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Railway Company to construct certain branch
railways and extensions, and to. make arrange-
ments for the use of certain wharfs adjoining to
thie Bate Ship Canal.

Taoker v. Annesley. Rents and profits of leage-
hold estates’ dccount.

Timmis v. Brassey.

Tunstall v. Brayfield. The account of the estates
devised to the defendant, John Greatorex, the
testator’s brother.

Tully v. Bradford.

Thorp v. Brooks. The one-fifth share of Mary,

one of the daughters of Elizabeth Price, of.

Brecknock.

Trimmer v. Bayne.
Bayne.

Tomlinson v. Brown, Tomlinson v. Knox, and

- Tomlinson v. Knox.

Tamlyn v. Brown.

Turner v. Brook. In Master Cuddon’s office.

Tate v. Bolton.

Thomas v. Bloomer.

Tookerman v. Chamberlaine. In Master Trevor's
office. :

Tennyson v. Clayton. The annuitants’ account
in Master Pechell’s office.

TownSend v. Champernowne.

Trefusis v. Baron Clinton.

Trigg v. Cotes.

Turner v. Dorgan.

Todd v. Darell. The interest account.

Treacher v. Dixon, and Treacher v. Heather.

In the matter of the trusts of the will of Ann
Tesh, late of Caister, in the county of meoln,
Spmster, deceased.

Tomlinson- v. Edwards, and Edwa.rds v. Lord
Archibald Hamilton.

Turner v. Ford.

Tarbuck v. Greenall. The account of J ohn
Richard Bell, the assignces of John Croudson,
& bankrnpt, and Joshua Jullien Allen and Pal-

~ grave Simpson,

- Tugwell v. Goizin. In Master Browning's office.

Thomas v, Glover and Thomason and others. The
account of the purchase-money of the Aber-
carne Estate.

Taylor v. Gaskell.

The -account of Mr. Richard Thacker for 937
square yards of land, with the buildings thereon,
in the township of Ardwmk and parish of Man-
chester, in the county of Lancaster.

Ex parte the Thames Haven Dock and Railway
Company. The account of the Queen’s Most
Excellent Majesty in respect of certain land,
part of the foreshore or bed of the River
Thames, situate in the parishes of Stanford-le-
Hope and Fobbing, in the county of Essex.

Harry Francis Lane Thorp, an iofant, contmgent
on his attaining the age of 21,
In the matter of the trusts of the will of Thomas
Thorp, late of Overseal, .
In the matter of the trusts of the settlement made
. on the marriage of Marmaduke Thompson and
Elizabeth Maria, his wife respectively, deceased.

In the maiter of the trusts of Mary Ann Thornton,
Spinster, deceased, legacy account of Florence
Mary Ann Beresford an infant.

In the maiter of the trusts of the share of Thomas
Thornton, in the personal estate of Ann Dawes,
deceased.

Richard Thompson, of Grosvenor—street, Esq

Ex parte Ellen Threlfall, the widow, and Elizabeth
Threlfall, an infant, the surviving danghter and
heiress-at-law of James Threlfall, late of
Broughton, near Preston, in the county of
Lancaster, Farmer,

D2

The personal estate of John

1827

Ex parte the purchasers of the devised estates of
the late Richard Thompson, Esq.

Trench v. Harrison.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bambngge
and Taylor v. Baipbrigge. The account of the
infant, Annie Rogers.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bambngge The account of the
infant Arthur Bertram Taylor.

Taylor v, Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bamhngge The account of the
“infant, Edith Harriett Nugent.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bainbrigge. The account of the
infant, Ellinor Frances Lloyd

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bainbrigge. The account of the

. infant, Alexander Kenneth Stewart.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bambngge The account of the
infant, Charles Montague Duncan Stewart.

Taylorv Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bambngge ‘The account of the
infant, Mary Maria Hay Stéwart.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v, Bainbrigge. The account of the
infant, George Markham Davison.

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v. Bainbrigge. ‘The account of the
infant, Kenneth Stewart Davison.

Fa.ylorv Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v, Ba.inbrigge. The account of the
infant, Emma Mackenzie Rogers. )

Taylor v. Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Bainbrigge,
and Taylor v, Bainbrigge. The account of the
infant, Stewart Alexander Rogers.

Tay]orv Earl of Harewood, Taylor v. Ba,mbngge,
and Taylor v, Ba.mbngge The account of the
infant, Georgina Jane. Rogers.

Turper v. Howell. The account of the repre-
sentatives of Mary Buckley, deceased.

Tomlin v. Hadfield. In the matter of Thomas
Back, a person of unsound mind.

Taylor v. Hall.

Tipton v. Heaton.

Taylor v. Hickes.

| Turner v. Howell.

Tlrelkeld v. Holmes.

Thomas v. Hurst.

In the matter of the trusts of the marriage settle-
ment of Charles William Francis Tinling and
Maria, his wife. .

In the matter of the trusts of -the will of John
Timmis. The general residuary estate.

In the matter of the trusts of the settlement of
‘William Jonathan Tippins and Martha, his late.
wife. The account of William J onathan Tip-
pins the younger.

Tyler v. Lake. The account of the purchase
moneys of the Reverend George Moore.

Towse v. Lakeland. In Master Montagu’s office.

Terrell v. Mathews. The account of the legal
personal representative of Henry Bartholomew,
the infant son of the testator’s son, William
Bartholomew, deceased. .

Townshend v. Martin. The account of the
ground-rents of the houses in the King’s-parade,
Chelsea.

Thomas v. Morris

Treffry v. Meredith, :

Townshend v. Martin, Fund to answef the’ legacy

given to Mary Brown by the will of Lucy A.‘nn
Sinclair Sutherland, Widow. )
Townshend v. Martin. Fund to answer the

legacy given to Mr. Field by the w1_ll of Lucy
Ann Sinclair utherland, Widow, .



