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of the University  did not extend to an interference with the arrange-
“ment of such educational details. The Council, however, judged dif-
ferently ; and, in the month of December last, approved of a Report
of the College Committee, wherein they expressed themselves  of api-
¢ nion, that no more than one fee is exigible by the Professor of Logic
© and Metaphysics, for a complete course on these subjects ; and that Sir
¢ William Hamilton should be required to conform to this resolution.’

About ten days ago, the period for preparing the Programme of
classes for the University returned ; and notwithstanding all that had
taken place, the Patrons found, to their surprise, that Sir William
again intended to divide his lectures into two courses, although in a
different way. Last year the courses were ¢ Logic’ and ¢ Metaphysics.'
What he now proposed was to divide his lectures into a * First Class
¢ of Logic and Metaphyszics,” and a * Second Class of Logic and Me-
¢ taphysics.” The Council therefore felt it to be their duty, in the
discharge of the trust reposed in them as Patrons of the University,
to protect the public against what they considered an improper en-
crease in the fees of an important branch of education, and also to
vindicate their own rights, as Patrons, to prevent the division of an
existing clasg, or the institution of an additional clase, without their
sanction. Accordingly, on the 24th ultimo, they passed this resolu-
tion, which they communicated to the Senatus Academicus: ¢ The
¢ Magistrates and Council having had before them a copy of the pro-
¢ posed Programme of the classes of the University for the ensuing
¢ winter, are of opinion that the words * Second Logic and Metaphy-
¢ sics (Friday, Nov. 8), Three ¢’ Clock,” and the word * First,” in
“ the line immediately preceding, are, as stated in the Programme, at
¢ variance with the acts of Council and the rights of the Patrons, and
¢ accordingly direct the words above quoted to be deleted from the
¢ Programme, and the Programme to be printed and published as so
¢ amended.’

Had this resolution been complied with by the Senatus, all would
have been well. DBut instead of this, intimation was given, that the
preparation and publication of the Programme was the proper act of
the Senatus alone, and that the Patrons had no right to interfere. No
alternative, therefore, was left to the Patrons but to direct the Secre-
tary of the University to prepare the Programme in conformity with
the resolution of the Couneil, and to publish it as by their order and
authority.

The Senatus protest against this step, ¢ because it supersedes an
¢ act of the Senatus, hitherto unchallenged ; and because it expunges
¢ the announcement of an important course of lectures proposed to
“ be delivered.
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The Committee beg leave to remark, that the preparation and pub-
lication of the Programme, the act referred to in this protest, has
been by no means, as therein described, the unchallenged act of the
Senatus. So far from this being the case, the Council, as Patrons, have
frequently exercised the right of interference in this matter (support-
ed by the Court of Session in a late decision), and in a special man-
ner have they done this since the year 1832; for, on the appoint-
ment of a Secretary of the University, as a distinct officer from the
Secretary of the Senatus Academicus, the Council passed various pct of
resolutions describing his province and duties ; and ¢ among those du- Council,

: ; _ , p : ath De-
“ ties which the Patrons canamore properly and imperatively assign to
“ the Secretary, are the following :— 1832,

¢ lst, The Secretary will have the charge of the proceedings rela-
¢ tive to the matriculation of Students, and the matriculation will
“ take place in his office, upon a notification that the fee has been
¢ paid as formerly at the Library.

* 2d, And, further, to relieve the Library department of duty not
¢ properly belonging to it, the lists of the several elasses will be handed
¢ over by the Professors to the Seeretary, and not to the Librarian as
¢ formerly.

¢ Oth, He will also have the charge of seeing the Programme of the
¢ elasses properly adjusted and advertised.
¢ Finally, the duties enumerated under these thirteen heads, with
others that will arise from the time of an individual being so much
devoted to it, having reference directly to the University at large,
and to matters under the immediate control of the Patrons, the Se-
cretary will discharge them wpon the instructions of the Magistrates
and Town Council, and under the appointment which he will re-
¢ ceive from them.

In these resolutions, the right of the Patrons to prepare and publish
the Programme is distinctly asserted, and the principle, as well as the
actual practice, of the interference complained of clearly established.
From the date of his appointment, the Secretary of the University
has uniformly subscribed his name to the Programme. It is very
true, that the name of the Secretary to the Senatus has also appeared
affixed to the Programme, together with the words, ¢ By order of the
¢ Senatus ;' but such a circumstance only shows the extreme anxiety
of the Patrons to avoid all unnecessary interference with the ordinary
course of proceeding. In point of fact, however, the whole matter
was under the charge of the Secretary of the University appointed by
the Council, and not of the Secretary appointed by the Senatus.

The Committee will only further add, in reference to the latter part
of the protest, that it is most unfair to confound the Act of Council
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