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Long v. Steward. The accourt of the defendants ‘
c%mmmg under the defendant, Burges Ball the
elder.

Long v. Steward. The personal estate of John
Chichester to answer the dower of - Ellen, the
widow of the testator, Richard Chichester.

Long v. Steward. The personal estate of - the
testator, John Chichester.

Long v. Steward. . The personal estate of the
testator, Richard Chichester.

Lovegrove v. Smith. The defendants, Elizabeth
‘Waine and Ma.ry Dale. The annuitants’
account. |,

Lidbetter v. Smith.

Lingen v. Sowray.

Lichfield v. Smith.

Lee v. Stone. The account of Mr. Angell’s share
of the testator’s real estates.

Low v. Smith. The indemnity account in respect
of Robert Tayler's estate, subject to duty.

Lechmere v. Stubbs, and Lechmere v. Astbury.
The legacy account of the grandchildren of
William Bedford, subject to legacy duty.

Lassence v. Tlerney The leasehold indemnity
account.

Lane v. Thomas.

Lingard v. Tomkinson.

Lloyd v. Thompson. '

Lassieur. v. Tyrconnel, The account of the out-
standing personal estate of the Right Honour-
.able Lady Almeria Carpenter, deceased.

Lyne v. Thompson, and Sowton v. Hathorn.

Lyddon v. Woolcock.

The real estate.

Latter v. Willard.

Lloyd v. Williams. - In Master Spicer’s office.
Lucas v. Worthington,
Lay v. Winsor.

. Ex parte the Lynn and Ely Railway Company.

In the matier of the Lynn and Ely Railway
Act, 1845. :

Ex parte the Manchester and Leeds Ra.xlway Com-
pan,

Ex pz{rte the Committee appoined for the parishes

_ St. Margaret and St. Johu the Evangelist, under
or by virtue of an Act of Parliament of the
eleventh year of the reign of His late Majesty
King George the Third, intituled an Act to
amend agd render more effectual several Acts
made relating to paving, cleansing, and lighting
the squares, streets, lanes, and other places
within the city and liberty of Westminster and
parts adjacent, and Simon Stephenson, of Great
Queen-street, W estminster, Gentleman.

Ex parte the parties interested in the unexpiréd
term of thirty-four years from Christmas Day
last, in and to all that piece or parcel of land or
ground, situate, lying, and being on the south
side of Maid-lane, within the Manor of South-

. wark, otherwise called the Clink or Bishop of
Wmchester sleerty, in the parish of St Savxour,
Southwark, in the county of Surrey, containing

. by admeasurement .in front next Maid-lane
aforesaid, forty-seven feet four inches, or there-
abouts, and in depth at east end thereof sixteen
feet, and at the west end seventeen feet, or
thereabouts, and also all those three timber
tenewents or premises, numbered respectively
49, 50, and 51, and standing and being on the

. same piece or parcel of land or ground, and
fronting Maid-lane aforesaid.

In the matter of the trust of Meredith. Ma.wn,
deceased.

Tsabella Mansfield, 4 person of unsound mind.

"In the madtter of the trust for the creditors of

William McInerheney, deceased, under the

memorandum of the 6th day of. Ma.y, 1C837
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In the matter of the trusts of the will of Benjamin
Mallam, deceased, so far as they relate to the
legacy of £60 given to Eliza Webb.

In" the matter of the trusts of the persons
interested in the moneys produced by thesale
of the late Donald McRae’s mortgaged estates.

In the matter of the trusts declared by the will of
Hannah Master, deceased, 1'esp'ectirig the sum
of £2,986 11s. 1d. £3 per cent. Consolidated

Bank Annuities. The account of the legacy. of
William Hinckley.

In the matter of the trusts of Frederick Charles
Mais, share of trust moneys under Ann Rebecea
Mais’ trust deed. .

Ex .parte the Manchester and Bmmngham Rall-
way Company. Residue of moneys produced by
sale of estates devised in trust for Thomas '
Berry. .

In the matter of the Manchester and Leeds Rails
way Company. The account of .the devised
“eatate of James Dearden, deceased.

Ex parte the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln-
shire Railway Company. In the matter of the
Manchester, Sheffield, and.Lincolnshire Railway
Amalgamation Act, 1846,

In the matter of the trusts of Mrs, Mary Ann
Marriott’s settlement, dated the 10th May, 1837,
The account of Constance Marriott.

In the matter of the trusts of Mrs. Mary Ann
Marriott’s settlement, dated the 10th May, 1837,
The account of Frederick Charles Marriott.

In the matter of the trusts of Mrs. Mary Ann
Marriott’s settlement, dated the 10th of May,
1837. The account of Albert Arthur Marriott.

Ex parte the Commissioners for executing an Act
of Parliament of the first and second George

. the Fourth, intituled an Act to improve Market-
street, in the town of Manchester, in the county
pa.laune of Lancaster, and the approaches
thereto, and to amend an Act passed in the 57th

. year of his late Majesty, for building a bridge
across the River Irwell from Water-street, in the

. township of Salford, to St. Mary’s Gate, in the
township of Manchester The account of John -
Fletcher Wardle, or.his assigrces in bankruptey,
or his incumbrancers, -

Ex parte the Maryport and Carlisle Railway -
Company. The" account of the Bishop of
-Carlisle.

Ex parté John Margarson. )

Ex parte the Manchester, Sheﬂield, and Lincola-
shire Railway Company. In the matter of the
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway
- Act, 1819. Thesettled estates of Lady Frances
Ingram Gordon, deceased.

Milne v. Allen, George Balgowan, and Hannah
Cox’s account. Tn Master Montagu’s office.’

Milne v. Allen. Hannah' Cox’s account.

Merritt v. Arkell.

Morris v. Barrett.

Milward v. Bardgett.
Fothergill, the infant.

Maddison v. Bird. -

Matthew v. Brown. = The account of Ann, servart
to Jozé Maria Picherro, capta.m of a friga.te,
legatee, :

Mander v. Buller.

Maccartney v. Brapple.

Manning v. Blackall.

Mounott v. Black.

Mangle v. Barry.

McDowall v. Box.

Lord Montjoy v. Duchess of Buchnghamshlre.

Murgesson v, Carter. i

Morgan v. Earl of Clarendon, Griffiths v. Earl of
Clarendon, Griffiths v. Earl of Clarendon, and
Griffiths v. Earl of Clarendon. The interest

The legacy ‘of Thoras



