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House of Representatives, Jan. 26, 1841.

Ordered, That the Committee on Education consider the
expediency of passing a law, by which School Teachers (with
or without the consent of Prudential Committees) shall have
power to dismiss scholars, from our town schools, for bad be-
havior.

L. S. CUSHING, Clerk.
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[Feb.2 SCHOOL TEACHERS.

House of Representatives, Feb. 8, 1841.

The Committee on Education, to whom was referred an order
of the 26th of January, requiring them to “ consider the ex-
pediency of passing a law, by which School Teachers (with
or without the consent of Prudential Committees) shall have
power to dismiss scholars from our town schools, for bad be-
havior,” have attended to the duty assigned them, and
respectfully

That they do not think any legislation necessary on the sub-
ject of said order. It is their opinion that school committees,
and by consequence school teachers, when acting under their
direction, possess the power of dismissing scholars for bad be-
havior ; and that it ought to be entrusted to them, rather than
to prudential committees. In many towns there is no such
office as that of prudential committee, and where there is, it is
not made their duty to have the superintendence of the schools.
This is the province of the school committee elected by
the town.

We say, that, in our opinion, school committees now have
power to dismiss scholars for a term of time, from our town
schools, for bad behavior. It is not to be found, it is true, in
the express words of any statute ; but the authority of a gene-
ral care and superintendence of the schools, which is given
them by the tenth section of the twenty-third chapter of the
Revised Statutes, does, necessarily, empower them to suspend
from school any person whose longer continuance therein
would frustrate the design of its establishment. The school
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committees of the cities of Boston and Lowell, and of the towns
of New Bedford, Nantucket, and Gloucester, and probably of
many others, have drawn up rules for the management of their
respective schools, on the presumption that this power now be-
longs to them. The regulations adopted by them require teach-
ers to exclude from school such scholars as are absent a certain
number of times without excuse. If they can exercise this
power for a mere neglect of attendance, they most surely can
for such disorderly behavior as would greatly impair the advan-
tages of the school.

Though your Committee think that this power is already
possessed, they think at the same time that it ought to be spa-
ringly used; for those persons who are excluded from the priv-
ileges of a school under its operation are almost always such as
most need them. A wholesome discipline ought to be main-
tained ; and such measures ought to be carried into effect, if
possible, as would extend the benefits of a school to all within
its territorial limits. Legislation cannot provide against all the
evils that may chance to disturb a public school, any more than
it can reach all the troubles of an ill-governed family. Were
we to commence a series of enactments- for the purpose of
pointing out what penalties should be annexed to the trans-
gressions that may disturb these seminaries, instead of leaving
our public schools, as they now are, under the superintendence
and responsibility of town committees, it is to be feared that
we should introduce more evils than we should remove.

Your Committee, therefore, conclude with repeating, that
they do not think any legislation necessary on the subject of
the order under consideration.

JOHN A. SHAW, Chairman.








