
Hornaiield Riley, who ia hin mother, conceived the fraudulent scheme i>f defeating and defrauding

the plaintiffs and defendants mu of their said claims against him the said E. H. Riley, and in order

the better to carry out such fraudulent scheme the said K. H. Riley procured his soid mother,

Georgina J..ne Hornsfield Riley, to commence tin action against him, h» r said son, in this honor-

able wiurt in the said Judicial District, and on or alwiut the said 19th day of March, 1888, in

furtherance of said fraudulent scheme, the said K. H. Riley and (feurgina .lane Hornsfield Riley

cHUsed judgment to he entered in said action iu favor of tiie said (Te«»rgina Jane Hornsfield Riley

for the sum of $2,541.42 debt and costs, although the said K. H. Riley was not indebted to his said

mother in any sum whatever, and caused a writ oi' execution to U- issued u|Min said judgment,

10 and placed in the hands of the Sheritt" of tlk«, said Judicial District wherein the said K. H. Riley

carried on business, and the said K. H. Riley and ( reorgina Jane HornsKeld Riley caused the said

Sheriff to levy upon the goods and chattels of the said K. H. Riley under ,aid execution, and the

Sheriff' has sold a large part (»f said gitixis and rec 'ived a large siul of mo'.icy therefor, and the said

Sheriff now holds such money, ami a large quantity of such goods still remain unsold an<l in the

cust«jdy of the said Sheriff under seizure as aforesaitl.

5. The said plaintiffs and defendants shortly after the saitl 19th day of March, 1888, recovered

judgment in this honorable court iipou their res|)i'ctive claims against th*; said K. H. Riley and

placed writs of execution in the hands of said Sheriff upon their said respective judgments; and

the plaintiffs' said writs «»f execution have Iteeu ever since, and now are, in the hands of the said

20 Sheriff in full force and virtue for execution, but the d«'fendants' writ of execution was as herein-

after stated, withdrawn from the hands of the said Sheriff.

H. After the plaintiff's and tlefendants had so placed writs of execution in the hands of said

Sheriff, they immediately iiotiKed the said Sheriff in writing that they claimed the said goods of

the said K. H. Riley, or the jtroceeds tlu-reof so seized by him as aforesaid under

their .several executions, on th*^ ground that thi> said juiigmeiit of the said (teorgina Jane Horns-

field Riley, against the said K. H. Riley, was not Imuui fide, but was obtained by fraud and col-

lusion and w-ithout value, and in eoii.setiut^nee of such claims the said ~'!ieriff obtained an

interpleader order from the Honorable t.'harles R. Rouleau, the jutige of this ii(u:>rableC4Mirt, which

interpleader oitler directed an issue to l»e tried, when the plaiutills, other than H. Shorey & Co.

30and the Ames Holden CJompany, Limited, and defendants were to W plaintiffs, and the said

(leorgina Jane Hornsfield Riley was to l»e defendant, to try the validity of siu-li judgment of the

said (ieorgina Jane Hornsfield Riltty, to which interpleader onler the defendants consented.

7. Shortly after the making of .saiil interpleader order the defeudants, with the intention of

aiding the said (teorgina Jane Horn.sfield Riley and K. H. Riley in their said fraudulent scheme as

against the plaintiff's, and in onler to obtain the fruits of such judgnu;nt of the said Georgina Jane

Hornsfield Riley entered into an agreeiuent with the said (ieorgina Jane Hornsfield Riley and K.

H. Riley whereby they, the defendants, were to abandon their connection witi said interpleader

proceedings and withdraw their said writ of execution against the said K. H. Riley, and the said

Georgina Jane Hornsfield Hiley was t^) assign to the defendants the said judgment so recovered by

40 her, and in consequence of such agreement the defendants did withdraw the .said writ of execution


