventh parts :

or shares of Ann Burt, deceased, William Burt,
and Elizabeth Matthews, respectlvely of a.nd
in the estate of John Burt.

Ex parte the Burial Board of the in and out parish :
.-of St. Cuthbert, and theliberty of St. Andrew; |’

in Wells, in the county of Somerset.

Ex parte the Burial Board for the parish of New-
_-pert, in the Isle of Wight, in the county of
Southampton.

Baker v. Vinell

Bryan v. Wilson.” The account -of - William -

- Burnham Blackwell the younger, subject to the
lien, if any, of the said Mr. Richard Hannam,

_for a sum not exceeding the sum of £242
12s, 5d.

Boulton v. Wilkinson, -

Butler v. Wise. .

Biddolph v. Waller. -

Bibin v. Walker, :

Bristow v. Ward. Margaret G'rlrardot de Prefond’
legacy account: .

Bristow v. Warde.

Bulkeley v. Williams, and Williams v. Montagu
In Master Montagu’s office.

Brlggs v. Wilson. The account of t.he legacy of
"Mary Adlard Showler. -

Barlow v. Wogan.

Banfield v. Woollett."

Belasyse v. Wombwell. “The general accourt of
the estate of the testator, Henry, Earl" Faucon-
berg: )

Bingham v. Woodgate. .

Bolton' v. Wordsworth, ' Thé account of - the”
residue. bequeathéd to Hannah®'Fox Toms and
her children, and other persons subJect ‘to duty :

Ex parte the Carlisle and Silloth Bay Ra,llway
and Dock Company. The account 5f William,
Earl of Lonsdale, Faulder La.wson, and Wllllam :
Nixon,

The Carmarthen and Cardigan Ra.:lway Act, 1856, .
The account of the marringe settlement:-of
Charles Banks Davies and Mary Anne, his)
wife.

Ex parte the purchaser or purchasers of the estates
of the Archbishop of Canterbury.

Ex parte the purchaser or purchasers of the glebe®
land belonging to the vicarage of Camberwell, .
in the county of Surrey.

Ex parte the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of
the borough of Cambridge. The accotnt of the
Master, Fellows, and. Scholars of Trinity Hall;)
in the University of Cambridge, in respect of
the lease of the 6th day of April, 1836.. >

Edith Adela Calrow, an infant.

In the matter of the trusts of the will-of Caudery’s’
estate. The account of the. residuary share of.

. Ann Lises, deceased.

Ex parte the Carmarthen and Cardlgan Railway®
Company. The account of: John Williams;:
Morgan Gwynne Hughes, George Morgan, and. .
David Jones. )

Ex parte the personal representa.twes of Thoma.s
Calvert, deceased.

Ex parte the Caimarthen and Cardigan Raﬂway
Company. The account of Charles ‘Bankes
Davies and Eliza, his wife, George Dav1es, and
Edward Morris Davies.

Ex parte the trustees for executing-an Act of

Parliament passed in the 50th year of the reign
of His late Majesty King Geo1ge the :Third,~
intituled ¢ An Act for repairing theroad from-
Catterick Bridge, in the county of York, through-
the towns of Yarm, Hockton, and Sedgewick, to-
the city of Durham, in the county of Durhamg,
and for repealing an Act passed in the 28th. -
_yeat of His present Ma,)esty for répairing” the’
said road.” - :

'In the matter of the Most Reverend Ptk in
God Charles, by Divine Providence Lord’ Arch 3
bishop of Canterbury.

Ex parte the Caledonian Railway Company. The
account of James Fawcett and John Fawcett in*
respect of a parcel of land situate in the parish:
of Saint Mary, Carlisle, being part of & parcel”
of land numbered 37 on the map or plan of the
branch to Port Carllsle Railway. :



