
gentlemen be the officers and coaimiitee, with power to add to

their number— Win. liUnn. i'>q., Chiiirman ; James Ferrier, Jr.,

Esq., Tieasurer ; Secretaries : Revd. Messrs. Irvins ami McVicar.
Committee: Revd. Dis. VVilkes,Taylor, Bancroft, Hamilton, Kempt,
Bonner, Cordner, Elliot, Douirlass, Alexaniler and Brand ; and
Messrs. C. Alexander, E. At water, T. M. Bryson, J. Becket, J.

Court, VV. TI. A. Davies, (ieor;jre Frotliini?liam, John (ireenshields,

W. Kin;;, B. Lyman, II. Lyman, (J. Modatt, Jr., VVm. Murray,

Ceorsre H. Muir, James Milne, T. M. Taylor, Hu^h Taylor, John
Torrance, Jr., Joseph Watson, Rt;vd. L. C. Wurleie, Acton Vale

j

Revd. W. Merrick, Acton Vale; E. S. Humming, Em\., Drum-
mundville ; D. Bain, Belle-Riviere; W. Morrisoi,, Esq., St. Eus-
tache; Dr. Cattinach, Alexandria; Principal Graham, Riclimondj

N. Botluvell, Esq., Wickham ; Jeffrey Hale, Esq., Quebec ; C. L.

Burroughs, E:»q. Lachute."
Proceedings were terminated with prayer by RevcK Dr. Snod-

grass, who also addressed the meeting, "commeting upon the

backwardness hitherto of Protestants, imputing to Miem.selves alone

all the blame for the unfavorable position of their schools and
educational system ; and making an eloquent appeal on behalf o

the two Protestant model schools of Montreal, urging Protestants tof

greater '. il and liberality in support of their educational insti-

tution .'

Wb ' >' e, as a strict rule, abstained in this paper from anything
which could savour of polemics, and have allowed all attacks oa
the Educational Department, and on the paper itself, to puf-r. unno-
ticed. We believe, however, that we would be wanting in our
duties to ourselves and the public did we not offer a few remarks
on the proceedings at the recent meeting and on the assertions

contained in the Report.

We will first call the attention of our readers to the nature of

the enquiries made by the Committee. Their correspondents were
not asked to inform them how the school laios operated, but "to
furnish the Committee with facts to show that the carrying out of

the Educational Laws is prejudicial to Protestant interests." All
the facts thus advertised for,and leported accordingly, were not indis-

criminately published; but, aftei a careful reviav, what hr.d been,

deemed the material part of the information was embodied in the
Report. It would be but natural tosuppo.se that ihese facts,thus care-

fully selected, are those which have been judi'ed the most likely to

support the proposition quod erat demonstrandum, id est, " that the
working of the school laws is prejudicial to Protestant interests."

It is also to be remarked that no enquiry was ever made by the
Committee at the Education OiTice to test the correctness of the
several allegations contained in the Report before submitlin2 it to

the meeting, which, also, without further enquiry, immediately upon
its being read, ordered it to be printed and extensively circulated,

thus accepting as well founded all the assertions put forth.

We will also observed that in the Repoit, and in most of the
speeches made on the occasion, it was implicitly assumetl that the
law relating to dissentient schools affects Protestants alone, the fact
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