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DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA, TO WIT:

BE IT REMEMBERED,

That on the twenty-first day of March, in the thirty-third year of
the Independence of the United States of America, WILLIAM W. HEaNING and WILLIAM
MUNrORD, of the said district, have deposited in this office the title
of a book, the right
-whereof they claim as authors, in the words following, to wit:
" Reports of Cases argued and determined in the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia:
"with Select Cases, relating chiefly to Points of Practice, decided by the Superior Court of
"Chancery for the Richmond District.
Volume II. By William W. Hening and Wil.
"lame Munford."
IN CONFORMITy to the act of the Congress of the United States, entituled, "An act for
"the encouragement of learning, by securing the copies of maps, charts, and books, to the
"authors and proprietors of such copies, during the times therein mentioned;" and also to
an act, entituled, "An act, supplementary to an act, entituled, an act for the encouragement
" of learning, by securing the copies of maps, charts and books, to the authors and propric" trs of such copies, during the times therein mentioned, and extending the benefits thereof
"1to the arts of designjng, engraving and etchinig historical, and other prints."
WILLIAM MARSHALL,
.(L. S.)
Clerk of the District of Virginia.
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Superior Court of Chanceryfor the Richmond District.

JUNE, 1808.

.une 7 errn,
1808.

Barr against Barr's Administrator.

A DECREE had been entered, in this case, against
A decree,
and execu- the defendant for the balance reported against him as ad-

tion thereup-

ministrator. An attorney's fee was taxed. The execuan executor tion issued against his own goods and chattels, and he

on, against

or

adminis-

trator, for a gave a forthcoming bond.
balance due

on his admiAt this term he moved for a bill of review on two
nistration ac- grounds: 1. That the decree should have been entered
count, should
not be a- against the goods and chattels of the intestate in his hands
gainst the
goods and to be administered,

and not personally against himself;
chattels of and, 2. That an attorney's fee should not have been taxed.
the decedent

in his hands

Per Curiam.

The object of this suit was not to recover
The

to be admi- a debt against the intestate, but of the defendant.
nistered, but
against

own

his decree was therefore correctly entered, and the fee as cor-

goods

and chattels. rectly taxed.

Had the suit been for a claim on the intesIn such case tate, then the decree would have been against his goods
an
fee attorney's
ought to and chattels in the hands of the defendant to be administerbe taxed
ed, and nofe- would have been taxed.
Bill of review denied.

yune Term,
1808.

Anderson against Gest.

An order of THE defendant, a resident of England, had been or.
the Court ofdedb
Chancery, to dered by this Court in the time of the late Chancellor, to
snake up an make up his account of administration of William Anderaccount, with.

out saying son's estate. The order did not express that it should be
bfre ho' done before a Master of this Court ; and at this term by his
iti to be
done, must counsel he exhibited an unauthenticated copy of an account
be executed

before one reported to the Court of Chancery in Englandby one of its
of the mas- masters, and insisted that, when a duly authenticated copy
ter commis-

sionersofthe should be produced, it should be received by the Court
Court.
here as evidence; or, that, considering his residence, he
The Court should be allowed to make up his account of administracannot appoint corn- tion before persons in England.
missioners to
make up an account out of the state, except by consent of parties.

In the Thirty. Second Year of the Commonwealth.
Per Curiam. This Court cannot change its course on
account of the residence of parties. All who are ordered
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Anderson

to account must do so, before one of its masters, or before
commissioners appointed by it, which it can only direct
within its own jurisdiction, unless the parties consent to
commissioners without, in which case it is their act, and
not the act of the Court, and to which the Gourt will not
object.

v.
Gest.

