
the district board, and ohtain the direction
.-id order of the board ini the matter. But

wliere the goverrument of a public school
is vested in a board of euuication with a
more numerous membersihip tl.zan district
boards, and which hol stated ri.ceti[1g
for the transaction of business, the facili-
ties for speedv communication with the
board inay Le greatIy decreascd, andî
more time niust usually elapse before the
board can act upon the cornplaint of the
teacher. In those schools the occ,?sion
%vhich requires the action of the teacher
in the first instance wilI occe'r more &re-
quently than in the district s, iiools. Wu «
crnclude, therefore, that the teacher has,
in a proper case, the inherent power to
suspend a pupil fromn the pirivileges of the
school, unless le lias beeni del rived of the
power hy the affirmative action of the
l-oard."

,5. Lîabi1ity for Failure to àynstric,-
\Vhether ant action wil1 lie against a
teacher for a failure to instruct the piipil
that lawfully cornes to imii for instruction,
or whether the i,;;,edy, is confined to an

~pelto the governing board, Judge
Cooley~~ >asvi i work on Torts, is left

in dot )y the authorities thougb le ex-
presses '.he opinion that such refus-il is
actionable. And iii Spcear v. Cuîîinigs,31
it was lield that the teacher oif a towvn
school was not liable to ail action by the
parent for reftising to instruct his-cliii-
dren. If an action can) Le mnaintained in
such case it should be in~ the name of the
child and foi Lis beneflt.3

6. liPa are Reasoitable Rides ?---A rule
providing that pupils inay be susjended
froni school in case they shkill he absent
or tardy, except for siekness or other un-
avoidable causc,;ý certain numbffer of timies,
is a reasoniable and proper ruie for the
,zoverinment of the school.'4  .lso tu cx-
cinde a child whoni it is deenwd. is of a

licent ionis char acter and immioral, aIlbongli
suc!î character is flot rnatifested by îii3,
acts of iicentiousiîuss or innorality witin
the SChool.3a L.ikewisci, for acts of nuglect,
carelessniess of posture inIibis seat and

'page, 2"-,.
ao23 Pick. 224.
-'Stephenson v, Hall, 14 ]Jarb. 22Z,.
s«3urdiclt t.. l3abcock, ji lowa, q,2
8'Shernan v. The Inhdbitan-s uf Cha~rivatuîî, 8

Cush. z6o.

tNovember s, a5ë?

*recitation, tricks of playfulnies-c and inat.
*tention to study, andi the regulations of the
school in iiinor matters.l'

A requirernent by the tcacher ot a dis
trict that the pUlpils ini granimiiar schools
-hall write English compositilon S, is a rea-
soniable one, and if snicb pupil, in the
absence of a re.quest fromn Lis parent,
refuse to comiply Nvith suchi mule Le may Le
cxpelled froin th4 schooi on that accatntM
* But a mule t hat requimed that no pupil
shiould attend a so'lia pamty is not reason-
able, and ant expu: %in for such violation
of stinhi a mule woulu bc illegal .4

- meguilation that ea.lh scholar, wheii
rewriting to school afte- -'ess, shail bring
iinto the school-roomn a stick of wood for

*the fire. isý not neetifu' for thu govomuni
of the sehool. and a scholar -av~not be

*suspended for a refusai to eomiply witiî

'l'li policy of the la.w seenms to be, asb il
shoulti Le. ihat the teacher is; to lie as
little hamipered in his sclhuol management
as possible by ont.sîde persons. And ià
has alwavs occturred to mce tLat unles
there lias been a flajgrant violation of law
and a inean, mialin-ious spirit nianifesteti
bv the tuacli' ". parents andi otherq ouglit
not to interfcru -c Lrî .aw ý ïirnai.

4,Driit v. Stiotgr;îqs, 66 MNo 21
41state v. Board of Lducat ioni, 24 Aan. Lam Reg.

6Oi S. C'. %Vis. 1885.
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