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Appellees believe that oral argument would not assist the Court because both the
Fayette Circuit Court and Court of Appeals correctly decided the issues based on
uncontroverted facts and clear and well-settled Kentucky law. The general partners of a
Kentucky limited partnership performed acts pursuant to their authority under the limited
partnership agreement and Kentucky law in order to reorganize the relationship between

business entities to make it possible to carry on their business and fulfill their fiduciary

duties to protect the interests of all the limited partners.






























































































