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Sc111ox. TEAcitits A,40 PUPILS.

In an English case, where, on the ',y's
return to school, his master wrote to the
hoy's parent, proposing to beat him,
severely, iii order to, su bdue his alIeged
ob-tinacy, and on receiving the father's
permission, beat the boy for two hours
and a half, secretly in the night and with
a thick stick until hie died, it was held that
hie wvas guilty of manslauzliter and not
niurder, no malice being proven.l'

And in th-. absence of aIl proof the lawv
presumes that thie teacher punishies his
puipil for a reasonable cauise aîid iii a
reasonable mariner.

But this presunîption, like aIl ot.îer
legal presumnpkon.s, niay bc rebittted I)v
prorif.îi AndI the teaclivi bas the righýt
to show that the' chastisentent wvas reason-
able, and for n1isronlict Ïi bol'

(e) AntI thte teacbier's riglit to chastire
bis pupils is tiot affected bw the fact thiat
the pupil. voliiiiiarily îui the' scbool, is of
lamrftil age and, therufore, not tititled to
attend scîtool. .e

l.por tItis qtsion the' Suprtenie Court
of Mainie iiakes lise of the~ followNitig lan-
gtiage:'' BuÎt it is insisted that if such
is the' auitbority over one Nvhio is in the'
legal contemplation a scbolar, the' sanie
cannot appIy to the case of ont' who bias
nu right to attend tbe school as a pupil.
It is flot nccessary to settît' the question
whether one living iii the district and not
bceing between tht' age of four and twventv-
one years cati. wîith îproprictv. require die
instruction of town schools. If sucb does
present Iimiiself as a pupil, is receiveil anti
instructfd liv the' master, hie canttot claimi
the privilege and receiN e it, and ait the
saine tlmî' be subject to noune of the dues
incidi ut te a scholar. If disoliedierit, lie
is flot exempt frot tht' liahility to puinish.
nient, so long as ho; i î.eitéd as liaving
tlhe character wlîicli lit' assumnes, He'
catinot îpleatl his omwn voluntary act, and
insist that it is illt.gad, as an1 excuse for,
creat iig disturba nces. and escape conse.
quences w hici w oflid attachi to Ijin, either
as a rt'fracîurv. inîcorrigible scholar. or as
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one wbo persists in interrupting'the ordmn.
ary business ni the school."'

(f) And the teacher has the right to
punisli the pupi wîthin the bound of law,
even though le h as instruction front thi
father that the child must iloet be whÎpped.21
He is the absolute judge of the kind of
punishmient to be inflicted, with the lini..
tationi that it shall he reasonable and

*usual, and flot destructive of the relation,
or subversive of the contract under whichi
the relation eIis h nay be hy "'hip-
ping, or lie !nia, impose any reast- ible
restraint upon the' person of the j&upil
whicli will prevent dislorder in his school,4

But it ivas lield tliat wbtre a person
took a ptupil ite his liouse, agret'ing to
instruct and protect i hîi and îpr<ide lor
biis pbvsica I win iýs, lit- wa, flot eut it led t(,
tuitr buit ont iu Il ýt i tetd, witlidrawv hi,
<'arc. and dln v liiim slter a;il tIlie colllv

*fort of bis nu'ttder the iiiiiiiue or forvi
of punishiniet't. Such mode of pin islî-
mient is nî'ît btr 1utasoliahît or ulsuial

3. 11ideiv ~L is coi ,c.dtd tlîat thew
riglbt to pîîn lisilxtii to school hlours,
and thlat tlivre scer -, to bc, no rewaouialle
dulut t bat thwse rvs aîîdI cttroi of
tlle ilaster uver the' pupil extentls front
the tite he leaves homie to attend scilool

*tilt lie retuirts biorne front scliol.
* In the recent case of eialding v. Statc.
the Court cd Appeals in Texas Ibdd titat a

*public school teacher inay require the
prepatration of lessons at the bomne of the'
scholar Teachers have the saint, rigbit.

*the sanie as parents, to prescribe reason.
able rides for the goverumiient oif ctiiiklreiu
under their charge, and to etîforce by
ioderate restraint and correction, obedi.

ence to sticli rIes. Tis aîîthîority of a
teacher over his patpi Is is net, iii our
opinionti uecessarily lîmnited to t he titue
Mien the pupils are iii t' seliool-rooni, or
under tbî' artual control of the tachier.
Sucli attority exte2tiîs, wve 01h-k te the
prescribing anud enfnrî'u'îîîî'îî of reasonahît'
rides anti rc1.iiiremerits. uven while ti
puîîil art' at thuirboes
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