11808 SUPPLEMENT:mo

Clarke .v. Qliver..

. Chapman v.. Oldner.

Carter v. Owen.

Clarke v. the Earl of Ormonde. The account -of
the bond ang; simple, eontract debts.

C'arter v. Peele.

«,.Crosse!y, Price.

Carter v. Peele.

Collins v, Price. (

. ond his children. ) i

Clay v. Pennington. ‘

Cottam v. Philipps. '

In the matter of Ctossley’s Trust

In the matter of an Aot of Parliament made a.nd

"+, passed-in ‘the 2nd and 3rd years of the reign of
Her Majesty, Queen Victoria, intituled *“ An Act
for dissolving the Croydon, Merst.ha,m, and
Godstone Iron Railway Company.” . The un-
claimed dividend account of the proprietors of

. 1 the, lite Croydon,. Merstham, and Godstone
. Iron Railway.

In the matter of - the- trusts of the residue of the
£o.:/yooney8 arising under the trusts forsale contained
.- rin; ay indenture ,of appointment and release,

dated the 23rd day of May, 1827, and -between

- - Themas Croft and Elizabeth, his wife, of the

first part, William Wilson of the second part,

: '-_Ann Bellwood of the third part, and Charles

Bellwood, Frederick Lucas, and Ja.mes William

. Parker of the fourth part.

-..Clare.v. Rebbeck.

_,‘_Cochran,e v. Robinson. , The account of the

_ plaintiffs, James. Dunlop and Marion, his wife.

,Gampbell v. Earl of Radnor, Richard Hutcheson

.« his wife and children,, their account.

_-Cha.uncy v.. Rees, The defendant, Charlotte Maria
White, and her children, their account

Chaffer v. Radcliffe.

: Gin'tis v. Sheffield and Curtis v. Sheffield. The
-account of . Ann. Wenborne, her personal re-

. presenta.twe

r_--Carruthers v.: Stockley. ‘The .plaintiff, David

. Carruthers and Letitia, his wife, their account.

Carruthers v..Stockley. Blackley, and Martha,
.. his wife, their aecount.

Clarkson v. Earl of Scarborough.
._-Chol.mondeley \Z Stepney The annuitants’ ac-
.+ _count. .

Cook v. Smith,’

« Casamsjor v. Strode.

--Carter v, Taggart, Carter v. Adney, and Carter v.
Feaver. The account of the five clnldren of
Maria Feaver. -

Cockburn v. Thompson.

. Constable v;;Thorndyke.

" Corney- v. Tribe.

-Capper v. Terrington, and Capper v.- Grace.

. ‘Ex parte the Committee of Visitors of Pauper
Lunatics for the united counties of Cumberland
and Westmoreland. In the matter of the

..-Lunatics’ Asylums Act, 1853, and in the matter
.z .. of the 8 and, 9 Victoria, cap. 126, and in
" 42 . the matter of the settled estates of James Mul-

:- caster, deceased. The share of William Bell,

_ and his issue with remainders over.

. Richard Hancock Currie, an infant.

-Ex pafte the Commitlee of Visitors of Pauper
Lunatics for the united counties of Cumberland
and Westmoreland. In the matter of the
Lunatics’ Asylums Act, 1853, and in-the matter
of the 8.and 9 Victoria, cap. 126, and in the
matter of the settled estates of James Mulcaster,
deceased. The share of Mary Dalston, now

" Hibbert,-and her issue with remairider-gver.

Ex parte the Committee of Visitors of Pauper
Lunaties for the united. counties of Gumberland

.. Thomas Flelcher’s account,
The interest account.

and Westmoreland.

!
The account of Samuel Price |
- Clarke v. Vernon.

. Chambers v. Whiteside.

.Davies v. Cracroft.

In the matter . of - the
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- Lunatics’ Asylums Act, 1853, and in the matter
of thé 8 and 9 Viotoria, cap. 126, and in the
matter of the settled estates of Jamés Muloaster,
deceased. .The share of James Bell and his
issue with remainders over.’

L Chéster v. Urwick. The account of Edith Horton,

an infant.
Chester v. Urwick. - The account of William Kip-
ping, an infant,
The account of the personal
representative of Harriet Jones, deceased.
Crosthwaite v. Waod.
Clegg v. Whitley.
Clark v. Walpole.
Clark.
Crow v. Ward.

’i‘he account of George Ward

The separate account of
the defendant, Frederica Clavering Lefevre,
Widow of the late defendant, Greorge William
Lefovre.

Clutterbuck v. Wilkins.

Curtis v. Wilson, Ottley v. Morris, Ottley .
Gerrard, and Ottley v. Follett,

Cotgreave v. Walmsley.

Ex parte the undertakmo' of the Darenth Rail-
way Company for ma.kmg a rgilway from the
North Kent line of the South Eastern Railway
at Dartford, in the county of Kent, to Farning-
ham, in the "seid county.

Ex parte the Dartmouth and Torbay Railway
Company. The account of Catherine Elliott.
Dixon v. Alexander. The account of the.an-

nuitant, Sarah Dixon.

Dering v. Bentham. Ann Alley and Mary Tur-
frey, the annuitant’s, account.

Dunboyne (Baron of) v. Brander. The account
of George Frederick Bloxam or his assigns. .

Dowding v. Bartley. William Barnes’ legacy
account,

Daniel -v. Brown.

Day v. Barnard. Eliza Scudamore, the annuitant’s,
account.

Downing against Bell, and Lord Montford abmnst.
Downing. .

Durnford v. Butler.

Dayvies v. Byron.

Duncan v. Blakeney.

Denyer v. Bettesworth.

Davies v. Cracroft. The defendant, Charles
Watkins Cracroft, copyhold estate account,

Drummond v. Cook.

Dines v. Champion.
son v. Revett,

Daniel v. Cross and Daniel v, Edye.

Debts of t.he testator, Wal-

ter Watkins, remaining unpaid.

Wilson v. Revett, and Wil-

| Dawgon v. Dawson, and Dawson v. Dawson.

Docter v. Docter. The account of Anne
Susannah Docter.

Downes v. Downes.

Dyerv. Dyer. The defendant, Margaret Broadway,
the annuitant’s, account. -

Drapers’ Company and others v. Davies and
others,

Mary Ann Douglas, Spinster, and others v. Ann
Douglas and others, and William Smith, Public
Officer of ‘the Bank of Manchester v. Edmund
‘Weatherby, since deceased, and others. The
share of John Douglas in the assets of the firm
of William Douglas and Company.

Delgado v. Da Costa.

Dawkins v. Doveton. Owen Bonnell’s account

Dupuis v. Dupuis. The account of the insurance
mentioned in the Master’s Report.

Ex parte the purchaser or purchasers of the Irish
estat«; of Wx]ham, late Earl of Devon, de-
ceage



