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day than it would the black flag of a ** Kidd ” or the torture- | this classof nnlormm- bcdqn’lnda!tﬂM“
chambers of the middle ages. ation by being driven away from the school at the ve

Montaigne says, ** Do but come fn when the boys ste about | Of life when its restraining influences are most
their lessons, and you shall hear nothing but the outcries of | What may we naturally expect for them?

boys under execution and the thundering of pedagogues drunk | the problem for the present but 'UM thy
with frenzy.”

Cowper in the * History of the Rod,” tells of s schoolmaster | unerringly to the police dock might in §
that during his fifty.one years charge of & large school had | shame and ruin to the very country for
given 911,500 canings and 121,000 floggings. He had made | they are about to suffer? “
700 boys stand bare footed on peas and 6000 kneel on & sharp Tgnorance and crime are foster brothers.
piece of wood. In New York City corporal punishment

Girls and boys alike were subjected o the most disgracefal | 1> 854 :%%w;
and indecent flagellation. = PR Y

“ Many & white and tender hand, which the fond mothers i
had kissed a thousand times, have I seen whipped till it was
covered with blood,” says a writer in Spectator.

Lynam Cobb says, “ I believe that corporal punishment has
a degrading and hardening influence on those who recelve
it, and on those who inflict it

While the names of Johnson, Coleridge nd s bhost of others
who grew up to be men of high character, disprove the first
proposition ; it is a fact that those who are sccustomed to inflict*
pain on others become harsh and tyrannical themselves.

Emerson says, “‘ My experience is that the effect is necessarily
bad on those who inflict the pain”

Most of the objections quoted above as before stated, may be
shown to be arguments against the ebuse not the wse of corpor-
al punishment. ;

Thus it is affirmed that the panishment is often inflicled in
anger — frequently excessive — administered in an improper
manner or with unsuitable instruments.

All this is true and some go so far as to declare that where
this form of punishment l.pennlmdnnll. these abuses are to
some extent at Jeast unavoidable.

The only questions we have 1o consider are, llt.hcorponl
punishment ever necessary as a means of discjpline? 2nd.

Under what restrictions and in what cases should it be
permitted ?

In judging of its necessity thuemtwomnptohoondd
ered: 1, the nature of the child to be governed; 2, the regulations .|
under which school discipline is to be enforced. All vapid | |
gush and sentimentality is of course to be thrown away, and
the hard facts of experience alone must be regarded., We

#must consider human ‘nature as it is in school olﬂdm and
not as we would wish it to be. ,,

We must consider the selfishness, wilfulness, ldleua-. mis- | poral

~chief that must be controlled jefore instruction can accomplish

"anything, and before concluding that this form of punishment
is never necessary, we must be prepared to show that under
all circumstances which may arise, this control can be
effected and maintained without any apped to physical correc-
tion.

Is it not a fact that there are chlldren so self-willed md ;
wayward from lack of proper government at home that there
is no way or controlling them except through the fear o(
bodily pain?

Many people (who have never tried the experiment) say; if
you cannot control a boy without beating him the proper |
remedy is to expel. Expulsion isa tacit admission of the |
inability of the public school system to perform that dwuly for:
which it was mainly instituted. ‘‘The vicious and ignorant pupil
is the very one,” says Page,‘for whom the reforming and | As to the om for.
civilizing influence of a good education is all important.” . If | be inﬂletod and the proper

]
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