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him in the County Court), as a feme sole, and for which, as
insisted by the plaintiff, her property to a certain amount is
responsible under said Act. '

It further appears that on the said 25th of October, but
before the attachment was levied, Anne E. Seymour and her
husband, Edward Seymour, executed a bill of sale to the
defendant Boulding, of the property proposed tobe affected by
the attachment, in trust, to pay the debts of the husband and
wife, and that on the day following, they made to the same
party a second bill of sale for the same purpose.

Under these circumstances, the present bill was filed on
the equity side of Baltimorq County Court by Crane, the
attaching creditor, and Armstrong and: Caton, in behalf of
themselves and such other of the creditors of Anne E. Seymour
as may make themselves parties by contributing to the expense
of the suit, in which, after giving a detailed statement of the
facts, and charging that the bills of sale were frandulent, and
designed to hinder, delay, and obstruct the complainant and
the other creditors of Anne E. Seymour, and further charging
that said Seymour and wife and Boulding are not, nor is either
of them, so solvent and responsible as to make the property,
consisting of merchandise, safe in their hands, and thas said
merchandise is in great danger of being wasted and improperly
disposed of, in which event the creditors of Mrs. Seymour
would be without remedy or recourse, they prayed the Court
to interpose by injunction for its preservation, and that a
receiver should be appointed to take possession of and sell the
same, . '

The County Court upon this bill granted the injunction and
appointed a receiver, and answers having been filed by the
defendants, and motions made to dissolve the injunction and
discharge the receiver, and the record being now in this Court
under the provisions of the Act of Assembly in such case made
and provided, and counsel having been heard in sapport of
and in opposition to the motion, the proceedings have been
duly considered.

The answer .of the defendants, after-. denying ' the fraund




