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PREFACE

A bref summary of the Martian episode in this volume was
pablished in the Annals of Psychical Science, and another in the
lowrnal of Abnormal Psychology. They, of course, gave a very
imadequate account of all the facts, as the present record will in-
dicate clearly enough. The article published in the Anuals of
Psychical Sciemce also contained a brief summary of the facts
which pointed toward the supernormal and were evidence of it,
but even these did not represent the full interest of the facts that
at least assumed the appearance of that source. The summary
of the Martian incidents would be taken by those who saw and
read it as determining the character of the case and it is because
such a view would wholly misrepresent its nature and importance
that this detailed record has a value far beyond what would be
supposed from so inadequate an account of it. The evidence for
the supernormal in the work of Mrs, Smead at that time was so
meager, as measured against what could be referable to secondary
personality, that it was more important to emphasize the extreme
inagdents illustrating difficulties with a spiritistic interpretation
than it was to offer the slightest apology for the phenomena.
Even if I had recognized a spiritistic source for some of the
non-evidential facts known to Mrs. Smead the Martian episode
would have remained more or less an enigma, as so much seemed
preposterous that we could not ascribe it to a spiritistic origin
without adopting views of a spiritual world for which we had little
or no evidence. But the Martian incidents obtained their chief
interest from the fact that similar phenomena had occurred with
Mile. Heléne Smith under the care of Professor Flournoy, and
some sporadic incidents through Mrs. Piper, not to speak of one
or two other volumes. The interest lay, not in its being collective
evidence for the fact of Martian life, but in the coincidences along
that line of thought, and the whole thing was sufficiently romantic
to excite a certain kind of scientific interest. For science it
would have been better to have published the entire detailed rec-
ord, as we now do, but the English Society, to whom it was
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offered for the purpose, thought it contained too little evidence
of the supernormal to be printed, not realizing as it should that
science is not interested in the supernormal any more than it is
in explanations that may eliminate the supernormal. Here wasa
fine case for the sceptic to use in his own interest, tho he might
have been hasty in any assurance that it proved the capacities of
the subconscious. Whether it proved this or not, it offered re-
sources for difficulty and perplexity for the spiritist and that was
its interest for me when seeking its publication.

The reader is entitled to a little history here, Immediately
after publishing my first Piper Report {Proceedings Eng. S. P.
R., Vol. XVI) I set about investigations to see if I could find
facts which might weaken the hypothesis which I had defended
there. I had maintained three points in the defence of it. They
were (1) The Unity of Consciousness in the connections of the
incidents; (2) The Dramatic Play of Personality, and (3) Mis-
takes and Confusions, especially with reference to proper names.
In the course of the study of the Smead case I noted the primary
fact that the incidents more or less completely simulating the
evidential character of the Piper phenomena were nearly all
known by Mrs. Smead. Only a small portion of those presented
in evidence of the presence and identity of the * communicator "
was unknown by Mrs. Smead. Hence it was apparent that the
most of the record might be explained by subconscious memories
masquerading as spirits. Accompanying these were a few in-
stances of “ dramatic play of personality” and the same type
of mistakes and confusion with proper names, in spite of her
knowledge of them, as is remarked in Mrs. Piper. Hence there
was left intact only the unity of consciousness in the Piper case
on which to rest the spiritistic theory, and 1 had always placed
that first as an argument. The consequence was that this Smead
record seemed to weaken the case for spiritistic communication,
tho not setting it aside. It seemed that, if secondary personality
could explain so much it left little on which transcendental agen-
cies could be proved, and when proved, less for them to explam
than the dramatic play of personality implied. The value of th:
Smead case, therefore, especially in its Martian incidents and th:
sitnulation of the Piper phenomena minus their evidential char-
acter, seemed to Ve in its offer of a field of objection to the spirit-
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istic theory.  But the further development of it turned the matter
the other way. Care and patience with it and a change of con-
trol brought about a better type and a larger amount of evidence
for the supernormal while it eliminated all the dreamerie of the
Martian phenomena, and so tended to confirm the spiritistic hy-
pothesis instead of weakening it. Hence it suggested to me the
probability that the subconscious or secondary personality was
the instrument of communication, with all the obstacles it in-
terposed, instead of being the originating cause of the phenomena
as 2 whole. Before, it had always seemed desirable to eliminate
the subconscious from the phenomena, and this was true for the
contents of messages, but not true for the machinery of com-
munication, the subconscious being the vehicle or medium in the
result when we could eradicate its normal contents and retain its
functional service. The devclopment of the case showed this
interpretation of the facts and gave it 2 value scarcely less im-
portant than the evidential phenomena of the Piper case. That
i5 the primary reason for printing the whole detailed record.

Mr. Smead fortunately kept nearly all his early records and
obtains the credit for preserving them. They were not in the
shape that the critical psychologist desires, as the automatic
writing sometimes left the result to conjecture or memory rather
than to other readers of it. But this affected the real or ap-
parently evidential incidents more than it did the other material.
Such as it is, however, it must acerue to his credit and we have
ouly to lament that a trained psychologist could not have been
the observer and experimenter from the outset, just for the sake
of having possibly obtained more light psychologically on the
processes involved. But at that stage of the interest in psychic re-
search, the psychologist might have lost patience with the general
tendenicy of the phenomena and might not have gotten the Martian
matter at all. It required more openness of mind than the
psychologist has usnally manifested to get this product from the
case. Whether it was really what it claims to be is not the first
question in estimating its value, tho that is the view which the
popular mind will take of it. The important thing was to let
the mind of Mrs. Smead produce whatever it would and we
could interpret it later. It would have been easy to have cut it
off, just as Harrison Clarke was exorcised, and all that he mani-
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THE SMEAD CASE.
By JAMES H. HYSLOP,

PART L
GENERAL SUMMARY.
CHAPTER 1.
Introduch:on.

My attention was called to the interesting case which is here
presented, in the following manner. I received on December
29th, 1900, a letter from the gentleman who shall be known in
this story as Mr. Smead, stating the following facts. I do not
quote the whole of his letter, but only such as bears upon the
subject matter of this book.

* 1 have enclosed some manuscripts of some experiments that
I bave been able to make recently, The work is of the nature of
aumtomatic writing and as an aid to the psychic the planchette
has gsually been used, but it is not essential except as an aid.
There is less personal fatigue when it is used. The psychic is my
wife, Mrs. Smead. We have been married ten years and Mrs.
3. is in every way normal as far as appearances go. She is
never unconscious or abnormal in the least in these séances, but i3
not conscious of what is written by the intelligences.

“1 send these messages by a spirit pretending to be a Mr.
Harrison Clarke. We cannot identify him and know nothing
about him, only as he makes himself known. He is very stubborm
and important and will not tell anything except as it secems to
strike his fancy. You will find out by an examination of the

\IJ
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records which I have made by the type writer the facts as he has

been pleased to give them. The only facts that will aid you in

identifying him are these : that his name is Harrison Clarke, that
he was a printer, that years ago he was in the office of the New

York Herald, that he used to set type, and was a man of marked

personal characteristics,

* ] wish you would take pains to see if you can get track of
him._"_See if he can be found to have worked there at any
time," "I think that the records of the counting room or of the

o .15_&'-}* roll might have his name, if he ever worked there.

1 ¢ “Besides these Clarke messages I have a large number of
communications that pretend to come from intelligences that have
seen the planet Mars. I have maps, drawings of houses, gardens,
lakes, people, ships, the Martian clock, their flying machine, an
embroidery design, etc. If you would like to see them 1 shall
send them to you.”

I immediately acknowledged the receipt of Mr. Smead's let-
ter and begged him to let me see the Martian messages. In the
meantime I inquired in the Herald office and found that there
had been no Harrison Clarke on its pay roll for the last sixteen
years. Later information from Mr. Smead, however, showed
that if he were found in the Herald's records at all, it would be
at a much earlier date. Further details of my inquiries on this
matter will appear in their proper place. On the arrival of the
Martian material I saw at once that, if it could be accepted as
genuinely automatic writing, it would prove a most interesting
subject of investigation. I resolved, therefore, to make a per-
sonal examination of the case and ascertain the history of the
phenomena so alleged. This I did nearly a month later. [ sum-
marize the results of this inquiry,

I was curious from the outset to learn whether the alleged mes-
sages and drawings from Mars were in any way influenced by the
publication of M. Flournoy's interesting investigation, entitled
“From India to the Planet Mars.” 1 found that a part of the
Martian material had been obtained after the publication of that
book, but that some of the communications purporting to come
from the planet Mars had been given as early as 1895, before
anything was known of Flournoy’s work in this country unless
to a narrow circle of psychologists, and five years before Flour-
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noy's book was published in English. There was no probability
that Mrs. S., living in an obscure village and knowing nothing
but the English language, had ever heard of those extraordinary
phenomena. But it was interesting to learn that the drawings
mentioned above had been produced after the translation and
publication of Flournoy's work. Inquiry, moreover, showed that
Mr. Smead had bought Flournoy's book in September, 1900, and
that some of the drawings were after that date. Mr, Smead, how-
ever, states that he was careful not to permit Mrs. S. to read the
book, and she affirms that she had neither read it nor looked
into it, to her conscious knowledge, during the period of the
communications. Also Mr. Smead states that he was careful
to remove the book from his house and left it in the hands of a
neighbor, the Professor X. of this narrative, during the whole
period of the communications from Mars after the purchase of
the book. There was possibly some conversation in the family
regarding the general character of Flournoy’s phenomena, and
this might afford a suggestion to subliminal mentation, but it
leaves open the explanation of details, as the later account of the
tacts will sufficiently show.

These facts and others in the case made it necessary to ascer-
tain the whole history of the phenomena. Interrogation brought
out the fact that the childhood of Mrs. 8. had been associated
with incidents bearing uvpon alleged supernormal phenomena,
She very early became acquainted with the planchette and its
working. These earliest experiences will show the kind of at-
mosphere in which Mrs. Smead's mind was living at time, though
she maintained some scepticism from the start regarding the ex-
periments with which she was connected at that period. But
the situation was one calculated to make impressions which might
very well serve both as a cue and a stimulus to subconscious men-
tal action at a later date in her life.

But it was not until 1895 that any definite phenomena oc-
aured of an experimental sort which might suggest supernormal
action, These began in some alleged messages from the children
of Mr, and Mrs. Smead and a brother of Mr. Smead, all of them
deceased. Two of the children had been still-born, the third was
a miscarriage, and the brother of Mr, Smead had been killed in
an accident. Among their carliest communications some were
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ostensibly from the planet Mars with references to Jupiter, An
interesting feature of them was the dramatic form in which the
messages-appeared. The children were represented as unable to
tommunicate easily without the help of their uncle, Mr. Smead's
brother. He was required as a frequent assistant. Soon the
appearance of drawings indicated attempts to represent particular
objects in the planet Mars. The experiments, however, were soon
interrupted and were not resumed until 1900, In response to
inquiries regarding events that suggested the experiments in 1895
and the reasons for the complete suspension of them between
that and 1900 Mr. Smead writes as follows:

“ While talking with Mrs S, and some members of her family
cight or nine years ago the subject of spiritualism was brought
up and discussed in a casual way. The work of Mrs. S, with
the planchette when a child was referred to and I resolved to
procure one and see what would be the result. After a while
I did so and we began our experimenting. The reason it was be-
gun was largely curiosity and the fact that I knew from Mrs.
S. that, when a girl, she had operated it. If you will refer to
her account of herself given to you when you were here you will
find reference to it (p. 31). The beginning of the planchette
work was in H in 1892. But the results were not of
special interest and very little time was given to the work, No
thought was then entertained of any scientific consideration of
this phase of spiritism. If you will refer to the record of the
visions of Mrs. 8. (p. 33) you will see that during the years
at B , H , W , and T these visions
were the chief type of phenomena. During these years very
little planchette work was done. Mrs, S.'s time was taken up
with necessary church work. Also during this period until |
lived at Bl , 1895, I was a very busy man with studies at
the seminary and for conference, besides all the regular work
of preaching and visiting, so that it was impossible to do much
work of a psychic nature, but during all these years the vision
phase of Mrs. S.'s experience occurred, and of these visions I
had her write out accounts at the time. All of these you have
among your papers.

“This now brings the matter down to 1895 at Bl . when
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and where the Martian map and the first five words of the vo-
abulary were given,

“ At Bl we had more leisure and I began experiments.
The first messages referred to the dead body of the little girl
Maude and her presence in spirit. This message about the
body (p. 272) excited my wonder and curiosity and I took notes
of it carefully. These notes are in the large book I think. Then
very soon came the strange Martian map and the words. All
that followed you have in the large book.

“Now about the interim of five years. It occurred in this
way. In 1896 we went to the farm of my father’s at 5——
(be has since sold it.) 1 dropped out of the regular work of
the ministry and preached as a supply at East K. for that
year. During this time my youngest boy, George, (now very
much alive) was born and a year elapsed without anything special
occurting in psychic lines: only visions now and then, except
the message from Maude Janes (p. 272) and possibly one or
two others, Then in April, 1897, we went to Sd (not
5——— above) into the full work of the ministry, and during
1B97 we experimented very little. Mrs. S. was not very weil
and the boy was little. It was a new place and it took all the
time to attend to things that had to be done. No work (psychic)
was done of any account except that the message of the out-
stretched hands was given there, and also a brief message from
the children Maude and Willis telling us that we did wrong not
to tell them that we were going to the farm and away from it
without telling them and without inviting them to go with us.
I think this message is in the large book. The year 1898 at
84— was about like 1897, In 1899 we came to P
and did nothing until the fall of 1900 when I met Prof. X who
wzs a newcomer. [ found out that he was a student of psychic
sdence and that fact excited my interest anew. I then bought
Flammarion's ‘ Unknown’ in the summer and this interested
me. This book I never read to Mrs, S. and talked about it with
her very little. 'Then Flournoy's book came out and I read that
and resolved to take time for experiments again in connection
with Prof, X., Mrs. X,, Dr. M, and Miss G. The extra Martian
phenomena and the Harrison Clarke matters were the result.
This brings the case down to date,
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“ One of the messages from Rev. Henry Smith was given in
1899, and the other in 1900.” [See p. 274.]

Late in the year 1900 there appeared an alleged spirit, as re-
ferred to above, who claimed to be one Harnson Clarke and dis-
possessed the children of Mr, and Mrs. Smead completely. His
communications and his history of himself can be told later.
All that I shall remark at present is that he failed to establish
his identity and when confronted with the difficulties connected
with his staternents refused to conform with the proper demands
in this respect.

The later alleged communicators, whose messages cannot be
profitably detailed at present, it will be remarked, show a very
different character from that of Harrison Clarke. They accom-
modate themselves to the necessity of proving their identity,
though this is somewhat disqualified by the knowledge which
Mrs. S. has of many of the names and incidents concerned.
But they have on any theory a most interesting plausibility for
their claims, especially when compared with the personalities in
M. Flournoy's case. The most interesting personalities in this
class of communicators are Maude L. Janes, Mr. Hoyt, Mr.
George Morse, and Mr, S.'s brother Sylvester. Some of them
have a very decided look of the supernormal acquisition of
knowledge on the part of Mrs. S., indicating apparently that we
have to go beyond ordinary secondary personality and admit
at least telepathy as an explanation of them., Much will depend
on the trustworthiness of the evidence in favor of Mrs. Ss
ignorance of the facts. But [ cannot discuss this question in
this place. The reader must study it in the detailed record.
What I am most interested in at present, is the suggestion of 2
comparison with the case of M. Flournoy, and the superior
plausibility of this case to his in its spiritistic character, as its
superficial features, to say the least, supply much that we should
expect of spirits in trying to prove their identity. The difficulties
of entertaining this conclusion will be discussed in the conclusion.
But we may remark here that we cannot study the case without
being curious as to the origin of its pretensions, and the acute
subliminal intelligence displayed, if its purport is not real,

A few words regarding the characteristics of the automatic
writing will be of some interest here. It is always continuous.
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The words and sentences are written without taking the pencil
off the paper, and as a consequence the t's are not always, in
fact are seldom, crossed, nor are the i's generally dotted.
When the end of a sentence occurs near enough the edge of the
paper to require beginning at the other side the pencil draws a
line across the sheet and tends to write the next sentence on this
line or near it, though there is great irregularity in this. The
cause of the habit is no doubt the use of the planchette which
does niot easily permit of raising the pencil. The habit, however,
was continued throughout the whole period in which the person-
ality of Harrison Clarke prevailed. Occasionally, as I have in-
timated, the t's are crossed and the i's dotted, and some-
times this appears quite regular, and coincides with a change of
communicator. But I cannot lay any stress on this fact as
significant of what it may suggest. 1 have remarked the facts in
all cases in which I noticed them, and I think that I have not
emitted to remark them in any important instances.

But the most interesting episode in the automatic writing
is the facility of the Harrison Clarke personality in using three
distinct types of it. I shall call them the normal, inverted, and
mirror writing. He showed equal facility in all of them. The
nonmal is the usual form of handwriting read from left to right.
The inverted writing, however, was such that it had to be read
by turning the sheet upside down, when it will appear normal,
except that the lines were placed over instead of under each other,
that is, have to be read from the bottom of the page toward the
top. To one in the normal position the writing was from right
to left and started at the top of the page and proceeded toward
the bottom. The mirror writing was such that it could be read
only in a mirror. That is, the writing was from left to right but
the letters were upside down. Sometimes all three types of this
writing would appear in the same sentence, written as freely as
if there were nothing irregular or vnusual in it. The only evi-
dence of 2 change from one to the other in these cases was the
ilbegibility of it in the normal position or without a mirror. The
normal type exhibits two forms of letters. One of them is the
usual manner of making them and somewhat resembles that of
Mrs 8., but the other represents what [ shall call square letters.
In this {atter the lines where curves should be made were drawn
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in an angular form. All these features of the case need o
further attention at present. But the most striking fact in the
case is the remarkable facility with which these unusual forms
of writing appear, in spite of the circumstance that Mrs. Smead
is not spectally trained in any of them except the normal. The
origin of this subconscious skill would be 2 curious problem.

A few words must be said about Mr. and Mrs. Smead per-
sonally. The reader will wish to know what guaranty exists
for honesty in assumption that the phenomena have any unusual
psychological interest. This is an important matter in the pres-
ent status of psychical research, especially as I have found it
necessary to conceal the identity of the parties to the experiments,
except myself. I have taken this question into account in my
decision to consider it at all, and I think the person who takes
the trouble to read the matter carefully will find that no questions
or suspicions require to be entertained seriously.

Mr. Smead is a clergyman of the orthodox type and belongs
to one of the largest and most respectable denominations in this
country. His wife, Mrs. Smead, the subject of these experi-
ments, is a member of the same church and an active worker in it.
From the outset of my investigations I found no reason to sus-
pect the character or intentions of either of them. On the con-
trary I found every evidence of sincerity and honesty, with the
utmost readiness to codperate in the attempt to get an explanation
of the phenomena to which Mr. Smead first called my attention.
Inquiry and acquaintance showed me that they bear the best of
reputations among their neighbors and acquaintances. Prof. X.
who is the President of the state educational institution in the
same place, writes me as follows regarding both of them, being
well acquainted with them personally, and having taken part in
some of the experiments described in this record.

“ 1 can speak unqualifiedly,” says Prof. X., “ in respect to the
honesty of Mrs. Smead. I have never detected the Jeast sus-
picious circumstance in any of my investigations, She writes
equally well when engaged in conversation concerning subjects
wholly foreign to the matter written by the planchette, and also
while in the unconscious state. I can testify to the fact that she
was wholly unconscious of the writing and work of the Martian
incidents as well as all other writing done in my presence.
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“ At the beginning of the planchette writing Mrs. Smead did
her work with her eyes open, but at each sitting I made it a point
to enigage her in conversation in regard to matters which did not
relate to the subject of the planchette information, and thus to
direct her attention away from the planchette. This made no
difference. The writing went on just the same, and this con-
versation had no effect upon it. Later it was found that she
could dispense with the planchette, and write with the pencil to
even better advantage. Soon after this plan of procedure, she
passed into the trance state, since which time, in my presence she
has done her work in apparently deep sleep. Upon several oc-
casions | have tried to interfere with Mrs, Smead’s writing, with
the purpose of changing the substance of her communications
and to introduce thoughts foreign to the communications, but
with absolutely no success.”

I should add an incident of some interest to a certain class
of persons who always wish first to know whether any financial
rewards accompany work of this kind, In this case Mr, and
Mrs. Smead have no pay for what is done, Mrs. Smead is not,
and never has been a professional medium in any sense what-
ever and would scorn being caught among that tribe. Her phe-
tomena have been carefully concealed from the public and all but
the most trusted friends. This will be apparent to the reader
when he notices the small number of sitters other than myself that
have been admitted to the experiments, Mr, and Mrs. Smead
desire no publicity and have had some fears that the confidence
bestowed even upon the very few admitted might lead to their
discovery, and in some cases I had to undertake the inquiries into
the truth or error of the “ communications ¥ obtained, in order
to avoid their detection. I have said that they have received
w remuneration whatever for their work ; they have, on the con-
trary, been at all the expense and employment of their time and
aergy for performing the experiments and keeping the record
out of respect for the need of a scientific treatment of the phe-
tomena. In fact the reader will have to look very far for any
rational motives or evidence of anything but as honest a desire
for the truth as will be found in any of our members. Mr.
Smead is himself a member of the Society for Psychical Re-
search,
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The strongest fact in favor of the genuine psychological in-
terest of the phenomena and the assumption of honesty in their
production, in so far as the normal consciousness of Mrs, Smead
is concerned, is the circumstance that both Mr, and Mrs, Smead
recognize quite fully that much of the record has no legitimate
claim to being what it purports to be, namely, communications
from spirits. In this respect they contrast very decidedly with
Mlle. Heléne Smith, the remarkable case of M. Flournoy. The
latter would not listen to any disparagement of the spiritistic
nature of the phenomena of which she was the subject. She
insisted on elminating secondary personality from consideration
in the very instances where its claims seemed strongest. Not so
with Mr. and Mrs. Smead of the present record. They are
fully awake to the place of secondary personality in the case,
and to this extent inspire respect for their judgment. Both
would prefer to see the spiritistic theory recognized and proved,
but they have been specially conscientious in reporting all that
they knew and remembered that would tell against a spiritistic
interpretation and in favor of secondary personality. The record
will show this in innumerable instances, and I require here only
to mention the fact as one that is inconsistent with any con-
scious desire or attempt to deceive e¢ither themselves or others.
The circumstance recommends the record to consideration. The
bias toward a future life scientifically supported which many of
their notes exhibit is not inexcusable, The inference from such
phenomena is perfectly natural, and only a thorough acquaintance
with secondary personality and the possibilities of supernormal
information unconsciously obtained can prepare any of us fot
resisting the claims of spiritistic theory. All that we can demanc
of any one in the study of such phenomena is a reasonable ex
emption from bias, and a willingness to submit to study anc
criticism. This spirit I have found in both Mr. and Mrs. Smead
and I am sure it will command respect for the record in a waj
that makes it unnecessary to suggest suspicious motives and in
fiuences in the narration of the facts,

Early in the history of his experiments Mr. Smead saw th
value of keeping a record, and this was done with as much care &
his knowledge of such phenomena suggested. It was this that firs
recommended the case to me as worthy of attention. The date
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of experiments, questions, answers, and drawings were so pre-
served as to enable me to give a reasonably accurate account of
them. There were some defects in the earlier experiments which
a psychical researcher must regret as making the record less per-
fect than is desirable, though it happens in many instances that
the loss is not great. In one or two, however, the loss of part
of the record is unfortunate and irreparable. But in the main
the defects were such as superposition in the automatic writing
which prevented my attempt to reproduce the exact statements
i transcribing the record.  Also there was a failure to remark
the pauses, incidents of punctuation, difficulties with various
names and words, and such characteristics as throw light upon
both physiological and psychological phenomena in the case. But
the experiments that follew my connection with the record, under
my suggestion and directions, are much more free from defects
-of this kind, and can be studied in all their details, not excluding
certajin mechanical features associated with automatic writing,
and the peculiar difficulties connected with subconscicus phe-
nomena. But on the whole, before I came into a knowledge of
the case, there was an attempt to keep a record somewhat like
that kept in the Piper case, though Mr. Smead is not familiar
with that instance except as it has been exploited in the news-
papers. He, of course, has to accept the responsibility for the
facts in his experiments, while I stand sponsor only for my own
and the importance of scientific consideration for the whole. My
work is largely that of an editor and commentator,

In regard to the subject of this record there needs little to be
said. She is a normal healthy woman, and no one would sus-
pect, on seeing her, that she was other than what we remark
in the majority of mankind. She is 2 woman of clear intuitions,
a fact that does not at once betray itself, owing to some diffidence
of manner and feeling. She exhibits a passive and reserved tem-
perament, and withal is intelligent enough to dispel all suspicions
of any unusual psychological characteristics like those that are
the subject of this study, Her family physician writes me as
follows :

“ Mrs. Smead is a woman of sound health, normal nervous
system, cool and collected, and not easily excited. There are no
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tendencies to physical or mental abnormalities. 1 have been het
family physician for two years.”

To complete the study of the physical conditions accompany-
ing the automatic writing it was necessary to apply some tests
for anzsthesia. At the first sitting which I held in New York
I had brought in my family physician for this and other pur-
poses, and at the close of the sitting (p. 316) he applied a very
severe test for anzsthesia of the hand and the following is his
report.

“The test for anasthesia was made with the ®sthesiometer,
decided pressure being made with the points of the instrument
0 as to penetrate the skin. It was applied chiefly upon the right
hand and arm. There was no apparent sensation, as evinced
by wincing or withdrawing the hand, neither was there any move-
ment of the muscles of the hand and arm, nor any change evident
in the muscles of the face. The pulse and respiration were un-
changed during the course of the tests,”

It was my intention to investigate more fully the phenomena
of anasthesia in this case, but the illness of Mrs. Smead while in
New York for experiment prevented the execution of my plans.
I wanted to ascertzin by pneumographic tracings and other ex-
periments certain physiological facts that might be of interest to
those who wish to know that sort of thing. I do not regard
them as of special importance in determining the nature and
source of the phenomena to be explained, though they might
show some unusual incidents as testimony to an active subliminal
consciousness, where we might generally have only sleep and its
accompaniment of suspended functions. But they would not
throw any light on what we wish most to know. If the sub-
ject were suspected of any kind of shamming or conscious fraud,
these physiological tests would be most useful in deciding such
a question, But they would do nothing to determine whether
the alleged supernormal information was to be explained by sec-
ondary personality, telepathy, or spirits. It is the choice between
these theories that must be determined, and experiments that
throw light only on the question of conscious fraud will not help
in these more obscure phenomena. Hence, as all the facts seem
to relieve the parties from suspicion, the most important aspect
of the problem is the psychological, whose character and claims to
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sipernormal functions cannot be tried at a physiological court.
This [ think will be apparent to any scientific man who studies
the record and the part played by Mr. and Mrs. Smead in sus-
taiming the hypothesis of secondary personality.

An important fact must be mentioned for the reader to pre-
vent his misunderstanding and misinterpreting the nature of the
phenomena reported. Usually it is sufficient to show that the
agent of the automatic writing is not acquainted with the facts
written to establish their supermormal character, If the auto-
matic writer happens to know the facts his or her secondary per-
sonality suffices to explain the phenomena. But if the knowledge
of the facts is not possessed by the writer they are to be inter-
preted as evidence of the supernormal at the least. It happens,
however, in the present case that Mr. Smead often or generally
has his hand on the planchette. The importance of this fact is
evident when it is known that he too can do automatic writing.
There are two instances of it noted in records later. The
consequence of this is that it does not suffice to show that the
facts written are not known by Mrs, Smead. They must also not
be kmown by Mr. Smead in order to appeal to the supernormal
agzinst scepticism.  This is a truism with the psychic researcher,
bat I need to emphasize it here to prepare the reader for a right
esimation of the phenomena. Mr. Smead does not hold his
hand on the planchette all the time, but does 50 generally, and as
he has not always made record of when he did and when he did
not, we have to assume that it is on the planchette all the time of
the experiment. He has told me that I shall have to assume this
aoept when he states the contrary. The reader, therefore, is
estimating the character of the case as a whole must keep in mind
that the knowledge of both Mr. and Mrs. Smead has to be
reckoned with in all questions of the supernormal,

It will also be important to remark for the reader that the
trance condition was not developed in Mrs. Smead’s case until
the appearance of the Harrison Clarke personality. All the
Martian incidents were obtained through the planchette while
Mrs. Smead remained in a normal state. Much of the Harrison
Clarke material was also obtained in the normal state but with
the pencil rather than the planchette. Since that time the con-
dition has varied, Mrs. Smead sometimes going into a trance
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and sometimes not.  This is indicated by Mr. Smead in his record
of the faets.

In pursuance of the better study of the case and the possible
influence on the results of Mrs. S.'s normal consciousness and
convictions I determined to make inquiries in regard to various
matters that might throw light on the questions involved. Mrs.
S. answered the inquiries conscientiously and carefully. 1 em-
body here for the reader’s information her own account of the
matter in response’to my inquiries.

In reply to the question, how early she had thought that her
experiences might be caused by spirits she says: * When I was
seven years old, when 1 saw the man in the cellar (p. 28). In
relation to the planchette work, when it first began and when [
was eleven years old. T thought that spirits might be the cause.”

In reply to a question regarding the firmness of her convic
tions on the influence of spirits in the writing she says: “ I think
it is a good deal so. Some of it may be unconscious writing, but
simply I think it to be due to spirits. My conviction is very
firm that it is so.”

I asked if anything had ever occurred in her experiences that
appeared to contradict her religious ideas gotten otherwise, that
is, from Sunday school teaching and preaching. Her reply is:
“1 cannot recall anything that contradicted these views. What
came tended to strengthen these views.”

In reply to the inquiry whether her study of the phenomena
and conversation with others ever affected the matter and manner
of the communications she says: ‘' I cannot see that it had any
effect as to the matter or manner of the communications.
Nothing that I ever thought about or talked about ever appeared
in any messages, except those joking allusions to secondary per-
sonality by * Sylvester ' " (pp. 292, 304).

1 asked this question because I had noticed certain coinci-
dences between matters mentioned to Mrs. Smead in conversation
regarding difficulties in communicating and regarding dramatic
play of personality and the occurrence of confusion in all my
sittings and the rise of dramatic play in the communications be-
tween her and two of her children (pp. 454456) and possibly
in one or two instances in the later work of Harrison Clarke
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tried it only once and took only the word * Smead . In regard
to the nverted writing she simply replied in the negative.

I have divided the report on the case into a General Sum-
mary and Appendices. In the general summary of which we
are just closing the first chapter I give a history of the case,
its early development and the incidents associated with this, and
brief accounts in respective chapters of the Martian episodes,
the Harrison Clarke personality and various other alleged com-
municators distinct from this Harrison Clarke. 1 divide the ap-
pendices in the same way, except that 1 have separated from the
Martian episodes some of the “ communications ¥ of a non-Mar-
tian character and more nearly related, on their superficial ap-
pearance at least, to what may have a cfaim to being spiritistic.

I must make one important statement here to the credit of
Mr. Smead. Whatever merit attaches to the records of the cas
belongs to him. They were less perfect before my acquaintance
with the case than afterward. [ suggested very early in my con-
nection with the case that the records should be made as in the
Piper phenomena and Mr. Smead responded to this request and
since that time the record in all but certain mechanical features,
such as pauses, movements of the hand and physiological ex-
pression, is as complete as is desirable for a better psychological
study of the incidents than would be possible in a merely running
account of results. But the credit of making it such is Mr.
Smead’s. My work has consisted in revising Mr. Smead’s
transcript of the automatic writing and questions and com-
paring it with the original, often deciphering what he had failed
to read. The record as it stands is simply this re-editing of the
transcript of Mr. Smead, along with the notes which are my own
except as other wise indicated.

L1 {L
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CHAPTER IL
EARLY INCIDENTS AND EXPERIENCES.

The following incidents consist of two groups. They are
much alike in kind, but differ in respect to their authenticity.
The first group are dependent upon memory to a much greater
extent than the second group. The former were narrated to me
personally soon after | became acquainted with the case, and rep-
resent experiences occurring in childhood of which no other
record was made than memory. The latter represent experiences
of which the written record was made at the time of their occur-
rence. They are all valuable as throwing light upon the early
conditions that lead up to the work with. the planchette. They
do not prove anything of a supernormal character, but should
not be discarded on that account. I do not regard facts as im-
portant in proportion to their evidential relation to the supernor-
mal, but only in proportion to their ability to illumine the per-
plexities of mental operations which may unveil what would
otherwise appear inexplicable. It is not often that we can trace
any history of the conditions that suggest the origin of such
phenomena as this record shows, and hence 1 cannot but deem it
mportant to ascertain the many spontaneous experiences that
suggest the mental tendency of Mrs. S. to exhibit at a very early
period the inception of secondary personality.

Group A. The first group of incidents consists of those
which were narrated to me from memory. As will appear at the
dose they are corroborated by the testimony of Mrs, 5.’s father.

The first incident occurred when she was about six years old.
She heard her father and mother talking one night after she had
gme to bed, and she wondered what they were talking about.
The next morning she said to them: *“ Who were you talking
with fast night?” She received an evasive answer with some
mtimations that set her to wondering, though the answer was
atended to leave on her mind the impression that it was no one
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an old gentieman at the house of some friends, the old gentleman
bemng perhaps 75 years old. He asked, ' What house is it in which
youlive? Isaid No. 14, He replied that when that house was first
built z man who lived in it was supposed to have been killed.”

Another incident has some interest as provably an hallucina-
tion assuming the personal form. Not that the others are not
of the same origin, but that we are able in this case to indicate
the mark that makes its character indubitable, tho it may be
veridical,

“My sister and 1 were accustomed to sleep together in a room
oo the floor with another family. This night my sister was away
visiting my grandmother, I was reading in the room and the lady
of the bouse came in and said: ‘ You had better go to bed and be up
in time for school. I will put out the light. If you need any one in
the night call for me." Then she put out the light and went to her
mom. ] went to sleep. Just as the clock began to strike twelve I
awakened. I knew because I counted the strokes, having awakened
50 38 to catch and remember the first stroke, It was moonlight. T
loked toward the door and saw an apparition in the door. It looked
Ike 2 man who was tall and masculine. I tried to call the lady of
the house, but T could not utter a sound, and so I turned over with
wy face to the window, in order not to ses the figure. I could see
the lamplights in the city of Dorchester across the bay. (Dorchester
was annexed to Boston in 1870, but evidently retained naturally
enogh its original name for some time afterward.) As I looked
toward the window, I saw the figure standing at the window. My
frst thought was to get up and run out of the room, but I could not
wove. The apparition soon disappeared. In the morning I spoke
twthe lady and she said that she thought she heard some one walking
a the stzirs in the night and asked me why I did not call her. I told
ber that | had tried to do se, but that I could neither move nor utter
iword. I should add also that as I awakened from sleep my cheek
felt hot as if some one was breathing on it.”

Comment is hardly necessary to indicate the evidence of hal-
boination in this instance. But the probable influence of all
tose circumstances and associations connected with sleeping
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alone, involving some trepidation extending into sleep and the
subconscious action of the subject, the added influence of any
noise like some one on the stairs, and the shifting of the appan-
tion with the motion of the head, show what the vision prob-
ably was.

The followng incident has a different character and interest,
as it reflects a sensible judgment of the experience and ultimately
led to experiments with the plancheite,

" There were five girls of us that used to play together in South
Boston. They were Blanche Brown, Carrie Jones, Annie Berry,
Mazie Harris, and myself. I was about 11 years old. One day we
were on the door step of the house where one of the girls lived, when
one of the five asked if we wanted to hear a ghost story that she
knew. We laughed at her, and she replied in self defence that she
could bring the spirits at any time, She had been in Brazil with her
father, and had learmed while on this voyage about the spirits. She
said she knew there were such things and could show us. We asked
her how she could do it, as we did not believe her. She said we
would have to do as she told us. We thought she was going to play
a trick on us, but we submitted to her directions. She took a hox
near by about 1 foot long, 6 inches wide and 6 inches deep, and
placed it on the top of the steps to the door so that the edge of the
box was just even exactly with a crack between the boards, We
were told to take hands. She was in the middle, two being on each
side of her. The box was about four feet off from us and no one
touched it. She said: * Now I am going to ask if there are any
spirits present that they move the box." The box moved about two
inches from the crack and then back to its place. I said, * There is a
trick in it." She replied ‘ No*, and we took everything out of it and
found nothing in it to indicate a trick. I told father when he came
home and he said he believed it was due to spirits. I said that 1 did
not believe it was spirits, but that I thought it was a trick,

After 1 had told father of the incident with the box he made a
planchette, and one night after he came home from work he asked
me to try it. I did so and it wrote for me at once. Three or four
times 2 week for years my brother and myself, and occasionally
others, would try the planchette and it always worked for me, and
sometimes with others, Sometimes it gave the names of people that
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1 did net know, but the others present did know them, I do not
remember any messages in particular, except one.

My brother, John Houston R——, died of scarlet fever when he
was two and a half years old. We called him Usie. On one oc-
asion when we were trying the planchette, father asked: ' Who is
there?* The planchette wrote, ‘ Usie’. Father said: *If it is you,
Usie, can you tell me what you are doing in the other world.” The
planchette in answer drew a train of cars on a large sheet of wrap-
ping paper and put a man on top of the engine. My father asked
what was meant by this and who that was on the engine. The reply
was that it was grandpa sitting on the engine. I did not know who
it conld mean unless it was grandfather Lowry, who had died years
before my mother was married and we children kmew nothing of
tim, Father asked: * What did you do that for?", and the answer
wis, ‘For fun’. When asked what he did there, the planchette
wrote that he played in the sand on the seashore.”

In answer to a question froin myself, Mrs. Smead says that
she lived when a girl near the beach and used to play in the sand
there and to gather pebbles,

The next narrative involves contact with mediumistic phe-
tomena and one incident of the so-called telekinetic type.

“I had a brother Alphonso who died 3 hours and 20 minutes
after birth. I was born after his death and of course never knew
him  When I was a child he never came when I used the planchette.
Bat when I was 18 years old I went to, visit my grandmother in
(harlestown (incorporated as a part of Boston in 1874). A medium
fived next door in a house owned by my grandfather. I called there
wme day for my grandmother who had gone in on a visit. Several
thers were there and they were using the planchette on a marble
uble. I had never known the woman until that night. After a while
I'was asked to put my hand on the planchette, I hesitated, but said
it I was not afraid, after being accused of it. I put my hand on
the nstrument, but nothing was written,

* There were five people present. Two of them I did not know,
bt there was a cousin, Eudora I. W——, and my grandmother,
Suan A, R——, After the experiment with me for writing, all sat
ik and apart from each other, leaving the planchette on the table
u the center of the room. The man present sat in the corner of the
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Mrs. Smead’s father, who was still living when this record
was made, certifies to the correctness of this account and states
that his daughter talked about the incidents when she was a
young girl. ‘To his personal knowledge the greater part of them
occurred and the others were told him at the time. He himself
is a sceptic and not a believer, Mr. Smead also confirms the
nasratives as having often heard them told.

Mrs. Smead also told me the interesting fact that when at
school she often experienced the following. When a new lesson
in arithmetic was assigned containing examples that she could
not solve, or if a difficult example was in any lesson that she
could not solve, she would stand at the window at home looking
out of the house at the wall on the opposite house and there she
would see the example worked out in figures as if on a black-
board. My mother would call and ask me what the trouble
was, and I replied that I was looking at my example over there.
She could tell when I was thinking over the examples, and would
worry about my studying so hard. This way of solving my
examples occurred very frequently. It was the same with words
that I could not spell, or with any problem 1 wanted solved. 1
bad only to look at the wall opposite and see the words spelled
out.  This occurred when I was between nine and thirteen years
old, and never happened after I left school. Also it occurred
valy when I did not know how to spell the words or to solve
the examples.” [Cf. Jowrnal Am, S, P. R, Vol. I, p. 56.]

Mrs. Smead also tells me that her oldest child, about ten years
of age, shows the same tendency when learming to spell words
ibetated to him.  He will look up at the wall as if projecting a
wisual image of the words on a screen.  He often remarks, when
ke cannot do a thing in the evening, that when he gets up in the
morming it will be all right, and it turns oat so.

Group B. The following incidents are those of which a
yecond was made at the time of their occurrence.  Some of them
mwere also experienced by Mr. S.  Only a few of them were not
?unrdud immediately, Those are indicated in the narrative.

1890,
I awoke in the night and 1 saw a face that was enclosed in a veil
Lf black, The face looked bright and like that of my husband. It

(

i
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came 30 close to my cyes that it dazzled me and it frightened me,
that I called him and reached out to find him, and finding that ever
thing was all right I went to sleep again, I know that I was wi
awake for I had been looking out of the window in the closet a
could see that the night was clear and the stars were shining bright
Since then I have not seen any spirits or anything of that sort—
if there is not a life in the future what is the canse of this? Why
it that I have seen such things? It was not that I imagined the
things, for I know that I was wide awake.

Aug. 17, 1890— 4 A. M.

I was visiting at the home of my husband's mother and early «
morning while there the rain woke me. I turned over so that I'v
lying with my face to the wall and when I turned I woke my h
band and he spoke and wanted to know if there was anything
trouble. I told him that there was not, so we talked a while and
went to sleep again. After he went to sleep I turned back ag:
thinking perhaps I could go to sleep again. 1 was looking first .
of the door into the sitting room and then out of the window wi
I looked up, so that ¥ could look out of the door again, I saw 1
spirits, both women, one was an old lady and looked like my b
band’s mother—she was about 60 years old, I should judge, and
dressed in a robe of thin white and her hair was a silver grey. !
had a small cap of white lace on her head, with a little bow on
cap. She was about as tall as myself, her eyes were dark also, :
she was leaning over on the bed looking at me,

The other was dark and dressed in black and stood at the f
of the bed. She had dark eyes and hair and was not as tall as
other one, she looked like my husband. She stood at the foot of
bed and looked at us both. Both stood looking for about a min
although it seemed longer, and then both disappeared. The elds
lady went out at the door into the sitting room. I do not kr
where the other one went, but she vanished at the same time, T
did not frighten me as the first did.

1 told this to Mr. and Mrs, S. and Mrs. S. wanted to know
ever saw the picture of her mother. I told her that I had not,
she showed me one of herself and wanted to know if what [ «
looked like it. I told her that it dul, only that it was an older 1
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It was a pretty little face just as bright as it could be and it looked
as though it had a light back of it to make it shine. When I spoke
to W. it vanished.

May 2, 1890.

It was about 6:35 P, M. I was sitting on the sofa thinking, when
I decided to go out to the post office for the letters. When 1 started
to go across the floor to get my hat I heard two loud raps at the dark
closet door. They sounded as if some one was trying to lift the
latch, but it only rapped twice and I wanted to see if they would
come again, but did not, so I went out,

Nov. 6, 1892.

In the moming about 8:15 I was getting breakfast and came t¢
the stove to cook the eggs and I thought that it was about time thaf
Willis went up-stairs to call Mr. Moore to breakfast, and I calle
“ Will ", but received no reply, but heard a chord on the organ. Th
notes were do, fa, la in the upper part and do, fa for the base. ‘The;
were loud enough so that 1 heard them about 30 feet from the organ
I called “ Will ”’ as soon as I heard it and came right to the door an
opened it and said * Will”. To my surprise I found no one in th
room, and every stop of the organ was shut and in the time betwee
the music and when I opened the door, it would have been impossibl
for any one to have shut the stops and get out of the room and als
out of sight. I went out to the bamn to ask George if he knew whe
Willis was, and he did not; so I came back and in about 2 minute ¢
two George came in and wanted to know the same thing, so I we
through the hall and locked out and saw Willis coming home fro
Mrs, Bartholomew's with the milk, where he had been for ten mi
utes, 50 that we knew that he was not in the house. {George is Idsz
brother who was with us. I am positive neither I nor George n
Ida made the noise.)

April 25, 1892—The Raps on the Floor.
Wiltis had gone to the blacksmith to get the wheel for the tez
and I was lying down on the sofa in the sitting room when I hea
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few minutes the music seemed to pass out of hearing. (There were
4 tones that Willis afterwards played on the flute that were very
much the same, but he could not play them with the power they
seemed to have.)

Wed. Aftermoon, Jan. 20, 1892—More Music.

It was about 3 P. M. T had just come from the front door ax
sat down to work on the quilt, when again I heard some strang
music. There seemed this time to be more tones than in the othe
case but just as clear and they followed each other very rapidly
The music lasted about 5 minutes and went away as suddenly as |
came. It sounded much louder than the former instance and mor
like some one passing the fingers very quickly over the piano an
over both sharps and naturals,

Oct. 19, 1891.

It was the second week in October, I had just put out the lig
and was thinking before I went to sleep of what would become
me were I to die before moming. 1 closed my eyes and began
pray. When I opened them there was a spirit. I think it was tk
of a lady. All I could see was the head and shoulders. The fa
was beautiful and quite clear and the face seemed to shine and
spoke to Willis. He could not see it, but it did not stay very lo
for as [ watched it it scemed to pass out of sight. It went tows
the other room, Then I could not see it any longer. After it ¥
gone there followed it three raps. Two more raps came some ti
afterwards.

Feb. 21, 1892,

1 was alone and in the dining room at the tzble when the &
that opens into the back kitchen opened and 4 or § raps were as p!
as could be. They startled me at first and I went and shut the 4,
I trembled so that 1 could hardly keep still for two or three minu

Conn., The Fourth Sunday in Sept., 1892.
It was on Sunday afternoon, Rev. Mr. Johnson was staying

" i{
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bt had pone to C—— and Miss Maude Janes came to visit because
I was alone, but before she came I was sitting near the west window
in the northwest room when there were two steps on the porch at the
front door. 1 got up to see, when there was, to my surprise, no one
there, I turned to go in, when I saw Maude coming, After she had
beens here a little while I was reading the S. S. lesson. There was a
rap ca the floor so loud that it made me jump and Maude looked at
me. I did not say anything. In a little while we were talking and
the table began to move or rattle 2 little. "This it did twice, after a
littic while there were two loud raps on the floor in front of the fire
place and then I told Maude that there were strange things done in
the hartse,  About 6 o'clock Mr. Johnson came home and we were
sp-stairs. He came in and shut the front door and went through
the dining room and kitchen into the woodshed and as he shut the
door i the kitchen the latch at the front door went up and the door
spetied about a foot. After this we got ready for meeting.

_hl!: Second Sunday in Scptember, 1892,
i1 Mr. S. and George went over to East L——, where W, was to
preach, and I came home from church. Florence Hubbell wanted to
mmow if T would let her have a loaf of bread, as she had company.
| told her * yes ”, and so expected that after dinner she would come
F i I was sitting at the desk in the study when there were 4 or §
pps on the door in the winter dining room, and I thought that it was
But to my surprise there was no one at either door. I went to
; door as fast as I could one after the other. When I saw her I
Eked her if she came down to the house and she said “no ", so I am
kre that she did not do it,

, Sept. 30, 1892,

Hr S and Mr. Jeffrey were sitting in the study talking about
and Mr, S. asked Mr. J. what he would do if he was to
a rap on the floor, while they were talking, and he said that
should have to believe it (he was an Adventist and did not believe
the life after death). While they were talking there were two or
raps on the door and Mr, 8. heard it and went to all of the

"
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May 28, 1893.

The time was somewhere in the neighborhood of 3 A. M. When
I awoke the clock struck 3 a2 few minutes afterwards and when I
Jooked around me as I often do when waking in the night (it was
moonlight) and I glanced toward the ceiling just over the bed when
I saw a2 form just departing. It went or seemed to disappear over
the head of my bed. The head and shoulders had gone out of sight
when I first looked. Then the rest of the body went gradually. This
form did not seem to have the shining robe that most of them do,
bat was just in its natural body. T was or seemed to be so over-
powered that 1 could do or say nothing until it had almost gone.
When I could speak I called iny hushand and he could not see it, but
a few minutes afterward the room seemed to get very dark and
again very bright and there were little lights that went from onc
place to another. They stayed for a few minutes and then all left as
quickly as they came, leaving us in darkness again,

faly 18, 1894—An Experience of Ours—My account will be given
first—Ida’s will follow,
At twelve o'clock T was awakened, how I do not know. 1 know
} was awake, the room was light enough to see a little, a sort of
fmk I looked over towards the piano and it seemed as if I could
bee 2 man in the room. It was so real that I was frightened a little
thought that I should have to get up and tell him to get out or
samething, what, I hardly knew, still I was not very much fright-
and looked again to see if it was really 2 man in the room.
Ahis time I saw that I was mistaken, that the something was not a
hl:d body for I could see through it and see the piano through the
form that I was looking at. So I knew that it was a spectre, or an
of something, or 2 creation of my own brain; so I went to
saying nothing to any one. About 2 o'clock Ida had the ex-
3 that she will relate, The form I saw was face to face with
; # was medium height, well built, a dark suit of clothes and it
to glide over to the little table near by and I saw it no more.
LM 5—)
{Mes. S——.) In the study where we slept about 2 o'clock I
and intended to go into the kitchen, when I saw the form of

f
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a man standing near the lamp on the piano. At first I thought that
someonc had got into the house and was going to tell Willis, but |
afterwards thought that I would watch the form, when he turned
without any noise and walked to the study table and leaned over. |
kept quiet to be sure that he would not think that 1 was watching
him, when all at once he had disappeared.

He had light brown hair and a dark grey or drab suit and was 3
little taller than myself. I did not get up, as I first intended, but
waited until about quarter of five, when I could see clearly. If I had
got up when I had first intended I should have had to wake Willis
to light the lamp. I at first thought that it was some one that had
entered the room.  Then I began to wonder how any one could have
done this. Then it seemed as if something said it is “ Vet” and ]
thought or seemed to say in my mind it is not, but when I looked at
the height and the hair and the clothes I did not think any more of it
after it had gone and so went to sleep, In the moming when I wa:
making the bed I happened to tell Willis of my experience and I tole
him how I awoke at 2 P. M. and saw this man., Then he relate
his experience that same night.

Comments—By W. M, S.

My waking at 12 o'clock was strange. 1 do not remember o
ever waking at 12 o'clock before. It was very strange that I shoub
do this. T did not speak to Mrs, S, or wake her, She told me in th
morning before she knew that I had seen anything., I saw min
first—so could not have been influenced by her, Neither of us ha
any thoughts in these lines. Both thonght it was a burglar, ye
neither of us was specially frightened—both waited to see—bot
concluded it to be a spectre or a spirit—both acted the same in bot
instances.

Aug. 22, 1897,

Willis, Nettie and I were sitting in the parlor after church, tali
ing about almost anything, when Nettie asked if we wanted her ¢
go into a trance. This seemed to set us zll to thinking of the othe
world and we talked until after 10 o'clock and then went to bex
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After I had gone to bed, without the least sign of sleep in my eyes
there were some strange things that happened. First, I felt my
body being lifted up and rocked as if in a hammock and my head
still resting on the pillow and 1 said to myself, if this is caused by
the spirits why do they not lift my head up also with the rest of
my body? All the while my eyes were open wide when to my sur-
prise my head was lifted up with the rest of my body. My eyes
were open.  Then, some one began to put their fingers on my eyes
and tried to shut them and as fast as they tried to shut them 1
cpened them and they would shut them again until they finaily
rocked me to sleep and I supposed I had only been asleep for an
hour or so until morning, and when I was relating my experiences
to Willis, he said it was morning, for I was talking to Cecil and he
heard me. When 1 first awoke from this sleep I saw a child. I
culd not see its face, but it was a child and it came running across
the room with a smzll rocking chair and I started to move my head
when the child went right over it (or my head through it). I lay
awike for quite a while to see if I could see anything more. Then I
got tired and turned over. It then seemed as though they began to
po away for there were strange dark places with bright lights all
aromnd. They would come and go towards the door until about a
duzen or more of them went and then all was very dark and I went

10 slecp.

Jan. 29, 1894,

I was in the sitting room this evening alone; the children were
both asleep in the room off from this one and next to the dining
rom about 9:15 P, M, when [ heard two very slow and distinct raps
a the side of the door that went out into the small hall that opened
oo the front hall. It seemed so strange that it made me as cold as
theagh some one had taken cold water and poured it on me. I
thiought that if I was to have heavenly visitors I would go to bed, for
I'vas alone and would be for the night. When ready to retire I sat
o the bed for a few minutes reading when there were two more raps
M aparently the same place but not quite as slow and distinct. This
wde me quite nervous, so I put out the light and went to bed not
mtending to sleep, for I expected that perhaps Willis would return.
After 2 while I thought that 1 had better not keep awake any longer,
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the bed over Georgie's side and was looking at it. 1 saw it beyond a
doubt. Ida said “ Do you see that light,” I said “I have been
watching it, and I will get up and find out ”, so I got up and had just
pat my feet on the floor and out went the bright spot. We saw it all
this time till then. (I got up to look out of the window as referred
10} About 15 minutes afterwards it came back again in the same
place, looked a little stronger and brighter and seemed as if there
were two spots near together.  This time flashes of light like semi-
bright lines and spots could be seen in the darkness and the whole
Toom seemed somewhat lighter.  Soon the light spots went out and
all was dark and we finally dropped to sleep. W. M. 5.

These experiences are not recorded here for any evidential
purposes, at Jeast as individual phenomena. They can have value
oaly in a collection of such phenomena. Some of them seem to
te collective in their character. Some are without credentials
for veridical phenomena. But the reason for recording them is
tat such experiences, no matter what their character, are fre-
quent with people who otherwise manifest psychic phenomena.
They are a part of the record, whatever explanation may be
offered.

w
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CHAPTER IIL
SUMMARY OF THE MARTIAN INCIDENTS.

The * communications ” assuming a definitely spiritistic
form did not begin with the Martian phenomena, but repre-
sented quite plausible messages from deceased friends and
relatives, and they remained of this character for some time
with only brief allusions to planetary matters until interest
was evoked in the development of this curious phase of the
work.

As I have already remarked, no serious attempt was made
to experiment on any interesting line, in spite of earlier ex
periences, until 1895, The systematic effort at it was elicited
by the interest in some casual sittings held by Mr. and Mrs
Smead and a record was finally kept of the experiments al
they seemed to deserve it. The * communicators” in thi
case who represent themselves as the agents conveying thi
interplanetary information were the deceased children of Mt
and Mrs. Smead and a deceased brother of Mr. Smead
Strange to say two of these deceased children had been still
born and one 2 miscarriage. The names of the children wer
Maude, Esther and Willis, and the name of Mr, Smead’
brother was Sylvester. Maude and Sylvester were the chie
personalities in the Martian matter. It is not possible 2
this date and with the apparent imperfections of the earlie
record, to say whether these personalities were purely spor
taneous or the result of interrogation in experiments not r«
corded and of which there is no indicated memory. Thi
however, would not affect the interpretation of the phenon
ena and may be dismissed as of no present importance,

The first record is of an experiment on June 3rd, 189
Between this date and August 7th nothing of a planetar
character was mentioned. But on this date, apropos of
question directed to a deceased daughter regarding the pla¢
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giment and had reenlisted under another name in a regiment
it enabled him to be present in the battle of Shiloh. But he
solutely refused to give the name under which he reénlisted!
9w 2 way to escape being trapped again and stubbornly re-
wd to supply any more data for determining his personal
atity, As a consequence his presence was discouraged and
soon disappeared in a fit of anger and did not reappear again
- some time, when he seemed somewhat chastened and sub-
i, though he would not do anything more to establish his
ntity.

There were some non-evidential phenomena presenting super-
ally spiritistic characteristics that should be mentioned in this
amary. Mr. Smead was curious to know something of the
dus operands of “‘communication " and interrogated Harrison
ske on the matter. His reply (p. 254) is interesting as ex-
iting ignorance, in fact a denial, of secondary personality
ich accorded with the opinions of Mrs. Smead who
not believe in such a thing, A part of the reply, however,
ms to coincide with the * possession " theory of spirit com-
nation, with some naive and false views about hypnotism
ch might be natural enough to Mrs. Smead. Dreams he ex-
Tied a8 similar to hypnosis. The reader, however, should con-
.the detailed record for all this matter as it represents psycho-
al completeness that can not be reproduced here in the
mary,

There were a number of tricks of writing performed by this
mison Clarke which should be mentioned. At one sitting
{. Xenos asked him to write a word beginning with the last
wfirt, At once “ gnilrats ” was written which spelled back-
dis “starling” (p. 233). At another time he was asked
wite something backward in mirror writing. He responded
nce with the sentence “ sey fi uoy wish ”, all of it in mirror
ting and the first three words spelled backward. The sentence
“yes, if you wish” (p-237). At another time when asked
wite the name “ Philadelphia ” in mirror writing and with
ty other letter omitted this was done almost to perfection with
uh and prompiness that would take one off his feet, so to
& with surprise (p. 238). The surprise, however, is not
e the fact is any evidence of the transcendental, but be-
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cause the readiness with which all these things were done is not
the natural result of any habits of the kind in Mrs. Smead’
normal consciousness, she having never practised mirror writing
Where we are accustomed to interpret facts in the light of edv
cation and habit such performances as Harrison Clarke's seen
to contradict the necessity of any such habits for explaining ever
our normal actions.

Again to test the question of the supernormal I once plack
my arm in a hanging position, so that my body would complete!
conceal it from Mrs. Smead's field of vision, while she was m:
deep trance and with her eyes closed. Besides about two-third
of my arm was below the edge of a table and could not hav
been seen if the eyes had been open.  Moving my hand back an
forward on the wrist as a hinge and endeavoring not to caw
any noise with the coat sleeve which might affect any suppos
hyperzasthetic condition of Mrs. Smead, I asked this personalit
what 1 was doing and received the answer that I was moving m
hand, On my recognition of the answer’s correctness, Harmx
Clarke asked me triumphantly whether 1 did not believe in hi
now. [ flattered him on his success but pressed him with tl
necessity of proving his identity if he were to satisfy me. Sin
ilar feats were performed in one or two other instances, as
the case of the “ water lilies” on Mars (p. 202). But (
psychelogist would desire more experiments of this kind ai
better, and when successful would think of something else th:
spirits as an explanation.

An illustration of the influence of secondary personali
in the conduct of Harrison Clarke is found in the following ¢
perience of Mrs, Smead. After I had reported to Mr. Sme
and he to Harrison Clarke, that is, to Mrs. Smead’s subconscic
life, the fact that the person by that name in the 125th New Ya
regiment was still living, this personality had the audacity
cause a vision to appear to Mrs. Smead (p. 359) in which
himself was represented as an apparition showing her his re
ment marching before her, and when the ninth line was reach
in which he had said originally that he had marched, he point
out a vacancy in the line to indicate where he had been and tl
he had really been killed. This, it is apparent, was the utilisati
of my own information conveyed to Mr. and Mrs. Smead,
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r?f.ermcc to the 125th New York regiment was made in the
vision.

Another incident which represents a remarkable instance of
amo-suggestion is the following and occurred in one of Mr.
Smead’s experiments (p. 254), Mr. Smead had asked what
became of Mrs. Smead's soul when he, Harrison Clarke was
writing, and the reply was that she was asleep. On a further
question to know if she was aware of what was going on, Har-
rson Clarke said: * Ask her what she saw”, and when Mr.
Smead asked his wife to tell him what she saw, she being still in
the trance, Harrison Clarke replied, ““ Yes, when she wakes”.
After she awoke, which was almost immediately, she narrated a
most interesting vision. She had seen a lady dressed in olden
style and had thought it was Harrison Clarke's lady love. Ac-
cepting Harrison Clarke’s own account his lady love had been
dead at least forty years, or about that.

I have not space to give the reader any summary of the
dialogue between Mr. Smead and this Harrison Clarke after I
reported my discoveries about his story of himself. I must
leave this matter to the reader as it is too complicated and lengthy
to reproduce. But it is a most interesting piece of intellectual
warfare and defiance against Mr. Smead's attempt to bring him
to terms. He parried many a blow very successfully and made
out a case that we cannot refute though we cannot believe it.
The psychological play of defence in the dialogue illustrates with
what we may have to deal betimes in the capacity of secondary
personality to carry on the simulation of the reality. There was
nothing in Mrs. Smead's education to suggest the intellectual
feats here performed, though she is a woman of naturally clear
insights but diffident in temperament. Its psychological interest,
however, lies in the unusual freedom of the case from the oracu-
lar and mystifying answers to questions that so often characterize
swcondary personality. There are none of the irrelevant remarks
so often indulged in similar cases, unless we so classify the sharp
parrying thrusts of Harrison Clarke in self-defence, He ex-
dtes our admiration for the quality which makes it as impossible
to disprove as it is to prove his claims, Secondary personality
is 5o frequently absurd that it refutes itself by the incredibility of
its revelations, but there is nothing inconceivable in Harrison
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CHAPTER V.,
MISCELLANEOUS INCIDENTS.

As I have already intimated the interest of this case does not
exhaust itself in the Martian and Harrison Clarke phenomena.
There were scattered through the sittings representing Martian
matter also * communications” and personalities which had a
plausible spiritistic character, some of them as unverifiable as
Harrison Clarke and some of them representing facts known to
Mr.and Mrs. Smead. The Martian incidents directly purported
to come from the deceased children of Mr, and Mrs. Smead and
the deceased brother of Mr. Smead, as I have already explained.
All this interested me to ascertain, if possible, whether any fur-
ther development of the case was feasible. I had obtained some
of the Harrison Clarke incidents at sittings which I held at the
home of Mr. and Mrs. Smead and hence the case interested me
sufficiently to arrange a series of experiments in my own house
in New York, as I was so situated that I could not leave the city
at the time. I did not give a hint of what my plans were to Mr.,
and Mrs, Smead. These were to try an experiment which Dr,
Hodgson has desired for years to try in the Piper case, if we
tould find another medium of promise to make the trial. This
was to establish communications between Mrs. Piper and another
medium at a distance so that we could exchange messages at
sittings going on at the same time. 1 made arrangements with
Dr. Hodgson to try this experiment simultaneously with his sit-
tings near Boston. In pursuance of this plan I brought Mrs.
Smead 1o New York, concealing from her, as I have said, all that
might suggest either my object or information about persons
from whom I might expect to hear on the assumption or possi-
bility of supernormal powers showing themselves in the sittings.
Iz fact no one about the house knew my object.

On the appointed day and hour Mrs. Smead went into the
trance in New York and at the same time Dr. Hodgson had his
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sitting at Arlington Heights, near Boston. ‘This was Mard
12th, 1901, I found from the progress of the trance and the
meagerness and confusion of the automatic writing that there
was little or no hope of accomplishing my cbject. But what
occurred in Boston and was put on record there will have u
interest on any theory of both cases. Somewhere about 11:30 %
12 o'clock Dr. Hodgson told Rector, the ** control ™ in the Piper
case, in the usual way, by talking to the hand (Cf. Proceedings
of the S. P. R. Vols. XIII, pp. 291-295: XVI, pp. 13-15} wha
I was doing in New York, and what 1 wanted of him, namely,
that he should investigate my case and see if he could “com
municate " through it. Rector went on to finish his message
through Mrs. Piper and after he had closed with his usual forr
of statement, as if recollecting an impartant matter the hand of
Mrs. Piper wrote in good strong script, “ Remember
Hyslop.”

I omit between these two words the pass sentence that m
father, acting as supposed communicator, had spontanecusly give
me on February 7th, 1900 at a sitting with Mrs, Piper and in
tended as a means of identification in future experiments witl
mediums other than Mrs. Piper. On the next day, March 13t
Rector took up a part of the sitting at which Dr. Hodgson wa
present with Mrs, Piper and in the * communications ” discusse
the case of Mrs. Smead. I report here the record as made ¢
Arlington Heights, with the omission of references to otht
cases not affecting mine and of certain confusions in the " con
munications . Rector’s statements were as follows:—

“ Friend, in looking over the light with friend Hyslop there
little indeed to be said by us concerning it, or the antecedents there:
exercised by the so-called light. It is really not worth recordin
f, £., the genuineness of it. (R. H., You mean that there is little re
light, but not much.) Yes, have we not so expressed it, in differe
words perhaps? (Is there enough for you to send any messa
there?) No, there is not. (Then is it worth our spending any mc
time about it here now?) [Mrs. Piper’s hand listens, as it were,
the invisible.] (Have you any advice to give?) Yes, and hast th
an article of his, Hyslop's, friend? {No.)

We will for absolute surety send Prudens there at once and ¢
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such that they do not encourage the belief that there was any-
thing significant in the incident (Cf. pp. 317-319). It was pos-
sible, of course, that the name of my wife could have been acch-
dentally dropped in the hearing of Mrs. Smead, though I think it
improbable that this was a fact, and especially the second part
of it which was never used in reference to her. My notes will
explain this. But the real weakness of the incident lies in the
doubts which must be directed to my reading of the automatic
writing which was exceedingly confused. [ shail not vouch for
the accuracy of this reading on so important a point. But it is
interesting to find that my own results coincided with the judg-
ment of Rector and Prudens at the sittings of Mrs, Piper, though
it is not necessary to share the jaunty and confident air of Rector
about thought transference in the case, in so far at least as these
two experiments were concerned. The Martian * communica-
tions ” and the incidents of Harrison Clarke were so palpably
complicated with secondary personality, or subliminal mental ac-
tion on the part of Mrs, Smead, that the reader who recognizes
this fact must be struck with the general correctness of Rector's
diagnosis. Most striking was his reference to  visions ”, since
the reader has been informed that subjective apparitions and
visions are a very frequent phenomenon in the experience of
Mrs. Smead (Cf. pp. 33-45).

At the next few sittings, however, some incidents developed
that suggest the possible correctness of Rector's admission of
supernormal capacity to the extent of thought transference as at
least necessary to explain one circumstance. The sitting on the
14th showed nothing of importance. But on the 15th early in
the experiment I got my father’s name. But as this had prob-
ably been seen by Mrs. Smead in my article in Harper's Magazine
and I had mentioned it to her while in the trance at one of my
previous sittings (p. 314} I could attach no significance to it, and
hence 1 asked that the pass sentence be given to which I have
referred above. My request was followed by scrawls at first
and then in a few minutes the first word of that sentence and
possibly the second were given, the first quite clearly. This was
in a language which Mrs. Smead does not know and never has
known. The sentence was known to but two persons living, Dr.
Hodgson and myself, and is secured under lock and key, in a
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place known only to myself, against discovery. At this and the
next sitting 1 apparently received several names pertinent to
the spirtistic theory, but as the circumstances made it possible
that Mrs. Smead might have accidentally heard them I can attach
1o importance to the fact, though the probabilities in my opinion
are against her having obtained the necessary information in any
way. The real objection to their significance is in the doubtful
reading of the automatic writing. The last sitting was an entire
failure, owing to an attack of influenza which seized Mrs. Smead.
On the whole I was not impressed with the sittings in spite of the
suggestive pertinence attaching to the delivery of a part of the
pass sentence of my father. The evidence of the supernormal
of any kind was too small to boast of and I found nothing but
more or less coincidence between my own conceptions of the case
and the diagnosis made by the trance personalities in the Piper
case

There are incidents, however, that lend more support to the
spiritistic theory and might confirm the possibility recognized by
Rector of developing communications from the discarnate. They
wete sporadic occurrences during the whole period of these mani-
festations. 'The first important one occurred as far back as 1896,
I shall summarize the incidents in the more important of these
cases, I shall collect all those pertaining to any given person
50 as to have them together, indicating the dates on which they
oocurred. [ shall omit the mention of those most palpably due
to suggestion, unless they may have a psychological interest jus-
tifying their mention.

Maunde L. Janes.

The first striking incident occurred while Mr. Smead had
charge of a small pastorate in another town than the one from
vhich he had to ascertain whether the facts were true or not.
Two years previously Mr. and Mrs. Smead had a friend and
parishioner by the name of Maude L. Janes in the town of
H , about 100 miles distant perhaps from the place of
their residence at the time of the experience to be narrated, and
whither they had moved, not having seen Miss Janes for the two
yars In the meantiine an occasional letter between Miss Janes
and Mrs. Smead had passed for a year after the removal in 1894,
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and then all correspondence ceased, according to the testimony of
Mr. and Mrs. Smead. In August, 1896, fully a year after the
cessation of the correspondence, at a sitting of which the record
was made at the time {p. 272) the planchette wrote that this
Maude L. Janes had died of pneumonia, that she had died on
March 25th, 1896, and that her attending physician was a Dr.
St. John. This purported to come direct from Maude Janes.
Mr. Smead wrote to the mother of the lady to know if Maude
was living or not, and learned in reply that she had died of
poeumonia on April 25th, 1896, not March, and that her physician
was a Dr. St. John. In response to the question at the sitting
where she was buried Maude Janes had named the cemetery, but
the statement proved on inquiry to be false, though there is
some indication that this place named had been thought of.

The circumstances in the case and the measures taken by Mr.
and Mrs. Smead to ascertain whether the “ communications"”
were true or not seem to indicate that the knowledge thus gained
through the instrumentality of the planchette was in some way
supernormal, It is interesting to remark in this connection that
this Maude Janes, in a conversation some years before, evidently
on the subject of spirit return, had said to Mrs. Smead: *“I'll
come to you when I die”. She did not purport to communicate
again until February 1901, when a very pretty series of messages
was delivered which should be summarized, though they mostly
represent facts known to both Mr. and Mrs. Smead.

On February 6th, [901 there were two sittings at both of
which Maude L. Janes was the *’ communicator . In response
to questions she repeated most of the messages that were given
in 1896, but getting the date right this time which of course was
now known to Mr. and Mrs. Smead. But she got the burial
place wrong as at first, though Mrs. Smead knew well enough
what it was. Then she spontaneously mentioned the fact that
her mother had died and that several persons, naming them, in the
home town of Miss Janes, were there with her. Then the fol-
lowing came :— ’

“ Do you know that Professor H has given up the school
and the girls are almost all married now. Minnie marmed * mutton
squash’ and Ella his brother and Marian Alvord, Alfred, and
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whole to obtain any conception of it and also in connection with
that of February 7th. Both are mainly composed of a mass of
names and incidents referring to certain deceased persons who
were common acquaintances of Maude Janes and Mr. and Mrs.
Smead. Some of the statements were true and some turned
out on inquiry to be false. One in particular that was false is
interesting. It represented that a Mr. Bartholemew was dead.
Mr. Smead was quite confident at the time of the message that
he was dead, but inquiries proved that he was still living. The
reader will notice that substantially all the facts were known to
Mr. and Mrs. Smead. It appears, however, that the reference
to Mr. and Mrs. Atwater’s going to New Britain was of a fact
not known to or not recalled by Mr. and Mrs. Smead and on in-
quiry turned out to be true. But the death of Mrs. Cotton it
seems was certainly not kniown to Mr. and Mrs, Smead. But the
reader should study the records and the notes carefully, and the
psychological interest in them is considerable on any theory what-
ever (pp. 284-288).

There were, however, one or two facts of some note, Toward
the close of the sitting the following was written:—

“ Do you remember that old lady that lived with Evline Barker?
(1 can’t remember.) Yes, you do. She was very much interested in
missions, so was she. {What was her name?) I'll try to find out
some time. She iz here, (I cannot remember.) Have not seen her
lately, (Goon.) Yes, I was trying to recall her name. (Can yon?)
No, what would you think you would like to know that I have not
told you? ({Tell me when Minnie was married.) No, why do you
always want numbers? (Because they prove something.) They are
hard to remember after we come here, We do not have to remem-
ber them after we come here. (Where did Mrs. Russell go after she
left H ?) She went to live with Emily, {Where?) I did know
the place, but do not just remember. (Where is Mrs, Russell now?)
I do not know. You sce she left town. (Go on.) when I was at
South Hadley, Mass. (When was that?) I went to school there
1893 to 1894, (What school?) My father can do that for you, I
would rather not. I went with my cousin™ (p. 284).

Mrs. Cotton was the name of the lady that lived with Evline
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Barker, the latter of whom was much interested in missions and
Maude Janes used to make fun of her. It is true also that Mrs.
Russell went to live with her daughter, Emily Maude Janes also
went to South Hadley with her cousin in 1894, but not to the
school there.  The fact was not known to Mr. and Mrs. Smead,
according to their testimony.

There was an interval of some time before Maude Janes was
“eommunicator .  Sylvester and others occupied the sittings
until March 6th when Maude Janes reappeared, Mr, Smead
at the opening of the experiment had expressed the desire for a
Mr. Hoyt to communicate and was rather expecting this than
any one else. But Maude Janes announced herself and after a
little conversation of an unimportant character between her and
Mr. Smead the following occurred :—

*{You may write what you please,) Minnie will write soon
about what I told you. (Any facts you wish you may tell me. I
want to prove that it is you. I have a good deal of proof now, but
1 want more, Maude. Try and pive it tome.) Can you tell me who
was my teacher at H before you came there? (No, I never
new. Who was it?) Mary was. (Mary who?) Will [erased}
wusm."

Mr. Smead had written to Maude Janes’ living sister Minnie
to inquire about some incidents mentioned in the previous ‘‘ com-
munications ” and the letter in reply arrived on March 7th, one
day later than this sitting. Mr. and Mrs. Smead seem never to
have known personally or otherwise any Mary Wilson as teacher
of Maude Janes, Inquiry from persons living in that town
brought out the fact that a lady by the name of Mary Wilson
had been the teacher of Maude Janes before Mr. Smead went
to the place as a pastor. The objection that'can be made to the
mcident is that this name might have been incidentally mentioned
to Mrs. Smead during her friendly acquaintance with Miss Janes
and forgotten. But if it was ever so mentioned it is certainly
now wholly forgotten.

The “ communications ™ continued and the following incident
has much interest as purporting to represent post-mortem ac-
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{Who is this now?) Maude L. Janes. (What is that drawing ?)
Geome [letter ‘e’ erased]. Prof, H taught me. (You did not
spell ‘ Geometry ' right.) Geometry, (Draw me some geometrical
problem please.)

[A square and a bisected angle were drawn. In the bisected
angle a circular line was drawn, indicating the mode of bisecting it.]

(What is that?) I don’t remember it, only remember how it
looked. (Draw me another one.)

[A straight line and two angles were drawn above the line and
the lines lettered as if for a demonstration. Then followed an at-
tempt at the demonstration] " (pp. 308-309).

Mrs. Smead has never studied geometry and mever, to her
recollection or that of Mr. Smead, knew that Maude Janes
studied it, which was ascertained by inquiry. Mrs. Smead knew
that Maude had studied algebra, as she visited the school at the
time. But the Smeads moved away from H the year
before Maude studied geometry which was probably studied the
year after the algebra. The demonstration was not clear, in
fact would be treated as unintelligible and a failure. But this is
no matter of importance, The interest lies in the probability that
the Smeads did not know anything of the facts to which the
messages point.  All the incidents, however, are quite consistent
with the view that Maude Janes was a real communicator, but
the evidence of such a supposition is too weak to effect con-
viction,

Sylvester Sinead.

Sylvester Smead was the brother of Mr. Smead and was ac-
cidentally killed by a railway engine which struck him as he was
crossing the tracks. This had occurred some years previous to
the date of his appearance as a ' communicator ™, His death,
therefore, and the manner of it was well known to both Mr, and
Mrs. Smead.

Sylvester’s name appeared, so far as we have the record, for
the first time on June 3rd, 1895 in connection with the names of
Mrs. Smead's deceased child Willis and her brother John, He
was also mentioned on August 15th, 1895. His name was then
mentioned several times as instrumental in the Martian " com-
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munications ”, as we have aiready seen. On October 26th, 1900,
his presence is inferred from the way in which he addressed his
brother, Mr. Smead, as Billy which Sylvester always called his
brother. But the messages are not such as to encourage the be-
lief in his actual presence (p. 276).

There was no further appearance of Sylvester until February
13th, 1901 when he came after the wrangle with Harrison
Clarke and after the latter had been told rather plainly that he
had to be treated as the secondary personality of Mrs. Smead
What took place on the date just mentioned has considerable
interest though not evidential of the presence of this brother.

“(Who is here?) No answer. (Is Rose here?) No. [At
once a very singular bird was drawn. Cf. p. 292.] Me, me. (Who
is me?) L. (What do you mean by the bird drawn?) Me, my you
{(What do you mean by ‘me, my you'?} You. (Who is doing
this?) I am. (Give me your name.) When I explain. (Please
explain then.}) Will you believe me? (I will as far as I can.) It
might be yourself. Your friend told me that you had an impression
that it was Ida's second self but he is not her. Your brother Syl-
vester. (What about that bird? I do not sce.) I thought it might
be called your second self. Does it suit you? (What suit me, the
bird?) Yes. (Was it a Martian bird?) No, just fun. (Al right,
that is a good joke. Go on.} You have treated that felfow very
mean, Billy, (Who?)} Harrison Clarke. (Go on, tell what you
wish,) He has proved what I told you. Don't you think so? Yes,
you remember 1 told you that if you did not want her, that she was
a good girl. Your friend has put Ida to sieep for me and you do not
need your hand on hers. He is going to tell me how to write without
it {the planchette]. I cannot yet. 1t will take some time.”

The reader who has examined the dispute with Harrison
Clarke will appreciate this dialogue between Mr, Smead and his
brother as a fine piece of psychological play, no matter what
theory is accepted. It represents Sylvester as having been
under the direction and tutelage of Harrison Clarke in the
matter of “ communicating”. Now the planchette had been
used all along until the appearance of Harrison Clarke and he
took ta the pencil with great ease. It is an interesting Nemesis
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to note that ever since his disappearance the planchette has to
be used for the most successful work.

A most interesting fact also to note is that Sylvester just at
the close of this sitting remarked, when Mr, Smead asked him
i Mrs. Smead would come out as soon as usual, that “ it will
take longer . After this Mrs. Smead had much difficulty in
coming out of the trance and it was an hour or more before she
could stand up alone. She remarked that she suffered in some
sxh way as Mr. Smead's brother must have suffered when he
saw that he was going to be struck by the railway engine. It
should be noted in this connection also that this occasion seems
to have been the first one on which Sylvester apparently took the
part of a " contrel ”*,

Sylvester is not in evidence again until March 4th when
some interesting by-play occurred in the spirit of what is quoted
above and it was followed by some interesting messages in re-
sponse to demand for proof of identity,

“This is me. (Who is me?) Me. (Who is me? Explain,
please) This is me, (Explain.) Lettie, yes. (Can you write your
kst name?) No. {(Go on, write what you please.) [A pause of
ten minutes.]

[Mrs. S. said: ‘It is queer Sylvester has not been around since
bst night.'] Understand why don’t you? (Who is writing?) I did.
(Who is I?) Me. (I wish you to write your name so that I may
mow who it is.) Why? (1 am sure that I want to know if it is
yo.) She wilf not be afraid wili she? (Write it. It will be alt
right}) I will, Sylvester, (Write your full name,) Was not that
ough? (Are you really my brother Sylvester?) No. (Who is
writing here tonight?) Me, Sylvester I, Smead. (How do you
make that out? I cannot see. You say you are not my brother Syl-
vester, and then you say you are Sylvester I. Smead. How do you
oplain that?) I will, I am Ida's self, recond one [ self” and * sec-
ad’ underlined twice and * one’ thrice.] one.. no.. one. You see
tthen. (That joke is all tired out, Sylvester.) You are not tired
of saying it. (Will you try to prove your identity?) How, yes.
{By telling me things that will prove to me that you are really my
brother Sylvester.) No, I will try. (Will you give me the name of
your girl, Sylvester? 1 know Ida did not know what it was. It
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* (All ready.) Line drawn toward Mr. S. as if to him
{Good momning Sylvester. I am glad you are here,) I'G
printed in capital.] morning [‘i’ dotted.] my friend [‘i” dotted,
(Is Sylvester writing?) orin orin Robbin. (Write it again.) * '
Brother we will need a patient watcher. (What do you mean?}
you must not expect to have it always your {way) you need it our
sometime. (All right. Do what you wish.) Even yours trul
Billy. (Go on Sylvester. Let her head rest on her arm.) yo
may please [Planchette wrote ‘pea’ and then moved upward ove
the letter ‘e’ and wrote ‘]’ and then finished the word.] hin
[possibly ‘hemn ' or *her’ with ‘n’ after it.] You may pleasc me
You must ot [not{] [‘t' crossed.] [Curved line after *t" in ‘must
may be intended for ‘n '] forget to do it what is right. (What d
you mean?) we told you. (Tell me about the old farm, some
thing we only knew.) letters to hattie [Hattie] yes you know He
don’t you Brother. (Yes, but I did not write her any letters.
Yes you did, Billy. [Mr. S. adds note: ‘I doubt this’.] (No, ¢
me about it.) She did not and we dd [did] and well [will ?] nc
will [well 7] Youare * * well. [Mrs. 5. suffering from sever
headache.}

{Go on.) no, we were so many times out to see her. we use
to come home from there and she used to sing you into [sha
changed.] into loving her. how is that Billy? (Please write th
last again.}. you into loving her.”

January 16th, 1903. Present Rev, G. M. C.,, Mr. and Mrs..
Planchette used. Morning sitting.

“Mother comes * * no when. [After writing “no’ t
planchette moved up to the top of the sheet and wrote this wo
‘ when * above the first message, and then returned to the bottom)
the sheet and wrote ' we "]

(Please try and write it again.) Yes, we come [‘we' ©
clear,] * * mother comes * * mother mother comr
( What word after “ mother '?) mother comes, mother goes, we |
shuld [?] (should] we like, no. (Go on.) George, son [?] =
. + . [scrawl.] why don’t you preach. it is best for you Geon
(Shall I read it?) mother says no, let George. we areglad to s
him, he knows we live hear near him, no. (Write it again for w
Live near him, yes. (Mr. C.: Go on. Who is writing?) &
vester [very scrawly,] For mother my son for [7] mot
[?] yes. (Mr. C.: Who is present?} she is not my mother, !
your Friend’s. ds * * (80 on.) C——— [gentleman's nanr
some one sick. a lady, yes, we do not get her name. the roc
have left her there alone and her bed is to the south aslan [sh
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nged] island [interpreted ‘lamp'] near the left [Planchette
ved to left to begin 4 new line and then returned and wrote *is’
we ‘left *.] grec [grey] hair and table. She is very sick. she
ter {or “the letter’] a yellow one * * Sorry tha [that or
f] leave her so on [?] (Must you leave Mrs. S. now?) Yes.
mme this afternoon.}  will try, yes.”

Mr. C’s name is George. The advice to preach, he says,
uld be what his mother would say to him, she being deceased.
told me personally that he had ceased preaching because of
iculties with hig throat, but that he had been seriously think-
of returning to it, and that he had not told any one of these
ughts, least of all Mr, and Mrs. §, He does not live in the
i place, Mrs, S, had only met him a short time before, as he
1 in the town on church business connected with a conference.

fanuary 16th, 1903. Present Rev, G. M. C,, Mr. and Mrs. S.
nchette used. Afternoon sitting.

‘(All right. We are here.) Welcome Friends. Be sure to to
X your Duty is to preach. you should not Live [new line
m.] this way. there do u [you] understand that. you you must
your friend—yes—no, no, from mother to your triend. (Mr.
What should I do?) always she likes you to, why she says,
ch, (Mr. C.: Why should f preach tonight when 1 iave a sore
at and have preached six times this week so far.) not tonight.
says to always and stay at home, (What is meant by staying at
ef) not live all around. we like you to preach to one people,
church, don't you understand now, you understand, yes. (Mr,
Yes, 1 understand. 1 wish you would tell me where to preach.
m't know.) Lawrence. (Why Lawrence? Why not some
rplace?) go back, (The same place?) better so. (Tell me
tto do. I don’t know.) go preach. (Would it not be better
me to go to W or K ?) no, go where we think
. we can help you much [words ‘ you much * erased.] you best
. [scrawl.] the work we want you to. Billy, be patient.
23 a little nervous. Mr. 8.] finish the work. [Apparently not
atthe time.] Finish the work, yes, yes * * * * good by.
i s00n1 500N again, yes, yes. * * she will”

lhe reference to preaching explains itself after the allusion in
previous sitting already explained. It seems that Mr, C, had
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had a pastorate in Lawrence and gave it up for the reason men-
tioned. He was now travelling about on other church business,
but thought seriously of returning to a pastor’s duties. Mr, and
Mrs, S. did not know this. It is not specifically mentioned, bul
the manner of referring to preaching is consistent with this statc
of mind, though we have seen in previous  communications ” tc
Mr. 8. himself that he was counselled to continue preaching an(
both he and Mra. 8. knew that Mr. C. was a minister, so that tht
coincidence might be a casual one. The manner of conducting
the “ communications ”, however, has a most interesting psycho
logical character.

January 17th, 1903, Present Mr. C——, Mrs. S, and J. H
Hyslop, Mr. S. being out of the room much of the time, Plan
chette work, 11 a. m,

1 had gone to pay the Smeads a visit and called the nigh

before. An appointment was made for the next day at the hou
named.

1 engaged in a few words of conversation with Mr, C— o
automatic writing, with which he was not at all familiar, an
talked about the conditions under which it generally occurs an
of communications purporting to be such.

“yes, * * wyes, no [?] (Yes, word after ‘yes”) *
(What is the word?) * * y yes. (Please write that wor
again.) * * (Is that your name?) no. (I cant read it
[Pause.] (Who is writing this?) me Sylvester. (Sylvesteri
yes.  (All right Sylvester. Go on.) where [probably attempt 1
say ‘ we are here '.| wait, get the rest. [not clear.] (Please to wri
that word again.) get the rest, rest {(All right.)

[1 thought that this meant that Mr, S. should be called in ar
asked him to come.}

yes, get the rest head. (All right. Wait 2 moment.) [I he
saw that the statement was probably meant for a head rest, as w
usual in my sittings in the past. I indicated this and pillows we
brought and placed under the head. Writing then proceeded.}

* = (All right, Sylvester.} {Long pause.] come brother [
we are glad to yes see you * * BHilly, [The writing here w.
very wavy and indistinct and showed difficulty in being cffected
no, get him (Mr. S.: 1 am here,} it is hard alone for her. othe
{Mr, S.: All right, Let me help him. Let her be as quiet as po
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ble.) come. [Mr. S, then removed the necktie of Mrs. §,, thinking
ut it might be too tight.]

Yes, his trouble is like mine, (Who said that?) his father.
Yes, father let me be sure that this is you. You remember what
ware to say,) B I {Wait a moment. Try again,) * *
What are you trying to do, father?) tell him lget::r not * *
Can’t read it. Tell me what you are trying to do without doing it.
o't write it, but tell me in general what you are trying to do.)

¥ |has some resemblance to ‘quite’ or 'butter ") (Is that
ord ‘bitter’.) no. * * what is the trouble Billy. (Mr, S.:
do not know that there is any trouble, Sylvester,) you do not get
hat is sa said to you [?] I do not hear you. (What is father
ying to do, Sylvester?) tell you something (yes) private. (All
ght.) she cannot make it clear now. I will help more next time.
Al right.) Firs [first] Time week, not now. this new way is
% s[a?t]nsy for me. Good by till Monday. will try to do better for
m[?]”

There is nothing of importance in this record. I had hoped to
: able to get the pass sentence which my father gave in the
iper case. Mr. and Mrs. 8. knew that I had such 2 pass word.
here are some evident allusions to it in the reference to * some-
ling private™. The pass sentence is in a language which Mrs.
does not know and she does not know what language this is,
bave always been careful to conceal this. If I could decipher
tarly one word I might say that its sound resembles the first
ord of that sentence, but it is too dubious for any conjectures.

There are certain dramatic features of the sitting that have a
ychological interest. They are exactly what we should expect
an attempt to get a message from a communicator to be deliv-
ed through a control. The reader can see this for himself,
he represented difficulties are exactly what I should expect on
e spiritistic theory, but the evidence is entirely absent to sug-
st that we are dealing with that sort of phenromenon.

A most interesting circumstance is the wavy appearance of
¢ automatic writing at first, as it has always appeared when
¢ representation of my father’s presence is made. This feature
wppeared, however, before the close of the sitting,

When 1 asked whether a certain word was.' bitter” I had in
nd the incident which occurred at an earlier sitting (p. 495)
id supposed that this was a subliminal memory of that occasion.
he statement that “ his trouble is like mine ", apparently re-
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ferring to my pulmonary difficulty and throat trouble, is quit{
pertinent. Mrs, S, of course, was perfectly aware of my tuber-
culosis and possibly knew that I had given up my work at Co-
lumbia because of throat trouble which threatened the returm of
the primary affection. I had explained to Mr. 8. in an carlier
letter why I had to leave and indicated that the indications of
my condition from the mere fact of resignation were not what
most people would conjecture.

January 17th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
used. 3 p.m. [I had left the place on the 3 p. m. train. J. H. H]

“{Go on, please. Let us have no trance) HYSLOPR
[This name was written in capitals as in the Piper case usually,
except that they appeared vertically on the sheet one at a time. In
the Piper case they are written horizontally.]

{What is that?) R, (Is Robert Hyslop here?) yes. (Whe
is writing for him?) Bro. 5. yes. (Bro, Syivester?) yes. (All
right. Do not put her into the trance. Let him give you whatever
he pleases.) as you Like it. [After writing last two words the
planchette moved the pencil around below the word it ” dotted the
*i*, crossed the ‘t’ and then went back and dotted the ‘i’ in ‘like’.
{All right, Sylvester.}) [Unintelligible figures and lines drawn.
though a few words and letters are clear. The letters “A D7 are
clear, but they were written in the reverse order, * D’ having been
written first and * A * afterward.]

(I see what you are doing.) yes., (Whatisit?) * * * ¢
(Tell me what it means.) * * Smead. (I want to know what
this means.) Buller [not clear.] Buller * * [undec. 'Sl
or ‘Swee’j no. (Go on, please.) Bitter w {?] (Goon.) S¥
————sasaa [scrawl] (Goon.) Bitter Swe [word endingm
scrawls.] Bitter (Who is Buller?) Sweet Bitter. (Go o)
* * [letters‘B’,'s’,'y"and ‘B’ clear]

(What is meant by ‘Buller’? We are alone now Sylvester.
Tell me.) [Alluding to a visitor that had come and gone.] Blr
this [t " crossed and ‘i’ dotted.] is alt out of tune [*t" crossed. k
was after writing ' tune’ and crossing the ‘t’ in it that the pls-
chette went back and crossed the ‘t’ and dotted the ‘i’ in * this.]
(Tune?) yes. (What do you mean?) Let Hyslop R. H. (R
H.?) Yes. (What do you mean by it being out of tune?) This
way of talking. it need [needs] rearanéing. (I do not under-
stand.) ging. (Rearranging?} yes. (Go on. Tell me more
about it.) It will take to too long. needs resting, (Who docs’}
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Ia. (Did you not plan for a sitting next Monday?) Cannot
most wait unti} I rearange the tone ['t’' crossed.] (What is that
st word?) Tone. (What do you mean?) so hard to hear you.
(Did you say that you must arrange the tone?) Yes, THAT IS
IT. {(Is there anything the matter with Ida?) I cannot just teil
bt we cannot hear you over here very well. it must be retuned.
(What must be tuned?) She must stop for now. (When can we
sit again?} I will let her know. (Anything more?) Belle [7]
Hervey Hyslop.”

There is nothing significant in this sitting. The words " Bit-
ter Sweet™ are a repetition of previous * communications"”
diready explained, as apparently attempts either to give a pass
word as previously explained or to invent a message in reply to
one sent through the same " communicator ” before. (Cf, p. 555.)
It is noticeable, however, that there is no wavy writing such as
has so generally characterized the * communications” of the per-
sonality purporting to be my father.

January 26th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
work. Sitting begun with prayer.

“{All ready now. Mrs, S. said: ‘It is hard to write’.) * *
% Yes, yes, yes yes, (Go on.) Yet it is not sufficent [sufh-
aent] [Planchette here moved the pencil back under the word
‘sufficient * and then through it to dot the *i’, down through it again
ind under the rest of the line, beginning with ‘is’, and then up to
the word ‘it * in the line above and dotted the i}

{What do you mean?) yet it is not sufficient. [I repeated the
message and then asked, *Is that it*? The answer was:] yes.
. |After writing the word *sufficient’ the planchette went back
1 the same manner as before, dotted the ‘i’ in it, and then dotted
the 'i’s* and crossed the ‘t's’ in “it’, *is* and ‘not’, and then
wote the word yes in answer to the gquestion asked about the
reading. ] )

(What do you mean?) you do not know, (Please explain,) [
ame the other [Planchette then crossed the “t's” in ‘the’ and
‘other>.]) day Billy [*i’ dotted.] and you did not let me tell him.
['t' crossed and then ‘i’ dotted.] I came to help him and not to
hurt him, yet it is not sufficient. I thought he would like to know
out [letter ‘b ' first made and the planchette moved back and made
'a" before it and then went on to write from the letter ‘o’ in the
neht place.] them, so that he would not make that mistake another
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time. (I do not understand what you refer to, Sylvester.) Yes,
yes. He does ta {erased.] take so long a time to understand me.
{Whom do you mean?) Father. [‘t’ crossed.] (Father wants
you to explain it to him, Sylvester.) I think [‘i’ dotted and then
*t'crossed.] Ihave Billy. (Can you hear me?) yes, better [‘t's'
crossed.] than before [planchette crosses "t in ‘than’] the rest
[planchette crosses “t’ in ‘rest ' and then ‘t" in ‘the.]

[The allusion to ‘rest’ had reference to what was said about
Mrs. 5. in a previous sitting (p. 550) regarding the need of rest.]

(Mr. 8. then told Sylvester what his father said in explaining
the incident regarding what he said about moving the bottles. The
answer was:]

not that way mna (please go on with the explanation of that
matter.”) [At this point an tnterruption of the sitting by callers took
place and it was fifteen minutes before it was resumed,

(Please go on now.) [Figure drawn whose meaning is not in-
telligible? It has no shape to even suggest a possible meaning|
{What is that?) Ilike it. (Like what%) that picture. (What
picture. that. (That picture is like what, Sylvester?) that
1s not me sir, (Who is writing?) {[no reply.] (Go on. Do
what you please.) me. [Then scrawls representing short ver
tical lines close together and after them large ¢ircular and curved
scrawls.] (Go on, friend, paper is cheap.) Friend, You sid
[planchette first wrote “sa’ with the ‘3’ like *u’ or ‘o' and then
corrected it by writing a plainer *a” over it and then finished the
word.] well when you called me Friend. (Write what you please.)
AStstA (Tellme whoyouare) ASt, T [?] [or S] (Write
your name please) T T SA [written vertically, then in response
to questions as to what these letters were:] no, T yes. (All right.
Write your name,) L [?] luther [writing not so distinct or regw
lar.] (Can you do it?) * * * = (% cannot read it.} LU-
THER. (You are welcome. We got that all right) good."
[ Writing stopped and sitting closed.]

The writing in this sitting was remarkably clear and regular
until the personality of “ Luther” appeared, when it was nat
exactly of the same definiteness and regularity. But previously
the letters were written apparently without difficulty and the
curves both in the letters and in the movement of the pendil in
the planchette over the paper were very graceful. The possible
meaning of the letters “A S T7”, etc., will appear in the next
sitting. For the significance of the name Luther compare pp.
499, 5§17, where it occurred previous to this sitting.

Mrs. 8. said after the sitting that when that word, apparently



The Smead Case. 559

referring to the name Luther, was finally made plain something
snapped in her head.

January 27th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. 5. Planchette
work. The following note explains itself in this connection.

[Remembering that there had been some coincidences in the
Piper case connected with prayers directed to Imperator I wrote
a3 letter to Mr, 5. asking him to pray for the interposition of
imperator without any knowledge of his act on the part of Mrs.
5. J.JH.H]

Mr. S. says: “I prayed as requested by Dr, H. as per letter
of Jan. 26th, never seen by Mrs, 8. and also having no knowledge
of my prayer since I went away alone. She has not seen this sit-
ting, 1 read to her what Sylvester said to his father, but no
more of it, I had her tell me all that she saw or thought at the
close of this sitting and it is annexed to this record.”

“(All ready. Go on.) Luther. (You are welcome. Go on.)
yes, where? (I mean for you to keep on talking,) St Augustine,
{not clear. the ‘A’ is made like the small letter ‘b’, but the re-
nainder is fairly legible, but seems not to have been read at the
time.] (I cannot understand that.) AUGUSTINE [the capi-
tal *1* dotted.] (See it make that ‘E".) yes. (Austine?) no.

[Several questions were asked as to what the various letters
were and the answers were ‘ yes’ and ‘no’ until understood. Then
finally was written, as if asking what had been written:

no, what is it, see. [The planchette then moved back to the
top of the sheet and inserted in the right place and in capitals the
letters * G U” making the name “AUGUSTINE?". The let-
ters were printed as in the Piper case.}

{I do not get it. Go on.) Tell me what I said. (I sad, you
said Austine.) no, next time. (You said, * what is it, see’, “fhat
I want to know is if Austine i1s right?) no. (Will you please
write it again?)

[Almaost as soon as 1 had asked this I was moved to look again
at the letters and then I saw what Mrs. 8. did not see, aithough it
was right before her, that the word was really AUGUSTINE. I
then said aloud :]

(I understand it now, brother. She does not know it and I do
not want her to know, s0 you need not write it again.)

what here wer: (She is all right, friend.) yes, Luher,
{There is a letter like *i’ after ‘ h’, so that it is possible that it was
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intended for ‘t’ and by mistake placed after instead of before ‘h']}
(All right. You are welkome.) he ha— [?] have it read it.
(Try and write plainly.) Ertherance. (Keep on trying. The
;:rord?)l get seems like Luther.) Elonane Yeslvester. (Is Sylvester
ere

I am here Billy. (Do you kmow who it was?) Luther. (Yes,
Who else? Who was that other spirit?) 1was not here. (Do
you know who it was?) yes. (Please tell me.} Augustine. (Al
right. Tell me all you can about him.) why? (I want to know.
Please tell me, Sylvester.) when he comes I will tell [?] him. (Do
you know anything about his earth life?) [No reply.]

(All right. Free your mind, Sylvester.} yes, for father. tell
him that I did not like [sheet changed] not that m—— that it was
that Jote slept there. mother put other bottles there and took mine,
some of mine. [$heet changed] mine. I made it so confusing to me,
you nunderstand. (I understand it all. Go on.) that is all. 1de
not blame father. he did not know bett [erased.] I only told
him so that he might not [not clear] forget for the others, do you
understand. (Yes, T will tell him. Go on.}) when wili he fed
* * [pencil moved off the paper and sheet was changed.] will he
feel better. (I do not know. Tell him something that will make
him believe that it is really [you]. This will make him feel better.)
[No reply.] [Pause.] {I Kelt that he had gone and so I said, as if
10 a new spirit. ]

(Go on, friend.) Yes, St. Augustine and * * [undec.]
[Two letters * St." are clear, but apparenlt\? there is a capital ‘E
before them, and something like capial ‘M ® after them.] (Please
continue, friend,) ([Scrawls.] [Begun with lines that Mrs, S
conjectures in a question that they migkt represent an attempt to
make the cross. The continuous motion of the pencil with the
planchette makes it impossible to determine this. It is probably
accidental in its appearance.] "

Mrs. 8. was suffering somewhat at this stage of the expern-
ment and so it was terminated at this point. She gave the fol-
lowinpg facts of her experience during the sittiog, after she came
10 consciousness

“ 1 saw no cross or crown, but I saw Greek letters, long words
in Greek in sentences, and words with ten or twelve letters in
them, and alsa short words. The letters were both capitals and
small letters.

*I did not hear or see anybody. ! think a person who gave

his name as Austine was here, and Luther was given when I was
conscious. I felt that Sylvester was here, talking to his father
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ibout his bottles. I do not know that this is so, but I feel that
WIS,

*1do not remember any explanation of the name Austine that
was given, It might have meant Augusta. - There are lots of
them in the Robertson family, and Augustus also occurs fre-
quently in our family.”

The name Luther explains itself, after the note on the pre-
vions sitting. But the name of St. Augustine has considerable
mterest, There has been no hint of the name previously, and I
do not know any reason for its appearance here in this connec-
tion, unless it has a possible explanation in the following facts.

Some time before I met the Smeads I was talking with a friend
2 New York about Imperator and the date to which he must be
iseribed, if he is to be treated as a spirit. I remarked that he
*28 at least fifteen hundred years old. If that is the case, said
ny friend, he must be St. Augustine. Since then I have two or
hree times, when mentioning the fact of his probable date sup-
wsing him a spirit, laughingly said he might be St. Augustine.
do not remember doing this in the presence of Mr, and Mrs,
‘mezd. But I do remember in his house when he and Prof.
{enos and another friend were present, referring to the possible
ate of Imperator, according to the Stainton Moses records, and
may have alluded to St. Augustine at the time. 1 cannot recall
sat I did so. Nor can I recall certainly whether Mrs. Smead
2z present in the room at the time. But I think she was. Also,
mee I paid that visit somewhat near the time when my friend
ide his remark 2bout St. Augustine, it is possible that I may
wve made the reference. It would certainly have been quite
ttural for me to do so. But it is strange that it should be so
1e in turning up in connection with what purports to be the in-
tence of the Imperator group in this case. It i3 especially ali
Ie more interesting and curious when we recall the fact that
[rs. Smead has thought that Imperator is Alfred the Great (Cf.
422). 1 do not know whether St. Augustine has been mentioned
.the Piper * communications ™ or not. [ do not recall seeing it
the records of 1896 and 1897 which I read last summer (1902),
ot | did see in them the name of Martin Luther in connection
ith the Imperator matter. Mrs. S. knew and knows nothing
this fact.
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[Later reading of the records mentioned, sittings with Mrs, Piper
in 1896 and 1897, shows that the name of St. Augustine is given
there apparently for Imperator, There is thus a double coincidence,
one with the records of Mrs, Piper and the other with Mr, Smead’s
prayer. J. H. H. July, 1916.]

January 28th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchetr
used. Sitting held at 11 a. m.

There was nothing said to suggest the style of the communi-
cation or to suggest the picture with which it began, as if a new
personality intended to introduce himself.

“ (All ready. Go on.) [Picture drawn, representing the bust
of a man with hat on his head.] (Whe is that?) Chesterficld
(Whom do you mean by Chesterfield?) lam. (I am glad to wek

Lt u_:?t
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rome you here. Tell me more about yourself,) Yes Chesterfield;
how will you know me, ([ can find your life in the encycIoPa:dias:
or poasibly I should have said ‘ histories >.) histories [‘i's’ dotted
amd ‘t’ crossed.] yes, well [?] [will 7] soul * [possibly
‘answer .} to. t mine,

[An interruption occurred here by the call of a visitor. The
sitting was resumed immediately. ]

(Go on.) histories [‘t’ crossed.] (Can you hear me?) Yes.
(Tell me what you first name was,) Chesterfield. (What were
vou called?) S * [undec.] fscrawls.] S * * S, [interpreted
by Mr. S, as * ST A G S’ and as meaning St. Augustine, but at the
time he thought Chesterfield was still the * communicator " and
wid:]  (Well, do you want me to get the history now?) no. (All
rght., Go on.) yes, [scrawl.] not yet to wait all here tune [time
i * * (Go on. I cannot reac{ it.) Yes. * * [scrawls.]
(I annot read it.) S A (Mr. S.: I understand. Go on. Write
vhat you please. Mrs. S.: It must be Sarzh Augusta, a rela-
we) S AT [Mrs. S. recognized at this point what was intended
nd wid so with much surprise.] N T. (All right. Go on,
lease.) augustine moses. (Pretty good. Bring them along,
think that this is 2 joke of Sylvester’s.) Stanton, (Stanton?)
fes. (Goon. Al right.) 88 §S... [written fourteen times, ]
Shall we stop now?) Yes, * * [scrawls.]”

“Mrs. S. was suffering from a severe pain in the neck and
ide. She was not in good condition, and had no knowledge of
our fetter to me.”

Mr. 8. further says, with reference to Chesterfield, in his in-
lodoctory note to the sitting: * We had never spoken of this
erson. Mrs. 8. did not know that he ever lived. I knew of him
nly as I read about him in the encyclopzdia and had no interest
Lhim. T never thought of him as in any connection with the
iper case, and do not know whether he has any such connection,
t with Stainton Moses referred to later in this singular sitting.
{hy should her subliminal pick him up and draw his picture
¢ him and introduce him as a new communicator? I should
ink that it had already material and personalities enough with-
1t this new fraudulent invention of this Chesterfield, of whom
it never had any knowledge that he had ever existed. She
wught that the name Chester was meant for Chester Fletcher,
boy that we know as living, thinking that possibly he might
tdead.”
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January 30th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Planchette
work, Baby's birthday. Sitting held with the hope that Cedl
would communicate.

“ (ARl ready.) [Scrawl} brother. (Brother?) yes. (Al
right. Go on.) Friend, M. yes mann mama [?] (Al right)
Yes, mmananan mama manz mana (Go on.) mama, my mams
{Mrs, S.: Hulle, Clevie, mama is glad to have you come and see her.
It seems a long time.) no, not a long time. (Go on.} hallo papa
{Hulio Clevie,} I am here much papa. (We are glad you are,
Do you want to tell us anything?) what papa. (I did not know
but what you would want to say something to papa about your new
life.} how about it. it is all right. (Go on. Tell me anythmg
that you want to, dear.) we are very busy papa. when you come
you will be surprised papa. (What do you do?) seclets pam.
[Tickets?) no, seclets, {What is it?) seclets

{This is his old word for ‘secrets’, He used it with George
and Mama, and 1 did not see what it meant until it had been written
these several times.]

{1 see, dear, ‘seclets’ is it.} [scrawls.] we reed [read] and we
have lots to do, lots of fun papa. (What do you play with?)
[scrawls.] lots. (Do you know that Nettie is one year old today?)
Baby Sister. (Yes, baby sister, Her name is Nettie Russel
Smead.) Henry., (Yes, I named her after Henry Russell)
Henry, we did not get our base ball team. did Henry care {I
don't kmow what you mean, Clevie.) Henry does. (Clevie, you
tell papa.) yes, ask him [scrawl] I gave him the names mpm
na [erased.] names. (What names?) John Ross Walter Adams
[These names are all pertinent.] (Did you tell Henry that you
would get up a ball team?) he has my papers about it papa. (Do
you mean that Henry has your papers with names written oa them?)
yes, ask him if he cares papa, (1 will ask him sometime. He liked
you, Cecil.}) yes, Loie to [too] [Refers to Lewis Russell, brother
of Henry, and called Louis by the boys.] (I know whom you mean.
Louis wha fell from a horse, Cecil.}) yes, we do not feel it here
like you do when you get sick. it is not the same. we come and
help make your body better. {Go on, dear.) 1 come and help
little brother, yes. (Can you hear little sister?) yes, play with her
too papa. [planchette started to write ‘ er after ' with ' as if intend-
ing to make the one ‘h' do for both words and then went back and
wrote the second ‘h’.] )

(Cecil, who is Imperator?) ask uncle vester. he can tell
best. I can’t papa. (All right. Is Vester here?} yes, why mp
he comes most all the time. (Never mind. Come when you an)
She is here too, Maude. (We are glad to have you here, Mande.
Cecil, ask Maude if she will tell us more about the planet Mars)
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Mars? (Yes.) not now, (Al right. Mama is getting tired,
Come tomorrow forenoon.) No, not then. sometime, Yes, my
desk. T like it that way, yes. [Possible reference to the way we
had placed his desk in our sitting room with all his things in it.]
(We will take good care of it.)  why don’t you open it like I did.
it looks better, (We will somectimes, Cecil.) yes, thank you papa.
(Cecil, what do you think of my stamp business?) Ol that’s all
right. (Mama must rest now,}) we love her all of us. (Cecil,
kiss her, dear.) Love all, yes. (Good bye. Come again.) yes.”

Mr. Smead questioned his little son George about the incident
of the baseball team and learned facts which neither he nor Mrs.
Smead seetn to have known. Mr. Smead asked George about
the incident the day of the sitting. The following is the story
told by the boy:

“There were a lot of other boys talking about it only a little
while before he (Cecil) died, and Mr, Russetl would not let Henry
go with them, Some boys big like Walter Adams and Walter
Avery, Louis and Henry were out on the veranda. Cecil and I
were in the house playing with Henry and Louis. These boys
rapped at the door and Henry and Louis went to the door, open-
ing out from the back veranda., The boys wanted Henry and
Louis to have a ball team. They were talking about making
money. Cecil and I were in the kitchen looking out of the win-
dow when the boys were talking and so we heard them talking.
Mr. Russell would not let them go.”

February 9th, 1903, Present Mr, and Mrs. S. Planchette
work.

“Chesterfield Manse (Manse?) yes (Go on.) mannerell
for manurell.] (Was that word *Manse’?) yes, maneueell [?]
(I cannot read that last word.) manuerell. (f’s it ‘ mannerell'?)
no. (Please correct it then.) manoo [last two letters erased.]
mannerell,

[Several questions unrecorded were asked here with reference
to the reading of this word. The planchette wrote ‘n' and then
moved upward and wrote ‘nn’ under the two letters intended for
these in the word 'mannerell’. ‘Then apparently in response to
questions wrote ‘ yes ' three fimes.] \
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(Does that word ‘ Mannerell” go with ‘ Manse '?) no. {(What
does it mean?) Manners, well, That is it, yes. (I understand.
Go on, tell me anything more you can about yourself.) no more.
(Tell me what you please. Free your mind.) ne, another.
[Pause.]

{All right, proceed.) no more yet. wait awhile here. (Do you
want me to stop this sitting?) No. (Shall we wait here?) Ye,
wait, and be quiet, ready to receive. (All right, we will.) [Waited
about three minutes. ]

Chesterfield Manse, (Very good.) yes, mara Mararm-
neecllgoing [goceg] to leave. (What did you write last?) going
to leave, ¥es. {You are welcome to stay if you wish.) her now
and * * * [Conjectured at time as ‘little ones’.] (All
:}i&ht. Do whatever you wish.) wait here. (Yes, we will)  wait

ewilltry TRY. (‘_zlfill right.) [Pause. Hand and head shook ]
TTAUSon [or YTANSon] * * [“itis’ or ‘was’] here
Salute thy Friend. (All right. You are welcome.) Earth, Earthy.
{(Will my friend tell me who he is?} FEather Jor *Farhy'] (Iga
the word ‘earthy’. I asked if you would tell me who you are?)
[Apparently a letter inserted in the last word and its meaning con-
jectured to be * Eastern .] you do [?] not understand. (I do not
understand.) Estern. (Easter or Ester?) no, Eastern (I
see. ‘Fastern”) Country. (Thanks, I understand. Go on.)
Episcopalian, [very scrawlly.] no EPISCOPSLE PL (Episco-
palian?) yes, (?' got the word * Episcopalian ® all right.}) Better
wait. (AN right.) Be wait here, (Do you want me to stop
sitting?) not just yet. (All risht. I will wait.) ST VT [large
dot made below letters.] * % ¢« Arunn [)?] mesison [?]
{Must I stop now?) wait., (Is Imperator here?) [A loud clear
rap on the bench near the table.] * * [interpreted as either
* Luther * or * Preacher’.] [Sign of the cross made] ”

Mrs. S. reported the following vision on recovery of coo-
sciousness: “ 1 saw the cross just before I came to myself. 1
was not wholly unconscious, very near to it. 1 saw nothing but
the cross.”

February 10th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. Planchette
work,

“(Allis ready.) * * Hellop (Whatisthat?) Hislop. (Is
that word ' Hislop'? Please write it again.} Hislop * * hislop
[not distinct.g (All right) * * had one * * eyes wat
* * Had {?] get * * (Is she, Mrs. S, all right?) yes, yu
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are willing now. no, you are willing now. (Yes, I am.) dear f
Su— * * [scrawls,] {(What is the matter?) * * * *
(Better release her.) not yet, Friend (All right.) [scrawl]
Brother, (Do you want to stop now?) wait here. (/1] right. 1
wil.) [Possibly attempt at ‘Episcopalian’. yes.] St * * 7

Mrs, S. reports the following vision, as she came to conscious-
ness: ¥ 1 saw an old prairie wagon drawn by a white horse. The
wagon had a white round top. There was a man sitting in front
and I could not see him very plainly,

“I also saw a chair, an old-fashioned square seat, sitting on a
platform. The chair was a large arm chair. 1 saw a letter of
peculiar shape. 1 had the impression that it was Hebrew, I
saw the word Stickney or Strickly. I could not tell which. Then
the word " Hyslop ™ was written. One word was underneath
the other. There was a V also.”

February 11th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
work,

“(All ready, Weawait your pleasure,) * * * * [undec.]
([ cannot read that.) * *  (Goon.) Chesterfield. (All right,)
Iam here * * (Write that again, please.) [scrawl] am [?] a
goang !lgoing] * * (What word after *going‘?) wait. (All
right, Iwill.) [Delay of three minutes. Baby required attention. ]

{(We are all ready now, friends.) European ['E’' made like
number 3.] Hyslop. (What do you mean?) * * [appar-
ntly * Slaoname’] (I don’t understand.) well all right. * *
[apparently * manners Chest.‘;]
_ [At this point Mrs, S, and I had a little discussion about her let-
tmg her hand move, as she might have an impulse. She was very
umwillng to do so, and said that if she allowed that she would
think that she possibly did the writing and that others would have
the same idea, and so she would not allow it at all. 1 finally said
that perhaps the best way was to be patient and let things take their
usval course. |

BETTER SO FRIEaD, understand. {Yes, I under-
sand.) LUTHER GREaTS THEE. (Is it Luther?) yes.
{With no levity of heart does thy earth friend greet thee, illustrious
wirit.) EVER So. (Proceed. I would fain know thee better.)
amen. (It is well. I am content, friend. Speak to thy earth
Iriend at thy pleasure,) [Scrawl) [Mrs. 8. remarked: “ They are
pone, because all lights went away.] ”
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When Mr. 8. at the interruption went out to look after the
baby Mrs. S. saw a cross with the letters S A P, one at the left,
one at the right, and one at the lower arm of it.

February 12th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
work.

“{All ready now.) [Scrawls)] B B B B (Go on, friend)
(Mrs. 5.: Is it you Cecil?) [Lines drawn.] (Who is 1t?)
[ Planchette moved over toward Mrs, S.] (Mrs. S.: We are glad
to welcome you. Who s here?) Thank You Friend. (Mrs. S.:
1 am glad to see you.) Better So FRiends. (Mrs. S.: Have you
something to say to me today?) Better so. you hear me friend.
{Yes, I hear you, friend.) Better stay, (Did you write * Better
stay’?) we did. (What do you mean by that?) FRiend
[prabably completion of previous words * better stay ’.]

(Mental wish by Mrs, 5. She was thinking whether it would
be possible to get Imperator and bring him here.]

Yes. (Will you please tell me what you mean.) To wait. (To
wait here? Thatisit?) Towaither, THATISIT. (Wha
do you mean?) understandest thou never what we say to thee
Friend. (I understand the words, but I do not know what they
refer to.) TO WAIT HERE. (Do you mean that T ought
not to go to the Normal School at P } You do not under-
stand us yet, (Please excuse me if I do not. I do not.) Just
wait here, (All right. I will understand now.) Time. [Read
*Tune'] (Tune?) [Planchette then dotted the *i”.] (Al right
Go ahead.) not this time, but he will in good season. (What do
you mean?) come to her, {(Who will come?) HE WHON
SHE ASKETH FOR. (Please write his name.) Friend
{(Who is here today?) yes, a friend. T have told you before
(Please write your name here.) Luther. (Who is Chesterfield?)
a friend. (Tell me more about him.) your. (I greet thee, and
salute thee, Luther.) yes, better eleven [?] (Write it again)
eleven. (What do you mean?) not that, (Explain it please)
not that, (What do you mean by ‘eleven'?} [scrawls.] no,
moming FRiend. (Shall we sit tomorrow at eleven?) not That
(What shall we do?) Rest. (When shall we sit again?) [No

reply. ]”

February 16th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs, S. Planchettt
work. Prayer that Luther might be present. Mrs, S. not i
good condition.
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“{Go on.) mm bring you good m Luther. {What word after
‘good'?) Lauther. (What word between ‘good ' and ‘ Luther ’?)
none, (I salute thee. It will be my pleasure to receive whatever
word thou mayest have for thy earth friend.) Jpiscopalian P [or
R] [period inserted and the planchtte moved up to the word just
written and wrote capital ‘ E * before the symbol ‘ 3° and erased the
symbol, making the word clearly * Episcopalian ’.]

(Go on.) yes, yes. [FResponses to brief questions about ‘ Epis-
copalian ’.]H wait here Friend. (Yes, I will) yes, * & *
* *» * Hislop is here. {Who is meant by ‘Hislop’?) Friend
Robert. (Very well. Let him give his pass word.) * * [No
resemblance to pass word.] we are all [?] here. welcome Friend.
(Welcome friend. 1 greet thee.) yes, ¥ * [interpreted
‘James’] * * not well at present.

[This is correct. I had used a vaporizer on the 13th and was
abed all day the I4th and only recuperating the 16th, 1 attach no
importance, however, to the coincidence as it is too general and
Mrs, S. knew that in a general way I was not 2 well man.]

(I cannot read that,) go some time, not at present. (Write
it plainly, please.) * * (Please write it plainly.) THis is not
{?) what [?] welcome. (1 do not know who you are.) yes.
(Who 1s it?) HALCor HHC me L S LS yes. [response to
question if it was letter *S°.) H H C L § [Letters written in vertical
Ime. They were conjectured to be intended for the initials of the
names Hyslop, Luther and Sylvester,

(Please explain.) L S Chesterfield, Hyslop Friend. no, yes.
[apparently in answer to some unrecorded question.] Sylvester,
Hyslop. (Write what you please.) Luther Eremanium *
(Fare thec well until tomorrow.) [scrawls.] "

February 17th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 5. Planchette
work. Prayer that Luther might be present.

“(All is well, friends.) St. and [?] Augtine Aurelius—
jscrawl.] (What is that word beginning with *A'?) Chester-
held. (The word beginning with ‘A'?) Chesterfield. (What is
that word beginning with * A’?) Chesterfield. (What is that
word beginning with ‘A’? You do not understand me.) P B §
wts, Chesterfield,, yes, it ishe, (Goon.) Augustinus [ ?] Aurelius,
ves. (Write that word again, please,) Aurelius. (Who is Aure-
fus?) [Mrs. S. said she knew Augustine, having seen the name
u the encyclopedia.] ]

we are here. {I do not mean for you to leave, but to continue
writing.) [scrawls.] [Mrs. S. put both hands on the planchette.]
Chesterfield hese is the better light [sheet changed.] light. (Fro-

~
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ceed, please.) Better wait, Luther, (We will wait. [ greet thee,
my friend, and shall be glad to receive your word to me.) So may
you receive the light, (Please repeat it, I cannot read it.) so may
you receive the light. (Thanks, friend Luther.) welcome. (I
welcome you, friend, also, We desire to kmow that there is a life
after death, Can you aid us?) the desire is a worthy one friend.
(Will you aid us, [)I'iend ?) it is our purpose. (Luther, my friend,
will you give me Imperator's name?) [scrawl.] you must not be
over anxious, for there are other things which we are desirous of
doing for the friends of earth. at present be content with what we
may do. (I am willing. Shall I try to read this now?) no need.
{All right,) Martin Martin welcome.

(1 know of your earth life. When a boy 1 was interested in it.
I remember reading of your singing at the cottage of your friend
I recall the tragic deatl): of your friend Alexis. I admired your
brave stand at Worms before the Emperor.)

so God was willing. (Go on.) * * Chesterfield [scrawh.]
Shefield. (Was that word Sheffield?) no (What was it?)
Chesterfield, (All right do you want to sar anything?) have
tried. will try again. (Glad to have you. Please do so.)
copalian better light. yes, yes. [response to questions as to what
the words were.] "

February 18th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. Planchette
‘work,

“ {All ready.) We are Ches—— [interruption of five minutes
to attend to the baby.] (All right now. Goon,} Bie [?] * *
mumagy mamy [?; (Who is writing?) a Friend. (Who wrote
‘mama my mama’?) not that sir. (What did you write?) * *
mumary [planchette then moved the pencil back and wrote the letter
‘m’ over the word and between ‘m' and 'a’ making the word
*mummary’.] better so yes. (What does ‘mummary’ mean?)
Chesterfield. ~ (Mummary?) no (Mummary?) we do not -
derstand you. ({What does mummarﬁ mean?) Better so. we did
not get that other. (Other what? Never mind, let that go.) we
did not get that other. (Al right. Let it go. Please go on.)
There is two lights here. (What is the word after 'is’?) There
are little lights here, lights that call papa, mama, aunt Ida, uncle w.
aunt Lda, uncle Willis, aunt Ida, uncle Wrillis {*i’s” dotted.] you
would better speak to them, (They do not hear us.} you do nof
know what we say to the thee Friend. (Yes. ‘you would better
speak to them’.) no, before that. (Write it again, so that 1 an.)
and aunt Ida and uncle Willis (I understand now. Who are these
lights?) never mind that, speak. (Iam glad you are here little ones.
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Will you say something to me?) we cometgtell * * aunt Sadie
¢pa will get better. (Did you say that Aunt Sadie will get better?)

es. (Is Cecil trying 1o write?) yes, we come with Bena, papa,
(Is hittle Bena here?) going back to aunt Sadie can't stay.
(Sadie will get better.) They have grone friend. (Who has charge
bere?) no, 3piscopalian. (You got your ‘E’ wrong.) never
mind that, (What do you mean by Episcopalian?} not yet. (Pro-
wed) [Parallel lines drawn on the sheet and then a large capital
M across the lines.] (Luther will come next.) Luther is busy.
(Go on.} Better stop Friend. C. (When shall we sit again?)
Eleven. (Al right,)

Eleven o'clock in the morning has been the usual hour for the
sittings recently, this time having been chosen for various
f£3s0nS.

February 19th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Planchette
work. 11.30 2. m.

" {We are here today. We shall be glad if we can meet Syl-
vester,) {1 had received a letter from my father which I wished to
rad to Sylvester and ask his advice or opinion at least.]

* 2 % x x = all well a well, (‘All will be well”, Is
that it?) yes. all. (Explain, please.) you did not ask for His
blessing. Friend, then how can you expect it. neither did yon
sk h [*h’ erased and line drawn so that a capital * H' was made
by using the “h’ for a part of it.] His presence friend. d friend.
(I will pray. I will remember after this.) [I prayed.] Gustavus.
Bitter Sweet. friend, welcome here friends, (Welcome, friends,
welcome.) * * ustavase. (Was that ‘ Gustavus'?) yes, friend.
(All nght. Go on.) [Figure drawn. Mr. S. thought it looked
ke a coat of mail, I see no resemblance whatever to this.)
GUST [?] {[Pause.] (Is Gustavus here?) no. (Proceed,
flease.) * * Stop friend. (You wish me to stop this sitting?)
ye.”

Mr. Smead writes: “ There was absolutely nothing to suggest
the name of Gustavus. Mrs. S. does not know who he was and
has no idea of its appropriateness in connection with that of
Luther.”

There is a curious confusion for secondary personality in the
allusion to “ Bitter Sweet ™ in connection with the name Gus-



572  Proceedings of American Society for Psychical Research,

tavus, evidently referring to Gustavus Adolphus. As these words
were previously (p. 339) associated with the name of my father,
secondary personality half as shrewd as that of Mrs. 5. must be
supposed to be should not be guilty of this transparent error,
though in the vision of Harrison Clarke (p. 359) it did commt
an inexcusable mistake which may explain this one.

February 25th, 1903. After copying the above record of Feb-
ruary 19th 1 wrote to Mr. S. inquiring whether Mrs. S. had read
the transcript copy of the record which I had sent him according
to his request to show to a friend. He had asked for the chapter
on Harrison Clarke and for the material connected with his son
Cecil. 1 sent him the Harrison Clarke Chapter and all the rec-
ord containing the *communications” from Cecil, his son. In
this latter was coutained the reference to Luther and my com-
ments thereon both the first and second times that the name was
given. Thinking that Mrs. 5. might have read the transcript
record and my comments and that her knowledge of them might
have affected the reappearance of that name and associates i
wrote to ascertain whether she had read the record. The follow-
ing is his reply to my letter, dated February 24th:—

“Yours at hand. I will reply to it as fully as I can. Mrs. S
says that she did not read the copy that you sent me, but only 3
part of the Harrison Clarke record and only a very little of that
I told her to read it all she wished, but she would not do so
thinking that you would be sure to ask a lot of questions about
it, and so she considered it to be the best way not to read it. |
read to her some of the record about Cecil, but not very much o
that and nothing whatever about Luther. 1 remember telling
her that you thought that Luther had something to do with th
Piper case, this is all.”

As I sent my transcript copy to Mr, 5. somewhere between th:
15th and 22nd of December last (1902) and it was returned t
me personally January 17th, there was a chance that the readin;
of my comments about Luther might have influenced the late
“ communications * purporting to come from him. Though i
appears that she did not see them, it is apparent that the reman
to her by Mr, S. about Luther, in connection with the assumes
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Imperator matter in her sittings, may explain the persistence and
frequent mention of that name and so the association with it
fnally of the name of Gustavus Adolphus. In regard to this
latter Mr, 8, reports as follows:

“February 24th, 1903, Written by W, M. Smead, Tuesday
1 m, at 840, What is to be recorded was told him by Mrs.
Smead at 9 o’clock Monday evening. There was no sitting Mon-
lay morning as usual, because Mrs. Smead had a very severe
:0id and on the whole did not wish to sit.

“Mrs. Smead was washing the dishes at about half past one
‘1.3 p. m.) Monday afterncon and was not thinking of Gustavus
vhen suddenly the name Adolphus flashed into her mind; she
rondered what Adolphus meant when the name Gustavus
idolphus at once came to her.

*1 desire to say that never was the slightest hint given Mrs,
ymead that the name was Gustavus Adolphus. I kept it from
er with the utmost care. She opened no book and in no way,
mless telepathically or spiritistically, could she have gotten this
ast name Adolphus, She never heard of Gustavus Adolphus,
s now no knowledge whatever of him, does not know what
vas his nationality. 1 have examined her as to all these points
rith the greatest care and caution, so as pat to give her the
lightest clew to him or his life.”

Of course no one knows what Mrs. Smead may have seen
ome time in her life associated with the name of Luther, Almost
very general school history is likely to have the name of Gus-
avus Adolphus associated with that of Luther and the history
f the Reformation. That possibility suffices to account for the
fesent incident,

February 24th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs, S. Planchette
sed. Nothing whatever said to suggest the communicators.
he suggestion was rather in a different direction. We had been
tinking of Gustavus Adoiphus, Luther, and Cecil. Mrs. S. had
one upstairs only a few moments before the sitting and she had
ten some of Cecil's clothing, so that her thoughts were centered
pon him. All this was told me before the sitting began.
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“ (All is well, friend.) [scrawls and apparently the word * has”
written, though it might be read either as ‘lhas’ or *‘llias’, or
‘elias".] (Go en.) {scrawl.]’ llsa, yes. (Was it U, 5. A.?) no
(what was it?) Elisat [?] [scrawl.] (Elisa?) yes. (All right,
goon.) Elisa, Elisabeth. [We said.] (It is nicely written: looks
like Chesterfield.) yes. (Go on, please: use the light ail you can.)
Soweare. (Allright.) FEbenousten [*'t’ crossed.] (Please write
that again.) Ebenouston. ['t’ crossed.] (Is it * EBENOUS-
TON’?) no, O US TE N. [printed.] (Is it Eben Houston?)
ousten [‘ous ' was underscored and then the remainder of the name
completed in the right manner and place.] no, [planchette moved
pencil up and drew line through "ou’ and wrote ‘noe’ a second
time and *yess, yes, no, ousten’, which a note of Mrs. S. says
was in answer to his false prohunciation of the name.]

{What does that mean? Ebenousten?) Ebenousten. {Is 2t
the name of a man?) It is here. he came, yes. {Where did we
know him?) No friend, thou never dids’t [apostrophe inserted and
‘i7" dotted.] know me, never did, Eben ' (Why did you come to me?
What have you to say?) Elisabeth D. [?] Williams. (Elisabeth
D, Williams?) yes, yes. (Where did 1 kmow you?) Eliza beth
{last syllable written under first.] D. Williams, bolton. (Balton?)
yes. (Bolton, Conn?) yes. (Isit Miss or Mrs.?) Miss. (Tell
me tmore about yourself, Miss Williams.) It is you friend. her
sister Mary knew you,

[1 began to imagine who it might be and said.] (1 think [
recognize you.) [scrawls.] mother knew you best. (Did you write
‘not her’r) mother. [written above first * mother’.] (Please tell
me something else so that I can remember you.) How are we 10
know, there are so many Elisabeths. (What was your brother’s
name? 1 used to know him, I think.)

[T had in mind at this timte two men by the name of Williamy
and I did not and do not know which one is really the brother
meant by the communicator in the answer,]

chas {Charles?) no. (Go on. Tell me all that you can.} it
cost a lots to buy them. yes, he could not afford to, so sold them
(What do you refer to?) houses. (Houses?) yes. (Is that
word ‘horses'?) no. (Houses then?) yes. (Sold all th
houses?} sold them all. (Where were those houses?) FARM
house mother's to in the village [planchette then moved pencil yp
and wrote ‘in ' above the first instance of it.] (Mother’s house in
the village?) yes. (You say that your brother sold the farm
house and your mother’s house in the village. Is thatit?) [Pause ]
Elisabeth has made a mistake. it was groceries he sold. Williar
{Do you mean that Will Williams sold groceries?} Hastings.

[It is a fact that Will Williams sold groceries at Bolton and that
he sold the store to Hastings, H. W. Hastings. OI course we both
knew this fact because we used to live there,]



The Smead Case. 575

(You mean to tell me that Hastings bought Williams out?)
ye5. (Who was it that wrote * Elisabeth had made a mistake’?)
A Friend. (I did not kmow that William Williams was related to
Eiisabeth. Was he?) He was. another time. good morning
Friend, Thanks. (Shall we sit tomorrow at eleven o'clock?) as
you like it.  { Will you bring this friend?) [No reply.]”

February 28th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
used,

“(All right now. Go on,}) looyse {?] oooo [scrawls] Eisoo
[’ (Keepon., Weareinnohurry.) andand and Q. [?] [period
mserted.] 3 [made very distinctly with special effort to have it
dear, the lines being strongly shaded. Figure also made alone and
word written in next line.]

Episcopalian, (What do you mean by ‘ Episcopalian '?) Epis-
copahizn. (I know that, but what is the meaning of this word, It
s been given several times.) Episcopalian Moses, (What
Moses?) Rector. (Is Rector here?) Lt.Y[?] [could as well be
*5t’] ves. [possibly intended for ‘yes’.] (You are welcome, Rec-
tr. I do not understand.) me [?] [possibly ‘no’.} (Please
tllme.) Episcopalian Rector y. [yes] (Do you mean that Moses
w1s an Episcopalian Rector?) That Was it.

(1 thought the matter was a joke of Mrs. 5.’s subliminal and
bemg disposed to treat it so asked the next question.]

(Do you mean that old Moses was an Episcopalian Rector?)
DiDnotsay So. (What Moses isit?) FRiend. (Is it friend
Moses? Stanton. (How was your name spelled?) Stand-
ton. Got [?] * * (Is Stanton Moses here?) Stanton,
(Is Stanton Moses here?) This is not your * * ([scrawl]
Bit [?] BETTER STOP, yes.”

Mr. 8. made the following note at the time: “ I find on closely
questioning her (Mrs. S.) that she did know how his (Stainton
Moses's) name was pronounced. She says she heard you pro-
mounce it Stainton, and noticed then that you pronounced it
tifferently from myself. I always called it Stanton, although I
kew it was spelled * Stainton '.” '

As I was not certain how Mr, S, meant to distinguish my pro-
tinciation from his by the spelling ‘ Stainton ' I wrote to him to
kwow, being very careful not to indicate how I pronounced it, but
uking him to say whether he meant to pronounce it * Stane-ton’

when spelled ' Stainton’. His reply was as follows:—
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" T asked Mrs, S, about it and she said that the name ‘ Stain-
ton ’, pronounced as it is spelled, long 'a’ with the “t’ sound in
its proper place, was given to her at the time of the sitting when
the word Chom was written, You can find out the date by refer-
ence to your records. The pronunciation was as if it was spelled
Staneton, but with the letter ‘ t' connected with the first syllable.

“ She supposed that it had no possible connection with any
one or anything. She knew that the name of Moses was pro-
nounced Stanton. I always so pronounced it in her presence, but
T knew that it was spelled Stainton, So she supposed that this
word Stane-ton which she kept hearing at that sitting was of no
significance, so said nothing about it.

“I always supposed that the name Stainton was pronounced
Stane-ton, that is, if it was pronounced correctly, but I assumed
that usually the pronunciation was Stanton. Mrs, S. supposed
as she recollected things, when I wrote my idea of it, that she had
received this pronunciation Stainton (Staneton) from you, but
she now remembers that this word was given at that sitting in
which the word Chom was written,

“1 see no reason for doubting her statements, but I wish that
she had told me this at the time of that sitting.”

On referring to the record I find that this name Chom was
written on January 14th, but the name Stanton was not given on
that date, It appeared for the first time on January 28th in con-
nection with the name of Augustine (p. 563), and was written
Stanton. The reader will remark a mistake in the memory of
Mrs. 8. I myself have always pronounced the name Stanton and
never Stane-ton. As there is no evidence that Mrs. §. had scen
the name in print, the writing of Stanton is a2 phonetic repro-
duction of what she or her subliminal imagined the spelling to be,
whatever interpretation we choose to give of the incident of the
auditory experience reported as occurring at an earlier sitting.

March 2nd, 1903. Present Mr, and Mrs. S. Planchette used
Mrs, 8. in good condition. Hour not noted, but contents show
sitting precedes the next.

I should state that I was a little out of sorts at the beginni
of this sitting and that the mental oneness was not as marked
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previous sittings. This was my fault. Mrs. 8, was patient
d interested and sympathetic and wished that we might have
good sitting. Such was the condition of affairs when 1 was
d ‘let us pray’. I state these facts that the reason for the
iver may be evident. It was no doubt intended for my benefit,
m certain that I need all the prayers I ¢an be fortunate enough
receive. -

“(All ready. Goon.) * * * * (Go on, please,) * *
* Chesterfeld. (You may goon.) * * (Go on. I will
it for you.) [Lines drawn across the sheet.] let us pray. Qur
ther in heaven, We ask that Light be given these Thy Children
1 They may beleve believe and harmonize their lives in accord-
¢ with Thy Will. Our Father bless this Home that we may
me to it and bring Thy Light and Truth To all of mankind
ough Thy [erased.] The life of Thy Son we ask it, amen. (Shall
ray that prayer with you?) yes, it would be well, yes. [I did
] {Soletitbe. Ihave prayed withyou.) itis well. {You may
on.) Have we and it should ever be now. [period inserted.]
/hat is the word after ‘we'?) [Planchette moved pencil up and
w a vertical line between ' we’ and *and’ and then made some
awls.] (Never mind. Go on) * * Emma (Emma?)
,» Philbrihck. (Emma Philbrick?) Philbrick. {Will you tell
more about yourself.) Chesterfield, Chesterfield. (I am wait-
Chesterfield.) A friend is here. (Who is it?) Philbrick.
this Emma Philbrick?)} no, a friend. He does not want Father
worry so., he would like you to tell him ha [sheet changed.]
t money is no object here; that when he comes he will not have
sorry as to how they will care for him, those that are left will
right about that ['t’ crossed.] and although they are amxious
ut that we say now they will be vc? sorry they took it. mother
appy now. good by [bye] Willis F, Philbrick. (I will tell him
:n 1 get a chance.) Chesterfield and he has gone. (Thanks,
sterfield.)  Chesterfield, (What have you to tell me, Chester-
1} Chesterfield, Good morning Friend. (Good morning,
sterfield.) [No reply.] ”

Mr. S. notes the following facts: ** Mrs, 8. knew that there
ia Mrs. Philbrick who was dead and she might have guessed
t her first name was Emma, DBut she did not know the com-
mcator’s full name. She knew that his name was Willis Phil-
%: she did not know that it was Willis F. Philbrick. She did
know a thing about this money matter spoken of here. 1 did
it is a fact that the old man was troubled about this and no

”~

H
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doubt 15 now, if he is living, which I think is a fact. Mrs. S.
does not know whether the name Emma as applied to the Phil-
brick’s has any pertinence or not. I am not sure that I do, butl
think that it has pertinence to Willis Philbrick’s wife now living,
or to the daughter of Harrison Philbrick now living. Harrison
Philbrick is the name of the father alluded to in the communica-
tions. I attended the funeral of Willis . Philbrick. He wasz
member of my church at P and of my Sunday school class
and a good friend of mine. I can testify that this message is
characteristic of him.”

March 2nd, 1903. Present Mr, and Mrs, 8. Planchette work
No transcript made of record but the questions were recorded ot
the original sheets with the automatic writing and in their propa
place. All that is lacking is that there is no note regarding th
sitting, except that nothing of importance occurred. The sitting
was introduced by prayer, Sitting at 11 a. m.

“ (All is ready, friends.) * * [apparently ‘Benistenaion'.
(Go on. I could not read that.) chestenamenn [?] (You wil
excuse me, but I cannot read it.) (Scrawls.] (Go on, please
* * x (Please write that over again.) nestarman [?] noman
anananan [?] Chesterfield. (You are welcome Chesterfield
Remember. (What shall 1 remember?) * * (I do not unda
stand.) Cisco [?] * * (Idonotunderstand it.) Better *
[undec.] wait. (All right.) She will wait. (Yes, I will wait.
* * (What doyou mean?) aaanaaaaaa wait. (I will wait you
pleasure. Wait?) yes. (We will) Chesterfield. no when w
can better controll well {we’ll] doso. (Completeit.) Do so. (A
right.) Chesterfield better wait Episcopalian. (Is Staints

oses here?) Friend, better wait another day. (I shall be am
tomorrow. Shall we set day after tomorrow?) Better wait, (I
you ttnderstand me?) Yes. (Shall we sit day after tomorrowi
Chesterfield. well [we'll] come tomorrow. (Shall Mrs, S. ¢
alone?) She may. (Good bye, friend, we will stop.) *

The next sitting is dated March 4th, but as M=s. 8.
alone and the sitting is apparently the one arranged for as ind
cated above on March 2nd the date on the record was probabl
put there by Mr. 8. the following day after his return. The plas
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chette was used. Mrs. S. records on the original sheet that she

did not ask any question to suggest the beginning of the writing.
March 4th, 1903. Mrs, S, alone. Planchette used.

" Friend, wait herc. mama may we come mama 2 [to] you.
[The writing after the word * here” seems to be slightly different
from the first three words, being slightly backhanded, and the
gure ‘27 is excellently made with double lines.] when we can.
HEISHERE (Whois here?} MAMA. (I then asked if
t was Cecil and if it was if he would ask Imperator if he would
ome here next Monday. There was no answer for at least five
ninutes, when what follows was written.) WE WILL TRY.
srawls,] yes, we dono no.  we will come, :
~ [A word that is apparently “mnamms”™ was written in very
ine letters though perfectly steady form, and then 2 hand with four
mgers and thumb with the wrist drawn spontaneously and a ring
n the first finger. The ring was drawn first and then the imuckles
nd the ring a second time the lines almost overlapping and then the
nger and the wrist lastly, and immediately the name Chesterfield
1 very clear steady script.)

Do not get so easily discouraged * * Chesterfield. HOPE,
'RAY, BELEIVE. [Mrs. S changed the sheet.] Yes, that
. will come to you. hope, pray, believe that light may come too
?]*to’y [?] [planchette then went back and wrote * ou’ superpos-
ig them over the ‘oy’ of the first effort, making the words “to
w1"”.] Yes [scrawl] Chesterfield. {Then was drawn a figure
n&i ]Iines which are not interpretable, and the sitting came to an
ad.

March 11th, 1903, Present Mr, and Mrs, S8, Planchette work.

" (Al is well, friends.} Yes. (Proceed.) * * :[apparently
Sumerinemt '] (I cannot read that) Sumerenemis, (Please
Tite it again,) Episcopalian. (I got that all right. Ge on.)
e, Chesterfield, {Go on, Chesterfield. Do what you wish.)
es, [sheet changed.] yes, he has come cover. (Whom do you
2an?) doctor, (What is doctor?) Huck. [erased.] H. .. get
m. (Do you mean that you will get him?) we will t;y. (1
werstand, Go on.}) Let brotherly love continue, Friend
Thank you friend.) . Yes, the doctor will try some t ['t’ crossed.]
her to [erased.] day. he does not feel equal to the task [scrawl.]
1. (Please tell me who this is.) a friend of the Children’s [new
1e begun with word ‘ children’s.] T will let him when he is rcad%r.
Will you ask him a question for me?) Yes when can we {?]
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[erased} [Then planchette went back and inserted apparently the
letter ‘1* between words ' when and ‘can’.]

(Is the doctor here now? My question was, ‘Is his name
Stainton'?) no, no, he has only come [scrawl.] recently. (Wasn!
it Dr, Huckins? Go on please.) He was a good friend. yes, we
have told him you know him. (Good, thank you.) Yes, he says
might have been very much better brother. (I would have liked
to have known himrzetter.) not that. much better man. [Mr.
S.’s head and hands began to shake.] (That is true, Dr, Huckms
was his own worst enemy.) Glad to come. it is good. boy is all
right. [This Dr. Huckins was with Cecil, son of Mr. and Mrs. §,
when the boy died.] (I have not worried about him.) all right
good to come and see you here. (Can you tell me when you died.)
live. (You know what I mean.) only a very little while. seems
as if I just [sust] came. (Thank you. Tell me when you left the
body.) can’t. we [?] are [?] all right over here. every one hay
trouble there. tell wife you can comfort her, She is most alooe
not me. (Tell me anything you wish.} not now. Thank yoo
brother. (Have you met Capt, Colby there?) [No r?ly.]

(We will still wait here, friends.) Chesterfield. (Chesteriield
did the doctor talk awhile?) Yes, (I wish to talk to you, Chester
field. Will you come over to me? Anything else?) Yes, as ¢
%leaseth the [thee]. (I plan to sit Wednesday, Thursday, ax

riday A. M. at 1] o’clock. Is that agreeable to you?) will answe
another time. (Chesterfield, I shall sit tomorrow at 11 o'clock;
as you like. (Anything elsc today?) that is enough for this day
(Thanks, Chesterfield.  Kindly greetings. Good morning. Giv
my regards to Dr. Huckins and tell him he is welcome to com
again.) it is well said, Friend. good day.”

“ Mrs, S. thinks Dr, Huckins died last night. As 2 matterc
fact he is not yet dead, April 4th. The reason that this messag
was given was that Mrs. Ss subliminal made it up. She rt
ceived, March 10th, a letter from a friend at P—, woitten Mare
8th, saying that Dr. Huckins was very sick and was not expecte
to live but a few hours, that he was failing fast, This was enoog
for her subliminal and this sitting is the result. This is the onl
way I can explain it.

*“ It is barely possible that while the doctor was so very ill th
his soul did leave the body at that time and did actually comet
me at W through Mrs, S, but this is very improbable. |
may be so, however. But the best way to treat this sitting is !
class it as subliminal, a fiction of Mrs. S.s mind acting w
consciously,”
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March 12th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette work,
itting opened with prayer. 11 a. m.

Mr. 8. remarks: “ I had gone to see my physician about a
iwonic trouble that I never considered of any account and in no
nse a source of danger to me. This physician tried to operate
wn it and relieve me temporarily. When he tried to do this he
led to give me relief. He became alarmed. He thought the
oeble might be of the nature of chronic hernia or of a cancerous
st, and earnestly advised me to af once be examined by a spe-
list at K I was much moved by what ke attempted to do
the way of an operation and his failure and what he said to me.
went home and told all to Mrs. S. She was as much moved and
rprised as I was. 1 finally made up my mind that if I was
slly in so dangerous a condition I would go at once to Boston
d comsult a specialist in hernia whom I knew, I had planned
do this and both Mrs. 8. and I were in this condition of mental
ziety when we had this sitting. No questions were asked to
ggest the words that were given to us by something, a spirit
her wonderful subliminal.”

[The use of the expression * the knife ” is interesting as put
the mouth of Chesterfield. J. H. H.]

“{We are all ready firiends.) Friends of earth, go on in thy
y of doing good. do not worry. thy trouble is but slight. we
not think you need to [sheet changed.] to {erased.] be so [scrawl:
prently a word begun and erased.] much concerned about so
ht 2 matter. do you hear us.

(Yes, I hear all right. Thank you my unknown friend.) un-
own you say. not so. (Who is it?) Chesterfield. (Chester-
id gives me this advice.) we do. (Will it be well for me to see
.Pg;rrar in Boston?)} we cannot tell. we do not know him, but
cannot see as it would do any harm to see him, but we should
7, be cautious or perhaps you could understand if you were told
mawl] to be very careful. (What shall [ be careful about?) the
ife, the knife. (What is my trouble?) thou knowest. (Al
ht. Anything about it, please.}) use your very best judgment
h much careful thought. do not go off in a hurry. yes you
lerstand what we mean.  ( Yes, I understand.) Hurry not friend
wt your going there. we would advise you to wait [scrawl and
sed.} until we may tell the [thee] better. (About what do you
h to tel§ me better?) what thou had’st been asking our council
ta few moments since. (Do you refer to the Dr, Farrar I spoke
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of?) that is it. (Is there any doubt as to what ails me?} Ican
not [letter written and erased.] just tell yet, but will try and haw
a friend tell the [thee] better soon. (Do you mean today?) o
[erased.] no. (I am getting tired, friend. Perhaps we shall haw
to stop now.) thou will do well to consider it carefully. goo
moming, Friend.”

March 12th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette used
Afternoon sitting. 3 p. m. Mrs. S, sleepy. This fact was takes
as indication of desire to communicate.

“ (All ready.) yes, we will. do not go there. we do not s¢
the need w [?] [erased.] thou can’st do as well for thysell. I
thou would'st not worry. yes thou art in no danger. ( t is o
trouble? Do you know now friend?) the trouble is healing of i
self, but thy mental worrying will do the [thee] harm, so try v
quiet thyself. (Anything else?) no serious difficulty friend
(Write that again please.) no S E Rious difficulty {"t* crossed
friend. (I do not quite understand that, friend.) Yes, ™
(Would it hurt me if a certain simple operation were performed?
I would say, let it alone. -

(Is Dr. Huckins here? Who is here? Please give me yo
name.) no, no name this time is needed. (Is this Chesterfield?
no need. you worry over to [too] small matters. we think tha
Should’st know us by this time, friend. (I really do not think iti
Chesterfield.) Chesterfield. [Mrs. S. was unconscious and I said:
{Release her, friend. I am not able to stand any more toda
Thank you, friend.) she will come all right.”

March 13th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Planchette worl
Sitting opened with prayer as usual.

“ (All is ready, friends.}) Yes, we will try friend. (All nght.
Yes. {(Go on, please.) what will we say for thee This day. (
am feeling better, friend, thanks to thy counsel.) It was thy ment
anxiety that as [erased.] was all. (Thanks. 1 would be glad t
have you tell me how you use this light.) Talk to the soul. Che
terfield. (Thanks: have you anything else to tell me about that?
no, not at this time. éLet some of my friends come to me if yo
can, I should be glad to meet Dr. Huckins again.) at a mor
convenient time. (At a more convenient time?) Yes. (Ver
well)  You do not understand yet, (I had said to Mrs. S, ‘Yo
soul is your subliminal®’.] (What is it that I do not understand?
the Soul of man.
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[This answer was written in a very strange manner. The words
Soul 0" were first written and the planchette went back and wrote
the ” before the word * Soul” and then returned and wrote * "
fter lh;_: *0" and then the word “man . Thus “ Soul 0—— the
-—fman”,

(I admit that I do not know anything.) Episcopalian. you
ust not say it so, friend, but thou can’st learn and be taught much
. (That was good. It was a royal answer. Please teach me in
y blindness.) no [scrawls.] we would say that to speak to the
] would be as though we were again in the body, as [erased.]
»as if two souls were in one body talking one to the other. [Mrs.
-says that she never conceived things in this way.]

(We shall have to stop to take care of the baby. Do you hear
i) wedo. [Pause in sitting.]

[Sitting resumed.] (Mrs. S. through Mr. S.: Can you bring
nperator to me?) Chesterfield, Chesterfield is sorry to tell the
bee] that the friend cannot come to thee this day. (Do you mean
nperator ?)  yes. (Has he ever been here?) Has been, yes.

' [scrawls,] (You do not answer my question plainly.} has
<@, yes. [scrawls.] (Please give me a definite answer,) answer,
¢t have given thee, He has been, Friend. [Words ‘He' and
‘riend* begin lines.] (That is all right. Are you still here
wsterfield?) Friend. (Chesterfield, what is Mrs. S.’s sublim-
d?)  Sylvester, yes. [Cf, pp. 292, 304.] (What do you mean to
¥?} her subliminal [a letter or two written after ‘subl’ was
ased and ‘ minal’ written above.] is Sylvester. (That answer
Jpsus a lot.) yes, you must let it rest brother. (You spirits are
puzzle to me.) we expect to be, Billy, for awhile yet. (Why
n't you talk as you used to Sylvester?} do not hurry us. we are
g better.” ([A circle was drawn around this last sentence and

¢ sitting closed.)

April 1st, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette used.
Ryer as ustal opened the experiment,

“(All is ready friends from our side.) * * * * This day
t begin our [scrawls] begin our work. * * [undec. apparently
wronna.’) Have all things ready at this time as thou art guided.
do not know what you wish. Shall I get the pillows and get her
udy for the trance?) at this season it is not of any great im-
riance. we will tell you when we wish any changes. (1 under-
md. Go on, friend, as you wish.) * * * % [Apparently
ome best we telf ' is part o it.; (I did not get that, Please write
over again.}) Yes we are [?] to [?] try friend. you have de-
fed to keep on in thy way of doing good. it is wel well. (All
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right. Go on, please.) * * Good * * ['onot’ 7] we [7]
understand * * try too [to] * ¢ tell you best. (Please
write plainly what you wish to say to me, friend.) Come totryto
t?st her to ind out more than anything [scrawl.] anything [scrawl]
else.

(1 thought that what was written referred to a very disagreeable
experience that Mrs. S. had twice when alone, indicating the pres-
ence of an evil spirit and so I said what appears next.]

(1 think that was 2 contemptible performance.) we say not s
friend, say [evidently repeated for reading.] (I do not want any
more such experiments with her. I resent them.) Why. (Be
cause it referred to matters that neither you nor her ought to con-
sider. 1 want no more of it, She does not need any such tests.)
we do not mean in your way of thinking.

(That is the way that she thought it, as I have told you She
considers it an insult and so do I, and if that will have to go on]
will drop the whole matter,}) no, you do not understand me. (Ex
plain it please.} I came here at this time to see how I could besd
use the light for this that is needed to mak [pencil ran off edge ol
paper, and sheet was then changed.] make 1t plainer to those of
t‘.arﬂ;l that we are here on this side. (What do you mean.) youw
earth,

{1 again referred to what I had discussed with this spirit am
alluded to the very disagreeable experiences that Mrs. S. had has
and blamed this spirit very severely, and said that if an evil spin
was allowed to be present that I would object to any more work an
said that I wished to plan things so that evil spirits would n
be allowed to come at any time.]

I do not know what you are talking about. [I went over th
ground very carefully and asked the spirit if he understood me
1 do, but know who would [?] (Were you interested in it?}
do not know what you refere [refer] to [‘tto” or ' 00 "]

(We do not say that you are evil spirits, but I do say that 1 ¢
not want any evil spirits present and I will not have them. 1w
drop the whole matter if that istobe.] * * * & =

* [Mrs. S. was unconscious and there was hard work to wake
her from the trance. The heart action was slower than pormu
and it was the first time that I ever noticed it to be in the lea
affected by the trance. Finally she became herself all right.”]

April 3rd, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Planchette use
Prayer as usual. '

“ (All is ready, friends.) Friends, we her [here] were *
[apparently ‘ Thuterimil’.] (I cannot read what you wrote aft
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friends".) Friends, we here were here Thursday Thrumboil,
No one by the name of " Trumball  known to Mr. S.]

{Make it plainer, please.) here where were you Friends. [Mr.
.adds 2 note: "I see now what they mean, 1 was away fishing
harsday when I ought to have had a sitting.)

(I was away fishing and you must excuse me for it} yes,
riend, weo—— [long pause.]

(Go on friend,} Chesterfield, understand. (Yes, get Martin
uther, if you can please.) DBetter [scrawl] wait waiit wat. (Go
1 please.) w [?] wait. (All right.) Chesterfield waits thy
easure. (I would like you to bring some earth friend to me.)
annot bring earth friends. (I did not mean what you thought.
et some spirit like Cecil or Sylvester come to me.) another time
ey shall come, friend. we are getting ready now this light and
2 ot wish it used only as advised by us. (Very well, Chesterfield.
(ill you answer questions I may ask?) I have already done this
irthee, friend. [There was an interruption at this point, the baby
quiring attention.] [Scrawls.] must [?] wait.

(Goon, friend. Allisready now.) MARTINLUTHER.
lam glad to greet you, my friend.) so you called for FRIEND
UTHER. (I wanted to greet you again, friend Luther, I
n a minister. Can you tell me facts in theology. You remember
at you were in the earth life a doctor of divinity.) TO FAST
y F [erased.]) my friend, to fast, to fast. [I then spoke more
owly.] (I would like you to answer theological points for me
ese.) not best [t crossed.t] it is not time for that. (Al right.
ell me anything you please, triend.) Yes later, (Is Imperator
re?) s [or “es’ followed by the sign of the cross made distinetly
ree times, |

(I cannot understand. Is Imperator here?) a St ['t' crossed.]
5. (Hail, Imperator. Thou art welcome here.} [Mrs. S5, was
mpletely unconscious and had been for some time.] Stainton
his day shall continue the work of God throug [through] friends
‘tarth, the work must be sloly [slowly] done. (Imperator, tell
i what to do. We want to know.} be slowly. {I understand.
I ight. Go on.) I am trying this to do. understand think
m? (I think so.) wvery well. (All right. Go on.) very well
ir third fourth [‘ fourth ’ crossed out or erased.] no fs (I do not
1 it. Please write it over.) fourth, fifth, sixth days elaventh
Jeventh] until the twelvth hour, (I understand.) \re? good.
| see what you mean. I will doit.) until told to do difterently.
[ must be away from April 15th to April 23rd, Imperator.) very
cli, the rest will do the light much good. (Anything more, Im-
‘rator?)  you may leave her with me. [I did not understand and
vhe s3id again.] with me wi [sheet changed.] with me. (Go on.)
yout. (Do you want me to go out of the room?) yes. (Al



S86  Proceedings of American Society for Psychical Research.

right) [I did so and came back in 2 few minutes.] [scrawls]”
{Writing had been a little scrawly for some time.]

* Mrs, 8. came out of her trance easily and naturally, and said
that she felt rested as she always did when Imperator was pres
ent. She saw his cross and by this knew that he was there before
she became totally unconscious. While in her unconscious coo-
dition, she saw Cecil. He seemed to be lying down on some-
thing.”

Mr. S. adds in a note: “ I can see that all this sitting can be
classed as subliminal, and so it must be for scientific consider-
ation. But it is a most wonderful subliminal that will fabricate
characters like this one of Imperator. It is very difficult for me
to accept this subliminal idea. Yet at times I feel forced to by
the logic of some of these siftings. When a so-called spirit com-
municates, gives all the characteristics of himself, so that I think
that he is there and afterwarda I find that he is alive, I must call
such a communication as that subliminal, and if that one is there
it must be other than this. I do not deny such a view, but it is
all so strange and unthinkable to try to conceive what sortof 2
personality a secondary self is that will fabricate in such shape
as Mrs, 8.'s will.,”

April 4th, 1903, Present Mr, and Mrs. 5. Experiment with
the Ouija board. Sitting held in afternoon,

The Quija board was an extemporised one and made out of
a lap board by writing the letters on it. It had been tried once
before (cf. p. 398). In this previous instance the hand of Mrs. 5.
insisted on going through the process of writing. But on the
present occasion the hand at first pointed to the letters in the
usual way with the Quija board, but soon began to make writing
motions and the words had to be deciphered by watching the
movements of the hand.

“ (We are very glad to have you come, Cecil. This is a QOuija
board. Here are the letters: you used to know them., Will you
try and use them?)

A big, big B, little o, big B, little b. [This was the way that
George, Cecil’s brother, used to say his letters, and Cecil always
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said] that it was very interesting to hear him say “ big A, little a”,
etc.

(Cecil, will you not try and use this Quija board? You have
wen one, I think.) Cecil RemBeRS remem aunt jennie had one of
these. (All right. Go on and use it please.) Cecil was serprised
(surprised] when he came here, was you papa? (Do you mean
that you were surprised when you found that we were at Win-
chester?) over here. (Papa was much surprised when he knew
that you were dead, Cecil.) Ceci) aint dead, papa. (I know that,
dear. But I spoke as people here gpeak.) [I then took out my
watch and showed it to him and said, ‘] have your watch, dear,
[ sold mine and now 1 wear yours, Cecil’. I then put it on the
able, The ouija board pointer went all around the watch as if
looking at it.]

aot Cecil’s chain, papa. [This was true George had Cecil's
hain and my own chain was on his watch.]

(Cecil, 1 gave the chain to George.} I like him ta keep it from
brother Cecil for Christmas present. (Cecil, do you know whether
i shall go to P agam?) To preach papa? (No, to take up
work in the ————— school. Do you know about that, Cecil?)
Mr. Xenos will know papa. Ask him. his little boy comes to see
his mama, but she don’t seem to know him. must g...

(The remainder was as if it was written, Mrs, S, could tell
what was meant by watching the motions of the Ouija board
pointer. ]

we do not like this. it takes too much pushing. it tires us.
Good by, George. I love him, my little brother. tell him to be
peod to every one.  yes, mama, we like little sister, Maude and me,
we like to see her. we like to see George, papa. we like you.
Good by, from your little Cecil. Maude, lots of us.”

There is one fact of interest in this sitting. Mrs, S, knew very
well why Mr, 8. was contemplating going to P and it was
ot to preach. The whole matter had been talked over and dis-
cussed and I also knew what was contemplated. Besides the fact
is mentioned right here in the sitting by Mr. 5. Cecil, of course,
tould not be supposed to know anything about it. It is singular
that the subliminal should try to play this game which is just
shrewd enough to simulate the spiritistic, but not intelligent
enough to detect its own limitations and errors. * Mr, Xenos"”
was alse known to Mrs, S, as “ Prof, Xenos”, and was most
probably called “ Mr.” by Ceci! when living. But there is no
issurance on this point. J. H. H.




588  Proceedings of American Society for Psychical Research.

April 8th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette used

“(All is ready, friends, with us.) Bitter sweet, wellcome.
{Very well. Goon.) herewecome * * [apparently ‘no’ but
erased.] Help [?] [Hoop ?] u. (Who are you. We try to help
you,) Chesterfield mancreal here. (What is that word after
* Chesterfield ’?) manoreal Here. (Go on.) Let us h:l? you
Friend. (I will. Go on.) Let her try bbbbbb anner so {?] get.
yes She [?] (I cannot get that,) Let her try the banner to get yes.
{ We do not understand what you mean. Will you please explain?)
Hhhhhhhhbhh Hemnom noon. (Please tell us what you
mean?) no more more [?] here ohor here afternoon, more (2]
h * * [scrawls.] (We do not understand what you mean}
helo * =

[Intermission on azccount of the baby.]

{I will give you time to control here. I wish you to tell me
what you mean.} She here now [ ?] She came over with us at one
over [?] [*have’ P] trouble [?] (We cannot get it yet) * *
MARyN/[?}IN{#] 1] here him ask h... where are you. Tel
Him, yes. (Who is 1t?) Tell him. (What shall I tell him?)
VIVI Mary Bitter Sweet. hmm * * [scrawls.] * ¢
['Oremes’ ?] (Whom do you wish me to tell?) James * *
[serawls.] (I will. Can you tell me anything for James?) * *
* * (Gogn, please.) many thanks. (Go on, please.} Chester-
field * * [scrawls.] Chesterfield * * * * [*Mouune’ |
no,.. FRYE. * * [undec.] no'

The word “V I V I” is very clearly printed in capitals so
that there is no mistaking the reading. Mary Fry, as previous
notes show, is the name of my wife deceased (p. 323). It is ap-
parent here that the words “ Bitter Sweet” are represented as
a pass word from her and not from my father as conjectured
before, where I treated the words as attempts on the part of the
subliminal to imitate the experiment I was trying, though the
words were said to have a very remote suggestion of an attempt
to give the pass sentence of my father in the Piper case, This
idea is evidently abandoned here and the words seem to repre
sent an attempt to give a pass sentence to my wife and the Latin
word ‘ Vivi’ is added. Mrs, S. it seems does not know anything
of Latin. She may have seen the word somewhere and have
learned its meaning. In that case we should have to suppose the
subliminal fabricating the use of it here to mystify us. At the
same time it is consistent with the frequent use of Latin by the
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Imperator group in the Piper case, There is no distinct evidence
that they are operating as yet in this instance and I know nothing
to justify the supposition that my wife would either send the
words ‘ Bitter Sweet’ to me for any purpose or give the word
*Vivi’ for any known purpose.

The following incident took place some time in February or
March, but was not reported to me until the date of May 26th.
It was not written down until that time. The only importance
attaching to the incident, however, is the fact that the experience
tock place before the sitting at which my wife purported to com-
municate aud gave the word “V I V 1" apparently as a watch-
word. With this fact in mind the present incident will explain
itself. The sitting at which “V I V I was given was April
Bth. It was not thought at the earlier date that the experience
was of any special value, and besides Mrs. S. is so busy with her
domestic affairs that she cannot write down all her fugitive im-
pressions and visions, and it was only after the sitting of April
fth that the importance of the experience here narrated was im-
pressed mpon her mind, as she saw clearly that the sitting and its
incidents were probably a subliminal reflection of this earlier
experience.

But some time in February or March Mrs. S. in a dream vision
uw a lady in a large room or hall like a reading room which
appeared to be 30 or 40 feet square. She got the impression that
the lady was my wife, but did not know how she herself, Mrs. S,
had gotten into the room. But she seemed to stand about 7 feet
from my wife. The latter sat at a table in the middle of the
room, about 3 by 5 feet, with her back to Mrs. S. and reading. In
the center of the table was a green felt cloth with bevelled edges
il around. My wife did not move or notice the presence of Mrs.
S and was apparently indifferent to sound. The light seemed
ke an electric light, but much softer, and there was a green
deme-shaped shade on the lamp. She wore a dark gray dress
fitted very closely; her hair was of a light brown shade and her
tyes blue. Her shoulders were broad and complexion fair. Her
face seemed small as compared with her shoulders and her waist
average. There was a2 wavy appearance for about two inches of
the hair and the face was round, but not specially full. The chair
in which she was sitting was like Mrs, S.s chair, a study chair.
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“1 spoke to her several times but she did not notice me until
a voice said: * A friend speaketh to thee’. At that she tumed
her face sideways and saw me standing there. 1 told her what
1 had come for. She sat erect and stiff as if nettled by being
,disturbed. I told her to send some word to her husband as he
was very anxious for it. She refused at first. I begged her to
and she finally said, ‘Tell him vivi amaverim [?] amare’. 1
asked her to say it slowly that I might remember it and she did.
I said it over two or three times, when I awoke. 1 could not r
any of it then, but it came to me later.”

The word * vivi” was pronounced “ veevee ” and the others
were 30 indistinet that they are partly the resnlt of guessing,
especially the second.

April 20th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mra. S, Planchette work.
Sitting opened with prayer. There was a rest of three weeks oo
account of matters connected with church affairs.

“(All ready, friends.) Chesterfield. (Go on.) Chest ....
the little ones love to come so much. (They are welcome to go on.)
mama, yes, we love mama [planchette drew pencil across the sheet
twice and then wrote:] we brother. (Go on, whoever is trying.)
Yes, papa. (All right.) Stainton is goingto * * write * °*
Shewasall * *

[At this point Mrs. S. appeared faint and the sitting was stopped
until she was restored.]

(All right now.) Chesterfield is sorry to have any trouble
Friends. (That is all right. She is all nght'now. What made
her faint?} cushions here next time. (All right. I will have
them.) you understand how we wish things. (Yes, I do.) wvery
well. (It is too late to get pillows for this sitting.) we will try
them next time, (Have you anything else to tell me?) let her
* * [‘go out’ ? of doors mornings. [Question as to reading
evidently not recorded.} yes, out. yes, yes.”

April 30th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. §. 1l a. m. Opened
with prayer. Planchette used.

“ (All right, go on.) * * [First letter like the reversed cap
ital *E’ seen before in the attempts to write the word * Episco-
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palian’ and made like figure 3. Some letters suggest the same
attempt here.] (I cannot read it.) * * [letters apparently
‘merthina ".] (Was that word ‘nothing’?) [No reply.] (Al
right, go on.) Episcopal [ve?r scrawlly and made like figure 3.
* % (Al right, Go on, friend.) Chesterfield, Chesterfield.
{Good morning, Chesterfield. We are all ready.) Chesterficld is
ready. (All right. Go on then)) Episcopalian Friend. ['E’ in
‘Episcopalian® like figure 3.] (All right, Chesterfield. Go on
then.) How is [?] * * ou are welcome friend. We shall
be glad if you can use the light.) How i3 [?] Episcopalian [very
scrawly.] (Write it again,) * * me [1?] Chesterﬁeldé?] Jeso
[?] (It is well friend. She will quietly rest.) When Chanfield
levidently intended for * Chesterfield”.] * * (I cannot read it.)
Mathman {?] How is it. mathenam [or *mathmam'] mathehick
... mathematical. (Isthe word mathematical?) Yes. (Igotit, Go
on, she is resting finely.) Yes, * * nothing [?] (All right. What
do you mean by ‘ mathematical'?) * * (Write what you wish.)
Chesterfield will come * * * * [Pencil given but no writing fol-
lowed and the planchette was resumed.] Chesterfield. [very
scrawly.] Chesterfield. * * [undec. apparently *chesfd’.] {Go
an.) Luther, [not distinet.] (Is Luther here?g mes, yes. {Go
on) * * * * (What i3 the matter today, friend Luther?)
Episcopalian Friend is {?] ssssss is h...* * (Go on.) Episco-
palian, [«apital ' E*' made correctly.] ”

“1 stopped the sitting as something seemed to be the matter.,
I do not know what."”

Mrs. S. saw the cross several times at this sitting. It went
from yellow to blue and passed into a white cloud. The arms

were not like the usnal cross at the ends but terminated in 2
leaf-like shape.

May 1st, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs, S. Planchette work.
11 a. m.

“ (AUl right, friends.) [scrawls.] Friends, * * ['mesimeresn-
nesss '} mess [scrawls.] Robert Hyslop, (I thought it you.) Clif-
ford the h [*h’ erased.] manee (last ‘e’ erased.] well what * *
[well” ?] * * [‘mesan has’ 7} Especially,. yes. (Who is
Clifford?) Chesterfield was here not was not here, Could now
v+ [scrawl.] came now. (Is Chesterficld here now?) * * bet-
ter have * * yes. (Who is Clifford?) Friend we kn.., know
not. (Will you tell me who Clifford is?) we know not. (Is that
what you said, “ we know not’?) Yes. (All right. Write what
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evidence that he was so present, but the fact that Mrs. S, did not
know of the communication in his name after I left May 3JOth
and does not know that he has ever appeared to communicate,
as well also not knowing that he was interested in life in this
kind of experiment, makes the coincidence an interesting one on
any theory.

June 24th, 1903. Present J. H. Hyslop, Mr. and Mrs. S.
Prayer. Planchette used. 10a. m. Meeting arranged for at this
hour to coincide with that in Boston with Mrs, Piper by Dr.
Hodgson. The usual hour for the sitting here has been 11 a. m.
The arrangement for the coincidence had been agreed upon be-
tween Dr. Hodgson and myself.

Two minutes after the prayer the hand began to shake, in
four minutes the shaking increased and in five minutes the writ-
ing began,

“Chesterfield. (You are welcome Chesterfield.) welcome
Friend, H. (Good, ' welcome friend H") yes. (Tell me when
you are ready for Martin Luther's message to the other light.) yes,
very soon.  (All right.) [pause. Hand still 2 moment, then began
shaking.e yes. [pause.] now, yes. (Arc you ready for the mes-
age?) [pause, and quiet.] wait * * [pause.] yes. (The mes-
sage consists of three words. They are * Hyslop pertinent Luther ”.)
{Time 10.15] [T repeated the message two or three times spelling
out the word pertinent, and asking them to repeat it to me if the{
got it. This was done.]l hyslop Pertinent Pertinent Luther. (All
right, go ahead.) [pause.] (Now is father here? Robert Hyslop?)
Martin Luther greets thee, Friend Hyslop. (I greet thee Martin
Luther.) (I repeat my message: * Hyslop pertinent Luther ”. De-
liver this to Dr. Hodgson at the other light, Mrs. Piper.) Perti-
nent Hysolp Luther, yes. (That’s right.) [scrawls.] yes {written
in excitement.] [pause.] Hodgson. (Yes, Hodgson, that’s right.)
wants {not read at time.] (Repeat that last word.) wants.
{Can't read it yet.) [pause.] (Is it ‘wait’?) (Hodgson wants?)
ves, Bitter [or * Buter '] [I read it ‘ Bitter’.] [scrawl and pause.]
(All right, wait a moment.) BUTTER CHEEs, Rabert Hyslop.
(Can't get that word before Robert Hyslop.) BUTTER (Bit-
tr?) no. (Butter?) yes, what Hodgson wants [?] * *
{Wait a moment.) [pause and quiet.) yes, * * * * (Write
dowly.) [pause and quiet.] what Hodgsen wants thee to get ) * %
Cheese [scrawl] (‘Cheese’?) yes, [10.30}] (Al right, °But-
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the trance. This feeling continued for some time and was so
strong that she finally l2ay down and went to sleep and had 2
dreams that Mr. Myers was present. It should be remembered
in connection with this fact that she had not been told at any
time that Myers had apparently tried to communicate through
her and hence she was entirely ignoraunt of what had occurred in
the past and also today. I told her, however, after the narration
of this experience that Myers had purported to communicate
through her, and also the general nature of the experiment per-
formed today. I told none of the details, and neither has Mr, S.
told her of them.

June 25th, 1903, Just before the sitting today Mrs, S. nar-
rated to me the fact that last night she went to sleep very quickly,
just as if she dropped into sleep as soon as she touched the pil-
low, but was awakened in a short time very suddenly, feeling
her hand shaking. She turned over to the other side of the bed
and then noticed that her hand was writing. The following is
the record of the sitting today.

June 25th, 1903. Present J. H. Hyslop, Mr. and Mrs. S.
Prayer. Planchette used. 11 a. m,

[Ia three minutes the hand began to shake slightly and in-
creased graduvally until it began in nine minutes to write.]

Chesterfield.  (Welcome Chesterfield,) welcome [pause]
* * R [pause.] (I get only the letter ‘'R’) [pavse] * *
{Larger letters.) [pause.] * * (pause.] Myers. (Myers.
That's all right. I got the word ' Myers’.] [pause and trembling
of hand.] (Wait a moment.) [Sheet changed. Pause and hand
quiet.] * * (Writing too fine.) [pause.] * * * * (You
are superposing.} yes * * yes * * [‘yes’?] (Not clear,
Wait a moment.) [Sheet changed.] [pause.] (Put it in capital
laters.) [Long pause. Left side and arm shook while the right
remained comparatively still. Apparently a few sudden jerks in
hand.] * * (I took the last word to be *mary’ at the time,
though doubtful, and in order to test it quictly put a pair of arm
shields from a dress of my wife on the table to ‘ hold her ” if there.]
[pause and no response.] * * (Who is trying to speak now?)
[pause.] what [?] [pause.] (Who is trying to speak now?)} we
an pot, we cannot work this day. [Some difficulty on our part in
deciphering, but read by Mr, 8.) (Had we better give it up today
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and not have any more meetings at present?) cam [cann] yes.
(Shall we give it up this day?) Better So Friend. (Al nght
Chesterfield. You can bring her back.) [pausec.] yes, yes. [Flan-
chette then moved to the other side of the table by the headrest and
remained still a few moments when it resumed writing. ]

we are very much exhausted * * [probably *exhausted’,
rcpcated.j (All right.) [pause.] [I then read the last sentence
aloud and said: ' I understand.'] yes, myers, [pause,] Myers. [pause
and trembling.] (Thank you iﬁr. Myers.) [pause.] (We did
good work yesterday, We can be patient until another time.}
[panse and trembling.] {(We shall not meet tomorrow.)} [pause.]
very well. [Hand then became quiet and in 2 few moments Mrs.
8. came to consciousness at 11,43, when she remarked that her head
snapped as she went into the trance and that she also saw the cross )

The object which I had in performing these experiments was
to test the identity of the trance personalities with those of the
Piper case. The appearance of that identity is very marked in
the use of language, psychological situation, dramatic play, and
various characteristics which any one can remark who studies the
case adequately. This appearance was so marked that it was in-
cumbent upon me to settle once for all whether it was real or
simulated. There was no objective evidence of their presence or
that it was anything more than secondary personality. But the
internal evidence suggested the Imperator. group, in spite of
various doubts involved in the personality of Chesterfield and the
silence maintained in the Piper sittings, that it was necessary to
make a final test of the case and settle whether it was all sub- |
ftminal or at least a part of it supernormal. The experiments
were arranged with this purpose in view, The result was only
to prove beyond question that the whole simulation of the Im-
perator group was subliminal.

When I saw Dr, Hodgson after the experiment it turned out
that he neither received nor sent any message whatever, and the
france personalities apparently knew nothing whatever of what
1 was doing., This shows that all the psychological machineny'
involved in the actions of Chesterfield and Martin Luther, and
the receiving and returning of a message were secondary person-
ality pure and simple. This is apparent to the reader without
comment.

As additional evidence of this I may remark several facts.l
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his father tried to send a message there but whether he was
successful or not we do not yet U. D.

. ?)( Is there any way by which you could assure me which lady this
15

She is the lady with whom we saw him soon after he met us
here some time ago. and the only one to whom we have ever been
attracted near him.

(Very good. That 1s all about that.)

We have sought diligently [dilligently] for another light. . dik-
gently [dilligently] . . for a long time but we have found none
t? wlilom we can communicate or through whom we can commumnicate
clearly.

(Yes,) "

The contradiction between this and the appearance of the
record in the Smead case is clear on any theory whatsocever.
There is no evidence whatever on Rector’s part that he knew
what I was trying to do at the time, though the readiness with
which he responded to intimation in my first attempt of the kind
over two years ago (p. 80) and the calm way in which he assumed
to know at the distance of Boston from New York might lead us
to expect on any theory that a similar omniscience would be ex-
hibited. But nothing of the kind is indicated and there is ap-
parently entire ignorance of what I was doing at the time, though
vague intimations that he knew what T had been doing. The
answer to Dr, Hodgson's question as to the identity of the lady
is not perfectly clear. If it refers to the time of my previous
experiment more than two years ago to communicate with him
in Boston it was more than a year after my sittings with Mrs,
Piper. The statement that he has scen this lady getting in-
formation from other sources is rather oracular. It may have
four interpretations: (1) From conscious fraud; (2) From her
subliminal not involving conscious fraud; (3) From telepathic
sources: (4) From other discarnate spirits. We have no means
of deciding which was meant, and it would not make much differ-
ence, as his opinion would be worthless in any case,

When the reader remarks that I had not suggested the bring-
ing of any return message in my arrangement with Chesterfield
he will remark the most tnteresting feature of the secondary per-
sonality involved. The subliminal had interpreted my object at
once, as it might well do from Mrs. Smead’s normal knowledge
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that I had tried the experiment of communication with Dr, Hodg-
son once before.

As soon as Mrs. S. heard of the result of the experiments she
resolved never to have anything more to do with the subject.
She felt keenly the disappointment at such apparent deception
going on in attempts which she 'was so much in earnest about.
But on reflection with her husband and seeing that the meaning
of such phenomena ought to be known to science she finally
yvielded to entreaties on his part and consented to renew ex-
periment for the purpose of at least ascertaining what the source
of these pretensions is. The consequence was that the sittings
were renewed a few days afterward and continued at distant in-
tervals as follows:

June 29th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. §. Planchette used.
Mrs, 5. insisted on my putting my hand on the machine (plan-

chette} and absolutely refused to become unconscious. Sitting
3% p. m,

" (Al right: we must work under these adverse conditions,)
Friends why trouble ye about so small a matter. (Mrs, 5.: I think
% is a pretty big matter. I am disgusted with it.) She must not
wary i welldoing. we will still prove to you that we are here.
do not believe that we are not truth S [After writing the letter ‘S*
the planchette moved back and inserted the word ‘not’ and above
before ‘truth*.] (What does Rector mean when he says that none
of the Imperator group have been here? What does he mean
friends?) it means that They did not remember well. their own
memories have been shaken. They have met light they did not
lmow existed and are amazed at it. that is all friend, that is all,
(Do you mean to say that the Imperator group have been here?)
[ certainly do. (Who is writing * * ['Lauroniee’ ?] (‘Law-
rence’?) no, * * ['Laniuin’ ?] (Who is writing? Tell
me.)} [scrawls.] many memories forbid it. (Is this a new spirit?)
no. (Have you been here before?} 1 have Sir and intend to Stay
till I see this out. do you U D that. (I understand, Will you tell
what name I shall know you by?) that will do now U. D. [periods
inserted.] (What may I call you?) you may know me by that
sign U D yes. (That is absurd. You are her secondary person-
aity) mno [?] we are hot [not] youur * * come here * *
(P?’uue write it over.) no, that is not worth troubling about. we
will remain around somewhere near thee, friend, that we may tell
thee more when they again return to earth. Thy friends are
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July lst, 1903. Present Mr, and Mrs. S. Planchette work.
Prayer. Mr. 5. did not hold his hand on planchette at this sitting.

" (All ready.} Yes. (Mrs. S.: 1 dare them to use it.) Ches-
terfield, Chesterfield. little lights Grow, yes. Chesterfield is not
affected by it, no. affected. (Mrs, S.: I am.) Chesterfield,
Che——.  (Chesterficld, you know the difficulty we are in.) Chem-
stry. (Mrs. S.; What does that mean?} Martin Luther, yes,
(What does ‘chemistry’ mean? Greetings, Luther.) Chester-
field, I heard that said [scrawls.] (We did not say or think it.)
that is good. (Go on please. Is Martin Luther here now?) Get
him. Chesterfield Could not persuade him to come, he is away
elsewhere, (Is Martin Luther here now?) no. (Mr. S, alluding
1o Mrs. S.: It writes contrary to your will. You would never do
that, Ida) no, she does not. (I want a lot of facts to prove that
you are Lord Chesterfield.) get * * soon, Chesterfield. go-
g, good day.”

July 2nd, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. Planchette used. 4
pm. I had my hand on the planchette and said in a careless
way: ‘ probably the stimulus to move this comes from me. Per-
haps I am like the plates of the battery.’

“(All ready friends.) Friend, yes, yes, Friend from us, us
us. (1 wvnderstand.) Chesterfield. (Why was not the message
fram Dr. Hyslop to Dr, Hodgson delivered? You are welcome
Chesterfield.)

[An interruption by callers for some minutes,]

Chesterfield, {We are very sorry for the interruption. Please
tell me if you are Chesterfield.} yes. (Is this Chesterfield?) yes,
(All right will you now tell me why that message of Dr. Hyslop's
was not delivered?) he was to get it. I know not. (That is all
right, Chesterfield. How do you know Dr. Hodgson was to get it?)
Frimd Luther was to carry it. (Did Luther do so?) He said it
so bro [?) [erased.] so (Do you know if he did carry it?) Lu-
ther said it so here. (I know that, but do you know?) no. (Have
you and Luther talked about it?) Chesterfield will talk about it
Later. (I want to know now.) I will ask friend Luther then will
tell you later. (When will Luther come again?) Later, (Is Lu-
ther one of the Imperator group with Mrs. Piper?) 1 do not know
it that way. (That is not satisfactory, Tell me about it.) Ches-
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terfield cannot answer for friend Luther. (That is so. Have yo
any advice to give me?) no, be careful of all things pertaining to
thy heavenly interests. (What is that word after ‘things '?) per-
taining. (Chesterfield do you not think it strange that there is so
much pious talk and 50 many singular statements back and forth?)
we are here to help it if we can. (1 will give you time.} our time
has been a very short one here.  (That is so, Chesterfield. Wil you
tell me something to prove to me that you are not Mrs, S."s uncon-
scious mind. If you will do this, you will heip me greatly.) Friend
Chesterfield has made statements that if you * * you locked you
would have found, (I do not recall them. Please repeat one of
them.) Chesterfield, This is a manorell, my home was such 3 place.
(Did you ever give me any other statements?} Yes, my dress and
hat were not like yours. If I lived now and wore it your peopie
would laugh at such an old fashioned Rig. {That is good. Tha:
is just what 1 want, Tell me another fact.) we had better not
now.”" Sitting closed. Mrs, S. was faint.

July 3rd, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. Planchette used.
Hand of Mr. 5. on the instrument.

“ {All ready now friend.) * * (What is that word?) * *
Robert Hyslop. (Is Robert Hyslop here?) wrathey wrathey, (I
do not understand it. Explain it please.) Chesterfield cannot do
their work. (Good morning, Chesterfield. I am glad to meet you
All right.) No we will later answer. (I did not get it. Write
again, please.) Chesterfield said when ie [?] (What was the word
after 'said’?) no, no, that he was to come later. (Go on.) we
will not say more now, (Who is 'he’?) word ‘ we' misread.] me
me. (Who is coming later, Chesterfield?) I will go away now and
will come back later, (Shall we wait here?) no. (What are you
going away for, Chesterfield?) Find Friend Luther (When s
we sit again?) I cannot tell thee Friend, (May I ask you some
questions before you go away?) [No reply.

[I thought I would see what might take place if I opened up the
matter to any other intelligence who might wish to write as in the
old régime. This was done for experiment. We had no one im
mind.

(A]ny other intelligent and honest spirit may write.) H * *
Shalle (Write plainly.) [scrawls.] * * [apparently *Thec
teller.j Let it good. (I do not understand. Write and tell me
who you are?) [scrawls,] That is what I am trying to do. (Who
are you?) * * (Please tell me who you are?) Hoplans.
{ Hopkins ?) Hopkins, [I see no reason for this name.]

(Please tell me your first name.) * * Charles, Charles,
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with that. Thank you my brother. Good for you. Do you re
member father’s old Goddard buggy?) Grimes, good old hundred.

[Mr. &. adds this note: “ This is a good point. It is not evi-
dential, because Mrs. S. knew that the old horse which Sylvester
called Grimes and Old Hundred was called that name by me. She
did not know what Sylvester chiefly called him. It was Old
Hundred chiefly. This horse was a character in the horse line; the
most stubborn, lazy, and balky brute that any man ever owned. My
father used to have a Goddard buggy and he tried to drive this beast
with it. He paid over $200 for him originally and so hated to give
him up 28 a bad job and a dead loss, so he was determined to drive
him at all costs. The scenes with that oid horse on the farm and
at my father’s hands, if displayed on the stage, would draw the
biggest houses in the theatrical business .}

(That was the old horse Vet. Write something about his old
Goddard buggy.) it is to too mean [ ?] he has made us laugh uoti
we cried trying to get him toit  [True. Mrs, S, did not know this.|
do you know billy how he would start to town and old hundred would
get a little way and want to lay down.

[This is true, Mrs. S, lmew he batked. I told her so, but that
is all she knew about his habits. He did try several times to fall
over on the shafts so as not to have to go. It was a way he had of
finishing up a balk, Sylvester knew this well. So did I, but I had
not thought of it for over fifteen years. He (Sylvester) has been
dead twelve years. I never mentsoned to Mrs, 5. the fact of the
horse trying to fall down on the shafts, I had not thought of &t
until Sylvester mentioned it today. It is positively true. I can
prove all these statements by my father and by my sister Annie and
brother Joseph now living.]

(Yes, I remember, 1 suppose the old horse is dead.) {1 thought
that he might be. T did not kmow that he was.] we placed him in
the meadow acrossed the raad with dew [due] [underscored.] cere-
mony, yes,

[1f you knew the horse and our scenes with him and how Syl-
vester hated him you would appreciate more than you can now this
fine joke.

The facts about this are that Sylvester here made a mistake.
but such a mistake as he might easily have made. Sylvester and I
buried another horse in a sort of pasture across the road. This
horse that we buried was a fair one, but no special good. 1 mean
his disposition was fairly good. This horse we buried. ]

(You have mixed that up. We buried another horse. What
horse did we bury? The one Jim Cameron sold to father?) that
was what father did with the old Can. {period inserted.] Cow. {I
do not know whether this is so or not. Shall write father and
Joseph.] (Do you recall that old horse that Jim Cameron sold
father with the farm?) at the time that we went there to live
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(Yes.) Let me think. I do not just now. [ was so much taken
with old b— that I was forgetting everything else, (Tell me some-
thing more about the old farm. Tell me something that Ida does
not know about.}) at one time you remember little Joie used to
want to go where we did not think it best for him and would buy
him off with gunny bread. (Yes, I know. Go on.) but it was
oot some that mother had given us. (I don't remember that.
Where did we get it?) in the pantry. [This was true. We did
help ourselves to it.. Mrs. S. never lmew this.] (I remember that
asif it was but yesterday.) [Interruption by a visitor.]

(Tell me something more that Ida does not mow.) S [scrawls.]
Let me remember. (Please write 2 little plainer,) Sister Annie
Said it was mean [not to let Joie go] and we said we would give
i to her if she told on us.

[This is a fact and I am positive Ida never knew it. 1 cannot
conceive of my telling her. T had not thought of it for fifteen
vears, It was a small incident and never occurred to me until he
stated it. I think my sister Annie will recall it.]

(That is so. I remember it well, Tell me more about Joie.)
oot now. (I was home lately and saw father. Do you want me
to tell what father said?) 1 know. you do not kneed [needj [*k*
erased.] take the trouble. (Please te?l’ me what he szid.) it would
take too long, [This is true. He said a good many things.] (That
i5 50, Sylvester, do you know this Chesterfield?) he has gone now.
{Do you know him?) some. (What kind of a spirit is he?) all
right. (Anything else Sylvester?) Cecil is growing nicely and
will come another time. (Tell Cecil we ail love him just the same
s ever.) yes. (Anything else?) glad to come (I am glad to
have you cotne.) vyes, good bye (Good bye, Sylvester.) yes.”

Mr. Smead made inquiries at home in regard to the incidents
of this sitting and reports corroboration of them in the following
statements based on the confirmation of his father, mother,
brother and sister.

“ All about the old horse Grimes is correct. The gunny bread
intident is all correct, In regard to the cow being buried as
Syivester says, my father says that it is so. There were two
wws. One Sylvester helped bury there on that side and more
than this he helped bury 2 red horse that he used to drive in a
milk wagon. The horse ran away with him, and so he remem-
bered a horse and burying him in the meadow and possibly mixed
this up with old Grimes, None of the facts, with the exception
of what is indicated above, were ever known to Mrs, 5. or my-
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spirits those that have not tried to develop their own light to come
in contact with it. they use it so0 rapidly and does not help to do
good but only satisfies their own pleasure. we are trying to help
this and so do not want or wish any to come that we do not ask for
the present,

(I do not object. Mrs. S. does not object.) I would advise
thee to let it all be for the present and we will come to thee later,
and I would ask thee ([written ‘the” at end of first line and the
seccond letter ‘e’ added at beginning of next line.] to pray every day
for light to come here that it may help souls to belicve more in the
{ullness of God and that we may receive * * [undec.] more of
the needed light for this work. we may understand the wanted light
for your side as you for our side. pray for it daily.

(I will pray daily, friend.) it would be well to let the moon full
twice again before we come to thee. [Evidently a question un-
recorded as to reading the word * moon * was asked Kere, as that word
is not ¢lear, and the following was written in explanation.] no
moon. (That i, not to have any sittings until the moon is full
twice.} that is it. (Who writes this?) Chesterfield wishes it
(I will do s0.) It would be well that way.

(All right. Go on.) we will go to thee as thou wishest and
will do what we can to help the [thee] recover quickly it being
God's will. (What is that word after ‘help'?) thee recover.
{Thank you, Chesterfield. I am not afraid to die, I wish to live
for my children.) no death. life is cverywhere, there is no
dath.  (You know what I mean, Chesterfield.) why do those on
your side say death? there is none. we live and shall live. many
are not as far advanced when they come here, but they were not
vver there.  Else how could they be expected to go any further than
the earth when they come here.

(Do you remember that you used to speak of death, Chester-
field.) but it should have been outgrown by now. (PeoEIe do
not know much here now, Chesterfield.) there is no end to know!-
edge there neither here.  we ate always learning lessons of and érom
life eternal,

(Chesterfield, do you remember your work in Ireland?) I do
oot want them now, (Please answer that ?uestion.) I did not
ask for it. (Please let me ask the question. 1 await your_answer.}
it has also been a long time to recall all of my earth life, yet
thought enough had been given thee to know that it was I who talk-
eth to thee was Chesterfield of old. (Do you remember your earth
life in Ireland?) much could be said but it is not prudent for one
to sound his own praises. (I understand that, Chesterfield. Give
me the name of the city in Ireland where you used to live.) we
would be glad, but it is better that we go now. (Please do this.)
it is too much work.” [Mrs, S’s hand was so cramped that it

pained her greatly.}



632  Proceedings of American Society for Psychical Research.

After the above records there were no further sittings until
the following, in the fall, when it will be scen that there is no
reference to the failure in the June sittings.

September 19th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Mr. 8%
oldest sister, and Mrs, Annie L, T——. Planchette used. Hand
of Mr, 5. not on the instrument.

“ (All is ready, friends.) [Picture of a man drawn, apparently
with a long mustach but with two points on head like ears of a cat.|
{Is that a picture of a cat?) no, (Whatis it then?) A [scrawls
that are possibly attempt to write name * Annie’.] Smead. Irving
Smead Sylvester. (I understand.) Joseph Smea— Monday.
{Yes I got that: go on,) night [might] tell Sister [scrawl.] Anme
will [*i" dotted.] come. (Go on.} good bye. (Shall we have a
sitting Monday night.) 1 wil— [doubtful] (Write smaller.
friend.} Billy, | was speaking to ANNIE LAURIE. (Wi
you be here Monday night?) Smead, yes, little sister I will come.
(Go on.) my brother, good night. my dear sister, good night. 1
welcome, little Annie with us, (What was written after *little’?)
A N-— yes, Billy. (She wants to say something te you.) not
now ",

September 25th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. and Mrs. A.
L. T., a sister of Mrs. S. Qur minds on Sylvester expecting him
to ' communicate . But 2 man who was not at all known to
Mrs. S. and who had once before * communicated ” came much to
our surprise. 9a. m,

“ {All right friends.) Bitter Sweet Cle— [followed by letters
or symbols that are not certainly decipherable.] [We supposed
the communicator to be Robert Hyslop and Mrs. S, said so, this
being the apparent watch word for that personality in earlier ex-
periments, p. 495.]

(Go on. Tell us what you mean.} Yes, Bitter with the sweet.
Smead. H. K. S, [?}:P. ?] [*S" read as *P'1 (What do ynu
mean by H. K, P.?) * % P[?] mamanananot * * many
were [scrawls.]

(Tell us something we may understand, Chesterficld. Where
are you?) [Noreply.] (Goon.) ¥Yes, auntannie [inverted writ-
ing, that is, has to be read upside down, and was not clear.] Yes
Aunt Annie [mirror writing, that is, must be read by a mirror]
(Go on. We get it * Yes, Aunt Annie’) [Scrawls] (Go on)
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and the irregularity of them. I need not indulge in superfiuous
comments on this matter,

October 17th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Prayer as
usnal, Mrs. S. conscious and semi-conscious at times. Plan-
chette used. My hand not on it at first, but placed on it lateras
the writing seemed so difficult. The writing at once seemed
easier apparently showing that I was an aid to the work in some
wiay unknown, I had no knowledge of what was being written
until T had read it,

. “ (All ready friends.) many thanks [scrawls.] (I got that all
right.) we will try {?] (Go on. Al right) mary (Mary?
Who 13 Mary?) * = * (I cannot read it very well. Tryto
write plainly.) We will, father is willing now mary m [?] ye
[scrawis.] (I gotthat. Be careful of the writing. rite plamly.}
Gretchen is all right. (I got that all right. Who is writing.) yes
sir, Mary., (Write the last name, please.) [pause and scrawl)
mary [ ?] mary, yes, yes, yes, mary, [scrawls.] {Hand drawn with
fingers and at once the two words.{ no more. [Hand placed oo
planchette.]

(1 will put my hand on now.) Sarah, you must have her bathed
in warm alcohol. it will strengthen her, Mother Lowery. [Wnt-
ing smooth and clear. Previously it was wavy and irregular]

o gave that messa%e ?) Mary lowery. (Who is to be
bathed?) the little girl Bertha, (Al right, anything else?) her
home is a sad one, sad as she needs our care so much. She would
better think and know we will be with her as she has soon to come
here, (Anything else? What can we do to help little Bertha?)
She is so now that there is not much can be done on Earth, but pray
for her that she may be as easy as God can let us help it be. (Yes,
anything else?) the little boy worries over her. {What do you
mean?) yours, yes, he loves her much. (Tell my little boy no
to worry, God can care for little Bertha,) he knows that and be
loves her is why it troubles him. you will understand better what
I mean. Sometime I do not make 1t plain to you.

(Anything else you want to write?) Cecil is here papa. ke
loves you too. (I guess I love my son. Good evening 1, god
evening my boy.) I will come to you like I said { would. (Papa
is glad to have you come, Cecil.) Cecil is a good boy. he is trymg
to be patient. (I believe it, Cecil. It is very hard for us.) and
so is George, papa. i want him to learn much for Cleve, papa. yes,
so hard papa, so much to say. It makes me feel tired, yes, (Papa
and mama love you, dear.) i came to see mama. did she know.
(Yes she did. She saw you Cecil and heard you speak to her.
You said ' Mummie’.) i wanted to keep her, but she went back s0

~
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quick. (What do you tmean, Cecil?) yes, the baby cried to her.
{Mama heard you call her. Mama understands better, Cecil.)
yes, 1 wanted her to stay with me. (Mrs, 5.: Come to mama again,
Cecil, won't you? Talk to mama some more.) yes, my dear good
mama, {(Mrs, 5.: Mama would like to get her arms around you,
Cecil.) yes, mama, I do it lots of times, lots papa. (Mama thinks
she knows when you come, Cecil.) yes, other little ones come and
say, ‘love them too’ papa. we love you much. (I love all my
little ones. Of course I knew Cecil best,) yes, we must go, papa.
{Good night 2ll, my dear.) you and mama kiss little George ?a
Cecit. good night papa and mama. (Cecil, come Saturday evening,
please.) if I can, papa.”

Inquiry in regard to the possible incidents of this sitting
brings the following facts from Mr, Smead:

“ Bertha is Mrs. Smead's sick siater. She has been an invalid
for many years. She has had some trouble with her spine. She
is deformed, a dwarf and has not developed much beyond the
child stage of development, although 25 years of age. She has
been very, very sick, Bertha is a granddaughter of the Mary
Lowery mentioned. Mary Lowery is Mrs, Smead’s mother’s
mother., Mrs. Smead went to Malden to the bedside of this little
sister the Monday after New Year. Bertha was then very ill.
Her life was despaired of and Mrs. Smead was sent for 20 as to
see her before she died. She was summoned by telegraph.
Bertha recovered partiaily, so as to resume her former constant
chronic condition contrary to all expectation.

“ Now please to notice carefully these facts. When we re-
ceived the message about her and the suggestion to use alcohol
she was as well as usual so far as we knew, but she was sick at
the time. From October 19th to the second or third Sunday after
New Year she did not have her clothes on. She had to be car-
ried up- and down-stairs and lay on the lounge down-stairs, and
up-stairs on the bed. Mrs. Smead and I did not know any of
these facts until Mrs, Smead went down there after New Year
and after the message was given. I now remember that I sent
the message as soon as I got it to Bertha's sister Nettie, thinking
that they ought to know the contents of so important a message.

“My opinion is and it is the opinion of Dr. Lobdell that the
alcohol treatsnent would be of much benefit to Bertha, but being
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anything about Christmas, though we fixed up a very pretty tree
for her and she received many Christmas gifts. She wanted the
tree, so we got it for her, but it all seems to have left no impres-
sion on her mind whatever,

“ We have got some little presents for the children, but some-
how we have no courage left to pack and send them, It is very
hard and they are all piled up in the chair in the dining room.
Mother is completely worn out and I am strong and well I know
and I have been doing the best I could, I have taken care of her
at night and worked in the office all day, until 1 am getting
rather tired and nervous, but I guess I'm all right.

“I wish you lived nearer, so you could come home, but of
course it’s asking too much, because you have your own family
to take care of. Of course she has to be kept very quiet and you
can see I can't say bring the children, much as I wish you here.
You seem to be the only one I can turn to, for somehow Sadie
seetns so busy. She came out Christmas to dinner and supper,
she and Jamie, and that is the first time she has been here since
Thanksgiving. I am going to write to George.

*Now then I have got to go into the office and tell them that
I will not come in again this week. I have an idea that she will
go with the year. Ida she can’t possibly last much longer.
Mother doesn’t know what the doctor says, but I think she rea-
lises just how things are and she feels very badly.

* Write to me at the house and I will let you know if any
change comes,.

“Your sister,
“ Nerrye”

Inquiries in regard to the incident about seeing the son Cecil
brought out the following facts which cught to have been re-
corded at the time. But it is evident from Mr. Smead's state-
ment at the sitting that he did not see the pertinence of the sit-
uation, Cecil’s allusion to his mother’s going back quick coin-
cides with certain statements made by the trance personalities in
the Piper case about Mrs. Piper during the trance, and Mr. Smead
does not know either this fact or its apparent significance, and so
thinking that it was nonsense, evidently thought to correct Cecil’s
understanding of the matter in the remark that his “ mother un-
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derstands better ”, I therefore ingquired to know if Mrs, Smead
had had a vision about that time and the following is the reply
to my question:

*“ Mrs. S. did have such a vision in the moming of the day of
the sitting. The vision was about half past five or six in the
morning. All the rest were asleep. But Mrs. S, was about half
awake when she saw Cecil standing in the doorway, She was
just interested in the vision. She looked at him and he said
* Mummie’, and when he said this he seemed to double up, as if
he had 2 pain. He may have leaned over. Just then the baby
cried (little Nettie). She looked to see him after she attended to
the baby and he was gone,

“The reason it was not put on record was that we were all
sick with a mild attack of tonsilitis. There was much confusion
and it was carclessly omitted, Neither Nettie nor George were
i1l, but Mrs. S. and George had been ill with a mild attack. Mrs.
8. and George and Nettie were in the back room and 1 was in the
front room. The baby's crying was at the time of the vision.”

October 23rd, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. S, Flanchétte
used,

“ (Al right.) Tell [scrawls.] H. Hyslop. Iu)ericad inserted.|
[scrawls.] (Who is here?) esterfield, (Mrs. S, does not
believe that there is any spirit here,) Chesterfield greets thee
{Mrs. S. does not believe at all, Write something so she will)
Chesterficld, Hyslop's father * * Sylvester, * * * [appar-
ently ‘S Shinnmo' ?] La... (Go on please.} and [?] Europeao
Friend, we welcome * * Cheefr [?é (Mrs. 8. does not yet
believe, She takes no interest in this Chesterfield. Write some-
thing that will convince her.) friend mgers in our circle, Chester-
field. (What are you here for tonight, Chesterfield?) Chesterfield
has a mission to perform, (What 1s it, Chesterfield?} help unbe-
lieving souls to look to the higher Light, (Ve?r good. Any word
for me tonight, Chesterfield.) Good night, (I shall sit tomorrow
night, Chesterfield. I have asked my son Cecil to be present.) S?
let it be. (Shall we stop now. Mrs, S. is tired.) Let it be

October 24th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S. Planchette
used.
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obtained this idea. There is no discoverable word “ Quintana ",

but there is * Quintan ™ and “ Quint ”, whose meaning in con-
nection with the number 5 is apparent to any one who consults
the dictionary. They are not Latin words, though derived from
such. J.H. H.

November 2nd, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 5. Planchette
used.

“ (Go on friends.) Friends this is better. {'Friends this i
better '?) yes. no, me? (All rightt Goon.) be sure to preach
truth, (Exactly. I U. D.) Yes, we do that here. (If that is
true, that you preach truth, it is funny that such awful lies come
through.)} it is not what I said. [I explained what I said.) You
said U, D). (That is so, but 1 do not understand why so many lies
come from the spirits.) perhaps you can conceive of there being
to [two] persons at work, one receiving and one giving the mes-
sage, {Yes, 1 see all that, That is right but it does not explain i
Never mind that any way. What do you want to tell me?) Cbes-
terfield will met [meet] the next day, (What is the word after
‘will'?) meet. (‘Chesterfield will meet’?) Yes (AL nght
Go on.) after the morrow with thee. (What part of the day?)
Eleva Eleven. (Anything else, Chesterfield?) will say, thou shalt
ask for the special Light to come to thee when thou prayest until
then, yes. (Anything else, Chesterfield?)} Chesterfield, Sayest
Good night, friend. (Good night, Chesterfield.) Ch.... C.

[Intermission of about five minutes.]  {All ready now, friends.)
Good night. (Who is writing?) C. (Do you wish us to stop
now?) it is better So.”

The allusion to a person sending and one receiving the mes-
sages is a very shrewd intimation of natural difficulties as well as
an evasion of the issue. It is a curious shifting of the responsi-
bility either on Mrs. Smead's subliminal or on Mr. Smead's
understanding.

November 3rd, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 8. Planchette
used. Mr. S. with hand on same. Prayer as usual.

“ {All ready, Chesterfield.) Chester.... we have come to [0t
clear, ‘o' as a scrawl.]  to her so we will cooo let her know. {Go

/{ )
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0.} that is all. (I do not get that very clearly, Chesterfield.)
€t her know. So we will. (Al right. Go on.) Chesterfiell
wrects thee, friend. (1 greet thee, Chesterfield.. Be free to write
vhat you wish.) Chesterfield would say that another told the [thee)
st of the message to the friend. (I do not understand, What
0 you mean, Chesterfield?) You cannot know more now. he has
ovne.  (All right.  Who has gone, Chesterfield.) a friend that has
aly been over a few times since, (Chesterfield, did you say ‘of
© consequence’?) no, a few times Since. (All right, Chester-
eld. Tell me what you wish.) * * * * (‘Luther'?) no,
Wha is it then?) mother, tell her not to think sad thoughts of
me. I am all all right and prospering So and that our menories
memories] C [erased.] should be very pleasant and ne sadness
should be allowed [written ‘all’ and then an ‘o’ superposd on
econd *1°, as if to erase, and then ‘ owed ’ written, so that the word
vould read ‘aloowed '] for we are very sensitive to [*a’ written
irst and then ‘10’ superposed on it.] all her thoughts. %Is that
ill?) yes. (Please write your first name.) Sylvester, (Is that
ny brother Sylvester?) yes. (Did you write that message?)
‘hesterfield did. (For you?) yes. (Anything else, Sylvester?)
e has gone, friend. (Why did he go so quickly?) Let me say
wr pleasure here is not to please ourselves but to please others and
laty calls but once and the reply is spontaneous. that is why c
[erased.] we can come and go so quickly, friend. (I do not see
‘he meaning of the reply being spontaneous,} Chesterfield is right,
(I should think that the word ought 1o be ‘instantaneous .} This
s queer, you cannot help confussing [confusing] us. (It is very
funny to me, That is all. Go on, Chesterfield.} [scrawls.] (Any-
hing else, Chesterfield?) we thought to get our idea clear to you.
{Never mind. 1 guess I understand.) have it bester another time.
(Any directions for another sitting? Do &ou want to plan anything,
Chesterfield?) no, not at this time. (When shall we sit again?)
we can not just tell thee. (How will I know what to do?) a week
from this day I will come to thee. (Very well, anything else?)
10, Chesterfield greets thee. (Shall we stop now?) [No reply, but
slanchette moved off the paper and sitting was stopped.]

November 11th, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs. 5. Planchette
used. Prayer as usual, Mr. S’s hand on planchette.

“ (Al ready, Chesterfield.) 1 will [written in very large letters.]
{All right.) Episcopalian friend. [the '{' was made like an old
fashioned long *s’ and then the planchette drew a line through
it to signify the cross in a letter *f'.] (You are welcome.) Ches-
erfield is willing. (All right, Episcopalian friend. What do you
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ligible, Mr. S, stopped his inquiries too soon. He should have
pressed Chesterfield to explain the bringing of that “ message”
io me, and the result of that psychological situation might have
been interesting. But there is apparently no truc conception on
Chesterfield’s part of what I intended by the sending of my mes-
sage, so that his explanation does not explain.

November 18th, 1903. Present Mr, and Mrs. 5. Mr. S. with
his hand on the planchette, 11 a. m,

“ (All ready, friends.) maume [‘Maude'?] is not with us.
(What is the first name?) that is Maude’s, (Go on, please.)
[scrawl.] * * [‘estimahweek’ ?] Estimate what the cost will
be for that and we will try to help it. (Cost of what?) that Qur
friend has Said so much [sheet changed.] So much about. (Ex-
plain more.} Hyslop imows. (All that seems nonsense, How
can you help it?) that Endowme [sheet changed.] nt He calls it.
{What about that book?) no book friend. (Eo on friend. How
@n you help it?} wait and see. {All right. Hyslop will be glad
to have your help. He needs two or three thousand dollars.) say
tagain. (Hyslop will be glad to have your help. He needs two
or three thousand dollars,) Chesterfield thinks best {sheet changed.]
hat [that] youn do not use this until the light is clearer  (Stop now.}
that would be well.”

I had written to Mr. Smead that I was enpaged in the effort
1o secure an endowment for the investigations of psychical re-
search, and the fact was evidently talked over between him and
Mrs. Smead. 1 had also written frequently about my efforts to
et this case into book form.

November 25th, 1903, Present Mr, and Mrs, 8. Mr. Smead's
hand on the planchette,

“(All right, friends.) Ghesterfield, herein is friend indeed.
(‘Herein is a friend indeed’.) Yes, Chesterfield. (All right, Ches-
terfield. T trust you are our friend.) wellcome, we come to thee this
day, come this day. (All right. Glad togreet you. Goon.) Charles
ame here. (Whois Charles?) Sherman. (Charles Sherman. Is
that the mame?} no. (Charles?) no. (What was the last
ame?) Sherman. (S-h-e-r-m-a-n?) yes. (I donot know him.)
Chas was another friend. (I do not know him, Was he my
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friend?) yes, we could not let him stay. (Al right. Go on)
* * [undec. possibly ‘the man']} Claimed he was a friend of
yours, friend. (I do not remember him.) Chesterfield has been
busy, but it is slow work. we are making some progress [sheu
changed.] * * with the restoring of the light. [period inserted |
(Very good. What can we do to help you?) help us best boy
[by] being patient kind [sheet changed{ kind and true praying
much [here planchette moved the pencil up and underscored the
word ‘true’, came back to its place and returmed agnin to the word
crossing the *t”.] (What is the word after *and’?) true. [cross-
ing the “t’ again.] enjoying the world that God has so graciously
placed you in. (Al rght. What can the light specially dof}
Chesterfield is caring for the light, friend. we will not hurt her.
(I wish the light took more interest in this. What is the matter
with her, Chesterfield?) You must wait, it will take time to re
place the broken cords that harmany b [erased.] may once more
prevail. (What cords do you mean ;) Life cords that have bere
tofore connected earth souls with us, or the means by which we
were better able to talk to you from our side through thi [sheet
changed.] this light, Chesterfield. (I understood that as well 35
I could no doubt. I wonder if the light could do anything to help
you, that is all.) that is our mission. (All right, Go on. What
is going on down to Mrs. Piper’s.) Chesterfield is not there. (Do
you know?} not much, (Is there anything about that down there
that you will tell me, Chesterfield?} we have at present enough to
do. we will leave them for now when the time 13 right thou wil
know. (What was written after ‘do’ above?) we will feawe
[scrawls.] (All right. Go on.) Chesterfield wishes the thee 2
good morrow . . . Greetings friend.”

Chesterfield is hardly the name under which to display so
much pious unction and religious sericusness, but he takes the
earnest and sanctimonious view of things which Mrs. Smead
takes of life, and reflects as before some characteristics of the
trance personalities of the Piper case, There is a carious
allusion to the “cords™ connecting discarnate with incarnate
persens and apparently appropriating ideas more or less common
in spiritualistic literature which Mr.s. Smead has not read to any
extent, I am not sure, however, that I have not made some
allusion to this feature of some of the Piper communications as
indicating the existence of such a “cord . If I have mentioned
the fact as a part of the modus operandi of communication the re
currence of the idea here is a good illustration of the delicate sub-
liminal activity going on in this case.
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meant. I thought that it might have some significance with Mr.
Myers, but do not know."”

November 30th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. S, and 2 Dr.
T——, but not at first. Mrs. S. conscious all the time. Mr
Smead’s hand on planchette until Dr. T came

“ (Al real:’v) 3 3piscopalian ['3’ for letter ‘E’ as so made
backward.] Friend, yes. (I am glad to greet you this evening,
Episcopalian Friend, Who is running this?) me, of course. (CGa
you run this alone without my help?) we will try.

fAt this point Dr. T , a physician, whom I had invited,
came ]m and joined the circle. He satd nothmg in the way of ques
tions,

(Al right. Go on, friend.) we were surprised, but we must
say that we are pleased that Thy friend is willing to believe m us.
[Message read aloud.] yes, we have known of him before. ye
he is interested in the truth, yes, yes. {(Very good. What can you
say to him7) [Planchette moved from under Mr S.s hand.] wait
[pause of threc minutes.] what shall I tell [written on side of
sheet at right angles to word * wait’. him, [pause.] my but it do:s
seern good. yes we can come quite near this way.
Who is writing?) ([planchette moved pencil up and down the
page.] we will try again, (This reply read aloud.] [Picture of
a soldier holding a gun on his shoulder, with a large ball at the Ich
side and hnes drawn across the body at the waist.] you know, he
says. (Dr. T : Yes, I think I understand.) yes [planchette
moved pencil back to figure of soldier's hat and then wrote:] yes
then [or ‘thc n’'] enn yes * * (Dr. understands what the
sword means.} [Mr. S. s sed the ball at the left of the figure
referred to a sword, Mrs. Sppo a cup. No attention was paid by the
trance personality to his remark.] yes, we said it so, we did
quietly. Friends, you see we must [scrawl] use care, we couid
not let thy brother talk alone concerning that trouble, it being his
first visit to try, but we have told thee, friend, what he said as
quietly as possi Ie, because we must use caution and it m [erased.]
would make him too excited, friend, so you must excuse us for our
way of talking of the trouble. we will try to do better next time,
Chesterfield.”

The incidents of this sitting have some interest. This Dr.
T had a brother who was killed in the late Civil War by
being shot through the body with a cannon ball. Mr. and Mrs. 5.
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knew that such a brother had been killed in the war, but, accord-
ing to the statement of Dr, T . they did not know by what
means he was killed, Dr. T writes as follows:

“ At a little past 8 o’clock p. m., Nov, 30th, I called at the
bome of Rev. W. M. Smead, where 1 had every reason to believe
I was welcome. It appeared at the time of my call Mr. S, and
wife were seated at a table and she was writing. I was invited
to a seat with them and she continued to write, From what she
wrote it appeared to me that I was also welcome to parties that I
did not recognize. After expressing a wish to know who was
writing T was told to wait. After a pause of a few moments Mrs,
Smead drew a picture of a soldier, then it represented the body
as being cut in two. Then as if to leave no room for doubt as to
who was represented or intended (for I had many friends who
were killed in the war of 61 and "65) there was the representation
of a ball as though it had passed through the body. It was known
to both Mr. and Mrs. Smead that I had a brother killed in the
army. But neither of them knew by what means, It was known
to myself that he was killed in the manner indicated. He was
cut in two by a cannon ball at the battle of Williamsburg, Va,,
May 5th, 1862,

“l A. H. T_..,
“Dee. 2nd, 1903

The reader will remark some evidences of dramatic play in
this sitting. The admonition to * wait * was apparently directed
to the questioner, and then the question “ what shall I tell him”
to the ** communicator ”. The explanation of the manner of com-
munication is interesting as coinciding with what is often ob-
scrved in the first attempts to communicate, and is quite a ra-
tional account of the matter, though without evidential signifi-
cance of any kind.

December 2nd, 1903, Present Mr. and Mrs, §. Prayer. Mr,
Smead’s hand not on the planchette. 1} a. m,

“ (All ready, friends.) [No reply.] (Try and use her hand,)
we [*e’ made like a small capital.} were, Chesterfield. but it s
your presence that is needed. we can do but little without thee, sir.
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(Do you wish my hand on?) [I supposed they were talking to
me.] not to you were we talking, but thy good friend Chesterfield,
sir. (Very well. Who is writing?) Chesterfield will not. (All
right, Chesterfield.) [pause.] {scrawl.] went when we went away
we left the light clear. it is not so good this day. but we cn sy
that we were pleased that [it] is so good as it is. (All right. Go
on.) [ shall need to work more earnestly. (What do you mean?)
make more progress. (Yes,goon.) Thy friend’s brother was very
much elated over the progress made in his behalf, yes. he wasa
ood sort of friend and we liked to help him. we think they were
?pcncil moved about a point so as to make a large round black
spot like the representation of the ball in the previous record.] be-
lievers and it always helps us to know it is not in vain. when one
was and is now a believer we like to help them. do you know this
friend? (I got that all right.) yes, the brother like[d] the oe
that was left there. that he [line changed, as word *he’ was
written too soon.] is why he was so much pleased, he did not
expect we could bring bim so near to him.

(You did well, Chesterfield. [ am greatly plezsed with what you
have done. 1 thank you. More of that is what we need.) yes.
we are trying for it here.  we know it takes much time and patient
work, so wht [erased.] with the light it is so poorly we have much
todo. so * * 5o when we can we will try to do our best. (Al
right. When shall we ask Dr, T again?) Wait until
we shall tell thee friend. [Mrs. S. became unconscions
at this point.] we are going now. )

(Do not make her unconscious, Chesterfield. But we are ghd
10 have you here Chesterfield.) yes, but she needs to rest much.
[T had planned next Monday for Dr. T ) not so, friend
(When shall we sit again, Chesterficld.) we will tell thee the same
day of the coming week when we think it best. (For Dr. T .
Chesterfield?) yef [yes] for thy good friend. (I shall sit next
Wednesday, Chesterheld.) yes, good :'ncurninijI friend. {Good
moming, Chesterfield, Remember me to Mr. Myers.} yes, Epi
..... [sheet changed.] {Yes, I know.) be sure that she rests. (1
will.) yes”

This sitting is without evidential interest and explains itself
as referring to the preceding experiment when Dr. T wias
present. '

December 8th, 1903. Present Mr. and Mrs. 5. Mrs. 8. in2
semi-conscious state. Mr. Smead’s hand not on planchette.
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most interesting incident of the sitting is the reference to the
name of Chesterfield. On any theory but that of a pseudonym it
is puzzling to know why * Cecil” could not give the name. It
would naturally seem that secondary personality would easily
give it in such a case. But if the * secondary personality " is only
that of the alleged communicator at the time it is as elastic and
changeable as the number of “ communicators” involved, and
there is nothing to prevent this from being the case. Assuming
this we could easily understand why * Cecil ” could not give the
name of Chesterfield. But assuming that Mrs. Smead’s mental
condition is one in the trance it is hard to comprehend why that
name could not be given as easily in a dramatic play as any other
name, thus limiting the number of “ personalities ”* and explain-
ing the incidents as natural dreaming or acting, But the giving
of that name here has all the appearance of spiritistic reality in
which Cecil is usually not near enough to ascertain what it is
and has to catch it when he can. The psychological phenomenon
here on any other theory is certainly most interesting.

February 3rd, 1904, Present Mr. and Mrs, S. and Dr. T—.
Planchette nsed and Mr. Smead’s hand not on the same. Prayer
as usual. Mrs. S, knew that Dr. T was coming, but that is
all she knew, I had seen Dr, T'~— in the afternoon and he had
given me the silver Mexican dollar that was found on his
brother's body when he was killed. Dr. T had given this
silver dollar to his brother as a special personal gift. He told
me this fact and I never mentioned anything that Dr, T told
me this aftemoon, and I never told Mrs. S. that I had any-
thing. I put this dollar in my pocket until she was entranced and
completely unconscious, and then in the presence of Dr, T I
took it out of my pocketbook and placed it quietly without any
noise on top of the planchette. When Mrs. 8. came out of the
trance she had no idea of 2 thing that took place or was written.
I know from previous experience with her that she was com-
pletely entranced and wholly unconscious. We finally told her
about the silver dollar and this was her first knowledge of it, or
that we had it, or that it had been referred to in any way by any
intelligence.
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mtelligible or to exhibit the processes by which they effect their
ends. But it is certain that spirits will not be any more a priori
than is subliminal fabrication about which we know as little as we
do about spirits, in spite of the fact that we have reason to believe
that subliminal imagination is apparently a proved fact in some
instances, tho limited in its activity.

But it is not necessary to decide the case between these possible
hypotheses. We may regard any theory of the Martian episode
as unproved and demand that we wait for further information,
If we had no other cases for comparison there is no doubt that
secondary personality would be forced upon us as the more likely
from default of evidence for spirits. But other instances show
that the Smead case is a borderland one and that means that we
may as well suspend judgment upon the theory of secondary
personality to account for the whole of it as to suspend it on that
of spirits for the same reason. Were we as familiar with the
processes of the subconscious as of the norral consciousness it
might be otherwise, and altho the subconscious consists of the
same functions as the normal mind minus sensory perceptions, its
behavior as a whole, in most of its products at least, shows less
appreciation and adjustment to actual reality, especially in its
automatic tendencies, so that we may well wonder whether its ac-
tion and products are not as dependent on stimulus as normal sen-
sibility and perception. In that case, we should expect it to be as
accessible to transcendental stimuli as the normal 1s to physical,
and that view would admit all sorts of subjective contributions
while it assumed external and foreign influences.

The study of the Martian episodes shows that we cannot sup-
pose that they represent reproductive secondary personality in its
details whatever suggestions may have come from general ideas,
and the result is that, if we apply secondary personality to the
explanation, it must be of the fabricative type, tho there is no
evidence in the phenomena that this is the fact, unless the use of a
kieroglyphic for the article * the ” be regarded as evidence of this.
That fact is not conclusive, tho it suggests that hypothesis. It
remains, therefore, to examine secondary personality in the
Harrison Clarke incidents under the distinction between repro-
ductive and fabricative secondary personalities.

In the crucial incidents for a spiritistic theory Harrison Clarke
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broke down in the matter of evidence. The story he told was not
true. [ laid the emphasis upon this fact to show the weakness
or incompetency of the spiritistic hypothesis, at least for the
special incidents in which he failed to satisfy the necessary de-
mands for such a theory. But there was one incident in which
reproductive secondary personality proved the only hypothesis
acceptable and that was the vision of the 125th New York Regi-
ment about which I had told Mrs. Smead before she had the
vision (pp. 76, 359). Here was a connection of identity between
the normal and the subliminal consciousness. But the other ina-
dents had no such evidence for their secondary character. They
were not true, but falsity is not conclusive proof of secondary
personality, We may suppose spirits to be mistaken, lying or
having lapses of memory. It is necessary to prove that the ina-
dents told by Harrison Clarke were actual incidents in the life of
Mrs. Smead and that cannot be proved. Hence in all but the
vision of the 125th Regiment of New York the incidents would
have to be treated as fabricative instead of reproductive
Harrison Clarke is therefore not a case of reproductive secondary
personality ; whatever we may surmise regarding the personality
as fabricative or fabricated. There is not one iota of evidence
that the personality is reproductive and only one fact would
suggest its fabrication. Non-evidence of its spiritistic nature is
not evidence of its non-spiritistic nature, It may justify applying
the hypothesis, but it does not prove it. We can only say that we
should prefer secondary personality to the hypothesis of spirits
and impose on the believer the duty to furnish better evidence
of a spiritistic source. But that limitation of spiritistic explana-
tions does not supply evidence for secondary personality. We
may well suspend our judgment and demand evidence for second-
ary personality as the believer in this hypothesis demands evidence
for spirits. In other words we may confess ignorance on both
sides. But it is certain that the believer in secondary personality
for the Harrison Clarke personality has no evidence for this view
either as reproductive or fabricative, except in the one instance of
the vision of the 125th Regiment of New York. Whatever we
say and hold regarding this personality as secondary must be
maintained without specific evidence. 'We should require to have
proved in other cases that secondary personality required this
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ality is absent, whatever we may choose to maintain regarding a
spiritistic theory of it. One circumstance and the character of
the language employed, at least in most instances, might indicate
a secondary element in the whole, as we find in all mediumship
and even in evidential incidents. But as a whole the personality
has not been scientifically proved to be secondary. We could only
concede the sceptic the right to believe it in an argument for
a spiritistic theory as complicated in other personalities of the
case.

Now when it comnes to the issue of secondary personality in the
case of other communicators, the evidence for the supernormal is
present, tho it may not be as plentiful as may be desired. By far
the larger amount of the cases and incidents were facts which
Mrs. Smead knew and the sceptic has complete immunity in the
claim that they can be explained as resurrected memories of Mrs.
Smead and there is no appeal from that judgment as a fact. Itis
unquestionably true, taken as isolated incidents and wholly out of
relation to the general character of all automatism purport-
ing to be spiritistic, that what Mrs. Smead knew might have been
subliminally reproduced, only we lack the proof that it was so
reproduced. 1In the evidential question they could not count for
a spiritistic theory, but the manner in which they are often com-
plicated with incidents which she did not know somewhat affects
the strength of the case for secondary personality. For instance,
in the case of Maude L. Janes, who was the first to break through
the argument for subconscious reproduction, several of the facts
may credibly be believed to have been unknown by Mrs. Smead
and so to have weakened the claim for secondary personality as an
explanation of the personality as a whole. Cf. pp. 83-89, 281-
288, and 307-312. The correct articulation of known and un-
lmown incidents in these instances is so much in favor of one
origin for all of them and that origin the one which is determined
by the incidents unknown to Mrs. Smead and perceptibly not due
to guessing or chance coincidence. There are other instances
equally good for the same conclusion. Cf. the Keliher case, pp.
351-352 and the Morse case, pp. 95-97 and 299-301. The same
is true of others which I need not quote here. Some of the facts
were not referable to secondary personality even by the sceptic

’
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and we may well question whether any of them were, in spite of
Mrs. Smead’s knowledge.

The only incidents which were overwhelmingly in favor of
secondary personality, and perhaps more or less of the fabricative
type, were the attempts at cross reference with Mrs. Piper. Cf.
pp- 615-623, and possibly the * Bitter Sweet ™ incident, pp. 493-
405, 529-530, 556 and 601. The latter is not so clear as the
former, which has no claims whatever to being spiritistic [t
lacks all suggestions of such a source. Had the Piper controls
intirated their knowledge of what was going on, the case might
be greatly altered. But the records show that they were either
absolutely ignorant of the attempt or could not influence the sub-
conscious of Mrs, Piper sufficiently to indicate their knowledge of
it. ‘The latter view 15 conceivable, because it has been shown
conclusively that Mrs. Piper had a normal prejudice against ad-
mitting that any one else could give evidence for spirits and also
that subconsciously she had denied communication where we had
good proof that it was a fact. Cf. Proceedings Am. S. P. R,
Vol. IV, p. 181, But apart from such a supposition the incident
cannot be apologized for as evidence for spirits.  The preference
must be for subconscious fabrication, even tho unintentional, and
to that extent vitiates the conclusiveness of many incidents for
the supernormal.

It is certain that the incidents which Mrs. Smead knew of
various personalities are not fabricative. Their truth and ac-
curacy are so much against that type of secondary personality and
its habits. The very limitations reflected in these, and especially
in the greater difficulty of giving what she did not know, are 50
much against fabricative secondary personality all the way
through. There is no evidence whatever for this proclivity or
habit on her part, even tho we concede certain incidents such an
origin unconsciously. The true incidents which she knew so ex-
clude guessing and chance coincidence that fabricative personality
has no standing. If we assume secondary personality at all in
those instances it has to be reproductive, and were there ahsolutely
nothing unknown in the record the case would stand irrefutable
for secondary personality, even tho we were not able scientifi-
cally to prove it. But there are so many incidents not known and
that articulate so nicely with the known that something super-
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for such an hypothesis. Margaret’s knowledge was absolutely
limited to that of the girl, with the one exception just mentioned.
Yet experiment with Mrs, Chenoweth showed that these exper-
iences were associated with a personality that appeared as a
spirit through Mrs. Chenoweth.  Strange to say the same source
indicated that Sleeping Margaret was a secondary personality
directly against her own claims. In any case, what had to be
regarded as secondary on its own credentials became at least
plausibly spiritistic by cross reference, and assuming that verdict
we should have strong evidence for referring the known incidents
in the Smead case to a foreign source.

The Spiritistic Theory.

The disproof of a theory of subconscious origin does not imply
a foreign one, and neither does the absence of evidence for second-
ary personality involve this foreign origin, unless the alternatives
are only two. We may be ignorant, as I have shown, of all ex-
planations. Consequently what I have said about the limitations
of secondary personality in the Smead case does not act for the
spiritistic. We may have to suspend judgment on that point.
Hence T do not wish here to be understood as begging any
questions about spiritistic liabilities, unless the evidence is pro-
ducible for them,

Moteover it must also be understood that I admit subconscious
elements in the case, even in connection with incidents that are
supernormal. I believe that all cases of mediumship, no matter
how pure they may be in the character of the messages received,
are complicated with subliminal coloring. The consequence is
that, when I discuss a spiritistic theory of any case, I assume that
we cannot wholly escape subliminal factors. It is only a question
of their interfusion and complication. [ alluded to this view of it
in the Preface, p. 7. But I wish to examine the extent to which
spiritistic influences may be admitted as at least possible in the
case.

The Martian episodes are plainly without evidence of a
transcendental source. I have shown, however, that they cannot
be regarded as reproductive secondary personality, at least in fe-
gard to their details. The only hope of the sceptic of spiritistic
theories regarding them is to make them fabricative. Of that,
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by evidence that it has taken place in other instances, is enough to
limit the confidence a man might have about secondary personality
being the explanation. In converting the sceptic we should have
to concede this, but not in weighing the case for the alternative
theories of spirits and subliminal production. Scientific possibil-
ities do not require us to adopt any explanation without evidence

All that this possibility of spiritistic influence in the Martian
episodes means is that secondary personality for them is not
scientifically proved. It does not mean that secondary personality
does not explain them. It only indicates that it has still to be
proved, tho the only hypothesis that a rational defender of spirits
in any case can assume in his argument with the sceptic is that the
subconscious is responsible for the product. All that 1 should
contend for is that spiritistic explanations do not require us to
maintain that the whole product of such cases is derived from
spinitistic agencies. We may interpose secondary and subliminal
factors with them as the facts require. It is not necessary to
choose between spirits doing all of it and secondary personality
doing all of it. We may either combine them or confess ignor-
ance in regard to both of them. But if other cases establish a
preference for spiritistic theories it is legitimate to make the effort
either to combine the two sets of phenomena in an interfused pro-
duct or to show how the hypothesis based upon the evidential
phenomena may be extended with subsidiary suppositions to the
non-evidential phenomena. The hypotheses which explain such
cases as the Daoris Fischer, the Thompson-Gifford, the de Camyp-
Stockton and the Ritchie-Abbott cases will also explain the
Martian phenomena and so show that we may not require to make
the interfusion one of subjective and objective factors dis-
tinguished by the line between evidential and non-evidential phe-
nomena, but crossing these and admitting subliminal influences
only as they are present in all cases whatsoever. Just in so far
as this is true does the case for secondary personality as a whole
in this instance become non-proven, and the spiritistic explanation
is not necessarily limited to the evidential facts,

But readers must not suppose that I am defending the appli-
cation of the spiritistic explanation 2s a fact to the Martian
phenomena, unless an argument can be imported from other and
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better accredited cases can make it possible. I conceded that there
is not adequate evidence in the Smead case itself to justify assert--
ing it to be either a probability or 2 fact. We can as easily con-
ceive the imagination of Mrs. Smead’s subliminal as doing it as to
conceive foreign intelligence doing it, either as lying or transmit-
ting a belief, and in certain circumstances we should be forced to
prefer such an interpretation, whatever the possibilities of spirit-
istic influence. But this Iatter always remains conceivable and
that is all we are contending for at present. The endeavor is to
show how the phenomena may articulate with the existence of the
supernormal that is actually present in the case, without import-
ing mechanical and artificial explanations inte it. To make the
Martian phenomena a product of Mrs. Smead’s imagination only,
would be necessary if they were all that there was in the case.
But we have the supernormal to reckon with and it is hardly
probable that the dividing line between the two would be so sharp
and well defined as to make two sets of phenomena exactly alike in
their characteristics and yet have totally different in causes as-
signed to them, only on the ground that one of them was eviden-
tial and the other non-evidential. It is the unity of the facts that
is important to science, no matter how complex the processes in-
volved in causing them. If there were no supernormal in the case
the problem would be different. But we have to reckon with its
presence and the unity of the whole can be obtained only by ad-
justing the hypothesis which explains the supernormal to the
phenomena that superficially present no evidence for this char-
acteristic.  If the unity of the phenomena could be found in sec-
ondary personality we should be obliged to accept that solution.
But the presence of the supernormal prevents finding that unity in
subconscious activity alone and we are then scientifically obligated
to search for hypotheses which will show the unity of the whole,
The intrusion of either mischievous or self-deceived and earth-
bound spirits would establish this unity, and while the case by
itself affords no evidence of this invasion other and better ac-
credited cases do render it possible,

When it comes to the Harrison Clarke phenomena the case can
be made much stronger for the hypothesis that he is a spirit and
not the creation of Mrs. Smead’s subliminal. I do not say that it
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time of her work and none of which she knew anything about
T quite concede that the general outline of the ideas expressed
might have been conjectured by her from very little observation of
hypnotized patients, but she had seen little or nothing of the
phenomena and no such detailed knowledge of the problem had
ever come to her, as in fact the ideas had not been published by
any one that [ know. Still I must not be dogmatic regarding
this. Those who do not know Mrs. Smead would accept any
possibility rather than the supernormal character of these idess,
but a little acquaintance with her personally would disillusion
their prepossessions on that point,

The next day (p. 237), Harrison Clarke boasted that, if Mrs.
Smead would only * throw every thought out of her mind ” he
could speak through her. Again the conception of the process
which is assumed in his statement had to be leamed by the com-
parison of many cases of mediumship and Mrs. Smead knew
nothing whatever about them or the psychology of the matter
The whole thing is correctly indicated here and is just what can
be inferred from what we observe in the Piper, the Chenoweth
and other cases. Mrs. Smead had no knowledge of the facts and
I would say also that I had none of such matters at the time of this
record.

Of course, the difficulty with all this is that Prof. Xenos, who
knew something of the subconscious.and who had witnessed many
of the sittings, of which this was one, may have discussed the
subject in Mrs. Smead’s presence inadvertently and without
reckoning with suggestion. Hence there is no absolute assurance
of Mrs. Smead’s entire ignorance of the subject. But yet the
view expressed is not what Prof. Xenos held. He was not a be-
liever in the spiritistic theory at the time and did not accept what
had been taught through Mrs. Piper about such things.

On the same date (p. 237) Harrison Clarke said to this Prof.
Xenos that the soul never rests, but that the body does, and that
the soul is outside the body instead of in it. Both ideas are differ-
ent from the common one, Most people think sleep is a suspes-
sion of consciousness, but psychologists now hold that the mind
or brain is subconsciously active during sleep angd that the rest is
of the bodily activities, if that be the proper expression. Mrs
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Smead knew nothing of these doctrines at the time, tho it is con-
ceivable that she might have casually heard them. But her ideas
were simpler than these as shown by the fact that she did not be-
lieve there was any subliminal or subconscious. Besides she,
with most people, more naturally accepted the prevailing view that
the soul was i the body, not outside it. It is claimed by some
spiritualists and mediumistic communications that the soul is
outside the body, especially in steep, and experiments with the aura
by Dr. Kilner seem to support that view, if we are entitled to iden-
tify the aura and the soul.

On the next day Harrison Clarke compared dreams to the
hypnotic state, rather correctly, but in contradiction with the views
which Mr, Smead held. When Mr. Smead objected that dreams
were caused by excessive food, Harrison Clarke asked him how it
tame that we dream when there is no food in the stomach and Mr.
Smead had to change the subject. - Mrs, Smead might well know
enough to answer his objection in this manner, but she did not
know enough about the hypnotic state to compare it as she did
with dreams. The condition is exactly like spontaneous somnam-
bulism which has always been regarded as identical with hypnosis,
but Mrs. Smead knew nothing about the scientific doctrine on this
point. Mr. Smead might have known it, but he did not.

On page 253 Harrison Clarke answered the question of Mr.
Smead whether the “ spirit had a body ", at first, in a sort of con-
fused way, but soon corrected himself and made the following
interesting statement, expressing original ideas consonant with
what has been said elsewhere, but not within the reading of Mrs.
Smead. I quote the passage.

(Has a spirit a body?)

Not here. We h —— [this part erased.] Not your kind. It
is pne that leaves the earth body.
(Explain more.)

Yes, when we leave the earth there is a covering that covers the
soul, so that it is calied a body, and it resembles the one just left, and
that is how we can remember our friends. For if we were just
round or square lights, how do you suppose we could ever know
tach other.
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We may conceive Mrs. Smead conjecturing from the doctrine
of St. Paul, with which she was no doubt familiar in her biblical
teaching and reading, some such ideas as are here expressed. But
the allusion to “ round or square lights ” is a conception outside
that teaching and consonant with what often appears in séances
and is recognized there as spirits. Mrs. Smead knew nothing
about this fact, tho we may conceive her imagining the compari-
son. But the whole passage so reflected spiritualistic ideas out-
side her ken that it is entitled to some weight in estimating the
claims of Harrison Clarke.

One statement by Harrison Clarke is quite striking (p. 257.)
It refers to questions which Mr. Smead asked. [ quote the
record,

( Are those that die conscious while they are dying 1)

Yes, but sometimes the spirit is taken from the body, so that they
are away from it before it ceases moving.

{What do you mean by * moving '?)

To move, yes. { What moves, the spirit?) No, the body.

(How is it about people that are stunned, etc.?

Yes, only the body is affected, and while they are in that condition
the spirit is out of it, and it takes up its work where it left when it
returns.

(How is it in cases of unconsciousness by ether or chloroform?)

The spirit sometimes can know and watch what is being done to
the body.

These statements coincide with the more advanced views of
physiology in regard to death: namely, that actual death, the total
disappearance of consciousness, may be prior to the suspense of
vital functions. The phenomena are matters of common knowl-
edge, but it is usual to suppose that death has not taken place until
the vital functions cease. What we are told here is consonant
with more accurate observation of the facts. Then the statement
that a spirit may watch what is being done to the body in a state of
coma or suspended consciousness is apparently true from accounts
of what occurs under anwesthetics. Mrs, Smead may have
casually heard of such a case, but she was riot disposed to specu-

»
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machinery was not necessary on any theory of secondary person-
ality, and coincides so accurately with what occurs elsewhere and
was not known at the time to Mrs. Smead that it is more natural
on the spiritistic theory than on any other.

There are a few other things in Harrison Clarke’s work that
point in the same direction, but they have less evidential force
The {force of those quoted is not so great as is desirable, but owing
to the limitations of Mrs, Smead’s knowledge they have some
weight, and accumulatively more. The insistence on Harrison
Clarke's part that he could not prove his identity and that he was
really not lying, when accused of it, and the stubborn challenge
which he issued against any refutation of his claims coastitute an
interesting psychological phenomenon consistent with his claims,
and not natural to Mrs. Smead, who realized as well as any one
that his story was not true. But in spite of this interesting
feature of his communications we cannot make it of prime im-
portance in proving him to be a spirit, tho it is more than con-
sistent with that hypothesis. However, the unity of his person-
ality in this respect with the supernormal data that come from
other personalities deserves notice and emphasis as explicabie by
the same general theory as the supernormal incidents.

The case of other communicators is much stronger than that of
Harrison Clarke. Some of them are more distinctly implicated in
evidential matter, tho it is not my purpose to collect the incidents
of this here. The reader may be expected to have noted them in
the record. 1 wish merely to collate those instances of remarks
which are of themselves non-evidential, but that, like some of
Harrison Clarke's, are confirmed by other records than that of
Mrs. Smead.

On page 393, in the communications of Mr, and Mrs. Smead’s
child Cecil, a curious incident occurs. The boy had died under
very painful circumstances and suffered much agony. It is notice-
able very frequently that communicators, consciously or uncon-
sciously, reflect the mental states of their malady, and especially of
their dying moments. It occurs so often that it is not due to
chance, and is often evidential of identity. In this instance, Mr.
Smead asked Cecil to tell what disease he died of. The question
was absurd, as we cannot assume that any spirit knows this, unless
informed of it before death, and it was more especially absurd to
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ask a young child. But the question was asked and the boy re-
fused, saying * it hurts.” It is not natural to suppose phys-
ical pain in the spiritual world and no normal experience of Mrs.
Smead would give her this idea. She knew nothing about the
phenomena which 1 have just described, her acquaintance with
spiritualism being limited to her own mediumship, and mainly that
part not connected with a trance. But the child here uncon-
sciously reproduces the law, if law it may be called, characterizing
such phenomena ; namely, the vivid and realistic experience of the
menta] states while communicating that attended his death, It
represents a fact not easily explained under the circumstances by
subliminal reproduction. .

On page 431 the same communicator, Cecil, asked Mr, Smead
if his mother saw him. There is no excuse for this query on the
hypothesis of secondary personality. The mother knew whether
she did or did not, but the boy, assuming him to be real and not an
hallucination of the subconscious, might not know whether she
had or not. That is to say, the question is more natural on the
spifitistic theory than on that of subliminal production. The
same query was asked a second time (p. 437). ,

The incident about “ Uncle Jogle” is a most striking one.
Cf. pp. 389, 432 and 433. Cecil when dying apparently had an
hallucination of a man whom he tried to prevent taking him.
Under ordinary circumstances no other interpretation of the
pheromenon would be possible.  But when communicating he re-
marked that he thought “ Uncle Jogle” was his uncle Vester.
The two were brothers of Mr. Smead and both dead. Mrs,
Smead, of course, knew the fact well enough. Cecil had only
seen the picture of Sylvester (Vester) and had never seen either
a picture of “ Uncle Jogle " or the man himself. When the mes-
sage came Mr. Smead thought there was no resemblance between
the two brothers, but on examining the pictures found that they
did resemble each other. Here, then, we have a complicated
phenomenon. The communication probably identifies the man
seen when the boy was dying with his “ Uncle Jogle ”, showing
that, if an hallucination at all when dying, it was a veridical one.
Then he reports what would be true of himself and not true of the
imowledge of Mrs. Smead, as she knew something of both. The
only way to escape the force of this is to say that her subconscious
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had dextercusly adapted itself to her knowledge and the ignorance
of Cecil. But psychologically the incident is more natural on the
spiritistic hypothesis than on the other.

Perhaps the incident of asserting that a certain dog was pres-
ent at the sitting (p. 447), may be classed as not natural on the
theory of secondary personality, as Mrs. Smead knew well enough
that he was not and had no such theory of such things as is held by
some people; namely, that the soul of anything could leave the
body and be present elsewhere, In this instance, the statement of
Cecil assumes this conception of the case and he insists on it in a
curious way against the vigorous denials of Mr. Smead. 1 do not
mean to assume the truth of that doctrine, because I might assume
(1) that Cecil had no space perceptions to regulate his judgment
as we should and (2) that the presence may have been merely 2
veridical hallucination on his part. But in any case, the phenom-
enon is not natural on the hypothesis of secondary personality as it
is usuaily known.

The statement that children grow bigger but not old (p. 448)
may be classed with those just mentioned. It is not a natural
product of normal knowledge or belief, as we would perhaps as-
sume the reverse to be true. Ordirary theories of the hereafter
tend to reverse this view.,

One communicator (p. 451) stated that different spinits might
vse different brain centers in the effort to transmit messages
This was not a natural belief of Mrs. Smead. Moreover it coin-
cides with what has been said through both Mrs. Piper and Mrs
Chenoweth, and in fact was actually illustrated by certain
phenomena in the mediumship of Mrs, Piper. We might well
conceive this to be true on the spiritistic theory and not a natural
suggestion of secondary petsonality whose normal conception
would either not think of any brain center or would not trouble
itself about the brain at all in such a matter.

Right in connection with this allusion to different brain centers
as subject to use, there occurred another important statement.
It came in answer to a question by Mr. Smead. T quote the
passage.

(Is life continuous ?)
With some they are like being unconscious. To you they are
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sleeping for awhile. They are not unconscious though. They need
rest after a sad struggle with life in the body.

This doctrine is found in the Spirst Teachings of Stainton
Moses, a book which Mrs. Smead had not seen or heard of at this
time. The same idea is found elsewhere, but as Mrs. Smead
was not familiar with the literature or the beliefs of spiritualists
generally, she was probably entirely ignorant of the view here
indicated. Some such idea is conveyed in the Biblical doctrine of
the period anteceding the resurrection, but that is neither repro-
duced here nor is the idea expressed by the communicator really
identical with that. It is much more scientific and represents
conceptions with which only the expert psychologist is familiar
in the shade of distinctions implied in this passage. It also coin-
cides with the general doctrine of the spiritualist, as based on
frequent communications, and not known to Mrs. Smead so that
its significance must have some weight against secondary per-
sonality and for spiritistic ideas.

Immediately following this (p. 452) Mr. Smead asked where
the soul of the medium was when she was in a trance. The
communicator misunderstood the query and replied that she was
not in a trance, which was the fact at the time. He then repeated
the question and received the reply that she “ was between
heaven and earth, that is, neither here or there” and denied the
identity of the trance with hypnosis, when further asked about it,
making the silly things done in hypnosis the distinguishing mark
of the state. But the idea of the trance being a state intermedi-
ate between * heaven and earth " exactly expresses the incomplete
trance or rapport of Mrs. Smead in her mediumistic work. She
was neither sufficiently in contact with the etherial world to get
the best results nor normally adjusted to the physical world, so
that there was confusion between the two stimuli and the mind
was active enough to interfuse it own states with those trans-
mitted from foreign agencies. The idea was wholly unfamiliar to
Mrs. Smead. Indeed I myself had never suspected it until I had
carefully studied the Smead phenomena, and the conception is
even yet wholly unfamiliar to scientific men and the general pub-
lic, so that it cannot be reproductive secondary personality,

On page 609 a curious incident occurred. The control ap-
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parently did not know the name of the Smeads and when asked
by Mr. Smead if he should tell him his * earth name ", the con-
trol replied saying: “We already have it from the little light”,
evidently referring to Cecil, the deceased son. There is no ex-
cuse, from the standpoint of secondary personality, for such
a statement. It is consonant with the problems connected with
proper names in communications about which Mrs. Smead knew
absolutely nothing, save the fact that it was difficult to get them,
and with conditions of ‘communication about which she was
equally ignorant, but which have been intimated in similar
phenomena elsewhere. The whole thing is an uncouscious
duplication of conditions not generally known, and quite coo-
ceivable on the spiritistic hypothesis.

On page 610 the control remarked when Mr. Smead felt some
concern about the things going on and made the statement that
he was ** taking the soul up higher ”, signifying that he was trying
to produce a deeper trance. The conception is related to the one
just quoted about the spirit hanging between heaven and earth and
unconsciously defines the trance. Mrs. Smead had no normal
ideas of the kind.

This development of the trance continued for some time. I
deed it had been going on for a year or two and Mr. Smead, like
myself, was a little impatient with the slow progress in it. The
control on the occasion to be quoted remonstrated with Mr. Smead
against admitting communicators promiscuously because it 2d-
mitted all sorts of spirits to a case which was not yet ready for
such work. The control then added the following (pp. 630-631).

* We will try to develop this light more so, when we say we donot
want others, it is because it needs renewing. And then you do nat
wish earthly spirits, those that have not tried to develop their own
light to come into contact with it. They use it so rapidly, and {it]
does not help to do good but only satisfies their own pleasure. We
are trying to help this and so do not want or wish any to come that
we do not ask for the present.”

The whole conception of the Imperator group in regard to the
development of mediumship is here, tho Mrs, Smead knew noth-
ing about it. Nothing had even been published on it at this time.
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The influence or even existence of “ earth spirits " was not known
or suspected by Mrs. Smead, especially in any such conception of
them as later facts have shown. The view is quite foreign to
her normal consciousness, so that it is not reproductive secondary
personality. It coincides with teaching which Mrs. Smead did
not know, and confirms experience with other psychics.

One more passage is of interest, especiaily as it was connected
with the desire of Mrs. Smead to have certain persons communi-
cate, the very thing that the proper development of Mrs. Smead
prohibited. The following is the incident (p. 665).

(Try and bring some of his friends here.)

They cannot at this time.

(Why not )

It takes time for preparation. We need it to get the right cords in
motion.,

{ Where are these cords?)

They are connections between thy world and this. [t takes time
to get the friends near enough to use them rightly,

There is here the whole doctrine of the methods employed in
the Piper case to establish communication between the two worlds.
Nothing had been published at this time on the subject as com-
municated there. Apparently the same group of controls are ac-
tive here and we should naturally expect the same methods and the
same statements about them. Rector, I think it was, who stated
that an etherial cord had to connect the spiritual with the phys-
ical world in order to communicate, and Mrs. Piper often com-
plained that “ spider webs " connected her head with something
and tried to brush them away. Similar intimations have oc-
curred with Mrs, Chenoweth and others, so that we have re-
peated here, without previous normal knowledge on the part
of Mrs. Smead, the modus operands of creating mediumship and
operating it. There is no reproductive secondary personality in
it and its articulation with the growing improvement of Mrs.
Srnead’s trance and mediumship makes it more consonant with
the spiritistic than with any other theory.

I have selected isolated and sporadic incidents in the com-
munications and such as are non-evidential in themselves, but
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rencies than to anything that we know of secondary personality
one.

But it must not be assumed from these arguments that [ am
ying to induce the reader to believe that spirits explain the case

the exclusion of secondary personality in all respects. The
gument only shows that it cannot be the exclusive explanation.
ence to make my position clear I shall summarize the whole case.

(1) 1tis demonstrable that reproductive secondary personal-
¢ will not explain the whole case and its details, either individ-
dly or collectively. This is clear in the Martian phenomena and
¢ history of Harrison Clarke. No reading gives the details of
ese phenomena as reported, some of which are wholly false.
he Martian episodes are absolutely fatal to the hypothesis of
productive secondary personality. The only possible claim
r that view would have to define it as fabricative, Mrs. Smead
d done no reading and had no knowledge of the facts as rep-
sented, and indeed it would be safe to say that they did not
ist outside her mind, unless in the mind of spirits.

(2) It is equally demonstrable that fabricative secondary
rsonality will not explain the whole, as is proved by the exist-
ce of the supernormal in this case. The incidents representing
is are unquestionably not due to chance coincidence or guessing
d are exactly what we should expect on a spiritistic hypothesis.
ey could not have been invented. Consequently fabricative
:ondary personality is thrown out of court for the record as a
1wle, whatever we may suppose regarding certain isolated inci-
nts.

(3) The hypothesis of fabrication has not been scientifically
oved in any case. It has simply been invented and believed in
der to escape more natural and simple hypotheses. It is con-
ivable enough from what we know of the imagination, but we
ve no scientific proof that it is a fact in any single case. It is
uply more credible to minds who find other theories less cred-
le, even when they cannot explain the facts invoked as proof.

(4) 1f the fabricative theory be assumed to account for the
artian episodes it is subject to two fundamental difficulties.
1} It is without evidence of any kind that Mrs. Smead has any
ch constructive imagination to effect it, to say nothing of our
norance about subconscious imagination in general, Her nor-
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mal mind is wholly lethargic and unimaginative. It assumes
such a versatile power of imagination that there is no excuse for
its failure in other matters. There is no imagination whatever
exhibited in the data purporting to come from other personalities.
It is either supernormal or reproductive of memories, and totally
without fabricative power.

(5) Both reproductive and fabricative secondary personal-
ity, if applicable at all to the case, can be applied only under great
limitations. This is especially evident in the evidence for the
supernormal, in the absence of inventiveness in all but the Martian
incidents, where there 15 no assurance of it, and in the evident
mistakes and confusion of the material presented as commum.
cations.

(6) Even incidents known to Mrs. Smead usually, if not al-
ways, fit the spiritistic hypothesis equally well, and only a few
seem more easily explicable by secondary personality, This fact
prevents most of the known incidents from being evidence for
secondary personality. If they were not so pertinent to the per-
sontal identity of the alleged communicators the matter would
otherwise. But their truth and their relevance make them a
plausibly spiritistic as anything else, so that the case is at least
one for suspense of judgment, on both sides if you like.

(7) The proof in other cases, such as have been enumerated.
especially the Doris Fischer case, that spirits may be behind af
phenomena of secondary personality—this being proved n some
instances—even for the resurrection of facts known to the sub-
ject, limits the application of subjective theories and makes the
spiritistic theory much more applicable and probable in this case.

(8) The explanation of known incidents, when the super-
normal is proved to be a part of the phenomena, is found in the
hypothesis that the stimulus of outside agencies may resurrect
subjective memories more easily than they can transmit their own
ideas, and also by the possibility that the subconscious, under this
recognition of outside stimulus, cannot easily distinguish between
resurrected and transmitted matter.

All these facts and arguments show that secondary personality
cannot apply to the whole of the record, whether the incidents be
taken individually or collectively. It will be apparent to any in-
telligent person that this is especially true of them collectively.
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For any such conception of the application of the hypothesis
would involve an assumption of organizing intelligence and con-
structive immagination that is totally incompatible with the con-
fusions and limitations which the same record shows. But they
do not forbid the combination of secondary personality with
spiritistic processes, and this latter view is the one proposed to
explain the facts. And it assumes like limitations to the spiritistic
theory. No other view is defensible. It is a mistake to assume
that secondary personality and spirits are in antithesis to each
other and that we have to choose between them, applying only one
of them to the whole produced. The fact is they are not con-
tradictory of each other at all. They are capable of combination
i various degrees of influence, and the evidence in this instance
is overwhelmingly in favor of the combination. Indeed, I think
no case of mediumship escapes the complication of the subcon-
scious, both functionally and materially, with spiritistic influences,
when the latter are evident at all.

This conception of the phenomena leaves only one thing to be
explained and that is the limitations of the messages. Why are
so many of them known incidents? Why are so few unknown?

At first it might seem that these questions are not eastly
answered. But the fact is that the matter is very simple. The
lunitations of the subconscious show us that we cannot be so sure
that it is the sole explanation of their occurrence. Then it is
clear that there are unusual difficulties in getting supernormal
incidents, at least as compared with Mrs. Piper whose phenomena
are distinctly imitated. Those difficulties are easily understood
wholly apart from indications in the record that they are what I
shall propose for explaining the relative disproportion of known
and unknown incidents.

I have already explained elsewhere how there may be various
degrees of rapport with the transcendental wotld. Cf. Proceed-
mgs Am. S. P. R., Vol. VI, pp. 138-168. There I showed that
the influence of outside agencies may vary all the way between al-
most pure transmission of thought to that of merely resurrected
memories in response to outside stimulus. That is we might
have spiritistic stimulus and no transmission, and we might have
almost entire transmission. Between those extremes we may
have all sorts of combination between resurrected memories in re-



708  Proceedings of American Society for Psychical Research.

sponse to stimulus and the transmission of transcendental in-
formation. With this supposition we have a clear Idea of the
imperfections of Mrs. Smead as a medium and the meager amount
of foreign matter, while we admit the existence of spiritistic stim-
ulus. It is a perfect explanation of the case. And in fact it is
nothing more than a law which we observe every day in normal
psychology. A stimulus of any kind will resurrect certain
memories, whether the stimulus is clear and understood or not.
If it be not clear, the resurrected memories may be wholly irrele-
vant to the intention of the outside force. But suppose the
mediumship has developed far enough for the subconscious to rec-
ognize or believe that the stimulus is spiritistic, it might well
come to know in any situation that a certain person was com-
municating or trying to do so, and if the way were not clear for
proper transmission resurrected memories would be more fre-
quent and even transmitted messages understood only or more
frequently when memory helps in the interpretation of the stim-
ulus. ‘This is a commonplace in ordinary conversation and is
constantly illustrated in telephonic communication. The cvn-
stant presence of phonetic and visual analogies and influences in
the phenomena confirm this hypothesis. The mind is limited
in its perceptions or the interpretation of stimuli by the degree of
clearness with which they occur and the amount of our knowledge
of the facts which the other person is trying to convey to us
In mediumship there is no exception to this law and we should
naturally expect undeveloped mediumship to conform to the law.
We have no right to assume that mediumship is so unique as to
disregard all the laws of mind and stimulus. This law and the
interpreting powers of the mind, whether conscious or subcon-
scious, show all sorts of limitations, and experience with psychi-
cally disposed people shows all degrees of these limitations. The
analogies in ordinary life are plentiful. Vague stimuli do not
have their exact meaning detected and may excite mental states
wholly out of proportion with the nature of the stimulus. Then
they may be clear enough to suggest the correct conception of
them as a cause and at the same time arouse the correct assoc-
ations without giving an exact conception of incidents associated
with them as a cause. 1 have many a time read the street ar
sign before I could see it distinctly enough to recognize it as
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orrect. Here was a subconscious perception of the facts and 1
1ad to wait until the car was nearer to see the name assuredly.
have heard a noise which I took for thunder, but found presently
hat it was a car passing over a bridge. I was correct in regard
o the general nature of an external stimulus, but wrong in the
nterpretation of the phenomena umtil the sensation could be
vrrected. It had aroused memories of similar sounds which
listorted the-real character of the impression. [ could not dis-
inguish for a time the subjective and objective factors of the
vhole. :
In imperfect mediumship the rapport with the spiritual world
nay be so imperfect that, altho the subject can be assured that the
timulus comes from without it, he or she may not be able to dis-
inguish the source of the ideas instigated, and may actually take
esurrected memories for transmitted messages. I have wit-
ressed this in many instances. In the subliminal stage of Mrs,
_henoweth's trance she often gets names and incidents whose
rigin she cannot assign.  Habit of doing this sort of work makes
er suppose that any name or thought which emerges abruptly
nto the mind may be transmitted and she so represents it and
1sually is correct. But there are times when she has no concep-
ion of what the source is. She merely knows that the thought
ame into her head, and assuming that it is the usual message, 1t 13
xpressed. But if she happens not to think this she may not utter
t at all. When asked who or what told her any incident she
»ften remarks that she does not know and shows distinct evidence
f having merely received something of whose source she is as
gnorant as the sitter. Qccasionally in this condition her own
nemories are arcused and taken for transmitted messages when
hey are, in fact, stimulated ideas, perhaps representing correctly
he general idea of the intended message, but yet not the specific
hing sought. 1 have more than once called attention to the
ncident in which 2 man by the name of Fry was communicating
n the deep trance and when the subliminal came Mrs. Chenoweth
eard the name Calvin and it had no meaning for me. The sub-
onscious, when I so indicated, at once remarked that it knew a
Calvin Frye who had been Mrs. Eddy's coachman. Here was a
stimulus correctly appreciated without having it interpreted fully,
and a resurrected memory taken for a foreign message. A
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similar thing occurred in another case where the psychic spoke
and repeated the words “ car bunk ™ and then asked the sitter il
her father had died from carbuncle. She replied that he had died
with paralysis. After she came away from the sitting she re-
called that her father was the inventor of the “ Car Bunk " which
had never been patented and was not known to the public, as the
inventor had been anticipated by the Pullmans. Here the mind
of the medium sought to interpret a correct message in terms of
her own memories of what the sounds meant.

Tt is quite possible that the imperfect rapport of Mrs. Smead
in the earlier stages of her mediumship made it difficult to receive
transmitted messages not known to her, but that the mind could
appreciate the stimulus sufficiently to recall correct and associated
incidents that were known and tho they are secondary personality
factors or explicable by that, they may have been instigated rather
than transmitted. A minute study of the record will afford some
evidence of this explanation, tho more of the incidents that were
known to the subconscious may have been actually transmitted
than this hypothesis assumes. There is evidence of this fact
As much depends upon the knowledge of what the problem is by
the communicator as upon the capacities of the medium. But
we know that the mind can recognize a known fact much mere
easily than an unknown one. This is not only apparent in
telephonic conversation, but was frequently illustrated and demon-
strated by my experiments through a tube, published in the Eng-
lish Proceedings, Vol. XVI, pp. 624-634. Passages which the ve-
cciver has been familiar with were easily understood, while thes
that were unfamiliar were greatly confused. Hence in the pano-
ramic impressions which the mind of Mrs. Smead would get from
the communicator she might more easily interpret those that were
known than the unknown. Assuming this conception of the
situation we have a very clear explanation of the phenomeni
consistent with the spiritistic hypothesis and an understanding of
the combined character of secondary perscnality and foreign
influence. I emphasize the position that I do not assume, as the
sceptic's attitude usually does, that secondary personality and
spirits are necessarily opposed to each other. They are nuot
mutually exclusive. We are not obliged to choose between them
for the entire explanation of the phenomena. They are quitt
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apable of combination and in fact the phenomena themselves
how that this is the fact. Hence the true explapation is not
econdary personality only nor spirits only, but a combination of
econdary personality and spirits. It may be jmpossible in any
it all cases to apportion the share of each cause, but we cannot
wssign the whole product to either one of them, It is an inter-
‘usion of foreign and domestic contents, combined with a similar
nterfusion of subjective and objective functions or processes.
[he processes are probably just as complex as the product. At
ny rate, the only hypothesis here defended is that secondary
wrsonality and spiritistic influences are combined in the case in
mch a manner as to explain both imperfect mediumship and the
mion of foreign and domestic agencies in the result.
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Cancer; 118, 4

Cand[m. Albert ; 124 484,

Candlin; Rev, Joseph‘ 122, 123, 124,

Candlin; Mr.: 463, 464,

Candlin; Rose: 302, 482, 483, 484,
485, $46. Hysteria; 483, 485.

Candlin; Ruth: (‘VIrs) 483, 484

Canuon-ball

Canteen ; 661.

Capel; Willie : 85, 156, 281, 285

Carbunk 710

C:roline: 349,

Carvie; 280, 349,

Catlin;; Mincrva: 282, Mrs.r 28],
Willis :

Cecil; 421 431 432, 445, 486, 517,

53] 542,
Cecil ]., 428,
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Cecil John; 497, 501, 531, 650,
Celelee; 98, 351, 352,
Celia; 160.
Cemetery; 84, 281, 285,
Apparmon of a: 316. Vision of:

522. West P——: 59,
Centralville, Mass,; 538,
Centre Sandwich, N. H.; 342, 543.
Cewens; W,: 326,
Chaldaic; 659, 660,
Charle; 537, 659,

Charles; 290.

Charlestown; 31.

Cheese:

Butter : 617, 621 Hodgson wants
thee to get .,.": 135,

Chenoweth; Mrs.s 687,

Chesterﬁe!d 133, 135, 174, 562, 565,
67, 569, "575, 879, 581, 582, y
592, 594, 595, 597, 598, 600, 601,
602, 604, 605, 606, 607, 608, 609,
610, 611, 613 617, 619 623, 625,
638, 640, 641, 642, 643 646 665,
American slang. 590 626.
Augustine: Saint: . ™ Aure-
Liug; C 53" 569, C. H,; 609

Cecil's grave; Flowers for; 598,
Communicator ; Exhausted; 656,
Unconscious ; 656.
Communicators :
without C.; 647.
ment of : 654,
Connections  between the two
worlds; 605. “Cords in motion;
Need to get the right:” 665,
Cross Sign of: made by C.; 595,
602. Dress and hat 626,
Efp;smpa!.an 571, 578, 579, 583,
590. Friend: 642 Fnends will say
thee well; 650. Moses: 575. Ree-
tar; 594, 596, 597,
Ts R; §95. Is+; 595,
Im“perator 583, 602 624,
a little black- eyed man"; 624.
Imperator Group; 625. cmor-
ies of ; shaken; 623. C. zays L. G.
have been to Mrs, Smead ; 623.

can do but little
Improper treat-

Inverted mirror writing, 653,
Life cords; Broken: 644,
Light: Ask for L.; Thou didst

not:” 602. not clear: 613, Deve!-
opment of L.; 631, The quhe
638. “Litle L. grows 625
“Pray for:” 592, 631.
“is busy™;
626. “greets

Lulher 391, 625,
“ Hyslop pertinent :”

571, “Friend L";
thee ”; 597,

617. C. asked to bring: by W, M.
Smead;
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Ctlarke; Harrison—Continued.
Regiment; New York: 241, 245,
246. Regiment; Vision of: 76
Return of H. C.; 353
* Saviour "; Believing on the;
257, Sccondnry Personality: 74,
261, 265, 267, called 2 S. P. by J’
H. Hyslop; 147, 148, 683, 684, W.
M. Smead thoug ht lf-! C. might be
S. P. of Mrs, S d; 263. Shiloh;
Battle of; 73, 40, 242, 256, 259.
261, 263, 266, ** Shot; I am:" 251,
Sitters seen by H. C.; 248. SITI:
Soul during: 238. Smead; W.
broke promise to H. C.; 256, re-
proved for his treatment of H. C.;
. itmagined that H, C. might be a
* Secondary Personality ” of Mra,
Smead; 263. Treatment of H, C,
by: Im roper! 261, 262, 264
Smith; eral C. F.: 73, 243 266,
Soul: 694, never rests; 237, dur-
ing sleep; 238 during “trance”;
5% Spcllm¥ backwards; 235, as
a spirit; Spirit bady: 695,
Spirit  leaving the body; 257
Statements; Incorrect: 73, * Sub-
conscious self ”: H. C. denies ex-
tatence of the: 236 Mr. Smead
guestions H. C. about the: 235,
Trance; Soui of Mrs. Smead
during: 254. Typeseter; 233.
Unconscious mind; 237,
Vision of H. C.; 166. Vision of
iment ; 76.
nting; Inverted: 59, 72, 231,
232, 233, 234, 243, 244, 245 247
258, 353, 364, 365. erhng. Mir-
ror: 72, 74 233 234, 236, 237, 238,
241, 255 353 5
Clarkc; Harrison : (No. 2) in Com-
pany A, of 64th New York Volun-

-
H

tcers, 268. Harry: 253, Aunt
Mary: 239.
Clcamem Stella: 458, 460,
Cleave; 454,

Ckgg * Gme 304,

Clemens: Arthur: 118, 458. Harriet
M.: 119 468. M.: 458, Martha:
467. StElla: 120

Clements; Harriet May: 460, Mas-
tha: 118, 119, 120, 458, 459, 460,
467, 468.

Cleve: 107, 407, 437, 454,

Clevie; 429, 473. 5, J.: 428,

Clifford; 591,

Clound ; Mrs. J.: 405,

Communication ;

Confusion in: 303, Difficulties
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of: 258, 697. Hyslop; ]J. H.: C
from: 450. Impatience of sitter
stops: 278, 293. Methods of: 112,
Modus operandi of ; 644, Mortal:
C. from a: 370, 450. * Passive
Secondary Personality necessary
to C”; 167. “Secondary Person-
ality a necessary element in C.";

171. “Secondary Personality the
wstrument of C"; 7. Success in:
Conditions of: 547, “ Subcon-

scious ” called the instrument of : 7.
Talking interferes with:- 385.

Commuanications ; Confusion in: 115,
262. * Subliminal ™ source of : 417,
463, 513, 517, 527, 529, 541, 642,

Communicator;

Imperator: Atternpts to get; as:
514, 524, 536, 566, 568, 5/9, 583,
585, 593, Name; C. who does not
remember his own: 436,  tired;
358. Unconscious; 656.

Communicators ;

Appointments kept by: 442, 443,
Chesterfield: €. can do but little
without: 647. Conversation be-
tween: appearing in the * Auto-
matic” script; 458, 547, 647, 656,
Secondary Personality: C. make
fun of J. H, Hyslop's ideas about:
24, 74 90, 91, 92, 261. 268, 267,
292, 304, “ Subliminal™; C. make
fun of J. H. Hyslop’s ideas about
the: 462. Time; Inability of C. to
measurvc* 161. Treatment of C. by
J. H. Hyslop; 253, Treatment of

i Impropcr' 90, 261, 262, 266,
274 278, 550, 652, 656 Vision of
would-be: 502.

Conclusions; J. H. Hyslop's theories
and: 137,

Confusion; in communications; 115,
303, through trying to remember
tneidents; 104,

Congregationalists; 407,

Connecticut; 349.

Connections between the two worlds+

Conscioos - Mrs., Smead not: of con-
tents of communications; 25

Consciousness; Retyrning to C.;

Difficulty in: 91. Unity of: 6.

Construction; Wrong: put on words
of communicators; 642,

Contact; Planchette writing without;

Control Change of : 606, 614,
in Smead Case; 130,
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Conversation between communicators
appearing in the *automatic”
script; 547,

Cooper; 156

Cooper; J.: 99, 409, 471, 472, 474.

Cc:'c,}%er; William Fischiey: 100, 472,

Cord; Ethereal: 703.

Cord as part of the modus operands
of communication; 644,

*Cords in motion; Need to get the
right;” 665, 703,

Cotliss; Cyrus 519.

Cornwall Hollow; 272, 282, 285,

Cotton; Mrs.: 284 283,

Death of : 86, 156.

Craig; Grace: 92, 155, 165, 304.

Cramp in leg; $37.

Crandall; Dr. Floyd: 316,

Creatlon' " Sybliminal ™ 146.

Cregg; Grace: 92

Crosti fa: 132, 133 Si

ppatitions of a:

of the: 134, 153, 500, 595 597, £
602, 609, V:sion of a: 506, 5
513 514, 517, $22, 523, 525, 535
567, 568, 5B6, 391, 609, 610, 620.
gaion of Greck: in yellow light;

“Crosa Reference™: 687, Attempts
at: 086, Experiments for: 80, 128,
134, 135, 617,

Crossing; Messer's: 304,

Crown; Vision of a: 612,

Crystal; 337.

Clarke: Harrison: made dizzy
by: 358 Clarke: Harrison: seen
in: 354. Objection to: 354, 355,
356, 357, Use of C. bad for clair-
voyants; 354,

Curtains; 205,

Cushwns 590.

Dm! Faod 109, 114, 428, 435, 456,
Darg Fear of the: 115, 475.
Darlmes%. Sense of: 525,

Death ; 696.

Unconsciousness after: 700, 701,
Deception; “ Subliminal ; 81, 335
“Detence” made by “the sub-

liminal " of Mrs. Smead; 627,
Delirivm: 352,
Dennison; Edward B.: 472,
Dennison: Frank B.: 471,
Dennison; Mrs,: 471,
Desk ; 408, 410, 439 455, 565.
Devil; 182,
"\f.vil; Drawing of the: 49, 190, 216,

Index,

Dewey; 110,

“ Diabolic Secondary Persomlity™;
168, 165.

Dickens; Charles: Vision of : 598

Dlﬁﬁécy'ultm of communication; 258

Diphtheria; 486, 487.

Disease; Communicator  hart by
thinking of : 39J.

Dog; 107, 112, 397, 447, 700.

Doll; 440

Dollar; Mexican: 65k
Door o© ed; 39,

Daoris . 687, 689, 690.
Dowstng 95. 156.

Dramatic play of personality; I&2
173, 456. in dreams; 173.
Drapcr's 399,
Dream:
of Mrs, J. H, Hyslgf A of
Mr. and Mrs, Robert Hyslop;
of F. W. H. Myers; 619, of
George Smead; 450, 519, 520. of
herses and wagon: 519. Vision;
589. Hypnotism; D. like: 238
Dudley; 96, 97, 300. Chartie: 302
Lizzie: 299, 301, 302  Lortie: 96,
300, 301, 302, 403.

Earth spirits; 702, 703.
Earthbound ; Illusions of the: 689
Fast Hanford Conn.; 128, 350,
East K—;
East L—; 39
Eleanor; 536.
Electric current:
511,
Elisa; 574.
Elisabeth; 574,
Elizabeth; 395, 396.
Ella; 84, 281, 284, 286, 288
Elsie; 180,
Embarrassment of Mrs. Smead; 166
Fmeries; 112, 440,
Emcrson Lydia (Lida): 270,
Emerson; Winnie: 270
Emily; 85. 86, 282.
Emperor; Apparition of
Christian : 306.
Emporia, Kan.; 379,
Ennis; 395, 396,
Episcopalian; 133, 569, 571, 578, 579,
583, 590, 645, “better hight™; 570
Episcopalian Friend; 641, 642, 645.
Cannon-ball; 646, Chom: 642
Moses; W, Stainton: E. F. sx&-
Yosed to ber 645. Meyers; F.
M, Smead insisty that E
L is: 642 645,

Sensation as of:

Early
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H—; 83, 87, 172, 271, 273, 2B1, 233,
287, 288, 310 311 C—: 290.
Profcssor 285,

H—— Academy; 285.

H.; Father: 602,

H. C.; 255.

H. C. ].; 596.

H. K 5 P,; 632

Hadley; South 86, &7, 284, 288

Hails 585,

Hall; 455.

Vision of a beautiful: 386,

Hali; Betsey: 104, 358, 366. Carlton:
367, Charles: 367, George: 367,
416. "too much surprised to

write”; 366, George Washington:
129, 328, 330, 331

Hallucination ;

"Subliminal": 438,  *Verid-
:cal. (10
H:llumnmons 43 438,
Sugge.su:d ; 166,
Hamel; Evelyn: 93 306,
See Sargent. .
Hand;

Drawmg of : 204, 411, 412, 461,
Drawmg of foot or . 303
called “head™ by communicator;
654. " Light; H, seemed to be ail:”

501, 547, “ listening to the invis-
ible ”; 335. Numbness of H.; 522,
* Prayer; H, in an apparenat posi-

tion of.” 614, 615, Shaking of H..

and head: 521, 524. Transparent;
H. seemed: 541.

Hands; Drawing of: 190,
gether; 529.

Hanson; E. C. E.: 116, 347, Lillian:
4)0. Thomas A.; 116, 347, 348,

Hanson incidents; 156,

Harmon; 380,

Harmond ; JB&0, 381, 3&2,

Horper's Magazsine; 82,

Harriman; Mrs.: 519,

Harris; Mazie: 30.

Hartford, Conn.; 349, East:
Seminary; 35, 350

Harwinton, Conn.; 461,

Hastings ; Charles: 119, 121, 459, 461,
Harvey W.: 461, Morris: 119, 121,
459, 460, 461, Wilkam: 119, 459,
574, William Harvey: 119, )21,
459, 460, 461,

Head: Hand called H. by communi-
cator; 6354, "It hurts my:" 251
Pain in: 656. Snapping in: 534,
839, 600, 620.

Heard; Mary: 537, 539, 542,

-

focked to-

350.

index.

Heard; William: M2
Heaven; 257, 454,

“ Hebrew ":
Characters; * Sobliminal conpe-
tion” with H,: 535, letter; Vs
jon of : 367,

Hedding, N. H.; 440, 497.

Hedengran ; Annje: 403

Helen; 270, 490.

Helena; 278, 372,

Hell; 182, 257, 276,

* Help me God, love me man”; 618

Henry: 273, 422, 432, 564,

Henry; Thomas: 390, 392 423, 42,
487, 488

Hern; Rosa: 127, 163, 298

Herbert; 462, 464

Hcrsey, 125, 128. 68

Hester; 526,

Hewitt: Mr.: 92, 304,

HHCLS: 569,

Hickey; Harry 363,

Hill Sireet; 99, 469, 471.

Hillside Strect, or StI;‘.g'()ad 471

Hislop; 532, 567,
Hodge; Dr. F. C.: 272,
Hodgson; Richard ; 135, 335, 44

493, 520, Butter cheese; 617, 621.
"Chcesc Hodgson wants thee to
get ..."0 135, Cross Reference &x-
periment; 617, Mes to R H
from J. H. Hyslop; 61

Hogg; James: 551,

Hogg; Margaret: 550,

Holden; Professor: 147,

Holland ; J. G.: 495,

Hglha? Re\f. C. J.- 510, 511, 513, $14

1

Hopkins; Charles: 626,

Horses and wagon; Dream of: 519.

Houston: J.: 106, 389,

Hoyt; 161. B, Burleigh: 16, 8? N,
156. 161, 255, 289. Death of: %
Dowsmg 95. Paralysls

?e 04, 289, Lydia: 289

Hubbell; Florence: 39, 156, 283,

Huybbell; Mrs.: 271, 285, 288,

Hubbels; Mr.: 281, 285.

Huckins; Dr.: 579, 580,

Hudson; Thomson Jay: 130

“Hundred ; Good old:” 628, 629,

Hgs?l‘gul; Brigadier-Genersl: 28,

Hyde Park; 551,

Hﬁnoﬁc state; Trance and: 117,

Hypnosis: “ Secondary Personality”
and; 165,



