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REQUISITES FOR ACCURATE INVESTIGATION.

O~ THE MENTAL CONDITION REQUISITE FOR APPRECIATING THE
Facrts, AND CoOMPREHENDING THE TEACHING OF SPIRITUAL
PHENOMENA.

By AN OLp INVESTIGATOR.

No. I.

It is not too much to say that nothing has ever come before
the material world, about which there have been more hasty,
hence unsound and silly, conclusions than in connection with
Spiritual Phenomena. All the school teaching as regards how
to investigate, how to collect facts, and then how to reason on
what we have collected, seems to be utterly ignored, immedi-
ately Spiritual Phenomena are the subject brought forward.
Take any of our more modern sciences, such as electricity,
magnetism, or even photography, and it is admitted that each of
these is governed by subtle and delicate laws, which must be
obeyed, or a failure to obtain satisfactory results is the necessary
consequence. As soon, however, as spiritual phenomena are
mentioned, it is assumed that you can do anything you like, and
then if no results occur, it is a proof that Spiritualism is either
a delusion or is the result of trickery.

It has been assumed that the persons most competent to
investigate, and judge of the truth, or otherwise, of spiritual
phenomena, are tricksters, or conjurers, men crammed with the
ascertained facts of some scientific subject, or 1imaginative
theorists, who will, with all the confidence of infallibility, in-
form us when the world will cecase to exist, or how long the sun
will last. Such wonder-mongers are now very popular.

The village tomfool, or the mere savage, if he has been
accustomed to observe Nature, is better qualified to appreciate
the facts of spiritual phenomena, provided be is not puffed up
with a conviction of his own profound wisdom and knowledge,
than is the so-called scientist, who, having become familiar
with text-book knowledge, imagines that what he does not know
does not exist. The mental condition most fatal to the percep-
tion even, much less to the appreciation, of spiritual phenomena
is the assumption of knowing all Nature's laws. Based on this
assumption is the Dbelief that anything which appears 1o our
senses to occur, and is not in accordance 1with what is knowern of
Nature's laws, must be the result of illusion, or collective
hallucination ; or that the statement that it was seen to occur is
alie. The more ignorant, or the more crammed a man is with
text-book knowledge, the more self-suflicient he usually is, and
the more convinced that he can pronounce offhand what is, and
what is not, possible.

There are certain things which are impossible. For example :

Two sides of a plane triangle cannot be less than the third
side.

Twice three cannot be more nor less than six.

The centre of a circle cannot be nearer one part of the cir-
cumference than it is to another part.

When, however, we have to deal with the possible or
impossible, in wider matters, the man who will assert that this
or that is impossible is little better than a self-suflicient imbecile.

Let us take a few examples : We will go back a thousand
years, and reflect on the small amount of knowledge then
possessed by men. Suppose some man had then said, ¢ Your
bows and arrows are powerful weapons, but it is possible that
another weapon can be constructed which will hurl an enor-
mous projectile five miles.” ¢ Impossible!’ would undoubtedly
have been the reply of the self-sufticient scientist of that date.

“ You think travelling on horseback at the rate of a mile in
two minutes is the most rapid mears of progression, but it is
possible to construct an engine which can travel sixty miles in
an hour.” ‘Impossible !’ would undoubtedly have been the
reply of the scientific authority at that date.

‘You, with your excellent sight, may be able to recognise a
friend at a distance of over a quarter of a mile, but an instru-
ment can be constructed, by looking through which you will be
able to recognise a person at a distance of two or three miles.’
* Impossible !’ would be again the remark.

When we realise the advance that has been made in our
knowledge during even the past one hundred years, we may
come to either of two conclusions. First : That we are still
advancing, and will continue to advance, so that one hundred
years hence we shall be as much beyond our present know-
ledge as we now are beyond that of a hundred years ago ;
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or second, that just at present we have reached the zenith of all
knowledge and that which we don’t know, does not exist, or is
impossible. All those laws of Nature by which the steam
engine, the clectric telegraph, and the photographic picture are
now worked, have existed during thousands of years, but the
mental condition of man in the far past was incompetent to
comprehend these laws, and the baneful influence of self-
sufficiency and scientific dogmatism prevented inquiry. We of
the present day have been gradually taught that we must carry
out carefully the laws which govern the various forces we
employ. By dropping a piece of steel into certain parts of a
steam engine we can prevent the engine from working. By
making two or three punctures in a submarine cable, we can
prevent a telegraphic message from being transmitted ; and we
ought to realise that the more subtle the laws are which govern
any phenomena, the more easy it is to break these laws, and
hence to fail to obtain results.

We can now summarise, to some extent, the mental condi-
tion requisite to appreciate the facts.

We must fully realise that we are not acquainted with all
the laws of Nature. That, in fact, we are but partially ac-
quainted with even the effects of some of these laws. To start,
thercfore, on an investigation by framing our own theories as
to what is, or is not possible, when the subject we purpose
examining is outside of elementary arithmetic or geometry, is
practically to proclaim ourselves self-sufficient dogmatists,
puffed up with a belief in our own infallibility, and hence to
indicate that our mental condition renders us quite incompetent
to fairly investigate a subject, which must be governed by very
subtle laws, of which we are entirely ignorant.

To announce that unless phenomena occurred under condi-
tions which e lay down, we would not accept these as facts,
would be much the same as though we refused to believe that a
message could be sent by a submarine cable, unless we
punctured this cable in a dozen places, and the message was
then sent.

Inorder to be able to give to any observed phenomenon its
true value, we ought to be sufticiently acquainted with the stock
knowledge of so called science, and of conjuring tricks, to be
able to distinguish between what can and what cannot be done
by their aid. For example, when we were informed by a
medium that the spirit of a friend was present, and wished to
tell us that his head was cut off in China, and this was afterwards
ascertained to be true ; to attribute this information to coinci-
dence or conjuring would be a proof of a very feeble intelli-
gence, which would disqualify the person who suggested such
an explanation from being fitted as an investigator.

The capacity for observation is usually more developed, or
at least practically active, in the savage than in the scienfist.
A savage observes everything ; he will note the peculiar move-
ments of animals and insects, the foot prints on even hard
rock ; the particular turn of a blade of grass, or of atwig; and he
draws correct conclusions therefrom, and is not likely to
attribute the effects to an erroneous cause. We ought, whilst
examining spiritual phenomena, to endeavour to keep our
minds in this condition of active perception, and avoid at once
jumping to the conclusion that what we have witnessed is to be
accounted for by the hastily-formed theories of dogmatic
ignorance.

Spontaneous spiritual phenomena have at various times
occurred, such, for example, as that which took place at Hydes-
ville with the Fox family in 1848. It was fortunate that in that
neizhbourhood there were common-sense, practical observers
and reasoners. Had the Fox family been surrounded by con-
jurers, dogmatic scientists, and self-sufficient theorists, the
manifestations which there took place would have been ex-
plained away by the assertion of trickery, impossibility, or
collective hallucination.

When certain phenomena occur in what are termed haunted
houses the reckless theorist explains all these by assigning
them to rats, bats, a badly oiled cowl, or to the wind.
Perhaps when the reporters of certain phenomena have been
poor hysterical people it may turn out that these theories may
be correct, but to conclude that all the phenomena which have
been reported as having been witnessed are to be explained by
such theories, is unsound, and is very likely to cause usto miss
a chance of obtaining evidence of an important fact.

Some thirty years ago we were asked by a friend to pass
Saturday and Sunday with him at a new house at Putney.
His house was in a newly-built terrace, one end of which was
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‘I have heard it said that there are but few good mediums
left to work for the cause. I am not surprised. They have
suffered so much at the hands of ignorant investigators, who
pride themselves on their qualifications as inquirers, that they
have withdrawn from the work heartsick and discouraged,
weary to death of even the very name of the truths for which
they have given the very best they had—time, health,

reputation.’

We now leave this interesting and valuable book in the
hands of our readers, hoping that what we have gail about it
may have given them an appetite for the book itself. They
will no doubt read M. Aksakof’s Preface with pleasure, rcmem-
bering the extraordinary phenomenon of the partial demateriali-
sation of the medium’s body which that distinguished man
recorded a year or two agzo in & valuable monograph that we
noticed at the time. M. Aksakof, in his Preface, vouches for
the perfect honesty and good faith of the medium, and his
endorsement ought to bYe quite gzood enough, one would think.

ASTROLOGY.

I read with interest Mr. A. Butcher's letter on ¢ Astrology ’
in your issue of December 4th, and would draw his attention
to the following facts :—

1. There are many disheartened students of this science,
whose failure may be due to either of several causes,among which
are the following : Lack of the peculiar cast of mind necessary
for the study of a unique subject; the study of the science
under ‘directions’ which tend to cloud the judgment ; the
possession of one of those unhappy horoscopes in which almost
every good ‘direction’ 1s negatived by an evil one; want of
sufficiently extended knowledge and experience.

2. The superiority of astrology as a means of divining lies
not merely in its inherent accuracy, as proved by the corre-
spondence between any event and the inter-relation of certain
planets ; but also, and chiefly, upon its ability to indicate the
influences under which a person will exist at any time (year,
month or day) in the future, or under which he has existed at
any period in the past.

3. While cards, dice, tea leaves, &c., may, in the hands of
an intuitive person, serve as the means of divining more or less
accurately, these things are but insignificant atoms in the
microcosm, whereas the planets and fixed stars are part of the
macrocosm, representing and exerting powerful (magnetic and
other) influences.

4. Students of astrology often commit the error, pointed
out many years ago by ¢ Raphael,’ of attempting to judge of the
minutize of life from planctary positions. This, except in rare
cases, 18 beyond the very limited power of the human mind.
The planets represent the ¢reat principles of mental and
material affairs ; and exactly how any given individual will act,
or be affected, under certain directions, is not always clear
when the moral training, education, and general environment
are unknown. The essential principles involved in the moral
and other conditions under which he will exist at any given
time may, however, be foreseen ; and some of the actual cir-
cumstances may be fairly inferred therefrom.

I venture to offer Mr. Butcher, or any other person, the
friendly challenge to produce a horoscope of any victim of the
Maidstone epidemic, in which there exists no evil planetary
combination corresponding with the illness. The date and time
of the birth must, of course, be known with some approach to
certainty.

I absolutely deny that intuition is the ¢ great central fact of
astrology.” Astrology is a science with definite laws and rules.
Intuition is of great service—is, indeed, often indispensable ;
but it is by no means the principal requisite. Thorough know-
ledge, applied with intelligence, is the ¢ central fact.’

One could fill page after page with testimonials to the value
of predictions for given periods, and with evidence of the
salvation of many from imprudent courses and terrible moral
disaster by the foreknowledge astrology supplies. But this is
not the advertisement column. (. H. Liock.

44, Wright-street, Hull.

There is much force in the argument with which your con-
tributor, Mr. Arthur DButcher, sceks to damage astrology. In
every horoscope (he swys) the possible combinations are so
numerous that by a process of selecting those which suit our
purpose we can prove anything we wish. The trees in the
pine-forest will fall into straight lines in any direction ! Kvery
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careful investigator will, I am sure, admit that the * personal
error,’ the preconceptions of the investigator, is a real obstacle
to true insight. I might emphasise this by pointing out the two
horoscopes of the Princess of Wales, published this month by
two rival astrological magazines—* Star Lore’ and ‘Coming
Events.” Although birth-times are taken which differ by
several hours, both profess to account for all the principal
events in a plausible way.

Admitting all this, I think the argument used by Mr.
Butcher may be pushed too far. Because we are apt to find
what we seck if we are determined to find it, is there no such
thing as objective truth? Are the laws and analogies we think
we discover ‘of imagination all compact’? Let us hope not !
There are means known to every science of eliminating the
¢ personal error.’” In astrology one may experiment with the
nativities of strangers. One may make due allowance for
¢ chance coincidence.” After all is done a residuum of truth
will be found by the patient inquirer. If Mr. Butcher will
send me his birth-time, I will try to convince him that some-
thing may be gleaned from it without any previous knowledge.
The attempt may fail, of course, but if it succeed there could
be no reason to attribute the result to intuition, since any con-’
clusions arrived at would obviously be based upon rules
derived from observation and experience,

GEORGE FrANOIS GREEN.

Y our correspondent, Mr. Butcher, writes of judicial astro-
logy as if it were purely symbolical. True, horary astrology
deals with the heavenly bodies as cawuses, in the hands of the
Almighty ; and no ¢ divination’ or ¢ intuition’ is necessary if the
rules given in the standard text-books be followed. If divina-
tion and intuition were all-sufficient, bond fide astrologers would
not expend hours of labour on carefully computing the horo-
scope, speculum, and a series of primary directions for future
years ; and the anxious work of rectifying a nativity, when the
moment of birth is not exactly known, would be unnecessary.
A very rough sketch of the figure of the heavens would serve
for the purpose, if divination and intuition were alone sufficient
to form a judgment. It is this mistaken mixing of divination
with genethlialogy and natural astrology that has done so much
harwn to the science, and brought about its downfall in Puritan
times.

Mr. Butcher says that he is willing to allow ‘ that the great
central fact of astrology may be intuition.” As a student of
the science for the space of thirty-seven years, I am not willing
to allow that the central fact of astrology is intuition. The
areat central fact I conceive to be the law of Nature that every
celestial body in the solar system operates on this earth, its
inhabitants, and its atmosphere.

It was by observation, and not by either divination or
intuition, that the ancient Egyptians discovered that a great
solar eclipse taking place close to the summer solstice ‘ impedes
the rising of the Nile,” as declared in the * Tetrabiblos,’ eighteen
centuries ago. This fact in Nature is proved by the rising of
the Nile being impeded in 1842, and again in 1890, as foretold in
¢ Zadkiel's Almanac’ for those years, when a great solar eclipse
fell close to the summer solstice. The gravest anxiety was felt in
Egypt in those years, as reference to the newspapers will prove.

In regard to the Maidstone epidemic, Mr. Butcher should
remember that the great masters of astrology have always
declared that general causes take precedence of natal influences.
Zadkiel foretold that in the last quarter of this year,in England,
* the public health will not be good, eruptive fever being likely
to prevail.” The general causative influence is to be found in
the planetary positions at the autumnal equinox. Every horo-
scope of the thousand inhabitants of Maidstone who were
stricken down by typhoid, might not show indications of
dangerous illness this autumn. In the absence of instances of
this, astrologers will be inclined to believe that every horoscope
would show some affliction by Mars or Saturn to account for the
suffering. Even if not, such a fact would not militate against
natural astrology, but would emphasise the necessity for study-
ing mundane as well as natal astrology. People who only have a
cheap book on natal astrology, and do not pursue the study any
further, must not consider themselves thoroughlyacquainted with
the deep and wide-reaching science, nor entitled to condemn it.

Too much has been ciaimed hy some professional astrologers
for natal and horary astrology. The science is far from perfect,
but it is based on truth, and it should be studied and improved,
and not despised and neglected. Many of the greatest minds










