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Hunkins.State v.

An intentselling preventindictment for tlie to itspersonal property beingwith
attached, committed,be is oryearsmust found after the ofiensc itwithin two will

quashedbe on motion.

The form,in the usual theindictment, namecommencing alleges
of the and sets theforth thatcomplainant, Nathan F.respondents,

on theHunkins, of, &c., Curtice, &c.,and John 12thof, ofday
October, 1857, and didat, with force arms&c., andunlawfully

bricks,sell and of of500,000 the valuefraudulently convey of
$2,500, estateof the and of said F.Nathanproperty personal Hun-
kins and theCurtice,the said John said Nathan F.they Hunkins
and the said Curtice then and there debtors,John with intent.being

to the seizure the samethereby of estateprevent personal upon
mesne &e.process, &c.,contrary,

The to the indictment,moved becauserespondents quash said
indictment notwas found within two after the offenseyeai’s was

and notcommitted; it does said indictment, and isappear by not
that the sametherein,averred was found within said two years.

and for theSullivan, Tuck, State.

for theWood, respondent.

A of the fineJ. theBellows, part by statutebeing given to the
isthe limited to twoprosecution and,prosecutor, years, therefore,

the found afteras indictment was not until that period, the motion
29must State v. H.Robinson,to N. 274.quash prevail.

Indictment quashed.

Ela.Moses v.

of makerspromissoryof a note received the a mortgagethe indorser ofWhere all
indemnify against liability,him it was heldpropertytheir to such that he was still
of the dishonor.entitled to notice

witness, bya him apaper produced copyhas that is of aA testified noticewho sent to
him,indorser, callingmay, partyat of thean the instance correct his testimony, by

copy.it not astating to the direction isrespectthat in

the theThis is indorsee indorseragainst of aassumpsit by
casenote, and been tried theuponthe havingpromissory general

for the theplaintiff,issue and a returned defendantverdict moved
in anda for errors the instructionsfor new trial ofrulings the

in the of thecourt. The facts court.sufficiently opinionappear

to that noticedefendant,the the waspointfor notHackett,
Bills, Bond438;Chit. ch. v.excused, 10,cited on 5Farnham,
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