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This petition was refused (27th May 1802) without answers;. when it was
observed on the Bench, That jt4,qecippeqf this statutV or ac
tinuation of the 13th, and is applicable to the situation of a Scotch trader who
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is necessary, as it might prove a hardship in many cases, that his effects should
be sequestrated when he might know nothing about it, and when he might be
completely solvent, although from ne&ligence some of his debts here might re-
main undischarged. This short chaute,it was rematked, -was -never intended
to introduce so very great an alteration into the law, as that a foreign trader
should be comprehended under the provision of the statute, when he is not
mentiqxedj4ppy lfrae PAn. a I4e lW4paseqg$gpd,,the d r
not only was in England at the time when the commission of bankruptcy was
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THE premiums due to underwriters make no part of the Broker's seetrat-
SeA1ista, f nuplifo pw oetioyto lRiobkuptcy.
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On the same dtay te Court likewise refused, without rs, a recvigig petition fibe
WilEam Bishop andCompany, merchaus in Lancaster, shing for a-s.questraiin-Of their.&cch-
qffeets.
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