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T TOTICE is herchy miven, Lhat the Partriership hefétdfore
N subsisting bebween s the undersigried, carryinyg of Busi-
‘mess a8 Pawn-Brokeérs, ot Duarnley,. in the County of Lad-
castet, was dissolved the 18t day of Naveinbbr 1887 3 and the
concern Will beé herenfter onrried bn by the 3uid Thomds
Slatér, and debts recelved ot paid By him.—Dabed tliis 29th
‘day of February 1828, Thomas Slater.

John Rustron.

W, TOTICE is hereby giveti, that the Parthership $6ié time
: ago subsisting létween Willism Mattin and Jobn
“Lurner,in the business of a Brass-Founder, tdrried on at Bir-
mingham, in the Connty of Warwick, undér the firm of Mar-
tin and Turner, was disdolved on the st duy of Janudry 1826.
Dated this 4th day of March 1828, 3

Wiltam Maitin.

Join Turner.

NOTICE is hereby given, that the Partnetship héretofore
carried on by us the undérsigned, John Walker, J¢hn
Salthouse, and Joseph Buitler, as Joiners and Buildéis, at
Preston, in the County of Laricaster, wais this day dissolved

Ay nittual consent, so far orily as relatés to the siid John Salt-

house : As wittiess our hands this 29th day of February 1828,
' John Walker,
John Salthouse.
Joseph Butler.

NOTICE.

" HEREAS the Partnersliip of Rogers, €ole, ind Kogers,

formerly Bankers, at Newport, Idle of Wight, wiS dis-
solved en the 14th day of September 1813, by the death 6f
Rotrert Cole, one of the Partriers, and the surviving Partners:
thereupon paid and satisfed all the claims which were niade-
upon them ; but in as much as it is possible that there' may be
outstanding unsatisfied demands on’ thé said firm, the surviv-
ing Partners and Executors of the deceased Partner do hereby
give notice, that all notes of the said late firm of Rogérs,
Colé, and Rogers, which shall be presented to Messts. J. H,
and E. H. Rogers, at their residence, in Sea-Street, in New-

. port aforesaid, on or before-the 31st day of March instant, and

all ¢laims on the said firm which shall' be-made-and substantiated
Yefore that day, will be immediately paid ; But as it is absg-
lutely necessary that the concerns of the said Partnership should
wow be nally closed, all cléims not then-made; must be dis-
aflowed.—Dated this* 15t day of March 1828,

J. H. ROGERS. .

EDWD. ) ROGERS. » R

ELIZABETH COLE, KOBT. BLOXAM, Executiix

and'Executor of the will of the late Robt. Cole.

0 be sold; pursnant to an Order of the High Coumrt of
Chancery, made in a cause Saunders v. Norman, with the
approbation of John Edmund Dowdeswell, Esq. one of the
Mbasters of the said Court, at the Public Sale-Room of the’
-said'Court, situate in Southampton-Buildings, Chancery-Lane,
London, on Monday the 14th day'of April next, at Two of
thie Clock in the Afternoon, in several distinct lots 3
Certain frechold estates,-situate in the Parish of Mitcham,.
in.the County of Sarrey, and also an allotment of freehold
land; in the Parish~of New Windsor, in the County of Berks,
consisting of ‘a freehold farm,.in the occupation of Messrs,
Dalfleish’ and "Taylor, under lease, containing 92A. 0K. 39P, 5,
fieehiold lands, in hand, contiining 48A. VR. 30P.; and an’
allotment of freehold land, in the occupation of Mr., William -
Perryman; . tenant at -will,, containing 1A. 2R. 23P. more ‘or’
less
Particulars whereof may be had (gratis) at thesaid Master’s
Office; in Southampion-Buildings aforesaid ;,of Messrs. Hem-
ing and. Baxter, Solicitors, Gray’s-Inn; of Messrs. Tennant,
‘Harrison, and Tennant, Solicitors, Gray’s-Inn ; of Messes,
Chapman, Son, and Webb, Land-Agents and Surveyors, Mid-
dle-Temple-Fall, London 3 ,and at the Buck’s-Head, Mitehaui,

be peremptorily resold, pursuant to an Order of the -

High Court of Chancery, made in a cause of Davies'
against Oracroft, and:three other causés, with the apprdhatioh

of Sir Gitfin Wilson, Knight, one.of the Masters of the said

Court, by a person tobe appointed -by him-for that purpose, .
at the Bear.lnn; at Crickhowell, in the County of Brecknotk,

on Saturday the.12th dny of -Apyil 1828 ;

Two several freehold estates, situate in the Parish of Abe-
rustruth, in the County of Ménmouth, latg the propeérty of

B2

Walter Wathing, of Dan-y-Craig, in the County of Brecon,
Es4. décensed, anid incldded il i6ts No. 1 aiid No. 2.f the par-
ticolar of salg.

Particulars ay be had {gralis) At the said Master’s Cham-
Bers, in Sodthamptori-Buildings, Londén ; of Mr, Pugh,. So-
Ticitor, No. 11, King's-Road, Bedford-Row ; of Mésdrs. Ward
ind Aldérsey, Solicitors, Bedford-Squire ; of Mr. Pryer, Soli-
citor; Gray’s-Inn; and of Mr. Charles Gabell, Attorney at
Law, &t Cfickhowell, where 3 plan of the estates miay be seen ;
at the Béar Inn, in Cricklidwell ; and the printipal Ihus, ia
South Wales.

VICE-CHANCELLOR, —Friaay tlie 234 day of February, in”
the ninth year of the reign of His

Majeity King George the Fousth,

1?23, betwéen Richard Strelley,

aintiff, Isaac North and Thomas

Thorp, defendants.

ORASMUGH as this Court was this present day infermed

by Mr. Rogéts, of Counsel for thé'plaintiff, that the pliin-

6iff on the 17th day of Décember last, exhibited his bill in this
Court against the defendants, as by the Six Clerks” vertifieate
dppears, anid took out process of subpcena requiring them fo
appear to and answer the sime, but that it appears by the
affidavit- of William Blunt Fosbrooke; the Aftorney for the
ihove named plaintiff, now produced and read, that on or abovt
the 15th day of Novémber last, judgment was signed in 2a
action then lately depending in the Court of Common Plenrs,
for £179 8s. damages and costs between thé before pamged
plaintiff Richard Strelley, ond the before named defendank
‘Isaae North; dand the said deponent has been informed, and
believes, that on or about Thursday the 22d day of the same
month of November, the said Isaao’ North caused all his
household goods and furniture to be removed by some of his
the saitl defendant’s children from his dwelling-house, situate
in Lougbborough, to the dwelling-houses of his sons James
North and Thotas North, to avoid the same being taken in ex-
ecution at the-suit of the aforesaid plaintiff as the said deponent
verily believes ; and that on the said 22d day of the siap
month, the said défendant-Isaac North, left his aforesaid dwell-
itig-house- and has not since returned to the same, and the
dforesaid dwelling-homse- has beeni since- let by the sdid Isade
Notih's children, some of one them, to oneThomas Richard-
sot, and that dr or about Saturday the-1st day.of December
1a3t; Willizin North, one of the sous of the said defendant Isapc
North, called at-the- said deponént’s office, sitnate in Lough-
'berough'nfbrés'aid‘, and-requested-td know the amgqunt of the
damages and costs in the: aforesaid action, and the said
deponent inforimed thie said William Northt by his the said de-
poxent’s -clerk, that the amount was' £179 Bs. and that ¢h
Monday the 34 day of the said month, the aforesaid William
Nortle' and Johm Pilkington,- of Loughborough aforesait,
Auctioneer, & very intimate friend of the said William North's,
-called at the deponent’s office, and the said John Pilkington
said that they, medning. the said William North and the sxid
John Pilkington,. had called for the purpose of compromising
thé aforesaid sum of £179 8s. as the said William Naorth apd
ihis*brother, nienning the said James North, who is the eghdat
-s0m1 of the said Isaac North; had been talking over the matter
-together;. and that they, the'said William North, thought 1
' véry hatd case for the said defendant Isaac North to be kept
awag:for so small a'sum ; that the said James North constantly
‘manuged the affairs of the said Isaac Notth, and the said de~
fendant Isuac North generally attended to and acted upon the
advice of bis aforesaid son the said James North ; and the syjd
.deponent informed- the said William North and John Pilking-
ton, that he the said-deponent would not take any thing less
than' thé aforesaid amount, and the said deponent hath since
.enquired of the said John Pilkingtorr to inform him where.
the-said Isané ‘North ‘was gone to reside, but the said Joha
Pilkington -refused to-give-thesaid deponent any information
whatsoever, to enable- hinr the- deponent to. serve the de-
fendant, Isaac~North; with: process of this Court; rqe-'erghel

 less, at the'samé time- alleging that-he could give every

infarmation” necessary; ;and-what was required by the said
deponent, but- also- alleginyg: that the reason he could not
do-so wis, that-theisaid-James North and William North,
s6hs of- the-said - Isaac-North;, would never employ him, the
said-John -Pilkingtony: any more;- and that they were good
.customérs-of hisy ahd-that the said John Pilkington informed
thevsdid -deponent that he, -the said Jobn Pilkingfon, knew
swhere the” sdid defendang Isazc North was ot this preseng
¢ime then residing 5 und the syid depoiient bas been infornied



