
Prayer, or Commnunion aii1& God',

cerity %vas testcd at the end of the !îalter; and ivhiy wero tliey net
justifiable ? You w~ilt reply, doubtlcss, as 1 should, that there is
4it enjougli, even froiri the workis of God, te teach any person that

hie is. Bet'ore tiiese mcen could have become .Atheists, they onust
have closed thîcir eyes to the liglit of diay, and tl!eir consciences te the
higlit of hieavcîi. They loed dai'kness rather tlian light, because
their dceds Nvcre cvii. Tlîeir sincere belief of errer arose entirely froni
tlieir sin. Thîey wanted no God, ani tlîey would believe in none.
They hieartîly dcsircd thiat lie shiould inet be, and they sincerely be-
hieved that lie wvas net. Tlieir sincerity, therefore, is foîind, on exanii-
nation, to be net thîeir excuse, but thieir fauit ; flot their nistor-
tujie, but thîeir crime. -ýiistead of palliating their guilt, it is itself the
miost p)ortcîîtous nmark iii the long catalogue of thieir sis.

Aîîd wliat is truc iii tis case, is true in ail analogous cases. Sin-
cerity in tlie helief of essetitial error is never auy excuse fer such
errer. Se far froîîî j ustifyiîîg thiese wivho eînbrace it, it aggravates
their condemnnation. Take the Dcist, who, professing te believe in
God, rejeets lus word. Will his siiucerc rejectien of Christ anîd the
gospel save ini ? Flow strange it would be. if a sincere rejectioîi of
Christ, an<i a sincere acceptaîîce of hirn, should Iead te tic same re-
sults.-siould etite te the sanie blissful rewards !

No, reader, we mîust siuicerehy rejeet errer, and sincerely believe
and emnbracc the truth. And wc mus t be careful net te mistake
human errer for heaveniy truth-nan's Nvislîes for God's revelation.

P]RAYEU., O R CO0M MUN 1ON W 1TI CO0D.

Thîis is the spirit of the spirit of truc religion. Ilithouit commun-
ilion Nviff Cod tiiere is netluug gait-cd hy faith or hope, hy prorniises,
or conmmands, by professions, conifcssions, or institutions. Tlhîis is the
sanction sanctorum, the lîehy of lichies, the inmost teinifle of religion.
ikis wvas lest by Adam, and if we doe net gain this by Messiali. we
have gaiîied notlîîng but a naine. But what is coinmuntioitwitk God?
Let us ask, for illustration, i/uit is communion ivitL man ? The re-
ciprecation of comnion sentinment and cemmon feeling. Language
fails te deline its intiînaeies. TIwo sp)irits in conversation with each
other is its best illustratien-two spirits of kindred thought aud kim-
dred iîîterests pouriug into each other the overflowing of congeniali
views, feelings, desires.

Speech with us is the channel of thought. In this chaunel betiyixt
man an-d man flows every sentiment, feelinîg, and desire. Aîîd ït is
flot onhy the circulating mcdiuin of spirits on earth, -Awelling ii lieuses
of clay ; but it is the nmediumn o? converse 'twixt G-od and ma 'n.
.Arrayed iii words of liurnan laîîguage the Eternal Spirit appears to
mari net now only ; for in lEden, blooming iu Primeval beauty andi
innocence, the voice of God, iii harmonies sweeter than nature knows,
feli uipon that ear not yct pelhutcd ivith the serpent's poisening bireatli.
Siîuce tlien, Cod lias spokeni te mnan throtigh the mediation of augets,


