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INDEX OF NAMES, WITH CROSS-REFERENCES—continued. L

St. Louis Patk Mills Company Limited, sce.
Schlesinger v. said Company

St. Mary, Southampton, see Southampton Local
Board

‘St, Mary and St, Michael, Pembroke, Vicar of,

see Lord Hercford v. Bowling

St. Pitcombe, see Somerset, &c., Railway Com-
pany '

Salaman, see Flatan v. Salaman

Salmons, Mary, see Twemlow

Saltwell, see Horne

Sams, see Harrow

Samson, see Brown

Samuda, see Wright v. Samuda

Samuel, see Newton v, Samuel

Sanders, see Bromley

Jane, see Down v, Worrall

Thomas, see Saunders '

Sanderson, see Nelson v. Sanderson

————————— 8herwood v. Sanderson

Elizabeth Parker, see Verney v
Webster

William, see Metropolitan Board of
Works

Sandford, see Brown v. Sandford

Vernon v. Sandford

—————— Wright v. Sandford

Sandiford, Ann, see Hardwick v. Richardson

Sands, Mary Ann, see Mayor, &c., Bristol

Sanford, George, see Somerset and Dorset Rail-
way Company

Sarel, see Wallis v. Sarel

Sa,wers, Wmn. and Augustus, see Darenth Valley,
&e., Board

Saxelby, Thomas, see Midland Railway Com-

an

Sayce, Charles Henry, see De la Hooke v. Hill

Sayner, see Braithwaite v. Sayner

Sca.rborough Earl of, see Clarkson v. Earl of

Scarborough
Sharp v. “Farl * of
Scarborough .
Schlusser, see - Perkins, Schlusser, and Mullens,

in, &e.
Schmauss, see Knierim v. Schmauss
Schneider, see Watkins v. Schneider
Schuldham-Schroeder, Henry, see London School
Board
Schutz, see Hardmfr v. Schutz
Hawkms v. Schutz
Schuyler, see Whitlie
Scoffold, see White v. Scoffold
Scotchburn, see Matteson v. Scotchburn
Scott, see Attorney-General v, Scott
—Bower v. Scott
Brewin v. Austin
Wietlisbach v. Scott
————~Wotton v. Brydges
Benjamin, see Sewers, Commissieners of
Maxy A., see Holme
Scottish Amicable Life Assurance Society, see
Wells. v.. The Scottish Amicable, &ec.
Scottney, see Storey v. Scottney
Scriven, Elizabeth, sce Easton and Church Hope
Railway Company ,
Scrymsher, Charles Boothby, sce Leicester,
trustees of roads from
Scudamore, see Wrentmore v. Scudamore -
Scutts, see Fox v. Scutts
Seabrook, see Linnett.v. Butterfield
Seagram, see Henvill v. Whitaker
Searle, see Dunsford
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Scarle, see Tufnell v. Stoe

Catherine, see McAdam v. Kilby

—~— TRdward, see London, Brighton, and South
Coast Railway Company

Secker, see Waldo v, Secker

——— Mary, see Tuffnell v. Stoc

Segar, see Roberts v. Segar

Selby, see Thomas v. Selby

Selwin, see Parkhurst v. Selwin

Senior, see Meridith v. Senior

Sermon, see Snape v. Sermon .

Serra, ses Levy v. Serra

" Sevell, see Saunders . i

Severs, see Nolder v. Severs
Seymour, see Bierdermann v, Seymour
———————— Hawker’s estate
———— Rlizabeth, see S. White, &ec., v. B.
‘White, &e.
Shaddock, Hannah, see Murphy
Shadwell Waterworks Shares; sce Sturt v. Hervey -
Shand, see Jarvis v. Shand, .
Shanks, Fitzroy, see Castle
Sharp, see Blakelock v. Sharp,
~————— Purdue v. Sharp
Rowe v. Sharp )
Sharpe, see Butler v. Sharp b
— Sanderson
———— Thomas, see Ross v. Reynolds
Shaw, see Essex v. Clement
Jones v. Shaw
Hobbs v. Parsons
—— Richard, see Berrie v. Bower
—— William, see Kingston-upon-Hull Local
Board
Sheafe, see Sheppard v. Sheafe .
Shearman, see Newsome v. Shearman
Sheffield, see Curtis v. Sheffield . .
———— Mrs. Sarah Bonchier, Epnest, and
Albert, see London and Blackwall
Railway Company
Wazrbara Lemon, see Ewbank
Shefford, see Trickey v. Shefford
She]don, William, see Battershy
Shelton, see Raymogd v, Shelton
Richaxds
Shepard, see Stayt v. Shepard
Sheppard, see Paton v. Sheppard
Frances, see Salmon
Sherman, see Bowers v. Sherman
Sherring, see Brodribb v. Shetring
Sherwin, Robert, see Jones v. Parker
Sherwood, see Thomson v. Sherwood
Shew, see Edwards v. Shew
Shewen, see Hawkins v. Shewen
Shillings, see Hubert v. Shillings

. Shipley, see Kishere v. Fitzagerald

Shipp, see Nurse

" Shipton, see Flower v. Shipton

Shore, see Humble v. Shore

- Short, Alice, see Court v. Jeffery

———1Jane, see Stacey .

Shorthose, Robert, see Biddulph’s estate

Shotter, Gawen, see Drummond

Showler, see Briggs v. Wilson

Shrewsbury and Birmingham Railway, see Bird
v. Breese

Shrieve, Mary, see Rogers v. Rogers

Shuck, see Waldron v. Boulter

Sibley, see Owen

Signs, Mary, see Bush

: Sllvester, see Caplen

Steedman v. Silvester -



