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bility of operating railways on any other principle, with a duc
regard to e.e couvenience and siafety of the. rst of the. travelinig
publie, or the proper security of the compsuy in coliecting its
fares. The conductor cannot decide from the. satements of the.
paisenger what his verbal contract with the ticket agent was,
lu the absence of the. co. aiter 'evidence of the. agent. To do so
would take more tirne thàn a conductr ean spare in the proper
and safe discharge of his manifold and important duties, aud it
would render the compauy constuntly subject to fraud, and

* subsequent lona. The. pasuenger muât submait to the. inconven-
ience of either paying his lfare or ejection, and rely upon hie
remedy in damages against the. company for the negligent mis-
take of the ticket agent. There la sme conf lot among the.
authorities, but the. great weight of thern is in favour of the.
resuit here stated."1

In a late Virginia case (Virgi-iia d- Sotutkwestern Ry. CJo. v.
Hall, 105 Va. 729, 54 S.E. 8î2, 6 L.R.A. (N.S.) 899), a passen-
ger was by mistake given a ticket to au interinediate point to
hie real place of destination. After paauîng this point he refused
to pay additional fare and was ejected by the. conduetor. In
holding such ejection justifiable the. Court of Appeals of that
state, following the reasoning of the Michigan court, as set ûut
in thie "F'rederick case," said- '<Uncuestionably there le great
confliet in the. authorities as to what should b. the. controlling
rule in euch cases, sud we have been cited to a number of them
by plintii 'e counsel *hicii take the. opposite view; but we do
flot deem it necesaary to review them at. length, as in our opinion
the. more satiefà.etory and uafe ruie je that adher.d to in the. line
of cases beginning wilh Fredeck v. Marquette H. &Q. B. Co.

* Under this ruie the defendant 's couductor iu tis case had the.
right to eject the. plain iff , snd the ejection itself wua flot wrong-
fui or tortious, and no suit for tort can be rnaiutained unies.
undue force ar violence accornpanied the. ejection."

On. of the. latefit cases upon this subjet which holds that a
railroad ticket is exclusive evidence of the passenger 's right to
b. carried, in the. cas of 8kelion v. Erie B. B. CJo., (N.J.) 66 Ati.


