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This case may be summed up in a very few words.

The writers of the foregoing Report, ki owing that if

Mr. Ryland had held office, he would he entitled to

compen.-ution, have laboured to shew that he was Jot

duly commissioned. But if lie had not been commis-

sioned, would he have been requested to surrender

—

would he have been offered and promised a consideration

for surrendering—would fi v e several Governors—would
the Assembly—would the Secretary of State—have

acknowledged his claim ? Would it have been neces-

sary for the Secretary of State, to refur him for pay-

ment to the Colonial Assembly?—and, finally, would the

latter have insisted on his being paid by the Imperial

Treasury ?

The Council ground a great part of their arguments

on the alleged insufficiency of f^ord Sydenham's autho-

rity to enter into the arrangements with Mr. llyland, of

which that gentleman now claims the fulfilment. On
this head, as well as regards the responsibility of the

power which lus Lordship represented, it may be here

stated, that when a party gives a general Power of

Attorney to another, to act as an Agent beyond the

seas, as was the case with Lord Sydenham, when
he was deputed by the Imperial Government to effect

the Union of the Canadas, unless the Power of Attor-

ney is accompanied by specific instructions, (for im-

plied ones are not recognized,) the principal is bound

by all the acts of his agent, however ruinous they may
be to him. In Mr. Ryland's case, the Power of Attor-

ney from the Crown was accompanied by a specific

instruction, in the shape of a letter from Lord John

Russell, the Secretary, desiring that Mr. Ryland should

not be disturbed in the possession of his office. Thus
principal and agent, by their mutual acts, became liable.

In the correspondence on this case it will be seen that

Lord Durham was not called upon to report Mr. Ry-
land's appointment, inasmuch as it had previously been

sanctioned by the Secretary of State, Lord Glenelg,

in 1836. Had it however been otherwise, it must be

admitted that Lord John Russell, as Secretary of State,

was vested with powers equal at least to those of his pre-

decessor, Lord Norrnanby, and in giving effect to an
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