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T'ýe reasons advaneed by the courts se heW(ling, can b. best
seeL xrom a review of the leadfing cases. In a T ennessee case
(0 'Rource v. Street R4r. Co., 103 Terni. 124, 52 S8N. 872, 76 An.
St. Rep, 639, 46 L.R.A. 614), whore there wau a mistake macle by
a street car enductor in giving a wrong transfer, whieh re-
sulted in plaintiff's expulsion f rom the car, the Supreme Court
in holding that the expulsion was wrongful. and that plaintiff
%vas entided te damnages, said: "'The ticket whether fur trans-
fer, as in the present case, or for original passage, may well be
called the carrier 's written direction by one agent to another
o.oncerning the particular transportation in band; and if the.
direction be rontrary te the contract, and expulsion follow as a
con&equence, the carrier must be answerable for ail proximate
dirnages ensuing therefrom, juit as any other principal is liable
for the injurious resuit of misdîrection to bis agent. . .. The
plaintiff had a r4ght tn believe the transfer ticket ahi it should
be. With it he diligently sought and promptly enteree the first
transfer car, and upon being challenged by the conductor of that
car its too late te use the ticket. he mnade a fair and reasonable
9ta.ternent, @1 ewing that he had just ieft the. other car, and that
the first conducto" must have wr-ingfuily indicated the. hour of
issuance on the face of the ticket. On that statenient the plain-
tiff should have been allowed to pursue bis journey te its end.
lHe owed the company ne other duty, and his expulsion un :er
sitcl circumstances was a tortious breacli of the centract, for
~v'iicb h. became entitled to recover ail proxirnateiy resulting
damages, including those for humiliation and mortification, if
sticb wer.- in~ fact sustained.''

in Ii'it <Sprutg8 Ry. Co. v. Delottey, 65 Ark. 11.7, 45 S.W. 351,
67 Arn. St. Bop. 913, the. passenger presented te the conductor of

* the defendant 's tra.n a ticket which he had purehaaed for pau
sage te a certain peint un the railroad. This ticket by mistake
or fault of the ticket agent had not been properly made otit su
as to shew that the passenger wus entîtled te passage te the place
to vvhich le bad paid his fare. On bis refusai to pay the addi-
tional foe dernanded he was ejeeted. In holding that su 2b
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