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Thus it le that titiar Bishops have becoine territorial Bishope9, not becanse
thero was or is really, wvhen unconnccted with the~ State, ny distinction bo-
tween thio two, but beause it was found condueivo to' the good of tho Catiiolie
Chorch (nsing that. wvord aà I do throughout i à its proper comyrchiensivo elas!
sical mneaning), that the duties of the Bislxop be limitod practicaliy to sucli a
space as ho couid usefully superintond.

In addition fe, the power of orders above mcntioned, the letters patent pur-
portedl to, confer on the Bishop of Natal anid ble rniccossors the Episcopal power
)UTriStdi1ofl&S -that i-91 tho pmwer arnd autbority ovor ail recors, ecurates, minis-
tors, chaplains, Priests and 1)eacons wvithin the dioeoso of Natal ; and the lot-
tors patent direct that if any person should conceive lîimself aggarievedl by any
judgemient, decee, or sentence pronouned by the Bishop' of Natal or bis sue,
cessors, hie shadll bave an appeai to the Bishop, of Capetoiir, who should fi'rdxly
decide and determine the npy/cal. Beoem this, in the letters patent constitut-
ing the s3o of Capetown, a >ke right of sxppeal is professed to bo given frm the
docision of the Bishop of Citpetovn to the Archibishop of Canterbury, wvlo ie
finaIiy'to decide and déterine the appeal. It is on this passage in tho letters
patent that tihe question lias arisen. The Judicial Committc of- the I>rivy

SCouncil have determined-in the ewo cases-vle., "lLong v. Bishlop of Ciipetown,"
and Il the matter of the Bishop of Natal," that altlîough in a Crown colony
properiy s0 calied, or in cases where the letters patent ,are made in purrsmance
of an .Act of Parliament, a bishopric may bc coustituted and eclesiastical juris-
diction conferred by the sole authority of tho Crown, yet that the 1otters patent
of the Crown will flot have any such effect or operat ion in* a coiony or seutle-
ment -%vichl is possessed of àn iridependent Legislature.

I have failed fo discover any of the functions or powers so eutincrated
-%vhieh the Bishop, of Natal »is unabie to exorcise. No judgemeut of the Privy
Council bas doprivcd hîra jonc of them. 'rie law as declared by the Privy
Coiudfl's Judicial.Committee leaves ail these funetions to the JBisliop exactly as
bý the la,%v of the Church of -Eng' land thocy belon- to, thiat office, le may as
Bisb;Iop.visit; lio nay as Bishop euhl beý)re hlmi thle mn iters wvithin lus dioceso;
and ho may inquire respect ing rflcir morals aud beirviour, and ti? doctrines
that they preach; but the'power which the letters patent sewmto intimate~an
intention of conforring upon the Bishop-natnely, the»power of enforciug-obedi-
ence to his orders in 'tlie perfprnxance of thoese dutios, and the power ofremoving
ny obstruction which uay bo interposed te preveat his performîng any of the
fanetions of a Bishop-this powel. is flot given ta Ilim personally, or tO any
offleers of bis or dependont on hi{n. Is lie thorefore left powerless, and eau-
jaby one with impunity resist bis authority ? This ie itot so ; but to enforce
obedienco to his orders, or to romove obstructions interposed to prevent bis par-
formingm his finctions, hoe must have recourse to the civil tribunals ixvhjch

adiinstr hofa oth cloy, before ivhieh tribunala the person'-who resists.
the-.nets of tho Biishop may contest the vaiidity or iegaIity oft the acts intendedl
te, be donc by the-Bisîop or of the orders given him.

L laohr Where the LetUers Paient are inop'erative.
Inohrwords, the Bishop of Natal-ean exorcise all tho duties and furie-

tions and performi ail tho acts w'hich belong to a Biliop within the diocese of


