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currents, arrange themselves on the plates so as to assume con-
figurations of specific characters and radiating form, and the
images of these configurations remain fixed on the plates. These
figures of vegetable forms give me a glimpse of a posstble
explanation of the genesis of organic morphology ; but such
purely theoretical considerations are best dealt with as mere
hypotheses on which there is no room for much insistance.

TESTING MEDIUMS.

By ¢ GENERAL LORRISON.’

Absurd as are many of the proceedings adopted by inquirers
in the investigation of Spiritualism, there is scarcely one which
is more inappropriate than that usually adopted to what is called
¢ test a medium.’

Unfortunately, the majority of people have no means of
seeing anything of the phenomena, other than by paying a
certain fee and attending a séance given by a public medium.
If this séance takes place in the dark, inquirers are not satisfied
unless the medium is tied or held. so that a free use of the
limbs is impossible.  If any physical manifestations take place
which could not possibly have been preduced by any muscular
action on the part of the medium, the inquirer will probably be
puzzled, and, perhaps, partially convinced that what occurred
was inexplicable. He will think over the facts, and will
endeavour to invent some theory which might explain them.
Of course, trickery is the first theory, and the more ignorant or
prejudiced a person is, the more credulous he is as regards
trickery. If he relate his experiences to any one of those very
clever men who claim to be able to explain everything, and to
whom all the laws of Nature are thoroughly known, he will
probably be assured that his eyes have deceived him, and, as a
proof, he is told that the three-card-trick shows that he ought
not to trust his eyes. If by his touch he claim to have
ascertained any fact, his learned friend will prove to him that
the touch deceives ; because, if he cross the second finger over
the first and then feel a marble with these two fingers, he will
believe he is feeling two marbles. Consequently, our senses are
not to be trusted as agents for investigation ; hence we must
accept, without doubt, the theories of those whose senses must
be as fallible as our own, but who have not had the opportunity
of seeing that which we have seen.

Tying up the medium, or holding the hands or feet of the
medium, may render it more difficult for the medium to trick,
but even when powerful manifestations have occurred under

such so-called ‘test conditions,’ it is not unusual, after a day or

two, for doubts to enter our minds. Trifles light as air’ we
begin to consider absolute proof of trickery, and we are in
danger of becoming greater disbelievers in spiritual phenomena
than before we ever attended a séance.

In too many instances the trickery and credulity belong to
the investigators, not to the medium. The inquirer commences
with a boundless credulity as regards fraud, and having made
up his mind that spiritual communication is impossible, he will,
on the very slightest suspicion, become convinced that he has
discovered that for which he sought, viz., fraud.

Many years ago I was asked to dine at the house of a friend
at Kensington, to meet D. D. Home. It was merely a social
dinner, no regular séance being intended. The party was
limited to four, my host and a male relative, Home, and myself.
Whilst sitting over our wine, Home suddenly becamne entranced.
He stood up, and seemed a little old man. I could not recognise
a single feature in his face as belonging to Home. He walked,
slowly and lamely, round to the far end of the table, turned and
looked at us, and then spoke to my host. The voice did not
bear the slightest resemblance to that of Honme. My host (speak-
ing to his relative) said: ‘It is Uncle G., his very self.’
‘Exact,” was the reply. A conversation, lasting several minutes,
took place betwoen my host and Home, who then went to his
chair, drew himself up, and was again Home.

My host informed me that the subjects spoken of by Home
could not possibly have been known to him ; they referred to
private family matters known only to himself and his uncle.
Now, if this manifestation had taken place in the dark, instead
of under the light of four gas jets, what a grand opportunity
would have been given to a testing investigator to expose Home
as an impostor! As soon as Home spoke from the far end
of the table, the investigator could have lighted a magnesium
wire, rushed at and seized the figure of the apparently old man,
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and have found it was Home. What more could possibly have
been required to prove that Home was a cheat ? There he was—
actually caught and held whilst he was pretending to bz an old
man, and imitating the voice of this old man. What a clever fellow
the investigator would have proved himself to be, by thus detect-
ing a fraud, attempted in thedark, and what a lesson he would have
taught those poor ignorant people who aredeluded bysuchchildish
tricks! The fact, however, occurred in a brightly lighted room,
and my host was convinced, because the face and figure were
exactly those of an uncle long since deceased ; the voice was
that of the uncle, and the subjects spoken about were known
only to the uncle and my host. Yet, had a testing investigator
been present, and we had been sitting in the dark, this con-
vincing manifestation might probably have been claimed as a
thorough exposure of Home as a cheat.

Here was a test obtained without any tying or holding, or
any of those other proceedings now so commonly adopted.

But we now come to a most important item, which is too
often entirely lost sight of by inquirers. That which the
majority of the right-minded desire to be certain about is not
whether A or B possesses abnormal powers, or is a cheat, but
whether we have an existence,and retain our individuality, after
so-called death, and whether, after this change of state, we can,
under certain conditions, communicate with those who still remain
on earth in their material bodies. This is an important question
which ought certainly to possess some interest for the whole
human race ; but it really seems as if this question were to be
tested by tying up and holding mediums, by accusing them of
fraud and trickery on the slightest evidence, and by allowing an
ounce of suspicion to outweigh a ton of facts.

It is, I consider, most improbable that any person is likely
to be convinced of the fact of spiritual communication by
attending merely one, or even a dozen, séances ; more especi-
ally if there are many people at these séances. I have found
the most successful way to test a medium is to make the
medium feel you have perfect faith in his or her honesty. Do
not demand some special test, but merely wait for that which
may be given. If the medium is genuine, the inquirer will not
have to wait long before such a test is given as to render doubt
impossible, except to the most feeble intelligence.

The first time I met Katie Fox was at the house of a lady
in Green-street, Grosvenor-square. It was at a dinner. Those
present were the hostess, a doctor, a Cabinet Minister and his
wife, Katie Fox, and myself. Katie Fox was sitting next to
me, and on my left. Shortly after we wore seated, the oil
lamp which was in the centre of the table began to smoke, as
the flame was too high. My hostess asked me if I could reach
to turn the flamne down. ‘Don’t you trouble,’ said Miss Fox,
¢ the spirits will do it.” She placed her hands on the table, and
said, ‘ Please turn down the lamp so that it does not smoke.” I
saw the screw that regulates the flame slowly turn, and the flame
was lowered, and the smoking ceased. Katie Fox could not
have reached the lamp unless she had stood up and had leaned
over the table, but when the flame was lowered she was sitting
down, and both her hands were resting on the table. All the
tying and holding, now imagined to be so necessary as a means of
testing 8 medium, no matter what happened, would not have
given 8o undeniable a proof of some unknown power as this
simple act of the lamp being turned down by request.

But does turning down a lamp prove that we have an exis-
tence after so-called death, or that the so-called dead can com-
municate wit!#he living on earth? Certainly not. It does prove,
however, that there are laws by which results can be obtained,
which laws are utterly unknown to those who claim to be our
teachers in all matters appertaining to natural science, and who
boldly assert that what our senses have revealed to us is im-
possible, as it is against the laws of Nature !

When Foster, the American medium, came to England, I
was asked by William Howitt to meet Foster at West Hill
Lodge, where the Howitts then lived, and to test Foster’s
powers. I proceeded to Highgate in the afternoon. and to
Howitt's inquiry as to how I intended to test Foster, I replied,
¢ Give him rope enough ; if he is an impostor he will hang him-
self.” 1 sat next to Foster when the séance began, and he
almost immediately gave me the name of a friend, who, he
stated, had died in India within forty-eight hours. I knew my
friend was in India, but had no reason to suspect he was dead.
It was more than two weeks after I met Foster that the intel-
ligence reached England that my friend had died about twenty-
four hours before my meeting with Foster. At this same
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meeting a lady, who had come unexpectedly to see the Howitts,
was suddenly addressed by Foster. ‘There is a woman near
you,’ said Foster, ‘ who tells me you nursed her, and were present
when she died ; she died from cancer ; her name was , and
she wishes to thank you for your kind attention.” This was true.

I could give scores of similar examples from my own ex-
perience, and these are examples which I consider tést a medium.

How absurd and childish is the present conclusion about the
assumed trickery of Eusapia Paladino! A number of gentle-
men reputed to be scientific, proceed to an island in the south
of Europe. They adopt a system of testing, which to them
seems profound. They tie and hold the girl who 18 supposed to
be the medium, and yet certain phenomena occur which are in-
explicable. Omne of these gentlemen returns to England, and
relates to the testing society the wonderful things he has
witnessed. Then the medium is brought to England, a pro-
fessional conjurer is employed. and a séance arranged. The
conjurer comes to the conclusion that the girl possesses
phenomenal strength, and so plays tricks. To put it in plain
language, what a pack of idiots the scientific men and the
conjurer must have been not to guard against this phenoimenal
strength. But what proof is there that this strength is really
possessed by Eusapia? It seems to be merely a theory evolved
from the imagination of the testers.

Mr. Richard Harte, in * LigHT’ of November 16th, has sug-
gested that the American test iron cage in which to enclose the
medium should be used, and the medium placed therein, the
cage being padlocked to the floor. This might satisfy some
inquirers that the medium did not run about the room and play
tricks. There are, however, some persons who would readily
explain how the medium could escape, and these persons, how-
ever absurd their theories, are listened to,and believed in, by the
ignorant and prejudiced, whilst the clear facts stated by others
produce not the slightest effect. It has been truly said that no
amount of ignorance has ever retarded truth one-tenth as much
as have prejudice and dogmatic theories.

CAN THOUGHT BE PHOTOGRAPHED?

Can thought be photographed ? Mr. W. Ingles Rogers thinks
that it can, and that he has succeeded in proving the fact,
by some interesting experiments which are reported at length
in Inst week's * Amateur Photographer.” The latest of these
experiments was made in the presenece of expert witnesses,
and may be briefly stated thus: Mr. Rogers stared for one
minute at a postage stamp, and this having been removed and
the room darkened, a sensitive plate was put in the place of the
stamp, and he continued his gaze, ‘for twenty long minutes’ !
On the plate being developed two images of the postage stamp
were plainly visible. But why ¢1wo, if the result was the photo-
graph of a thought ? for presumably Mr. Rogers would have been
thinking of only one stamp—that at which he had just been
staring. Mr. Rogers, himself, evidently believes the result to
have been a thought-photograph. Here is what he says :—

No brain action can take place without causing waves or
undulations in the ether that permeates the interspaces of all
bodies, whether solid, fluid, or gaseous. Why, then, might
not such undulations when meeting with or falling upon duly
sensitive substances, as, for instance, the sensitive film of the
photographer, produce impressions, dim portraits of thoughts,
as undulations of light produce portraits of objects ? And
have we any reason at present for rejecting the idea that
those waves or undulations of the brain are not identical, at
least in action, with those of light ?

On the other hand, Dr. Albert Bowhay, in whose surgery
the experiment was conducted, puts forth another theory :—

This experiment has at least proved something. No
phocograph can be taken without the aid of light, but as the
experiment with the postage stamf) was conducted in absolute
darkness, it follows that rays of light were re-projected from
the retina, together with the image of the stamp. In other
words, the human retina first ahsorbs light rays and then
re-projects them in the same way as the eyes of cats and wild
animals shine in the dark ; but I am not aware that this has
hitherto been observed. Although Mr. Rogers has not suc-
ceeded in photographing thought, he is perfectly justified in
calling his experiment ‘ The Dawn of a New Science,’ for the
discovery that it is possible to put the cye to practical use as
a caniera is a very important one, and may have far-reaching
results.

The experiment, with its ‘far-reaching results,’ is fully dis-
cussed in our contemporary, and is well worth the attention of

such as are interested in photographic possibilities.
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EUSAPIA PALADINO.

Mr. W. Buist Picken has sent us a copy of a letver
addressed by him to the ¢ Daily Chronicle’ during the recent
Eusapia Paladino correspondence, but rejected by that
journal. As some of Mr. Picken’s observations are likely
to be helpful and enlightening to Spiritualists as well as to
the uninitiated, we venture to quote a portion of his letter
here. After commenting on the anomaly involved in
investigating psychical matters on purely physical lines,
Mr. Picken proceeds : —

It is agreed that they (the phenomena) are the expression of
mind, since they bear an obvious relation to intelligence ; which
mind, or whose mind ?

‘ Eusapia’s,” promptly answer Mr. Maskelyne and Dr.
Hodgson. Very well ; the next step in logical and psychical
inquiry is this : In which state of mind? The whole investiga-
tion is pivoted on that question. Is it Eusapia's mind in the
ordinary state, or in the psychological state, or in some other
extra-ordinary state ! Of these latter, the more familiar to the
general public are the somnambulic, the hypnotic, the mesmeric
—I employ the current terms—in all of which consciousnes is
differently correluted, and thus more or less detached fromn the
moral and intellectual responsibility of the ordinary state.
Now, as a matter of mere logical right, it must be demonstrated
that Eusapia s performances are the expression of her own mind
in the ordinary state, before the stigma of ‘exposure’ can
justly be attached. It is claimed that the phenomena pro-
duced through her are manifestations of the mediumistic
state. The Psychical Research Society recognise such states
of mind. Mr. Maskelyne, if I understand him aright, does
not. On what ground of logic, therefore, may he claim
authority on psychical mysteries? ‘I shall assume that
the phenomena are the result of trickery in every case until
I have proof to the contrary,” writes this honest gentleman,
entirely unsuspicious of the fact that in so doing he has written
himself down incompetent for any kind of psychical investiga-
tion. As an investigator of unquestionable trickery, that is to
say, of thaunaturgic expressions of mind in the ordinary state,
there 1s, perhaps, no more competent mind than Mr. Maskelyne's;
but it is just this extreme specialism which peculiarly disqualifies
him for psychical investigation. With his one-sided working
hypothesis, Mr. Maskelyne does not know, and could not easily
be led to understand (on the simple law of lines of least and
greatest resistance), that he does what he can to direct, if not
pre-determine, the phenomena of varied psychological states.
Whather in the ‘hypnotic,’ the ‘¢ mesmeric,’ or the ‘ medium-
istic ’ state, the sine qud non of successful production of char-
acteristic phenomena is perfect passivity of the ‘subjoct.’ In
this state the dominant mind, or combination of ¢ minds,” would
certainly be the chief directive factor in any phenomena occur-
ring. And, in such a case as Eusapia’s, were any mind-influence,
individual or combined, to become positive, domninating the mind
usually dominant—whatsoever mind this may be—the resulting
manifestations would uecessarily be a more or less pure expres-
sion of the pro tem. dominant mind. This psychical law lies at
the base of rational explanation of most of the confusion, con-
tradiction, shame, and general anarchy which notoriously mark
psychical investigstions at the present time. The fatuous
credulity of the fanatical ¢ Spiritualist’ and the no less fatuous
incredulity of the materialistic bigot are alike due to psychical
ignorance. In regard to these matters, it is high time that those
who know a little about thewm should speak plainly.
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THE remains of the Countess of Caithness and Duchesse de
Pomar, who passed away in Paris on the 22nd inst., were in-
terred at the Chapel Royal, Holyrood, on Tuesday last. The
burial service was of the simplest character, and was according
to the rites of the Roman Catholic Church. The Caithness
family is one of a limited number who have the right of sepulture
in Holyrood.

ITis only a poor sort of happiness that could ever come by caring
very much about our own narrow pleasures. We can only have
the highest happiness, such as goes along with being a great man,
by having wide thoughts, and much feeling for the rest of the
world as well as ourselves ; and this sort of happiness often
brings so much pain with it, that we can only tell it from pain
by its being what we would choose before anything else, because
our souls see it is good.—GEORGE ELIoT.









