
tions of maemory." " God is not necessary only to niy concep-
tion of morality. Ris existence is necessary tu the existence of
obligation." I know God by "«a coînbination of intuition and
experience, which is Kant's condition of knowledge. If thiere
be a God, our imagination would present Mlin to us as inflicting
pain on the violator of Ris law, ant lo: t.he imagination t>urn.s
out to be an experienced fact. The Unknowvable suddenly
stabs me to the heart." I believe in the uiiiformity of Nature
only in the sense in which I believe in every other Ilighi pro-
bability-for instance, only in the sense in whichi I believe that
the suri will rise to-ril.. ow. I Ijelieve in God in the sense in
which I believe in paXa and pleasure, in space'and time, iii rigbt
and wrong, in myseif, in that which curbs mne, gYoverns me, be-
sets me behind and before, and lays its hiand upon nie. The
t.niformity of Nature, thougth a vcry useful working hypothesis,
is, as Professor Huxley admits, unproved and unprovable as a
final truth of reason. But " if I do not knew God, tlien I know
nothingr whatsoever, for if "the pillared pavement is rotten-

nes"then surely also is " f.xth's base bulit on stubble.'
There was a certain perceptible reluetance te folluv Father

Dalgrairûis, which lasted some couple (À minutes. Then Nve
hieard a deep-toned, musical voice whichi dwelt with slow
emphasis on the most important words of eaeh sentence, and
whichi gave a singular force to the irony with whicli the
speaker's expressions of belief were freely mingledl It was
Mr. Ruskin. "The question," lie said, «"Can experience pro «ve
the uniforaiity of Nature ? i.-,, in iiy inid, se assuredly answ'er-
aile with the negative whicli the writer appeared to desire,
that precisely on that ground the perforniuce of any so-called
miracles whatever would be really unimpressive te me. If a
second Joshua to-miorrow conianded the suni to'stand stili, and
it obeyed hixn, and lie therefore ci.middeference a:, a miracle-
worker, I amn afraid I should answer,, «What! a miracle that
the suni stands stili ?-not at al]. 1 was always expecting it
would. The only wonder to me was its goingr on.' But even
--ssuming the demonstrable uniforinitv of the lit-ws or eustomis
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