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Lioyd) and Samuel Wesley Wilson who were
married at Westminster in 1894, their issue or
personal representatives.

2. Edith Blanche Jones-Lloyd (her issue or per-
sonal representatives) born 1870 at Lancych Clydey,
Pembroke, daughter of John Francis Jones-Lloyd
and Elizabeth Bennett Jones-Lloyd formerly
Woollatt, .

. (b) The issue {or their persopal representa-

tives) of the following persons:—

3. The intestate Mary Frances Woollatt and
her. brothers and sister William Joseph Woollatt,
Samuel Savage Woollatt and Elizabeth Woollatt
and any other brothers or sisters or half brothers
and sisters of the intestate. They were children
of Samuel Savage Woollatt who was born about
1799, lived at Clerkenwell and Jslington, London,
and died in 1867.

4. Elizabeth Woollatt (the wife of the last-named
Samuel Savage Woollatt) by any former marriage.
She was a daughter of Joseph Woollatt and Phil]is
Woollatt formerly Humpston, born about 1802.
. 5. Joseph Woollatt (baptised at Duffield, Derby,
in 1811) Frederick Woollatt (believed born about
1818) and John Woollatt and any other children
of the said Joseph and Phillis Woollatt who were
married at Duflield, Derby, in 1795.

The said John Woollatt is believed to have
married Lydia Bowmer and to have had at least
seven children (John, George, Elizabeth, Bertha
Phillis, Phillis, Gervase and Mary Blanche) and
one grandchild (Ellen Humpston Woollatt born at
Derby in 1854).

6. Phillis Sharp (formerly Woollatt) born 1861 ;
married at Kensington in 1880 and died at
Vancouver, British Columbia, in 1918, she was a
child of Randal and Julia Woollatt.

WOOD, NASH and CO., 6, Raymond Buildings,

Gray’s Inn, London, W.C.1, Solicitors for the
(386) Plaintiffs.

REGINALD GEORGE MARSHALL, Deceased.

BY Order of the Chancery Division of the High
Court of Justice, dated 7th March, 1955, and made
in an action in the Matter of the Estate of Reginald
George Marshall, deceased (late of 1, West Park
Road, Epsom, Surrey, who died on the 8th January.
1954), Whybrow v. Bush, 1954, M. 4190, the following
inquiry was directed: —

An inquiry whether Richard Tudor Marshall
{(who was a paternal uncle of the above-named
Intestate Reginald ‘George Marshall) is living or
dead and if he died after the death of the said
Intestate who are his personal representatives, and
if he died before the death of the said Intestate
whether be left any and what issue who at the death
of the said Intestate became beneficially entitled
cither absolutely or contingently to the stirpital
share of the estate of the said Intestate to which
the said Richard Tudor Marshall would have
become beneficially entitled had he survived the
said Intestate and if so for what estates and
interests and in what shares and proportions respec-
tively and if any such issue have since died having
attained an absolute vested interest who are their
respective personal representatives.

Notice is hereby given that all persons claiming
to be entitled under the said inquiry are to send
by post prepaid to Henry Montagu Ryland, of 15,
Bloomsbury Square, London, W.C.1, so as to reach
that address on or before the 23rd of June, 1958,
their full names, addresses and descriptions and full
particulars of their claims or in default thereof they
will be excluded from the benefit of the said Order
unless the Court or Judge on application otherwise
orders.—Dated the 18th day of November, 1957.

R. E. BALL, Master.

Not1e.—Richard Tudor Marshall was born on the
31st January, 1855, and married Lavinia Hannah
Sheard at Streatham, on 23rd September, 1879. He
had three children, namely, Lillie Beatrice, born
at Pitts Woods, Hadlow, Kent, on 15th August, 1880,
Eva, born at Prospect Place, Long Ditton, Surrey,
on 3lst March, 1883, and Vera, who is believed
to have been born in Pasadena, California, US.A..
after 1883. Richard Tudor Marshall it is believed
went to America sometime in 1883 and resided at
Pasadena and at one time may have owned a fruit
farm in Sebring, Florida. His wife the said Lavinia
Hannah Marshall is believed to have resided many
years ago at 1812, Green Street, Philadelphia.

WOODCOCK RYLAND and CO., 15, Blooms-

bury Square, London, W.C.1, Solicitors for the
(385) Plaintiff.
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In the High Court of Justice (Chancery Division)
‘before Mr. Justice Wynn-Parry

In the Matter of REGENT LION SERVICE

STATIONS (EBURY BRIDGE) Limited and in the

Matter of the Companies Act 1948

NIOTICE is hereby given that by an Order made
on Monday the 28th day of October 1957

Upon the Petition of the above-named Regent Lion
Service Stations (Ebury Bridge) Limited and of
Ronald Frank Hobson of 81 Red Lion Square in
the County of London on the 17th October 1957
preferred unto this Court

And upon hearing Counsel for the Petitioners and
for the Registrar of Companies (the Respondent)

And upon reading the said Petition the Affidavit
of Ronald Frank Hobson the Affidavit of Ronald
Leigh Dunsby and the Affidavit of Frank William
Watts all filed the 22nd October 1957 and the
Exhibits in the said Affidavits or some of them
respectively referred to

And there being no opposition on behalf of Her
Majesty to the relief sought by the said Petitiomw as
appeared from the said Affidavit of Frank William
Watts and the Exhibit marked *“ FWW 2" thereto

And the Petitioners by their Counsel undertaking
forthwith (1) to make up and forward to the
Registrar of Companies (a) the First Annual Return
of the above-named Company as required by Sec-
tion 124 of the above-mentioned Act and (b) the
Particulars of the Directors and Secretaries of the
said Company pursuant "to Section 200 of the said
Act (2) to give notice to the Registrar of Companies
of the situation of the registered office of the said
Company pursuant to section 107 of the said Act
and (3) to deliver to the Registrar of Companies a
Return of the allotments of the shares of the said
Company pursuant to Section 52 of the said Act

This ICourt ordered that the name of the above-
named Regent Lion Service Stations (Ebury Bridge)
Limited be restored to the Register of Companies

And it was ordered that the Directors of the said
Regent Lion Service Stations (Ebury Bridge) Limited
be and they are hereby relieved from any personal
liability which may have been incurred by them im
carrying on the business of the said Company during
the period the name of the said ICompany was struck
off the Register of Companies .

And it was ordered that an Office Copy of this
Order be delivered to the Registrar of Companies
Apd pursuant to the above-mentioned Act the said
Regent [Lion Service Stations (Ebury Bridge) Limited
is thereupon to be deemed to have continued in
existence as if its name had not been struck off

And it was ordered that the Registrar of Com-
panies do advertise this Order in his official name
in the “London Gazette” . )

And it was ordered that the Petitioners the said
Regent Lion Service Stations (Bbury Bridge) Limited
and [Ronald Frank Hobson do pay to the Registrar
of Companies his costs of the said Petition such
costs to be taxed ' .

WJB. LANGFORD., Registrar of Companies

Companies Registration Office,

Board of Trade, .

Bush House, South West Wing,
Strand, London, W.C.2,
22nd November, 1957.

In the High Court of Justice (Chancery Division)

before Mr. Justice Wynn-Parry.

In the Matter of REGENT LION SERVICE
STATIONS (NEW OXFORD STREET) Limited
and in the Matter of the Companies Act 1948
NOTICE is hereby given that by an Order made

on Monday the 28th day of October 1957
Upon the Petition of the above-named Regent

Lion Service Stations (New Oxford Street).Limited

and of Ronald Frank Hobson of 81 Red Lion Square

in the County of London on the 17th October 1957

preferred unto this Court .

And upon hearing Counsel for the Petitioners and
for the Registrar of Companies (the Respondent)

And upon reading the said Petition the Affidavit
of Ronald Frank Hobson the Affidavit of Ronald

Leigh Dunsby and the Affidavit of Frank William

Waltts all filed the 22nd October 1957 and the exhi-

bits in the said Affidavits or some of them respec-

tively referred to
And there being no opposition on behalf of Her

Majesty to the relief sought by the said Petition

as appeared from the said Affidavit of Frank William

Watts and the Exhibit marked “ FWW 2 thereto
And the Petitioners by their Counsel undertaking

forthwith (1) to make up and forward to the Regis-

trar of Companies (q) the First Annual Return of



