
"4C' 1 11did Exanjination of The-
isni "-" iere are several ineth-
ods bY Ivhich it is ampiy apparent,
eVenl to ouir Iiiinitedl faculties, that
the AliigluIty inay answer prayer,
withouit in any way violating the
course of natural law ?" Again,
" The questioni at issue is not tis,
Cai the existence aid the action of
a special providence be experi-
nîentaiiy proved? But, suppcsing
the existence cf sucli Providence,
can its action be rationally sup-
posedl capable of eluding the scru-
tiny of science ?-"' One quota-
tien, hewever, should be laid to
heart as proceeding from the father
of these methods, te w'hich science
owes ail lier vîctories in the past
and ail lier hopes for the future-
'I believe that Goa doth, (as
Bacon says in his " Confession of
Faith ") accomplisli and fulfil Ris
divine will in îall things, great and
smnall; singular and general, as fully
and -exactly by. Providence as le
could by3 miracle." To ivhich wve
inay well add Professor Lodge's
-renîark that «sobriety and sanity
coîsist in rccognizing ail the opera-
tive causes, spiritual, mental, and
materiai."

Thiere is rooma, hcoNvevet, for ýan-
other suggestion. Those 'who prayi
rnay weli turi the tables on oh-
jectors, in aflhriningt that if what
is waîted is a reaiiy irrational aid
unscientifie conception in thiis
-whole matter, we have it to, hand
whcin we are asked to assume or to
concede that God, who is God, in
Ris dealingr with nmen shouid neces-
sarily be limited to our concep-
tions, cither cf Ris nature, or of
what we are pleascd to, eal "na-
tural ]aw." For at tlic utmost-
and I speak as a lover of science
ail xny life-at the utmost, what is
ou-r knowledg«e of science, and of
natural iaw, but the poor blind
groping of tiny earthworms in
contact for a very littie time with
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a more fragment of a bounidless
uiiverse? Who are wî- to say that
this and the othier is impossible to
the will of the Infinite ând Eter-
nal Father? I subifrdt, therefore,
and must licre leave this portion
of niy subjeet, that the balance of
science, as wvell as the bcst of
humnan, nature, is on the side of
those who pray.

Is Frayer Unworthy of Us?

But, further, it is suggcsted
that, after all, prayer is not worthy
of us. I miust turn for this to the
sumpmary with «which we are liere
dealing(,, as havingr been so care-
fully printed and so widely flung
abroad throughout the kingdomi.
The writer previousiy quotedI goes
on to say, " And as to plaise, 1
cannot imagine the Creator of
the lJniverse wanting mcn's praise?
Does the wise nian prize the praise
of fools? Does the strong mai
prize the praise of the weak? -Does
any mn of wisdoin aid power
care . for the praise of his in-
feriors? We inake God intc a
puny mn, a mian fuli cf vanity
and love cf approbation, when
"'e confer upon Humi the inmper-
tinence of our prayers and our
adoration and cur praise."

Is that so? I arn sorry to say,
not unkindiy, but plaiîiiy, that the
reai « impertinence" hiere is in the
inisrcpresentatiou, of the ternis
cpraise and -prayer."- Tliese two

words are turîed into oie as
thol they ýmeant inere "p

piue" Thus we are given to
understai that to Ccpraisee" God
is to applaud God. Is that So ?
Every sincere mai should k-nowv, as
any Sunday seholar does know,
iwhcther this is truc. For what
(1005 the Bible aiways umean by
"prayer and praise" Adoration

and thanksgvn.That is, neyer
anythung cisc than reverent love
and gratitude. Where is the -un-


