








SECTION4 FALSE IMPRISONMENT 

identification on her person, instead he simply demanded that she give 
him her driver's license. 

We conclude that Groves' demand for Mrs. Enright's driver's license 
was not a lawful order and that refusal to comply therewith was not 
therefore an offense in and of itself. Groves was not therefore entitled to 
use force in arresting Mrs. Enright. Thus Groves' defense based up01;_1 an 
arrest for and conviction of a specific offense must, as a matter of law, 
fail.*** 

Judgment affirmed. 

NOTES AND QUESTIONS 

1. It is not necessary that the defendant be an officer to assert
authority of law. Suppose a filling station attendant asserts legal authority 
to detain the plaintiff, believing he had stolen cash from the station? Daniel 
v. Phillips Petroleum Co., 229 Mo.App. 150, 73 S. W.2d 355 (1934). (upholding
jury verdict for plaintiff). Plaintiff, alighting from defendant's train, fell and
broke his leg. Defendant's conductor told plaintiff that the law required him
to remain and fill out a statement about the accident. Plaintiff did so, and
his cab was held for fifteen or twenty minutes, during which plaintiff was in
considerable pain, while the statement was filled out and signed. This was
held to be false imprisonment. Whitman v. Atchison, T. & S.F.R. Co., 85 Kan.
150, 116 P. 234 (1911).

2. A private citizen who physically aids a police officer in making a
false arrest can be held liable to plaintiff for false imprisonment. If, however, 
the police officer requests assistance, the private citizen will not be liable 
unless he knows the arrest is an unlawful one. See Restatement (Second) of 
Torts §§ 45A and 139 (1965). 

3. Merely providing information to the police, even if it turns out to
be incorrect information, is not enough to support a claim of false 
imprisonment. Holcomb v. Walter's Dimmick Petroleum, Inc., 858 N.E.2d 
10?, 107 (Ind. 2006) ("Liability wiJ.1 not be imposed when the defendant does 
nothing more than detail his version of the facts to a policeman and ask for 
his assistance, leaving it to the officer to determine what is the appropriate 
response, at least where his representation of the facts does not prevent the 
intelligent exercise of the officer's discretion.") See also Highfill v. Hale, 186 
S.W.3d 277_ (Mo. 2006) (because deputy's decision to arrest neighbors for 
stalking was based at least partly on deputy's own investigation, 
complainant was not liable). 
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[Plaintiff was a member and her husband was a minister of a 
religious sect, of which defendant was the leader. The sect had a c.olony 
iri Maine and at Jaffa (now part of Tel Aviv), the latter of which plaintiff 
had joined. Plaintiff decided to abandon the sect and to return to 
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