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riight be unnecessary, but that was no0 reason for
.In paragraphs 13 and 14 the plaintiff set out

een trying to effect a settiement, and that, during
ws, the defendant, by deceit, got possession of the
then broke off the negotiations, whereupon, and

s action was begun. Hleld, that these paragraphs
storical; there was nothing embarrassing in them;
flot be struck out. By paragraphs 15, 16, 17, and
alleged, in substance, that, before his marriage to

lant had been married in 'Michigan, and had been
,on the wife 's application; that the custody of

at marriage (a girl) had been given to the defen-


