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of a strong character. But the confidence of bigotry is ac-
companied by an unreasonable resistance to the rights of
others in regard to their opinions. Where there is tolerance
there will be concession to the opinions of others, no matter
how erroneous they may be. But bigotry endeavors to use
force or contempt to win its dominance. Tolerance relies
upon reason and persuasion. This tolerant temper of mind
is not necessarily the outcome of scepticism, tho it is often the
direct fruit of this spirit. It all depends on the kind of scep-
ticism in the case. There may be tolerance of others in con-
nection with the greatest firmness of conviction, tho it may
be that most minds are so constituted that firmness of con-
viction tends more to intolerance than to conciliatory states
of mind, Scepticism in its legitimate form tends more to
tolerance. But then scepticism is exposed to another danger,
that of indifference to the truth. Bigotry and intolerance are
never afflicted with this vice. They are sincere and earnest,
whatever their faults. Scepticism may be so also, but it can
never be more than sincere in the desire to know what the
truth is. It cannot be sincere and earnest about any special
conviction, because its very essence is the absence of convic-
tion.

But this is not the scepticism that prevails in modern life.
The vicissitudes of history have developed a conception of it
which is not a desire to know the truth on certain special sub-
jects involving the modification of previous beliefs, but an as-
surance that certain beliefs are not true, This is dogmatism on
the side of unbelief, or rather disbelief, instead of belief, and
is exposed to all the weaknesses and liabilities of bigotry in
any subject. It is high time to subject it to examination and
analysis,

The term *“ sceptic” does not always describe the same
type of man or mind. It does duty for very different tem-
peraments and mental states and until we can determine just
what it shall import or does import we are not in a position
either to approve or criticize what it implies. Nor could we
ascribe to it any liability to bias or candor. If the term
sceptic always denoted what it does to the philosophic mind
there would be no difficulty in determining its relation to the
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1ssue of this paper. But it is the fact that it describes so
many different mental states or so limited a meaning that no
discussion of prejudices of any kind is possible until we have
defined just what import it shall have in legitimate usage.
The original import of the term was simply investigation
or examination, A sceptical man was simply one who did
not hastily accept statements of fact or the first dictates of
his judgment, but investigated or examined all claims to facts.
It did not imply any positive disbelief either in the facts al-
leged or in any doctrines which would make belief impossible
in the case of the alleged events. It thus implied open-
mindedness, readiness to accept any thing which could pro-
duce adeguate evidence of itself. But the various incidents
of history have associated with it a very different meaning,
It has come to mean positive disbelief in many cases. The
popular meaning of the term is nothing more nor less than a
man or mind that does not accept the dogmas of Christianity
and perhaps even holds that they are false. Even here it has
all shades of meaning, In some communities it applies to a
man who simply remains aloof from the church on account of
some difference with its fundamental tenets, tho he happen to
hold to all the others, In other communities it will denote
all men or minds that refuse to admit any of the doctrines of
Christianity, It is then invoked to describe any man who
objects to any general principle in the system of religious be- .
lief or theology. For instance, a man who does not believe
in the supernatural will be called a sceptic, tho he does be-
lieve in many other important doctrines of the creeds, inter-
preted in his own way. But all these various applications of
the term are but popular uses of the general conception of un-
belief or disbelief in something, so that scepticism comes to
stand for a state of mind which does not believe a given thing
as opposed to belief. But this popular conception of it has
become interfused with two other imports which are abso-
lutely incompatible with each other. They are the associated
assumption that the sceptic wants to know the truth about
that which he does not believe, that he is willing to accept it
on evidence, and the existence of actual beliefs of 2 dogmatic
kind which he regards as disproving the claims asking for his
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“truth.” Fach man was himself the * measure ” of things,
no matter whether his experiences were the same as others or
not. This was introducing into the conception of the sceptic
a positive belief, not a mere demand for knowledge on ac-
cepted principles. It had the advantage of denying what tra-
dition had accepted and of setting up a standard of truth
which no one could-apply but the subject of experience. Ar-
gument was rendered useless and nugatory. Each man could
doubt his neighbor and believe himself. Scepticism was de-
nial of your fellow’s opinions and affirmation of your own.
It was not suspension of judgment and a demand for evi-
dence, with a readiness to accept what you actually doubted,
but it was fixing a position where no evidence was possible
and each man could rest in undisturbed protection behind the
assumption that there was no truth except what he chose to
recognize for himself. This was only a dogmatism of an-
other kind, intellectnzl anarchy as 2 matter of fact. But it
had the advantage of equivocation in that its affirmative and
negative positions seemed to be contradictory and were so in
the light of accepted conceptions, but they carefully provided
for an apparent consistency in the legitimating of personal
experience and individual judgment while it asked for a tol-
erance {rom others which was incompatible with its indi-
vidualism,

Had the Sophistic movement remained an inquiry for
knowledge it would have implied some confidence in its at-
tainment. I refer, of course, to the kind of knowledge which
the previous philosophers had believed possible. It would
then have been a scepticism which sought this knowledge and
believed it accessible. It would have been open-minded. 1t
would have granted that the pursuit of the mind was legiti-
mate and by its very attitude of will would have been free
from the suspicion of bias or prejudice. But Sophistic scep-
ticism set up the dogma of individualism as opposed to the
dogma of socialism, if I may for the moment tolerate the idea
of anthority under that name. What it resented was the au-
thority of tradition or the acceptance of truth without criti-
cism and evidence or proof. The individual was allowed no
part in the determination of his beliefs and the sceptic of the
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period started to the opposite extreme of allowing no one to
fix his belieis but the subject of them. If he had confined his
demands for evidence of what was asserted he would have had
no reproach for his point of view. But he had no intention
of thus limiting himself, He resented the tyranny of the
state and reason and set up the authority of the individual
and sense, and so far from assuming an attitude of one that
warnted to learn he set up with the dogma of the limitation of
knowledge instead of its extension. Instead of seeking what
is admitted to be possible it denies existing beliefs and asserts
that they are impossible. It is thus a new dogmatism dis-
gunised under the pseudouym of scepticism.

A similar development took place after the triumph of
Christianity and later its decline under the domination of
physical science, but it was not in terms of the theory of
knowledge. This time it was doubt of religious dogma that
started the sceptical impulse. No doubt religious traditions
as well as political institutions were involved, as we know
they were, in the Sophistic movement. But the primary im-
pulse was the origin of knowledge. In the reaction against
Christian dogma, however, the opposition was primarily to
religious dogmas, tho theories of knowledge were soon in-
volved.

Greek scepticism had resulted in the dissolution of Greek
institutions and the subjugation of the empire of Alexander
the Great by Rome, and finally this fell a prey to sceptical im-
pulses. Christianity came to reorganize civilization and did
it on belief, not doubt. It established a ccherent system of
religious and cosmic beliefs and allowed no liberty of interpre-
tation or scepticism regarding them. It was strong enough
to enforce its policy against all the propensities to question its
authority for many centuries. But at length Copernican as-
tronomy, Nominalism in philosophy, and the Protestant Ref-
ormation established some independence of judgment and
more or less reinstated individualism in the world. They
dared to gquestion certain dogmas, one of them the Ptolemaic
system of astronomy, another the reality of general concepts,
and the last the dogma of papal authority against the rights
of individual conscience. But they were based upon scepti-
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have faith in science which consists in the facts of present ex-
perience. We do not make our scepticism pure. It is impli-
cated in belief of some kind, and it is precisely here that the
modern sceptic is open to the accusation of bias much more
than the ancient and radical doubter.

The universal assumption today is that the sceptic has no
bias and that this state of mind can be trusted to investigate
much better than one who already believes. It assumes that
a man with a bias cannot escape error as well as the sceptic.
But this exemption of scepticism from the suspicion of bias
depends entirely upon the kind of scepticism that you have in
mind and here we come to the equivocal meaning of the term,
and before we can discuss the issue at all we require to exam-
ine its various imports and to determine that one which is
free from admixture of faith of any kind, if we are to allow it
to claim freedom from bias, If it is associated with a bias of
any kind it stands self-convicted of unfitness to investigate or
form opinions.’

There are just three general meanings possible for the
term scepticism, with perhaps various specific applications
under these general ones. The first one is the radical scepti-
cism which denotes the doubt or denial of the possibility of
knowing or believing anything whatever. This conception
we have found self-contradictory and is never free from the
dogmatic spirit which it is intended to criticize or reject. Be-
sides it is exposed to the accusation of the very worst form of
bias. The second meaning is that which denotes the tacit
belief that truth is possible and that we can ascertain it, but
that we may doubt any assertion of it which does not present
proof of its claims. In this conception scepticism is suspense
of judgment until evidence is presented to make its accept-
ance compulsory in some form. This means only hesitation
in belief, not dispute or denial of an alleged fact or truth. It
is convertible with intelligent ignorance, if that expression
may be used. It implies confidence in human faculty and the
possibility of rational beliel in regard to the issue involved,
and hence has no dogmatism about it. This state of mind
denies nothing. It admits the possibility of anything and in-
vestigates to find out. It is not predisposed on other grounds
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or mental influences to decide the issue without adequate evi-
dence. It does not ridicule or oppose alleged claims to cer-
tain facts. It is open-minded and critical. But there is the
third type or conception of scepticism which is very different.
This type is not a method of discovery, but is the spirit of
contradiction. It is the doubt of certain specific beliefs and
is based on knowledge of real or alleged facts opposed to the
beliei questioned. It is not suspense of judgment and is not
an inquiring temper of mind. It implies that the mind is
made up against certain claims and demands evidence with
the implication that it is unbiassed and desirous of knowing
the truth when, tn fact, it represents direct opposition to the
alleged truth at issue. In other words, it is a dogmatic con-
dition of mind. It does not doubt so much as it denies, and it
refuses to inquire or investigate. It defantly demands that
it be convinced of being wrong and shelters itself behind the
apparent strength of intellectual doubt when it really repre-
sents moral abstinacy against {facts. It does not wish to lis-
ten to any alleged truth that appears opposed to the mass of
experience which it has come to trust. To it the truth has
been fixed once for all and knowledge is limited to what we
have already acquired.

This last conception is the result or concomitant of modern
science in its conflict with the mediaeval system, Christianity,
or the philosophic systems which had identified themselves
with it, had built up a coherent system of beliefs, cosmic and
religious, which enjoyed a monopoly of human belief and all
interest in the natural world and its laws was suppressed,
whether by interest in another life beyond the grave or by the
political power which had found it necessary to adapt its
methods to this interest. 'While the philosophy of Christian-
ity recogmized a kind of dualism between mind and matter it
was of the kind which ultimately subordinated matter to mind
and so allowed only one source of intellectual allegiance.
While nature was tolerated as an evil, it was not an object of
any primary interest, and was rather to be opposed than re-
spected. When it had managed to organize the whole sys-
tem of belief for more than a thousand years and had made
scepticism of its claims dangerous or impossible, it had com-
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can lay claim to open mindedness must be chosen from the
other two types. From the definition of them as given only
the second form of it can possibly represent an unbiased po-
sition, A bias igvolves some predilection for a given belief
and not a receptive attitude., This belief may be affirmative
or negative. A bias attaches itself to one as easily as the
other and the sceptic cannot free himself from prejudice until
he shows open-mindedness and frankly admits the possibility
of that of which he is not yet convinced. Any other view of
the case assumes that the negative position is decided and the
bias is a positive one against conviction. With the modern
assurance in scientific conceptions of the universe and the as-
sumed opposition or conflict between them and all religious
interpretations of it scepticism is not a method or an attitude
of mind seeking knowledge where it has it not, but it is a
mere name for the denial of religious conceptions as tradition-
ally believed, while usurping the privileges of a system which
has no claim to truth at all. Tt is not in inquiring mental
state, but one of flat denial both on the ground of conflict with
established knowledge and on that of moral antipathy to any
other interpretation of the facts, while it dogmatically closes
the possibilities of human knowledge beyond materialism,
Now as this modern scepticism is more or less convertible
with denial and exposed to all the mental dispositions of af-
firmation, while it has identified itself with the positive knowl-
edge of science it represents a very complex set of character-
istics and is not to be confused with that inquiring attitude of
mind which is consistent alike with belief and unbelief, but
not with disbelief, if I may indulge a difference for the mo-
ment. In order to make this clear and to understand what a
bias is and how modern scepticism is infected with it I must
examine two things. The first is the limitation of dental and
the second is the nature of 2 bias, If scepticism had always
kept itself free from denial or the formation of negative judg-
ments while it was questioning a particular belief it could
more easily escape the accusation of a bias. But having em-
barked upon a systemn of beliefs which it construes as not per-
mitting the existence of any others it must accept the chal-
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lenge to prove its freedom from the prejudices with which it
tries to ridicule the believer,

In examining the nature and limitations of denial I wish to
recur to general principles and to show that scepticism of all
kinds, whether of the legitimate or jllegitimate kind, is wholly
subordinate to belief, and having thus established an invul-
nerable position on the side of positive convictions I may in-
voke it for limiting the rights of scepticism both as a claimant
of exemption from bias and as a primarily important state of
mind. I might be content with the mere assertion that belief
is always prior in nature and importance to doubt, and per-
haps most educated minds would accept this, tho they might
not know the reasons for its truth, But it will be important
to make clear the foundations for an indisputable subordina-
tion of the sceptical to the believing mental state, and to make
this clear on logical principles which cannot be denied without
accepting that Pyrrhonism or universal scepticism which all
sane men have agreed to consider mentally impossible,

A denial is a negative statement., Now all propositions
are affirmative and negative, or perhaps we may better say
affirmative or negative. Now the thing to be proved is that
negative propositions cannot be true without the acceptance
of some affirmative proposition, This is to say that negative
propositions depend for their validity upon the acceptance of
some affirmative truth. This is only to say, of course, that all
consciousness of fact, or all experience as mental fact, in-
volves a positive assertion, and all reality accepted as fact in-
volves a similar assertion of a truth. The negation of all
truth must be convertible with the non-existence of conscious-
ness and objects of it. But this may be neither apparent nor
important to most readers, and hence I shall resort to the ex-
planation of the logical relations between affirmation and ne-
gation, assertion and denial.

1 said that we have two kinds of propositions, affirmative
and negative. This characteristic is called their quality. But
there is another characteristic which is called their quantity
and by which we may distinguish again two general classes,
the universal and the particular proposition. The universal
proposition is one in which the predicate is affirmed or denied
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of the whole class or of all individuals denoted by the subject.
The particular proposition is one in which the predicate is af-
firmed or denied of a part of the individuals denoted by the
grammatical subject of the proposition. Thus the statement,
*“All men are mortal ” is a universal proposition, and * Some
men are mortal” is a particular proposition. The distin-
guishing mark in all such cases is the use of “All” or
* Some,” which indicate whether the whole class denoted by
the grammatical subject or a part of it is or is not related to
the predicate in the manner indicated by the proposition. For
the sake of simplicity we call universal affirmative proposi-
tions A statements; universal negatives, E statements; par-
ticular afhirmatives I statements, and particular propositions
O statements.* Now what I wish to show is thot all negative

* For the sake of the general reader I may give the usual logical
form of expressing the relation betwen these various types of proposi-
tions in respect of their affirmation and dental, or truth and falsity, The
diagrammatic representation of them is as follows.

Contraries

Gq .
[/ A%
43 o c‘o(

s} eqns m

A
22 g,
o™ e

Sub-Contraries O

By Contraries we mean that if A be true E is false, and if E be true
A is false. But if A be false E is indeterminate, that is, we do not know
whether it is true or false, and if E be false A i5 indeterminate, By Sub-
Contraries we mean that, if 1 be true O is indeterminate, and if O be true
i is indeterminate, But if I he false O is true and if O be false [ is true,
By Contradictories we mean that, if A be true O is false and if O be true
A ts false, and that, if A be false O is true and if O be false A is true.
The same re!at:ons hold between E and L Contradictories represent
mutual inconsistency in all relations or assumptions whatever, hat is,
il one is true the other is failse, and vice versa. By Sub-alterns we mean
that, if A be true Iis true and if F be true O is true. But if A be false |
is mdetermmate, and if F be false O is indeterminate. But if 1 be true A
will be indeterminate and if O be true E will be indeterminate, and if I be
false A will be false and if QO be false E will be false.

There is nothing in this logical scheme of relationship between prop-
ositions to determine which one ts actually true or false and it is not in-
tended to do this. But if we have any means of determining the truth or
falsity of any proposition at all we can decide the limitations and rights
of deniai and affirmation in regard to all other propositions involving the
same subject and predicate. But without first accepting the truth of
some proposition we cannot say one word, in logical parlance, about the
truth or falsity of any other proposition, The right 1o question the truth
of any proposition will depend thus upon the probable or certain truth of

— Subalterns -
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Take the statement “ No oaks are elms,” This statement
is admitted to be universally true. But it could not be true
if oaks and elms were not species under 2 larger genus. The
very conception of spectes means that they exclude agreement
with each other in the fundamental characteristic by which
they are determined as species. The terms stand primarily
for the recognition of this distinguishing mark or characteris-
tic, or differentia, as it is called. Without this relation be-
tween concepts no universal negative propositions would be
possible. There would only be genera, or rather one genus, to
form affirmative propositions. Thus in the proposition “No

oaks are elms,” unless the terms “ oaks” and “ elms” are

species, one of them would have to be the genus or wholly
unrelated to the other. Without relation neither affirmation
nor denial is possible, and i one be the genus the other would
have to be one of the species making up that genus. It hap-
pens that we have adopted the term “ trees ” as the genus of
“paks ™ and “ elms,” and thiz enables us to form various af-
firmative propositions. For instance, * Trees are good for
lumber.” The proposition could never be negative unless
“trees” and “lumber” are species again, and the genus

terminate and would make discussion on any subject impossible and scepticism
would bave as little justification as belief. 1 refer, of course, to the scep-
ticism of denial, not the scepticism of ignorance. The latter is the only
one that implies any suspense of judgment and hence is the only position
that can be free from bias in any sense in which the sceptic likes to speak
of it with reproach.

Now as the ultimate bases of knawledge and “proof” cannot be
logically * proved,” and as, accepting these bases as valid, we have to
decide between the claims of aHffirmative and negative propositions to
being the basis of truth, the only question that remains is whether nega-
tive or affirmative propositions are the basis of knowledge.

In the fArst place, ope important fact to note is tha! no reasoning is
possible with negative proposittons alome. At least one proposition in a
syllogism must be affirmative. This means that na negative proposition
in the conclusion is possible without the admission of an affirmative. In
fogical " proof,” therefore, affirmative propositions have the priority in
the basis of troth in so far as that is determined by logical processes. [t
remains then to see if negative propositions can be certified by any pro-
cess which is not reasonmyg and yet independently af affirmative state-
ments. That they cannot be certified independently is apparent in the
fact that all negative propositions are based upon the relation of exclusion
between species, the genus representing an afhrmative in all cases. This
means that no denial is possible without first admitting sn affirmative
which conditions the denial. Hence both within and without the logical
processes dental first depends on affirmation.
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making this possible would be still more general. But with
the concepts “ trees,” “ oaks™ and “elms” we could have
the various afirmative propositions “ All oaks are trees,”
"all elms are trees,” “Some trees are oaks,” and “ Some
trees are elms.” But we could never say, “ No trees are
oaks,” or * No trees are elms,” or * No oaks are trees,” or
“ No elms are trees.” No universal negations or negative
propositions are possible in the relation between genus and
species. 'The consequence is that no universal negative is
possible except as conditioned upon the existence of an affir-
mative proposition or concept.

In regard to particular negatives the same principle may
be stated in a slightly different manner. Wae found that cer-
tain particular negatives existed side beside with the universal
affirmative, such as * Some trees are not oazks ” and * Some
trees are not elms.” These exist side beside with the affirma-
tives “ Some trees are ozks” and * Some trees are elms,”
and being possible and true without involving the falsity of
the latter, we might ask whether the negatives any more de-
pend on the affirmative than the affirmative upon the nega-
tive. This is true for the particular propositions, but it is
noticeable that both the afirmative and negative propositions
depend for their existence upon the assumption of species.
Unless there are at least two species in the genus there is no
distinetion between genus and species and we have a genus
alone, and this is an affirmative fact and an affirmative fact
alone, No negative is possible in the case. The negative
arises, not from the relation to the particular affirmative prop-
osition but from the relation of the genus to the species as in
the case of universal negatives. Consequently zll negative
propositions whatsoever are conditioned by the existence of
affirmatives,

Now the whole question as to the meaning and rights of
scepticism will depend on the mental attitude toward proposi-
tions. I scepticism is or means the denial of any statement
it is conditioned upon belief or knowledge of some kind, as
negative propositions are not possible without affirmatives.
We have to believe or know something before we can deny
something else. But when we know or believe any affirma-
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separated by the whole wide difference of ignorance and
knowledge, of doubt and certainty. We cannot well attribute
a bias to a judgment which has not committed itself to one
side or the other of a proposition, but which opens its mind to
either side. Bias is supposed to determine more or less
which alternative judgment it accepts and a balanced judg-
ment leaves them both undecided. The sceptic or scepticism
which does not deny; which admits the possibility of either
alternative judgment and weighs evidence; which does not
ridicule the advocate of either side, is something which can
lay claims to disinterestedness and freedom from prejudice.
But where the sceptic has as strong convictions against a doc-
trine as a believer has for it; where he undertakes to pro-
nounce judgment for the negative, and where he ridicules his
opponent’s position, or refuses to listen to facts because they
must forsooth modify his established opinions there is the
same liability to bias as in the believer. And the sceptic is
opposed to this precisely in proportion to the confidence that
he has in the existing body of knowledge which tends to sup-
port the belief that there is a necessary contradiction between
it and any new truth or facts which present themselves to the
mind, The consequence is that we require to examine care-
fully into what we understand a bias or prejudice is, and how
it affects the formation of opinions.

We have found that a bias is essentially associated with
knowledge and belief, when it exists at all, and that it is not a
natural, or perhaps not a possible accompaniment of balanced
judgment or indecision between alternative attitudes toward
propositions, so that it remains to see just what it is and when
it affects the mind. A bias is supposed to be a censurable
thing, and if it is so it is an avoidable condition of mind. As
a supposed censurable thing it is some moral defect which we
think the mind can correct and remove. As such it must be
somle interest or emotion, or passion with regard to the same
real or alleged truth, and as an interest introduces into the
mind an emotional as opposed to an intellectual standard of
truth. It is this which a legitimate scepticism deplores, and
as long as it dominates the mind of the subject argutnent and
facts are useless. No facts or logic will convert the will, ex-
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cept that will be already predisposed to reflection and is will-
ing to listen to them when they oppose its natural inclina-
tions. In such a condition every one

Convinced against his will
Is of the same opinion still.

But there is a natural bias which affects us all more or less
and it will be censurabie or not according to the extent to
which we know our liability to it. It is what 1 shall call the
bias of knowledge. e may even dispute that any such bias
really exists. Certainly if it does and is to any extent ex-
cusable or inevitable it is unfortunate that the term bias
should denominate two such distinet things as a censurable
and an unavoidable condition of mind. Condemnation of an
act implies that it is avoidable; apology and excuse for it
means that it is more or less inevitable, or at least not censur-
able. But it is a fact that the term bias and prejudice denote
certain mental conditions which, whether simple or complex,
are not always of the same degree of reproachability. If we
could limit the term bias, as perhaps we should do, to the
mental acts which are partly intellectual and partly moral and
which obstruct the balancing of judgment, we might obtain a
clearer conception of the conditions which we mean to con-
demn as prejudice. But it is certain that the idea is not a per-
fectly simple one. The situation which proves that bias
exists may not be the one in which its nature is always ap-
parent and hence tllustration of it in any concrete case may
not exhibit all the elements constituting it. But the usual
situation that assumes its presence is that in which the be-
liever is presumably interested in his convictions and believes
them because he is interested, while the sceptic is supposed to
be interested in the same but is not convinced, tho desiring to
be so. This situation is supposed to indicate that it is the
sceptic that is not biassed. If so we can hardly suppose that
the bias consists in the interest and desire for the truth in-
volved, as he would then be equally biassed with the believer,
and so equally censurable. The only common element be-
tween the two in such illustrations is the assumed interest and
il that does not constitute the bias the judgment does and the
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only redound to the ignominy and blindness of the man who
trusts it or claiins scientific attention on the ground of it.
We want truth not doubt of it, and possibilities about alter-
natives are neither immune from bias nor entitled to recogni-
tion without evidence of their factual application to the situa-
tion at hand.

( a 'li “,9‘ !L
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REPORT OF FIRE TEST EXPERIMENTS.
By Prescott F. Hall.

Introduction by James H. Hyslop.

Some eighteen months ago, in an inquiry connected with
a questionaire which I had sent out, I received among the an-
swers the statement by one of my informants that she had
had an interesting experience with a Mr. F. E. Foskett rep-
resenting a fire test. I guote her statements, reserving the
name,

“I have seen a miedium, a friend of mine, give the fire test.
He allowed me to watch him from beginning to end. He washed
his hands in pure water, then went into a trance, after which he
was able to put his fingers into 2 lamp chimney, the light being
lighted, wash his hands with burning alcohol and other feats with
red hot irons. In the end not a hair was scorched. [ was not al-
lowed to speak or make a noise during the whole exhibition.”

Having in mind the practice of using preparations for the
fingers in such experiments I made further inquiries of my
informant, and the following was her reply.

April 13th, 1908,
James H. Hyslop,

My dear Sir:—The name of the medium was Fred. Foskett.
He does not live in the same place {informant’s), living about
fifty miles distant. He has a most reliable character. He is
most conscientious. He is a very sensitive man and dislikes giv-
ing public exhibitions. I know that he is a firm believer in it and
from the talks [ have had with him I aro convinced there is some-
thing besides a trick.

The water was put in a dish that belonged to me and had not
been out of my hands. I got the water myself from the town's
supply. I am positive that no chemicals were used. It was a
private performance. The medium is so sensitive that I feel that
I had better not give addresses of witnesses. It was at a private
house,

Sincerely yours,
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I soon afterward communicated with Mr, Foskett and he
replied that he was willing to perform the experiment. It
was some months before 1 had any opportunity to arrange it.
But recently I was able to interest Mr. Hall in the experiment
and his Report follows below. 1 shall only call attention to
the " fire tests " mentioned in the work of the English Soci-
ety, {(Journal, Vols, IV, VI and IX, and Procecdings, Vols, VI,
IX, XIII, XIV and XV). Prof. S. P. Langley made some
notes on the subject in a publication which is not at hand at
present.

It will be observed that the lady who reported her expe-
rience stated that “ not a hair was scorched,” and Mr, Hall
remarks that the hairs were burnt off the hand. The for-
mer's statement is an illustration of the kind of enthusiastic
observation which may often be made in such connections,
especially when it is memory that has to tell the story and the
observations have not been scientific,

Mr. Hall states, in reply to inquiries, that * the chloro-
form was used to remove possible coatings of alum and other
protection. It does not produce anaesthesia to heat. This
was proved by Mr. Batchelder and myself. You will note in
my report that Mr. Batchelder washed his hands in chioro-
form just as Foskett did.”

I withhold the address of Mr. Foskett and others men-
tioned in the Report in order to prevent annoyance from cor-
respondents and others,

After Mr. Hall reported his results I obtained the names
and addresses of several persons who knew Mr. Foskett to as-
certain his standing and character in the community, I had
no intention to publish any of them, but the following were so
important that [ make an exception of them,

Dec. 4, 1908
Mr. James H. Hyslop, ’

My dear Sir:—1 have your inquity of the 2d inst., asking
about Mr, Fred E. Foskett of this town. I have known the gen-
tleman about 2o years and consider him a man above reproach in
every way,

Up to ten years ago, or thereabouts, I simply knew him as an
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employee of the New Home Sewing Machine Co., 2 man of good
repute, attending strictly to his own business,

At this time a so-called medium was brought to this town
for an evening to give slate-writings. I was invited to be pres-
ent and noticed, among others in the gathering, Mr. Foskett. In
my opinion, the medium was a fake and in conversation with Mr.
F. on the street a few days after so expressed myseli. 1 had
just learned at that time that Mr. F, was inclined to believe in
Spiritual manifestations, and naturally expected he would differ
with me. To my surprise, he agreed and told me that if T would
come to his house sometime he would do all the slate-writer did
and show me the trick. This he did a few days later.

It was then that I learned of this power Mr. Foskett has and
which you are investigating. I have done gquite a little investi-
gating, at one time and another and was glad to try and trap Mr.
F. or at least find out the secret of his power. I have seen his
fire test and am unable to detect anything that savors of trickery,
I have seen him in a trance many times, with several controls and
on one occasion was locked into a room with him for nearly two
hours, during that time putting him and his controls to severe
tests.

In all this work T have never detected in Mr. F. anything but
what was honest and gentleman]y. I also made special inquiries
regarding his character, his home life, etc., and failed to find any-
thing detrimental. At first I thought that the influence of Mr.
Mayo, with whom he has resided all the years that I have known
him, might have a bearing on the case, but subsequent tests did
not bear out this theory.

I am pretty well convinced that this man has help from the
unseen world, or that we have a science not yet accounted for. 1
am very glad you are looking into this case and if in any way I
can aid you, I am giad to do so. By all means let us have the
truth and facts in this and other strange cases.

Sincerely vours,

DEXTER L. CRANDALL.

Dec. 4th, 'o8.
Mr. James H. Hyslop,
New York City,

Dear Sir:—Your communication of Dec. 2nd is at hand. As
regards Mr. F. E. Foskett, will say that I am well acquainted
with the man and can speak of him only in the highest terms.

I have known Mr. Foskett for about 15 years and have always
found him to be honest and upright in every way. During the
last four years and a half, I have been assistant foreman of the
department where he works, here in the New Home Sewing
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Machine factory, and I have found him to be one of the most
faithful, conscientions workmen in our employ. His work con-
sists chiefly of adjusting needle bar cams, and it requires no small
amount of skill and patience to do the work properly.

In speaking of the interesting experiments you have had with
Mr. Foskett, 1 presume you allude to the “ fire test™ as | believe
he calls it. 1 have had the pleasure of witnessing this remark-
able performance, and am very much pleased that it has come to
your notice, and is being investigated by the society which von
represent.

1 have had many friendly arguments with Mr. Foskett in re-
gard to this and other tests which he gives, and, while ] have
argued from the standpoint of a skeptic as regards Spiritualism,
and still doubt that his so-called spirit friends have anything to
do with the phenomena, 1 must say that | firmly believe that he
is honest in the matter and is just as anxious to understand this
power which he has as I am, myself.

Knowing as 1 do that when in a normal state of mind the man
is of a rather timid nature, I do not believe he would dare give
this test in the presence of scientific men like yourself and others
of the society, if he was resorting to trickery.

No, I believe the man is honest about it, and has a power that
he nor anyone else understands. 1 am deeply interested in this
subject, and shall watch your investigations in this case with a
great deal of interest. If I cam be of any further service to you,
command me.

Very truly yours,
PERCIVAL M. HERRICK.

Report by Mr. Hall.

The sitting with Mr. F. E. Foskett (hereinafter called F.)
took place at his residence on Saturday afternoon, ovember
21, 1908, between 3.45 and 5.30 o'clock. I took with me Mr.
Charles C. Batchelder (hereinafter called B,} who kindly
brought a camera and took some photographs and also fur-
nished the chloroform hereinafter referred to.

Personal History Given by Mr, Foskett.

F. lives with his wife and daughter at the house of Mr.
George M, Mayo (hereinaiter called Mayo). Orange, Mass.
F. was born in 1851. His daughter is said to be a bright girl
but not nervous or abnormal and is 25 years of age. His
mother has been a powerful clairvoyant medium, He himself
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first noticed mediumistic power in table tipping at the age of
18. From time to time he attended spiritualistic meetings.
About thirty-two years ago he witnessed the fire tests done
by a professional medium, Mrs. Suydam, at a camp meeting
at Lake Pleasant, near Orange, Mass. Shortly after, a voice
or impression seemed to tell him he could do likewise, and he
went home at once, and in the presence of a friend, in his
own room, did the match and lamp experiments described
below successfully. Thereafter he did the fire tests profes-
sionally at Lake Pleasant and at Lake Sunapee, N. H., at
various times for fifteen years. In the last seventeen years
he has done them perhaps twelve times for friends,—always
in the presence of Mavyo.

F. further stated that after the development of the fire test
phase, he developed clairvoyance, and in later years, magnetic
healing. He does the last by getting into trance, when a
spirit control states the disease of the patient. F, has no
mental vision of the patient’s bodv. He heals by stroking
the affected parts. He can take away pain. Treating tires
him. He has recently advertised as a magnetic healer, but
otherwise now does no work as a professional medium.

For the last fourteen yvears he has been an adjuster of
needle-bars for the New Home Sewing Machine Company at
its factory in Orange, Mass. Before that he worked in a fur-
niture factory in Orange. His work in the sewing machine
factory, he says, requires delicacy of touch. He was born in
the neighboring town of Athol. His father worked in a pail
factory and died when F. was nine years old. F, is a spir-
itualist in religious belief.

Ordinarily he is strong and well, but if he gets over-
worked, he goes to pieces nervouslv. At one time, he was
hypnotized by a Prof. Cantwell for ten days or two weeks,
and proved to be a good subject for exhibition purposes, but
lost flesh under the process. Had a fever as a boy, but re-
members no other serious illness. Has no dizziness or faint-
ing fits. Sleeps and eats well: is not subject to somnam-
bulism.
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held his fingers in its flame for three or four seconds at a time,
first one hand and then the other, until his fingers were black-
ened. This was repeated at least three times with each
hand. At this time he accidentally put the lamp out and re-
lighted it twice.

The lamp chimney was then fastened upright and he
turned the wick up as far as possible without its smoking.
After washing his hands again, as above, in soap and water
and chloroform, he grasped the lamp chimney by the narrow-
est part, his hand covering the top two and one-half inches of
the chimney, and held it first in one hand and then in the
other at arm’s length for ten seconds in each hand. Then, he
mserted two fingers into the chimney, holding it with his
other fingers as before, and held up the lamp in this way for
ten seconds with each hand.

Mayo then poured about two ounces of alcohol into the
pan. The alcohol was furnished by F., but was smelt of and
tasted by me, F. lighted it and dipped it up with his hands,
passing his hands through the flames and holding out one or
both hands flaming with alcohol until the flames burned them-
selves out on his hands. The hair on his hands was burned
off, short, and that on his wrists burned and curled up. This
last experiment occupied perhaps thirty or forty seconds, and
the lame on his outstretched hands lasted for five or six
periads of five or six seconds each. QOwing to careful watch-
ing of the experiments, I was not able to take the time of each
event with my watch, but am certain the foregoing lengths of
ime are not exaggerated.

F. then sank back in his chair, closed his eyes, and awoke
to his normal condition in thirty to sixty seconds.

The whole time of the actual tests was seven minutes by
my watch. F."s pulse directly after the expertment was 130:
ten minutes after, 12o0; one-half hour after, 10o0. It was not
taken before the experiments for the reason above mentioned
as to photography.

Mr. B.'s Experiments on Himself,

B. then undertook to repeat the foregoing experiments
with the matches and bare lamp fAlame, but could not hold his
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hands steadily over the matches or in the lamp flame, al-
though, by moving them about, he was able to pass them
through and over the flame for short periods. He did not
attempt to put his fingers into the lamp chimney, and found
he could only touch the outside of the chimney for less than
one-quarter second. In the alcohol experiment, he was able
to dip up the flaming fluid and to hoid up one hand. flaming,
for three or four seconds, plunging it afterward into a basin
of water to extinguish the flame. B. stated that he had con-
tracted several painful burns in these experiments. B. used
the same soap and water and lamip, and alcohol from the same
bottle as F.

Comments of Observers on F.’s Experiments.

After the tests and before Mr. B.’s experiments, F. washed
his hands in soap and water and we examined them in strong
daylight, but could discover no evidence of burns. We re-
peated the examination twice at intervals. The sulphur from
the matches was burned on in a long, black streak, on the
little finger of his right hand. We scraped this with a knife
and washed it off with chloroform, disclosing no visible burn
or blister. At no time thereafter did we notice any involun-
tary movements indicating burns, though B. and T handled
his hands at various times, and B. made the compass tests
on his fingers above described, including tests on the little
finger of the right hand. During the alcohol experiment,
while extinguishing some which had been spilled on F.'s
trousers, I observed a curious odor which appeared to come
from his head. It was not like soot, chloroform, alcohol or
soap, but was pungent and aromatic. I could not detect it
after the tests were over, by close inspection.

Comments of F. on His Experiments.

He has not done the fire test professionally for seventeen
years, and did it last two vears ago. He asks the help of his
controls before the sitting, and, in this case, did so before we
arrived, but not afterward. During the tests he tries to make
himself passive; does not think of anything in particular;
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does not see or hear or feel anything unusual during the tests.
Is not conscious of the presence of spirits at that time. Is
partially awake during tests and can tell what he is doing, but
does not will his motions. Is not aware of unusual breathing.

He says his hands are sensitive to heat ordinarily, Blis-
ters are easily raised, and he has been burned many times by
the heat of brimstone matches flying off in lighting them,
He cannot handle a hot cup of coffee. During tests he has
been burned only twice, both in public tests, where persons
in the audience made sudden exclamations. In one instance,
he burned the roof of his mouth quite severely. In these
cases. he simply felt the heat the moment the noise occurred
and he came instantly out of control.

He states that sometimes at night, on closing his eyes, he
sees a panorama of human faces, colored naturally and life-
like. He sees no separate “eyes.”” Sometimes, at work,
he has balls or masses of transparent color come between his
eyves and his work. Beyond these, his powers are limited to
impressions and to having controls speak through him, and
to healing power. Mayo stated that F. once located the body
of a2 drowned person by impression,

Conclusions.

Owing to the fact that the precise nature of the tests to be
given was not known beforehand, I did not provide my own
soap and alcohol. In view of the control experiment of B.,
perhaps this omission is not as important as it otherwise
would be. The lamp chimney experiment and the applica-
tion of burning sulphur to F.'s finger seem to me conclusive
of unusual powers; the holding of his hands in the lamp flame
appears also remarkable in view of the length of time they
were held quite steadily in the flame. The alcohol test,
though very striking and spectacalar, does not seem-so con-
clusive, as B. succeeded in more nearly approximating this
experiment. B. tried his experiments both with and without
deep breathing, and states that the breathing seems to help
anaesthesia. F.’s breathing before and during the experi-
ments was quite noticeable. The odor observed recalls that

in the Paladino experiments, but I should wish to observe this
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figures at all satisfactory, I will have cuts made and sent to you,
and, in any case, will send you prints. The delay in having the
pictures made is due to the fact that Mr. Batchelder wished to do
the developing himself. as a further precaution; and as he has no
plant of his own for the purpose, desired to use that of a friend
which he is in the habit of using.

(4) The only times measured by the watch were the total
duration of all the experiments taken together. The times of the
others were estimated separately by Mr. Batchelder and myself,
and our results practically agreed. I may say that some years
ago at the Jefferson Physicatl Laboratory | was engaged for some
time in experiments involving the use of a seconds pendulum, and
on that account my capacity for estimating time ts probably fairly
good.

(6) ‘The sulphur part of each match was burned against the
little finger, and after this the rest of the match was burned under
the other fingers.

{5) The asbestos cloth was merely a piece of sheet ashestos
tacked onto the table for the purpose of protecting the surface
from possible damage from fire. My strong impression is that
Foskett did not touch it at all; but, il he did, he certainly did not
do so except casually with some small part of one hand.

(7) As stated on pages § and 6 of my report, the Jamp chim-
ney was fastened upright before Foskett washed his hands and
grasped the chimney. The washing of his hands occupied prob-
ably a minute and a hatf. I may add what does not appear in my
report, that the chimney was originally vertical and was tipped
down for the second experiment so that the glass was undoubt-
edly somewhat warm before the chimney was fastened upnght
again,

ga(s) The alcohol experiments were practically continuous;
that is to say, as soon as the alcohol was burned off his raised
hands, he would plunge them into the basin again and take them
out with more burning alcohol upon them.

The sitting was arranged for as follows: I wrote Mr. Fos-
kett, asking for an appointment, and received his letter of No-
vember 11, copy of which is contained in my letter to yvou of No-
vember 12. T subsequently wrote him, asking for a definite ap-
pointment, and in a letter of November 16 he appointed the 21st,
I then wrote him that I would be there at 3.30 on that day.

[ am not competent to give an opinion regarding the use of
cocaine, nor have I tested the camphor, quicksiiver and styrax
mixture on myself, although [ know of the formula which you
give. The difficuity that | have is to imagine how anaesthesia
or anything like the camphor preparation could prevent a phys-
ical injury to the tissues under the conditions of the experiment.
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INCIDENTS.

The Society assumes n¢ responsibility for anything published under
this head and no indorsement is implied, axcept that it has been furnished
by an apparently trustworthy contributor whose name is given unless
withheld at his own request.

{The following case is reported to us by Dr. I. W. Hey-
singer. He is the author of the work on * Solar Energy,”
published by J. B. Lippincott Company. It came into our
hands through a member of the Council, tho it seems to have
been reported to Dr. Hodgson some years ago.—Editor.]

RECORD OF A CASE OF ANTICOOT AS PRACTISED
AMONG THE ESQUIMAUX OF THE NORTHERN
SHORES OF HUDSON EAY,

By Robert Ferguson, late a harpooner on the Whaling Schooner,
Abbie Bradford, from New Bedford, Massachusetts,
an eye-witness,

About May 1oth, 1878, 1 left New Bedford, on the above-men-
tioned whaling expedition. I had, two years previously, made
an eighteen months' whaling voyage to the same waters, and
wintered on Marble Island, where I became well acquainted with
the natives, who came to Marble Island and buiit their igloes
around the ship on the ice. This was the winter of 1876-7.

On the whaling voyage of 1878, we again wintered there in the
winter of 1878-9. Marble Island is a2 high, rocky island in the
northern portion of Hudson Bay, several hundred feet in height,
and composed, apparently, of pure white marble. It is about
thirteen miles in length and seven miles wide. There is a good
harbor in an indentation on the southern shore of the island.
The island is about fourteen miles from the mainland, which lies
to the north,

We reached the island September r5th, 1878, and were frozen
in on the zyth,

The Esquimaux began to come across the ice and floe-ice
about January toth, 1879, and the current was practically frozen
solid by February 1st, and then there gathered around the ship,
and lived in igloes constructed by themselves, about forty na-
tives, including several women and a number of children. They
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belonged to four different tribes. The same winter the following
whalers wintered at Marble Island, immediately alongside us:
the Abbott Lawrence, a brig, Captain Mosher; the Isabella, a
brig, which had a young captain, from Maine, named George
Garvin: the A. J. Ross, also a brig, Captain St. Clair; also the
search schooner, Eothen, looking after the remains of the Sir
John Franklin expedition, Captain Perry, The latter was from
New York, the others from New Bedford, Mass.

During the winter the Esquimaux hunters, when compelled
by hunger, would go over the floe-ice for walrus and seal.

Among these Esquimaux, many of whom had acquired Eng-
lish nick-names, was one called Brownie, who spoke English well,
and was quite intelligent, and in great demand by the ship cap-
tains, when there. His old mother, who went by the name of
Brownie’s mother, spoke broken English, and was an excellent
needle-woman in the Esquimaux fashion. Brownie was a man of
thirty or thirty-two years. A younger man, of another tribe, and
his brother, neither of whom spoke English, one of them being
nick-named Pat, and the other Pat's brother, were also there.
There were plenty of Esquimaux dogs in their camp. Another
Esquimaux was named Aleck Taylor (I do not know his native
name) ; he was a tall, well-formed and intelligent man, an excel-
lent hunter, about forty-five years old. He spoke fair English,
He belonged to the Kinnepitoo tribe, while Brownie and his
mother belonged to the Igloe Lick {strong-house} tribe,

In the early part of March, 1879 (I find by my notes, Friday,
March 14th) a party of the Esquimaux went on to the floe to the
south of the island, to hunt walrus or seal, about eight or nine
men ip 2ll. ‘The wind suddenly changed to blow from the north,
and the floe-ice began to move to the south. All escaped with
great difficulty to the camp except Brownie, Pat, and Pat’s
brother, and two Esquimaux dogs. These were carried rapidly
to the south, as the center part of the Bay was not {rozen.

Until Brownie reappeared in the camp was a period of four-
teen days, he having reappeared on the evening of March 27th.

Searching parties, including some of us with boats, searched
all night, when they disappeared, but the ice had broken loose
from the north and was all moving to the south, leaving only
water between the island and Brownie's party ; and vapor rapidly
rises on such water, and shuts out the view,

There was great anxiety and worriment among the natives re-
maining behind.

While the party was absent, and when the anxiety was at its
height, Brownie’s mother urged Aleck Taylor “to make Anti-
coot.” Preparations were accordingly made, and Mother Brownie
told me herself that they were going to make Anticoot about the
men who had gone on the ice.
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I crawled into Mother Brownie’s snow igloe, and found that
the process had commenced. There were present two or three
natives hesides Mother Brownie and Taylor, and three or four of
the whites, among whom 1 feel sure was Sandy McKenna, who
was Working some eight or ten years ago in a dry-goods store in
Providence, R. L, and previously lived in Ansonia. Conn. 1 was,
at that ime, about twenty-two years old: our vessel was the
Abbie Bradford: the captain was E. B. Fisher, from East Fal-
mouth (Cape Cod), Mass,, and was at that time about forty-five
years old.

He was not present in the igloe at the time, but afterwards
knew a!l of the particulars, as well as did Captain St. Clair, of the
A. G. Ross, who tock great interest in the proceedings, and ques-
tioned all the parties. Captain St Clair was a New Bedford
man. He was afterwards employved in the Wamsuta mills in
New Bedford.

When I entered the igloe (which had one-half of its diameter
built up for a bed, as is usual), | saw Taylor standing there on
the lower part, and apparently working himself up. He was
frothing at the mouth, hs arms stretching and contracting some-
what: he kept moving his head, and appeared as if he was going
to bite at the lamp in the igloe, his head constantly in this motion.
His eyes were open and staring rather, and apparently set. He
was standing firmly on his feet. He was bareheaded; he did not
appear to be controlted by Mother Brownie or anyone else pres-
ent. Mother Brownie was sitting cross-legged on the bed-part
of the igloe, facing Taylor, and watching him, and kept urging
him on, repeating the words " a-tee, a-tee!” which means, go
ahead.

He gradually assumed a more natural position, and stood
erect, and appeared to be awake and normal. and readv to answer
any questions which Mother Brownie might ask. Some of those
present, of the whites, wanted to speak to him. but Mother
Brownie interfered at once, and would not allow it. She did all
the questioning.

He did not froth at the mounth, and appeared quite rational,
when so being gquestioned. She began to question him quietly,
and very eagerly looking right at him, and the responses were at
first not instantaneous, but given as though he was thinking. and
they were not given in a loud voice. At times there was a hesi-
tation in his answers. as though thinking what to say. Then
Mother Brownie would ask again, and the answer would then
come at once.

The questions and answers were all in the Esquimaux lan-
guage.

I understood encugh of it to know what the conversation was
about, as I had been among them, roughly speaking, for about
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fine moss. About 2 foot above is a rod which carries a mass of
seal blubber. The heat of the flame gradually melts this, and it
drips down into the lamp below, keeping the oil constantly at an
even height. The flame is the full length of the scapstone trough,
and is s0 regulated as to burn with a clear, bright flame, and
without smoke. 'The inner walls of the igloe, by congelation of
the breath, is glazed with a white reflecting surface of smooth ice,
There is a vent in the middle of the roof. The entrance is by a
long passage, often fifty feet long, and constructed with different
angles to keep the wind out. One must pass through this on
one's hands and knees. The igloe itself is roomy and comfort-
able, the raised bed-part, of snow covered with skins, occupying
about one-half the area.

The natives | speak of, on my prior visit, in 1876-1877, had
brought down some silver spoons from the far North, relics of
the Sir John Franklin expedition, and these (marked with the
arms of the Crozier family) led to the fitting out of the search
schooner Eothen, which, with other vessels, wintered alongside
us in 1878-1879, as above stated.

[Signed] ROBERT FERGUSON.
Witness:
Isaac W, Heysinger, Associate Am. Br. 5. P. R,

Personally appeared before me, Robert Ferguson, the above-
named person, who, being duly sworn deposes and says that the
zbove record was taken down from his dictation by Dr. Hey-
singer, and has since been read over by said deponent, and that
the same is true to the best of his knowledge and belief; that the
facts are therein properly stated, and that the events occurred as

therein described.
JOHN W. SIMMONS,
[Seal] Notary Public.
Robert Ferguson. [Signed)

No. 1410 L.ombard Street, Philadelphia, August 26, 1902,

This is to certify that I have been personally acquainted with
Mr. Robert Ferguson now residing at No. 1200 South 22d St.,
Philadelpia, where he is engaged in the meat, provision and
grocery business: and has resided in that vicinity for many years,
since his boyhood in fact; I am a retired Presbyterian clergyman,
and for many years was the pastor of the Grace Presbyterian
Church in this city.

1 consider Mr. Ferguson as a man of strict veracity, and have
no doubt of the entire truthiuiness of the narrative concerning the
Anticoot among the Esquimaux, which he has given and which I

have read over.
[Signed] ANDREW CULVER,
Pastor-Emeritus of Grace Presbyterian Church,
Phitadelphia, Pa.
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1521 Poplar St., Phila,, Pa, September, 1g02.
I hereby certify that the accompanying record of the Anticoot
case was written down by me verbatim as received from the dic-
tation of Mr. Rabert Ferguson, who narrated the events. I have
had many interviews with Mr. Ferguson before and since, and
extended conversations with him regarding manners and cus-
toms of the people in the regions he has visited, and the habits
and descriptions of strange animals, ete, and I am f{ully con-
vinced that he has been a careful and accurate ohserver, and a
cautious and guarded relater of events in which he has taken part.
He has also shown me a number of curjous relics brought back
by himself; and I am fully satisfied that the present narrative is
strictly true in fact and substance, I have found Mr, Ferguson
to be a man of high intelligence, though not an adept in the teach-
ings of schools, yet tolerably well versed therein: also, he is a
good draughtsman, which bespeaks a good observer.
[Signed) ISAAC W, HEYSINGER, M. D.,
Associate American Branch, 5. P. R.

{The following letter is a reply to inquiries regarding cer-
tain points in the original record. They explain themselves.
—Editor.]

1521 Poplar St., Phila., Oct. 14. 1908.
Professor James H. Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—1 have duly received vour letter of 4th inst., and
have been looking up the data referred to. I cannot account for
the absence of dates when taken, of the Ferguson record. T am
sure that they were in the manuscript originally, especially the
notarial afidavit, as that was required. This I sent to Dr, Hodg-
son, at whose request I made the investigation.

The narrative of Mr. Ferguson, which I toock down verbatim.
occupied several evenings, and was prior to the certificate of the
clergyman, Andrew Culver, for it was on my inquiry for refer-
ences, and his statement about his acquaintance with Mr, Culver
that I had him take the manuscript to him. You will note that
the clergyman states that he had read Mr. Ferguson's narrative.
and which I had given the latter to take to him.

\When he returned it to me a few days later, not more than a
week later, 1 then wrote my own certificate, which I attached.
I am certain that Mr. Ferguson’'s narrative, taken down by me
from his own verbal dictation, accupied certain evenings between
August 1oth and Angnst 2oth. 1902, and not before or after these
dates,

Mr. Ferguson's notes were mere memoranda of occurrences
kept as a sort of rough log, and only gave dates of breaking away
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and return. 1 do not recollect that I saw his notes, but he
brought me guite a number of Eskimo relics, to each of which
was attached a story of its acquisition and locality., He was a
petty officer (harpooner) and was obviously an intelligent and
reliable man. He occupied much time in answering all sorts of
questions about whales and whaling, and the geological and
topographical features of the countries he visited, from which I
derived much valuable personal information, and what he said
fitted in so closely with other data of my own, and with the rec-
ords of the Ethnological Bureau of the Smithsonian, that I am
certain that he was not only 2 man of veracity, but of good judg-
ment and careful observation.

The word “ Anticoot ™ is a dialectical variant of the Green-
fand Eskimo word ** Angekok.” On the Alaska northern coasts
it has another variation. ]t is also possible that these are all
merely faults of observation or hearing, but I do not think so. [
have made much of a study of the Eskimo in work of mine on
American ethnology, in which I have been engaged, especially
with the Maya and Cherokee stocks, and in connection with my
mnpublished work on " Crystal-vision in Prehistoric America,”
the results being very surprising. Augebek means magic, the
one that practises it, or the agency which produces it. It corre-
sponds to aur Psychic, which may be adjective or noun, and per-
sonal or phenomenal, or even esoteric. [ say above * magic,” but
that is a loose term, and taking all my knowledge of these people,
I shouild call angekok merely the equivalent of psychic, and let
it go at that. It is not a " spook:” there are three forms for that,
differently applied.

The igloe (I G L. O E) is the Eskimo snow house used in win-
ter, it is fashioned from blocks of snow, laid in circular form, and
converging to a hemisphere at top, The entrance is 2}4 feet
high, thirty to sixty feet long, and zig-zagged laterally to keep
blasts out. About one-half the interior (which may be 12 to 16
feet diameter, and 8 or 10 feet to 12 feet high), iz raised half hip
high for seat or bed. The breath and lamp glazes the inside
watls to a hard finmish.

Yours sincerely,
I. W, HEYSINGER.

_ﬁ > m—
BECTION PLAN
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CORRESPONDENCE.

Editor of the Journal:

Dear Sir:—In support of my belief in the electrical nature of
the aura and its assistance as a medium in spiritualistic manifesta-
tions, I would like to submit the following account of an experi-
ment with a planchette. I am aware that the report is faulty in
this respect, that I am familiar with the appearance and color of
the aura of but two of those taking part in the experiment. Of
that of the other two I have had but a glimpse only, and that
when not in a position to observe carefully, so as to speak defi-
nitely of color or extent of either. All that I wish to report at
this time, however, is the amount, general appearance, etc., of
the aura present and visible to me during the sitting, and its ap-
parent connection with the manifestations that occurred.

Of the four taking part all are earnest, serious, middle-aged
people.  Three had—years ago—held sittings together with
others. With myself it was a first experience, We sat at a
library table, heavy mission style, about 4X2 feet in size. A
gentleman sat at the left, a lady at the right and a lady opposite
to me. The planchette was in the center of a large sheet of white
paper that almost completely covered the top of the table. Those
who can see the aura will understand why I give these apparently
trivial details.

We placed the tips of the fingers of our right hands on the
planchette. In about five minutes it began to move and ran to
the lady apposite me, then back to the centre, and thence to each
one of us, and returned to the centre.

At this time there was a green and white aura visible along
the sides of and under the planchette and up the sides of the
pencil to the top. The hoard ran about, making scrolls and
scrawls for a few moments, then quieted down and attempted to
give names of those communicating. A few words were written,
the planchette at times nearly ranning off the table.

One of the sitters remarked that “the influence is very strong.”
At this time the whole space so far as [ could see between the
paper and the under side of the planchette, was flled with aura,
green and white: the dark pencil looked not unlike a green and
white candle with a small-sized white flame at the top. \We had
now formed a circle with hands touching, the lady opposite me
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and the gentleman at my right, had, at one time, her right hand
and his left, on the board, and the “ V 7 shaped space between
their arms to the elbows was filled with the aura.

Names were written and recognized. The messages, though
characteristic, were not evidential from a critical standpoint.
The longest was to myself, and the aura visible at this time was
certainly characteristic of the one purporting to communicate,
who chanced to be a deceased relative of my own. The message
was fairly clear, and referred to one sent to me some time ago, by
a mediumistic friend, and purporting to be from the same intelli-
gence, but was not spontaneous, being called out by a question of
my OWI.

When this communicator wrote  good-night,” the light had
nearly left the board. The lady on my right puat her fingers on
the planchette and we again formed a circle. Her aura 15 gray
and very profuse. The light appearing around the board at this
ttme was bluish white and less in quantity. A message of five
words was written to me. No name was given but message and
aura were characteristic of my husband who passed over some
years ago. The movement of the planchette, too, was different,
being slow and deliberate.

There were fluctuations in the amount of light, or aura, seen
during the sitting, that corresponded to the motions of the plan-
chette. When the anra was profuse the motions were easy and
rapid ; when the light diminished the mmovements became slower
untit they ceased.

A week later we had a second sitting at the same place with
the difference that one of the ladies was absent and her place was
taken by a gentlemman. We sat for over an hour. probably an
hour and a half. Only once during that time was there any light
around the planchette, and then but little. There was no move-
ment of the board and no manifestations whatever,

Electricity, it is said, finds the air an impenetrable wall through
which it cannot pass without a conductor. Contrary to the com-
monly accepted belief that it travels in the metal that conducts it,
it passed along the under side. \When the current of electricity
fails the message stops, Observe that the aura appeared on the
under sidle of the board only, and when the light or aura failed,
the manifestations ceased. .

The lady who sat next to me at the sitting, can also see the
aura, and will verify what I have written of the aura, as far as she
saw it, if you wish.

It appears to me that if the aura appearing around the plan-
chette is different from that of the medium, or the majority of the
sitters, and if this fact can be proven, and if it is characteristic to
communicate—and this can be proven by comparing tt with that
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for ascertaining the truth, but when he is trying to educate
or convert his public he does not necessarily rely wholly
upon that standard. He resorts to ad hominem methods. He
accepts the prejudices of his critics and adjosts his methods
to suit them. He does not require to regard his methods for
conversion as fixed laws of scientific procedure in determin-
ing what the truth is. He meets his opponents’ demands,
knowing that they will not listen on any other terms than
their own, No man can be influenced on any other terms
than his own premises. All the more important that the
premises should be true, but this is not necessary for the pur-
pose of converting him. It is, of course, not safe in any case
to convert a man on false premises and no inteiligent person
would risk his cause on any such basis. But he may safely
conquer his critic by taking premises which are true but
which may not be the primary ones in determining the truth
concerned,

Now in the early history of psychic research a great body
of prejudice and misunderstanding had to be met. It was
necessary to meet this and to present the severest standards
of investigation. Not that such a kind are not always de-
sirable, but that the sceptical mind had to be conquered on
its own territory, and to accomplish this the real standards
of truth had to be kept in the background while others were
brought forward and emphasized in the public work of in-
vestigation. For instance, the public assumes, and I find
also many men who profess to be scientific assuming, that
the honesty of mediums is a most important factor in the re-
sults. Nothing is more absurd or indefensible. For con-
verting this type of mind it is extremely important to claim
or prove that your subject i1s honest. But a truly scientific
man would be ashamed to indulge such an assumption. A
man who claims to be scientific and yet makes this assump-
tion ought to be put out of court. If he cannot see that
wholly different conditions determine the validity of an al-
leged fact he should be excluded from indulgent considera-
tion. But when it comes to converting him it is another
matter. We might cultivate his good will, especially if the
community accepts his authority, by conforming to his preju-
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dices and by showing him that his standards have been ac-
cepted and satisfied. We may laugh at him in our sleeves,
but we can also disarm him, and that is the first important
step. Itis notin the advocacy of a theory that this need be
done, but in the establishment of facts which the sceptic’s
prejudices prevent him from admitting. The majority of
men’s prejudices are not determined by any really scientific
positions, but by the relation of the individual to his environ-
ment, tho preconceptions are caused by education and ex-
perience. His environment, howeyer, is the first thing that
the individual regards when having to face a new truth or a
new fact. He may not be always conscious of this influence.
He may even think that he is governed by wholly different
agencies and that he is strictly scientific in his resistance to
the new. But the opinion of their neighbors is one of the
strongest influences in men who ought to be above them, and
it decides the methods by which they have to be converted to
the doctrine that their neighbors are wrong.

If we could convert the sceptic’s neighbors first we might
introduce a very strong counter-irritant to his conservatism.
But it happens that too often this very environment respects
his authority and will not listen to any gospel except that
which the orthodox teach, and it is necessary to secure good
company by fooling the fountain heads of knowledge! It is
a fact that they bave not always been the discoverers of the
most important truths. Most of the world’s largest views of
life and knowledge have originated among the common peo-
ple or outside the circle of the orthodox. All that the scien-
tific man has accomplished in these matters has been the ac-
cumulation of more acceptable proof. In psychic research
the facts have been affirmed for ages and imitated for as
many, and it is only a question of obtaining a criterion for
discriminating between the genuine and the false. Unfor-
tunately it has had to adapt itself to the dogmatism of scien-
tists to get any hearing and to continue a back fire on this
group by getting the public to bring its influence to bear on
the prejudices of the slow moving devotees of science. If
the public had not come to respect the so-called scientific
man so much, psychic research might have gone about its
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task without trying to convert the sceptic except by making
him an anomaly in the community. But as this type of mind
has possessed the public ear ever since the triumph of phys-
ical science we can only accept its standards and silence it on
its own grounds. But scepticism and its methods are never
a criterion of truth or knowledge. They are much more
marks of igporance; and I freely grant that sometimes this
kind of ignorance is better than any amount of uncritical
knowledge. But in conceding this we need not ignore the
fact that prejudices and intellectual blindness are as much
the attendants of dogmatic scepticism as can ever be ascribed
to belief.

‘We may concede a sceptic’s demands for the sake of con-
verting him without admitting that he is right in his stand-
ards of truth. That is, we may conduct our investigations
to meet the most rigid demands of resolute incredulity and
yet have no respect for its assumptions. In some respects
this is precisely what has been done, but many a psychic re-
searcher does not recognize the fact that the criterion by
which he accepted his facts was not the one that impressed
his critic.  Sooner or later we must come to the position that
our standards must be ad rem and not merely ad fiominem,
We may conceal this point of view for the time, but it will
not deceive the man who does his own thinking. The ra-
tional and scientific man will recognize that our standards
are meant to catch the unreasonable and ignorant sceptic and
that many a fact which the sceptic will reject has more value
than the one which converts him.

I may illustrate this by the arbitrary criterton which was
set up in the Census of Hallucinations. I do not criticize the
authors for the course taken at that time. They were, no
doubt, wise in adopting the limitation of ten years for the
acceptance of stories which they would use in a scientific
court prejudiced as that court was at the time, But the time
has long since passed when we could seriously and without a
stnile 1nsist upon that standard as a necéssary one in re
The sensible man will admit frankly that a story from certain
persons and one hundred years old, or even second hand in
some cases, may be incalculably more important evidentially
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than many a story ten minutes old. The Philistine who wills
not to believe may desire to conjure up illusions of memory,
defective memory, absence of record, etc., in the case of the
old story, but with certain persons these objections do not
tell so strongly against their statements as ignorance will tell
against some stories half a day old. But we satisfy a preju-
dice when we limit our selection to recent narratives and also
offer the opportunity for contemporary investigation, where
all sorts of objections can be raised, if one wants to be un-
reasonable, to a past that cannot any longer be interrogated.
But all this has nothing to do with the merits of a scientific
issue. It has only to do with conversion, and conversion
miust always rest on the premises of our critic and may not
depend upon scientific method at all. Of course the really
scientific and open-minded man will not depend upon arbi-
trary criteria, but the fact is, we are sorry to say, that there
are rezily very few unbiassed scientific men. The late Prof.
S. P. Langley placed that percentage very low. He made it
one-fiftieth of one per cent of those who claimed to be scien-
tific! This will show to what extent ad hominem arguments
have to be employed in this subject.

The really scientific standard of validity in any alleged
fact is the synthetic unity of a group of facts which can not
be due to chance and each of which may not be natural ac-
companiments of the others. Perhaps we may add to this
statement the fact of quantity or repetition which makes
facts familiar. But the first criterion is the interlocking of
individual and naturally independent incidents to constitute
a consistent whole. That standard is worth a thousand of
the arbitrary eriterion imposed by the prejudices of the man
we are trying to interest,

I allude to this fact because I notice that Mr. Podmore
still clings to the old standard of the Census of Hallucina-
tions, as if it had an intrinsic virtue in it. That it has none
such ought to be apparent in the fact that only an arbitrary
principle can distinguish between a story ten and eleven
yvears old. Why not place it at nine years, or six years, or
twelve years? Mr. Podmore is perfectly aware, if he would
show a little sense of humor, that a matter of a few months
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or a year will not affect a narrative in all normal conditions of
the human mind, and if this be so why not frankly recognize
the fact, especially after we have removed a lot of prejudices
about the matter by accepting the sceptic's false premises?
We have ultimately to come to the intrinsic standard in all
cases and that is the consistent unity of certain facts produced
in large numbers under the varying conditions of human
progress and change. Each individual story may not supply
all the credentials desired, but the mass of them may supply
enough to eliminate the personal equation from many others.
When it comes to the supernormal the synthetic unity should
be of perfectly natural events taken individually, and the
only supernormal aspect should be that conjunction, or the
conjunction of one extraordinary fact with a group of per-
fectly natural ones. A single incident of this against all
human experience would not suffice, but multiplied in many
cases they would prove much more when the individual case
or 3 few of them would not carry conviction. This synthetic
unity is worth much more than any arbitrary standard set by
the prejudices of the age tho it may not be available for pro-
ducing the desired effect, until the sceptic has yielded his
antipathy to our point of view.

With this introduction I may turn to special topics of
more weight and interest. In this further discussion of Mr.
Podmore’s book I mean to examine the fundamental ques-
tions assumed or defended in it, in order to ascertain the
source of what I regard as the illusions of his attitude toward
certain specific theories of supernormal phenomena,

The Natural and the Supernatural.

The very title to Mr. Podmore's book, namely, * The Nat-
uralization of the Supernatural,”” shows a fundamental illu-
ston in regard to the problem of psychic research. As a title
to catch the interest of a reader it would not be criticized.
But if that were his object he should have been careful to ex-
plain that it did not do more than appeal to a mistaken inter-
est. He, however, takes the conception seriously and in the
introductory chapter admits that the title * describes in pop-
ular lJanguage the object aimed at.™ Now as the whole pol-
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Epicureanism came to the front was the term extended to
cover a supersensible reality, the atoms, which were regarded
as matter in spite of their inaccessibility to sense perception.
But senstble or supersensible Greek thought would not admit
. any but one ultimate kind of substance, In this manner it
secured that unity in the world which is the passion of phil-
osophy. At the same time it denied the immortality of the
soul, at least in the materialistic development of its views.
But Christianity came forward with the alleged fact of im-
mortality and simply challenged Greek thought to either ac-
cept the fact or to give up its monism. But Greek philos-
ophy was obstinate and would deny immortality before it
would admit a system of dualism. Christianity, of course,
had the opposite bias, that of insisting that immortality was
possible only on the assumption of something non-material
or immaterial. In lieu of getting sympathy for its belief in
survival after death on a monistic basis it chose dualism as
the price of what it regarded as a fact. To it, therefore, the
supernatural was only the limitation of the monistic view,
which had to sustain itself by denying facts, or what was al-
leged fact. The distinction, then, between the ‘ natural
and the. “ supernatural” was the distinction between the
known physical and what presumably transcended this ac-
cepted field. In its logieal character it represented nothing
more than the distinction between the normal and the super-
normal, which Mr, Podmore grants, and all the casuistie pro-
cesses of human argument can play around that distinction
as confusedly as it can about the antithesis between the nat-
ural and the supernatural. The difficulty of fixing the limits
of the normal is just as great and just as easy as to fix those
of the natural. What we always do is to select some special
and definite set of phenomena for determining the character
or definition of a term and then speak of all outside those
limits as not that particular conception, and it remains an en-
tirely negative concept as long as it is conceived and defined
by its relation to the previously limited group of facts. The
supernormal is purely a negative conception until we can
learn to define it by positive qualities. It is simply the non-
normal. It is and was the same with the supernatural. It
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was the negation of the natural, and if there were any facts
to prove that the natural as previously defined had been
transcended it becomes a perfectly legitimate and necessary
conception, not to be denied or removed, even tho we are
"not able to understand it as we suppose we understand the |
natural.

If Greek thought had made itself flexible enough to ad-
mit within its compass the alleged facts on which Christian-
ity had based its philosophy there would have been no con-
troversy, but not being willing to concede an extension of
the “natural” or “ physical” it thought to deny the exist-
ence of anything transcending the then known! The then
known was the properties of matter and consciousness was
supposedly a function of material organism. But Chris-
tianity simply played sceptic on this question of the nature
of consciousness and as long as it maintained that mental
phenomena were not functions of the physical it had no al-
ternative to the hypothesis of the “ supernatural.” It may
not have been clear in its limitations of the physical, but
neither was Greek philosophy any more clear, as Christianity
only accepted the Greek definition of them. Hence the as-
sumed nature of the physical determined whether it.could be
assumed to be all that human thought had to recogmze.
The “ supernatural ” was simply the necessary correlate of
the limits assigned to the idea of matter and this whether
those limits were arbitrarily assigned or not. Materialism
was the name for the point of view which afirmed monism
and denied the existence of any reality beyond or not depend-
ent on it. Spiritualism, or dualism, was the name for the
doctrine which afirmed that matter as ordinarily defined did
not account for the phenomena of consciousness, and more
especially for the alleged phenomena of apparitions and allied
events which even Mr, Podmore reproaches science for not
accepting!

The real point of controversy was in regard to certain al-
leged phenomena, and it is perhaps the point of discussion
to-day with many of the scientific Philistines. Their hesita-
tion and opposition to telepathy, for instance, is the appear-
ance to themm that their whole fabric of physical science 1s
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endangered thereby., They prefer * coincidence,” * sugges-
tion,” and all sorts of irrelevant terms supposedly excluding
the supernormal rather than to make any concession to their
apparent character when called telepathy. Their standards
of conception in physical phenomena do not include such a
thing as thought transierence. They never reflect that they
may have nothing but a limited experience in determining
the limits of the physical, but assuming, as they too often do,
that the physical is perfectly clearly known and defined, they
will deny the facts of the supernormal or seek to throw dust
in the eyes of the public by chance coincidence, suggestion,
etc., rather than accept a modification of their antecedent and
preconceived ideas, where they would be ashamed to adopt
such a view in a murder trial. Cautiousness is not to be
questioned in accepting the unusual, but no one should have
any theortes that are so easily disturbed as the ordinary ma-
terialism is by telepathy, clairvoyance and allied phenomena,
if he is to pose as a scientific man.

I have said that the first distinction between the natural
and supernatural coincided with that between the material
and the immaterial, between monism and dualism. This
proceeded upon the assumption of certain properties attach-
ing to the material by which its limits were defined. They
were motion, weight, extension, etc. If these properties ex-
hausted the possibilities of existence—and the illusion of
early thinkers was that they did—then it would be easy to
determine how belief must act in the face of alleged {facts as-
serting the existence of something else. But even the ma-
terialist was not long in abandoning the criterion by which
he defined the nature of matter. When pressed he aban-
doned weight and selected fixity or uniformity of action as
its most essential property. The theological mind had as-
serted that will, especially the divine will, had power to vary
the order of events and in fact for a long time identified will
more or less with caprice, and it was this which not only de-
fined the supernatural, but also excited the opposition of the
materialist, who was confronted with undoubted evidence of
certain fixed laws in the world which apparently did not yield
to the fiat of the divine. The controversy therefore changed
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from the opposition between the materiai and the immateria!
to that between the fixed and the capricious, between the
uniform and the variable, between a necessary and a con-
tingent order of things, between what are called laws and
chance or accidental events. In the popular conception,
which Mr. Podmore deliberately adopts, this opposition is
nothing more than the familiar and the unfamiliar. i then
his naturalizing the supernatural is to be taken in its import
as recognized by him it will mean nothing more than famil-
iarizing the unfamiliar. But this does not involve explaining
the facts. It can mean only repeating them sufficiently to
show that they are not wholly accidental. What Mr. Pod-
more gains by the traditional terms is the implication that he
is dealing with the historical antitheses, when, in fact, they
have wholly disappeared from rational discussion. The old
limits of the “ natural ™ as the grossly physical have wholly
disappeared and absorbed in that term many of the phenom-
ena that would have been unquestionably * supernatural ” to
an Epicurean. If we do not recognize the supernatural to-
day it is because there is no distinction between it and the
natural, because the line of demarcation wlhich defined the
ancient controversies has wholly disappeared and the natural
does not carry with it the implications that it once had, 1If it
does not carry these it is an act of equivocation to employ
the antithesis, and such I regard all attempts to discuss scien-
tific problems in terms of it. It betrays absolute ignorance
of what has gone on in the intellectual world outside the nar-
row limits of bigotted physical scientists who do not know
what progress has been made in the refinement of the * nat-
ural ¥ until some forms of it are identical with the ancient
conception of spirit. As expressing the antithesis between
materialism and spiritualism, in its historical meaning, it has
an intelligible application, but it does not serve to draw the
line of distinctton where it did once and hence cannot be used
to imply the exclusion of spirit where it did so once. Indeed,
with the Augustinian creatio continug as the point of unifica-
tion in the natural and supernatural they may be conceived
as expressing the two sides of the same shield. This gives
the idea of the familiar to the natural and the idea of causality
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ous style the history of the spiritualist movements, the author
gives some rather surprising exposures together with explan-
ations of some of the ghost stories which have hitherto been
accepted by the followers of psychical research as incontro-
vertible.”

Does Mr. Podmore accept this characterization of him-
self? Has he given his permission to this description of his
position? Daoes he thus avow the materialistic position? If
he does, it explains what he means by the * natural " and the
controversy is very much narrowed. The conceptions of
materialism and spiritualism are much clearer and more in-
telligibly defined than are the “natural™ and the * super-
natural ™ in popular usage. I doubt, however, whether Mr,
Podmore is either aware of this advertisement of his position
and as much doubt whether he would accept it as correct, if
apprised of it. But it is well to notice what understanding of
his position exists among his readers and what the prejudices
are that praise his work. With them science and material-
ism are convertible. And this conception has been encour-
aged by the triumphs of physical discovery. But there are
passages in the book which show either that the publishers
have misinterpreted Mr. Podmore or that he has contradicted
himself, 1 think it more likely that it is the former. But
the silence of Mr. Podmore in regard to the definition of the
problem of psychic research, in so far as it is explanatory and
theoretical, leaves him open to this misunderstanding of his
position, if we are to judge it by the statements to which I
have just referred. In the chapter on ¥ Communication with
the Dead ” he speaks very sympathetically with the spiritistic
theory, and indeed admits that it is a possible interpretation
of the phenomena on record. I may have occasion to refer
to this again and allude to it now ouly to point out the con-
tradiction of this attitude with the publishers’ description of
his position.

This misunderstanding of Mr. Podmore’s position—for 1
think it is a misunderstanding of it, if we interpret rightly the
concessions mentioned—may be due to the general implica-
tions of a negative attitude toward the alleged facts in favor
of spiritism, but I think it more likely due to the failure to
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define carefully what the problem of psychic research is in its
interpretative functions. On this point Mr, Podmore is not
clear. In the chapter on Spiritualism he says that " one of
the chief objects which the Society for Psychical Research
set before itself was the investigation of the physical phe-
nomena of Spiritualism,” but does not indicate what it was
that made this investigation a pertinent affair. It was only
the relation of these alleged phenomena to the theory of ma-
terialism that made them appear worthy of consideration, ex-
cept as growing itlusions if they were not significant. It was
the claim of their meaning against 2 materialistic philosophy
that insisted on their recognition. The consequence is that
no man can approach these phenomena intelligently without
some conception of their reiation to philosophic doctrines and
it is exceedingly important that this be defined and the issue
clearly stated. There is no way to understand the meaning
of our facts without this preliminary process. But Mr. Pod-
more does not explain his problem, and hence even his criti-
cism of facts loses its bearings. Of this again. The imme-
diate point of interest is the explanation of the interpretation
that his readers put upon his work and his motives.

That this interpretation of his position is a natural one is
apparent in his treatment of Telepathy. He recognizes that
the phenomena admitted are a recognition of the facts which
Spiritualism has claimed to be true in the past. But it is the
spinitistic interpretation which he questions and in order to
enforce his sceptical view he advances telepathy as an alter-
native hypothesis, thus nullifying the facts as evidence of
spirits, in his estimation. He directly states that “if the
facts of telepathy are admitted it does not yet appear that
they carry us beyond the material world, the world which
includes alike neural processes and etherial vibrations.”
Then at considerable length he undertakes to connect telep-
athy with a theory of undulations. He recognizes that some
think telepathy must revolutionize our scientific conceptions
of the universe and then tries to controvert this by suggest-
ing that it may be compared to wireless telegraphy and as-
sociated with the vibrations that physical science identifies
with heat, light, and electricity. This he regards as '’ nat-
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uralizing the supernatural” It is this, his conception of
telepathy, which I think should be examined with consid-
erable care. If telepathy be taken as controverting or ques-
tioming a materialistic theory it is necessary to show that it is
consistent with materialism in order to “ naturalize ™ it, and
this Mr. Podmore does without calling his position material-
istic. His fundamental claim is that telepathy may be con-
nected with vibrations of a suitable amplitude to identify the
process with the phenomena of physical science. 1 shall
quote his statements on this matter and then take up the
issue directly.

Mr. Podmore begins with a statement of what normal
communication is between living people and proceeds to the
analogy with wireless telegraphy.

“'There remains the question as to the nature of the
transmission [speaking of telepathy]. When T tell a piece
of news to a friend a psychical state in me produces a corre-
sponding psychical state in him. But we recognize that the
psychical process proceeds pars passu with a physical process.
The tension in my nerve centres provokes to action my or-
gans of speech, which give rise to aerial waves, which in turn
produce a physical change in my friend’s ears and so ulti-
mately in his brain. Can any corresponding chain of phys-
ical causation be traced when the news is conveyed telepath-
ically? So far as experiments at close quarters is concerned,
when the two parties are separated by a few feet or yards
only, there is no difficulty in conceiving that the entire pro-
cess may be susceptible of expression in physical terms. We
have at either end of the chain a2 physical event—the changes
in the cerebral tissues which are presumed to correspond to
every thought or sensation. And it is not without interest to
note in this connection that the arrangement of some of the
nerve cells in the brain bears a superficial resemblance to the
arrangement of the particles in the ‘ coherer ’ used for the re-
ception of the message in wireless telegraphy.”

I want to discuss fully the misconceptions involved in all
that is said here and in the assertion or insinuation that there
is any “ naturalization of the supernatural” in this. I might
raise the fundamental question whether * etherial vibra-
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tions” can be regarded as any part of the material world.
Ether is not defined by any one, and cannot be defined as
matter, without implying what no scientific man can admit,
ramely, that it possesses the essential properties by which we
define matter in physics and chemistry. Either gravitation
or inertia or both are regarded as the fundamental properties
of matter, and yet ether has neither of these. It is perfectly
penetrable, has no weight, and has not shown the property
of inertia, unless this is conjectured. It is so different from
all that we understand by the material in the laboratory and
general experience that we might call it anything we pleased
that we regarded as non-material, assuming the clear defini-
tion of matter and the possibility of positively characterizing
it. But apart from technical description it is not matter as
we have usually understood it, and it is “ natural,” in com-
panison with the ordinary and accepted conception of matter,
only in the sense of familiar, not gravitating and inert sub-
stance. You are stepping over into another world when you
zre talking about ether conceived as it is by physics and
chemistry and it is only because physical scientists talk so
glibly and everlastingly about it in their theories that we do
not demand of them a critical analysis of their conceptions.
They are allowed freedom to pursue their speculations, but
philosophers never! But intelligent men will ask that we
have clear definitions and thinking in such matters.

But conceding the physicist’s mode of dealing with ether
immune from criticism and analysis, there is a more decisive
criticism that can be passed upon Mr, Podmore’s comparison
of telepathy with the normal communication between living
persons. He says that when we tell any piece of news to a
friend a psychical state in ourselves produces a correspond-
ing physical state in our friend. This is not true in any
sense of the terms in which the causal nexus is likely to be
understood. As a fact, considering our mode of education,
2 mental state in me is in some way related to a mental
state of another with whom I am conversing, and there
may be a remote causal nexus in the general sense that
the chain of events, taken with certain tacit agreements pre-
viously established between us, involves a connection that
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superficially looks like a connection of a causal sort between
the mentai states. But this is not strictly correct. We
might insist that there is no causal nexus at all in the normal
communication of two individuals, in so far as their mental
states are concerned. It is certain that the accurate use of
the conception of causality does not allow us to assert this
between my menta) state and that of my friend in any direct
sense, There is only the physical nexus between the sound
or vibrations that my voice produces and the sound that my
friend hears. Now we may assume a causal connection be-
tween my thoughts and my action producing the sound, but
there is no determinate connection between any sound made
and the particular mental state of my friend that is like my
own, until we have previously agreed upon the meaning of
this physical symbol, and even then the causal relation is not
like that between physical events,

To put this more radically and clearly,. We do not
“ communicate ” thoughts by any process of transmission in
normal life, even when we use physical stimuli to “ convey ”
them. There is no sort of “natural” connection between
our mental states and those of others. We do not *trans-
mit " our thoughts in any sense in which that term is under-
stood in physics. We can only “communicate” physical
effects to others, and unless they understand the symbols
used in the act they never get our thoughts at all. What
the process is can be best illustrated by the relation to each
other of an intelligent person and a savage, and in fact in the
same sense, between people of different languages. We are
so familiar with our ordinary intercourse that we use expres-
sions for economical purposes which imply a causal relation
which does not exist at all. The mental state of the civilized
man cannot be communicated to the savage, or those of the
German to the Italian until the two have learned the same
language. They are as helpless in the exchange of ideas as
two trees, except so far as mimicry can be employed, and that
implies the formation of some agreement to attach the same
meaning to certain symbols. Without this antecedent agree-
ment there can be no interchange of ideas whatever. The
infant or the uneducated man simply learns to imitate his
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science against the work of psychical research and especially
against the conclusion which some of us, among them. Miss
Bates, hold. Materialists were never so numerous except
twenty years ago. Very few of them have been converted to
psychic research or to spiritism. The rare thing is to find a
man who is not a materialist. ‘The speculations of physical
science about ether and ions and electrons as constituents of
the atoms points to a modification of the older materialism,
but they do not establish any certitude for the spiritistic view.
They only widen the conception of  matter.” The physicist
may well hesitate to deny the existence of *“ spirit ™ 2s some-
thing surviving the dissolution of the brain, but he may vyet
remain by his scepticism until communication with the dead
be established. But he remains a materiahst as long as he
undertakes to explain consciousness as a function of the or-
ganism. This class is still exceedingly numerous, even tho
it now and then proclaims that 1t is idealistic. There 15 no
use to hide from ourselves the doubt and debate about the
gquestion by intimating that materialists are scarce. If they
did not exist the problem might be of easy solution, but all the
refractory scepticism which psychic research has to meet ob-
tains its cogency from the strength of the materialistic point
of view,

The first three pages of the seventh chapter, that on
“ Clairaudience " contains a number of useless philosophic or
metaphysical theories that ought to have been omitted from
a work that carefully disavows scientific discussion or
method. 1 quote the first paragraph, some features of which
had been already expressed in the previous chapter on
* Clairvoyance.”

“As a clairvoyant person sees through the eve of the spirit
or etheric body, of which our physical body is the envelope,
so a clafraudicnt person hears through the inner ears or to put
it more simply, the ear of the etheric body. We must bear
in mind that we possess already these two bodies, the etheric
and the physical bodies, the one encasing the other as the
atmospheric air represents the lower physical manifestation
of the * higher physical " etheric element, which it encloses.”

There is a whole mass of debatable metaphysics in this
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which 1s assumed but which should be proved before it is
stated in this manner. [ say nothing of the debate still going
on between materialists and spiritualists as to the existence of
any other subject than the brain, as I may admit that such a
subject has been proved and still contend that the functions
of such an etheric body may remain undecided. Let me
grant without discussion that an etheric or * astral’ body,
St. Paul's “ spiritual body,” exists encased in the physical
organism, it still does not follow that it can function as Miss
Bates assumes until released from this environment. If the
etheric body has any such senses as are predicted of it—and
I may concede this—it still remains possible that they are as
inactive as the bodily sense of an infant before its birth.
That is, inactive from etheric stimuli of the sort analogous to
sense impressions on the physical senses. From what is
known of hallucinations produced by telepathic communica-
tion, no wmatter what explanation we give of telepathy,
whether it be direct between living minds or due to the in-
tervention of the discarnate, we might well explain clairvoy-
ance and clairaudience by 2 similar process without invoking
etheric senses, even tho we admit their existence and antici-
pation of discarnate life. We might well imagine that the
visions of the clairvoyant and the auditory apparitions of the
clairaudient were possibly due to telepathic hallucinations in-
stigated by the dead, some of which appear to have good cre-
dentials in their behalf. Supposing this possible we might
not require to set up so anomalous a process as these mysteri-
ous perceptions simultaneous with the actions of the physical
senses and dispossessing their action at the time. It appears
to assume that we can be in two places at the same time, [
do not deny that much is possibie which we may not yet con-
ceive easily, but as long as telepathic phantasms exist, cer-
tainly between the living and probably from the dead, we
shall have to be careful about asserting with confidence that
we can use our etheric organism while we are still embodied
in any such manner as Miss Bates assumes so confidently.
It is one of the functions of scientific scepticism to make us
cautious in this matter, and it is certainly not necessary for
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the general views of Miss Bates to set up a dlsputable meta-
physics while simply narrating personal experiences.

This hypothesis, whether we make it 2 mere possibility or
not, is more or less confirmed by the position taken in the
previous chapter by Miss Bates, that clairvoyant visions do
not locate their objects definitely. This is precisely what we
might expect from telepathic hallucinations. They repro-
duce the thought of the commuunicator and not necessarily
the adjuncts of the place and things represented. I am not
advancing this view with any degree of confidence, as it re-
quires much more investigation to make it cover all the facts.
I conceded that we do not know enough to deny the possi-
bility of external impressions from the objects presented to
the etheric sensorium, assuming that there is one. But the
anomaly of being in the body at one place normally conscious
and really seeing objects which we should naturally suppose
required our presence elsewhere makes the telepathic theory
more natural, and I mean telepathy from the dead rather than
the living. The mere possibility of this deprives us of assur-
ance regarding the hypothesis presented by Miss Bates and it
certainly exhibits no perplexities such as does her own and
that of spiritualists generally. In any case, it is a hasty con-
clusion to be drawn from the small number of facts now at
hand. What we generally find with clairvoyants and clair-
audients is that they manifest the whole series of phenomena
associated with psychic research and this suggests that they
should have the same explanation rather than the assumption
of a large number of supernormal faculties, which in fact ex-
plain nothing. *“ Faculties” is a word that conceals our ig-
norance instead of enlightening us. Nothing is more absurd
as an explanation. DBesides we ohserve with Mrs. Piper and
similar psychics where a full record is kept that, when clair-
voyant phenomena accur, we have only to ask where the in-
formation was obtained to find in the reply that it is attrib-
uted to a spirit, and often, if not always, to the spirit who
might be most naturally expected to know the facts, if the
general philosophy of that theory be accepted. The famous
case of the finding of the two drowned boys is a2 specially
good example of this {Proceedings Vol. IX, pp. 379-391). Dr.
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Hodgson calls attention in his first Report to another in-
stance of it in the Piper case, the one just mentioned being
an independent case {Proceedings Vol. VIII, pp. 26-27.} In
each of these instances, where the phenomena superficially
and taken by themselves were not evidence of the existence
of spirits or of their intervention, when the control was in-
terrogated as to the source of his information it replied in the
name of a definite spirit who might be expected to know the
facts. If then telepathy be a frequent source of spirit agency
in the spiritual world, which Miss Bates admits, it might well
be the means of conveying information to the living through
the etheric body which is too insulated by the physical body
to exercise its normal powers that are adapted to a spiritual
world. We require, therefore, to suspend judgment as to the
process so confidently asserted or believed by Miss Bates and
to rest content at present with the facts of expertence.
Criticism can also be directed against the equivocations
about “spirit " and *“ matter.” Miss Bates asserts paradox-
ically that no one has ever seen a “ spirit,” and then says that
what we call “ spirit " is really fine " matter.”” She still af-
fects to believe in *“ spirit * and goes on to define the “ spirit
body ™ as some kind of matter. She even goes so far as to
indicate that there is any number of “ spirit bodies ' for the
various incarnations of the “ spirit.”  This is the theosophic
doctrine held by some. There are just two things to be said
of this view. The first is that it is mere equivecation to in-
sist that the etheric hody is matter, It all depends on your
definition of matter. Nothing is more certain than that ether
is not matter in the traditional sense. It exhibits not a single
property that is regarded as distinctive of matter as previ-
ously defined. Hence it is not inconsistent with facts and
clear definition to treat the etheric body as ¥ spirit.” meaning
thereby nothing more than the fact that grosser matter and
its functions do not explain the phenomena of consciousness.
When you extend vour conception of matter to include all
that previous thinkers had meant by ™ spirit V' it is no correc-
tion of their essential ideas to call this new reality “ matter.”
You have only fooled yourself in supposing that yvour con-
ceptions have not changed. The question as to what we
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shall call that which survives has no importance, and the man
who insists on calling all reality matter for the sake of the
consistency of his terms is quite as much of a bigot as the
man wha insists on the use of the word * spirit,” especialiy if
he denies the existence of matter. All that any one requires
to mean by “ spirit " is that something else than the familiar
matter 15 concerned in the survival of consciousness. The
stickling for either term alone is as absurd as trying to call
Helium Hydrogen because we have been accustomed to re-
gard Hydrogen the lightest element. True we have the priv-
ilege of generalizing the term " Hydrogen” if we like, but this
would not identify Helium with it or efface the distinction
between the two realities now named by the two terms, It
is the same with “ matter ” and " spirit.” The facts remain
distinet in kind whatever terms we use and the use of the
two terms may be necessary to keep the facts distinct. and
nothing is gained by one party or lost by the other, if the
materialist wants to equivocate with his terms.

When it comes to the question of reincarnation Miss
Bates does not show as much assertiveness regarding the
doctrine, tho she does avow decided sympathy with it, and
apparently believes it in some form, thus being consistent
with her theosophic inclinations. But there is the frank
recognition of the variations in the communications from the
“other side” about it, some communicators affirming and
some denying it. There are some very sensible remarks
about it, and certainly a more tolerant attitude toward the
doubter of it than is usual in the believer of reincarnation,

But after admitting the differences of view taken of it by
communicators which she very sensibly ascribes to differ-
ences of opinion on the “ other side.” a position which many
psychic researchers forget to consider in estimating the real
or apparent inconsistencies of ' spirit revelations,” she goes
on to narrate a story in her personal experience which she
thinks tends to prove reincarnation in herself, forgetting, [
might sav, that the personal point of view is precisely the one
to be discounted in making up a belief like that. Miss Bates
calls attention to the fact that she seems constantly accom-
panied by a remote ancestor and that on going to a psychic
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and anmhbilation, and no ethical system of the present life
would seem possibie with it. Besides the fact that memory
prevails Detween the present and the next state and that
none is established between the present and supposed past
existence is s0 much against reincarnation, at least as evi-
dentially sustained. If we assume that a spirituai existence
1s a higher one than the earthly one, reincarnation means a
lowering step, while the ethical interpretation of nature must
praceed on the assumption of progress.

It I were asked what doctrine I would substitute for that
of reincarnation, I would say one of disincarnation as the bet-
ter condition of progress. This would appear to be the actual
law of things, so far as we know it, if the spiritualistic hypoth-
esis of communication with the dead be accepted, and Miss
Bates accepts that. Birthh is the first disincarnation, and
death the second. Our birth is the rejection of our maternal
embodiment and death is the rejection of our own. Here are
two steps.  Now if Miss Bates' theory of many spiritual bod-
ies be true it opens the way for the extension of the doctrine
of disincarnation, as the process of progress and development.
This would mean that ethical progress is or implies a change
of environment, not the assumption of another material body.
Hence her theory of many spiritual bodies is flatly opposed
to the doctrine of reincarnation, while the latter only intro-
duces confusion into philosophy and the interpretation of
facts.

I have already remarked the more natural explanation of
the incidents to which she appeals in her personal experience
as seeming to her to sustain reincarnation. [ may call atten-
tion to the fact that I published in this Journal (Vol 11, p. 401)
the dreams of Mrs. Quentin and her daughter for the very
purpose of having on record, a fact which might be alleged in
favor of reincarnation. Mrs. Quentin and her daughter both
had the same dream about their ancestral home. The daugh-
ter had not seen it and had not known of the mother’s dream
of it. Now the mother of Mrs. Quentin was passionately
fond of this ancestral home and wanted it to remain in the
family. She was also a frequent control in the automatic
writing of Mrs. Quentin. This makes it apparent that there
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is no reason for supposing her reincarnation in either the
-daughter or granddaughter, and certainly absurd to suppose
it in both. What the fact seems to suggest is a telepathic
influence on the living, and that explanation must be pressed
very far before we can admit even the possibility of reincar-
nation from the point of view of evidence.

The chapter on Materialization is a most interesting one,
the more so for the reason that it agreeably disappoints us.
We expect to find the old conception of it afirmed and de-
fended. But nothing of the kind. A most useful distinction
is made which would suggest only an unimportant criticism,
and that is that the word ethercalization would be better and
avoid much misunderstanding of the real facts. [ shali not
dwell on that matter,

With these critical remarks on some of the speculative
features of the book I may mention such merits as would
make me advise its reading. The book is excellently written.
It does not lack in raciness or intellectuality, and whatever
remonstrances [ may indulge regarding some of its philo-
sophical animadversions I would not extend thern to the facts
or the general tone of the work. I think it is even more in-
teresting and perhaps more helpful than the “Seen and Unseen”
mentioned above. Aside from the disposition of many read-
ers to take the philosophy on the faith of honest and intelli-
gent narration of facts I would not undertake the administra-
tion of criticism, and it may seem an ungracious task to carp
at these features of it when we have to admit so much interest
and value in the experiences, whether we regard them as evi-
dential for the strict Saducees or not. But as people have
such a fatal proclivity for accepting large theories on individ-
ual facts, instead of having them merely illustrated by it, 1
think it well worth while to emphasize the suspended state of
scientific and intelligent judgment in regard to some specu-
lative positions asserted in the book as a means of indicating
the need of further investigation, while we admit the import-
ance of the recorded facts.

In spite of these animadversions, however, I regard the
book as a very important one for the layman to read. The
advice in it is of the best and the intellectual character of the
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material is great enough to redeem any of its faults. Indeed
it is precisely its merits that have led me to discuss its philo-
sophic issues and which are so attractive as to carry with
them conclusions that require more facts in proof., But for
the general reader it will prove a most useful book.

( a 'll ‘,!-!L
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draw upon the subliminal in many cases where it was clear
that this source was not utilized. It will be clear to careful
readers that neither telepathy nor secondary personality play
the most important part in the explanation of the facts. I
say important part because, whatever function we assign
them, they betray limitations quite inconsistent with the
large functions often ascribed to them.

There is often great vagueness in the incidents which rep-
resent the correct line of thought. But this is a character-
istic of nearly all mediumistic phenomena, and when the psy-
chics are better developed they become more definite and evi-
dential. ‘The chief lesson therefore in this case is the indica-
tion of undeveloped supernormal power, and it is calculated
to throw light upon the real limitations that affect the acquisi-
tion and transmission of supernormal information.

Detailed Record.

Present, J. H. Hyslop. Feb. 17th, 1908. 230 A. M,
* * Mr. Hyslop and Dr. Hodgson are here.
(Good.)

I will step aside and let them manage * *

(Thank you.)

[Change of control and style of writing.]

Richard Hodgson.

(Good morning.)

How are you friend Hyslop.

{Fine this morning.)

I kept quiet yesterday so as to be fresh this morning.
(Good.)

How is Winifred now,

{She is all right.)

She did not experience any ill effects from the strain.
{No, none that T know.) [Note 1. ]

i The query about Winifred, which is the name of my daughter was
very pertinent, much more pertinent than could have possibly been known
any one but myself. It is possible that T might have accidentally mentioncd
her name to the Balmars, but I doubt it. I have no memory of having done
so. It might have been seen in print. But this would not account for the
allusion to *a strain.” She kad some time previously undergone an opera-
tion in the removal of the tonsils. It was not a severe operation and was
done under an anaesthetic. But I noticed two things in her afterward that
showed she had made a narrow escape from death The strain was even much
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Your father was warned about her [pause.] You got my
message from the light up state I see, as you are here.

(Yes, I did.) [Note 2.]

1We can in time cure the sceptical world.

(Yes.)

Then the glory will be ours or rather yours, for your pattent
work.

{ Thank you, but you started it.)

Oh yes, but was not allowed to finish. I am trying just as
hard over here.

(Yes, I know that, and it is just as important in one place as
the other.) :

Yes. [pause.] Do you remember the accident on the lake at
Putnam Camp when the boat capsized.

(No, I do not. Tell me about it.)

Why I was out with the children and a squall came up. 'The
boat turned over on its side and one of the children fell in ths
water.

{That is a good incident. What lake?)

Now. I tried to remember that last Sunday and only got Lake
Placid through.

{ Describe the appearance of the lake.)

1t is about two miles long and one wide. 1 should say, there
is an island in the north end.

(Yes.)

Our camp was situated at the south end if T recall it right.

{Was there any large hotel near?)

Yes not far away and cottages all around the lake. Wild
James was there with us. [Note 3.]

greater than the doctors imagined or would confess, It was so great that I
made up my mind that very few doctors would ever be allowed to operate on
my family again, especially on this danghter. T had not told a single person
of the facts which 1 observed that indicated the danger which she passed.

2. | had previously had sittings with two "lights " in New York State.
Mrs, Balmar knew nothing of this as I had kept it perfectly secret. 1 pur-
ported to hear from Dr., Hodgson through both of them and in fact obtained
some little evidence of the supernormal in connection with his name. “ Up
state " was a good phrase, as coming from Mrs, Balmar in another state, be-
cause it was not the natural form of expression for her ncality, while it would
have been the exact form of expression to be used in New York City, where
I had been experimenting with another medium before going to the home of
Mrs, Balmar in another state. [ often remark that communicators seem not
to know the psychic througlt whom they are conununicating at the time, and
certainly make mistakes as to their identity when conununicating through an-
other. The point of view of New York is quite clear here.

3. The mamner of alluding to me is perfectly characteristic of these phe-
notena in all psychics and I mention it as one of the apparently subliminal
touches which natural courtesy tends to bring out. I never found any other
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{Yes, do you remember any others?)

Yes I recall several, but I never got their names through here
yet.
{All right.)

In time I will. I am a patient man myself and am stronger
with this light than any beside Mrs. Piper,

(Good, you do well here,) [Note 4.]

I am sorry your father mentioned the new book until it came
out, but I have told the light not to tell any one.

(I did not object as it was so good a point.)

That is why your father told it.

{Yes, he is always on the lookout for good points.)

[Pause.] {Note 5.]

[Change of control.]

Robert Hyslop.

( Good morning, father.)

Good morning, James. I am glad to see vou here. You can
clear away one trouble I believe. In our last two sittings we
have been bothered by a man who screams above our heads and
his words, not curs, go through part of the time.

(You wil! have to persuade him to go away.)

\We are doing all we can with the help of the medium’s friends.
He has always hothered this case when they try to make a test.

(I understand.}) [Asa Somerby, p. 212}

mental attitude in the Piper case than this and Mrs. Balmar knew nothing of
this except what she maay have seen in the articles about Dr. Hodgson in the
Journal (Vol. 11, pp. 84 and 88).

The reference to Putnzam Casp is very pertinent, but has no evidential value,
as it ¥s mentioned in the articles just alluded to. So were children. | know
of nothing that makes the capsizing of a boat with the children relevant. That
wis not mentioned in the references named. It could hardly have been Lake
Placid. If Ausable Lakes had been mentioned it would have been more sup-
gestive,  But to mwention Lake Placid savors more of subliminal guessing.
Lake Pliacid is much longer than the distance named. Tt would apply more
aptly ta the Ausable Lakes,

The reference to cottages is pertinent. There are many about the horel
about which I asked, but this is inferrible fram general knowledge of such
places. tho Mrs. Balmar knows nothing of this special loeality. The most
pertinent statement is that to @ Will James," who has been with Dr. Hodgson
at Putnam’s Cump, But snfortumately for the evidence this name was men-
tianed in the article alluded to above.

4. There is some relevance in the statement that he, Dr. Hodgson, is
" stronger ¥ here than elsewhere except through Mrs. Piper. He seems better
able to approximate evidentinl incidents here than at other places, tho not so
markedly s0 as to give the statement more than interesting possibility,

5. The mention of my book was a good point, if it had reference to my
" Psychic Research and the Resurrection,” as T had just finished the manu-
script of this book while experimenting with the psychic * up state.” Neither
of the Balmars knew anything about this,
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Did you find mother well as usual.

{Yes, she makes no complaint.)

[Pause.] And Estelle, did you see her.

{Estelle? What relation?)

Yes, your iriend [pause] Mrs. H.

(Mrs. H.?)

M.

{M.7)

Yes.

(What about her?)

She was here yesterday.

(I have not seen her.)

I hope you will go down there, as she wants your advice about
a matter she is interested in.  [Note 6.]

(Yes, I shall. Do you remember what we talked about the
last time you communicated with me elsewhere?)

About [pause] this light and what she is capable of.

{Yes, allusion was made to that, but we talked about another
matter.)

I know 1 did. I am trying to remember {pause.] R. H. says
it was about the work we talked [pause] and Dr. W. was men-
tioned there.

(Dr. W.?)

Funk. Am I right.

(That was not where 1 was. Nothing of the kind came to me.
Y ou spoke of something in your life long ago.)

[1 had reference to the maple sugar incident of last Friday.]

[Pause.] I can’t remember just now.

{All right. Recall it some other time.)

Do you remember the day you, James and myself dined at a
hotel in New York together.

(Who says this?)

Yes [erased] R. H.

(I remember you dined with me at a hotel there, but James
was not with us there.)

Astor House was it.

(No, not the Astor House. I have forgotten the name of it.)

Vendome.

(I think so0.)

I am sure,

(I think that is right.)

6. Neither the name Estelie nor the iritial H is correct for the person
who had been the sitter of the day before. Later this H apparently turned
out to refer to the name Hugh which had a very close approximation to a cor-
rect name, or at least suggested it.
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Well James was mentioned there, or how would I connect him
with that.

{(Yes [ am sure he would be mentioned in almost any impor-
tant conversation we had.)

What good old days those were.

(Yes.) [Note 7.]

I am so agitated when I remember hoiv we talked and now it
15 30 hard. Everything is fragmentary.

(Yes.)

It wiil take many years to clear this difficulty. We are sub-
jected to such trying [written “ tying ™ at first and then the hand
went back and superposed “r " on * ¥ ' so as to make " trying ]
atmosphere to talk at all,

{Can you explain that?)}

It seems to be the electric magnetism which is so necessary lor
a person 1o have to enable us to communicate to the other side
It is a blue light and extends about one foot from the medium
and we must get within that circle.

(Is the light about mediums always blue?)

In the best and strongest.

{(What is the light about the medium up the state?)

It is pale blue and growing darker,

{Will that light improve?)

Yes,

{Who works there?)

G. P. comes and Imperator group have been there.

{Good.) [Note 8.]

7. The reader will remark that even my broad hint of what [ wanted did
not avail to get the incident from my father which I desired. But an intercst-
ing tho confused incident came from Dr. Hodgson for whom apparently my
father was acting as amanuensis. 1 had never dined with Dr, Hodgson at the
Astar House, nor did T dine with him at the Vendome. There is no such
hotel in New York City. But I did dine with him at the Hote! Normandie,
which is a French name, and it was there that he told me one of the most re-
markable incidents in his experience and one which almost converted me to
the spiritistic hypothesis. We usually talked of Prof. James whenever and
wherever we met. The incident cannot be made evidential, but it resembles
qitite clearly the kind of mistake that the same personalities make in other cases
and obtains its interest {rom that characteristic,

\When I admitted at the time that 1 thought the communicator was correct
in the name Vendome I had in mind that the hotel had a French name, but 1
could not recall more than this fact. :

R The usc of the word “f{ragmentarr ® was characteristic and was a
word that v, Hodgson often used in our conversption on this subject.  Afrs.
Balmar knew nothing of this, tho we may suppose that the idea represented
lier own view nf the messages which she had read in my book., We might also
say the same of the allusion to the time it would require to “ clear this diffi-
culty,” but however this may be the statement is curiously representative of
Dr. Hodgson's exact view when he was living and is therefore quite pertinent
if not evidential,



— *i) (3

X o, +% % $
LP $ M
+ % %
LP
- 0 &' B &
L; ) 0& M
P &
LP % M X Y L & & % !
& oM
P +&%
L- M
XN& ! : AN $ & $
+& $ 0 ;
+ & % $ 8 %
b% $ # + &
% Y
t) 8 8& 7 & 0 ¢ 7 N
- % X 0 % M
+ $
>L? 0& M
Yy - & $ $ &
L_ $ & oM
P $ N 8% X Yy - 0 $
+ $ + $
) 9 +% o+ 8 % &
++ ! + I ++ $
|+ N - +
+ % % ¢ (% $
+ + & $ 0 & & * &
! +$ $ ! | * ) +
! % # B # % * % $
$ ! + 0 + &
* + &
+ +4 * + % $ $P O + ¢
% I+ &
$ & $ & + + +
+
)] + 4 ; + + %
#< % + + 9 4 # ! %
)] + ++ #
Il ! & ! + -+
+ + + U % + $ % [ [
& $ $ +% + ! +
+ % " ! + % %
+ N - + $ +
+ $ + + !



L, M
. & !
L1 &% oM
. 0 X7 $ 9 '
Y
L, + M
& ! X Y | $ %#
'$ & $ $ 3
L, 0 M
| )'( Y - + & % %
LP M
)l( Y 8% 0 !'& % %
I+
L. % OM
N-$# X Y , 0 % P $
$+, !
L #, 0$* & $+& ' M
, ++  $ % + +'
+ &
L, M X 9Y
X Y | & % $ %
& %%
LP #& $ & + % M
,t+
L M
X Y 8% & 1% ! ++
$ & !
L % 0 ! +M
, 0% + % $0
K ) + <N# 8% :: &$
% # - 475 %4 $ ! + |
$ $ % ) &$ + $& + 8%
% ! + 6 N
8% : N N -+ + &% !
# +0 % I #N# N +
% % + o+ [
,$ & & + &
% % | | A + 0%$%$ o
% % % & ! !
+ % %%+ + + $0 $
%+ 3N 8%#4 -+ 0% %
) %S &+ & + 1-%
+& ! $ ++ +& % |
$ +$ * +

& -
% L ??7UM

%

%

9%



) ! .+ "
|
. % L ??TI??UM
I + % 0% %
. ,
$ e

% 1



% , % 0 & %
X «y
LP #, MX \ & ++  $
+QM a
t $ % + +
) + ,0 $3%

LP A M

- ) +

L % ) +O0M

&

L ¢ [

)+ -, 0 $ & & +
$ +& & !

D & % M X 6 Y

X N 8 % & % % +

&$p . =
LP ¢ % M
8 & ! &
& $ 0%
« , + + $ $ , I+
! , & $ N&
! ! ) '
+ $ t P & t + 13
9 & Y%

. +& % $ N ¢ +§ ! !
+ 9 #4 % + 9 19 $
$ % & - +& N

$ 9J 9 - +
# + % % + $ + +&
3 7 H1#9 N - + 0 $ % !

! $ ! 33 9 !
+& ! - % #
% + + & %

+ + L ?2U¢ Pt +& 3 4 s +&! A

+ # 9J 9 % $ !

- $ + ¢ ! 3% 0 $9$ + +&! +
) I +& $ & 0 -+ ¢
0 % &!'$ % H % + & ! +&

# $ !
I ++ ) $ & & +
% # 0 $ + ) $
|+ & il + % & ) !
%+ & + ! % N& ! $ +
&N - $ ! ! )} ! $ +
% + & % , B + $ +&
! $ % # & 0 0
& v + B +
? + $ ,  + +& ! 0 %
& & + 1) + & ! #
# ! & + )+ | s

1%



Medinntistie Experinents. 399

(All right.) [Note 13.]

[Pause.] I have in mind a [pause.] little incident which took
place at Mrs. Piper’s the last time we went there together. Do
you remember that while in a trance {first written “trac” theun
the pencil superposed “ nce™ on * ¢,” making it " trance,”] she
picked up a book and seemed to read from it.

{No, that must have been when I was not there.)

It was either [written * wither 7 and read * with,” when "¢
was superposed making the reading clear.] you or Will James.
ask him. I would tike to prove this to you.

{Good.}

[Pause,] Will you tell AMrs. H. that Billy followed her home
and saw her enter the apartment on the second floor. She went
in[to] parlor first, spoke to a young lady, then went into her bed-
room and removed her hat and cloak., [Note 14.]

(I shall be glad to tell her.)

She is one I told you could help with work.

(Yes.)

What do vou think.

(Yes, I think I can.)

. Hodgson says he withdraws his former opinion on that sub-
ject.

{What subject is that?)

Your marriage. [Cf, p. 221.]

(What does ke say about that now?)

To marry as he fnds after long study of the lady concerned
she would help not hinder you.

(What....)

Mary says also it would be better for the girls.

{\What does Mary think of the present arrangement?)

Very good,

{ Does she know who it is with us now?)

Not exactly [pause.] She says yes it is an aunt who is with
them.

{Aunt who?) .

Leuise.

"

13. The statement attributed to Dr. Hodgson about telcpathy is a most
pertinent pne. It represents the natural familiarity that he actuzlly had when
living with the nature of the problem, a conception not at all known or un-
derstood by my father, and which would net have been expressed in the per-
sonality of Dr. Hodgson if it were a praduct of Mrs Balmar’s subliminal on its
own respansibility. The failure to get the incidents and pames correctly was
precisely a thing that telepathy should not have committed and it wns exceed-
ingly apt to put the statement as expressed in the mouth of Dr. Hodgson.

14, Tt is not possible to verify the incident about what tack pliace at Mrs.
Piper's, The name Billy has no meaning in this connection and the incident
about Mrs, H. was not verifinble.
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(Aunt Louise?)

yes.

(Can Hodgson say what it was that led him to change his
mind ?)

He says he don’t like the present arrangement.

{ What was there about the lady that he found would help, not
hinder me?)

maoney and a disposition not jealous of time devoted to the
-cause.

(All right.)

You had better settle soon Hyslop. [pause.] You would
have less worry on your mind. [pause.]

{Yes, that 1s true.) [Note 15]

[Pause.] Can you tell me who [pause.] it was that James
had the controversy with.

{ About what?)

Spiritualism.

(If you know who it was I would be glad to be told here.)

[Pause.] With Sir William Crook. [pause.] That don't
seem the name after all.

(No, it certainly was not Sir William Crookes.)

Was it Harvard man or was it Lodge.

{Probably a Harvard man. Tell me who that was.)

Professor {pause.] H. [The letter which I have interpreted
as “ H" is not made as it was in all other cases, namely, by two
straight lines with the cross mark, but is 2 combination of “ S "
and “H.” The first strokes were a fair “ 8" and then a pause
again, after which the next stroke was made with a slight pause
before making the horizontal line that converted the whole into
*“H.”] Brown. No, not Brown. [pause.]

(All right, go ahead.)

Swartell. Swartell.

{Swartell?)

No [pause.] T can’t think. Oh it sickens me this difficulty
to tell what we should know. [Note 16.]

.15, Mrs. H. had helped Dr. Hodgson with his work, and has helped me
in mine,

The alleged change of attitude on the part of Dr. Hodgson is a curious
episode, especially as my father spontaneously changes it later. No point of
significance attaches to it, except its possible import for subliminal action on
the part of Mrs, Balmar's mind. The name Louise is not correct for the per-
son in charge of my domestic affairs. Al that was said seemed to me absurd.

16. T never knew of any controversy between Prof. James and Sir Oliver
Lodge or Sir William Crookes, and as allusion had been made through an-
other medium a short time before in New York, with whom I had been ex-
perimenting, to a Harvard man, I recognized the possible pertinence of the
reference ta Harvard and encouraged continuing the message. I thought of
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controls.] She is almost unconscious now more so than ever be-
fore. Im... [Imperator] says it is because he is nearer her.

(Yes, [ understand. It will come in time.)

[Pause.] Richard Hodgson. [written in a different hand-
writing from the previous and following.] Does that look like
my normal writing. I am doing this myself.

(Good Hodgson.)

I will try again. Richard Hodgson. [Apgain the handwriting
was different.]

(Thank you.)

1 am afraid there is not much resemblance to my earthly
scrawl, :

(No, there is not. It is better.)

Good, I told you we progressed over here, Now I have proved
it. But I am afraid James will not be convinced.

{Why?)

Ha ha ha, you know how he has backslid and the sophistry he
uses to cover his tracks. [pause.] T will not write more myseli
at this time.

(Thank you for doing that) [pause.] (I think we must
cease, I have an engagement.)

We are tired also,

(Thank you.)

Good night. [Note 20.]

Present, J. H. Hyslop. February 18th, 1908. 6 P. M.

Robert Hysiop.
{How are you father?)
I succeeded in getting my name through here at the time |

20. ‘The first interesting feature of this passage was the pointing of the
hand to the word not correctly read. Mrs. Balmar knew nothing of this char-
acteristic of the Piper and other cases with which I had experimented. It is
not described in the only book she had read. The appearance of Imperator
and the trance also represented a psychological fact of importance, as Mrs.
Baimar knew nothing of his specific relation to trance conditions. The follow-
ing up of this by the attempt of Dr. Hodgson to control directly was also a
consistent feature of this moment, and his comments were perfectly character-
istic, Mrs. Bzalmar had not been told anything of his handwriting so that
she did not knaw anything of the facts which make these comments so
pertinent, unless we suppose that it was a natural inference from some
things said in the articles which I had published the previous vear in the
Journal. But Mrs. Balmar had not seen these, and the book which contained
them had not yet been published, and its existence wus wholly unknown to her.
The humor of the allusion to progress is excellent, aud the choive of 1t wor!
not natural to the intellectual habits of Mrs, Balmar, tho it is characteristic of
the whole literature of this subject.
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light and just fragments of thoughts come and go and I used to
judge and blame the medium for the phenomena of fragmentary
evidence.

{ Where is the blame now?)

On the conditions on this side.

(Is your mental state like the dream life?)

Just the same. W... [erased.] I don't know what 1 have
said until you repeat it,

(I see.} [Note 23.]

[Pause.] I have béen helping a good bit in the Piper case.

(Go on about that case.)

They have done good work but won't give good reports.
They are afraid to say they have identified any one of us,

{Yes, go on.)}

I rely on you Hyslop to make them eat grass.

(All right, Hodgson. I'll do my best.)

Your boek will do much to open the sluggard’s eyes.

(I hope s0.)

g‘he control at the Piper case turn[s] the cold shoulder to
G. P...

(Yes.) . e

Did he tell you

(Yes he did.)

at the Hght up state, .

{No, at another {ight, not the one up state,)

Oh Miss G [not read.] G. No I forget.

{Never mind about who it is.)

He is a good man [pause.]

23. The answer to my gquestion about the promised message from Mr.
Myers is not relevant. It should have been a very simple sign. q]‘I'n: allu510n
to " suffecation,” * fragments of thoughts " and * fragmentary evidence” are
all characteristic of Dr. Hodgson, tho | cannot assure myself of their exemp-
tion from the influence of inference and guessing. Enough had been said in
my publications to make the ideas familiar to Mrs. Balmar and she might have
subcgnsciously felt their especial pertinence to the personality of Dr. Hodgson.
The recognition of the resemblance to the dream state has no evidential im-
portance after reading the twelfth chapter of my book. The pertinence of
what is said about the Piper case at that time is not easily attributable to the
subliminal, as Mrs. Balmar knew nothing about it, not even whether Mrs.
Piper was in this country. The description of the state of mind in the experi-
menters, apparently refersing to those who had been experimenting with Mrs.
Piper, is perfectly accurate and was not known to Mres. Balmar, The language
to me about them is parfectly charactcnsuc. even tho we ascribe it to the nter-
est of the psychic's subliminal in my policy of dealmg with the subject. But
she could not allude to my book, unless she had “ Srience and a Future Life”
in mind, frt)m any previous know ledge, as she did not know I had been writing
one,
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(Yes George has done many good things for me.) [Note 24.]
Do you hear [read * have.”] r [superposed on letter taken for

e.”] from Charles.

(Charles who?)

Hyslop.

Once or twice, Do you know where he gave his name re-
cently?)

At Quentin.

(No not Quentin.)

In New York.

(No not New York.)

[Pause.] Well I give up,

(Al right.} [Note 25.]

He told me he tried to reach you. He wanted to tell you
something very much.

(Yes, I can believe that he has tried at more places than he
has been able to reach me.)

Yes we all do. [pause.] We try every chance we get. Do
you remember when we first met.

(Not quite certain. Please to tell.)

I was lecturing in a college [pause.] and we were introduced
after the lecture.

(Do you remember what the lecture was about?)

Yes the [panse.] Psychology. It was the relation of Telepathy

to the spirit Hypothesis. [Note 26.]

(Now wait. [ think ....) tha... {Go on.) it was my hobby
to try and prove the identity of all communicators not to bother
with trivial questioning about the future life. All Bosh.

24, The best incident in this passage is the reference to G. P, as I had re-
ceived a similar statement through the medium I was working with in New
York and it was known to me also that he less frequently appeared in the
Piper case than he had done. Mrs. Balmar knew nothing of either of these
facts. 1 think the reference to * Miss G.” means a certain professional psychic
in New York whom Dr. Hodgson knew well by reputation and to whom he
has referred both through Mrs. Piper and the one 1 was experimenting with
in New York, RBut the name and profession were possibly known to Mrs.
Balmar, tho she had no special opportunity to learn them. It was relevant in
any case to mention her, if this is what was meant.

25. No evidential value attaches to the name Charles, as h:s name and
refation to me was in the book Mrs. Balmar had read. Tt was * up the state "
that I had apparently heard from him.

26. It was at a private meeting in New York that T first met Dr. Hodg-
son and on the occasion when he read his paper on Ansel Bourne. The reader
can recognize how confused the message about the incident was, tho alinsion
to a lecture was not wholly out of the way. But the allusion to telepathy and
its relation to the spirit hypothesis, while characteristic, was both wrong and
liable to reproach from the suspicion of subliminal guessing.
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(Yes, Hodgson I think you are a little confused. Better rest.)
[Note 27.]
[Change of Control.]

Well can I do anything for you James.

( Well, try father. You were 1o try to say something here.)

Yes [ know. [pause.] Light is fagged out. can’t do good
work.

i Had we better cease?)

as far as evidential work is concerned.

(All right. Say what you desire,)

Don’'t take the advice given you last night,

{(No, I understand. Why?)

Nat good,

{Why not?)

Don't ring true.

i What is the matter?)

it would prove different once the bird is netted,

(Yes | understand. I had long ago given it up. We are good
friends and both agreed that it was not best.)

Yes, but the lady don't feel that way really. We see the inside
working of the mind. In that we have and [erased.] an advan-
tage over you.

(Yes, can vou say exactiy bhow she feels about it?)

She is really interested 1in the work but more so in the man
and [pause.] should you marry she would make demands impos-
sible with the work you now carry on, and James you are en-
gaged in the noblest kind of work. There is no man who has
done so much to benefit mankind.

{Thank vou. T felt all this in making up my mind on this
matter, and I shall not allow anything to stand in the way of the
work.)

S. [?] Good, some day vour reward will come. You may not
see it before vou come over but you can afterward,

l\)ﬁ'es. I do not want any more reward than doing the work of
God.

You are my dear son and I am proud of you, so is Mary and
Martha,

{I have always,...)

You know who I mean, not stepmother,

27. The allusion to his hobby of proving the identity of communicators,
while pertinent and characteristic of his mind was equally erronecus as the ref-
crence to telepathy and perhaps due to subhmmal guessing, But the sponta-
neous recognition that this was * all bosh ” is very interesting. Tt is quite true
that it was * all bosh,” but it assumes a position unnatural for a guessing con-
scigusness tho pcrhaps conceivable after having to recognize previcus mistakes.

L
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{Yes, I know perfectly \What was her maiden name. That
will help.)

Martha A. Clark.

{Not Clark.)

Cooke.

{Cooke?)

No * * I, (L?) yes Le (Le?) no, Cle, no use.

{All right. I understand.) [Note 28.]

Mary says many thanks for vour noble resolution. She don't
like to appear selfish but had another taken her place she would
never [have] been heard of again.

(No I shall not forget her. Thanks for her good will. The
time is up and we had better cease.)

Good luck.

Present, J. H. Hyslop. February 19th, 19038, 6.30 P. M.

We have been waiting for some time and are glad to greet you
at iast.

(Thank you.)

I am glad the storm passed away as we cannot do good work
in a stormy atmosphere.

{Why is that?)

It weakens the electric power of the light so we cannot be
seen [read “sun,” and then the hand superposed “een™ on the
first writing.] or scarcely heard. It is like listening to a feeble
voice on the rough heach of the ocean. [Pause.}

R. H. says he remembers the seance [omitted at first.] at your
house when Myers told of the rating he got over this side

{What was it at my house?)

seance [hand went back and wrote the word just above the
line in its place.] {pause.] He says the way to work is not to
talk so much betorehand,

28, 1 need not comment on the rather personal matter of “the lady.™
There is nothing in it that is clearly verifiable save one, and that is the de-
mands on me which matrimony might have made, and that is ot significant or
important. ‘The flattery of me may be taken as the kind of thing often notice-
able in such cases,

The attempt to give my mother’s maiden name was one of the most inter-
esting incidents in the whole record. The “ Martha A 15 correct hut not
evidential, as ¥ Martha Ann" was given in the book Mrs. Balmar had read.
This was the reason [ asked for her maiden name. which T knew was not
known to Mrs. Balmar., “Clark"” was not correct, but it is the name af the
Coum\ in which she was born. * Cook ™ is perhaps a mistake for © Clark.”
* Le.” however, are the last two letters in her name, which was short.
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(Yes 1 believe that, but we got interested in this problem in
its larger aspects.) [Note 29.]

Yes we had just such talks although I never upheld Material-
ismt or necessitarianism in the sense your opponent did.

(Yes, that's right.)

I always saw the spiritual side. Not always. Once 1 got
disgusted and gave up hope but could not rest until I had probed
the wound [not read] wound [written above the first instance]
deeper.

{\What philosophical position did you hold—what theorv?)
[Dr. Hodgson was an idealist and [ wished to test his identity, as
I knew the medium did not know anything about his position.]

That until identity was proved we could prove nothing.

{Yes, that is correct, but there is one word which expresses
the position you used to hold in our conversations.)

persenal [panse. ]

{I mean a philosophical term, name of a theory.)

Spiritism. No not that [pause.] It was [pause.] tel... No
not telepathy [pause.] Smo [?] [erased.] Something pertain-
ing to the subliminal

{No, don't try any longer.) [Note 30.]

Imp.... {Imperator] group not here makes it harder to
SULCESS.

{Yes | understand.)

Are working on Piper at this time.

{What are they doing there?)

Holding 2 test seance. Lodge is there, also Crooks [Crookes]
I wish this light could talk to Mrs. Piper. It would have good
effect. [Note 31.] :

i Now wha has the regular management of Mrs. Piper now?)

Rector.

tI mean on the side of the living?}

20. The allusion to the effect of a storm and *electric power of the
light " is characteristic of this literature, but not especially important here, tho
it should be remarked.

30. Dr. Hodgson never did uphold materialism. He was an idealist and
started his investigations and discussioms with the assumption of idealism
The allusion to necessitarianism is probably a subliminal association of Mrs.
Balmar's early religinus training and the discussion that I had before the sit-
ting about the freedom of the will.

The reference to the proof of personal identity is not correct, but is quite
natural as an inference from the well-known ideas of Dr Hodgson. Al other
attempts to answer my guestion failed.

I, Mrz Piper was in this country at this time and by no possibility could
the allusion to Sir Oliver Lodge and Sir William Crookes be relevant. Mrs.
Balmar did not know that Mrs, Piper was in this coustry, sa that it is possible
that she assumed her presence in England and her subliminal did the rest.
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Why English Society have her.

(Yes, but what particular person atrranges for the sitters?)

James [pause.]

(Is any one else connected with the management?)

Yes.

{(Wha ig that?)

Lodge and Flam, ..

(Who is Flam...?)

you know who I mean. [pause.] No all bosh. 1 can't get
their names now. [Note 32.]

(No, don't try, Let us change the subject.)

[Pause.] I was to give a certain word here, or rather mes-
sage. (Yes) [pause] I can't doit

(No, don’t try, but just ...)

come later.

{ Just talk in general about things in which something might
slip through.)

[Pause.] Well at our last meeting up state I told you to
come here and see what would be done with this light. Do you
remember,

{1 remember you said it would be a good thing, but it was not
up in the state. It was in New York City.)

[Pause.] Yes, I now see my mistake. It was our last sitting.
(Yes.) [am sure

(Yes, that's right. What else came at that sitting.})

Your {ather,

{That’s right.) [Note 33.]

He has spoken through this light in your absence several
times. (Yes.} [ can’t get my relation to Mrs, H. or {read “as”
and erased and rewritten above.] her name clear. She was with
us in Boston at Piper sittings. Helped us materially also. [Note
34.]

32, Mrs. Balmar either knew well encugh from her reading that Rector
was the usual control or could have inferred his present management from
what she did know. Prof James had nothing to do with her, and the refer-
ence to Lodge and Flammarion, which [ take “ Flam* to mean, show how
confused Mrs. Balmar’s subliminal was, as there was no excuse for this asso-
ciation from her normal knowledge. But again the spontaneous correction of
this as "all bosh" is most interesting, as showing that there was confusion
somewhers,

33. The only incident involving coincidental matter was the statement
that my father came at the last sitting in New York. But this might have
been guessed. Possibly we may treat the statement that it would be a2 goed
thing to try Mre. Balmar as coincidental, but I cannot urge it strenuousty,

34. Both incidents in this paragraph are correct and represent facts un-
known to Mrs. Batmar. But one of them, that regarding my father's com-
municating throegh Mrs. Balmar, is ascribable to her subliminal. BHut the
double statement that “ Mrs, H." had helped at the Piper sittings and also
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{That's right.)

Is her daughter Margaret with her (No.) Married or in
school.

(I do not know.)

Did her name come through right. I did not hear.

(I got the name Margaret.)

Well that is all right. [pause.] Hugh will and anxious to
talk again. Says he was hothered last time by some fellow
screaming lies.

(I understand, Can't he be induced to stay away.)

[Possibly Asa Somerby. p, 212.] [Note 35.]

Yes we are finding out the way to fix him.

(Good.)
He will stay fixed.
(Yes, did ....)

Imp.... [Imperator) is dealing with him,

(l:.;)id Imperator ever have to deal with any one else in that
way.

Yes. (Who?) In Piper case.

(Yes, who was that?)

Finnui [Apparent attempt to say “ Phinuit.”)

(That's right.)

He proved crazy you know. Don t know his own name.

{(Yes, how did he remove him?)

By shamiog him in all sorts of ways.

(Good.)

also had him led far away. (Yes.) so he could not easily
find us again.

{What ...}

He popped up at intervals but finally stopped bothering.

(Yes, what is he doing now?)

Bothering other hghts [Note 36.]

materially is hardly attnbutable to subliminal or normal knowledge. Tt might
be guessed, but that is the only natural interpretation against the possibly
supernormal.

35. " Mrs. H." has no daughter Margaret, but has a sister by that name.

36. This whole passage about Imperator and Phinuit is remarkably inter-
esting and correct in its details. None of them could have been known, ex-
cept his name, and the reader will remark that this was not given correctly, as
it was er could have been known from the reading of my book where he was
discussed at some length. [ myself merely happened to know the facts from
some conversations with Dr. Hodgson before his death when discussing
Phinuit with him. None of those are here mentioned, except his disappearance,
but not the manner of it. The allusion to his being “crazy ™ is very apt, as
that was the position implied in our conversation, making doe allowance for
the bald character of the term. This had not been published or intimated in
what was published, ‘Whether he has been * bothering other lights " or not
I do no* know.

. -
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periences from the anaesthetic. The following night and most of
Sunday | was too weak to notice much. On the evening of Sun-
day, December 20, I had been half asleep for some time, when 1
had the strong impression that some one was in the room and
wanted something of me. I could not see her or hear her voice;
{ knew it was one of the family because of the pet name and the
tope of voice, and she seemed, in what appeared like the memory
of a voice, to be trying to tell me something of great importance.
It seems that I got out of bed and went into the entry, when,
probably owing to the pain caused by moving, I awoke to find
myself sitting on the floor,

The same thing happened on the night of the 21st and 22nd
of December. [ did get out of bed. 1 did not know who wanted
me.

On December 28th I received a cable from England stating
that my aunt died in England on December 15, 1908.

(Since then [ have had no repetition of the above experiences.)
My aunt was buried on December 23. I have had a feeling some
one is in the room talking to me at various times.

Dedham, Janvary 27, 1909,
Having read over the foregoing accoumt written by Prescott

F. Hall, I certify the same to be cotrect.
K. D.

Karlstein, Dedham, March 3, 'n9.

Dear Sir,—In reply to your letter of March 2 I am sorry I ¢an-
not send you the cable as I destroved it,

The facts which may be of use to you are as follows:

My aunt died in England between 3 and 3-30 P. M. Friday,
December 18. I went into the hospital Friday, Dec. 18, 7 P. M,
and got ont of bed between 1 and 3 A. M. that night, hearing or
rather feeling one of the family calling me to help them. This
experience was repeated on Sunday and Monday nights. [ was
too confused and in too much pain to have any clear 1deas on Sat-
arday night, the operation having taken place at 5-30 P. M. that
day.

My aunt died of heart failure and was in excellent health at
the time. I have lived with her since I was one year old.

Hoping these details may be of use to you I am

Yours truly,

K. L.

[New York, March g, 1909. 1 received this morning
from Miss D an original letter sent her {rom Eng-
land by her relative dated Dec. 18, 1008, telling of the death
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of the lady mentioned in Miss D 's report to me of
her experiences. The letter is on note paper bearing the ad-
dress, at the head in raised letters formed by pressing the
paper, “ Berhamsted School, Herts.” This address has ink
lines drawn through it and “ 2 Station Road” written over
it. ‘The contents of the letter, so far as it pertains to the ex-
perience, is as follows:)

“ December 18, 1308,

My very dear Kathleen.—I have to tell you the very sad news
that my dear sister and the one who has been such a true mother
to vou died suddenly this afternoon. She had been perfectly
well, but she walked upstairs to her bedroom, the charwoman fol-
lowing her to clean the bathroom. After a little, not hearing her,
she went into her room and found her dead. 1 was coming down
to-morrow to spend the day and had a letter from her only this
afternoon, * * * 7

In the letter which explained and enclosed the above state-
ments Miss D remarked that she did not have the
cablegram but that she had the letter wheh arrived “the
same minute ” and that she would send this letter which I
have quoted. It seemed strange that a cablegram should
have been delayed so as to reach Miss D, simultaneously with
the letter. [ therefore wrote to her for an explanation of the
circumstance and the following letter makes that point clear.

Karlstein, Dedham, March 10th, 1908,

Dear Sir:—In answer to your letter of March 9th. The fam-
ily had some extraordinary idea that the shock would be less if 1
received the cable and letter together or nearly so, so they did
not send the cable till the day letter was due. The cable arrived
about two hours before the letter T believe, but [ was out and
found both waiting on my desk when I returned.

Sincerely yours,
K. D.

The following letter answers a question for some details
which ocught to explain themselves. It was necessary to
have the date 2nd hour of receiving the cable.
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March 23rd, 1909,

Dear Sir:—I received letter and cable Dec. 28, Monday a1
about 6 o'clock., I do not know actually when they arrived as |
was out all day.

Sincerely yours,
K. D.

Vision of the Dying.

[The following letters came into my possession as I shall
describe. The letter to Capt. Ericsson, the inventor of the
Monstor, was sent to the editor of The Open Court and by him
to Mr, David P. Abbott, the author of *“ Behind the Scenes
with the Mediums.” He in turn gave it to me with the letter
that accompanied it. Inquiry of the writer, who is con-
nected with the “Army and Navy Journal,” shows that he
found the original letter to Capt. Ericsson when writing his
biography and happened to preserve it. The incident ex-
plains itself and represents a record made very close to the
time of the events which it mentions. The letter may be in-
terpreted as documentary evidence. The sender states that
he knows nothing of the letter except that he found it in the
material turned over to him for the biography. The paper
is yellow with age, its edges black, has a stamp on it repre-
senting a hand holding a sword and mottoed with “ Fortune
de guerre,” and dated in England, as it shows, It represents
a vision of the dying.—Editor.]

Egmont, Bracknell, Berks, Nov, 5th, 1883,
Dear Capt. Ericsson:

Since last I wrote to you a few weeks ago, another page in my
life’s history has turned over, and we are one beloved relative
and friend the less, in the death of our fond Aunt Louisa Brown-
ing, who departted this life early on Sunday morning the 28th of
October. On the previous Friday she had a bad fall in her bed-
room and was found by her servant on the ground and in the
greatest suffering and she never rallied, and peacefully expired at
the age of 18. On her death-bed she appeared to see her deeplr
loved sister who had gone before, and who probably was the ange!
to welcome her into brighter regions; for those watching by her
heard her say, tho she had before been quite wunconscions, ** Oh
Amelia! Amelia!” and reached out her hand to welcome some
one their earthly eyes were not permitted to see, and then all was
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over. She was quite prepared to go, and I really think it a happy
release; for recently she has, as 1 before told you, been so weak
and helpless, in fact a perfect skeleton from diabetes from which
she has suffered for many years. * * * * * * =*

Yours very sincerely,
ELLEN CHUTE.

I omit incidents in the letter that have a personal char-
acter and have no bearing on the incident for which the letter
has a scientific value. In regard to the persons involved in
the letter the author of Capt. Ericsson’s biography writes an
explanation when sending the letter to the editor of the Open
Court,

New York, Aug. 17th, 1908,

Editor of the Open Court, Chicago, 11l

Dear Sir:—Perhaps the enclosed letter may interest you. It
is a letter addressed to the late Capt. John Ericsson, the inventor
of the Monitor, by Lady Ellen Chute, a relative of his wife, and
concerns the death of Ericsson's sister-in-law. The * Amelia”
referred to in the letter was the wife of Capt. Ericsson, who had
died some years before the date of the letter and “ Aunt Louisa
Browning " whose death is reported was the sister of Amelia,
Mrs. Ericsson.

Very truly yours,

WM. CONANT CHURCH.

P. 8. Lady Chute was the wife of General Sir Trevor Chute
of the British Service, K. C. B,, and one of the Chutes of * Chute
Hall,” England, Mrs. John Ericsson died July, 1867.

Premonitory Dream.

[ The following incident was sent to us by Mr. Prescott F,
Hall, a member of the Society and an investigator of its phe-
nomena —Editor.]

LLE.F. B
depose as follows:

1 am 41 years old and now live at N Street, Boston. In
February and March, 1907, I lived at C Ave, Boston, My

mother was the second cousin of the M. F. H hereinafter
mentioned.

On four successive nights beginning February Tth, 1907, I was

, of Boston, Mass., having been duly sworn,
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lying awake in bed in my room in the C Ave, house, and
about the hour of twelve midnight on each night I suddenly be-
came aware of an empty coffin standing beside my bed. The
windows of my room face south; my bed runs east and west.
The coffin appeared to be on the north side of my bed. The
shades were down and the room was quite dark, and the appear-
ance showed no color. I looked at the appearance and looked
around the room and then back at the appearance. After a period
of time which I estimate to be forty seconds, the coffin appeared
to be filled with the body of a woman whose face was that of the
above-mentioned M. F. H The dress was dark. The ap-
pearance of the face was life-like and resembled the said M. F,
as 1 had recently seen her. The appearance of the
body in the coffin lasted about sixty seconds, after which it
entirely disappeared, and I saw nothing more of it. The same
appearance took place on four successive nights above-men-
tioned, and as far as I can tell, the appearances were entirely sim-
itar, I mentioned this appearance to my brother, W. F. B .
who is now living with me at N St., and to Miss C .
who had been my mother's companion, and was at that time act-
ing as housekeeper.

I saw no further appearances until the night of March 9, when
at about the same time, the same phenomena occurred. The said
MH died at 8.15 a. m. on the morningFof March 10.

E B

Commonwealth of Massachusetts,

Suffolk, ss. Boston, August 5, 1907,
Then personally appeared E. F. B ., and made oath that
the foregoing afhdavit by him subscribed is true,
Before me, Prescott F. Hall, Notary Public.
The above statement is correct as far as it applies to me.

M L..C

Coincidental Impression.

[The foliowing incident indicates its character and inter-
est. The striking circumstance is the fact that the subject
of the experience did rot know the person who passed her at
the time and yet suddenly thought of his son whom she did
know. The explanation of humming the music commends
itself at once as the effect of association, but it strengthens
the view that the original thought of the man’s son was
hardly due to chance. The only normal explanations that
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suggest themselves are that Miss C. had seen the gentleman
before and forgotten his appearance or that there was sufh-
cient resembiance between father and son to suggest the
latter either conseiously or unconsciously. Any other ex-
pianation, assuming that the incident might be something
inure than casual, would involve a circuitous process, Edi-
tor.]

Brookline, June 2d.

My dear Dr. Hyslop:—I had a very interesting experience in
the action of the subconscious a few weeks ago. [ was standing
at a transfer station waiting for my car, when the father of 2 man
I knew and saw a good deal of some years ago passed me. T do
not know the father so there was no recognition and only a swift
passing thought of the son. Fully five minutes later when I was
thinking of something else, I found myself humming a song that
the son frequently sang when he came to see me. It is not a
song that I can sing myself or that I can hear, but is associated
with him absolutely. In fact the song is so seldom thought of or
heard by me that it was days before I could again recall it. The
incident happened about five weeks ago.

A CC

Premonition and Other Experiences.

[The following incidents came to me through the Editor
of The Womanw's Home Companion. As a consequence of an
mvitation by himm to readers to report to him their experi-
ences, in connection with a series of articles that he had pub-
lislied in that magazine, the following was sent to him. I got
into communication with the lady and she confirmed my sus-
picion that she herself was the subject of the experience. It
was of a nature that I could not well obtain the corroboration
desired, as it contained so much that was personal that she
did not talk of it at the time of its occurrence in 2 manner to
enable me to seek confirmation. My correspondence with
the tady led me to feel that no question of her veracity could
be raised and so the facts are given a record —Editor.]

Some time ago I picked up Harper’s Magazine for April,
ninety-five, and was much interested in the article, * Ghostly Pre-
monitions,” which recalled to my memory one winter evening
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when a party of us were seated before a bright fire, and the sub-
ject of conversation drifted on to dreams, and warnings and some
strange experiences were related

One of the ladies turned to her sister and asked her “ why she
did not relate her experience on the subject; that it was the stran-
gest she had ever known,” but Miss L. refused. I was visiting at
the house at the time, and after the other guests had departed, my
curiosity being aroused, I insisted on my friend telling me her
experience, and she did so. The facts of the case I can vouch {for,
for I know them to be true, knowing the former history of the
tady. She claimed to know nothing of spiritualism, but she cer-
tainly must have had some mediumistic, unknown powers, for
this power of conversing with friends at a distance, had shown it-
self in a number of cases before.

For a proper understanding of the facts, I will have to go back
and relate 2 page from the Lady’s history. When she was quite
young she spent a winter visiting friends in an inland town; hav-
ing quite a gay time, She was beautiful and attractive and soon
made many friends. Among the number was a young man
whom we will call * Ed,” who paid her a great deal of attention,
and just before she left for her home, in the early spring, offered
her his heart and hand in marriage. She did not love him, and
not being able to give him her love in return, told him so.
He insisted on her deferring her answer until later, when he
would visit her in her own home, in hopes she would change to-
wards him. But she told him her answer was final and she hoped
it was only a passing fancy for her. She did not see him again.
but before the year was out, she received notice of his mariage to
another lady, whom he had known before meeting her. It is not
known whether he ever told this wife of his former love or not,—
But she and Miss L. met when Miss B. was making another visit
to her friends in the city where he lived. The wife was a noble
woman and loved by all—Miss L. met and admired her as did the
others, but they never met often enough to become intimate, their
homes being some hundred miles apart, and when the circum-
stances happened which I am about to relate, they had not seen
each other for several years.

On the night in question, Miss L. had been asleep for some
time, and awoke, startled with a very strange, weird feeling, a
feeling of oppression, and that some one or something was in the
room. Soon she saw this lady (Mrs, Ed. F.) saw her plainly
standing by her bedside, leaning over her, and heard her speak
her name, saying, " [ am going away and will leave Ed to you, he
always loved vou." Miss L. lay quietly wondering for a little
while, when it was repeated to her., So certain was she that she
had seen and hearrd her, that she got up and lit the gas and
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looked around the room, but saw nothing. Feeling that it
was a foolish dream, she lay down and fell into a doze, when she
was again aroused by a touch, and a voice saying—" 1 am goue.
Be good to Ed, he needs you,” then faded away from view. But
strange as it may seem, the last time Miss L. noted a change in
the lady’s dress to a brown, and noted the trimming on it.

It was some time before my friend could quiet herseli to sleep,
but finally did so, and in the morning she thought of it as very
strange, but dismissed it from her thoughts as a foolish dream.
Three days after (the time it would take to reach her) when her
mail was handed her, she feit a strange thrill as the paper touched
her hand, and the thought of the message returned to her; she
felt, even before she opened the paper, that the lady had passed
away from this earth, which was the first thing she saw on open-
ing the paper. The time corresponding with the time she had
seen her at her bedside, although some hundreds of miles away.
Afterwards, Miss L., in teiling this to a friend, {(who was with
Mrs. F, at her death), described the change in dress, and she re-
plied, “ Why, Mrs. F. had a dress of that kind and we put it on
her for burial. Was it her spirit she saw, or what? Who can
account for it! Two years later Miss L. received a letter from
“ Ed,” telling her of his lonely life, and asking her to renew their
acquaintance where it had ended so many years ago. But " the
course of true Jove did not run smooth,” and she has not seen him
for some time, when she heard he was going to marry a young
iriend of hers, half his age. Shortly before the time for the wed-
ding, again Mrs. F. appeared to Miss L. and entreated her to tell
Ed not to do what he was contemplating, * that it would not be
for the best "—she did not say to what it was she eobjected, nor
did Miss L. ask. Miss L. replied that she could not teli him, as
she had no right to, and refused, The apparition seemed much
grieved, and left. Some nights after she came again, and en-
treated her with same success—and so for a number of nights, un-
til Miss L. became very much worried,—finally Miss L. said,
“Oh—Why do you come to me—1I cannot tell him—please leave
me!"” She rephed, “1 will leave you when vou tell Ed what T
say, and »ot before. I will come to you until you do. You must
tell him.” Feeling that she would be misunderstood by the gen-
tleman, but so impelled, Miss L., very much against her will, was
forced to write him, and since then has neither seen nor heard
anything of Mrs, F,, much to her relief. These facts are true,
but who can explain them? If they were dreams, why did it hap-
pen just at the time of Mrs. F.'s death? Or if spirit, what was
the object? Or why did not the spirit appear to the man himself,
and not give the embarrassing duty to another, and place her in
a wrong light to him?
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Another instance related by the same lady was equally strange.
Miss L. met a gentleman considerably older than herself, but very
attractive in appearance. They saw each other frequently, but
nothing was known to either one as to the other’s antecedents.
They parted good friends, each with the hope they would some-
time meet again, Some time after she dreamed (if it was a
dream) that she received a telegram, “ to get her married sister
and come to him, that he was dangerously ill and wished to see
her.” She regarded it as a dream, and thought nothing more of
it. A short time after, she dreamed one night that a friend of his
came to her and requested her to go with him as he wished very
much to see her. They being merely acquaintances, on her part
she thought she could not with propriety go on such an expedition
even with her sister, and refused, But after repeated beggings,
finally consented to go. But she had delayed so long that when
she did reach him, (in her dream) she was told by the attendant
that she was too late, that he had been quite anxious to see her,
but he knew no one now, and no one could see bim. That he was
grieved that she would not come when he wanted and sent for
her, and in her dreams she returned without seeing him. Some
months after she was in a distant city, and met this friend, very
much changed in appearance. He told her that he had been very
ill, and was just recovering, just able to go about. Miss L. in-
quired the time of his illness, and found the time to correspond
with the time the messages from him reached her,

These facts are true! Can anyone account for them?
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CORRESPONDENCE.

I received the following letter from a gentleman con-
nected with one of the largest universities in this country,
and as it reflects the feelings and prepossessions of a very
large class of men similarly connected I asked permission to
publish it. As it was not written for publication, but only
for my own perusal I do not use the writer's name.—Editor,

May 12th, 1908.

My dear 5ir:—I have your extremely interesting letter of
the 10th inst. I freely admit that the question of persistent per-
sonality after death is the most important and most intensely in-
teresting of any with which the human mind can grappie; and it
is most desirable that it should be investigated by 1ntelligent men
in a scientific spirit, with the single idea of discovering—not mar-
vels but truths,

It is most unfortunate that the subject has been so tainted
with fraud and charlatanry, that suspicion everywhete adheres to
it. Nor have those whom we cannot charge with deliberate fraud
been judicious in their presentation., For instance, I do not bhe-
lieve a word of the statements of Mr. Garland, because he admits
that he has changed and refashioned, and that some things did
not happen exactly as he narrates. That invalidates the whole.
] * k%

The position of honest investigators is much like that of the
alchemists of the 14th and 15th centuries. The alchemists were
really chemists—scientific investigators of the properties of mat-
ter. But they were so mixed up with the gold-makers and their
frauds that discredit was cast upon the devotees of 2 noble science
and upon the science itself,

Let us hope that, like the alchemists, honest investigators will
be able to cut loose from all this rag-tag of charlatanry, as the
former did from the gold-makers.

I should not (if I were a believer) expect any communications
from Bacon or Shakespeare. We know nothing of the laws gov-
erning theother world ; but analogy would make it probable that
spirits—if there be such—pass on from plane to plane, or from
condition to condition. [t does not seem reasonabie to suppose
that the personality of Shakespeare is in the same condition that
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it was 300 years ago. Frima facie reasoning would indicate the
likelihood of very great changes—perhaps quite as great as that
of his death in 1616. Such changes might remove him irom con-
ditions which make communication possible; or might make com-
munication infrequent to him, The vulgar have horror of com-
municating with departed gpirits and the latter might feel in the
same way toward us.

I do not know whether there are any great difficulties in the
way of communication or not, and so can neither concede nor
deny. But [ rest on this dilemma —UEither there are great difhi-
culities or there are not! if there are not, why is not the communi-
cation {requent amd constant whenever the favorable circum-
stances exist? 1f there are great difficulties, why is it that, when
these difficulties have been laboriously surmounted and the great
opportunity offers, do they communicate nothing worth knowing ?
Why when thoughtful and earnest people have come together, in
a solemn spirit, is a disgusting buffoon, like Garland’s * Wilbur ™
sent to them? [Of course ** Wilbur " was mere fraud and trick-
ery; but I am assuming that he was a genuine envoy.] Excuses
are made for this on the ground that tricky and mischievous spir-
its intrude themselves and cannot be kept back. Here on earth.
if an audience is assembled to listen to important matters, 1 a
cireus clown were to obtrude himself with his vulgar tricks, he
would be picked up and flung out, Therefore those on the other
side either cannot prevent such offensive intrusion, or have no
wish to prevent it. In either case, it gives one a poor opinion of
the state of things on the other side.

If I had the conduct of a seance I should tell the other-side
folks that to send us buffoon spirits, or weak-minded spirits, is
an insult, and we would not tolerate it, but will cut off the com-
munication the moment anything of the sort appears. If, as we
are told, the other-side folks are anxious to communicate, that
woild bring theni to their senses, if they have any., If they have
none—to which the mass of alleged communications would seem
to point—then the less we have to do with them the better.

To my mind what sincere investigators like yourself have to
do to gain any footing in the minds of thinking men is:—

To draw the line sharply between abnormal phenomena, which
belong entirely to the domain of physics and psychical phe-
HOmena.

So get rid of all marks and concealments under initizl letters—
“Mrs. L “Mr. F.": and let every witness come out openly, as
scientific men do. Such disgnises and hidings would discredit
any statement. |

To tolerate no buffoonery and mockery tricks, such as throw-
ing things about, pinching people, etc.  T.et it be understaod that,
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when that sort of thing begins, the seance will be stopped at once.
That will put an end to it.

To put serious and tmportant questions and insist on serious
answers.

You people let the * spirits ” have their own way too much.
Make them understand, once for ali, that you will not tolerate
any flippancy or tomfoolery, but that they must treat you with
proper respect, or you will have nothing to do with them. A spirit
is no such great thing anyway: and from such specimens as I
have read &f, he needs to be tanght a lesson.

Such are some of my own poor notions on the subject. I
think I should not object to attending a seance conducted on these
lines; but I certainly will not g0 to have a spirit throw things at
me, or take any liberties which [ would not tolerate from a mortal.

Very sincerely,
A D——

This letter comes from a very intelligent man in his own
department of literature and one interested also in all the
larger questions of human thought and action. It fairly
represents the objections which such men feel in connection
with this sulject and 2 desire to see the actual wheat that can
be winnowed from the chaff; for they admit that tiere is
some interest for science in the multitudinous phenomena re-
ported in psychic research. There ought to be some way to
solve the problem for them.

The complaint of frand and charlatanry is the common
one and cannot be denied as so infecting the subject that only
the most patient inquiry into private cases can ever dislodge
the suspicions which linger about psychic research. I should
be the last person to question the nauseating story which it
shows. But the blame for it must be shared by the intell:-
gent and scientific classes. The Spiritualists are most to
blame, because thev have so steadily refused to submit their
claims to the proper kind of investigation, tho the persons
that they have challenged have as often refused to investi-
gate, or have been too ready to neglect the case alter a super-
ficial inquiry. Besides the scientists have not recognized
their opportunities for discuvering important phenomena in
morbid psychology and hence have gone about in their super-
cilious way ridiculing the supernormal where it was their duty



-432  Journal of the American Saciety far Psychical Research.

1o see and study the abnormal. But all this aside as not alto-
gether relevant, the most important thing which I wish-to
remark is that the intellectual classes too readily assume an
aristocratic attitude in all these matters and only increase the
fraud and charlatanry by not putting an end to it once for all.
It is their business to lead the public and to educate it, not to
ridicule it and collect the revenues from those whom they
despise and to neglect the guidance they owe themr. If the
scientific men had taken the subject seriously they might
have directed public opinion instead of having to follow it
when it is too late to retain their authority, Unfortunately,
however, in a democracy the educated classes are too aristo-
cratic and show a disposition to withdraw from their duties
and live in a fool's paradise patting each other's backs and
leaving the plebs to do the thinking and governing. They
follow when It is too late to sustain their own authority, and
then complain when their judgments are not respected.
Their business is to lead and not to neglect duties until it is
too late to make their performance effective,

I think also that the writer has taken the material of the
popular magazines too seriously. There is no use to form
-our conceptions of what spirits are from such cases as are
mentioned in the above letter. The literature to be studied
is the work of the English and other reputable Societies.
“They do not show any such phienomena as make the subject
ridiculous, and their publications do not show any definite
-conviction as yet regarding the existence and character of
spirits, Mr. Garland himself T believe does not accept the
spiritistic interpretation of his phenomena. He speaks of
** Auidic arms ” and * emanations from the organism” of the
medium and refuses to believe that they are the spirits of the
dead. This may be as absurd an hypothesis as spirits or
even worse, but it does not treat the theory of a spirit exist-
-ence with due credit to represent his narratives as fair ex-
amples of it. I certainly quite agree with the writer that we
should sharply distinguish between the physical and psychical
phenomena and have always done so, insisting that, even if
genuine supernormal phenomena of the physical kind are
proved to exist, they, when taken alone. do not tend to prove
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a spiritistic theory. But it seems impossible to get even in-
telligent investigators, much less the uninteiligent, to admit
the correctness of this position. It will have to be insisted
upon, however, until it is recognized. In the meantime we
cannot assume that the  spirits ”’ that presumably character-
ize such exhibitions are what they appear to be. This is es-
pecially true when we have to urge, whatever the scientific
interest excited by such phenomena as Mr, Garland’s, that
the records are too imperfect to discuss any theories upon the:
basis of them. Mr. Garland’'s * Wilbur ™ may be neither a
spirit nor a fraud, He may be a product of hysterical con-
ditions. There is nothing in Mr. Garland’s story that justifies.
explanations but only investigation into similar claims super-
ficially based upon such cases. Consequently 1 should not
feel called to discuss any theory of spirits in connection with
them until I had better evidence that there were such reahi-
ties.

The complaint that people should sign their names to
their experiences has some basis, but while I think there is
often much unnecessary timidity in this field, I know many
cases where it is advisable to withhold names. There are
often economic or other reasons associated with men's in-
fluence that make it imperative to maintain some sort of
privacy in experiences of the kind in which the Society is in-
terested. I know a President of a large Trust Company who
said that depositors would cease leaving money with the com-
pany if they knew he was interested in psychic research.
This is only one of many examples that T might quote. But
people in our boasted republican institutions, where we are
always shouting about liberty, need to be more tolerant of
human opinions, if we are to expect men and women to sign
their names to psychic experiences.

The complaint of buffoonery and triviality in the commu-
nications of which the writer speaks is a very common objec-
tion to the material of psychic research, or rather of the phe-
nomena that spiritualists present in support of their claims.
If we are to take Mr. Garland's incidents as a measure of the
case and also many of those presented by the average spirit-
ualist, it is a natural complaint for a man to make who has
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spent his life of intellectual reflection on the best literature of
the race. But it is a proper reply to make to the criticism
that it does not take into account the publications which the
Societies for psychical research have issued. No such objec-
tion can be made to the Reports on Mrs. Piper. We may
think ill of their triviality, but cannot complain of buffoonery
in them. They are quite serious enough, and so is the work
of Stainton Moses, whatever we may think of their merits or
claims,

But I fear that the writer mistakes the whole problem. It
is not whether spirits are in a low or exalted state, but
whether they exist or not. We have to approach the prob-
lem on the assumption that there are no such things as spirits
of any kind, and the writer's frequent statements of sus-
pended judgment implies that this is the issue. Accepting it
as such, it is no objection to say that such as are claimed to
‘communicate are buffoons or mischief doers. If the facts
prove the existence of intelligence independent of living or-
ganism and at the same time prove it to be that of low grade,
we shall have to accept it. Aesthetic considerations do not
militate against the truth. Indeed the cosmic workshop is
not very aesthetic, any more than a chemist’s laboratory, tho
the product may be. Qur business is to accept it at its real
character and not to deny it because we do not like it. If
Mr. Garland's “ Wilbar ” is a spirit and the evidence proves
it, science can not halt because he is a buffoon. I do not
think the evidence sufficient to prove him such, tho I might
concede it if I had other evidence to prove the existence of
spirit at all.  In any case, however, the issue will not allow
us to reject his claims on the ground of his character, but
only on the ground of evidence of the supernormal bearing
upon his identity.

The writer admits that we do not know encugh of the
conditions of a spiritual life to demand that Bacon or Shakes-
peare should communicate, The same maxim will apply to
the character of the spirits that do or are supposed to com-
municate. Those very elastic conditions might limit the
communicators to “ buffoons,” or what some people regard
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as “ earth-bound " spirits, whatever this may mean. There
may be all sorts of conditions limiting thie nature of commu-
nications, and even affecting the character of those that come
from the highest intelligence. Indeed it is the opinion of the
present commentator that the Iimitations and difhiculties are
so great as to seriously affect the mental condition of com-
municators and so to determine the character of the mes-
sages. It 1s possible that contact with material conditions
not only produces morbid mental states, but also linuts com-
municators more or less to memories and characteristics of a
past life, while there may be added to this that only those can
stand the conditions necessary to “ control,” who have no
high intellectual development and who serve for the trans-
mission of the messages of others. 'What the facts are we do
not yet know, but all these are possible, and for us at present
the only problem is whether the facts require us to explain
them by the hypothesis of spirits, regardless of their charac-
ter. They may be degenerate, so far as the scientific prob-
lem is concerned. ‘The ethical issue does not come first,
neither does the aesthetic.

I am sure that the writer of the above letter would repent
the advice he gives regarding the way to handle communi-
cators, if he ever seriously tried it. That is the great mistake
which so-called scientific men have made. They assume that
spirits have no difficulties to meet and that they are in a nor-
mal condition when they are communicating. There is no
evidence that either assumption is true. The dilenima which
the writer states is not complete. We cannot suppose that
the difficulties are at any time completely surmounted.
There is much to show that they never can be.

In the first place we must not forget the enormous diff-
culties attending perfectly normal intercourse between living
beings. There is no natural mode of communication be-
tween living people. Language and signs have grown up as
an artificial system of symbols existing only between those
who live in constant social relations with each other, In
these circumstances each individual has the advantage of an
organism which he has used successfully all his life for pro-
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ducing physical effects that can be interpreted as symbols of
his mental states. Even then their meaning will depend
upon the ability of the receiving person to interpret them.
But when a soul leaves the body assuming that such a thing
exists, it has no such relation to the organism of another liv-
ing person as to reproduce its habits with perfection. unless
it dislodges that individual from his own organism and takes
his place. The capacity to do this would introduce into the
cosmos a large possibility of evil. Consequently some sort of
difficulties besides those of new relations to physical bodies
would have to be added to the existing limitations to enable
communication to take place at all and consistently with the
individuality of the living. That condition must constitute
a perpetual difficuity that no amount of experience would
wholly surmount without interfering with a normal universe.
S0 far as I can see it is only the law of continuity that will
make any communication possible and the law of ethics that
would make it desirable at certain times. Now if we add to
all these difficulties necessarily attending the interruption of
the conditions necessary to normal intercourse between the
living, the complicated facts that the mediums must be in an
abnormal condition to get into rapport with a spiritual world
and that possibly the spirit has to be more or less in a similar
mental condition we may easily imagine what would affect
the communications themselves. There is evidence that this
liypothesis has to be tried, in order to understand the phe-
nonmena psychologically that purport to come from spirits,
and it is certain that it applies to the medium. We well
know what effect somnambulism produces on the mental ac-
tivities of its subjects, and anything that disturbs the normal
mental action of spirits must reflect itself on the character of
the communications. There is indeed a whole svstem of dif-
ficulties in the phenomena that we have to consider, and they
are not applicable merely to the hypothesis of spirits, but also
to that of telepathy and even to the intercommunication be-
tween different personalities in the same organism. That is,
we have the same questions to face in the facts of double or
plural personality, the existence of which no intelligent man
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questions. Hence I must insist that, for the present, all such
complaints as the writer of the above letter brings forward as
objections are not such at all. They are only additional or
subsidiary problems within the spiritistic or other hypotheses,
and not objections to them. They are of interest only after
we admit the existence of spirits, not difficulties in the way of
admitting it.
EDITOR.

( a ' T !L
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BOOK REVIEWS.

The Immortality of the Soul, By Sir Oliver Lodge. Ball Publish-
ing Co. Boston. $1.00.

This little book is of extreme interest to all interested in psy-
chical research. The two essays—of which it is composed—are
entitled “ The Transitory and the Permanent” and " The Per-
manence of Personality '’ respectively, and their titles sufficiently
explain their contents. In the second of these especialiy is ref-
erence made to telepathy, * praeternormal psychology,” and * ao-
tomatism ” as evidence for the persistence of consciousness ; while
the author also finds support for his contention in Mr. Myers’
conception of the subliminal consciousness, genius, and certain
aspects of mental pathology. Of course the author cannot do
more than merely allude to these facts in his essays, as it would
have been impossible for him to advance any great showing of
proof in the limited space: but his arguments are certainly strik-
ing and forceful, and are couched in clear and excellent English.
Consider, for example, the following passage: * The brain is
our present organ of thought. Granted; but it does not follow
that brain contrels and dominates thought, that inspiration is a
physiological process, or that every thinking creature in the uni-
verse must possess a brain. Really we know too little about the
way the brain thinks. if it can properly be said to think at all, to
be able to make any such assertion as that. We terrestrial ani-
mals are all as it were one family, and our hereditary links with
the physical universe consist of the physiclogical mechanism
called hrain and nerve. But these most interesting material struc-
tures are our servants, not our masters: we have to traio them to
serve our purposes; and if one side of the brain is injured, the
other side may be trained to act instead. Destroy certain parts
of the brain completely, however, and connection between the
psychic and the material regions is for us severed, True; but
cutting off or damaging communication is not the same as de-
stroying or damaging the communicator: nor is smashing an or-
gan equivalent to killing the organist. When the Atlantic cable
hroke, in 1858, intimate communication between England and
America was destroyed ; but that fact did not involve the destrue-
tion of either America or England. It appears to be necessary to
emphasize this elementary matter, because the contrary conten-
tion is supposed to cut straight at the root of every kind of gen-
eral argument for survival hitherto adduced.” (pp. 56-58.)
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“ Never in physical science,” says Sir Oliver Lodge, " do we
surmise for 2 moment that something suddenly springs into being
{rom previous non-existence. All that we perceive can be ac-
counted for by changes of aggregation, by assemblage and dis-
persion. Of material aggregates we can trace the history, as we
can trace the history of continents and islands, of suns and planets
and stars; we can say, or try to say, whence they arose and what
they will become ; but never do we state that they wilt vanish into
nothingness nor do we ever conjecture that they are from noth-
ing.” (pp. 30-31.)

And so, since our personality is undeniably red/, it not only
should but must—according to Professor Hoffding's theory of the
“ Conservation of Value "—persist: and Sir Oliver Lodge elab-
orates and defends this view. His concluding words are worthy
of lasting remembrance and recognition. They are:

“ L.et us study all the facts that are open to us, with a trusting
and an open mind; with care and candour testing all our pro-
visional hypotheses, and with slow and cautious verification mak-
ing good our steps as we proceed. Thus may we hope to reach
out further and ever further into the unknown; sure that as we
grope in the darkness we shall encounter no clammy horror, but
shall receive an assistance and sympathy which it is legitimate to
symbolise as a clasp from the hand of Christ himseli,” (pp. 100-
101.)

HEREWARD CARRINGTON,

The Evolution of Matter, By Dr. Gustave le Bon, Membre de
L’Academie de Belgique. Charles Scribner’s Sons.  $1.50.

This book is one of the most striking that has appeared in
many years, in its own field. It is devoted entirely to a study of
matter, from the point of view of the physical sciences. and does
not contain any (or hardly any) metaphysical speculations by the
author. But its striking character is just this, (and if believers in
the physical phenomena of spiritnalism do not use this book as a
club to belabor the unheliever, it will be thetr own fault!) Mat-
ter, our author says, can be resolved, in the physical laboratory,
into non-matter! It can be resolved into energy, and, that once
accomplished, we no longer have matter, but erergy,—and the
matter has entirely disappeared! It has vanished, never to re-
turn more; and so we find our author calmly tatking about the
* dematerialization” of matter, and the ' materialization™ of
matter, and even devoting a whole book to this subject! He
says, in part: .

“ Matter is not eternal, and can vanish without return....
Force and matter are two different forms of one and the same
energy. Matter represents a stable form of intra-atomic energy;
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heat, light, electricity, etc., represent unstable forms of it. By
the dissociation of atoms—that is to say, by the dematerialization
of matter, the stable form of energy termed matter is simply
changed into those unstable forms known by the names of elec-
tricity, light, heat, etc..... "

On pp. 164-5 we are treated to some photographs of material-
ized matter, and very remarkable they are! It must be remem-
bered, in this connection, that Dr. Le Bon is not a spiritist, in any
sense of the word, and is even sceptical about the phenomena oc-
curring through the mediumship of Eusapia Paladino. But here
we read of materialization and dematerialization, just the same!
And all this in the chemical laboratory! Well, well!

Dr. Le Bon has interestingly sketched for us the probable fate
of the Universe, according to his theories. [t is the gradual dis-
appearance of the material Universe: it will be dissolved, in the
course of time, into electric atoms, and these into vibrations in the
ether., And these vibrations will die out, and have no more in-
dividuality and persistence than the waves of the ocean. And so
the world will be dissolved into nothingness ; from which it came.
This appears to be the verdict of science: that the material world
and all therein came from, nothing, and goes back to, nothing!
But is this not merely the Biblical account of * creation” and
the “ end of the world,” simply changed into other language?

HEREWARD CARRINGTON.
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OBSERVATIONS APROPQOS OF TELEPATHY.
By James H. Hyslop.

In the paper replying to some of the strictures of Prof,
Newcomb on the problem of telepathy I emphasized the lim-
ited conception of it that could claim scientific evidence for
the fact, and I wish to take up here some considerations that
should be kept in mind when using the term telepathy in
connection with the various coincidences between different
minds that may suggest a causal connection. The popular
idea that it js somewhat analogous with wireless telegraphy;
that it is associated with some sort of vibrations emanating
from the agent; that it is a direct process of communication
between living minds; that it is a “ natural” mode of com-
munijcation, and that it may find analogies with radio-active
energies has no scientific basis for its existence and so gives
rise to confusion in the investigation of unusual phenomena.
But there will be no clear thinking on this subject until men
and women interested in the subject take the trouble to do
critical work in connection with their conceptions of the
term. Unfortunately in these latter days the public does
not ask itself Socratic questions and goes about using terms
as if they had a definite meaning when the fact is that they
are as unintelligible as abracadabra, It is high time to put a
stop to this way of dealing with the problems before us and
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to get down to something like clear ideas of what we are dis-
cussing.

The first thing to learn about telepathy is that it is a
descriptive and not an explonatory term. It only describes a
coincidence between two people’s thoughts that is niot due
to chance. It does nothing more, save, perhaps, that the
corollary of this conception is its discrimination between
other facts claiming some different explanation. At the
same time that it denotes a causal rather than a casual coin-
cidence it may indicate certain differences of relation as com-
pared with phenomena classified as clairvoyant and premon-
itory. But this is a part of its descriptive function. The
older spiritualists had resorted to spirits to explain every-
thing that could not be easily reducible te ordinary causes,
and hence the terms telepathy, clairvoyance, and premonition
served an important function in limiting the kind of facts for
which any such explanation was sought. They indicated
that such phenomena as were classified by them had no claim
to be treated as evidence of the spiritistic hypothesis which
required for its proof a certain specific kind of fact and con-
ditions assuring its reality. But in the course of discussing
the claims of the spiritualist the critics and opponents of that
theory have themselves dropped too often into the habit of
assuming the explanatory nature of telepathy and clairvoy-
ance, leaving premonition as either unproved or as a mys-
tery. All of us, in fact, have gotten into the habit of using
the phrase: ' That is explained by telepathy,” instead of
“that is teiepathy ™ when trying to controvert the claims
which some hasty spiritualist puts forward. This tendency
has been very much aided by the indiscriminate application
of the term in the “Phantasms of the Living” and other publi-
cations of the Society for Psychical Research. Using it to
[imit the evidence for spirits we have consciously or uncon-
sciously assumed that it explained the facts instead of merely
discrediting their evidential character. Forgetting that we
used the term only to deny. not the possibility of spiritistic
interposition, but an evidential characteristic for that view,
we have assumed that we had a positive explanation implied
by it distinct from a fertinm guid of the spiritistic theory.
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That is to say we forgot that wg were only naming new facts,
not explaining them, or discriminating them in their nature
from those which would be relevant to the hypothesis under
examination and criticism,

This extension of the term from the descriptive to the ex-
planatory conception came about from considerations of pol-
icy in discussion rather than from the purely scientific nature
of the problem. This was that we supposed that we had no
right to eatertain any hypothesis of spirits in the case and
that we must explain the facts by something else. This as-
sumption was very often made and is very different from the
assumption that we must not resort to spirits until other
causes have been exhausted. The two assumptions have
often been confused, and both of them also confused with as-
sumptions necessary in the problems of conversion.

The scientific problem of explanation and its rights is so
different from that of producing conviction on any issue that
we may actually make false assumptions for the latter end, in
order to enljst interest in the really scientific question. This
important fact we are constantly forgetting and so go about
assuming that the method necessary to convert men is the
same as that of determining the nature of the facts and ex-
plaining them. We may easily set up standards for accom-
plishing conversion that have nothing to do with the merits
of the case, and this is often done, and then go on using the
method of conversion after it has accomplished its purpose.
The conversion of a sceptic, for instance, requires concession
to his prejudice, but the concession may have nothing to do
with the real nature of the problem. Now in the scientific
nature of the case we have the right to entertain a spiritistic
theory without trying to exhaust other theories. There is
no more duty to disregard a spiritistic hypothesis than there
is to disregard a “ naturalistic ™ one, whatever that term may
mean. We have perfect right to use and insist vpon the
spiritistic theory to explain any facts whatever, relevant or
irrelevant, if we like, and it will be quite as scientific as any
other as long as we can make out applicability to the facts,
It may not be the correct explanation in any case, hut so far
as the right to apply it is concerned, and this too in total dis-






Observations Apropos of Telepathy, 445

an alternative explanation, when it is nothing but a means of
limiting the evidential problem in the consideration of an-
other hypothesis. But we require to make our position clear
if the scientific world is to respect our investigations. What
a consideration of theories requires is the utmost clarity in
the use of terms, conceptions clearly defined and illustrated,
with such limitations as enables us always to recognize their
fitness when asked to apply them to facts. This has not been
the case with the telepathic * hypothesis,” as we have al-
lowed ourselves often to calt it. It is in no legitimate sense

n ‘“hypothesis” at all. It is nothing more or less than a
name for certain coincidences as facts that cannot be referred
to chance. It does not imply a known cause of any kind nor
any recognizable process, tho this is perpetually assumed in
using the term, the assumption being some direct process
between living people, when, in fact, this is a separate prob-
lem and one that has not even approached the consideration
of evidence.

I am not implying by this that we have any more right to
assume that external agencies like spirits should be assumed
as the mediators of such phenomena; for the evidence that
they are such may be as lacking as for any direct process be-
tween the living. What I do insist on is that we should
admit our ignorance where it exists, regardless of the for-
tunes’ of either telepathy or spirits as explanations, We
shall not receive the respect of the scientific world unless we
do. It is easy to fall into the bad habit of the public in using
terms without a defined and certified meaning just because
it is respectable to appear sceptical rather than correct.
There is no duty to appear sceptical, as most people conceive
that term. Its real import is an attitude of ignorance with a
desire to know. It is not denial and a desire to destroy.
The latter has all the nature and faults of belief and none of
its merits, because it is negative.

Moreover the evidential problem, which after all is the
main object of psychic research, does not require us to pose
either as sceptics or beligvers, but to test hypotheses by their
fitness to meet the facts and to disregard all the limitations
which the problem of conversion imposes.
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Mrs. Sidgwick in her recent Presidential Address before
the English Society admitted that we do not know the nature
of telepathy, and it would have been well all along to have
kept this position as much in the front as the fact that we
were using it to rival other explanations. But we have al-
lowed the popular mind to think that we were explaining
things awdy by the term when our primary duty was to em-
phasize the fact that telepathy explains nothing whatsoever
and that we have not the remotest indication of what the
process is that is involved in it, and perhaps quite as ignorant
regarding the directness or indirectness of the process. The
evidential problem in the conversion of the sceptic required
us to speak of it as if it were a direct process, and perhaps a
“natural” one, whatever that might mean. But the ex-
planatory question did not and does not require us to make
any such assumptions. We may assume anything we please
in explanatory processes, provided only that the causal
agency involved is one with whose real or supposed action
fits the facts or is a familiar one to us, But where we do not
know any causal action like the one we need to assume we
have only to confess ignorance on this point and be content
with the classification of our phenomena.

I repeat then that telepathy is a name for facts and not
for any cause whatever of which we know anything, and for
that reason it cannot be invoked to explain anything. ' It is
only a convenient way of postponing the day of judgment for
the sceptic and limits conversion to a special theory, not ex-
planation.

With this limitation of the conception to coincidences
that have some cause not yet known we need to remark that
this limitation is also to the coincidences hetween present
active states of mind in the agent and percipient. The
evidence in the Society’s records confines the conception to
this field. But the public has stretched the idea bevond ali
such restrictions. It is taken to include or denominate all
sorts of selective agency on the part of a percipient rummag-
ing about in human memories, as if there were no distinction
between active thoughts and events dormant in the memory
There is no scientific evidence for this last supposition, anr
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{Well he has.)

Well I see just at the last some little discovery. It is some
other thing that comes in. Will you tell me the time now, Miss
T? [Note 18.]

(Miss T.: 11.10—five minutes more.)

(Well can you tell me something about the future? Is there
anything ahead of me that seems to make life worth living really?
Not the customary pain and grind?)

You read over the first part of this when she gets it written.
You will see, The thing moves along. It comes through your
mediumship. You are going away. You are not always going
to he in these conditions.

(Hope, I hope not.)

: You will go out. Have you ever had a great desire to go to
ndia?

(Yes, very strong, to go to places that other people don't fre-
quent.)

You go—I thought so.—You go directly, and "tisn’t like a tail
to your kite, like so many other people.

(Do I go alone, I wonder?)

You meawa party

(No.)

Have you got a man that you are very fond of?

{Yes, several.)

Well [ can't know how it is, properly or anything, but 1 know
vou go and a man goes with you,

{Well I hope it 1s proper!)

Well [ can’t stop to see.  You make a study of it when you go
to India, and he does too.

(Historically, you mean, and from the international stand-
point?) *

Well a little more than that. You study these problems; you
visit so many places, hke shrines, you know.

{Yes.)

'Tisn't right now, it is like an event in the luture, You know
I am afraid I have got to go now.

{Yes. I hope I shali see you again some day, Starlight. [
wish we could have some sittings.together because it would be so
interesting.)

Yes. Is your hand numb?

(Yes, my whole arm is numb.)

16. My father is still living, as indicated by the communicator. He
has a2 ruddy complexion and uses a cane. He is not afraid of “ teams and
things,” so far as I know. I have always known him to be a perfectly
fearless man. 1 had frequently feared he would not live long. P[‘he pre-
dictions are not verifiable. I am whoelly unlike him in my nature.
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Apparent Clairvoyance.

The following incident is from the Grand Magazine, and as
indicated above, is certified by Mr, K. himself, tho here re-
ported by a second party. The type is apparent to psychic
researchers. Mr. K,, instead of leaving us to copy it, with
the editorial remarks, has written out the account for us from
his own copy, and it varies in no detail or expression from
the printed article, except in a few unimportant words here
and there merely affecting rhetorical or grammatical struct-
ure of the seatence.

May 24, 1906.
To the Editor “ Strand Magazine,”
No. 8 South Hampton Street,
London, England,

Dear Sir:—I have just finished reading, with much interest,
the article entitled, ” Phantasms"” in your June number, and
would say that I have for a long time, in fact I might say, always
been deeply interested in this subject.

In addition for the last year or so, I have been giited with the
power of seeing things that are at least invisible to the average
human being. While I have not seen anything in the way of a
ghost or spirit of people who have passed out of this life, I am
constantly seeing scenes and also people from this life, and give
you herewith a few instances.

First.—On August 28th, 1905, I received a letter from a Mr, H.
requesting that I meet him in New York on August 31st, at 9.30
A. M. at D G & T.'s place of business. 1 left Philadelphia on
the 7.00 A. M. train on August 31st to keep this engagement. Be-
fore boarding the train, I bought the morning paper, which 1 read
until we passed Trenton, and then being through with the paper,
I leaned back in my seat and let my mind drift,

Suddenly I seemed to be sitting in a room facing a2 door which
was open, allowing me to see into the next room. The sun was
shining, or rather I could see the reflection of the sun, the next
room being lit up by the reflection. Through this door a tall man
entered ; he was wearing a brown derby hat. This vision I saw
as distinctly and as clearly as I have ever seen anything in ordi-
nary life, At the time, I did not know what to make of it, as I
did not recognize any portion of this scene.

On arriving in New York, not knowing where D, G. & T'.’s
office was, I asked a police officer to direct me. His instructions
not being sufficiently clear, I stepped into a cigar store for more
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out a hat. 1 felt positive that I would see her that evening, but
other than that paid no attention to it.

Inside of an hour and 2 half, a number of visitors arrived at
the house, and she was among them, and was dressed as 1 had
seen her in the vision.

I learned on making inquiry that at the time I saw her, she
did not know she was coming to my house. She came by acci-
dent. She boards with a family in my neighborhood, and the
head of this family had intended calling on me regarding some
trifling matter. After supper, and after I had seen the vision, he
suggested to his family that they accompany him to my house,
and of course, included the young lady. She states that she did
not know until five minutes before she came that she was coming.

These things are constantly occurring and I might add that
when | see these visions or whatever they may be, when I am
wide awake, as | was in the above mentioned cases, | know posi-
tively that they will occur; they have never yet failed, but I am
unable to tell how soon they wili happen, I can only guess at the
time. In a general way, the nearer the person or vision s to me,
the sooner it actually occurs.

In addition to the above mentioned cases, I have seen any
number of others, in fact, | am constantly seeing them, and lately
have but to sit down and become passive, when they seem to
come of their own accord.

I might also mention in addition to this, I am constantly ex-
periencing a still stranger phenomena, which if you are interested
in, I could write you about another time.

: Yours very truly,

. -

[The following represents a group of incidents which are
coincidental and which may be classified variously, tho prob-
ably telepathy would he preferable to other hypotheses,
whatever such a view means. They forecast certain events.
but not in a way to preclude the supposition that the thought
of another was transferregl at the time.—Editor.]

July 16th, 1907,
Dr. James H. Hyslop. Secretary,

Dear Sir:—In reply to yours of the 2nd inst,, regarding my ex-
periences which were published in the Grand Magazine sometime
ago. and which you asked me to give you, would say that I think
it better to give you some more recent ones.

In the first place, I might say that for the last two or three
years I have heen seeing clairvoyantly, at first very little, and
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gradually more and more. [ cannot always do so when | want to,
but generally succeed if I try, and in addition, often when I am
not trying. In addition to seeing, I have also been hearing for
the last year, although 1 do not hear as freely as I see, and lately
the sense of smell has come into play. In each case, whether it
be seeing, hearing or smelling, it 1s always something that refers
to myseli, and always something that will happen in the future,
in anywhere from ten minutes to a week or a month, but they
never go wrong. [ do find, that occasionally when I see some-
thing, I make a mistake in interpretating what I have seen. In
other words, [ may think that what T have seen refers to a certain
case, and when it actually occurs, I find it does not, but that it
refers to something entirely different, but I always find that I
have seen correctly down to the minntest detail, but that I have
simply misplaced the scene, and am confident that this is the
mistake that nearly every medium makes, I have cautioned a
number of them, telling them never to say what they think a scene
may mean, but always tell just what they see, and that they might
add, that they think it means so and so, but never to view a scene
and give the person only the meaning of it.  You will readily see
that in the latter case you would have no chance of recognizing
what the medium had seen when it did occur.

Further, with regard to my own case, ] seem to be developing
more every day and some of the more recent things that have oc-
curred are as follows:—

On the morning of July 5th, at 20 minutes of nine, I was
in my private office, which 15 but a very small room, and built in
a store which we use as a steel warehouse, In the office with me
were two peaple, namely, the warehouse man and the stenog-
rapher. Just at the time mentioned, I distinctly smelled cigar
smoke, and a very good cigar at that. In the first place, [ must
mention that the store had been closed since five o'clock on July
3rd, and no one up to the time mentioned had been in the store,
except the ones named. Neither the warehouse man nor myself
smoke. When | found the odor so strong, I asked the two that
were present, if they could smell it, and they both tried, but could
not. I, myself, went into the store to see if some one had come
in, that we had not noticed, and found that there had not, also
that the front door was closed and no such odor could have
reached us from the street. [ continued to smell this same odor
for quite a few minutes, and both the others tried their hest to (o
the same, but were unable. Then it passed away. In ten min-
utes, our salesman came in, smoking a cigar, and on coming close
to me, blew the smoke into my face, saying, ** What do you think
of that for a cigar. Had we not better buy a few for our cus-
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vate office of Mr. K when he detected the odor of cigar
smoke, and he asked us if we noticed it. On being answered in
the negative, he went out into the store to see if any one had conte
in, or if the front door was open, but he returned again saying no
one had come in and the front door was closed.

In a few minutes after that our salesman, Mr. Thomas ].
M , entered, smoking a cigar, which Mr, K stated
was of the same odor as he had smelled a few minutes previously.
Yours very truly,
ALICEV.Y , Stenographer.
EDW. J. E——, Warehouseman.,

Jan. 6th, 1908.
Mr. James H. Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—The writer wishes to state that on the morning of
July 9th, 1807, about 8.30, Mr, K asked me if 1 was sure
that our monthly report of stock for June was correct, especially
with reference to the item of SaBeN (one of our grades) and upon
answering “ Yes," he told me of the visions he had had earlier in
the morning.

I have read his report to you on this subject, and it is exactly
as he explained it to me, or in other words, he told me at 8.30
A. M. on July 9th of both of these visions before either had been
verified by receipt of the letters.

Yours very truly,

ALICE V. Y

P. 8—Mr K also reported the above facts to me on my
arrival at the office the same morning at about 9 ¢'clock, and I
remember telling him that he had better change his drinks,

THOMAS M » Salesman.

, Stenographer.

New York, July 20th, 1907,

I have been permitted to inspect the correspondence men-
tioned in Mr, K.'s letter and find it as represented. The let-
ter mentioning the quality of steel referred to is dated July
8th, 1907, and a letter of July gth, 1907, mentions some in-
cidents connected with the same, and a letter of July rith
from the company in Syracuse states that Mr, K.’s letter was
unsigned and that he may have omitted some portion of it.
The reply to this explains that the oversight may have been
due to sending a sheet to some other person. In any case
the dream seems to have been fulfilled in the incident of the
unsigned letter,
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The facts then are these, Mr. K, dreamed or had a vision
of an unsigned letter embodying a report to the company and
that this letter was unsigned. Also he seems to have felt
that some exceptions to the report were made. This was on
July gth, 1907, and the letter making the corrections was
dated July 8th, but was received on morning of July gth veri-
fying the dream or vision. In the letter of July i1ith the
company indicated that some part of the report of stock was
missing and then the letter from Mr. K. of July i12th indi-
cated how the error had happened.

Premonition.
Dec. 16th, 1908,
Mr. James H. Hyslop, Treasurer,

Dear Sir:—On Tuesday, October 13th, 1908, T went ta New
York on business. While in New York on this visit, | had an ex-
perience which may be interesting to you,

My sister, Madam M K , has a standio in New
York City. I, of course, called on her on Tuesday, as well as
every day during my visit. On Tuesday evening, on leaving her,
she told me not to come to her studio before eight o'clock on
Wednesday morning (October 14th), I awoke about six o'clock
as this is my vsual hour for rising, but did not get up hecause I
iad no place to go. 1 stopped at the Grenoble Hotel, I dozed a
little wiiile longer, and about 7.30, while fully awake, and hearing
people moving about the hotel, | suddenly saw a vision,

I saw at some little distance, say fifteen feet approximately. a
grand piano with a red cover on it, similar to the one that my
sister has in her studio. The back of the piano was towards me,
and at the key-board on the hase side of it, stood a figure dressed
like a monk, 1 was attracted to the figure and examined it
closely. [ found that it appeared to be a man and that the head
was a skull or death-head. While looking at this vision and won-
dering what it meant and trying to reason it out (I mention this
to show vou that [ really was awake) I saw the figure take hold
of the lid of the piano and slowly close it and then draw the cover
over it. Then the vision passed.

I felt convinced that what I had seen was in reference to my
sister’s studio.

Upon seeing her that morning. [ told her of my vision, and
when she asked what it meant, said that it undoubtedly meant
that she woukl be compelled to close her piano on account of
death, ({1 do not mean permanently.)

That evening my sister and I calted on Mes. [,——— T-———,
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a skull's head. ‘T'his figure then reached over, took the lid of the
piano and closed it, and also pulled down the red cover,

The vision thén passed, and upon thinking the matter over
Mr. K recognized the piano as the one in his sister’s studio,
and that through a death, his sister’s piano wounld be closed.

When he called on his sister he told her of his vision, and he
also told three others in New York about it.

On Tuesday morning, December 15th, at 820 A. M. a tele-
gram came into the office, addressed to J. K I signed for
this and upon opening it (as is my custom for all telegrams) I
found that it told of the death of his brother’s little daughter.
At 8.30 Mr. K came in and [, of course, gave him the tele-
gram. He then called his sister up on the long distance telephone
and found she had also received a telegram telling of this death.
She told him that the little girl’s father, Julius G. K , was
in New York, and had left two hours before to go home to Pitts-
burgh, as he had also received a telegram.

On the same day, Tuesday, December 15th, Madame K
left New York at 11 o'clock, came to Philadelphia and then left
Philadelphia at 8.58 P. M. to go to Pittsburgh.

This follows out the vision, as Madame K. was com-
pelled to close her piano and the studio on account of this death.

Yours very truly,

ALICEV. Y——.

New York, Sunday. [Dec. 27th, 1908.]

Mr. James Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—I am very pleased to be able to corroborate Mr.
I K 's story, It is easy to tell you the date, as I was and
amn very impressed by what he told me. As near as possible this
is what he said, “ I arrived in New York from Pittsburgh too late
to go to see my sister, Madame K , and over the telephone
agreed 1o breakfast with her the following morning about 6.30. 1
was awake in bed when I saw come before me as it were, a room,
in it a grand piano with a red cover over it and the lid of the
piano open, and as I looked 1 saw a figure beside the piano, 2
symbolical figure draped, and the head was a death’s head and it
closed the lid of the piano.” [ asked Mr. K what it meant,
and he said that no doubt through the death of someone Mrs,
K would close her piano and leave her studio. The date
was Wednesday evening the 25th Nov, that he told me this,

He also said he wished very much to have you come to Mrs.
K 's studio to talk this thing over.

If you find it necessary to mention my name you may do so,
and to show you how impressed I was by what he saw., when
Mrs. K ‘phoned me last Tuesday morning and told me of
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BOOK REVIEWS,

“A Theory of Mind.” By John Lewis March. Charles Scribner's
Sons. 1908

This book is too scholastic and too full of facts of an interest-
ing nature, to be summed up in a short review of this character.
Dr. March has elaborated a definite theory which, he conceives,
explains mind, matter, the relation of one to the other, and the
position of both in the universe. It is a sort of monism, identify-
ing mind and matter as the same, yet clinging somewhat also to
Cliffords mind-stuff theory. The position, as summed up by
Dr. March himself, is this: ' Matter to itself is mind; mind as
it reflects itself to another mind is matter. Matter and mind are
thus to be considered identical.” On the next page but one, we
read: " The realm of mind is the realm of matter, as that realm
is to itself." Dr. March contends that, although there may be
many objections to his theory, the whole trend of modern science
is in favor of it, and away from any sort of dualism.  This the au-
thor endeavors to maintain at length through the rest of the
book,—chapters being devoted to “fusion,” “ the elements of
mind,” * the building up of the mind,” * first truths,” * similarity
of the instincts,” ** the maternal instinct,”" ** the personal instinet,”
“ the social instinct,” and the * social units.”

The exception one might take to it, as to all books of a similar
nature, is that it does not go far enough. The philosophical con-
troversy as to the nature of mind and matter, and their relation
to one another and to the universe, will probably go on for many
years before it is solved,—if indeed it ever is solved. The only
rational, final and satisfactory method of determining the correct-
ness of any theory is to refer to known facts. If the theory covers
and explains all these facts in a satisiactory way, it is probable
that the theory is true. If it does not so explain them, there is
direct evidence that the theory is erronecus. Viewed from our
standpoint, then, one might call upon Dr. March to explain upon
his theory, the facts of psychic research; and he would of course
be totally unable to explain them. Let these facts be established,
therefore, and his theory, together with all others of a similar
nature, must fall to the ground and be proven erroneous.~—no
matter how logical or accurate, they may be, or with what detail
they may be elaborated. The issue, in other words, is not 2 phile-
sophical, but a scientific one. and it can only be determined by the

facts in the case,
[IEREWARD CARRINGTON.
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“The Maid of Fronce' by Andrew Lang. Longmans, Green &
Co., 1909,

This vigorous new book by Lang gives a concise account of
the life and death of Jeanne D'Arc, based upon first-hand accuraw
historical information and forms a reply to M. Anatole France's
book on Jeanne D'Arc, issued some time ago in France. The par-
ticular interest to our readers would lie, not so much in the actual
biographical account, nor in the details of her military exploits.
nor yet in the valuable historical side-lights which Mr. Lang is
enabled to throw upon her life and fortunes; but in the psycho-
logical analysis of the Maid and her visions, furnished by M=
Lang. The whole tone of the book is, in fact, a defence of the
supernormal or inspirational source of these visions and voices.
and he has discussed this question at length and as scientifically
as may be desired, in a separate Appendix. In this, he quotes the
opinion of various eminent neurologists and their views on
Jeanne, but comes to the conclusion that such views are unable to
account for the facts. It is hardly necessary to say that France
in his estimate of the Maid, came to the conclusion that she rep-
resented little more than a fiysteric,—swayed by enthusiasm and
capable of swaying others in moments of a nation’s upheavals.
Andrew Lang replies at length to this view, and contends that
no matter how * neurotic ”’ Jeanne might have been,—her achieve-
ments and the nature of the voices inspiring her, remain positively
unaccounted for. He shows, further, that there is no evidence
whatever, physiological, mental or moral, to show that Jeaane
was hysterical, or neurotic or possessed of any of the gualities
which shouid entitle modern psychiatrists to classify her in any
way as an abnormal type.

The book can heartily be'recommended to those interested in

psychic research,
HEREWARD CARRINGTON.
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MR. PIDDINGTON’S REPORT,
By James H. Hyslop.

The last number of the Praceedings of the English Society
{Vol. XXII) is one of the most interesting, and in some re-
spects, one of the most important published in the history of
the Society’s work. Mr. Piddington calls it “A Series of
Concordant Automatisms.” This means that it is a series of
experiments on ‘' cross references” or “cross correspond-
ences,” as they are often called. Briefly indicated the ex-
periments were these. Efforts were made to get (1)} a series
of common messages through different * automatists,” as
the report calls them, carefully evading the use of the term
“ medium,” and (2} a series of “ messages ” that represented,
besides a common content, the presence of associated inci-
dents completing or supplementing information obtained
through another, and so really or apparently ill&strating the
existence of independent intelligence. This last feature of
the experiments seems to have been the most impressive one
to those who were conducting the experiments and great
stress is laid upon it by them regarding its possible signifi-
cance in favor of a " third intelligence " as mmvolved in the re-
sult, the tertium qusd of Mr. Gurney some years ago. The
psychics involved were Mrs. Piper, Mrs. Verrall, Miss Ver-
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rall, Mrs. Forbes, and Mrs, Holland, Mrs. Forbes seems not
to have been an important factor in the result, and Mrs.
Thompson, tho tried, was wholly ineffective in them, in so
far as the report is concerned. Consequently, the other
named automatists were the only ones having any import-
ance in the phenomena,

To make the subject of “cross correspondences,” or
“ concordant automatisms ” a little more clear for the layman
I would further explain the experiments. A “communica-
tor ” would try to get some message through one of the au-
tomatists and to repeat it through another. In a few cases
A message was given by the experimenter to be repeated
through another psychic. This was effected in a number of
cases, with certain additions really or apparently due to the
natural law of association in a supposedly independent intel-
ligence, This will be illustrated at length after summarizing
the general contents of the report.

It should be noticed by all who have to consider the facts
that the automatists were not kept wholly unacquainted with
each other and also were not at all times kept apart from each
other. This does not mean that the results considered in this
report were affected by the acquaintance of the psychics, tho
this claim might be set up, but only that whatever the total
record of experiments the circumstance has to be remarked
in a fair account of them, while the experiments and results
here emphasized were connected with the separation of the
automatists at the time of the significant correspondences.
That is, the stress is laid upon those concordances that oc-
curred when the psychics were not in the same place and
knew nothing of what had occurred with the others. I take
Mr. Piddington’s statement of the conditions under which
the experiments were performed.

“ Mrs. Verrall had ten sittings with Mrs. Piper, Miss Verrall
five, and Mrs. Forbes four; and exactly the same precautions were
observed with them as with the other sitters, They did not enter
the séance-room till the trance had begun, and they left it before
Mrs. Piper had recovered her normal consciousness; and they
did not hold an intercourse or communication with Mrs. Piper
except at these sittings.
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“ The common messages and ‘ cross correspondences’ which
are discussed in the report occurred when these various autom-
atists were separated from each other, or under circumstances
which involved other sitters than themselves at the time. This
will be explained in the illustrations to be given of the facts,

“ Mrs. Piper’s sittings in England extended from November
15th, 1906, to June 2nd, 1907. At the sitting of the first of these
dates it was Sir Oliver Lodge that suggested experiments at
*cross correspondence,’ and during the period named Mr. Pid-
dington selected the instances published from the following ma-
terial.

“ During this period Mrs. Verrall produced in all sixty-three
pieces of script (automatic writing), on fifty-nine different days,
the first piece being written on November 16th, 19806,

* During the period Miss Verrall produced seventeen pieces of
script on seventeen different days, the first being on November
20th, 1906, and the last on May 26th, 1807,

“ Between November 15th, 1908, and July 10th, 1907, Mrs,
Holland produced thirty-eight pieces of script on thirty-eight dif-
ferent days.

* Both Mrs. and Miss Verrall knew of the experiments with
Mrs. Piper; but until the middle of March Mrs. Holland was en-
tirely unaware that any such experiments were being conducted.

* Miss Verrall's seventeen pieces of script were written at ir-
regular dates and honrs, except on two occasions when the hours
were preconcerted to synchronize with Mrs, Piper’s trance.

“ With Mrs. Verrall 2 more systematic plan was followed;
twenty-seven pieces of the script having been written, mostly by
previous arrangement, either just before or during Mrs, Piper's
trances.

“ Mrs, Holland remained throughout the entire series of ex-
periments in absolute ignorance of what was written by the other
automatists. So likewise did Mrs. Piper, unless it be that she
remembers in her normal state things said to her during her
trances; and even then the evidential value of the resuits would
be unaffected, for all she could have learned in this way was
either that an experiment had been successfully accomplished or
that it had failed. Mrs, Verrall saw at various dates certain por-
tions of Mrs. Holland's and Miss Verrall's script; and Miss Ver-
rall read or was informed of a few passages in Mrs. Verrall's
script. Careful note was taken at the time of the extent of the
knowledge thus normally acquired and of the dates on which 1t
was acquired by Mrs. and Miss Verrall,

“ It need hardly be said that I shall not bring forward as evi-
dence of supernormal reciprocation and coincidences which can
be explained by Mrs. Verrall’s normal knowledge of Mrs. Hol-
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land's or of Miss Verralt's script, or by Miss Verrall’'s normal
knowledge of parts of Mrs, Verrall's script,

“ The word or sentence given to the Piper trance personalities
for reproduction by them through one or more of the other autom-
atists was selected in eighteen cases by those in charge of the
sittings; five times by Sir Oliver Lodge, eleven times by myself,
and twice by Mrs. Sidgwick. Rather over a hundred subjects
for experiment were chosen by the trance personalities; one by
Imperator, two by Prudens, three by Rector, sixty-one by
‘Myers,' twenty-one by ‘Hodgson,” six by ‘ Sidgwick," one by
‘G. P and in a few cases the choice was not attributed to any
special control.

“ Of the eighteen words or phrases selected by the expen-
menters only one can be said with certainty to have been suc-
cessfully transferred. Of the success achieved in the transmis-
sion of messages chozen by the trance personalities themselves it
would be idle to speak in general terms. Each case where com-
plete or partial success was attained must be described and stud-
ied in detail.”

The material and such portions of the detailed records as
were associated with the experiments make up a volume of
440 pages, including eighteen pages of Mrs. Sidgwick’s presi-
dential address. It is an exceedingly detailed report and may
be read with different judgments of its value. I shall sum-
marize the facts with some care, and make the result a sub-
ject of later comment, tho pausing occasionally to consider
certain features of difficulty or favor in the question of their
supernormal character, as the occasion may require. I be-
gin with the first instance of cross correspondence occurring
in connection with the sitting at which Sir Oliver Lodge sug-
gested this type of experiment. I shall omit from the sum-
mary the more complicated cases which do not make the co-
incidences superficially apparent.

The first incident to be quoted will not be so striking as
may be desired for proving the supernormal, but it has char-
acteristics which are noticeable in work of this kind and
hence deserves mention.

At the sitting of November 15th, 1906, with Mrs, Piper,
Sir Oliver Lodge asked the communicator who purported to
be Dr. Hodgson, if he would try to give a message elsewhere.
The communicator replied that he would and said: I will
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go to Mrs. Holland.” No interest attaches to the mention
of this name as Mr. Piddington, at his sittings in this coun-
try after Dr. Hodgson’s death, had mentioned Mrs. Holland
to the trance personalities, We must assume that this name
at least was a sublitninal memory of Mrs, Piper, When Dr.
Hodgson as communicator was asked what he would send
replied * St. Paul” The communicator said he would go at
once.

The name St. Paul did not appear in any of the automatic,
writing of Mrs. Holland, but in the script of December 3ist,
1906, was a reference to “II Peter 1, 15,” which reads:
“ Moreover I will endeavor that ye may be able after my de-
ceased to have these things always in remembrance,” and the
further statements: * This witness is true—It is now time
that the shadow should be lifted from your spirit—Let pa-
tience have her perfect work. This is a faithiul saying.”
The reader will understand that the verse which I have
quoted from I Peter was not in the automatic writing, and
is given to indicate the relevance or irrelevance of its con-
tents to the promised name of St. Paul. Mr, Piddington ex-
plains:

“This witness, etc., is not, I believe, a textual quotation, but is
reminiscent of several passages in the writings of St. John, Let
patience, etc., is a quotation from the Epistle of St, James, This
15 o fasthful saying occurs at least three times in St. Paul's Epistle,

“The only name actually written is Peter, and this Peter is
clearly Saint Peter. If we suppose that the scribe was aiming at
getting * St. Paul ’ expressed, it looks as if he felt his way towards
the name or notion of St. Paul by quoting first from St. Peter,
next from St. John, then from St. James and finally from St.
Paul”

Whatever we may think of the source of the messages,
whether subliminal on the part of Mrs. Holland or actually
from some transcendental agency, the coincidence is there,
tho not itself evidential of the supernormal.

But the writing of Miss Verrall is more suggestive. Her
script of January 12th, says Mr, Piddington, “ opens with a
sentence in Latin, and then totally unconnected with it fol-
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nificance in connection with the evident reference to the ana-
gram in the words “ arts ” and rafs underscored.

Apart from the evident coincidences in the phenomena
the most important circumstance to be observed is the ap-
parently enigmatical method necessary to get the messages
through Mrs, and Miss Verrall. It will be noticed that their
styles are the same and that the Latin language is a frequent
concomitant or vehicle for the messages, and in both cases
there appears to be great difficulty involving this roundabout
process to get any message through. It makes no difference
what theory we suppose the peculiar difficulty is evident.

A curious complex incident occurred involving a cross
correspondence between three psychics, Mrs. Sidgwick had
a number of sittings with Mrs, Piper and at several of them
the word * Thanatos” was given, coming *“ Sanatos” at
first and once “ tanatos,”” The word “ Thanatos " is a Greek
word and means death. ‘This occurred on the dates of April
17th, 23rd and 30th, 1907. On April 16th, 1907, Mrs. Hol-
land’s automatic writing shows the following: * Maurice,
Morris, Mors. And with the shadow of death fell upon him
and his soul departed out of his limbs. The most agreeable
sensation of which I was at first conscious was that [ was no
longer deaf” The confusion in the word “ Mors,” which is
the Latin for death, as indicated in the names Maurice and
Morris is most interesting, as repeating phenomena in Mrs,
Holland that are so conspicuous in Mrs. Piper. Then the
play of the thought of the automatist about the idea of death
helps to give significance to the word “ Mors,” and so also
the message about the first sensations after death, Whether
altogether subliminal or only partially so, or even not so at
all, the evident intention is to make sure that the right idea
is communicated. On April 29th Mrs. Verrall wrote some
messages which show the presence of the idea of death, The
first was the Greek letter D [Delta] which Mrs. Verrall ex-
plained in a note meant to her or was suggestive of death.
She also quoted a Latin line beginning with “ pallida mors,”
meaning pale death. The significance of this lies in the fact
that Mrs. Piper does not know Greek and the alleged com-
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municator did know it, and in the process of its coming
through the other two psychics it was converted into Latin,
or what was Latin in them was transmuted into Greek
through Mrs. Piper. The obvious criticism that would be
passed upon the hypothesis that the coincidences were not
due to chance would be based upon the circumstance that the
idea of death is so buried in a mass of other matter that the
irrelevant ideas are too numerous to justify the supposition
that death was intended. This view, however, may have as
much difficulty in sustaining itself as the other. The critic
may hold out against conviction that it is not due to chance,
but he can only express his opinion as does his opponent, as
he may not be able to prove chance coincidence in any cir-
cumstances, while it will always be open to others to con-
ceive that the very setting of the idea of death fraught with
the fundamental associations which that idea would naturally
arouse tend to sustain the view that the coincidence was in-
tended and not casual. But whatever the explanation the co-
incidence is there,

The next incident is a very remarkable one and is called
that of “ Crossing the Bar” by Mr. Piddington. It is one of
the best and will have to be detailed at some length. The
experiment was conceived by Mrs. Verrall and the complica-
tions involved give it special interest. The following ex-
plains the nature of the experiment and the conditions under

which it was performed, and represents the statements of Mr.
Piddington.

“In the early part of 1907, after six sittings with Mrs. Piper
in which Mrs. Verrali had been struck with the vraisemblance of
the Myers personality, and also with the knowledge shown of
unpublished portions of her script connected with that person-
ality, Mrs. Verrall decided to ask at her next sitting a question
which it would be reasonable to suppose that Myers—the Myers
purporting to communicate through Mrs. Piper, if this person-
ality really had access to the memories of Frederic Myers—would
be able to answer. For this purpose certain conditions seemed
desirable, some arising from the circumstances of the particular
experiment, and others suggested by general considerations de-
rived from previous experience. The important conditions were:

1. The question should be unintelligible to Mrs. Piper her-
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self, in order to prevent the medium’s own knowledge from af-
fecting the result.

The question should be short, on account of the difficulty and
slowness of communication between sitter and communicator in
the present conditions of the Piper trance.

3. 'The qguestion should concern a subject which had not only
been known to, but which had been thoroughly familiar to Fred-
eric Myers, so that, had it been addressed to him in his lifetime,
he would have answered it instinctively, without a moment's
doubt, hesitation, or reflection. It should therefore concern a
matter not merely of intellectual acquisition or learning, but of
knowledge so completely assimilated as to have been a stable
part of his personality.

4. The answer should be complex, tho not necessarily
lengthy; and in order to avoid the risk of an accidentally suc-
cessful guess on the part of Mrs. Piper, it should not be express-
ible in a single phrase, but should require for completeness allu-
sions to more than one group of associations.

5. 'The answer should be such as could be proved to have
been known to Myers; that is, the verification should not depend
on Mrs. Verrall's personal knowiedge or impression but on un-
mistakable external evidence,

8. ‘The question and answer should, in fact tho not in appear-
ance, be connected with a range of subjects already alluded to in
Mrs. Verrall's own seript by Myers.

It was not easy to find an appropriate question. Some of the
required conditions would be met if Greek were the language of
the question ; and it seemed desirable, with a view to condition 5,
to frame 2 question based on a Greek quotation to which refer-
ence had actually been made in some published work of Myers',
tho condition 1 demanded that this reference should not be ob-
vipus or easily discoverable.

It was on January 22nd, 1907, that Mrs. Verrall decided to
apply this test, if only she could think of a satisfactory question.
On the evening of January 23rd it suddenly occurred to her that
the words ‘kat asutos ouranos akumon’ would serve the purpose,
The words may be translated ‘and the very heaven waveless.
They come from the 5th book of the Enneades of the Neo-Platonic
philosopher Plotinus, and form part of a passage in which he re-
cites the conditions that should precede and accompany the at-
tainment of ecstasy, or communion of the individual soul with
the divine; these conditions being perfect calm of soul and body
and of external nature as well. A translation of the passage from
Plotinus will be found in the second volume of Human Personality,
p. 391, but the Greek words are not given, and in the translation
no emphasis is laid on any particular phrase in question. It is
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there rendered ‘ calm be the earth, the sea, the air, and let Heaven
itself be still,’ and this sentence is in the middle of a paragraph of
some eleven lines,

The four words in Greek {followed by the name of the author,
Plotinus, but by no further reference) occur once in Myers’ pub-
lished works, namely, as the motto to a poem on Tennyson pub-
lished in Fragments of Prose and Poetry (p. 117). They are not
there translated.”

Investigation apparently shows that Mrs. Piper had not
known or heard of this work.

On January 29th at a sitting with Mrs. Piper Mrs, Verrall
put her test question, having to spell it out for the supposed
communicator. In the event of a satisfactory answer she had
a right to expect a translation of the words, a reference to
Myers' poem on Tennyson, and a reference to Plotinus in the
latter part of Humaon Personality. 1 quote the report {or the
results the next day.

*On January 3oth, the day after the question was put,
Mrs. Verrall had another sitting with Mrs. Piper. There was
no direct reference to the test question, but Mrs. Verrall
thought that some of the phrases used in the trance, tho only
disconnectedly introduced, showed that the associations for
which she had asked were present in the thoughts of the com-
municating intelligence; that there was in fact what might be
called ‘ preliminary emergence’ of them. Thus the phrase
‘Haven of rest’ was mentioned as likely to recall to Mrs.
Verrall a memory of Myers; and towards the end of the sit-
ting there was a disconnected allusion to ‘Larches’ and
‘ Laburnum.” Both these words have Tennysonian associa-
tions for Mrs. Verrall; the spring budding of the larch and the
first lowering of the laburnum always bringing to her mind
Tennyson’s descriptive phrases—both from /'n Memoriam—
* When rosy plumelets tuft the larch * and ‘ Laburnums, drop-
ping wells of fire.' "

As nothing more was said with reference to the issue until
February 6th, these Tennysonian associations may have been
connected with an allusion to " Celestial Haleyon Days” on
January 15th which apparently had an association with a
phrase in Tennyson very closely connected with this al{usion
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to “ Larches ” and “ l.aburnums.” Hence apparently the co-
incidence is with another matter than the test question. It
may, however, have been an evidence of the communicator’s
understanding of the test question and an allusion to earlier
messages which had been intended to remind her of Tenny-
son. This is conjectural and we do not require to regard the
incident as more than a coincidence, except that Mrs, Verrall
interpreted it as a possible indication of the communicator’s
appreciation of her question.

In the further account of the facts Mr. Piddington groups
Mrs. Verrall’s cases of automatic script together and it de-
volves upon the reader to watch for the chronology of the
phenomena. I shall here observe the order of time in the
summary of the facts,

On February 6th, Mr. Piddington, at a sitting with Mrs,
Piper, read a letter of Mrs. Verrall to the trance personalities
indicating that she, Mrs. Verrall, thought the messages of
January zoth at her own sitting were evidence of an under-
standing on the part of Mr, Myers, the supposed communi-
cator, of the test question. Mrs, Verrall's letter asked for
clearer statements of what the Greek words recalled to him.

On February 12th, Mrs, Verrall's script or automatic writ-
ing shows an atlusion to Tennysonian associations. The ref-
erence is apparently to “Morte d’ Arthur.” Some of the very
phrases of that poem are quoted, but as they are attributable
to Mrs, Verrall’s subconscious we need not quote the pas-
sages, the interest in them being the mere fact that the con-
tents seem to point to associations which Mrs, Verrall wanted
to obtain through Mrs, Piper.

On February 25th Mrs, Verrall's script showed another
and similar allusion to another poem of Tennyson. It again
is subject to explanation by her subconscious. But on Feb-
ruary 26th her script became more definite and shows direct
appreciation of what had been suggested in the test question
put through Mrs, Piper. The passage is as follows:

“Autos ouranos akumon [written in Greek language]. [
think I have made him [probably ‘' Rector'] understand but
the best reference to it will be made elsewhere, not Mrs. Piper
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at all. I think I have got some words from the poem written
down—if not stars and satellites, another phrase will do as
well. And may there be no moaning at the bar—my Pilot
fact to face. The last poems of Tennyson and Browning
should be compared. There are references in her writing to
both—Helen's I mean.”

“ Rector " is the trance personality through whom all the
messages in the Piper case usually purport to come, and the
allusion to him here apparently indicates attempts on “ the
other side ” to send something through and the existence of
certain difficulties involved. But as all this is subject to dis-
count on the ground of Mrs. Verrall’s subliminal knowledge
it can be used only for its relation to other and later informa-
tion obtained through Mrs. Piper.

On March 6th the script, written at 10.45 A. M., was more
explicit, and tho subject to similar exceptions as the above
quotations will at least have its psychological interest.

“1 have tried to tell him of the calm the heavenly and
earthly calm but I do not think it is clear. I think you would
understand if you could see the record. Tell me when you
have understood.

“Calm is the sea—and in my heart if calm at all, if any
calm, a calm despair. That is the only part of the answer—
just as it is not the final thought. The symphony does not
close upon despair—but on harmony. So does the poem.
Wait for the last word.”

This script, Mr. Piddington says, was signed “ Tuus,”
which is the signature often referring in Mrs. Verrall’s auto-
matic writing to Mr. Myers. The evident allusion of the
contents to Tennyson’s In Memoriam is the interpretation of
the authors of the report.

On the same date, March 6th, Mr. Piddington had a sitting
with Mrs. Piper. The hour is not mentioned, but if the same
custom was maintained in England as Dr. Hodgson observed
in this country, it would be simultaneous with the writing of
Mrs. Verrall, Dr, Hodgson held his sittings between 10
A. M. and 12 M. On this date Mr, Piddington reports of a
sitting with Mrs, Piper that Mr. Myers, the purported com-
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as Plotinus, as we have seen, was the author of the Greek
phrase.

If the reader could study the original records and keep in
mind that it thus required six weeks to answer the guestion
he will observe some evidence of the difficulties of this work,
on any theory of it. That is perhaps the most important les-
son to be learned from it. But for the present the general
reader is interested in the case as evidence of the supernormal,
Mr. Piddington and the authors of the report do not doubt
that the incident is one which cannot be explained by chance
and with that judgment I think all intelligent persons would
agree.’

There was a number of other cross correspondences and
among them one very complicated one in reply to a Latin
question. None of these can be outlined here, as there is not
space for the detailed explanations necessary to make them
intelligible. The reader may study them in the report of Mr.
Piddington. I have given the most important cases for easy
understanding and that will illustrate the character of ali the
others. They all illustrate the existence of coincidences be-
tween different psychics that cannot be due to chance, and
some of them show a psychological process going on that is
not easily attributable to telepathy as that is often conceived,
tho as others often conceived it I imagine the process is as-
sumed to be capable of anything whatever short of forging
iron, But this aside the important point is that the phe-
nomena exhibit a group of concordant messages which cer-
tainly confirm an hypothesis suggested by the earlier reports
on the Piper case and by the mass of phenomena accumulated
by the Society.

When it comes to summing up the meaning of all these
phenomena it may not be so clear. There may be wide dif-
ferences of opinion as to their exact significance. It is no-
ticeable that the report has made a sensation in some scien-
tific quarters in England, a sensation, however, that is not of
the excited character. It seems that a larger interest has
been shown in the report than in any previous publication of
the Society and it seems to be due to the peculiar nature of
the phenomena as cross correspondences. Mr. Piddington
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has not offered any specific theory of the facts. He has also
as carefully refrained from explaining them away, as it has
been the usual custom of the Society in the past, assuming
that unless it quarrelled with supernormal interpretations,
barring the use of telepathy, it had no excuse for its being.
But in this report there is no attempt to argue away the sig-
nificance of the facts. Mr. Piddington thinks that they are
not due to chance and does not offer any special theory to ex-
plain them after urging this fact in their favor. There are
allusions now and then to a “ third intelligence ” as perhaps
required to explain the phenomena, but there is no definite
identification of that intelligence, except by innuendo. It
may be that the prejudices of certain parties requires this
type of cautiousness and I am not criticizing the policy, but
stating the facts which indicate how free from theoretical ex-
planations the report is. No one can question the cautious
and conservative character of Mr, Piddington's attitude on the
problemn. He simply presents the facts with great detail and
with unusual patience in regard to the perplexities of the
phenomena in which the significant facts are found. No one
can accuse him of displaying any bias on cither side of their
possible interpretation. All the facts that may weaken or
protect them are given as fully as the most critical person
could desire. No expressed conclusions stand in the way of
denying or affirming a large meaning for the facts. I know
one reader who thinks the report worthless and he is a man
who is interested in the work, is in sympathy with conserva-
tive methods, and has written favorably of a spiritistic inter-
pretation of the Piper and other phenomena. Others seem
impressed with Mr. Piddington’s report as the most import-
ant for spiritistic tendencies that has yet appeared. The re-
port has certainly leit that impression in England among cer-
tain persons. But the report itself does not lend any sup-
port to either view in so {ar as advocacy of any theory is con-
cerned. It is entirely non-committal, and only casual re-
marks would enable any one to discover where Mr. Pidding-
ton’s sympathies really lie. These are defensive remarks
replying to some anticipated sceptical objection, but are so
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guarded that they do not give ground for criticism from the
most bigotted sceptic.

[ cannot but think, however, that there is some tendency
to magnify the importance of this report. That it is im-
pertant, in fact, one of the most important ever pub-
lished by the Society, is unquestionable, and as such
is not to be too greatly appreciated. When I say,
however, that it seems to be too much magnified by
some who have commented upon it I refer to the ten-
dency to treat it as if there had not been as good or better
evidence of the same theory remarked in it in other publica-
tions by the Society. There can be no gainsaying the value
of such a system of cross references as is here collected. But
it is noticeable that some are inclined to treat it as if it repre-
sented the first evidence that the Society has obtained for a
“third intelligence.” Mrs. Sidgwick in her Presidential Ad-
dress alludes to it in this spirit, and if it were not for Mrs,
Sidgwick’s perpetual habit of playing “ the scientific racket
in her form of expression I would attach more importance to
her reserved style, There is no need to remark the influ-
ences which led to this estimate of the facts, That is not
relevant. But as for myself I do not think that the report
bears, even in a small proportion, anything like the value of
Dr. Hodgson's second report on the case of Mrs. Piper as
evidence of a “third intelligence” or spirit. I think even
that Dr, Hodgson's first report on the same case was much
stronger for a third intelligence, in spite of the limitations
exhibited in the Phinuit phenomena and the failure of the
Hannah Wild incident. I regard the first report on the Piper
phenomena by the English group themselves as stronger for
a spiritistic theory than this case of cross correspondences.
I think teo that the publications of the Society in other cases
contain as strong evidence, and perhaps some would say
stronger evidence than Mr, Piddington’s report. The reason
for this judgment lies in the nature of the criterion for esti-
mating the facts.

For complicating the facts and excluding certain prelim-
inary hypotheses there can be no doubt that the report is the
best that has been published. But for proving a spiritistic
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hypothesis I do not think it is nearly so effective as previous
reports. The reason for the failure to appreciate this fact I
think is that the group of men working at the problem have
failed to realize just what the real standard of evidence is in
the case. The complication of several psychics in the results
has this importance, namely, that it excludes the ordinary
suppositions from discrediting the facts, For instance, you
would have to include a number of very respectable people in
the fraud that would have to be assumed to explain them
after chance coincidence had been eliminated and before ad-
mitting a more serious theory, and 1 am not sure but it is
this respectability that constitutes one of the report’s most
effective claims to consideration. Some would not want the
hardihood to say that some of the psychics were not prop-
erly guarded as Dr. Hodgson bad guarded Mrs. Piper and
that the interval elapsing between the messages claiming to
be cross correspondences diminish the value of the evidence
for even the supernormal. But waiving all this as unneces-
sary it seems to the present writer that the importance at-
tached to the report as evidence of a * third intelligence " is
based upon an entirely false view of what the problem is and
what the real evidence should be for a spiritistic theory of
the phenomena.

In the whole report there is but one of the cross corre-
spondences that points in any way to the personal identity of
deceased persons, unless we make the anagram * star, rats,
and tars ” the exception. The * Crossing the Bar"” incident
undoubtedly has interesting features of identity in it. These
are the associations which Mr. Myers would be expected to
have with the Greek words read to him as an alleged com-
municator through Mrs. Piper. All the other instances, save
the anagram mentioned, are of the kind which do not illus-
trate the personal identity of the men alleged to be communi-
cating, tho they do indicate indisputable evidence of the su-
pernormal, Personally I should regard them as good evi-
dence of the same personalities, independent personalities, if
you like, but not as affording the primary evidence of their
identity with the living persons whom they claim to be. The
messages or cross correspondences certainly indicate beyond
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a doubt that the supernormal information obtained plays
about the same alleged personalities, but only a few of them
tend to prove that you are dealing with the deceased persons
alleged. To me the evidence of surviving personality must
be something else than either cross correspondence or an al-
leged source of them, Cross correspondences only compli-
cate the evidences for a conclusion established in another
way. Let me make myself clearer on this point.

The existence of certain information obtained through
psychics is accepted by all as evidence of the supernormal. 1
need not explain this fact. When the facts purport to come
from the dead and are acceptably supernormal the only hy-
pothesis which has even a claim to respectable mention
against the superficial character of phenomena illustrating
the personal identity of deceased persons is that of telepathy.
Readers know what I think of that hypothesis in certain
types of phenomena and I need not go through the tedium of
analyzing this again, All I require to indicate here is that
the chief objection to that hypothesis in explanation of such
facts as Dr. Hodgson recorded is their selective and synthetic
character as evidence of deceased persons. No one can ques-
tion that they usually related to certain definite deceased per-
sons and are often just such facts as these deceased persons
might be expected to give in proof of their identity, or even
when given are clearly relevant to the supposition that they
are in some way meant to point to them, whatever explana-
tion we finally adopt. But what I have contended for against
the telepathic hypothesis in explanation of them is that they
have certain limitations which telepathy should not have if
used to explain them. What seems to me to be the proper
evidence of the existence of those who have died is that nat-
ural unity of the facts which makes the spiritistic hypothesis
more rational than any other. This standard of evidence
enables us to take account of all the phenomena that have
been reported during the history of man's development. I
do not think that the evidence is confined to the material of
the Society. All that the Society has done has been to give
better credentials to phenomena that have been reported from
time immemorial and it is absurd to treat its records as if



My, Piddington’s Report, 529

nothing had ever occurred to suggest evidence of a future life
before. What makes the evidence strong is the constant re-
currence of the phenomena in the history of man and in the
common experience of mankind. This gives it a collective
meaning and force which may even be better than individual
tests in such cases as the present reports record. But when
taking those records as the measure of the evidence I think it
is not the cross correspondences that represent its primary
evidence, but it is the synthetic and selective unity of certain focts
relating to the personal identity of ceriain persoms, that determines
our right to entertain the spiritistic theory, if acceptable at
all. If an alleged communicator consistently chooses facts in
his former earthly life, or to put it with less coloring of as-
sumption regarding such existence, if the facts are chosen
with reference to a given person and represent some natural
law of association to him, this suffices to justify the hypoth-
esis of spirits, and telepathy cannot be adduced as a rival view
without admitting its liability to such extension as cross cor-
respondences might also claim, Once admit the application
of telepathy to the collective group of Piper phenomena in
Dr. Hodgson’s report, with their characteristics of confusion
and complete reproduction of all the natural difficulties at-
tending communication between twa isolated forms of exist-
ence, and it would be easy to stretch it to meet such phe-
nomena as Mr. Piddington’s report contains. It is the doubt
about this selective process with its contradictory limitations
that constitutes the right to prefer spiritistic intervention,
and this is based upon the unity of the facts selected in illus-
tration of personal identity. It is not sufficient that mere
intelligence should be exhibited in the presentation of super-
normal facts, but these facts must bear the stamp of personal
memories. They should show the selective unity that they
would possess if sent over a telegraph line in proof of 2
doubted identity, and so contain those little touches of iden-
tity that will exclude simulation and impersonation, It may
not be easy to say just when we have reached that perfection
of fact which will scientifically exclude such alternatives in
individual cases, but when the total mass of phenomena in
human experience has been taken into account we may well
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feel that a reasonable criterion exists to limit the ordinary
objections. In the individuval case we may have a standard
in the complex unity of widely separated facts which had a
natural association in the mind of the person purporting to
communicate, and it was that illustrated on a large scale that
constituted the point of Dr. Hodgson’s report.

Now if cross correspondences, besides illustrating iden-
tical messages through different automatists, will also illus-
trate the selective unity of earthly memories they will serve
as proof of personal identity, But if they represent only sim-
ilar contents and not the memories of the communicator,
whatever value they have as evidence of the supernormal,
they will not constitute evidence of the first power for a spir-
itistic interpretation. They are invaluable after the criterion
of personal identity has been satisfied, but without also con-
forming to the criterion of past memories and natural asso-
ciations they are secondary and will lose all their significance
unless the first standard has been applied

The chief value of Mr. Piddington’s report seems to me to
be in the light which it throws upon the difficulties of com-
municating, not in the first proof of spirits. Four hundred
pages of matter on such a small number of coincidences is de-
cided proof of almost insurmountable difficulties in communi-
cating, and we can hardly overestimate the value of the report
for its contribution to this feature of the question. It has al-
ways been a perplexity in the Piper records that messages
should not be given more easily when so much seems to come
without difficuity. But with the evidence in Mr. Piddington’s
report that chance coincidence can not be considered in mak-
ing up our mind and with the conformity of the facts to such
evidence of identity as Dr. Hodgson’s report exhibited, we
may well appreciate the obstacles which apparently stand in
the way of ready communication between a sensible and a
supersensible world. The very limitations of the phenomena
are so much against the extension of telepathy, which had
already been made far larger in its imaginary application to
the Piper phenomena in earlier reports. To concentrate the
evidential case upon these phenomena in cross correspond-
ences is to lose sight of the real problem and its evidence and
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to minimize the importance of the larger human experience,
which, in the end, will constitute as good, if not better, evi-
dence than any case of individual experiments. What they
should do is to confirm an hypothesis based upon other and
more relevant facts, not to give its initial impulse,

For a spiritistic theory I think it would have been better
to have published the entire detailed records of the experi-
ments, including all the matter not related to the cross cor-
respondences, as the psychological complexity of the facts
with the evidence of personal identity in them, would be the
most effective argument against telepathy that might have
been conceived. This, however, is not a criticism of Mr. Pid-
dington’s limitation of his material. That was inevitable in
bringing out the nature and significance of his cross corre-
spondences. It would have greatly confused his problem.
But I mention the circumstance only to enforce what I deem
the proper way to approach and defend the application of a
“third intelligence ” in such phenomena. If it had been
recognized in Mrs. Sidgwick’s remark about the extension of
telepathy and her further observations of what thight be in-
volved in the facts that the evidence for this alternative view
was not presented in this report there would have been no
reason for calling attention to the limitation actually present
in it. But with the tendency in public opinion to attach a
value to the cross correspondences which is not their primary
character it is important to emphasize the real criterion by
which we have to judge the case.

The point of view here maintained may be summarized
thus. The cross correspondences contained in the report do
not supply initial evidence for a spiritistic hypothesis, but
only corroborative material along with complications which
make other theories essentially absurd. There is no use to
say or suppose that the “third intelligence” which is here sur-
mised as a possible explanation is a non-human or extra-
human mind; for we are not entitled to suppose any such
thing with the problem of personal identity before us and the
facts directly bearing upon that. We should be admitting
far greater perplexities into the case by assuming intelli-
gences which we could not reasonably suppose capable of
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using human instruments and processes for their communica-
tions, and if we are to assume these latter the identity of cer-
tain persons has to be assumed in order to tolerate the hy-
pothesis of impersonation which such other intelligences sup-
pose. Hence with the identity of specific persons implied we
should scientifically require that we limit the * third intelli-
gence” to such as we knew working under limitations that
make the revelation of their personality imperfect. In every
way that we can view the issue the argument is only for an
hypothesis which points definitely to deceased human persons
and the cross correspondences only illustrate it in a speciatiy
cogent form without suggesting it

o l"“l'\
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intelligently, or rather with more intelligence in the mes-
sages, with some facts that would suggest the source of it.
We might then indulge in theoretical explanations. But this
cannot be attempted here. 1 only remark the fact that psy-
chologically the incidents represent the usual impersonation
of spirits, tho there is no reason to assert that it is subliminal,
any more perhaps than there is to assert the intervention of
foreign agencies.

November 2nd, 1907.

Some time ago I received a letter from Dr, B. of ,
narrating some experiences in his family in which his wife
and children were concerned and with them the family of
some neighbors. 1 was invited to be present and investigate
the phenomena. I responded and the following is a report on
what I witnessed at a seance. The phenomena were of the
control type with auditory expression of results.

They invited the neighboring family in, which consisted
of husband and wife, two grown sons and one child eight
years of age. The name was Harwin (pseudonym), and they
were farmers near by, Dr. B.'s family consisted of himself,
wife and three children, the oldest nineteen years, the next
about twelve and the youngest a little more than eight or
thereabouts. 1 did not ask for his age.

The room was slightly darkened by removing the lights.
One lamp burned in the hall and curtains hung up between
us and it, but the light shone over a transom sufficiently to
give some light, enough for me to see to write notes. We all
sat about the table. The object was to have control phe-
nomena.

Hardly had we got the people seated when the two older
children of Dr. B. began to show evidences of control. They
had sat down some minutes before. The older one, nineteen,
jerked his arms and shoulders considerably, the younger one
next to him did not exhibit the same type of muscular action
in his evidence. He kept convulsively moving his hands
about the table, sometimes in the air, and sometimes rubbing
his face and eyes. Finally the older arose and began pound-
ing the table and shouting like an Indian and wanted to shake
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hands with all of us. We accepted the invitation and the
grasp and shake were very strong and violent. His pound-
ing of the table would seem to have braised his hands and his
violence would make any layman think he was insane, After
some minutes of this and talking which I could not put in
notes he sat down and seemed to recover normal conscious-
ness but was breathing as if exhausted and perspiring very
freely. He had also shown disturbed breathing when he be-
gan to indicate tendencies to control.

The younger soon showed similar signs of violent control
and pounded the table, but not so violently as his brother.
He too wanted to shake hands with all present and this was
done, He then recovered his normal condition tho appar-
ently being in a condition to receive impressions as was also
the older brother. The two afterward told me that they re-
main semi-conscious most of the time that the control exists,
whether in the violent or the calmer condition, and so re-
member most that occurs. Rarely do they lose consciousness
wholly.

The eilder of the two suddenly broke out with the ex-
pression “cut throat™ and in a few moments alluded to a
bread knife. It was explained to me that this referred to 2
suicide who had been mentioned at earlier sittings and who
was deéscribed sufficiently to prove identity, The suicide
was a friend of the Harwins present. Then in 2 moment he
also said there was an old man near Mr. Harwin, with grey,
long beard, and thought that Mr. Harwin knew him. Mrs.
Harwin recognized who it was and it seems that the name
had been mentioned before. A little later the man seemed to
give evidence of his identity and mentioned a picket fence
about the house and 2 driveway on the side. This was ad-
mitted, and the boy went on to say that he used to keep wood
near the corner of the house, Mr. Harwin said the wood-
shed was there. Then reference was made by the boy to a
small window with the glass out in the shed, and that the
barn sat back and a path ran from it and curved into the back
door. This was recognized as accurate and the remark made
that a shed connected the barn and the house. This last
statement was by Mr, Harwin, who knew the facts. It seems
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that the boy knew nothing about the picket fence, the path,
woodshed and the window in the shed which was substan-
tially correct.,  They represent facts in New Hampshire
where he had never been and about which he was said to
know nothing.

While this was going on one of the Harwin boys, men in
fact, showed signs of going under control. He lay with his
head on the table and groaning slightly. To hold him sev-
eral of us tried to hold his hands, but he rejected all but Dr.
B.’s, who remained some time holding the fellow’s hands.
He remained in this groaning condition for an hour.

The younger son of Dr, B. was remaining silent all this
while tho at times exhibiting indications of “ influence.”
Once he patted Mr. Harwin on the back when he seemed to
recognize the man whom the older son of Dr. B. had de-
scribed. After a pause of some minutes, with the disappear-
ance of the man who was related to Mr. Harwin, the older
son of Dr. B. suddenly remarked that he saw a Greek about
me wearing a toga or a loose robe which was worn in ancient
Greece. The man was said to have a high forehead, and 1
asked them what he was doing and the reply was that he
stood by me. I asked the boy to communicate with him, and
after a pause he said, I don't get the idea. He seems to be
speaking to a class, discoursing on something and giving out
his theories.”

Suddenly the younger brother broke out with the word
spiro and paused, as if trying to get more, and in a few tno-
ments said gu¢ and then with some doubt the word poncias, as
I have to spell it from the sound. At this point the youngest
child on the opposite side of the table complained of the
“shivers.” But nothing more came of him except some con-
vulsive actions. In a moment the younger broke out with
the word Xenia and said there was one more word which he
could not get, and presently exclaimed edisonches, I having to
spell this phonetically. He seemed to be trying to write on
the table and I offered paper, but this was refused. Then he
said; *“1I can see these Greek letters?” and in a moment
uttered menzo or mensa, using the soft ‘z’ sound if the latter
word was meant. Then the older boy exclaimed Kedas, and
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to make himself intelligible by signs and grunts for yes and
no indicated the following prescription for his own stomach
trouble, this prescription purporting to come from the Indian
in control.

3 Narrowdock roots, 1 Chepu (English name not gotten),
2 Burdock roots, to Dandelion roots, 2 gallons of water, boil
three hours, strain twice, bottle with 1 pint of “ fire water”
and dose 2 tablespoonful.

It took much time to obtain this. Nothing important
with the other boys occurred in the meantime.

The Greek about me is a fair description of a personality
that has elsewhere been alluded to as a Greek in a robe about
me. The personality is recognizable from statements made
about him through Mrs. Piper and two other mediums, tho
the facts are not assuredly evidential.

Before closing the younger boy went through the motions
of playing on the violin and singing. The control was one
that was familiar to the families present.

But the most interesting phenomena of the evening was
the joint Indian dance and singing of the two B. boys. They
did the dancing or timekeeping in imitation of the dance with
their hands and uttered the peculiar and plaintive sounds
which the Indians wntter when performing the dance. I wit-
nessed such a performance two years ago and again this sum-
mer at the Grand Canyon. The notes, sounds and words
uttered by the boys and the time keeping were so strikingly
imitative of what I witnessed that I was perfectly amazed at
it. What struck me with astonishment was the close re-
semblance in the plaintive simple tone of voice and Indian
words in the boy's utterances, No one could mistake the re-
semblance, and it is all the more interesting when we are told,
as I was by the parents, that the boys had never seen an In-
dian dance and had no known opportunity to determine its
nature otherwise.

There was every reason to believe that the boys were not
faking. They were doing only what they do in the private
family sittings and seemed to be sincere earnest boys. There
is no way to make this clear for a reader who cannot witness
the performance. Faking could do much better than they



Experiments With Private Parties. 539

did in matters that might impress the public, and yet could
not do so well in phenomena that look like the genuine.
Many of their actions were absurd on the faking hypothesis,
and they frankly admit their consciousness or semi-conscious-
ness during the control, and the giving of incidents not nor-
mally acquired favor the genuineness of the phenomena, But
there is no way to prove this for a reader who cannot witness
the experiments.

One thing should be remarked. The youngest Harwin
child also showed decided * shivers" and convulsive actions
a number of times, tho there are suspicions that his imagina-
tion and imitative instincts may account for this. Excluding
this supposition, however, the evening showed clear control
for three boys present, decided traces of it in two others, and
convulsive actions and impressions in another, the oldest of
the Harwin boys, making six persons in all exhibiting psy-
chic phenomena of one type or another. Neither of the
ladies showed any signs whatever of doing anything. Mrs,
B. does automatic writing, but there was not a sign of any
influence exercised over her. Dr. B. also had no indiczations
of psychic conditions. I became very sleepy at several stages
of the experiment, as I often do at such seances, It may have
been attributed to ennui, tho much of the time I felt none of
this, being too much interested in the phenomena, and [ do
not recall at any time feeling so. T was tired, however, and
need not suppose it due to anything else.

JAMES H. HYSLOP.

P. S—The oldest son of Dr. B. once showed signs of
wanting to write. I placed pad and pencil under his hand
and he wrote, “ Kedas” and two symbols like the Greek
“ph” and “n” The younger boy knows no other languages
than English. He has never studied any of them.

November 23rd, 1g907.

I previously arranged with Dr. B. to spend the evening
with the farhily and to have some further experiments with-
out the presence of the Harwin family. We tried for auto-
matic writing with Mrs. B. and the two sons in the order of
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this record, Mrs. B. coming first. Mrs. B. in time past has
been controlled by some personality claiming to be Oliver
Cromwell but who apparently turned out to be a Catholic
priest. As soon as she had discovered this deception she con-
tracted a strong repugnance to the writing and refused to ex-
periment with it. She had some fears that it would return
on this occasion. But there were no traces of his personality.
She remarked that the influence was gentler and more wel-
come than ever before in her experience, tho antomatic writ-
ing of a legible type did not occur for some time in the experi-
ment. There was a long period of scrawls of various kinds
on the first sheet becoming very rapid and violent at the end.

The first type of scrawl was making circles foliowed by
figure 8 lying on the side. Then came line like the letter ‘m’
repeated over and over. This was done several times on the
page, interrupting it with circular scrawls.

The second page began with a clear attempt to make let-
ters. The first letter is a clear ‘m’ followed by ‘u’ and let-
ters that might be either ‘e’ or ']’ Then came the letters
“meemm,” and apparently the word ‘ message’ which was
repeated two or three times. The writing then became so
rapid and so constantly accompanied at the end of 2 word or
a line by flourishes of the pencil that I could not read it and
the page shows no other effect than scrawls. Some of the
letters are clear, but the words would be mere conjecture.
It is possible that the last words on this page are attempts to
write what is clearer on the next. One of the words is evi-
dently this and is a periectly apparent attempt to write the
word ‘ money.’

On the third page the first two letters are clearly ‘mo’
and the rest like two ‘u’s” and "y The second attempt is
clearly ‘money.” Then come attempts at some words with
‘m’ beginning they and next two clear cases of the word
‘follow.” The rest of the page was scrawls,

The fourth page began with scrawls of figure S lying on
its side and then the words ‘ good ’ and ' right ’ repeated over
and over again.

The next page begins with ‘m ' and circular scrawls, and
in a few moments ‘me’ is repeated and terminates in the
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word ‘ memory,’ which is rewritten several times. Memory
is rewritten on the next page and after some scrawls or il-
legible attempts apparently the words  all but one ' are writ-
ten. Then “one thing can no * * * * remember remem-
ber.”

The next page was taken up with attempts at ““ nameless
until perfect message * * * * * * yqu” This was an ap-
parent response to Mr, B.’s expressed desire to have the name
written. I said not to ask this. But I asked that the writing
be more slow, and this word was frequently written on the
page following the request. On the same page came the
words ‘right track’ written over and over again. Then on
next page “slow sure and * * * * times.,” The word
“times’ is repeated and so also 'slow and sure,’ followed by
“ the tide turns and * * * * nameless until perfect message,”
when scrawls ended the attempt.

Curious scrawls on the next page were followed by the
word ‘ Like ' followed by illegible words and finally the word
‘slowly.” Then "“slowly and surely, not * * * * slowly * *
message * * " ending Mrs, B.'s attempt in scrawls.

We then asked the younger of the two sons to try, He
was refuctant at first, but finally tried and the writing began
and varied the scrawls between circles, straight lines and
figure 8 lying on its side,

The second page showed first an attempt to make letters,
but got no farther than ‘m’ and degenerated into scrawls
which soon developed into clear efforts to write legibly, but
the letters are not decipherable. The rest of this page and
the first part of the following were given to rapid circular
scrawls, and then came apparent attempts at letter ‘m’ fol-
lowed by a number of scrawls like the figure 8 and then ap-
parent attempts at a plus mark or cross, the difficulty in this
interpretation being that the horizontal line is too near the
top to be sure that it is intended for a cross, Illegible scrawls
continued for two pages.

Most of this time Mrs. B. held her hand lightly on that of
the son, and when she removed her hand from his he slowly
stopped the automatic writing, but soon became able to write
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[period inserted and made emphatically.] you great brain.
[period inserted as before.] never be forgotten [period in-
serted as before.]

Then the writing ceased and after a pause we made no
further efforts at automatic writing., It should be noted that
this last young man is interested in drawing and art to some
extent and thinks of taking it up as a calling. The Indian
controls which characterized the boys’ work did not show it-
self until this last moment,

With a view to supplementing what we got in the auto-
matic writing by an oral control we tried the trance with the
two boys. They both went under quickly and the younger
went through the actions of an Indian sewing his moccasin.
The movements were perfect even to shortening the move-
ments of the hand to suit the length of the thread as the work
progressed. After this was continued for some time he went
through some of the Indian music and dancing song, followed
by what was perhaps an Indian dirge. Then when asked to
proceed he described a Greek behind me with a book and
wearing a white gown, hesitating for the word to describe it
and not accepting my suggestion of a “ toga.”

Another person not recognized was minutely described
and the older was asked to try something, but f{ailed,

The writing as a whole illustrated very beautifully the ap-
pearance of practice. There was perfect inability at first to
write anything legibly, but scon there appeared clear indica-
tions of more intelligent muscular control, a circumstance
wholly inexcusable on the part of Mrs. B. if it were wholly
secondary personality, and perhaps unexcusable on the part
of the older son, who has done automatic writing before.
The evident appearance of practice was a most interesting
psychological phenomenon.

No less interesting was the allusion to money following.
I had just come from a series of sittings in New York where
I had tried an experiment for the distinct purpose of influ-
encing some one to give endowment to the work. It was al-
luded to in a supernormal manner at this series of New York
sittings. Perhaps also there was an attempt to give the
name of Mr. Myers. This was done so frequently and the
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letters are so apparently to be thus interpreted that it is
worth mentioning that this, too, if the correct interpretation
of the words, is very pertinent as I was expecting him to give
certain letters prearranged for the purpose. Neither of these
facts was known to the family. They had not known even
that 1 had been experimenting, a fact that I carefully with-
held from their knowledge. Xenia is the name of my home.
JAMES H. HYSLOP.

( a 'l: ‘,9-!L
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INCIDENTS.

‘The Society assumes no responsibility for anything published under
this head and no indorsement is implied, except that it hag been furnished
by an apparently trustworthy contributor whose name is given nniess
writhheld at his own request.

A CASE OF TELEPATHY.
By Professor J. Clark Murray.

May 28rd, 1909
My dear Dr. Hyslop:

Recently I got an account of an interesting case of telepathy.
It occurred in the family of the Rev, Hugh Pedley, minister of
Emmanuel Church in this city, who was a student of mine thirty
years ago. He is one of the leading clergymen of Montreal, um-
versally respected for moral character, as well as for intellectnal
power. He told me of the incident himself first, but 1 asked him
to get his wife and son to write a statement, as they were the
persons brought into telepathic rapport. Their statements ex-
plain themselves, but a brief note from me may introduce the es-
sential facts.

Mr. Pedley had another son, Norman, occupying a position in
the Illinois Traction Company at Springfield, I1l. On Tuesday
morning, January 12th of this year, he was fatally injured and
conveyed to St. John's Hospital in Springfield. His mother, tel-
egraphed for, reached his bedside on Thursday, the 14th. He
seemed to be steadily getting better till Saturday night, the 16th,
when at 10.15 o’clock he fell into convulsions. His mother in the
belief that he was dying, and thinking of his father in Montreal,
exclaimed in despair, * Hugh, Hugh, I wish you were here!”
Apparently about the same moment her son, Hugh, in Montreal,
heard his mother’s voice calling for his father “ Hugh” Mr.
Pedley, the father, explains to me how his son knew that it was
not himself that was called. The mother, it seems, in addressing
him, always naturally uses the diminutive “ Hughie.”

This will put you at the point of view for grasping the purport
of the statement. I have Mr. Pedley’s permission to let you
make any use of them you think proper.

Yours very truly,
I. CLARK MURRAY.
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The following are the accounts of the agent and the per-
cipient in the case. It will be noticed that they have been
written out with fair proximity to the events narrated.

[Feb. 8th, 1909.]

On Januvary 12, 1909, my brother, Norman Pedley, an em-
ployee of the Illinois T'raction Co., was struck by an electric train
near Springfield, IlIl. He was taken to St John's Hospital,
Springheld, in an unconscious condition. My mother left Mon-
treal on Thursday, January 14th. During the days immediately
following the accident telegrams concerning my brother’s condi-
tion indicated a steady improvement, so we were not under any
great anxiety as to his recovery.

On Saturday night, I went to bed about 11, and after being in
bed for a short time, 1 distinctly heard my mother call out in
agony, “ Hugh"” calling not myself but my father. The voice
was weak but quite distinct. I do not know the exact time, but
it must have been very near 11.15. The experience did not dis-
turb me much at the time, as I was not in an anxious state as to
my brother's condition, The following day, Sunday, we received
a telegram saying that Norman, after being quiet all day, had
been seized with violent convulsions at night and was very near
death. My father left for Springfield Sunday night. On Mon-
day night my brother died. My father and mother arrived home
with the body on Thursday, January 21st. 1 asked my mother
on Thursday night as to the exact time when Norman took the
first convulsion. She said on Saturday night about 10.15.
Springfield time is one hour behind Montreal time. I then asked
her whether she cried out at the time. She said that she first
called to the nurse, and then in her agony screamed out, “ Oh
Hugh, if you were only with me” calling to my father, The
only word which reached me was “ Hugh.” Of the other words
there was no suggestion whatever. It was my first experience of

such a nature.
HUGH 8. PEDLEY.
Montreal, Que.

My son, Norman, had been injured very badly by a motor car
near Springfield. I had gone from Montreal alone to be by his
bedside in St. John's Hospital, Springhield. He seemed to be
somewhat easier, when suddenly on Saturday evening at 10.15
o'clock, the 16th of January, 1909, he went into convulsions, and
in my grief and despair I said, * Ch nurse, he is dying,” and im-
mediately, wild with grief, I rushed down the hall to telephone
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for the doctor, and on my way there, I said, * Hugh, Hugh, I
wish you were here” 1 was frantic with grief,

G. L. PEDLEY.
Montreal, Tuesday, Feh. 9th, 1909,

A POSSIBLE CASE OF THOUGHT TRANSFERENCE
IN A DREAM.

By Professor H. Norman Gardiner,

Northampton, Mass,, June 7, 1908.
Dear Hyslop:

The following coincidence which suggests to the narrator
thought transierence in a dream, was reported to me by a former
student of mine in a letter dated May 6, 1909. The testimony of
the two principals in the case came this morning. The docu-
ments tell their own tale and need no tomment. Standing alone
the incident, of course, proves nothing, but it seems worth re-
cording for the sake of any possible value it may chance to ac-
quire through comparison with other incidents of a similar type.

I will first give Mrs. F.'s narrative, then the brother's, then
the father’s, using false initials in all cases in deference to the
brother's request for anonymity. But I send you the original
documents. Yours faithfully,

H. N. GARDINER.

Mrs, F.'s Narrative, May 6, 1809,

My father and brother are both ardent hunters, you should
know. Recently my brother trapped a muskrat, which quite
oddly was alive when he got to the trap, At this season they
usually drown very soon after being caught. My brother was
alone and my father did not know where he had been. All he
knew was the fact of his finding a muskrat alive in his trap and
killing him. I established this fact by careful inguiry of both of
them,

The next morning father said that he dreamed the night before
that he was trapping muskrat, and that when he got to one trap it
had a live rat in it. (So far the dream was merely the reproduc-
tion of what he had been told.) But he went on to say that the
rat was some distaoce from the shore, and that he hunted around
and found a very long bean-pole and with that dispatched the rat,
Then Walter said; “7T killed mine with a bean-pole.” *“ Mine
was sharpened at the end,” said my father. “ And so was mine,”
said my brother. It will not occur to you how odd that was, be-
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“ I said I found a new bean-pole,” said he.

“ Are you sure?” said L.

“ Yes,” said he, wondering.

" Well,” said I, beginning to laugh, * you got it all right on
one thing. You had my bean-pole. That's what I killed my rat
with.”

“ Tt was?" said he. * You never said anything about that”

*No,” said I, “I didn't because I made such a mess of it. I
kept still about it. But that’s what I killed him with.”

* Well, that's queer,” said he, * This was a new bean-pole, a
sharpened bean-pole.”

* Was it sharpened, did you say?" said L.

“ Yes, it was sharpened,” said he,

“ Well, that’s my bean-pole all right that you had,” said 1
laughing. “I don’t know where you got it, but you had it all
right.” And then we both laughed about it.

This is all of the account. You can make what you will of it.

The only other remark to add is that several days afterward |
found trap A a quarter of a mile down stream, still attached to
the fence bunk, sprung, and trailing where it had floated with the
overflow.

The entire statement is given merely for your and for Mrs,
F.'s amusement. If by any chance it should be put to any other
use would you see that my name was not connected with it in
any way. I am, Yours very truly,

(Signed) WALTER §—,

Mr. M. §."s Narrative, June 4, 1808,

This certifies that one night this spring I dreamed that 1 found
a live muskrat in a trap belonging to my son who was trapping
them, and that I killed him by sticking him with a bean-pole.
On telling my son he said that the morning before he killed one
with a bean-pole left by some boys who had a raft. He asked
me about how the pole locked, and I told him it was one used
last year and had been sharpened with an axe to a long point,
which he said described the one he used. He had never told
either myself or any one of the family about it, and in catching
many hundreds of muskrats I have never seen a bean-pole any-
where near one, and it is one of the last things I should have
thought of being where he could get it to use,

(Signed) M g
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was sure the curtains were down. When we returned, before
retiring, mother made sure the curtains were drawn.

_ That night, she said, the same thing occurred, the lights three
:;;mes, the third time flashing across the bedroom, to my brother’s
0071,

People all said it is a warning. As I remember, mother used
to tell of it, saying that within two months of each other, my
brother, father and aunt, mother’s sister, died,

In her later years, when I think she had forgotten, she spoke
of brother and father dying within three months of each other,
but I think the former correct. My brother passed away first.

¥ trust these experiences have not been tiresome to you. I
have thought it very strange, and also wondered at my litle part
in calling mother's attention to it.

I do not think I would care to have my name used for family
reasons.

I shall be pleased if these experiences can bring any good
There are a few others, dreams, I suppose, that seemed strange
to me, but might not be of interest to you.

Very sincerely,
Jan. 5, 1908. _—

Carlisle, Mass.
Dr. James H. Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—Your note of Janvary Tth was duly received, and
I will try to relate the dreams (?) as clearly and briefly as pos-
sible. It may be well to tell you something of my thoughts for
some time before, that you may judge if they were the result of
my mind. I was as a child, and before I married, in the habit of
attending church and Sabbath school. T learned my lessons, and
I supposed believed them all, but T suppose had not a very active
mind, and never questioned nor wondered as many children do.
Later I did not attend church and did not think much of serious
matters,

My husband was taken ill about two o'clock Saturday morn-
ing, I was awakened by his heavy breathing. [ jumped out of
bed and tried to arouse him. He lay there breathing heavily, his
eyes set and staring. A physician was cailed, but he could not
save him. At ten o'clock he passed away. How I dreaded to
see that awful stare. But just at the very last his eyes moved,
opened wide, and a look I could never fully describe came into
them. My thought at the moment was that it was like a won-
derful surprise, that he saw something more wonderfu! than he
ever could have dreamed of. That look took from me all fear
and worry. 1 will also say, I am a wery hard sleeper. Many
times I have been so sleepy it would seem I was tired almost



Incidenis. 585

enough to die. For some time after my husband’s death I would
be so sleepy on the street, it would seem as if I must lie right
down on the walk and sleep, and I told my friends if they heard
of such a case, they might know who it was.

One evening I had been out, and on returning was so sleepy,
1 did not remove my wraps, but sat in a chair and {fell asleep.
Mother had retired, but she felt I would be better in bed. She
told me the next day that she was badly irightened. She spoke
to me several times, but I did not answer or move, and 1 looked
as if [ were dead. She did not know what to do, so waited till I
finally awoke.

At one time, there had been a business transaction between
my husband and another, who I thought took an unfair advantage
of conditions, and it made a difference of gquite a sum of money.
At the time I was very angry, but soon made the best of it, and
had no hard feelings toward the parties. At the time of the first
dream (?) I had been attending to some business, possibly look-
ing for a house, I do not recollect, but I had been walking a great
deal and was very tired, and I began to think of this business
affair, and felt if my husband had been honestly dealt with, I
would not now be so worried, and I kept those bitter thoughts
till I went home. I was so tired. 1 sat in a chair and rested my
head, and still kept thinking those hateful thoughts. All the time
I was thinking (it did not seem to me I slept) there was a cross,
just a plain dark wood cross, about as large as myself, moving
back and forth before me. I saw it, knew it was there, but did
not think it at all strange, and all the time kept thinking how
mearn those people had been, when all at once I glanced farther,
and saw a small cross in the distance with Christ on it. That
woke me, if | was asleep, if otherwise, brought me to myself, and
I thought how strange I should see Christ, when thinking such
hateful thoughts. It brought me comfort. For all I had for so
long had my thought about Christ, I had not,

Another time, 1 was greatly distressed, I have a brother, a
dipsomaniac, and he came to me for a home. I have done all 1
know how for him, and at the time of which I write he was very
bad. Some told me to turn him adrift, others to have him con-
fined. In my circumstances, the only place I could send him,
was like a prison. With his temperament, [ did not se¢ how to
reach his soul in such a place, and I was greatly troubled. I was
sewing one day on some work I wanted to finish. I became 5o
very sieepy I could hardly sit up. I told mother I would sit ina
chair and sleep, and to awaken me in half an hour. As soon as I
sat down, 1 began to think, “What shall I do with brother, Christ
would never turn anyone away.” I suppose I really did sleep
that time. This is what I saw. In front, a little to the right, a
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work out. As nearly as I can remember this occurred some
three years ago this winter.

If you can use what I have given you, I shall be very pleased
as I am very much interested in your Science, and belong to one
of the New Thought centers here. If you wish to write me fur-
ther, please address me in care of Mr. Jno. H. Gabriel, at above
address, Very truly yours,

(Signed) MIRIAM KINGSBURY.

DREAM.

The following dream shows an interesting coincidence
between several stimuli which tended to suggest the same
general phenomenon, namely, a storm. Of course it is prob-
able that one of them, probably the blasting, suggested the
storm and the other stimuli were at once assimilated and par-
ticipated in the illusion. The chief points of importance,
however, are the distortion of the impressions and the at-
tempt to unify them in spite of their natural discordancy.
The fact will help to throw light upon all the phenomena
associated with abnormal mental conditions.

New York, March 12th, 1908.

Last August while in the mountains of western New Jersey,
I had the following dream. Very early in the first morning of
my stay I dreamed that I was in the hay loft huating eggs when
a terrific storm came up, with thunder and lightning so severe
that I could not get to the house. The rain poured in torrents.
I was awakened by my brother knocking on my door, and opened
my eyes to find the sun shining brightly on my face. My brother
had come to my door to ask if I had been blown away, as he had
just found it was the custom to blast some rocks in a quarry
about 2 half mile away every morning at 545, This blasting was
the thunder of my dream, the lightning was the sun in my eyes,
and the sound of pouring rain was the rippling of a small trout
stream which ran near my window. L.

DREAM.

The following dream has its interest entirely in the inter-
action between the rational faculties and some unusnal sensa-
tions which show how absurd the mental process will appear
to the normal mind while the whole procedure seems perfectly
rational to the dream life, a thing that is universal with the
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dream life, but that is here intermingled with vague adum-
brations of the irrational. The chief interest, however, lies
in the fact that many of the incidents were occasioned by a
newly aroused curiosity with reference to psychic research.
The gentleman was boarding in my house at the time and it
coincided with the work that I was doing to organize psychic
research in this country after the death of Dr. Hodgson, and
in the course of our conversation the gentleman became much
interested in the problem and in spite of both scientific and
religious prejudices that might have turned him away from
the subject exhibited an open mind and intelligence about it
that indicated the action of his mind. In this dream the
reader will observe how psychic research affected the stream
of consciousness and also how it was complicated with his
mechanical habits; for the man was an engineer in his edu-
cation and work. The dramatic play of consciousness is evi-
dent and had we a large collection of such carefully recorded
dreams we might discover some natural tendency in them of
a common character while we observed also a corresponding
characteristic apparent in this of a connection with those
dreams which resemble or suggest the experiences of being
out of the body. Here the normal experiences and their as-
sociations predominate and add to them the attempt to ration-
zlize the sensations in terms of normal consciousness, tho all
the while aware of the conflict with a sensation which was not
normal.

New York, January 8, 1906.
James H. Hyslap, Esq., Ph. D.,

My dear Sir:—As per your request I give you below an ac-
count of the air-flotation dream of January 4th, to be used in
your Psychical Researches as you deem fit.

1 should first mention that I have on previous occasions
dreamed that I had the power of walking through the air, but [
do not recollect ever having had such a clear dream on this sub-
ject.

During the greater part of the dream there was a continual
strife in my mind as to whether I was dreaming or whether I
was awake and the events actually happening. The impression
was so realistic, that I should not have doubted the truth of it
only that, because of the wakefulness of my reasoning faculties,
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they persisted in asserting the absurdity of the phenomena. I
would step off two or three feet above the ground or floor and
walk through the air with the greatest ease. In order to prove
to myself that I was not dreaming, I went through this perform-
ance before some spectators, who were much astonished, and
began to spread the fame of such a remarkable accomplishment.
I told them it was just as mysterious to me as to them. [ feit
that [ was the only person who had this power, | then went be-
fore one of the associate editors on our paper and convinced him
by 2 demonstration of the truth of the phenomena, afterward re-
marking to him “if a hard-headed practical machinist and me-
chanical engineer like you believes in this, it must be true and no
dream.”

When I am in the water I am perfectly at home and haven't
the least fear of sinking; in the dream 1 was physically equally
comfortable in the air, but I had an intellectual distrust of my
unknown means of support against the force of gravity, not being
able to understand it, and continually speculating as to whether
it were really so, and what the cause might be. Once a lady who,
when very sick, had had morphia given her as an anodyne and
hypnotic, told me that after several days dosing it produced in her
a most unbearable sense of lightness and airiness, so that even
while awake she could not dispel the illusion that she was floating
in the air with her bed a foot or two below her; so she refused to
take any more of the drug, saying the physical pain was better
than that light-headed feeling. Well, I never use drugs, not even
tobacco and hardly any aleohol, but one of the possible explana-
tions which occurred to my persistently reasoning mind, was
some such toxic condition. My feeling in the dream, however,
was quite unlike that just described; there was no unpleasant
flighty feeling; it was to me like the pleasure an expert gymnast
finds in performing some difficult aerial feat of which he is per-
fect master, but all the time my reason was refusing to accept it,
and was asking, “ Why? It cannot be, it is entirely contrary to
the laws of physics and all human experience,” and was disputing
what appeared to be the evidence of my senses, in spite of the
realism which the latter possessed in the dream,

Another explanation that occurred to me, was that my soul
had in my sleep temporarily left my body and was wandering
around without having to bother whether 1t were on the ground
or not,

This continual reasoning and speculating as to the cause of
the illusion, simultaneously with the iliusory adventures, is a
very remarkable feature of this dream.

I became more venturesome and tried to go higher up, but
did not use the walking to treading-water motion for the ascent,






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































