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M~ appropriate application of the geî.eral principle that Il it is not
ýt' ýjý5necessary that the utmost investigation that can be made should

* be made, but merely that a ruasonable amount of credible informa-
tion should have been received." (c) Supposing the evidence
upon this point to 4,e ini favour of the defeîmdant, it remains to bu
settled whether his belief in the .correctness of the informatin
.received was warrantable or not. (d) This depends part>- upon
-the inherent probability or improbability of the facts communi.
.Cated, whether sucli probability or finprobability bc considered
%vith reference to some absolute standard or to the character n
social position of the person proceeded against. (0) liut Most td
the cases turn upon the question whether the defendant va'-
justified, under the circunistances, in entertaining a favourible
opinion of the trustworthiniess of his informant.

1I apprehend that you are to have regard ta every shade af different-.-
between the amount of credit ta be given ta ane persan and ta another.
according ta the character ai the informant. Information given 13% on
person of whoni the party knows nothing, would be regarde vcry
differeintly from informiation given by one whom he knows to bc a sensibit.
and trustworthy persan. And the question whether a reasanable iii.a
would act upor. the information rnust depend, in a great degree, uponi thL
oipinion to li formed of the position and circunistances of the informant.
and of the amounit of credit which miay be due under those circurnstatice,
ta the person wvho thus canveyed the informiation."(f)

The scope of the gene,-ai principle that reasonable and probable
cause is established where the dceeadant acted in good faith upoin
ïtaternents made ta hirn by persans apparenti>' respectable and
believed b>' him ta be credible (g) was examined b>' the 11ousu
of Lords in the important case of Listtr v. >er,'ymna>. 'h;
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.à 'Èý j (e) An ent loyer liait been belli lable in damages where, act(ig oi, 0w.
unrrobora cc auiations .contained in un ationvinoos letter, caused his1tt

man, a niait wlie hall always borne a goud character fur honomt>,. ta 1w arrextvd
for theftt PhArker v. i.angrù4*e tî8ga) Queb. Off. R. 1 4.S..ý The~ " tt)
hletitished characer - tf the plaiîîtiff was one of the facts relied on in Crlberi N,
/Ilik 0,88o) 3 Ont. App. i7i farrest for debti.

()Lord H-athe-wley in Uùer v. Peywn (i 87o) L, R. 4 il.L. (~ p. gj i>.
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