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NOTES BY THE WAY.

Of course, our London readers are bearing in mind the
announcement that our good friend, Mr. J. Page Hopps,
will speak on the evenings of Sunday next and two succeed-
ing Sundays, in the Queen’s Hall, Langham-place.  Apart
from the fact that it is always both a pleasure and a profit
to hear Mr. Hopps, the subjects chosen give abundant promise
that thesc addresses will he of specialinterest to Spiritualists,
of whom there should be a large attendance. It is a
thousand pities that Mr. Hopps cannot be heard in some
central place in London every Sunday. High toned
religious services, within easy reach, and such as Spiritual-
ists would fully appreciate, are sadly needed.

‘ An interested reader,’ in ‘LigHT’ for last week, ex-
pressed a doubt as to cremation being one remedy for the
horrors of premature burial. No one regards it as a per-
fect remedy. But we do not at all agree with the opinion
suggested by his question, ¢ In what way would it advantage
one to be burnt alive rather than buried alive?’ Our
answer 18—In every way. If the person supposed to be
dead is conscious, the period of agony would be ended at
once : if unconscious, the frightful horror of a hopeless
awaking in a coffin under ground would be all avoided. It
really hardly bears thinking about, but a moment’s con-
sideration answers the question.

The ¢ Daily Chronicle,’ on Monday last, came out with
a large type notice of Eusapia Paladino’s doings, headed,
¢ A modern miracle worker’: ‘Her methods explained ’:
¢ Séances at Cambridge’: ‘A remarkable story’:—a kind
of Monday shocker for which belated editors are often
grateful. The paragraphs referring to ¢‘Her methods
explained’ we, of course, looked for with chief interest.
Will it be believed that these resolve themselves into the
‘riediculus mus’ of Eusapia’s making two great men of
science hold one of her hands while they think they hold a
hand apiece, and in putting her heel on one great man’s
foot and her toe (of the same foot) on another great man'’s
foot, in order to make them believe they are securing both
her feet! Was there ever such vacant nonsense ? Did the
writer of the Article in the ¢ Chronicle’ really wish us to
believe that this explains the six days’ conclusive séances
at ‘the island’ in the Mediterranean? How ready the
papers are to yell over an apparent fiasco, although they
failed to whisper a word when Professor Oliver Lodge gave
his intensely interesting and intensely appreciative report !
That is worth considering.

——— — . —————— —

The day after, the ¢Chronicle’s’ Article a long de-
scriptive account of one séance appeared, written by Mr.
J. N. Maskelyne. Of course Mr. Maskelyne saw or im-
agined nothing but trickery. A perfectly unbiassed reader
of his story, if keen enough, would see that the greater part

distinctly saw this and that ; but this is not really so except
occasionally, and even then there is more inference than
sight. We remember Dr. W. B. Carpenter once saying to
us, of certain things he had seen: ‘I have no idea how the
things were done, but of course they were frauds.” Mr.
Maskelyne is in the same state of mind, only he has an idea
how the things are done, and he is so sure of it that he
says : And this was done so and so.

We do not say that Kusapia Paladino did not cheat ;
we only say that the whole matter is very far from being as
simple as the ¢ Daily Chronicle’ thinks. We suggested
that, on the theory of telepathy and thought-transference,
so dear to the hecarts of the leaders of the Psychical
Research Society, Eusapia’s breakdown could be explained.
Now that we know that two of the Maskelynes’ vehemently
suggestive personalities were added to Dr. Hodgson’s and
the rest, our suggestion is renewed with emphasis,

We hope the example of ¢ The Christian Commonwealth’
will be followed by other papers, and that a useful protest
will be made against the infernal contents bills of the

I.ondon evening papers. Every evening we get the same
spectacle, of ‘Murder’ or ‘Divorce,” ¢ Brutal Assault’ or
“ Ghastly Details,’ covering the whole of the bills. What
editor will be the first to insist upon a decent contents
bill? ¢Echo’? ¢Star’? ‘Sun’? ¢ Evening News’}? ¢The
Christian Commonwealth’ says :—

It is evident that the devil does not have to pay much for
advertising. Anyone who will take the trouble to notice care-
fully the contents bills of the daily Press will soon be convinced
of the truth of what we have just said. A few days ago we
were riding on top of an omnibus for a considerable time
through one of the most populous parts of the metropolis, and
were at once attracted by the sensational lines on the newspaper
contents bill. During the whole of our journey we failed to see
a single line which indicated the slightest good to any mortal,
while murders, burglaries, and other evils were placarded at
every news-stand. Why is this? Why is it necessary to use
such means in order to sell the daily newspapers? Is there no
attraction in good ?

A short lesson on composition. The ¢ Daily Chronicle,’
in one of its smart reviews, solemnly took to task a writer
who had rather misplaced his commas or badly constructed
a sentence. We turned a leaf and found the following in
one of the leaders—the ¢ Chronicle’s’ very own !—

Nor could the companies for a moment enforce their bye-
laws but for the ridiculous indulgence of the public. Let them
try taking off a few bus or tram-loads of guilty passengers who
have torn up their tickets to the nearest police-station, and see
what comes of it. |
The ¢Chronicle’ did not mean to convey the idea that
passengers werc to ‘tear up their tickets to the nearest
police-station.” Our little lads and lasses might usefully
employ a few minutes in properly writing the ‘Chronicle’s’
slovenly sentence.
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CONVERSAZIONE OF THE LONDON S8PIRITUALIST

ALLIANCE.

¢ WHERE SHALL WE DRAW THE LINE?’

A Conversazione of members and friends of theLondon
Spiritualist Alliance was held in the Banqueting Hall, St.
James’s Hall, on the evening of Thursday, October 24th,
when Miss X., of ¢‘Borderland,” gave an address on the
question, ¢ Where shall we Draw the Line?’ There was
a large attendance, the company including : —

MR. E DaAwsSON ROGERS, President.

Mr. Ewart C. Amos

Mr. Ed. Allgurin

Mr. Chas. Armfield

Mr. B. F. Atkin=on

Mr.and Mrs. W.P.Browne

Miss Browne

Mrs.Hedderwick Browne

Mr. H. E. Browne

Mi:s Edyth Brown

Mr. Herbert Burrows

Mrs. Herbert Burrows

Lieut. Boger, R.N.

Mr. Harry Bolton

Mi-s Bolton

Mrs. Ashton Bingham

Mrs. Breasley

Mr. W, Bash

Mrs. Boreham

Mrs. W Barker.

Mr. E. Bertram

Mias Dora Bertram

Miss Brams«ton

Mr. and Mrs. E. Booth

Mrs, L. G. Banister

Mrs. E. Butler

Mr. J. Braund

Mr.andMras VincentBliss

Mrs. Bradley

Mr. F. Berkeley

Mrs. Bell.

Mr+. Brinkley

Miss Brinkley

Mr. and Mrs. J. Butcher

Miss Butcher

Mr. Arthur Butcher

Mrs. Butterworth

Mr, Blackman

Mrs. H. E. Beach (N.Y.)

Mrs. W. Basan

Mr. and Mrs. Box

Mr. and Mrs. J. Bowskill

Mr. and Mrs. J. F.
Collingwood

Miss A. M. Collingwood

Mrs Damer-Cape

Mr.and Mrs. F. Clarke

Sir James Coghill, Bart.

Mrs. and Miss Caney

Mr.and Mrs. H Carter

Mr. A. H. Carter

Miss Cartiscer

Mrs, Castelli

Mr D. Chegwidden

Mrs. Cogmnn

Dr. Ellen Collyer

Mr=. Collis

Mr. and Mra. Cole

Mr A. Cole

Signor Della Rocca

Colonel Deedes

Mr. and Mrs. J. T. Davis

Miss Davis

Mrs.Durnelle (NewYork)

Mr. C. Dawe

Miss Daltry

Miss Dart

Mrs. Doorne

Miss Dickenson

Mnrs. Dennis

Miss Dixon

Miss Nelly Dixon

Mr. and Mrs. T. Everitt

Mr. W. H. Edwards

Miss Lillian Edwards

Miss Mabel Edwards

Mr. Elliott

Miss Elam

Miss Eales

The Hon. Mrs. Forbes

Miss K. Frishee

Mr. E. D. Fawcett

Mr. J. M. Fleming

Miss Foster

Mr. and Mrs. Flint

Mr. A. Glendinning

Miss Glendinning

Mrs. Graddon

Miss Graddon

Mr. & Mrs. B. D. Godfrey

Mr.Bernard Godfrey,Jun

Mr. J. Archibald H. Gray

Mrs. E. H. Gray

Mrs. Groves

Mrs. Aylmer-Gowing

Miss Bertha Garnett

Mr. D. Gow

Prof. Sydney Gander

Dr. Berks T. Hutchinson

Rev. J. Page Hopps

Mrs. Hopps

Mrs. J. Hall

Mr. R. Harte

Mrs. Hart

Miss Hamilton

Miss Nellie Hamilton

Miss Gwynne Hughes

Mr. and Mrs. T.Heywood

Mr. W. E. Holmes

Mr. Henry Holmes

Miss Holden

Miss Holley

Mr. H. J. Hawkings

Mr. and Mrs. Humphries

Miss Heathcote

Mrs. Hubert

Mrs. Inglefield

Miss Ingletield

Miss Blanche D. Jerome

Mr. J. Enmore Jones

Miss Edith Jones

Mr. and Mrs. J. C. Jones

Mr. and Mrs. E. Jackson

Miss Jennings

Mr. J. Jellis

Mrs. Johnson

The Misses Alice, May,
and FrancesJohnson

Dr. Kingston

Mr. J. Kinsman

Mr. J. S. Kirkbride

Mr. and Mhs. W, E. Long

Mr. & Mrs.W. J. Lucking

Mr. and Mrs. C. Lacey

Miss E. Levander

Miss Leete

Mrs. Lockerby

Mrs.Lightfootr(California

Mr and Mrs. J. J. M rse

Miss Florence Morse

Mr. and Mra. Morce

Mr. and Mrs. Milne

Mr. and Mrs. Mahomet

Mr.& Mrs.J. Montgomery

Dr. T. C. Marsh

Mr. Marshall

Miss Mercier

Mr. T. Mathews

Miss M. Moors

Mrs. M .ret

Miss Moant

Miss Martyn

Mrs. Millett

Mr. Bates Maddison

Miss H. E. Mace

Mr. B. March

Mr. J. McGeary

Miss MacCreadie

Miss McKibbin

Mr. and Mrs, Nickenson

Mr Sidney Leslie Ollif

Mr. & Mrs. Bulst-Picken

Miss Picken

Mr. & Mrs. W. H. Parker

Miss Sarah Parker

Mr. John tarker

Mr. and Mrs. Arthur
Playford

Senor Prieto (Madrid)

Miss Peyton

Miss Pursell

Miss Porter

Mr:. Partridge

Mr. Frank Vaughan-
Powell

Mr. A. Peters

Miss Peters

Mrs. Parsons

Mr. 4. L. Purchase

Mr.and Mrs. W. Stewart
Ross

Dr. F. A. Roe

Mr. Dawson Rogers, Jun,

Miss Dawson Rogers

Miss A. Dawson Rogers

Rev.J.GG. & Mrs. Raupert

Mr.andMrs.C.H Rushton

Mrs. M.E. White-Rickard

Mr.& Mrs.J.H.Robinson-
Robertson

Mr. George Redway

Mrs. Rowan

Mrs. M. Rogers

Mr. J. Barr Robertson

Dr. W. T. Reynolds

Mrs. Reynolds

M. R. Reynolds

Miss Rutherford

Mrs. Rowe

Mrs. Murray Rolland

Mr. Archibald Rice

Mr. H. Rumford

Mr. H. R. Romney

Mrs. Richter

Mrs. Ryder

Mr. Richardson

Lady Coomara Swamy

Mr. Ananda K. Coomara
Swamy

Mr. F. W. South

Mr. J. de Solla

Miss de Snlla

Mr. George Spriggs

Miss Spencer

Mrs. Swanston

Mr.&Mrs. A. F. Sainsbury

Miss Sainsbury

Miss Stannus

Rev.C.J. M. Shaw

Mrs. Shaw

Mr. G. H. Sutcliffs

Mr. A. C. Sprange

Miss Schonberg

Mrs. Saxelby

Mrs. Parker Stanley

Mrs. Stanley

Mr. Montague Smyth

Mra, Slater

Mr. Sherman

Mr. E. Scholes

Mr. W. J. Stuart

Mrs. Stoney

Colonel Gi. Le M. Taylor

Mr. and Mrs. R. Palmner
Thomas

Mr. Wim. Theobald

Mr. B. G. Theobald, B.A.

Miss Minnie Theobald

Miss Amy G. Theobald

Dr. Lawrence Times

Mrs. Lawrence Times

Mi-s Thornton

Mr. T. Olman Todd

Mr. and Mrs. Guppy
Volckman

Miss Rowan-Yincent

Mr. Henry Withall

Miss Withall

Miss H. Withall

Mr.snd Mrs. A E.Waile

Mrs. Marion Winstanley

Mrs. A. Waddingtoa

Mra. Walton

Miss Kathleen Walton

Mr. W. West

Miss Woodcock

Mr. H. Wright

Miss C. Wright

Mi<s Mack-Wall

Mrs. Wastall

M. J.J. Whitaker

Mrs. Whittaker

Mr. E. Westlake

Mrs. A. Wedgwood

Miss Western

Mr. Wilsher

Miss X.

&c., &c.

WHERE SHALL WE DRAwW THE LINE?

Mr. E. DawsoN RoGers (the President), in introducing
Miss X., alluded to the repute which she had gained as a facile

writer and clear, succinct, and forcible speaker.

said, was not a Spiritualist—not yet.
a lady of open and unbiassed mind, who had given her
attention carefully and honestly to the questions which

interested them as Spiritualists.

Miss X., he
She was, however,

It might be asked (in

view of the fact that Miss X. admittedly differed from them on
many points) why she had been invited to address them that

evening.

The reason was this ;: it had been felt that if there

was anything to he said, any logical argument to he used, against
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the Spiritualistic position, they had better have it. (Hear, hear.)
They had endured a great deal of abuse, much of which had
come from the Press ; although he belonged to the Press him-
self he was bound to say this. Where argument had been used
against them, it had been for the most part argument founded
on ignorance. Now, they would have that evening arguments
based on reason and good sense, and after having borne abuse
and contumely for so many years with admirable fortitude, he
did not doubt that the friends present would feel disposed to
listen with respect and attention to such views as Miss X. might
lay before themm. He had no doubt they would all agree with
the sentiment that amongst Spiritualists there were some who
accepted as spiritual manifestations phenomena which were purely
mental or subjective. While it was well that this should be
pointed out he believed that the more theircritical friends studied
the Spiritualistic position, the nearer they would approach it.
Spiritualists had been told that they were very credulous, but
was it not strange that the very people who had been telling
them this for years—people who had been examining the subject
scientifically—were beginning to agree with Spiritualists on
their mnain point-—a belief in the fact of life after death and the
possibility of communion with the departed ? Differences of
opinion on the little points involved in this great fact were of
small moment. He trusted that although Miss X. was not
exactly on their side, they would give her a cordial hearing.
Miss X., who was received with applause, then addressed
the assembly. She had first to thank those present for the
promise of their courteous attention, upon which she was sure
she could depend. The chairman had alluded to her habit of
speaking to the point; but her address this evening dealt
less with points than with the question ¢ Where to
draw the line?’ In the second place, she desired
to say that she had not come there to abuse them. She
was there to express her sympathy with them to a very
great extent-—a sympathy which she trusted might become yet
larger and more lasting. Mr. Dawson Rogers had expressed
the hope that she might approximate more to their views ; in
her turn she ventured to hope that she might in some degree
bring their opinions into closer harmony with her own. At all
events they might approach each other without party spirit, for
they had each the same aim—the discovery of Truth. The seek-
ing of Truth was in all its relations with life a very important
task. To thuse present it was, perhaps, a specially important
one, for the truth they were seeking was the truth not about
details of scientific accuracy,or methods of teaching, or education,
but the facts of life, of death, of time and of eternity. It was
not needful for her to dwell upon the importance of those facts.
They would not, she trusted, be members of the Alliance if they
were not already conscious of this. A society with such im-
portant aims was not one which any honest, self-respecting
person had a right to join out of curiosity or love of excite-
ment, or mere desire for emotional stimulus. She could not
doubt that, in speaking to them, she was addressing
persons who looked at the question each from some special
point of view. The life of the world to come was important to
all of them. It was important to those who had no hope in it ;
but it was doubly important to those who had great hope in it.
It appealed to them the more individually that perhaps some of
those who were investigating the subject realised its importance,
not only as regarded themselves, but also in relation to those
who had gone before. It was a question which each viewed
from some special and individual standpoint, and bound up with
which were some of their dearest hopes and aspirations. As to
their differences, the President had told them there were some
points on which she (the lecturer) did not agree with them, but
while one was granting the whole it was surely not NeCcessary
to emphasize the differences in the parts. In her view, their
differences were not differences of aim, but differences of method.
The question at issue was rather one of hypothesis, a
question of the explanation of the facts with which they
had to deal. The questions which they were investigating
were cuestions which had been a long time before the public.
They had many hypotheses and much evidence to deal with.
The Society for Psychical Research (to which she had the
honour to belong) were always insisting that the evidence was
insufficient, but at least much has been done of late years to
add to its abundance. It was always possible to differ on any
point short of exact science, and the more so that, while the
evidence was continually growing, the explanatory hypotheses
were increasing in number. It seemed to her that, more

































