
The lleport of the Honoraljle Committee, after considering the claims of Mr.

Larorte as those of a stranger,* proceeds to enquire " How /ar the pubbc Jaith and the

" honor of the Government maj) not stand pkcl/jed to Laporte, so as to render U tmperatwe

" vmn His Erccllcnnj, the Admhmfrafor in Chtrf of the Proiunce, to supi a Patent m
" A 9 farour

" In discussing this question, one cf grave audserious consideration, as

wellfo Government as for alf classes of Her Majesty's subjects in this country, similarly

situated, the Honorable Committee Report as ioUows :—

" The application of Laporte. and the Order in Council in Lower Canada, are pre-

" dicated upon the judgment of the Court of Kings Bench, and the presumption that

« the Cinwn was the proprietor up to higlnvater mark. Ihe judgment of the Court of

" Appeals, given sul)sequent to this order, and the titles and possession ot the Nuns,

" provt> this assumption to be erroneous. The law of the land is plain that where a

" grant has been made in error, the Crown has been deceived, aiu the rig it.s ot one indi-

" ?idual have been granted to his prejudice to another, that the Patent shall be repealed

" and set aside, even after it has be( n signed and scaled. In the present instance the

" Patent not only has not issued, but the sale to Laporte is not i-oniplete, the ground has

" not been surveved, nor its value ascertained-neither law nor justice can imtitle Laporte

"
to claim at the'hands of Your Excellency, at this time, the execution ot the Order m

» Council of Lov.^r Canada, when, in consequence of subsequent occurrences which

" however relate back to the time the order was made, the Government ot Lower Canada

" would be compelled to cancel that order if that Government were still m existence

" Laporte cannot, in the state in wliieh tlu- matter now stands, demand, consisten ly with

" fairness and honesty, a grant to luui of what, contrarv to his own statement, belongs

" to another.

" The pledge given to hiiu ceased to be Ijiiuling Ihe moment that the condition upon

" which it was given ceased 1o exist, the Govi'rnment intended to make him a. grant of

" property belonging to the Crown, not of property belonging to the Nuns ;
and, in the

" opinion of the Committee, Laporte cannot compel Your Excellency to commit an

" injustice."

" When the subject at ]n-esent under consideration, was brought to the notice of tlie

" Committee in May and in December, KS-11, its difHculty suggested the expt;dienee of

" making a grant to Laporte without guarantee of title, the Executive Council were con-

" scions that legal difiiculties encompassed the question, and were anxious that the Crown
'• should be relieved from them."

How, indeed under the actual, and from what has already been premisv\^ implied

circumstances of Mr. Laporte's case, this individual, not only formally but yirtuiilly recog-

nized during a period of sixteen consecutive years by the Crown, as its Tenant, Lissee,

and Vendee, in a transaction which has reduced him, the only real sufferer, to a state of

poverty, and (should his claims fail to lueit with due and equitable consideration at the

hands of the Crown,) utter ruin, is to be declared a stranger, -one unknown in this par-

ticular to Government, is indeed a statement furnishing not only food for eonjectuiv but

matter of surprise ; particularly, when the o[)ponents of the Crown now represented in the

puson of one William Lampson, (an ;dien l)y birth, and whose violent conduct, in these

matters, has been severely animadverted (ju iii the lleport of the late Lord Sydenham)

—

are, as possessing the more legitimate rights and claims upon Government, to be pre-

ferred to Laporte, as the select purchaser of the beach lot in question.

It is evident, to make use of the language of the Report, that not only from the above

quoted extracts have the Honorable Committee takin an altered view of the subject, but

also in framing said Report have laboured under a misapprehension of the facts—whence a

train of reasoning has been assumed, and followed throughout the Report in question,

which causes the same in its conclusions to differ from all other reports hitherto made

by the Executive Council of the country on the said subject.—How, otherwise, could

•-Tho Honorablo Connnitto- in their Hopoi' '''^'' 'If"'-'"'"'' '^ J"'*' '""i'' ''^l"^'^"""' *" ^'>'''^ ^^^- ['"P"'"'''

a (Jomrooii liiforiner as wt-ll as sti-angcr. I' would be well lor llic iiileri'sU of l.apnrtc wore he coiisKicrod in

sucli, inasmuch as in Law he would be ciititlod to at least one-halt' of the value clthe information given, and

even in some instanees to the whole. In tiie present case, however, his clauns are uuceremoiuouHly and

phuisilily dismissed with great personal lo-i- in lieu of e(|iiitiil)le reniiMieration.


