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Michaelmas 1818 to Trinity 1819
Morry v Morry	folio 1406	C 33/663

Original documents

C 33/663 folio 1406[footnoteRef:1] [1:  This transcript prepared by Susan Moore, a researcher specialising in Chancery Court cases. I have not seen the original entry and there are possibly errors in some of the wording but in the main this is the substance of this Order.] 

22nd June 1819
Plaintiff: John Morry an infant by his next friend
Defendant: Matthew Morry, Wm Cholwich Hunt and another
Upon motion this day made to this court by Mr Ching of counsel for the defendants above named it was alleged that the said defendants have appeared and are preparing their answer to the plaintiff’s bill but cannot perfect the same in time, therefore in regard the said defendants live above 20 miles from London have not had any order for time are not in contempt.  It was prayed that the defendants may have 6 weeks time to plead answer or demurrer not demurring alone to the plaintiff’s bill which was ordered accordingly

Editorial Comments:

[bookmark: _GoBack]Once again we see the same old story of the shrewd old lawyer Walter Prideaux using every trick in the book to delay a case in hopes that the whole matter will eventually just be dropped because of the expense of carrying on. Matthew Morry is named as a defendant in this case, and probably rightly so, but as we learn from the details of the Complaint and eventual Answers, it was Walter Prideaux who was manipulating both John and Matthew.

