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BILICTIOWS.
discovered bil the defendatit, they Applied to
thie bank foi thec share certificates, on the
ground that they wished to send them in for
registration,~ andi the officers of the batik re.
delîvereti the certificates, suppouing that
Thoinas & Co. were going to get theinselves
registered as transferees. Thoinas & Co.,
however, filleti ini the defendant's naine as
transferee, andi sent the shares in for registra-
tion in his namie, andi receiveti frein the coin-
pany a receipt for the certificates which tlhey
handeti to the plaintiffs. One of the firin of
Thomas & Co, who hati been guilty of the

ftaud, subsequently absconded, andi the batik
then sent tu ftic railvav ceinpany's office the
receipt for the old certificates andi dernanded
the new eue(,s, wehich th~e coînpanv assuincti they
were entitieti te As. bioîters of the rccript, andi
the new certificiàtes 'vere .,fling.ly' hiaîded
to thein.

The suit w%;a brouglit tu have it declarerl
that notwitlistanding the shareq steoud iii the
defendaiît's natine, the plaintiffs wvere entitlel
thereto, andi te , înpel the defendant tue xc-
cute atransfer thercof. The tiefendant couinter-
claimnet, praving that the plaintiffs sîjeulti he
ordereti to deliver the Ishares te hum. Chitty,
J., helti tlîat the case diti not fall within the
priniciple of estoppel laid domi in Goodtvin v.
Roberis, i App. Cas. 476, andi that the defenti-
ant ivas the legal owner cf the shares and en-
titieti te have the new certificates delivereti te
hum. The righit pticiple to atiept with refer-
ence, te shares of this kind with ti'ansfers in
blank, hie donsidereti te be this, that whien the
transfers are duly signet by the registered
holders of the shares, each prier hlcder coxi-
fers uipor the beîîa fide hottier fer value of the
certificates, fer the turne heing, ani authority te
fill iu the naine of the transféree, anti is es-
toppeti frein deuyiîîg such authority. a'nti te
the extent, andi in tlîis nianner, but îlot further,
il estoppeil frein deiîying the titie of Such
holder for the Urnie heing. But lie gees on1 te
observe that by the tielivery oîtiy anr inchoate
right passes, anti that the title hy tinregistereti
transfer is not eqeivaient te a legal estate in
the shares er a complote dominion oer theil.
The plaintiffs, lie cexîsidered, nover bail the
complete legal title, andi their incheate title
waa, defeated by the defendant acquiring bonit
fide fer value by the registration of the shares
in his naine a complute legal tte thereto,

SC!ioOî4 ?'E.ICIIERZ-RGU7'S AND
!LIAflhLITU.S It RSLA7'IOX

To its. PUPIL1.

i. Relation of Tcacher andi Pupil.
2. Power tle itc Corporal 1>nnishment.

(ci) How exercised.
(b) What Teacher shouldti ale int constder.

ation
(cC When being illegal as being excessive.
(d) What 'vill co.istitute excessive punish-

mnt.
(el Net affecteti because the pupil is cf age,
(f) Cîn punîsh eveni if forbîidden by the

Parent.
3. jurisdiction.

(cil Etext rif as te ltime anc.1 place.
(b) Teichvr cannot ptunish child for refusing

to study, 'vhen excnsed by the parent.
4. Poiwer cf expulsion
5. Liability for failure te instruct.
63. XVhit are reasonable rules?

Trhe nuniber cf decisiens upon the righits
andi liabilities of a teachor in relation t.o
his pupil are net as rnnierous as the great
number of persons interested andi affected
wottld warrant one iii believing. For
ahnost every one iu the civilized ivorîti
has at oue turne in his life been either
a teacher or a pupil. -

These controversies, relating as they do
te the coutrol, management andi correc-
tien cf pupils are apt te have their cri g l
in wouuded parental feeling andi are fre-
quently prosecuted wvith much bitterness.
IIt is a cause cf congratulation Il says

J utge Lyon, Ilthat se few cf these con-
treversies appear in the court.ý'"

i. Tie earlier anthiorities as w~Ilas sore
of the miodern ocs seci te place the ait-
thority cf the teacher over the pupil wvhiIe
it exists upon the saine footing as that cf
a parent ovet lîiF child.1 But this seems
te be toc breati, andi even as far back as
Blackstonie we are tangfht Ilthat the tea-
cher has such portion et the power of the
parent cotiiitted to his charge, viz. :that
cf restrailit andi correction, as miay be
necessary mo auswer the puirposes for
which lic wvas eîniployed.'

'State il Birton, S. C. WiS.- 1879,
~i3rac. Ahir. tit. assault andi battt.ry, c i Bish.

Crin, Law, % 77 1.
31 I3la-ck. CoýIn. 453.
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