
•-nOKBT* ARE NO

The promoter of the Bill proposes

merchandise is sold.

The Courts have repeatedly held that

evidence of a contract between the indivi

sold by the purchasers to a jobber at a wb
to the users at a higher rate. They are

when purchased under the same circumsta

small quantities. They are not intended t

Railway Cbmpany, as a public agency, mi
charges and sell its transportation only a
offence to. do otherwise.

"The merchandise theory is an

objects of railroad tickets. A railroad

in law only a receipt or voucher for i

and an evidence of contract on the part

It tntperts that the lawful price of c
bearer is entitled to the amount and kit

instrument."

4 Interstate Commerce Reports, pa

Sflftahft State of Minnesota vs. Corbett

Cmcs, page 38.

RahUly vs. St. Paul and Duluth Railw


