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* to tha Archbishop ol CMt«rbury,MMflfropo1!^*.v.

by mny mie eonctivinf hinriMlf (gritvil by an)
iudgmaiil or (i«ciaiaii ol • l>io<*«Mn Oonvitniion,

oiahup, ur ulh«r Oourl, or mithorily in ihn (lolaif

i«i, authority b« gr«iit«(l to thr mkI Meiropohian
to name mid contiiiulv Court ol AppvaU, with'

in ili« i'lilony* to fxeeut* hi* authority in thtf Mint)'

in hearing nnii ilctiirminr g of aiich a|ip<>al ; /A«

right of tlirtct afftenl Iq Im Metroiioliltan •»«

Eniftand, bting nevirtMtiu fttU relained.

7. TbAt in any L>«giNla(ion lor th« Church in

these Colonies, it is mtwt desirable that any hin-

derancra .to a Cull and fref communion, between
uurselVfS aiK^otliwrrerormed flpisroiHil Churches
should be removed, as rtcommendfd in "the >liii'

uteaofa conference of the Bishops ol Quebec,
Toronto, Newfoundland, Fredfrioton, and Moii*
(real, holden at Quebaci in 1851 "

F, MONTREAL.

Explanatory Obacrvatloiia, kc.

Drawn up by tlio L<ird llisliop of Mimlreal, in eumpliano
with th« ItMolution of Um Cl«rffy and Lay Represtnta
tivMoftha MImcm of Montreal, aiMinlilctl nt th« Nn-
ional UclitHil Hoom, in Uiia City, on Wadnaiilay, Jaa
tath. 1833.

Having been appointed Bishop ofthe Diocese
of Montreal, on ita separation from the old

Diocese of Quebec, I arrived in Montreal on
the 1 1th of September, 1850. I had scarcely

entered upon the duties of my office^ when
cases came before me, in which it was neces-

sary for me to take action, and which obliged

me to enquire what means I possessed of ad-
miDistering the Ecclesiastioal affairs of the

Diocese, and by what system of taw and dia-

ciplioe I was empowered to exercise any «u-
tbority, I 8000 found that all was involved in

doubt aqd difficulty; and that, in coiisequenco
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