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eniotion.i. He, for bis part, did not pretend th-_-t th,30 physical
uniforrnity of Nature could be absolutely proved. H1e wvas con-
tent to know that his «.work ing hypothesis" had been provedI to be invaluable by the test of innumerable discoveries, which
could neyer have been made had not that working hypothesis
been assurned. lndeed, what evidence bas any man, even for
the existence of his own home and family, better than that of
a fr'.jitful hypothesis, which bas time af ter time resulted in the
expected verification ? No inan can be absolutely certain that
the home he left àn hour agro is stili standing wThere it did, or
that the family he lef t in it are stili in ie; stili, if he acts on
the bypothesis that they are there, he wii, in innumnerable
cases, be rewarded for making that assuznption by finding bis
expectations verified, and in but a very few cases indeed be
'Iisappointed.

If~, then, iDr. Ward asks, said Professor Huxley, wvhetl,.-r or
not I hold that experience caîi, ini a matheinatical sense, ;oï ove
the uniformity of Nature, I answer that I do not believe it;
that 1 believe only that, in the assumiption of that unifornîity
of Nature, wve have a workingr hypothesis of the miost potent
ind, whicb, I have neyer found to Lail re. But further, if I

inigrht use the wvord " believe " loosely, though with much less
looseness than that with which ien who are not students of
science habitually use it, I should not besitate to avow a belief
that the unifortility of Nature Î8 proved by experience, for 1
should be only too glad to think that bail the "«demionstrated "
beliefs of nietaphysicians are even a tenth part as trustwortby
as the great working bypothesis of science; howvever, " who com-
mits himself to even one statement which turns ont to be devoid
.of good foundation, loses somewhat of bis reputation among bis
ellows, and if be is guilty of the saine error often he loses not
only bis intellectual but his moral standing amông thein ; for it
is justly felt that errors of thîs kind have their root rather in
the moral than in the intellectual nature." That, 1 suppose, is
the reason why men of science are s0 cbary of investigating the
trustworthiness of the .;o-disïnt miracles t.o wbich Dr. Ward
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