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therefore, the suceceding words, « Wheso cins thou
dost forgive, they aro forgiven,” &e., muwt mean,
 Whosa sins thou dost {assuch, in that capacity, #o far
as Jawfully appertains to that cflive] forgive, they are
foraiven,” &e., in chort, they must bo understood as an
assuranco of divine countenance and sapport in the
faithful discbarzo of © tho office and work of a priest.”
hy preaching God's word, and ministering his holy
sacraments, as tho concluding admonition fully testi-
fies+ * Aund bo thou a faithful dizpenser of tho word of
God, and of his holy eacraments; in the namo of the
Father, and of the Son, and ofthe Moly Ghost. Amon.”
Lot uy, then, consider the subject moroin detail, in
order to arrivo at tho meaning of tha words,

And, first, the meaning of tho words, # Receivo the
Holy Ghost,” &c. DBy many of our mnost laarned
divines theso words have been understood to express
an cavnest desire or prayer that tho candidato may
always “ yeceive” nocdful supplies of the Holy Spirivs
gifls and graces, to enablo him duly to discharge * tho
oflice and work of a privst,” which is then * committed
unto” bim *¢ by the imposition of” Episcopal « hands.”
—as ifitwere, “ Mayost thou receive tho Holy Ghost;”
which interprotation is thought to be suggestad by the
concluding portion of tha clause, # And be thou a faith.
ful dispenser of thoe word of God"—* receive. . . .
andbe” Hence it would include an admonttion to the
candidate evor to callupon God by prayer to send down
upon hin the healthful Spirit of his prace, and to pour
upon him the continual dow of his blessing. In short,
the word « veceive” wounld be used in a sense very
similar to tho word ¢ presorve” in the communion ser-
vieo, ¢ Tho body ofour Lord Jesus Chriat. ., . . .
proserve thy body and soul” This intorpretation of
the words has been advocated by Bishop Burnet (on
the 36th article, p. 495 ;) Archbishop Secker (Address
to Candidates for Holy Onrders, quoted in Bishop
Mant’s Prayer Book, p. 815, vol. 1 ;) Rav. J. Brewater
(on the Ordination Services, pp 228, 229, Rivingtons,
1617;) and Rev. C, Benson (Discoor:c on the Power
of Absolution, pp. 45 and 52.)—And in it the wwriter
is disposed to concur.

But an authoritative sense has also been assigned to
taem by some cminent divines, viz:as conveying the
promisa and assuranve of the Holy Spirit’s heavenly
awd, in a faithful discharze of the ministerial work ; as
i it were, “ Receive [tho promise and assurance of]
the Ibly Gbost” Thus Archbishop Whitgilt says
that tho Bishop, * by epesking these words, dath not
take upon bim to give the Holy Ghost” to the candi.
date, but “assureth him of the assistance of God's Holy
Spirit,if bolabor in thesame [i.e.in the dutyof a
minister accordingly.” And o lHooker alio says that
by those words “he which receiveth the burden is
thereby forever warranted 10 bave the Spirit with him
and inhim for bis assistance, aid, countenance, anl
support in whatsoever he faithfully dolly' to discharge
duty” (B.v.c.77.5.8.2) The words, then, may bo
understood as both precatory and promissary ; £5 a pre-
«eatory and conditional [ promise ;t as a promise given,
in the spirit of prayer. For the beautiful metrical
prayer. * Come, Holy Ghost,” &c., is used just beforo
thew in thisservice.

Weare next to consider the import of the words
¢ whose siux thou dost forgive," &c. Now,so far as

—— —

& It is also snggestcd by Hooker 4B, v. ¢,77,sects 5
7.8.1 Archbishop Secker {Address to Candidates for Or.
oers, Mant. . 815.] and by Bishop Burnet [Os the 35th,
article. p. 405.] thattho** authority™ of the Iolr Ghost
fas In Acts xill. 2 and XX. &) may be impdicd by the
usc o these wonds ; since we mar lafer from Luke xxiv,
19 tht onr Savlour’s worls ju John xx. 22 did 2ot ¢0 much
«anfer ™" miraculous power of the Spicit” on the aposties,
as “a holy and a ghostly anthority™ [Hooken} and alsoa
promize of the Spirit. And so Archbishop Whitpint re.
suarks that the worls, * Because they . . . . dosig.
nify that Christ doth ponr his Spirlt upon those whom ke
eaticth 10 that function aremostapiy, ulso usod of the
Bishop { who Is God's fnstrument inthatbusinuss] In the
ordainitty of ministers .« Ncither dath tho Biviop
speak them s ttongh he bad autbority tv glve she Haly
Ghost, but he speaketh themas the words of Christ, end
i the Hke action. who {as I aald belore} duth most ccr-
tanly give his Holy Splrit to those whivia hie calleth 1o
the ministry™ [Defence of the Ansser to the Admnniilon,
A. D, 157 Quoted In the Christian Obscrver, April,
1S52,p. 232} Seo alro D Niciells in BisLop Xaot’s Pray-
er Bouk, p. 81

4 Actheservied wai worded {a the tlmez of Wiliglfe
and tooker, ** feceive the Holy Ghost, whoss sins thou
o5t forive, they ace fuigiven,' K¢, This interuretation
was, pechiaps, the most obviogs, In 16512 several ultere

sinixto by reqarded as an offence ngainst God, asa
woral uffonce, and as affeetiog the aternal state et man,
nothingean bomore decided or mory clear than the
chuich’s testimony, that God alose can forgive sioe
Thus, in the conuination survize, part of vngof the
prayers iy, Lo thea only it appertainethts forgive
#ina " whilo the sbsolution in tho daily service declarcs
the authurity of God's ministers to extonid ovly tothis
vig : Yo declaro aml pronounce to his people, Leing
penitent, the absolution and remisston of 1beir sine”
But sin rany also bo viewed in another light, viz;asan
offsnco against our fullow man ;@ in which light, in
ordinaty life, nothing is more common than persons
claiming for themselvea this power of forgivingsing (sco
Luko xvii. 3,4.5) and also as an offence against the
church, nsan ceclesiaatical offenco (seo Biale. xniii. 15.
18,) aud {n thisrespect our chiurchclaims a fur difforent
authority for her presbyters. As the organ of the
church she claims for them full authority to *forgive”
and “rotain” tho offender’s **#ins,” or ceclisiastical
offences—an ceclesiastical power to forgivo anid retain
sins. For tho homily for Whit-Sunday remhinds us
that ¢* Christ ordained the autherity of the keys to ox-
communicats nototious inners, and to absolve them
which are trucly penitent” (Iomily for \Whit-Sunday:
pt. ii. p.414). Tn this sho only follows the Scripture ;
for,in Cor.ii. 10, tho delegated powos to * forgive”
plainly refors to an ceclosiastical abtolution, or the re-
moval of a sentenco of excommunication, and a restora-
tion to the privileges of church communion (sce verses
4, 9, compared with1 Cor.v.3,5. Compare also Matt.
xviii 15, 18). The proper wode of oxercising this
authority in our own church is pointcd out in the
rubrics which are profixed to the communion service,
and in the 26th and 27ih Canons, See Adu, Sharp's
Charges, iii. p. 45: for the iufliction or removal of
the sentenco of “losser oxcommunication,"} according
to theso rubricy—that is, the refusalof admission to the
Lotd’s table, and the ro-admission of a penitent of-
fender—~may be termed, © ecclesiastically,” the ¢ for-
giving,” and * retaining” of “sins”  (Seo Archbishop
Sechers Address, in Mant, p.815).  Ako, in the ad-
mission or refusal of admission to the sacrament of
holy baptism “for the remission of sins” (Acts §i. 38,
xxii 16), (o that baptism wheroby *the promises of
forgivenessof'sin . . . ace visibly sizned and seal-
ed” (27th article)d

Now,it isto the grantof this authority (swhich is
lodged with the pricsts or preshyters of tho chureh,)
that the words of 1he onlination servico seem to refer,
For to the graut of autbority. to “ forgive” and * re-
tain ¢ins” our rcformas bave added thess words,
“ And be thon a fuuth(ul dizpenser of the word
of God, and of hi> lmly sacraments” thus limiting
the extent of the power by pointing out the proper
mode of its exereizo§ And of course the anherty
must bg liwited by the word of Ged and by the doe-
trine and ditcipline of the church (which the candi-
date previously prom’ses to observe,) just as the absalv-
ing and condemning power ofa judae, with regard to
legal offunces, is limitcd by the law ofthe land; for
thero is no authority in the world which carries with it
such a right as that to abuse it.  (Sce Mooker, b. vi.
¢.¢, s 12, and Archbishop Secker, in Mant, p. 815.)
Such is the view advocsted by Arehbishop Skarp
(Charges, iii. p. 453) Rov. J. Baylee (Inatitutions of
the Church of England, pp. 70, 833) aud Rev. J. Venn
{Hereford Discussion, pp. 63,62), It must, Lowaver,
be here goted that some eminent divines bave con.
sidered that the words of cur ordinatiqn sarvice refur
to the authority *te declaratively forgive and retain

% TUls tworfold slew of siu appcars In Corluthlans, vifl.
12 ‘
t The “lesserexcommunicatlun” isaremporars ox-lusion
from the ford’s tabla by the probvers of the church.
The * greater excommundsation” s« formal e\cormnun!-
cation by the Blstop, accerdin:: to the 318 srilele. (Seo
an extract from Rev, I Maittanl in tho Churcli of Eng-
land Meagazine for 1647 vol xxiil p. 5533 Thav™ ox-
eotamuintation” I3 Inteated by our church 9 be cn-
riud inta effoet with the cuncurrcace of n portion of the
Laits, ufter the Seriptural pateern o Matd xvith 15, 18 end
I Cor v.3. 4% & wonld 2y frota sutac of the vanous in
wldeh thee chureh wardous are supposed 10 utepy o prom.
fnent po-iton inthcse nulitre,  (See canons 7 and 109,
on excommunteation.  Soezlio Wheatly, e xil, ». 4 pp.
400! ]2 <

$ Dencong uie ouly ™ in the sbsence of (Lo priest” 1
Lapiize " taanta)

§ The clagve dn the esberlation to the communion, in
witing ant end via o htudersd Ly doubts aud ditleultics

auon3 were maade in thie orditation survices, without suy } from coming to the Lords bz, 10 coms taumd “ Qe
corresponding ainratiopof tlhe Zth article. The conclus | ercatand harast winisies of God's word” that** by the
son ofthe Act ol Uauuralty, bonwever, enncts st this { ninlare of Gold's word bo tuay recvive tho bLonedls of

arzicle shall be udicn, understecd, andsubscriliug, 2s refor-
emg 19 tho ondination seoviecs on ke present feow as

deaily setlidin 1540 2, i

ahvolativag” and roch advive us may iend to 1ho rentoval
of his onbls pod diflcalifcs, is & AInd of Nlastratlen of
‘Lrsewords. »

ting, oecording to the gerpsl terms” by the faithal

preaching of Ged's word, cather than to the forgiving

and retaining of ceclesiastical offeneex.  Such {3 the

vive advoeatl in king Bdwards catechianeof 1553

(see pp. 513,014 of the Parker Socicty’s edition of
king Edward's Liturgics,) by Rev. Dr. Whitbyin his

well known commentary (on John xx. 22, 23;) by

Bishop Burnct (on 25th article on “ Penance, pp.
359, 361;) Yy Bishop Mant (Romauicm and ioly

Scripture, p. 41—No. 150, on tho Christian Know.

ledgo-fiat;) by Dr. M'Neilo (Lectures on the Church
of Eagland, il pp. 76. 06;) by Rev. C. T. Collins

(Perranzabuiay, pp. 214, 219, whera the subject is
illustrated by Leviticus xiii. 3 and xiv. 11;) and by

Rev. J. R. Pags in his edition of Burnct on tho 39 ar-
ticles, on 26th article, “Penance” pp. §58-9 note).’
But tho former interpretation soems to bo mors natu-
ral and obvious ; cspecially as following so closely upon
thelanguage which points to tho office and work of a
priest, “in tho churchof God™ it secms to refer to ec-
clesiastical offences

Othere, however, tako a two-fold viow of the mean-
ing of tho words, which incledes both theso inter-
pretatious, viz : Bishop Jowel (Apology,® ¢. ii. & 8.)
Hookor (b. vi. ¢, 6, 2. 6;) and Archbishop Secker
(Addressto Candidates for Onlers, Mant, p. 825).
And the whola subjectnny bo well illustrated by the
cclebrated  YWestminster confession, a confession drawn
up by the Assembly of paritan divines in 1647, and
whichis now tho standard of the established kirk of
Scotland, as follows : * To theso officors (i. e. church
oficers) tho keys of the kingdom of heaven aro com-
mitted, by virtue whereof they have power respec-
tively to retain and remit sins; o shut that  kingdom
against tho impenitent, both by the wond and cen-
sures ;and to open it unto venitent sipners, byl tha
ministry of the gospol, u°d by absolution from cen.
cures, ag occasion shgll reguire” (Westminster Can.
fession, ¢. XXX. 8. 2). .

For a further and moro extended illustration of this
subject, the writer must refer the reader to 3 former
paper of lis, in the Charch of England Aagazine for
1845, vol. xix. No. 553, p. 508, where many of the
+foregoing uthorities are cited at length ; alko 1o the
Clristian Qlserver, Oct. 1845, p. 590, and May, 1849,
p- 3183, &e.
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Creney Resgnryes.—It appears by areturn recent-
Iy presented to the Canadian Parliament, that the iz.-
come of the Clorgy Reserve fund-is at present disgesed
of as follows s

4 s d.

Charch of England, Upper Canzda, 12646 7 11
“ “ Lower Canada, 2158 17 ¢
“ Scotland, Upper Canada, . 7,114 17 &
w“ " Lawer Canada, 1086 18 o

Cuited Synod of the Preshyterian
Church, U. C.

J 565 13 ©

Reman Catbolio Church, Upper
_ Canxda, . 1,666 13 4
Wesleyan Methodists, Upper-Canada 7T 6

o St
Total. £25032 8 2

Seraraue Sc001.8.—The following extract js
from an article in the Humilton Journat & Lo-
press i— )

* The Roman Catholics ave applying to Yarliamert
furs sharo of the Schizol Mency ta edueata heir chil-
dren afier their own manner. Tho School Act allows
it, and as there is no likoliboad of the Act being alier.
¢d, we suppase tue prayer of the R. Catholics will be

rantcd. * The Bishop of Torcato has also petitiancd

arliament for separato schools forthe children of his
pewsuasion.  Hedesiresthat asserements paid by churehe
men for the support of commnon schools, should Lo ap-
plied for the wamtenanre of such 63 am in wonnexion
with the Church, whensver sech appropriations are
practicable.  The Bishap is parfectly rialit to axaitbiin.
gelf of the Scheol Act, when he sces the others aro
doing the eawe thing, and we do net see huw the Legis-
laturo can grant it the 1. Cabolics and refuse it o the
Euiscopaliaus.

CANADIAN  AseEMELY, Nov 2.~ Hen. 2fr. Hincks
moved, Thatthis House will immediately, resalve it-
seliinto o Commiltee, to considerof  cartain proposed
Resolutioas on the sulject 6f a Railway from a poine
onpesite the city at (Quele to River dn Loup or Fro:s
Pistales, and from thenee Vo the Eastern bmitsof the
Province,

Hon. Mr. Hincks, by zommand of hiy Excelliney tha
Governor General, then sequainted the House,” that
s Excellency having becn mfornied ot the subjeet-
matter of thurald Bi-olations, yecommendsit 10 the
constideration of the House.

The House then resolved i'sclt into the said com-

* Blshop Jewel's " Apology” received the sanetion of .
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