
ccWhy Praye ? Il
witl GOdJ, we acknowledgye that lus
wisdoil andi( love and décision miust
ever lie botte1' thian anything we cati
ask, cither fôj. o)thers or ourseives.

1LOt Us repeat these seven oe-e
mo1nts, so thalt they may ever be re-
memborcd - adoration, thanksgiv-
ing, peniteliQe, resolution, petition,
intercessioni, submission. I1f we
wouid spcak of prayer truthfuiiy, we
must mne,'u althese. They cane
indeed, bo ail put into one termi.

M" ay speak of them, aitogether
ls"ýomnumnion with God," aud

prayer, to bo prayer, is never less
than that. riiis, thon, is the first
inisconcoption hoe; viz., the Tepre-
sentation of a, part as the whole-.
and that part,' Yoi will observe, iso-
lated from the whole. But is there
any man i who will wish to shake
hands with a band that is severed
froni the body? 1 trow not. No
more have wo anything, to do in our
Clhristian thoughit and Mie wif.h
"begging," as thle writer quotcd

puts it, isoiatedl froin ail the other
living members that go to make up
the reality of prayer.

Again, concerning the Fathier-
hood. What is it thiat is represented
hoere--"To pray to Crod is to insuit
Hlm" Wlîat! to commune with
a father to insuit hini! Is that how
ou-r children insuit us? Is thore
any fatherhood worth naming, is
thero any sonship that cati over de-
serve to be callcd sucli, wiîich docs
not; necessarily involvo communion
betweon the father and the child?
Does any fathor *wishi his son never
to commune withli im, nover to ask
Iiiiu for anything, nover prefer any
request, never show any ioving grati-
tude, nover to corne to hini in trouble
or in difficulty? Surely not. Yet
if ever in any unhappy home such au
attitude is found, there is only one
word by wlîich it can 1)0 expressed.
And that is to say that it is in
the highcst senso utteriy unnatural.
Bverywhere and always thie only na-
tural relation betwveen real father-

hood and real sonship is com-
munion. Thierefore the righitfulness
and the naturalness of prayer can
only be demonstratc. by demonstrat-
ing first, cither the non-existence
or the non-f atherhood of God.
Theso two subjeets we do not now
discuss. I amn warranted n w. in
taking thema for granted, and so
long as it is true that God is, and
is our Father, so long is it the
most natural, and the only natural,
thing that we can do, to, enter into
communion with lini.

Now, in the saine way that mis-
representation lies at the base of
tlîat first difficulty, so is it at the
root of ail the others. To say that;
prayer is unscientifle is to mis-
represent both science and prayer.
To assert that prayer and praise
are unworthy is to m-isrepresent
their true significance nio less than
our Inuran nature; to suggest that
it is unavailine is, to misrepresent
hosts of real, palpable, practical
facts. Now, -to do justice to al
these points to-day, would take
more time than we have at our
disposai. We must confine our-
selves, therefore, to those difficul-
tics or objections which. appear to
deserve niost consideration.

Is Prayer Unscientific.

It is said that petition is a
definite part of prayer, and ini s0
far as prayer is petition, so far is
it unscientifie. But why? flore
we must be very caref ai. What is
reaily rneant when it is said that
prayer is Ilunscientifil"? The
general answer is, that a direct
answer to prayer wouid invoive an
"interference" with those laws

of nature by whioh our whole being
is surroirnded and penetrated; that
these niake any such. answer im-
Possible. Is it so ? Is it reaiiy
truc that the uniformity of nature,
the învariabiiy, the inviolability
of law, are so estahlished beyond
question, in niod"ern science, as *to


