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ScitoUL TzAemiRs ANI) PUPILS.
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power. Here it is said: The weifare of
the child is the main purpose for which
pain is perinhitted to be inflicted. Any pun-
ishment, therefore, which rnay seriousiy en-
danger life, limbs, or heaith, or' shail dis-
figure the child, or cause any permanent
injury, ma), be pronounced in itseif irn-
nioderate, as flot only being unnecessary
for, but incorisistent with, the purpose for
which it is authorized. But any correc-
tion, however severe, which produces tem-
porary pain only. and no permanent ili,
cannot lie so pronotunced, since it miay
have bieen w"cessarv- for the refarm-ation
.of the child and does not injuriously affect
bis îutîîrc weifare. . \..Vhen the
correction adininisttred is not ini itself imi-
rnadcrate, Iiuîd not dherefore beyond the
nuthority of the teacher, its legality or il-
legality nînait ulepend entireiv on thie qiio
(11imei with which it wvas adîninistered.
\Vithin the sphere of bis authority the
miaster is the jiidge %vhen correction is re-
quired. and of the degr,ýe of correction
l1ccessary- a.nd like ail otlhers inîparteci
wvith a diser' ion, he cannot bie made pt..
naily responsibie for error of judginent, but
oniv for wickedniess of purpose.-

lu1 inflicting snicb pnnîsi41eîit t he tua-
cher iinist exercisc soid discretion and
jt1ilgncnt. ldi i înnst atiopt it nlot oniyv to
the offelice, buit tilt, offü.nder, Horace
NI anu,ý a h igil i attorit v in the miattur of
schools, 1aN1S (If t-porai pu nlshinent : ILt
sitould be ru-st-rvetl for the base-r fatits.
i t is a coarse rîel.and sliotild bie unii-
ployed iupon dt conl se sinis of our animial
nature, and wlîeneiov at ail1 it sholi
h lt 4 tdmînstered ilii strng doses.- Of
course, the tuwliur iii inilictinîg snich itist
liot xceuti t heoI totS (if mloderation. Non
itrecise 1inlle tîn ite laid dtwil as to what
'Qbiii I) con'<tr'l 't5it or nuirvastii
'IlI u slot t eo case imutst depeid
ipoil is own il tiis îis

Theî teaclivï iiiist txeicise reitsonabïlit
îidginenit anti iseretion and bie goverueti

ils to the multÂt' d'1(l Severity' of the plilisih-
nient li the niiturv of the oflence. ,înid tire
age, size antd apparent powers of endur.
ance ol the uî"

(b) A\nt i b shoîîid aiso take inito con-
,sideration the' montai andi moral qualities
of the pupiL and. as indlicativ'e of thesie,
bisjgeiîeural behlavimir ini school anti bis au-

'Tevea on1 DQMý 1*01 ZS, 534.
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titudc toward bis teacher become proper
subjects of consideration. Andin making
t e chastisement the teacher rnay take in-
t ;~ consideration, flot mereiy the immediate
offence which had called for the punish-
mient, but the past offences that aggra-
vated the prespnt one and showed the
pupil ta have been habituaiiy refractory
and disobedient. Nor is it necessary that
the teacher should, at the time of infiict-
ing the punîshmnent, remind the pupil of
bis past arnd accurnuiating offences. The
pupil knew therru well enough, withicut
having theni brought freshiy ta his
notice."

(Lj The chastisemient miust îîot exceed
the liiîits of mioderate correction, and
thotîgh coutîrs are bouid, *vitii a view ta
the maintenance of nîiet.ssary order and
decorumn in schools, ta look with reason-
able indulgence uipon the exercise of this
rigfit, yet, whenever the correction shial
appear ta have been cleariy excessive and
cruel, it muist bie adjudged illegai.iî And
the ni.ister is îîot rulii2vedt fromn liabilfty
in danmages for the piniisltmieit of a
scelar which is cieariv excessive and
uinnecessars' 1w thuc fict that lie acted in
good faith and withotit malice, lionestiy
thiniking tha. the piiiishnieint wvas ne-es-
sary, hotli for the disicipline of the schoci
and the weifare of the scholar.11

d1Andi Nwhether iludt.r the facts the
pliinishlîînnt was excessive, îunslt lie ieft ta
the jury to tiecile' Biut in the Statet v.
Minr ît was saitl, that Ilany punish-
nient with a rod which leuves marks or
wuits ou the person of the pîîpil for twe
*uoliths afterv.ards, or iiiiiclss tinle, is
immnoderatc andi ex<cessive, anti tae court
wouldi have beenl justiied in sa instrtîct.
ing thu juîry.-1 Th plbu puil must aiso
uîiurstîind aýnti kiiow, or- have the mntias
of knowvîng, tor what offtinu e b is hvýiiig

i n crin'i actioiis. if there is a1 reasan-
abile doillbt whetiîeî the,' 11îîînishinulit wvas

ecesstx e, t tvachier shoiild bave the
benefit of thtedub.

"Shtt.t v. ,-turge-. i 4i .ý C.i 11.

-Liantier r seaîer, ic' Vit ii, Whar. Critn.
".w, 1,4y).
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