
A Journal of Psychical, Occult, and Mystical Research,
“Light! Mork light!"—Goethe. “Whatever doth make manifest is light.’* *—Paul.

NOTES BY THE WAY.

* The Spiritualist Alliance ’ has an unbroken reputation 
for liberality, inquiry, breadth. Whatever may be its 
merits or demerits, no one will deny that it is extremely 
hospitable. Comparisons are not always pleasant, but 
they are sometimes necessary. We will venture on one :— 
While 6 The Psychical Research Society,’ which professes 
to be seeking and is seeking, admits to its closely-guarded 
platform, year after year, only a very few speakers, with 
scarcely any variety, ‘The Spiritualist Alliance,’which pro­
fesses to have found, really plays the part of the seeker, 
and readily admits to its platform every variety of 
inquirer, from Mr. Myers to Mr. Morse, from ‘Miss X ’ to 
Mrs. Bliss, from Professor Oliver Lodge to Mr. Lead­
beater. We congratulate ‘The Alliance.’ It is something 
to be proud of. It is a tradition to be ardently retained.

Mr. Leadbeater and Professor Lodge, for instance, who 
addressed ‘ The Alliance ’ in succession, are really very 
wide apart, as Psychical Researcher and Theosophist. 
Mr. Leadbeater is a Spiritualist, and something more : 
Professor Lodge is a Spiritualist or something less. The 
one has tried to march on, right and left, above and 
below: the other is willing enough to march, but not with­
out the regulation knapsack, buckles and straps. We 
respect both : we admire both : we welcome both: we stand 
between both : but we decline to be bound by either ; and 
neither of them would really wish us to be so bound.

We do not need to be told that some Spiritualists have 
been excited and credulous : but we are quite as sure that 
some Psychical Researchers have been over chilly and 
suspicious : and, to tell the truth, we hardly know which 
we deprecate most. Excitement and credulity may at any 
rate oppn doors; while chill and suspicion, especially in 
spiritual matters, may very easily shut them. No: we 
prefer our own via media ; and we think that Time, which 
1 tries all,’ will justify us.

Some ardent Spiritualists may have felt, during Pro­
fessor Lodge’s Address, that he only held a brief for f The 
Psychical Research Society ’ and took no pains to hide it. 
We do not think so. Professor Lodge gave us all we want, 
and, for the rest, he was bound to vote with Science and 
its own special methods and ways. We should be sorry to 
have him do otherwise : but, on the other hand, we should 
be sorry to see all Spiritualists proceed on his Jines. To 
take his own really helpful illustration we do not want 
everybody to play the part of Archimedes, ‘ studying the 
weights of bodies and the properties of materials, the 
sections of a cone and the conceptions of mathematics.’ 
We want also some who will reasonably but adoringly
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play the part of the old Chaldeans, ‘gazing and contem­
plating and almost worshiping the majestic dome of Heaven 
with its fixed and moving stars.’

Professor Lodge has somehow got a wrong impression 
as regards our feeling respecting ‘ The Psychical Research 
Society ’ and its doctrines. He says he supposes that ‘ the 
hypothesis of the “ subliminal self ” stinks in the nostrils 
of all true Spiritualists.’ This is about the only sentence 
we wish away. The impression it suggests is all wrong. 
We are occasionally amused at seeing how hard the 
Psychical Research people work their half a dozen hypo­
thetical cabs, but we are really interested in them ourselves, 
and we should like nothing better than to have Mr. Myers 
or Mr. Podmore or Mrs. Sidgwick or ‘ Miss X ’ come once a 
quarter, and tell us how they get on. We have no closed 
doors and windows.

But, as we have said, Professor Lodge gave us all we 
want. He endorses our ‘ facts ’: he ‘ makes confession that 
on certain definite points of fact and knowledge ’ we are 
‘ ahead ’ of ‘ orthodox science,’ and that we have ‘ some­
thing clear and distinct to teach ’ it: he declares that ‘ the 
facts known to ’ us, ‘ and not known collectively to ’ men of 
science,‘are facts which, in all probability, will be found to 
have quite an unique interest for humanity.’ That is a 
very large testimonial, and we are abundantly content with 
it. It is a strong encouragement to us to go on in our own 
path, and very much in our old way. It also suggests the 
enormous responsibility and duty which lie at our door, 
ceaselessly asking for our attention and our zeal.

One other matter we must not pass over. Professor 
Lodge certainly suggested that Spiritualists are not careful 
enough in sifting evidence and in repressing impostors. 
He also suggested that we are rather too ready to publish 
floating and unverified tales, and that we resent the slow 
patience of Psychical Researchers.

As to this last, we pause. It is not the slow patience 
we object to, but the tedious resistance: and, as for 
‘ patience,’ it is precisely what we ask for. What we say 
is that the Psychical Researchers are impatient—that they 
are too ready to cry ‘ Fraud ! ’ pack up their bags and run 
away : as witness the case of Eusapia Paladino. Much of 
what they call ‘ fraud ’ is a part cf the subject which may 
yet supply us with one of the most helpful clues to the 
elucidation of hidden causes. We, of course, know that 
there are cheats and only cheats. By all means let them 
be quenched : but there are mediums who may also be 
manipulators, and of every degree—a most interesting 
point. Is ‘ The Psychical Research Society ’ patient here ?

As to impostors, we think the Professor exaggerates. 
Our own impression is that Spiritualists are the leading 
exposers of fraud. Why should they not be? and, as for 
idle and unverified tales, that is a pure matter of opinion. 
We are responsible only for ‘Light,’ and hope we can 
honestly say : —

Let the galled jade wince : our withers are un wrung.
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SPIRIT TEACHINGS.

By Automatic Writing through the Hand of 
W. Stainton Moses.

THIRD SERIES.

[Mr. F. W. H. Myers having kindly sent me, by permission of 
the executors of Mr. Stainton Moses, three volumes of 
automatic writing given through his mediumship, I wish to 
preface the third series of 4 Teachings ’ by saying that as 
much of the matter which has now come into my posses­
sion has already appeared in ‘ Spirit Teachings,’ ‘ Spirit 
Identity,’ and in former numbers of ‘ Light,’ the messages 
lam now deciphering will necessarily, in places, be dis­
connected in order to avoid needless repetition. Further­
more, absolute continuity is impossible, as the messages are 
written in so small a hand that even with the aid of a 
magnifying glass I cannot decipher all the passages, and the 
peculiarity of some of the writing adds to the difficulty.— 
M. Speer.]

No. LVIII.
Christmas Day, 1873.

Hail, good friend, the blessing of the Supreme rest on 
you. We desire to greet you, and to say to you that we 
are pleased to find that you have taken so wide a view of 
our mission to you. We did not think that you had 
grasped so well all the details of the movement. Go on, 
and complete the good work. It will be valuable to you 
in the hereafter.

Have you any corrections ?
We will tell you when it is completed. For the present 

we have another link of evidence to give to you. A friend 
is here who would speak with you. Remain passive that 
he may be able to use your hand. . . . He is unable. 
Wait still, and do not seek for more after he has written.

  + I. S. D.

No. LIX.
January 16th, 1874.

Can you tell me whether any of you remain at Dudley 
Villa t

Yes, friend; the guides remain, and there are others.
Can you not manifest for them ?
No. We might do so, perhaps, with great pains and 

with-little effect.
Could you not show your presence 2
We do not know: not in any way that would be 

readily perceptible.
I Could you not rap 2

Not in the absence of a medium for such manifesta­
tion. Its production requires the presence of a special 

. organism ; otherwise we could not produce sound. 
I

Can you tell me the special peculiarity 2
I am not able to explain to you. It is a physical 

peculiarity, which we cannot dispense with. We are unable 
to tell you, save that it is the force which we use for our 
manifestations.

Psychic force ?
If you please so to call it. Raps can only be made 

when the force is given off. We could not produce a sound 
when it is absent; nor could we move any object. The 
phenomena which are connected with clairvoyance would 
be more readily induced in your absence.

The floating light in the room 2
That is there always. What you call floating masses 

of light are the evidence of spirit presence, perceptible 
not to the natural but to spiritual sight. Some persons 
have the faculty more developed than others. Some see 
naturally without development. Others never see the form 
but detect the haze of light which surrounds the spirit 
body. The faculty would vary, too, according to the 

physical condition of the body, and state of the atmo­
sphere. We could more readily show the light, and so 
indicate our presence, in the absence of a medium.

Mrs. S. says that Dr. S. and she sat the other night 
after my leaving, for two and a-half hours, and thought they 
saw light, but heard no sound 2

They could not hear any sound, because the spirits 
would not be able to produce it. They would see light 
because spirits would be present. We do not attempt any 
manifestations in your absence, but spirits are present and 
then care is exercised.

1 wish you coidd have rapped or brought scent 2
I was not present, friend, and do not know whether 

any manifesting spirits were there. But we do not mani­
fest for the sake of producing the phenomena. They are, in 
our hands, subservient to our mission. We do not produce 
them idly, nor do we wish to produce them, save for purposes 
of conviction. We could not produce them, save by 
developing one of our friends as a medium for the purpose; 
and that we could not do, and should not be allowed to do 
by the Chief.

Why then 2 I wish you would.
Friend, you are rash and ignorant. We do not so 

work. The source whence we derive our power is the same 
whether the vehicle be one or other. We have concern 
with that which is higher and more important. The 
evolution of phenomena is the least part of our work. 
They do but subserve our mission. Rise, friend, to higher 
views.

Fes. But I should find it a great boon to be able to 
observe the operation. •

You would not be able to observe or record more 
accurately. Rather, you are now able to record your own 
observations better. Had we developed others only, you 
would have requested that you might have the conviction 
of agency in yourself. You will ever seek for fresh argu­
ments until conviction has lodged in your mind. Cease 
perversely to weary about details of no import, and rather 
dwell on the solemn importance of our mission and its 
aspects to man. The rest is of little moment. I am 
summoned. + Rector.

[Three hours afterwards.]

I was summoned to my work. What do you wish 1
Are you acquainted with what is written and said on 

Spiritualism 2
We are acquainted with what comes under our notice 

through you, and with some other writings. We are able, 
as you know, to inform ourselves on points such as interest 
us.

Do you know what is printed in the 1 Quarterly Journal 
of Science ’ 2

It is well said from the view of the scientist. It will 
draw notice to a part of the subject with which scientific 
minds must deal. We go far deeper, and are concerned, 
as we say, with interests vastly more momentous. Points 
such as those which touch the public mind through what 
you know as science are but the husk which encloses the 
kernel with which we deal. Still, it is necessary that names 
accredited amongst you should testify of what they know. 
It is little, how little you cannot yet understand, but it is 
the commencement, and the view will expand. It is 
necessary that such views should be limited at first, and 
we rejoice that acceptable statements of truth should be 
given in such measure as men can bear them by those on 
whom they rely; better far, than the rash and foolish and 
indiscriminate statements of those who believe more fully 
but who know not how to state their knowledge with 
discretion. We hail such aid. But we penetrate more 
deeply, and are concerned with other branches of the 
subject. '
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I fancy that the paper will draw attention and provoke 
opposition. I entirely go with you. The world is quite 
unable as yet to receive what is claimed by you.

That is true. It is not intended to do more than 
prepare the way. The Chief has said so. He knows better 
than to force on the unwilling that which will.but injure 
them, without benefiting their souls. God has never 
worked so. He does not work so now. And man may not 
hasten His time. Man may help, but he may not judge for 
himself as to the mode. He must work under the direction 
of those who can see farther and know better than himself, 
otherwise he will but be a hindrance and a clog. He 
must accept our guidance and rely on our judgment. This, 
friend, is what we demand, and what few will yield. 
Hence our difficulties. Man’s rash folly and the un­
developed spirit’s antagonism combine to hinder our 
progress. Patience, good friend ! You know not of the 
working of the plans by which we are governed.

+ Rector.
Are there other great spirits concerned as well as Im­

perator 7 I mean in other spheres of work 2
He will tell you what he sees fit. We may not answer 

for him.
At least you can tell me whether he is going to write 2 
Not now. He was about to speak but was prevented. 
Who is that who draws 2 It looks just as ij my hand had 

done it unconsciously.
No, friend, even as now, you were the unconscious 

instrument. You will hear of all from the Chief. It is 
useless to question me, since I am not permitted to reveal 
what is in the plans of the wise and holy Spirit who rules 
over our work. Farewell. + Rector.

‘ THE GATES AJAR?

Some of our readers rmiy remember the interest created 
several years ago by the appearance of a little book, entitled 
• The Gates Ajar,’ written by Mrs. Elizabeth Stuart Phelps. 
Of how that book 4 came to be ’ Mrs. Phelps gives the 
following brief account in her autobiography, ‘ Chapters 
from a.Life,’ published by James Clarke and Co.:—

I have been asked, possibly a thousand times, whether I 
looked upon that little book as in any sense the result of in­
spiration, whether what is called spiritualistic, or of any other 
sort. I have always promptly said 4 no ’ to this question. Yet 
sometimes I wonder if that convenient monosyllable in deed 
and truth covers the whole case.

When I remember just how the book came to be, perceive 
the consequences of its being, and recall the complete uncon­
sciousness of the young author as to their probable nature, 
there are moments when I am fain to answer the question by 
asking another : * What do we mean by inspiration ? ’

That book grew so naturally, it was so inevitable, it was so 
unpremeditated, it came so plainly from that something not 
one’s self, which makes for uses in which one’s self is extin­
guished, that there are times when it seems to me as if I had 
no more to do with the writing of it than the bough through 
which the wind cries, or the wave by means of which the tide 
rises.

The angels said unto me, 4 Write ! ’ and I wrote.

DECEASE OF A WELL-KNOWN HYPNOTIST.

The ‘ Berliner Tageblatt ’ announces that M. Carl Hansen, 
the well-known Danish hypnotist, died on Tuesday of last week 
at Altona. Born at Odense in 1833, M. Hansen went to Australia 
in 1853,and from 1859 onward he devoted himself to mesmerism 
and hypnotism. On his return to Europe his experiments and 
demonstrations attracted a great amount of attention. He 
visited London in 1889-1890, and gave many successful illus­
trations of his great hypnotic power.

Melbourne, Australia.—4 Light ’ may be obtained from 
Mr. W. H. Terry, Austral Buildings, Collins-street East.

'THE DANGER LINES IN HYPNOTISM.
The 4 Hypnotic Review ’ for March contains an interesting 

article by Thomas J. Hudson, the author of 4 The Law of 
Psychic Phenomena,’ on the dangers of hypnotism. The con­
clusions he reaches, as stated by himself, are as follows :—

1. That the hypnotised subject is not that unresisting 
automaton which has been pictured by popular imagination; 
that, on the contrary, he is hedged about and protected from 
evil influences in exact proportion to his deserts, and that if 
crime is ever a possible result of hypnotic suggestion, it is 
only so with those who, in their normal state, could be more 
easily influenced to commit a crime than they could be in a 
condition of hypnosis.

2. That all the manifold benefits of hypnotism can be 
obtained by perfectly normal means, without the necessity of 
producing an unpleasant hallucination with its consequent 
shock to the nervous system, by simply following the lines of 
truth when making a suggestion for any beneficent purpose 
whatever.

3. That the laws of hypnotism constitute no exception 
to the rule that the forces of Nature, when once understood 
and intelligently utilised, are always promotive of the highest 
good to mankind.

4. That hypnotism constitutes no exception to the rule 
that, in all the relations of life, the boundary lines between 
the realms of good and evil, between danger and safety, are 
clearly defined by conscience and truth.
Mr. Hudson has one excellent characteristic—he is able to 

see a subject on its many different sides ; but this quality of 
manysidedness, although it guarantees its possessor against 
prejudice, has a grave disadvantage of its own ; for it is very 
likely to lead to confusions and contradictions, in both cases 
without consciousness of the fact on the part of the writer. The 
general reader in such cases gets a confused impression from 
what he has read, but is not able to tell why ; for the contradic­
tions occur, as a rule, in different pages or chapters : and it is 
not often that those contradictions are forced upon his attention, 
as sometimes occurs in Mr. Hudson’s case. A glaring example 
is contained in the following paragraph, the italics being ours :—

But while the importance of skill and experience is not 
to be underrated, it is, nevertheless, true that often the most 
skilful and experienced hypnotist will leave his subject a 
nervous wreck. I admit that this is rare, but it is possible, 
nevertheless.”
So, if one person asserts that Mr. Hudson declares that 

4 the most skilled and experienced hypnotiser ’ often leaves his 
subject a nervous wreck ; and another person, who also swears 
by Mr. Hudson, aserts that Mr. Hudson, on the contrary, 
declares that such a catastrophe is a bare possibility, or, at all 
events 4 is rare,’ both would be right 1

There are two things connected with the danger of hypnotism 
which writers on the subject seldom appear to take into con­
sideration. The first is that a hypnotic subject is just as 
amenable to a gradual process of demoralisation as a person in 
a normal state, and that it is therefore no proof that he will 
not end by doing something contrary to his conscience, because 
when that thing is for the first time coarsely suggested to him 
he determinately refuses. The second thing is that in the 
hypnotic state, just as in the natural, prohibited things that 
are contrary to nature, or to reason, are much more strongly 
intrenched in conscience than those which are matters of con­
ventional morality. For a hungry man, for instance, to take a 
loaf of bread without paying for it, is not only natural, but also 
warranted by our communistic instincts, which we are told are 
a hereditary legacy from early and savage times, before 
the blessed invention of private property. The same man when 
not hungry is apt to be much more moral and conscientious ; 
and whether hungry or not, the man who would steal one thing 
will sometimes not steal another—the Irish, for example, are 
more prone to steal a natural product than a manufactured one.

It is when a large-minded writer, who endeavours to con­
ciliate all parties, and to reconcile all prejudices, comes to sum 
up, that he finds it necessary to pair off contradictory arguments 
and assertions, and this process necessarily leaves his 4 conclu­
sions ’ rather bald and flavourless.

To Inquirers and Spiritualists.—The members of the 
Spiritualists’ International Corresponding Society will be 
pleased to assist inquirers and correspond with Spiritualists at 
home or abroad. For explanatory literature and list of mem­
bers, address J. Allen, Hon. Sec., 115, White Post-lane, 
Manor Park, Essex.
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FURTHER PHENOMENA WITH EUSAPIA PALADINO.
With Notes on the Processus thereof, by 

‘QUyESTOR Vitje.’

The ‘ Anuales des Sciences Psychiques ’ gives an interesting 
account of some further phenomena produced at a villa on Lake 
Como, at which Eusapia Paladino stopped two days on her way 
to Paris last September.

One of the ladies was told to put her hand on to a table, 
Eusapia (not yet fully entranced) placing hers over it. She was 
then told to lift her hand upwards, when, to her great surprise, 
the table adhering, rose with it about a foot, and only fell when 
Eusapia removed her hand from that of the lady. Materialised 
hands were repeatedly seen and felt by all the experimenters. 
The hand is stated to have been similar in appearance and 
warmth to a small-sized human hand. It was projected from the 
cabinet on a shoulderless arm, in a sleeve of different cut and colour 
from that worn by Eusapia. On some occasions it appeared 
above Eusapia’s head, but more often it came from below her 
skirts, rising from the floor, her skirts appearing to be used as 
a temporary cabinet. The materialised hand took some music 
off a piano and threw it on to the table ; it took hold of the feet 
and knees of some of the sitters (Eusapia’s hands being held and 
visible) ; it struck notes on the piano, and carried a guitar over 
the heads of the experimenters. Applause by invisible hands 
was produced in the air over their heads (as at Choisy).

Surely these phenomena, taken in conjunction with those 
produced at l’Agnelas, at Paris, and at Choisy-Yvrac, should con­
vince the Cambridge experimenters that if the results occurring 
in their presence were unsatisfactory, it is not only the medium 
who must be held responsible therefor. If Theosophists are 
unbiassed searchers and not mere dogmatists, the description of 
the astral operator by the Choisy clairvoyant should convince 
them of the untenableness of their theory that such phenomena 
are produced by elementáis, which Mr. Leadbeater in his 
pamphlet on the astral plane has now told us are thoughts. 
Thoughts are units of vital-consciousness in the process of 
taking form, but they are not self-conscious ; they pertain 
in that state, as differentiated units of conscious being, to the 
not-self. They may be called beings in the sense that all life 
is being ; but they are not self-conscious beings, having been 
differentiated from the Universal-Self into the not-self.

This is, of course, in contradiction with metaphysical views, 
which regard * thought ’ as pertaining to the Universal-Self 
solely. But I respectfully suggest that metaphysic knows 
nothing with regard to the process of the a priori thought 
mediation, the existence of which it nevertheless recognises as a 
logical necessity. It recognises absolute Thought and its 
mediation into relative thinking, but does not pretend to know 
how the mediation is effected ; nor can psychology tell us how 
Thought is differentiated or particularised into thoughts. It 
knows nothing of the existence of thought-units as units of 
being. The same ignorance necessarily exists with regard to 
the mediation of Absolute Being or Reality into relative, 
particularised being (or of the differentiation of Self into not­
self). Modern metaphysic, indeed, identifies these two 
significations as one and the same, while this exposition 
presents them as a dual-unity, as the positive and nega­
tive aspects respectively of each other, or the masculine 
and feminine; distinguishable, yet in reality inseparable.*  
Selves only are self-conscious (forming integral units in the 
Universal-Self), and only selves consequently can act as opera­
tors and exteriorise thoughts (substantial-thoughts, living­
thoughts), or thought-forms, as they have been called, from the 
fact that they carry form, and that they are sometimes visible 
to clairvoyant perception. In the previous notices on these 
phenomena, this explanation with regard to their origin and 
constitution was, indeed, presented. But a self-conscious 
operator is the necessary precondition in the production of 
thought-forms. If by elementáis, units of the universal 
element in the process of taking form, i.e., thoughts, are meant, 
then these phenomena are not constituted by elementáis, but of 
elementáis, and that by the determining action of a self-con­
scious operator, who both receives, differentiates, and transmits 
vital being, but can transmit nothing apart from precedential 
reception. But the universal element is not only thought or

* Modern Absolute Idealism identifies substance with thought, thereby 
obliterating the feminine signification in the Universal, and exalting the 
masculine fatherhood into the sole Reality in Deity : as the Church has 
done. This position practically would make man into a soulless spirit.

spirit, it is co-oxisten tly substantial being or soul. Conse­
quently, these differentiated units are not only thoughts per ae, 
but they are substantial also, and their substantial form re­
presents, or reflects, their implicit thought content.

If this interpretation of Mr. Leadbeater’s meaning is correct, 
if elementáis are thought-forms, ¿.e., thoughts, then it is be­
cause Occultists have never recognised the logical dependence 
of thinking on a priori thought (spirit) mediation, that they 
have never been able to explain and rationalise the position of 
elementáis in their theories of the Universe. Also it is because 
they similarly ignore the logical dependence of individual being 
on the precedential mediation (intériorisation, influx) of 
vitality (being, soul, psyche), and because they fail to recognise 
the co-existence of spirit and soul or thought and substance, 
that they have failed to understand what the elementáis, about 
which they have talked so much, really were.

Again, if elementáis are thoughts, as has been stated, then 
the absurdity of the pretensions of a certain school, to 
4 command ’ elementáis, becomes self-apparent. But those 
pretensions are no more illusory and fallacious than their 
similar pretensions that man generates thought, the truth being 
that thought pre-exists to its mediation through any particular 
man, who is determined thereby. Similarly * being,’ or soul, or 
psyche, or 4 vital pabulum ’ pre-exists to its mediation through 
any particular man. The pretensions of Occultists to generate 
thought-forms of themselves, per se, is mere fallacious illusion, 
therefore, both as regards the thought thereof and the sub­
stantial pabulum thereof.

It is evident from the above that neither metaphysic nor 
occultism can per se present a true solution of the problem of 
being. Metaphysic deals pre-eminently with the spiritual, 
thought, masculine signification of being, and ignores or 
belittles its feminine, substantial, ontological signification. 
Occultism deals pre-eminently with the psychical, vital, sub­
stantial signification of being and ignores its masculine, logical, 
dialectical signification. It is only in the dual union and 
equilibrated coinciding of the two that a complete solution will 
be found. In other terms, both of those systems pertain to 
personal, i. e., divided, non-equilibrated statesand reflect the 
conditioning limitations thereof which are transcended in re­
united, equilibrated, individ(e)ual (indivisible) states.

OUR NEW OFFICES.

Suitable premises—that is, as good as we can afford— 
have been secured for the future offices of ‘Light ’ and the 
London Spiritualist Alliance, at 110, St. Martin’s-lane, 
about three minutes’ walk from Charing Cross, and not 
more than five or six minutes from our present address. 
Due notice will be given of the removal, but in the mean­
time there is much work to be done, and a good deal of 
expense to be incurred, in the way of furniture, fittings, 
and lighting, in order to make the rooms as cheerful and 
attractive as possible. For this purpose it is estimated 
that from <£75 to £100 will be required. It is very un­
desirable that this should have to be defrayed out of 
current receipts ; and to save such an unpleasant necessity 
we rely on our friends to help with contributions. Re­
mittances in aid of the Furnishing Fund are accordingly 
invited. They may be sent to the Treasurer, Mr. H. 
Withall, Gravel-lane, Southwark, S.E., and will be grate­
fully acknowledged.

[The Treasurer acknowledges with thanks the follow­
ing contributions : Mr. and Mrs. W. P. Browne, £5; 
T. S., £5 ; Mrs. Sainsbury, £1 ; Mr. Thaddeus Hyatt, £1; 
Rev. J. Page Hopps, 10s.

LONDON SPIRITUALIST ALLIANCE.

A meeting of Members, Associates, and friends of the 
Alliance will be held in the French Drawing Room, St. 
James’s Hall (entrance from Piccadilly), at 7 for 7.30 p.m., 
on Friday next, April 9th, when‘Tien,’ speaking through Mr. 
J. J. Morse, will answer questions from the audience. 
Persons wishing to put questions to ‘ Tien ’ would do well 
to come prepared with them already written.
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