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donerable T, J. 8, leterl Director, Déggrtnenf of Public Welfare {cont‘d!'

described inexpedient_or 1upractié&b1e."' Senate Bill 335, Acts of 1951, effective

S

J\m? 1, 1951, adds to this Section and provides that -

"In any such instence it shall be within the discretion

of the Superintendent of Schools, # # &, acting vith'
the advice of the school principal, supervisor & # &
to permit the withdrawval of any such pupil vho has reached
the age of fourteen years and vho in the judgment of such

person or persons can no longer profit from further
continuance in school.”
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This section further provides that any person having a child vithin the
age grﬁup specified under his control and vho fails to comply with the provisions of

attendance would be guilty of a misdemeanor. Section 220 in this Chapter states

-
e

that it is the duty of the principal to report absence or irregulilr attendance, or

report pupils "who shov evidence of malad justment,. so that the oauaei may be studied

and solutions worked out.”

The above sections clinrly provide for compulsory attendance (M

P T

of Education vs., Wheat, 17h MAd. 31k, at page 320), and ve are unadble to find any case
decision or dicta permitting a deviation from these requirements. The case above cited

and various opinions of the Attorney Gemeral (Op. Attormey Gemeral Vol. 7, page 123
Yol 2 143; Vol., 10 e ) ewh&_iiu the relpomibiut.y for the person con-
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trolling the child to see to its at.tendnnce. TIn the case of Price vs. Commonvealth

(1948) k95 8B 2nd 342, a Virginia Court hes said,

"Yalﬁ reasons for not sending a child to school are only
- those enumerated by statute & @ ."
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'l'tmnm.nychnd 1- mthcmﬁodyofmrqmy,mhann
rupouibntty to see to the attendance at achool of this chud regardless of any

tqoruy mormption by reum of illness, prmmcy or any othor reason., It it s
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felt that tny such chud camot atund because of mental or phyucal condition, 3 .pooif ¢
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excuse Mlﬂ bo obttind from the School Board as provided by action 212, Artich 1.
Im, any (11'1 under lim yonrl vho has bocou mﬁ, is ccrhi.nly locully
umjutod vithin tho contqhunn of Bootion 222 and o cpochl pro.rﬂ vithin the
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