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the court to set aside themoved verdict and for a new trial,
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of A. D. on184.3,” which wasTuesday January, the 18th
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vs. Macnamara,Purcell 9;69­ East The157. defendant
be convicted ofmay the offence atupon proof any other

time, whether before or theafter so that itlaid,day were be­
when thefore the time indictment was preferred. Hawk

vol. 58xiv.



458 STRAFFORD.

v. Pratt.The State

1 Thecase, Salk. 288.179; Charnock’s46,2,B. ch. §
to have beenbe if the offencebad,will appearindictment

Theof the indictment.finding pris­after thecommitted
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