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Conell v, Allen.
. William Coles, one of .the chlldren of Wllllam
Coles, deceased. .

Constable v. Adams.
and Sara.h his wife.

Account .of Edward Ind

Constable v. Adams Account,of David Grantham |

and Henny, his wife.

Conell v. Allen. The account of the infant plam-
tiff, Samuel Richard Coles.

Cenell v.. Allen- The account of the p]amuﬁ‘s,
William Rufus Petit Roberts and Diana Ma-
tilda, his wife.

Combe v. Acland.

Clark v. Addington. The timber account.

Conell v. Allen. The account of the infant plain-
tiff, Olivia Coles.

Const.able v. Adams. Account of plaintiffs, Thomas
Constable and Mary, his wife.

Canp v. Barne. . The -account’of George Robert
Piercy Bullock, an-infant.

Cox v. Boyd. The separate account of Alfred
Boyd, an infant.

Cox v. Boyd. The separate account of John Peter-

Charles Ewart and Harriet Louisa, his wife.

Cox v. Boyd. . The separate account of Edmund
John Boyd.

Cox v. Boyd. "' The separate account of Amelid
Boyd, an infant.

Cox v. Boyd. The separate account of Walter
William Boyd, an infant.

Collis v. Blackburn.

Cockerell v. Barber.

Caurrie v. Ball.

Crook v. Bayliffe.

" Bond, defendant.
Cann v. Barne,
Clarkson v. Brady.
Clarke v. Bailey,

Ca.thcart v. Briscée. The account of share of

" residue of Mary Lyon, formerly Ma,ry Cathcart,”

- deceased,

Cathcart v. Briscoe. The a.ccount of share of
" the residue of Hugh Cathcart, deceased.

Clarke v. Bourne. The account of the children
of the testator's brother, J ames Clarke.

Carver-v. Bowles.

Coombs and others v. Brookes and others.

Coate v. Boyer.

Crosthwaite v. Brown.

Chamberlain .v. Burges.

Cocks v. Bateman.

" Cork v. Basford.
Chapman v. Burman.
Coxon v. Coxon.

Crook v. Crodk. The .account of the defendant,’

-"Edward Gyles Crook, and his children, subject
" to legacy duty.

Crook v. Crook. The account of the defendant, |.

" Alfred Crook, and his children, subject to
‘legacy duty.
Cartwright v. Cartwright.
Caslon v. Caslon. In Master Leed’s office.
Campbell v. Campbell. In Master Wilmot's office.
Chamberlain v. Cha,mberlam
Cross v., Cross

Conway v.. Lord Conway On account of the
personal estate of Francis, Lord Conway,
..deceased. -

CholmIey v. Colvﬂle.

Carterell v. Cotterell.

Corby v. Conyers.

Coghlan v. Coghlan.

Coffin v. Cooper.

_ Courtney v. Courtney. The Shlrehdmpton Estate
,account.

Cuthell v. Cubltt.

The. account of the defendant,-

The a,ccount‘of Lucy Flowers

Cuthell _v. Cubltt The ,account qf Isabella-
" Cuthell, as legatee and next of kin of John
Cuthell deceased.

Crewe v. Crewe.
account.

Cousens v. Chiene, and Cousens v. Chiene. The
account of Margaret Chiene, Widow, deceased. -
Coventry v. Earl of Coventry. The account-of
the purchase money paid by the visitors.of the -

Lunatic Asylum of Worcester.

Colebrooke v. Colebrooke. The account of Robert
James and George Colebrooke.

Camden v, Cooke. ~

Cranley v. Dixon.
late defendant,
deceased.

Cole v. Eaton, and Hocknell v. Duke of Suthel-
-land. ‘

Cooper v. Emery.

Codrington v. Lord. Foley.

Cobbold v, Fisk.

Cochran v. Fielder.

Christian v, Foster,’and Bunnett v. Foster
account of the real estate. -
Christian v. Foster. < .

Cooper v. Farrer. The £2,0C0 bond account.

Champernowne.v. Gulston.»

Charge v. Goodyer.

«Capel v. Girdler. . . - ) -

Clari_dge v. Goodeve. The account of the testa- -
tor’s house and furniture in Portland-road.

The plaintiﬂ' the infant’s

The capltal account of the
James William (..asterton,

The

| Colleton v. Garth. The account of the Right

Honourable Reglnald Pole Carew and Charlotte -
Jemima Morrell.

Craufurd v. Viscount Gage. The account of the
fund under the will of Margaret Gage,

In the matter of the trust estate of Robert Chip- .
chase, deceased. :

In the matter of the trusts of tbe administration
of Augustus John Chapman, deceased The
share of Mary Ann Abbott, deceased.

‘Ex parte the Cheltenham and Great Western
Union Railway Company. The account of the
trustees of William Staneby’s Charity.

' Joseph Champion, Esq., a lunatic.
‘| In the matter of the estate of the Revereqd Mat-

thew ,Chester, late of Great Crosby, in the
county of Lancaster, deceased, and Sturgis .v.
Richmond.
Ex parte the Governor and Company of Chelsea .
Waterworks. The account of John Phllllps
Mary Chetle, a lunatic.

| Ex parte thé Commissioners for Biiilding Churches

and Robert Henry Clive, and Robert Clive,
Esq., his eldest son, the paity entitled bemg
tenant for life.

Ex parte the C‘omm:ssxoners for Building Churches
and George dJelf, Esq., of Great George- -street,
1in the city of Westmmster

In'the matter of the trusts of the estate of John
Churchman, deceased. The account of the
share of Caroline Churchman, in the petition
stated to be Caroline Amelia Rice, the wife of
Alfred James Rice, in the one-eighth given by
the will of John Churchman to John Church-
man,

.Chéw v. Hampson.

Coard v. Holderness.*

Cholerton v. Hemiiig. ‘The account of the trustees
.of William Hall’s assxgnment dated 31st J. anuary,

1837,

: Cholertone Heming. The account of the defen-

dants, Samuel Prout Hill and Louisa, his wife,
formerly the plaintiff, Louisa Hall, Spinster.

Clarke v. Holden., The lega.cy of ten -pounds to
Charlotie O'Fallon.

.;.Colley v. Harbert. c e



