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l)i: I.ohimier, Martineau, Green shields, JJ.

LEON RICHARD & uxor vs. EMILE GOV LET

Held: lo That were in an indictment, under section .136 (b) 
rr. Co. the word “animaux” is used instead of “bes­
tiaux,” an amendment may lie permitted on a motion to 
i|iiash.

2o That in a ease where the magistrate committed after 
eontrncdictory proof was given, and after a true bill 
was found by the Grand Jury upon a bill of indictment, 
a meagre proof a reasonnable and probable cause in 
the absence of proof of express malice, is a complete liar 
to an action in damage for false arrestation.

3o Where a party liefore taking a criminal action a- 
gainst another procuring is arrestation did consult his 
counsel in law, and if evidence commits the defendant 
for trial and the Grand Jury find a true bill the com­
plainant is justified in his prosecution.

4o That the fact that the prosecuting party did con­
sult counsel is an important element in considering the 
state of mind that a reasonnable ]ierson would have in 
the presence of the facts as presented to his counsel be­
fore the information laid.


