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the conveyance of the 22d of July, 1817, was the fortune of his
wife, and an agreement that it should be settled on her for her
separate use, but there is no proof to that effect.

There are many cases, reported in the books, which speak in
general terms of a voluntary conveyance of property for the benefit
of a wife and children being void against creditors, where it
appears that the grantor was indebted at the time. From which it
seems to have been inferred, that the being indebted, at all, at the
time, in any sum, however small, was sufficient to vacate the con-
veyance ; that the being at all indebted, raised such a legal pre-
sumption of fraud, as could not be repelled by any consideration
arising from the amount of the debts, or the extent of the property
conveyed, or the circumstances of the party. But, in those cases,
other circumstances rendered it unnecessary to take into considera-
tion the value of the property conveyed, in comparison with the
then amount of the debts and estate of the grantor, as an evidence
that the voluntary conveyance had been made with an intention to
defraud creditors. (c)

It is laying down the doctrine much too large, to say, on the
one hand, that all voluntary conveyances are void, if the grantor
be at all indebted at the time; and, on the other, that they are
good, if he be not at the time actually insolvent. The true rule,
by which the fraudulency or fairness of a voluntary conveyance is
to be ascertained, in this respect, is founded on a comparative in-
debtedness ; or, in other words, on the pecuniary ability of the
grantor, at that time, to withdraw the amount of the donation from
his estate, without the least hazard to his creditors, or in any mate-
rial degree lessening their then prospects of payment. (d)

Where a parent, who was worth at the time seven or eight thou-
sand pounds, and in prosperous circumstances, made a gift to- his
daughter of a piece of property worth no more than seven hun-
dred pounds, the conveyance, although merely voluntary, and
without any valuable consideration, was deemed valid. (¢) On
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