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2 Re Couturier [1970] 1 Ch 470, 473 (Joyce J)
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®  Re Sandeman's Will Trusts, Sandeman v Hayne [1937] 1 All ER 368; Lloyd's Ban plc v Duker [1987]
1 WLR 1324

*  Re Marshall, Marshall v Marshall [1914] 1 Ch 192 at 199, CA (Eng); Re Horsnaill, Womersley v
Horsnaill [1909] 1 Ch 631; Re Kipping, Kipping v Kipping [1914] 1 Ch 62, CA (Eng)
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Anson v Potter (1879) 13 Ch D 141; Re White [1901] 1 Ch 570

Re Smith [1928] Ch 915; Schmidt V Rosewood Trust Ltd [2003] 2 AC 709, [40]
Re Nelson [1928] Ch 920n

Stokes v Cheek (1860) 28 Beav 620



