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[June 30. Held, reversing the decision of ARMOUR, C.
MoORRIS v. MARTIN. J., that the above agreement was not one
which could be said necessarily to have effect
by defeating or delaying creditors, and in the
absence of fraud, the claimant was entitled to /
succeed on this issue.

C. H. Widdifield for the claimant (plaintiff).
Alcorn for the defendants.
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