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Chancery Puy Office, May, 1881,

LIST of the titles of causes, matters, and
accounts in the books at the Chancery Pay

Office, to the credit of which funds were standing

on the 1st September, 1880, which had not been

dealt with during the fifteen years immediately

preceding that date, prepared pursnant to Rule 9]

of the Chancery Funds Cénsolidated Rules, 1874,
No information is 1o be given by the Chancery

Paymaster respecting the money or securities to
the credit of any cause, matter, or account in this
list until he has been furnished with a statement,
in writing, by a Solicitor requiring such informa-
tion, of the name of the person on whose bebalf
be applies, and that in such Solicitor’s opinion the
applicant is beneficially interested in such money
or-securities.

Ervery petition or summons affecting any money
or securities to the credit of a cause, matter, or
account inserted in this list is to contain & state-
_ ment that it has been so' inserted. In eases in

which the money or securities affected by such
petition may amount to'or exceed in value £500,

a copy of such petition, and notice of all proceed-

ings in Court or at chambers, unless the Court

otherwise directs, are to be served on the Qfficial

Solicitor of the Court.

Ashburnham v. Ashhurnham,

Adolphus v. Adolphus.

Allen v. Addington,

Anstruther v, Anstruther, and Anstruther v.
Cockerell.

Ex parte a projected undertaking for authorising
the Aberystwith and Welsh Coast Railway
Company to make and maintain additional lines
of railway, and to reclaim lands near to their

" lines of railway, and to raise further moneys,
and for other purposes. ‘

Jareph Allison v, Robert Allizon.

Susmu‘;ah Abbott, Spinster, a person of unsound
mird. :

Alderson v. Bolam.

Attorney-General v, Bailey.

Attorney-General v. Beard,

Attorney-General v. Bealey.

Attorney-General v. Bean. .

Ex parte -the Accrington Gas and Water Works
Companies Act, 1854, The account of the

share of Elizabeth Woods, deceased, subject. to
duty. :

Ex pa{'te a projected undertaking proposed to- be
authorised by a Bill to be cited as the Acton
and Brentford Railway.

Allen v. Cullow. The defendant, Mary Callow’s
account.

Ashton v, Cheetham. The account of Jchn
Ashton the elder, deceased, and his legal per-
sonal representative. .

Ashton v. Cheetham. The account of John
Murray Ashton the younger, an infant.

Ackerley v. Caine. The account of the share of
Samuel Ackerley or his issue.

Adean v. Duke of Chandos.

Adams v. Cole.

Attorney-General v, Carent.

Attorney-General v. Duke of Chandos.

Attorney-General v. Cotterell.

Attorney-General v. Corpus Christi College.

Ex parte the Commissioners for executing the
office of Lord High Admiral of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain, and Ireland. The
account of Mansfield Arthur Nelson, an infant.

Ex parte the Commissioners for executing the
oftice of Lord High Admiral of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.

Atlee v. Dibley. The real esiate acoount.

Atlee v, Dibley. The aceount of the produce of
the real estate.
Abney v. Dolphin. .
Abney v. Dolphin. The interest fund account.

Attorney-General v. Lord Digby. - -

Allenv. Fenton.

Atkinson v. Grey.

Airey v. Hearne.

Attorney - General v,
General v. Nash, ,

Aubrey v. Hoper. The costs in Adams v. Hoper,
alloited or appointed in respect uf the eighth
incumbrance.

Amson v. Harris, The separate account of
Maria Smallwood out of the jurisdictivn, the
wife of John Smallwood.

Attorney-General v. John Hall and others,

In the matter of the trusts of the will of Nicholas
Ainsworth, h.sq., for his heir-at-law, on the part
of his mother. ot .

Appleby v. Jenkins.

Harper, and Attorney-



