
A. ASS KL IN xs. liOIIKliT DAVIDSON aei
never knew the plaintiff and never knew of his ar­

rest; that he had signed in blank a , or a num­
ber of commitments which were in the posession of the 
Chief of Police, Davidson, hut no was signed
by him for the purpose of detaining the plaintiff. And by 
way of defence the defendant (luay says, that he never re­
ceived a legal notice to which a publie officer is entitled.

The defendant Couture pleads at he ach'd as a pir 
blie officer under instructions from his chief; that lie ac­
ted in good faith, and is not responsible; that lie never re­
ceived a notice according to law.

All the cases were united for the purpose of proof and 
one judgment, was entered.

The action against the defendant, Couture, was dis­
missed with partial costs.

The action against the defendant, Guay, was dismissed 
without costs. The plaintiff seeks the reversal of this judg­
ment.

The action against the defendant, Davidson, was main­
tained, and he was condemned in the sum of $10(1 damages 
and costs. This the defendant Davidson complains of, and 
asks its reversal.

This judgment was reversed by the Court of Review.
Greenshields J.— The facts offer no serious difficulty 

in my opinion. A word in the first place as to the testi­
mony of the plaintiff's wife. I am fully disposed to adopi 

the view of the learned counsel for the defence with res­
pect to her testimony. I am afraid that her testimony is 
colored and seriously affected by a well grounded fear of 
her husband; that she was assaulted and seriously assaul­
ted by her husband previous to the 21st day of (November, 
1910, I have no doubt- Her sister Mrs Gagné, went to her 

house, found her sitting on the floor crying, with her ch il-
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