
	
		
		
		
			
				
					
					
    



					
		
				
					

					Home
				
			
	
				
					

					Random
				
			


		
				
					

					Log in
				
			


		
				
					

					Settings
				
			


		
				
					

					Donate
				
			


		
				
					
					About Wikisource
				
			
	
				
					
					Disclaimers
				
			





					
				
				
					
						[image: Wikisource]


						
					
				

					
				
					
					
				

				
	    
Search
	


		
					
				
			

		
		
			
			

			

			
			
				
					Page:Chance, love, and logic - philosophical essays (IA chancelovelogicp00peir 0).pdf/192

					

				

						
								Previous page
							
	
								Next page
							
	
								Page
							
	
								Discussion
							
	
								Image
							
	
								Index
							


				
		
				
				    
Language
				
		
	
				
				    
Watch
				
		
	
				
				    
Edit
				
		




				

			

			
				This page needs to be proofread.
V

That synthetic inferences may be divided into induction
and hypothesis in the manner here proposed,[1] admits of no
question. The utility and value of the distinction are to
be tested by their applications.

Induction is, plainly, a much stronger kind of inference
than hypothesis; and this is the first reason for distinguishing
between them. Hypotheses are sometimes regarded as
provisional resorts, which in the progress of science are to
be replaced by inductions. But this is a false view of the
subject. Hypothetic reasoning infers very frequently a fact
not capable of direct observation. It is an hypothesis that
Napoleon Bonaparte once existed. How is that hypothesis
ever to be replaced by an induction? It may be said that
from the premise that such facts as we have observed are
as they would be if Napoleon existed, we are to infer by
induction that all facts that are hereafter to be observed
will be of the same character. There is no doubt that every
hypothetic inference may be distorted into the appearance
of an induction in this way. But the essence of an induction
is that it infers from one set of facts another set of
similar facts, whereas hypothesis infers from facts of one
kind to facts of another. Now, the facts which serve as
grounds for our belief in the historic reality of Napoleon
are not by any means necessarily the only kind of facts
which are explained by his existence. It may be that, at


	↑ This division was first made in a course of lectures by the author
before the Lowell Institute, Boston, in 1866, and was printed in the
Proceedings of the American Academy of Arts and Sciences, for April 9,
1867.
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