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Mr. D)arwin lias attenipted to do is iii exact accordance witli the rmIe( laid jti[l7d1,
dowîi by Nlr. Milli lie lias endeavored to disterniine great facts iiiîlî,t. il( l
tiveiy hy obiservationî and experinîclit ;lie lias then reasoned froin Ille tt'it
datat tiius fiiiniiled ;aid iastiy, lie lias tested the validity of lis ratioe. titl
ciiiatjoli ly coliipariiig 1ii, ded uctiis ýî iti the observcd facts ut Nati-e art. l
Liiductiv eiy, Mr. D>arwin eiîdcavois to prove tiat speeies arise in a gien ii 1
il'ay. I)eductiveiy, lie desires to show Olint, if tiiey arise iii tliat wit, Niîi
t.ie tacts of distribution, deveiopîiîcîit, classification, etc., uîay la ij. ; it
counted for, L.e., iîiay Lie deduced froin tlieir mtode oif origin, comniljua
îwali adîiitted changes in plîysiral geograpdiv and chjuiate, duriîig nl l'Il Ii
iîîdefiuite period. And tlîis expldîtaioîî, or coiiîcidence of observ'ed witlii'l I
deduced tacts, lis, so far as it extends, a veritication of the l)arwiiiian f''

Tiiere ils no fauit tou bu tuund wiîlh Mr. 1)arwin's metliod, then l ia ai'
is aietîer quiestion whietlier lie lias fidilled ail the conditions iîîî i w l iiil
l'y tlîat iiietiiud. Is it satisfactorily îîmuved, ini fact, tiîat speciesili lie~ la a
orgîîue ly selectioli ? tlîat there ils suiel a ti ig as natural selecti iii:' "iî i

tlîat îîonît of flic plîunnîîeîîa exliilited lîy species are inconsîstent %%ii 'tt
tlîe omigiiî îf spe~cies iii îlis way ? If thinse quiestions can lie aniol d tl i
iii tue aflirînative, Mir. I ar iti's vticiv steps ont ut tue raidis of liyp)otîi îci, '
inti, tliose ut liri)vui theories; but, su long as the evidence ntprvîi 'tî
aduîcel ealls short uf eiifurcin.' tI ut allirmiation, su long, to our îîîi i ds. .it
iîîust theu iîw doctrine lie contenit tl reniaiu aînong liii formier-ai, eh li tr
treiel val cabie, aîîd iniftle liiglest degrec probable, doctrine ; indcil ui' Il
tile oîîly e\talit bypotiiesis wvhiciî is worîii anvtiig i a scientific pocit tfri
of vic' luit, stili a lîypotiîesis, aîid not y'ct ti e thîeory of species. il>tlt

After iiucili couisideration, and wiîlî assurcdly no% bias agaiiist Mr.- Ot itiIl
I)arwin's views, it is ouîr dramr convictionî that, as tue evidcîîcc staîd. tîtiiit
it is it alisolîîtely proven thuat a groiîp of animais, liaving ail tit rt '
dliaractersi exhibitedl by species in Nature, lias eaver lîcen origîîîated 1kI
selecîioîî, alietler artilieial or natiuîai. Gruups liaving tlie nbomîdologîrsl lit tlle
eliaracter of speeies, distinct and permîanentî races in tact, )lave bot'î so e'wob
produced ovcr antd ov cm again ;but thiere is no positive levidenri', at rîiit fît
present, tliat aîîy group of animais lias, iîy variation and selective lîrced. u,ing, given risc toi aiotiier group wlicli iras even in the least degree in-h~ tt
fertile witlî tle first. Mr. I arivin is perfectly awarc of this weak poiint,
and brings; forward a mnultitude of ingcnious and important aîguîilet le foruu
toi diminisli the force of tue objection. We admit the value of tlasi t"it 1,
arguments ; nay, we will go so far as te, express our 'beliet tuaI e"Ian it
ments, conductedl by a skilful phiysiologiet, would very probably ibtait tin t i
the ilcsired production ut inutuaily more or lcss infertile lireeds froin i 10 'llît,,
commun stock, in a coînparaîively few years ; but still, as ther case fi W
stands at present, this '' littie rift within the lute "is not to bedsii t tttt ittîliea
nor overlooked. ii I l i

In tlie reinainder of Mr. I)arwin's argument our own privale ingeîîitr t 1itt ii.
has flot lîitlîerto enall las lu pick hoIcs of any great importance; and 'Iltt wii
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