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that case, il is easy to sec, that 1 have nineteen hundred and ninety-nine
degrees of evidence, ýhat my information is false. Or is it necessary, in or- ..

der to make it credibie, that the single instance have two thousandI times as
much evidence, as any of the opposite instances, supposing thein equal a-
mong themselves; or supposing them, unequai, as inuch a-, ail the two,

- thousand put together, that there may at ieast Le an equilihrium: This is
impossible. I hand for some of those instances, the evidence of sense,
which hardly any testimony can equal, rnuch iess exceed. Once more-
must the evidence 1 have of the variety of the wvitness be a fuit equivaient
to the Uvo thousand in~stances which oppose the fact attested?1 By the
supposition, I have no poitive evidence for or agaînst hîs veracity, lie being
a person 1 neyer saw before. Yet if none of these be the balancing the
essay writer means, I despair of being able to discover bis meaning.

ccIs then so weak a proof from testimony incapable of being refuited ?

I amn far from-thinking so; alithough ever so iveak a proof could not ho
overturned by such a coatrary experience. How then may it be over-
turned? First, by contradicting, testimony. Going hoinewards 1 meet

* another person, wvhorn I know as iittie as I did the former, and finding that
ho cornes frprm the ferry, I ask hirn concerning the truth of the report. He

* affirms that the whole is a fiction; that he saw the boat, and ail in it, corne
safe to ]and. This woufl do more to turQ the scale tihan flfty thousand
such contrary instances as wvere supposed. Yet this would flot remove
suspicion. Indeed, ivere we to consider the mnatter abstractly, one would
think, that ail suspicion would ho remnoved, that the two, opposite testimo-
nies would destroy each other, an 'd leave the mind entireiy under the influ-
ence of its former experience, in the same qtate as if neither testimony had
heen given. But this la by no0 means consonant to fact. When once testj-
inonies are introduced, former experience is generaiiy of no accounit in the
reckoning; it is but like the dust of the balance, which has flot any sensi-

ji ble efl'ect upon the scale. The mind hangs in suspense between th e two.
jcontrary deciarations, and considers it as one to one, or equai in probabili-

ty, that the report is true, or that it isfalse. Aerwards a third, and a
fouthanda ffth cofir th delartio ofthesecnd.I arn then quite

at ease. Ia this the only way of confuting false'testimony? No. 1 sup-
pose, second, that instead of meeting any person wlmo eau informi me con-
cerning the fact, I get from some, ivho are acquainted wvith the witness, ia-
formation concerning bis character. Thcy tell me he is notorious for ly-
ing; and that his lies are commonly forged, -not with a view to iaterest, but
merely to grtify a malicious pleasure, which hie takes in alarmingstrangers.
This, though flot so direct a re-futation as the former, wili be sufficient to
discredit his report. In the former, where there 18 testimony contradicting
testimony, the a-uthor's ruetaphor may be used with propriety. The things
weighed are homnogenial; and wvhen contradictory evidences are presented
tothe mind, tending to provo positions wvhich cannot be both-true, the mind
must-decide on the comparative strengtm of the opposite evidences, before
it yields to either.

" But is this la the supposition first made? By no means. The two
thousand instances forrnerly known, andl the single instance attesied, as
they relate to diffèrent facts, though of a contiary nature, are not contra-
dictory. There is no inconsistency in beiieving both.


