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State v. Hobbs.

that theupon a noteto an action considerationIt is no defence of it was
B.,note, totransferred the defendantagainst byanother one the plain-

tiff, thepayment due,of before note in suitguarantyawith should fall
paid.has not beenagainstnote B.which

is chargesinsufficient whichperjuryfor theAn indictment false statement
facts, defendant,by ain an affidavit made upon aof the above motion for

term,action at the firstof a civil underthe the 27th ofcontinuance rule
court; showing ground defence,probablenot offactssuch and being

of continuance.questiontheuponimmaterial

casefacts thisThe of sufficiently appeal’ from the
deliveredcourt,of the byopinion

In an indictment forJ. theDoe, perjury, as-perjury
an toin affidavitwas theprocuremaldngsigned contin-

one Whitean action brought byuance of against Hobbs,
andHobbs,a note tobysigned payableupon White, or

The continuance wasorder, days.in ninety asked by
theterm, under 27that the first ruleHobbs of court,
adefendant tothe continuance,which entitles hisupon

affidavit, that hecourt,the hasbysatisfying probable
The facts stated in theof defence. affidavitground were,

anotherfor note,note wasthat the given signed oneby
transferred White toand by Hobbs;Braybrook, that

the of thepaymentWhite guaranteed Braybrook note
;duenote in suit should fall andthe thatbefore the Bray-

been allhad whichbrook note not wouldpaid; not con-
theand thereforedefence,stitute a affidavit was not mate-

ofrial continuance.the questionupon
Indictmentquashed.
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