
/

5l2
inasmuch, as his mind.may be more 

and record things exactly as they

in Dawson’s Arcliaia, p. 43, is so apt on this point that I

witness to facts than a philosopher, 
free from bias, and more ready to 
appear.

A note

see
can-

t forbear quoting it. He Bays : as t0 the extent of the sup-
“ that '» very Silly has . many worthy Ще-

posed “ optical view taken by srientific views of nature must
rary men »РР^°|п^гД,Ге which" we obtain by the evidence of 
Г^Ьт!:^ contrary is^r ^

state correctly what they observe w w£ftt. scienee most defeats
theses, science has no foul to find U t observed at all, or

:;'l-X-ï—;.« tsafsü «....
It is found that expevunent cannot, a^Bacon ^ ^ ftny

made to drive theory from " у an un8kilful person to know
rules that can possibly be give , ;f h(j fortog t]lc right experi-
what experiments to institute, an ^;th the i,eip 0f Bacon’s
ments lie will not, general у spe =*. c01ic\u4i0ns to which they lead, 
or any other rules, to draw согге,^гаа neverT made to supersede the

thought Ins method would 8"Р®™®ДІ1Є contrary has notably been the 
matics in physical scienc , ' . j gc;enc0 are now ranked under
fact, so that sever,4jXXematici " More correct views on the relation 
the head of app iu , Philosopliy were entertained by Bacon’s name-
of Mathematics to Natural Philosophy we earlier, and whose
sake Roger, Г Д stillRemain. In reference to
Z'ksubieeUh! AthenæumPof Feby. 4, I860, has the following very just

appearing to suppose _ 
ily be different from those which
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аа-д.у^уааа
laws must be sought by ai o ig’t0 he done, least of all by
to Francis, laymgddowitM *оЛ has "been made What must
mathematics, until 411 practical f enmen.
this person conclude, if he were told tbtJhe "ass^v ^ v ? ^
talists, look up to th’at a confusion had taken place—ш. »...
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