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Concurring opinions have been evidenced in the asset recovery case.  According to the evidence, the plaintiff had engaged in a loan agreement with the defendants legally. This made his case ethical in the court.  Despite the evidence in the form of the agreement between the plaintiff and the defendants, the judge behaved harshly. This made the majority of people suspicious of the case verdicts, which was going to be made by the judge. They all opted that the plaintiff must win the case because it is true he loaned the company. It is unfortunate and exciting that the plaintiff is granted the company not because it is right according to the evidence that he had loaned the company as expected by the majority.  But, the judge gave him the company because he considered him to be loyal to the company, and that's why he risked loaning the company, not being sure it will generate adequate capital to pay him.
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