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a £ st .t T'robably correct.]
T e e wil.voa Jook out for me next week?)

Y7 cu -eemomber your brother Charles?)

-,:.:T.;as s citg muzrer with him?
Taec st o Wi for some time since I left college.)
N % \l'."l.

v camra. Camyou tell what's the matter?)

L saless NG )

-¢« uni 1ni 2xz. George. Can you tell me anything about

~

+. av suxvus iaduence whenever I come into contact.
Liuagg v o remind me about your brother next week.)
AP . 3
;.:..‘.{e_. ‘et me explain. I am going to have a light at my
«.w ot experiment next week. It is the one that you said
wgit M Fiper is “no good ” but we have got some things
< wen shat case and I hope you will try.) ]

\.: -1gire, but there are so many complications about that light.

e remainder of the communications regarding this “ light ”

-z1¢ 0 be omitted owing to the fact that they are too personal
ariv ate for publication. They are perfectly true and may be
<. 10 be almost evidential, if not entirely so.]
\\V'e had a hearty laugh here owing to my laughing as I ad-
auited that this was perfectly correct. The experiment was
<uspended for a few minutes, while some conversation was car-
.1 on regarding the moving of the glass after a paper had been
maced upon it, making it impossible for Mrs. Q to move it sub-
‘onsciously. We resolved to try this experiment, hence a paper
was placed over the glass and Mrs. Qs fingers rested lightly
upen it.  The following occurred.]

«\Who is writing?) [Should have said using the glass.]

¢ (Long pause) P.

[Paper then removed.]

[Apparent that the glass moved with difficulty.]

{ What did the paper do, George?)

Just made a difficult thing more difficult, that is all. What
matter if it is the conscious act, so long as you get something
evidential.

(That’s right, George. The question was raised about an in-
dependent physical movement of the glass and you know how
mean we scientific people are in tryving experiments. What is
the relation between the mind and matter?)

You can't tell where one begins and the other hends [ends].

(Is that the reason that physical phenomena occur in such
close relation with lights?)

exactly and you cannot do away with the complication.

e\



A Record of Experiments. 49

(Yes, I understand. What kind of energy do you use in pro-
ducing these effects?)
Mental purely.
(Is there any analogy with the act of our wills on our bodies?)
Yes, subconscious also.
(Does the subconscious produce effects on the body that the
conscious does not?)
Yes, much more strong.
(Well, George, I'll turn to another question. Have you
seen any of my friends recently ?)
No, only Richard H.
(How is H.?)
Progressive as ever.
(Is he clear?)
not very.
(Do you mean when he communicates or in his normal state ?)
Oh, all right normally. Only when he comes into that
wretched atmosphere he goes to pieces. Wonder how long it
will take him to overcome this.
(Do you see Hodgson often?)
Yes, our lives run in paralels [parallels].
[I here resolved to try some mental questions and suggested
that I do so. It was accepted.]
(\Is Hodgson going to England?)

No.

(All right. Who is?)

Don’t understand.
i (Iill repeat.) [I then resolved to think it in the following
orm.

(Is Mrs. Piper going to England?)

Don’t think so.

(What is the matter with her?)

No. No. Don't try it.

[I gave up mental questions and said I would not worry him
with them.]

(George, I have not asked for proof of identity. Could you
Eive t)hat in something that I know and others present do not
now ?)

Do you remember that first conversation through Mrs. P.
how hard it was for me to speak or to get anything satisfactory.

(Yes, George. That’s right. Do you remember any of the
persons who were present to communicate mith me then?)

[pause] Father.

(Is he present tonight?)

No. do you want him?

{No, not now. Do you remember a lady that claimed to be
my mother and gave several names?)
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wrong.

(The names were right but not related to me. If you can
that name of that lady you will do one of the best things you e
did. I don’t know it but I can find out.)

Mary, oh quick.

(Who'’s that Mary?) [I thought of my wife.]

Mother.

(What’s the middle name?)

H. [pause.]

(The middle name. I got H. That’s not right.)

Can'’t convey it.

(What relation is that Mary to me?)

[When the word “ mother” was spelled I at once recal
that the same mistake was made that was made about 1
mother’s first name, which is Martha, in the Piper case. T
was the reason that I asked for the relation again.]

Sister [pause] Mother.

(Now she gave Mary as her first name. What is the seco
or middle part?)

Ann [slowly spelled.] :

(Correct. Mary is not correct. What is correct?)

Maria.

(No, not right.) [Pause.] (Maria is not right, neither
Mary.)

[Pause] Margaret.

(Yes, Margaret was the name you gave as that of my st
mother. That was right. I suspect you cannot remember eas
the first name of my mother.)

No, names are always hard. This seems especially so.

(George, do you know who ...... is?)

Yes, perfectly.

(Do you see her often?)

No.

(Could you give her name?)

Penelope.

(Is that all?) [Pause.] (Do you know of whom she wa:
friend?) :

Margaret.

(Margaret who?)

S.... [pause] Can't do it, Hyslop. Can'’t give it.

(All right. I won’t worry you George.) [pause.]

(Have you seen me experimenting recently ?)

Yes, not very successful was it?

(No, who was with you?)

Imperator. He watches all the experiments on your side.

(Was any one else with you?)

There are a good many of us, as you know, in the group.
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e AN

lusion to the other case with which I had been experimenti

o represent G. P.’s opinions as expressed through Mrs. Pif

ey and are all true, tho perhaps non-evidential.

’ The movement of the glass, to give the letters G. P., w:
the piece of paper resting on it and Mrs. Quentin’s fingers
that was a remarkable phenomenon. I was totally unable
reproduce the movement myself. The remarks of the co
municator are interesting, consistent, and more or less nov
and perhaps not the naturally conscious views of M
Quentin.

The communications about Dr. Hodgson have no e

. dential value. The reader, however, will be interested

. know that this sitting was described in its details with so1

' accuracy nearly a week later through Mrs. Piper by I
Hodgson purporting to communicate. Cf. Journal, Vol.
pp. 129-133. I was told that G. P. had communicated wi
me at this place, the sitting being fairly well identified.

' was true also that Dr. Hodgson, if I may infer from appe:

- ances, has usually “ gone to pieces” in his attempts el

' where to communicate with me.

The statements about Mrs. Piper not going to Engla
were not correct and Mrs. Quentin knew, consciously, w
enough that Mrs. Piper was going. But then the questio
were mental and nothing should be made of the answers
this case, except to suggest how little telepathy figures in t
matter which is apparently supernormal.

G. P.’s reference to my first sitting with Mrs. Piper is p¢
fectly correct and as Mrs. Quentin had not seen my Repc
it can hardly be attributed to ordinary secondary personali
based upon the supposition of such previous knowledg
Very little that was satisfactory was obtained at that sittir
There is only one passage in it in which I can suppose n
father to have attempted to communicate, and that only frc
i the relation of the phenomena to a passage in a later sitti
Y where the evidence was fairly clear that he was meant.

The reader will observe that my question about the la
who claimed in that sitting to be my mother and was n
such is ignored and instead of a reply I get a name which I
first took to be that of my wife, as it was Mary. But the m
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A Record of Experiments. 55

Don't talk Hyslop.

(Good.)

I am not finished? [pause] your father wants to say some-
thing, but I must get that identification through if I can.

(Good, I'll wait for that.) [pause.]

Piper (Yes, Piper) they are getting good results with her
over there.

(Good, glad to know that. Do you know when she arrived
there?)

Two weeks ago about [pause] (Yes) [pause.]

(Do you know who communicates over there?)

The Imperator group [pause.]

(Do you know who are in the group?)

Why of course Doctor, Rector, Prudens.

(Yes) [pause.]

[Change of Communicator.]

Let me speak now James.

(Good, I will.)

[pause] Can’t you get the light back?

(What light do you mean?)

S. the recent one.

(I hope to. Did they have a meeting since she returned
home ?)

Yes, not very successful.

; (Do you remember who tried to communicate after she got
ome ?)

Yes I did. Wanted you. Don’t know how to manage it.

(Yes, I believe that, but I must make certain arrangements
before I can get that light. I hope to in the future [pause.]

tCan you tell me the name of the person who tried to com-
municate after she went home?)

[pause] Some one I never saw before. Smithson I think or
[pause] Sm..... [long pause] little woman [pause] light hair
[pause] wanted to see her child [long pause] Who was it any
wav,

(\ You mean who was the person that communicated?)

cs.

il don't know but I wanted to see if you would give some of
the same things here that came through there.)

Well child cryed [cried] and wanted to go back [pause] that
ended it. (That’s pertinent.) [Those present laughed.]

[A considerable passage of the communications at this point
referring to the Smead case and owing to their personal nature is
omitted here.]

__(Father I am not questioning you. I am looking at the scien-
tific side of it.)
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[pause] [Mrs. LeM. asked me if I could call any of her
friends.]

(Father, this lady who came with me would like to hear from
some friend of hers.)

[pause] Alright. John says he was waiting. [long pause.]

(John who?)

[pause] No, name not right. H. [pause] A. [payse] When
we parted no, goodbye, well we did not ned [need] one. Come
out to meet me in spirit out of the storm.

(Who is speaking?) [pause] M. [pause] knows. I said no
goodbye. She knows.

I(\'IWho knows?)

(?es, give the rest of that name.)

- Mary.
(Well, Mary who?)
[pause] H. Now that is what he said the little man with his
hisgh [high] forehead [pause.]
Mrs. LeM.: Please go on.)
[pause and interruption that brought experiment to an end.]

There is nothing evidential in what purports here to come
from Dr. Hodgson, unless the words “ as I promise ”” can be
so interpreted. He did promise through Mrs. Piper to keep
in touch with me. But the public supposition that he prom-
ised before his death to communicate with me is known to
Mrs. Q. and we could treat the allusion in any way we please
in the light of the fact. I do not attribute it to any conscious
act of Mrs. Q.

It was about two weeks since Mrs. Piper’s arrival. The
exact time of her reaching England I do not yet know, but as
she left this country on October 3oth she must have arrived
in England somewhere about the 6th of November. I do
not know what the results of experiments are or have been
since her arrival. Dr. Hodgson knew the Smead case before
he died, and Mrs. Smead had sittings with her.

[LATER NOTE.]

[Inquiry of Mr. Piddington in England shows that Mrs. Piper
arrived on November 7th. Similar information is that the re-
sults in England were good. No evidential value need be at-
tached to this fact, as it would be a natural inference on the part
of any one. Mrs. Quentin, however, did not know when Mrs.
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try to give through this particular person. He failed, but one
statement by the medium represented the general idea of that
term. I had this incident in mind here with the hope that I
might get the word in this case but there is no apparent ap-
proximation to the memory of the fact. When living Dr.
Hodgson recognized that this medium, tho a professional,
had some ‘“light,” as mediumistic capacity is called in the
Piper trances. Mrs. Quentin had no knowledge of Dr. Hodg-
son’s opinion of Miss G.

The interruption by my father is an interesting psycho-
logical feature of the phenomena showing resemblance to oc-
currences in the Piper case during the days of Dr. Phinuit’s
control, namely, the intrusion of other personalities than the
communicating one. I assumed that the request, “ Don't
talk Hyslop ” was an admonition to me or Mrs. Le M. But
apparently it is a request made by the communicator of my
father not to interrupt.

The name John has no recognized relevance here, but as
it was spontaneously repudiated, it may be worth remarking
that it was the correct name of a communicator through Mrs.
Smead two weeks previous to this I do not give it that mean-
ing as it is too manifestly amenable to guessing. The initials
“H. A.” are not recognizable.

November 22d, 1906.
Mrs. Quentin reports the following as having occurred
after Mrs. Le M. and myself left for home. Tho I received
this several days later I date it so that it will coincide with
the time at which we had our experiment.

[A question about a medium, the form of it not being re-
corded.] .

yes, some little * * [‘is’ or ‘as’] most some Power good
deal of imagination. Rome is fond of trying experiments. abner
[Harriet summoned.] :

(How do you like this method of communication?)

we have been trying to get her te do this for ever so long.
here is harriet. she says she told her to. this is better. her
own individuality does not come in so strong. it [?] can get fine
easily. now Harriet Helen hears me sometime [s]. I love to
* * [pro...ol]
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Harriet mentioned above in the record. It was snowing
very severely when this grandmother died.

Harriet is the name of Mrs. Quentin’s grandmother and
Helen is the name of a sister-in-law who lives in this grand-
mother’s house. Mrs. Quentin does not know of any experi-
ments in which the friend Rome is interested. I suspect the
statement refers to his interest in the experiments with Mrs.
Quentin herself.

EDITORIAL.

We deem it advisable to repeat at the opening of the sec-
ond year of the Journal that its object is primarily as a scien-
tific record of phenomena, and not the exploitation of doc-
trine. Moreover even as a record of facts it is not to abso-
lutely guarantee their validity in any respect. All that we
can do is to say that nothing will be reported here except
such as receives some sort of intelligent and credible support.
The measure of credence to be attached to the records must
be determined by those who are sufficiently familiar with the
type of facts to justify the formation of a judgment. We
shall, of course, be obliged to engage in criticism and the dis-
cussion of working hypotheses from time to time, but it is
desired that this must be made necessary by the nature of
the facts and the adequacy of the evidence for their accept-
ance. It is not likely that any incidents that receive our no-
tice will, taken individually, be sufficient to justify hypotheses
of an apparently revolutionizing character. What the col-
lection of a large mass of facts may do is another thing.
But the circumstance that a few facts, no matter how well
supported by evidence as to their credibility, will never suffice
to prove a theory in the present stage of our inquiries, is the
reason for confining our primary object to the recording of
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INCIDENTS.

The society assumes no responsibility for anything pub-
lished under this head and no indorsement is implied except
that it has been furnished by an apparently trustworthy con-
tributor whose name is given unless withheld at his own
request.

The following experiments in telepathy have their inter-
est as they represent reproduction in drawings at the time.
They are reported to me by a gentleman whom I met some
years ago on an .occasion of another type of experiment. He
is a draughtsman and has an office in New York, tho making
his home in Brooklyn. He is a man of considerable intelli-
gence and critical ability. He has fully appreciated the need
of care in such experiments and performed them, it seems, in
such a way as to remove many of the ordinary difficulties and
suspicions from the interpretation of the result. The dis-
tance between the percipient and the agents was great
enough to exclude all hypotheses of ordinary character ex-
cept deliberate fraud and collusion between the parties con-
cerned. There seems no reason to suspect this and one of
the parties involved signs his name to the report tho he asks
. me not to publish the same.

At the time of the first experiment there were two agents
and one percipient. All were men. The percipient was at a
place which had to be reached by going two short blocks
north from the house of the agents, and one long block, each
in the city of Brooklyn. Diagonally the intervening space
was built up with houses. The consequence is that we can-
not suppose any ordinary form of suggestion, inference, hy-
peraesthesic influences to account for the coincidences in the
result, whatever other hypothesis we may wish to entertain.
The distance between the parties was probably about 1200
feet direct through the intervening houses.

I shall denominate the places as A and B. In this first ex-
periment the agents were S. and W. S. was at his own home
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He thought it was meant to be a part of the triangle. As re-
marked, S. did not know what the symbol for the answer was,
as it was in the mind of H. But when he reported the results
and asked H. to draw the answer he had in mind he drew VL
The connection is apparent.

Symbol given S. Answer in mind of H.

Fig. IV. Fig. VI.

Drawings of R.

Fig. V.

This experiment was made about the same time as the
first, but not on the same date. It was in the same month.
The point of peculiar interest, the reader will remark, is the
fact that S., the agent did not know the answer to the ques-
tion which the symbol he transmitted implied, and R. knew
neither the question nor the answer, so that having telepath-
ically received what was in the mind of H. as well as S., ac-
cording to the hypothesis explaining the coincidence, if we
make such at all, he must have had access to both minds in
some way, tho the two minds were not agreed, or as an alter-
native the percipient read only the mind of H., and not that
of S. at all. There is at least apparent telepathy a trois, tho
this view is not proved by the experiment. We can as well
assume that the mind of S. exercised no influence at all.
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quite dark while W. and R. and another man in the outside
room were to centre their attention on something colored.
They were laughing and joking the whole time. I shut my
eyes and stood just outside the bolted door and the first thing
I saw was a blur of light, purple apparently, about a foot
above and in front of me a little to the right. This was cor-
rect. It was the color of the feathers on the hat of a woman
passing in the street below. The next time I saw in the same
‘way a blur of red. This, too, was correct. It was the stripe
on the side of a wagon in the street. The third was a blur of
light green. This was correct and was the color of some
paper on a desk in the outer room. There were two failures
in this experiment.

In sending a message our plan was to draw the letter or
figure on paper and hold the attention on it, thinking at the
same time of the person who was to receive it. The recip-
ient would close his eyes and make his mind as nearly passive
as possible. In the experiments at a distance of which I sent
you the account the methods of sending and receiving were
the same as the above.

W. H. S.

I took part in these experiments, both the short and long
distance cases, and the manner of sending and receiving the
messages was as described by Mr. S——.

R .
~ Inquiry regarding the details of the modus operandi of the
experiments brings the following account. In the experi-
ment represented by Figures I and II, W. was in New York
City at the corner of soth Street and Fifth Avenue, and Mr.
S. was in Brooklyn as described. In the experiment for Fig-
ures IV, V, and VI the following further explanation is given.

“W. and R. and myself worked in the same room. H. in
another room. H. was interested in the subject and while
the four of us in the morning were discussing the success of
the first experiment H. said to me, ‘I'll give a symbol for a
question and a symbol for the answer.” I said, ‘ No, I'll give
the question symbol only and I'll send him that and see if he
gets the answer.” He then gave me the triangle. R.and W.
laughed derisively at me and asked if I was crazy or some-
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The experiment would have been more impressive for the
sceptic if no conversation about its general character had
been held in the presence of the percipient. Assuming that
the nature of the symbol was not suggested in the course of
the talk it may have been possible for some casual knowledge
of the association of the answer to have come to his mind in
ordinary life. Thus if the triangle and a serpent are fre-
quently associated in art or other circumstances the occur-
rence of it to consciousness might recall the figure which
here corresponds to the answer, and we should not require
telepathy between H. and R. to account for the coincidence,
whatever we thought of the process between S. and R. in get-
ting the triangle. There was apparently some care in con-
cealing the figures to be conveyed to R., so that whatever
scepticism we may indulge about the results we have not
positive evidence that the coincidence is due to ordinary men-
tal processes. We may conjecture this as possible under the
circumstances, but we can hardly get any farther. From my
knowledge of S. I would attach some weight to his judgment
that the getting of the triangle was not due to any slip in the
experiment. We may make it a successful guess and so a
chance coincidence, but it was apparently not due to any
conscious or other suggestion before the experiment. As-
suming, then, that the triangle was obtained telepathically,
the chances that the other symbol should be approximately
obtained can be measured by any one. We must remember
also that the whole triangle was not obtained and also that
the resemblance between its associated figure and what was
in the mind of H. is not exact, a fact which is in favor of the
genuineness of the phenomena.
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BOOK REVIEW.

The New Knowledge. By RoBerTr KENNEDY DUNCAN, Professor of Chemistry
in Washington and Jefferson College. New York, A. S. Barnes and Com-
pany, 1905.

This book was the product of the interest which the discovery of radium
and its peculiar properties excited. The manner in which that substance
seemed to contradict with the doctrine of the conservation of energy was the
signal for much discussion which has now quieted down. But regardless of
the sensational interest thus excited, the functions of radio-active substances
started a discussion which has survived the issues which it precipitated. The
most important part of the whole controversy was, not the relation of radio-
active energies to the conservation of force, but the fact that the existence of
such agencies proved the presence of occult physical facts—that is, occult to
the ordinary methods of inquiry which had seemed to represent the limits of
knowledge regarding things physical. We had only to look about for other
illustrations of the same kind of facts, and finding them to accept the movable
limits of the physical or to prepare our minds for things not physical, as-
signing any special point in the scale to the physical.

The present work, however, is a mere exposition of the facts recently de-
termined by experiment in the field of radio-active substances, and tho it
shows what the speculative problems are centering about it, it does not take
sides in the controversy. It is a very clear statement of the wonderful vista
opened by these discoveries. Every one with an appreciation of philosophical
problems, as suggested by physical science, will not fail to enjoy this work, as
it is clear and intelligible. It has only an indirect interest for the psychic re-
searcher. It does not touch on psychic research problems and does not even
imagine that they exist. But the conceptions which it fosters inevitably bri
one right up to the limits which define the distinction between the sensible an
the supersensible worlds as they have been conceived in philosophical specu-
lation from a remote antiquity.
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A RECORD OF EXPERIMENTS.
By James H. Hyslop.

The previous experiments, as remarked in the January
Journal, were with the Ouija board. The present instances
are by automatic writing. They follow the dates of Mrs.
Quentin’s sitting with Mrs. Smead, where she was told that
she, too, could write automatically, and at once she began to
gointo the trance and to write as the usual automatist does.
There was no period of development, as is usual in the origin
of such phenomena, but they appeared almost as suddenly
as the notice of them. The writing was easy and the trance
without any convulsive accompaniments, such as are fre-
quently remarked. It will be observed, too, that the dra-
matic machinery at once assumes, as in the case of Mrs.
Smead, the general form of that of Mrs. Piper. The reader
must study the detailed record for these resemblances, and,
whatever the explanation, they will have their psychological
interest and importance.

Mrs. Quentin had not been a reader of the English Soci-
etv's publications. In fact, she was not a member of that
body, but she had seen Dr. Hodgson’s Report and had read
some articles on the subject in the magazines. T'hat was the
extent of her knowledge of the subject, and whether her ac-
quaintance with the details of Dr. Hodgson's work was suffi-
cient to account for the identical psychological machinery
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her work would be a matter of opinion. If it be sufficient,
one wonders why it did not exhibit itself in the Ouija board
experiments which will be published later. The fact is that
there are no traces of that dramatic representation which ap-
peared only with the adoption of the same methods of com-
munication and the same personalities apparently supervising
it. The extent of this will have to be determined by each
reader for himself.

Evening. January 11th, 1907.

Present Mr. and Mrs. H., Mr. and Mrs. Quentin, Mr. B. and
Dr. James H. Hyslop. Automatic writing, instead of Ouija
board.

Harriet, here I am children [pause.] Ask me something.
(yes) you want to know.

(All right. How did you find that you could communicate?)

Have been trying to use this for some time.

[Change of position to get light.]

Ed. would not try. [pause] It is better and much easier.
[pause]

(Did you learn to do this by yourself?)

[pause] No, the man says he can, we came here and he told
us how. [pause]

(Who was the man?)

what

(Who was the man that told you?)

is your name, oh yes he says it is James.

(Yes, father, that’s all right.)

[pause] This is a [pause] well a bureau of information. All
who are interested in this may come and learn. [pause.]

(Father, what have you been doing recently?)

Experimenting, but not very successfully.

(Where?)

Washington.

(Good. Anywhere else?)

[pause] Chicago.

(Have you seen any friend of mine who came over recently?)

Do you mean John. [pause.]

[Hand moved] She says she cannot get the last name.
Passed out with head—effusion of blood. [pause]

(How was he related to me?)

Cousin. [pause]

(Can you give his initials?)
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(What was it. I did not hear it.)

about his papers. He left them in confusion.

(What papers?)

Notes of cases (?)

(Last word?)

cases [pause] he is very troubled about it.

(Well, tell him not to worry. They will be all right. [pause.]

(Who met him first?)

His mother, Aunt Jennie. [Pause.]

(Who else?)

I do not know.

(All right.)

Oh, yes, wait a moment. Mary says she did.

(Mary who?)

Yours.

(Good, that’s right. What relation was she to him?)

Sister.

(Sister?)

Was it sister. I can’t hear.

(No, it was not a sister, but don’t worry about it.) [pause.]
(Do you know his mother’s name?)

[Pause.] [Question repeated.] [Pause.]

Catherine, no, Ann. [Both incorrect.]

(Well, don’t try names.) [Pause.]

(How is Mary?)

Oh well and happy she helps me. [Pause.]

(Good.)

She says the children are all right. Go ahead.

(With what?) :

[Pause] On the road to [pause] develop rationalism. [pause.]

(We had better stop.)

[There was a considerable pause at this point and some con-
versation, and Mr. B. suggested that he would like to ask a
question regardmg a vision that 'he had had recently, or some
one else suggested that this question might be asked. A further
short trial was made.]

[Question asked by Mr. H.] (Mr. Abner B...... , are you
here?

Vernon I am the only one that can use this method at present,
Tell him Abner says yes, he was trying to tell him something
about Henrietta. [pause] mother.

(Will you please ask Abner what the vision that Rome saw
the other night was?)

I have just told you that.

(What?)

He said. It was in connection with Henrietta’s message to
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[Pause.] -+ [sign of the cross.] He says he cannot get it
through, but says you know the sign +

(Yes. I know what you are probably trying. Let that go at
present.) [pause.]

(Did you ever try that sign elsewhere?)

He has always, not I james.

(Whom do you mean?)

R

(Which R?)

Of the group.

(Good, that is what I thought you meant, but I felt you might
mean my friend R. H., Richard Hodgson.)

No, not this time.

(I understand.) [Pause.] [Hand jumps about.] [pause.]

[Mr. Q. remarked that he never saw the hand act this way
before.]

Spirit controls matter, here comes your R. H.

(Good.) [I then substituted article of R. H. for my father’s.]

he says you have too much to do. He wishes he could help
you.
(Yes, I am awfully busy Hodgson, but I hope to get means
to find relief.)

Don’t publish all I know, it would do no good now.

(Well Hodgson it is already doing much good. No doubt
they will laugh, but many will also see that we need sore help and
further investigation. That is what I want.)

It is a clear case of many are called but few chosen.

(Yes.) [Long pause.]

Ah the camp in the hills that last summer, how I enjoyed the
boys and girls [pause.] No, you were not there, but my hostess
can tell you all the climbs with the children. I always was a boy
with the boys when I got a chance.

(Yes, that’s right. Do you recall who the hostess was?)

Mrs. G. Boston woman. James knows her, no not you.
Will James.

(That’s right. I know whom you mean. Go ahead.)

Well she had a camp party and that was my holiday that sum-
mer. [pause.] [pencil ran off sheet.]

I meant to do so much the next winter, well I am by Jove.
[pause.] I liked my funeral.

[Read “ pencil ” at time and as this was not held easily I fixed
it in better position between the fingers.]

No. no funeral, were you there, I was, the hall was beautiful.

(Who says this?)

R. H.

(Good, yes..... )
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Don’t you know all the club.

(Yes, but I thought some one else might have taken your
place to communicate. I was also at your funeral and remember
the hall well, did you...........

I can describe it. The coffin was on a platform, the English
and American flags, a big bunch of violets, a wood fire, I remem-
ber the fire particularly and the hymns, the Church of England
Service.

(Yes, all right.)

But why do I tell you all this.

(To prove something supernormal.)

I shall not take up time saying how I understand it. [Pause.]

Seems easy to get that through, find out about the camp. It
is all right.

(Yes, I shall certainly find about that, because I do not
know the facts, and hence they cannot be drawn from my mind,
can they?)

No, that is a good point. Glad I thought of it. [Long pause.]

How about the “ young light.”

(Why do you ask?)

Have you done anything with her?

(No, she objects to it and the family do not care to take up
the matter at present.)

Pity. Well, we are constantly up against that, get so far and
then a blank wall.

(Yes, that is often the case. How about the control in that
ase’) [pause.]

Good. [pause.]

(Is anything the matter with that control?)

Oh yes.

‘What is the matter?)

Not consistent, sporadic. [pause.] .

‘You mean the young light?) [I thought of the Smead
Cas;, which could be thus described.]

es.

tAnything else?)

Fear I must say good night.

{All right. I will not hold you.)

Writing ceased and in a few moments the pencil dropped
from the fingers, and Mrs. Q. suddenly came to consciousness re-
membering nothing of what she had done. But she did recall
in a few minutes that at one stage of the work she thought that
what she was doing was not right and felt that she had to do it

in spite of this feeling.)

The man with a bald head and blue eyes I conje«
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(s-e-a?) Captain, but the storm on the mountain was all right.
[Pause.] Won’t you find out about it?
(When did it occur?)
Years ago, when you were almost a baby.
(Do you remember what mountains they were?)
Green.
(What Captain are you?)
[Pause.] Captain James Hyslop.
(Does James Hyslop refer to me?)
No. [Pause.] Well, drop it.
(Yes.)
[Pause.] He says it will come all right later here.
(Good.)
+ says so.
(Very well.)
[Long pause.] [Jerks and scrawls.]
[Change of control.]
Coming. [Pause.] Atmospheric conditions difficult tonight.
&Who says this?)
+

(Is this Rector?)

Yes, I want to take charge.

(Good.)

[Pause.] Very sensitive plate, you will understand; too
much so at times.

(Yes.) [Pause.]

Oh, yes, now; wait. There is a little boy. He comes and
wants to talk. No, no; don’t say that. Go and call Grandpa.
[Pause.] Now, Hyslop, do you want anything?

(Yes. Can you try to take a message to England for me and
give it to Piddington? Tell—)

Go ahead.

(Well, tell him: [sentence omitted.] Did you get that?)

[Message written as uttered.]

(Yes, that’s right. Give that there at the next meeting.)

119:10 P. M.] [Pause.]

hey are not doing much there. [Pause.]

(What is the reason?)

Bad conditions mentally surrounding experiments.

(Let me fix the pencil.) [Pencil put in better position.]
{Pause.]

Too bad. They never get much out of that light.

(Which light?)

Piper, of course I mean.

(Good. Do you know who has charge of the meetings?)

No, I think it was changed recently.
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Can you read this [The four words written from right to left
in mirror writing.]

(Yes, with a mirror.)

All right. [Pause.]

(That’s good.)

[Pause.] Good-night. R + says no more.

(Well...)

Richard. [Written in mirror writing.]

Mrs. Quentin was told that some mirror writing had been
written during the trance and she was asked if she had ever
done it before and she said she had not and that she did not
know whether she could do it or not, but she tried it and
wrote easily “can you” in mirror writing.

The only evidential hits of the sitting were those in which
the communicator referred to M. and my father as communi-
cators in the Chicago experiments. They were, and Hodgson
rightly characterized the case as having secondary personal-
ity in it. Mrs. Quentin knew nothing of the experiments.

It seems that the results in England were excellent tho
not at first. But at the time of the experiment I knew noth-
ing of what was doing in England, and could only recognize
the relevancy of what was said about Sir Oliver Lodge. But
as Mrs. Quentin knew enough about him to make this sub-
liminal I could attach no value to it. As to Mr. P., appar-
ently intended for Mr. Piddington, about whom Mrs. Quen-
tin knew absolutely nothing personally and perhaps as little
otherwise, the statement that he “ is too scientific”’ is not a
strictly correct conception. He would perhaps resent this
judgment and so would all who know his work. But in so
far as it distinguishes his less sympathetic attitude, at least
so far as it has been publicly expressed, toward spiritistic the-
ories,from that of Sir Oliver Lodge, it is correct and would be
a natural thing for Dr. Hodgson to say, tho hardly in the lan-
guage that is used.

The whole passage, however, apparently reflects an Amer-
ican temper toward the English, and it is this fact which in-
duced me to let it stand in the published record. What we
have to study in this matter is the influence of the mind of
mediums on the supernormal content which we obtain, and
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hardly have been seen by Mrs. Quentin, if we accept her
statement regarding the time she first learned of his death.
I did not myself know anything about his habits with chil-
dren at Putnam Camp, tho I saw him there twice, nor did I
know that he was accustomed to take climbs with them. All
that I had to judge him by was his kindly manner to my own
children.

Part LII of the Proceedings of the English Society, in Mrs.
Sidgwick’s article, mentions Dr. Hodgson’s fondness for chil-
dren. Mrs. Quentin’s name does not appear in the list of
members, so that she would not have seen the fact in the or-
dinary way. Besides this number of the Proceedings arrived
in this country after the date of this experiment. My own
copy of it arrived several days after the date of the sitting.

The psychological relevance of this sitting is almost past
praise, whatever we may think of its evidential relation to the
claims of the supernormal. - To those who are familiar with
these phenomena, there will appear to be considerable indica-
tion of supernormal knowledge, but such as it is would prob-
ably not impress any one not yet convinced of it. All that
can be urged regarding this is that it has the right psycho-
logical trend, with such indication of the supernormal as
persons familiar with it would appreciate.

I made inquiry of the gentleman who was Secretary of the
Tavern Club at the time of the funeral and who drew up the
report of them, to know if any detailed account of the services
had been published, and the following is his reply :—

Boston, Mass., Nov. 20th, 1907.
My dear Sir:—The details of Richard Hodgson’s funeral
services were never published in the papers as far as I have ever
known. 1 enclose you an extract from my annual report to the
Tavern Club which gives a fairly correct idea of what took

place.”
H A

The extract from the report mentioned above is too long
to quote, but it contains confirmation of the incidents men-
tioned in this sitting with Mrs. Quentin. I notice allusion to
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I think the majority of the readers of the Journal may be dis-
appointed that we have not yet received any of the valuable notes
that Dr. Hodgson left. Of course, it is possible that they are not
properly compiled for publication, but when they are ready I
think you will find a greater interest in the magazine.

Then I myself have been somewhat disappointed that we have
not heard from men like ........... (names of several important
men), or any one of the big psychologists or nerve specialists in
our country. Also of some more cases of mediumship tried under
test conditions, such as they are employing with Eusapia Pala-
dino at Naples.

Then, if you will permit a further suggestion, in my own case,
in trying to interest people, I find that the fact that you are trying
to prove spirit communication repels rather than attracts. Those
who are deeply religious are shocked! Those who are more in-
telligent say that with the rapid advance of knowledge concerning
our inner selves it is absurd to make final statements which will
probably have to be retracted at no distant date;: much of the
phenomena that claimed to be spiritistic a few years ago can now
be explained by some hitherto unknown power of the mind and
that the very large residual that remains may and very likely will
be explained in the same way as the science of psychology con-
tinues to develop.

Cordially yours,
B D

We especially welcome animadversions of this type, as
we have no other opportunity to explain the nature of the
work before us and the limitations under which it must be
done. We have often met the request for material left by
Dr. Hodgson. There has been no occasion, however, in
which good reasons existed for stating the exact facts. But
this letter offers more than an excuse to make matters clear.

In the first place we do not have the important records
left by Dr. Hodgson. The material that he had collected in
the eighteen years of his secretaryship was sifted and the best
of it taken to England, and such as was not desired or not re-
garded as suitable for publication in the English publications
was left to us. Absolutely all the records of Mrs. Piper’s
work with Dr. Hodgson, except such as were personal and
private, were taken to England and use of it will be made
there. We have inherited nothing of his work except such
as was not completed or may have its character impugne”
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the discussion, that conception is so comprehensive that it
comprises, as an explanation, everything but fraud and spir-
its. You may object to adopting these as much as you please
and wait for the “ X of unknown theory” as long as you
please. This is not an hypothesis. Then when you get X
it will be worthless as long as it is X or “ unknown.” All
legitimate hypotheses must represent the known, and that is
precisely what the spiritistic hypothesis does in that it ap-
peals to the same personal consciousness with which we
have been familiar in the living. The appeal to the unknown
only puts the matter outside the pale of correct scientific
method.

I shall not argue with Mr. Henrici regarding the relative
merits of physical and psychological phenomena in settling
the claims of spiritism. There seems to be a clear differ-
ence between us there. I shall only say that I think all psy-
chologists will agree with me on that point.and that until vou
get the psychological phenomena proving personal identity,
which the physical phenomena as such can never do. there
will be no rational solution of the spintistic problem. On
that 1 think all intelligent men will agree. Physical phenom-
ena need investigation, but if you prove them vou do not
throw any light whatever on the existence oi spirits. Ii
SpInts were once proved to exist vou might invoke latent
powers m the Living spirit, implied by its existence other than
the bram and proved by its independence. to explain what
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the end, people will learn that it is the intelligible that is the
true and not the unintelligible.

The approach to the study and solution of the problem is
not through what we desire, but through the nature and limi-
tations of Materialism. On that theory sense perception is
the only source of knowledge and the stimulus is physical.
If the mind cannot obtain any information whatever without
sense perception or independently of the recognized physical
stimuli the materialistic hypothesis holds the field, in so far
as the general evidence is concerned and thus defined. But if
I find instances in which a subject gets information by super-
normal means I must either modify my previous theory or
abandon it. Telepathy shows supernormal information not
explicable by normal sense perception and is a name for facts
which we have not yet explained. Mediumistic phenomena
like those of Mrs. Piper, Mrs. Smead, Mrs. Quentin, and Mrs.
Smith also represent the acquisition of knowledge in super-
normal ways, that is, by processes not represented in normal
sense perception. They indicate outside sources of influ-
ence, and the psychological unity of them as bearing on the
personal identity of deceased persons suggest at once the
first, and some will think, the only rational working hypoth-
esis to account for them. It matters not what the perplexi-
ties in this theory are, its capacity to explain the crucial facts
admits it to a place among explanations, and its relation to
the materialistic hypothesis which we are testing entitles it
that toleration which will make necessary the investigation of
the perplexities in it. All that Mr. Henrici imagines as objec-
tions to the spiritistic theory or as proving it inadequate
wholly mistake the issue. This is not that the mere fact of
spirits shall explain all aspects of the phenomena, but that
their existence has to be postulated or assumed, on the evi-
dence, to explain certain facts which are pertinent to that
idea. But the confusions, failures in what we expect, contra-
dictions in their statements, and evasiveness are not argu-
ments against the hypothesis. They represent phenomena
which require subsidiary explanations consistent with the
supernormal, which involves consistent evidence of a given
theory. Such a subsidiary hypothesis I offered in the dream-
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But if the phenomena are real. that is, more than pseudo-
facts. their mental! side admits them to a place within the
scope oi ail intelligible psyvchology. and this too whether
thev be subversive or not of any views we have hitherto
maintained. They mayv involve conclusions in which the
ondinary ~ empinca: ~ psvchology has no direct interest, but
tha: Jdoes not precizde a positive place ior them in the pur-
view of menial sclexxe. It might. in fact. be a good excuse
for asceniaimizg iooiler svistem of ~ uniformities ” directly
~elatal o It v wiieh Pruiessor Jastrow defines the lim-
s o Ry umae rSvVeRgiOgy.

Tz e peveilre researcier can very well take the bull by
The ores atd Qope willl iton any terms vou please.  He will
Sty X wenryowiretier ius facts and conclusions are or are
sousudiersiae of the accepted psvehology. If they are not
savvemsive e can de a'lowed a medus reends within or with-
cut the same territory.  If thev be subversive and the facts
cattor be expiained away in the ordinary manner, he will
relegute the orthodox psychologist to oblivion. And this
w: De true whether the psvchic researcher concerns himself
w:tl the existence and persistence of a soul or not. The
dcts are there and. whether subversive or not of the tradi-
tonal psychology. he is going to insist that they receive
ome kind of scientific scrutiny. The ™ empirical ” psychol-
ogist must reckon with them in some way. and either cease
his antagonism to them or certifv a natural explanation of
them. Otherwise they wiil swallow him up and make him
a servant of the interests which he now eschews.

The fact is. however. that the limitations of psychology
which Professor Jastrow and his school defend are a com-
paratively recent affair. They arose out of a protest against
the unfruitful methods of the older psvchology which was
half metaphysics and half theology and all a priori. In the
effort to introduce experiment into the field they excluded
metaphysics from it, tho they cannot ultimately be excluded
from any scientific inquiry whatever, be it physical or mental.
You may exclude bad or wrong metaphysics, but you cannot
exclude all metaphysics. This is apparent in the atomic the-

and all physical speculations about ether, ions and elec-

e,

sl
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oly cannot explain it does not set aside the normal. It only
indicaten that the normal does not cover the whole field of
mental phenomena. I can well understand Professor Jas
tow's diagust with the popular ideas of telepathic hypoth
tapy, ix they are certainly unsupported by adequate evidence
it satvavagant as they are they do not make nonsense o
pavehnlvgy wany of its normal claims. - They only defy the
tilve wt @undence. T me ™ telepathy ~ is but a name for :
A g o pooved factss \What the modus operandi o
vt b wy be L de ot know.  Bat this ignorance is no
Lty At they shall aot be accepiad as residual facts. |
hal e Ahe aitee attttnde of mimd tewand dairvoyvance. appari
AL vt TRy are teres o CTESNEINC. Nk explanations
b e AL Ry Qo B e TaEEY somme of our com
U g RN SEBAR Take csense of psychol
WL N KR QR A TN RS pevehoary advmtrs that i
VUL KMRRRNE W A DT T 2 s Theecres. I tha
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e ARG WA W el tevShoungy o 3 Sased ook
PR GEERR ST RN TROTS T 338 The Soase e
WO AT TG AR e we AT Tl woeid o
WL OIQ AN IR O UTHICIS. TR € ol Tegmm
et NSO R LN AR LSS sennl i niases S
Chy RSB RO XROW R DT DS ISEeSOIge ThES L e
Wi AWM et ARG e The it O TOT ThEES Dpomsemsd
WA AR NG A R R S ST AT R
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e AN N R WIS N N e € vV eShes Ins S
WO AN AT WY U, LT UINGH RS T VML S STV
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LR
OIS ARS AN w RO T Chim S SSre ST he e
W LY D N W, A ANt Shnetuue oo 3 ThES
NN T afe ARSET RGN N WNUTE vRGT S b
NN RNk N Temuenitnin vty e e e S
ANAY v RO T nng rr wiow eSS NUwI TeGT T oanns
WY QR AT T Doamsny awettw mwams TR The e
O N I N O o e R N N B e o~ )
Wea WM NT@ VARG RIRR ter 2 LN Tl 2 WY WO






Trenl

2oresluai
TTULATADIV i

TURel Lo TTegentiv

I W TS

. A YA
emend re at
IR UL S8 ot S SRR B

-7 oresvdual

- cTarTenr atoCue
-
- e

aTTaSe Lttt

T cee e Ter-
tTrme err
Tooamen. e e-

TeTUNRLL CYe-

T.othL wmssion
Lo e






























O Cowmna oF the Americai Sweiery for Psychical Rescarch.

Psvehic research has two considerations before it.  First
T does a0t primanily care whether its facts are *“ adjustable
T0 e grear cosmios of facts that make the psychologist re-
revt s caling ” or not.  The psychic researcher does not
=2gar i the¢ aTes of hzman knowledge as a closed circle. He
i o teason Sor treating the limits of human knowledge as
1w Tmg mare thax renzative or empirical.  For him, as for
¢ 2= -wielligent sclentific man. these limits are movable with
T Baer ey of mew facts Secondly he hopes to find some
oo osP osumsics weth the known reality. whatever may be
T Stamactessites wieh Jdistinguish the new from the old.
T ose foes vot denty the facts because he cannot assimiliate
1> v~ vmecenceived ideas or his previous experience.

S~ eegraie s obsenved moevery new physical discovery
‘st e enpected m opsychology as well.  The psychic
et e tully vecogmices his duty in this field and is per-
ov vovady e show that he lives up to it and that the oppo-
e ot ttes g trartor to lus own claimed science. if he does not
onvtedt e be progressive at all. The psychic researcher,
Sonevet, will never construe the fact that the new has not
vor eett adiested o the previously accepted * cosmos ' of
Crewivdge as an objection to its existence, but only as an
vvoenee that complete intelligibility has not been attained.
\ tit iy be wmintelligible tho true.  Understanding facts
st iportant aspect of human knowledge, but it is not
the pomany tunetion of belief.  \ssimilation. that is, applica-
tre ot the prmeiple of identity, is not proof of the reality of
4ttt edoes nothing more than save the necessity of de-
v the new tact. Philosophy has always regarded con-
Aoy as only a negative test of the truth.

Pl mnportant fact can be expressed in another way and
teomnbaed nealogeal law. To ignore or reject facts which
a7 adiustable to the great cosmos © of previous knowl-
v st aeanne that the limits of truth are fixed and that
e vonew tacts are i contradiction to the old, and so not
vicdhible  Now at s unguestionably true that contradictories
Cannot Both be toae at the same time. But it is most impor-
ot taoemank that the fact of contradiction docs not determine

hich tcrm ot the opposition is true and which false. T'o appropri-
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.re ot ver made :ateiligrble to normal experience, and I am
me e concesie thar they may never be adjusted to it.
3ur | v clwm thar the spinustic hypothesis 1s perfectly ad-
wsizoie o ortitwdox psvchology and normal experience, and
T s s erv facr winch., to my mind, commends it to the
=0sf avorabie cunsideration, if any facts are discoverable
“al Tule (U oapviicabie.
L Tier tne oubilke and many psvehic researchers have for-
~vr > 'nat cesepathy, clairvovance. and premonition are
‘w.1RS COF THCTE, Ut for processes or explanations of them.
2 oraont i omeenvmy them as explanations has been due
© - v oiewre tu get rid of the spiritistic theory of cer-
- .levwi vpenomena. In making them alterna-

~

<~ -0t nterpretations men have come to conceive
L .~ rettroone ymcesses when, as a matter of fact, we
. v e ¢ e siwy teward making them assimilable with

. oota INtwetenwce. xad perbaps cannot do so until the
Nt ooso 0 U el tesis vinch s perfectly consistent with it, has
wva, et The cmpiicatioms of that view may carry
A e e eneianaren that acvords with it and not di-
o v Wt e’ expertence. the not requiring the inter-

crieei W s esle agences to directly account for the
~aees But e seseniz stage of the investigation so much
et N ey e Professor Jastrow's position, namely,

“EOOORNENL St veyaniee. ete. have not been adjusted to

Lo e TR es ot ceendl at east in their limitations of hu-
sage ohenitdye. \D thae the psyehic researcher claims is
SR NV represent acis whose credentials are not their ad-

A% v but tons of attestation which are equal or even
Coeat A et ot the facts on which normal psychology
vo v What we hope to do s either to find the relation be-
wav e ohband the new by further investigation or to ob-

et wader generalization which shall comprehend or as-
< e both sets of facts and give a new point of view for
vy anadimy thenm,

Bt whenat coes to the spiritistic theory, or to spiritistic
pevoemena, which Professor Jastrow admits imply a trans-
lental or supernatural world. if they are true and really
heable by ordinary theories, T boldly affirm that they
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(10) We often see many small birds chasing the cuckoo,—
not sparrows of course.

(11) Been reading an article on flying machines on Saturday
and discussing the probable date of their becoming common.

(12) Have found and examined insects in dead birds.

(13) See joke in recent number of Punch. I had read a few
days before : * are the sparrows biting well? ” to angler whose fly
is flourishing about in the wind!

(14) Had listened to a lecture on Socialism the evening be-
fore and had discussed it after.

(15) A hole in a wall I had seen the day before, coping stone
still on. -

(16) Had noticed two days before a nice lot of darned stock-
ings in my drawer.

(17) In passing M. W.s house yesterday, I reflected they
must have been cramped for room before the wing was added.

(18) Had tidied my desk a bit on Saturday.

(19) When I had thrown away a German newspaper (20), I
had remembered yesterday to fold an English newspaper in a
special shape to suit the Sunday cyclist’s pocket. All the news-
papers in my dream were folded wrongly !

(21) Had seen a milk stain on the nurse’s skirt yesterday
morning.

(22) Before going to sleep I had noticed that the shadow of
the center chandelier,—cast by two gas jets across the room,—
made a good design.

(23) Got Oscar \ilde’s life early this week.

(24) Had thought, re 21, “ Shall I suggest its removal?”

(25) Six years ago, when the nursery wall was color washed.
the design of the washed-off paper would show through in certain
lights ; invisible in others.

It only occurs to me as I read this over that at sixteen or sev-
enteen stockings may have suggested stock. M. W. does keep a
shop. but not for clothing.
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"*z T GCeTesT  oasncr - Mr tins teascn. [ Bave hoped
~. g»‘ ZaT F3¥STITTE X LA CxJesTmers zai kave oied to do
. mnammmw;ﬂm-@mﬂ
o~ ’_z.:‘gcr el mer Imsiemd 3 opgosel 5 ~he ez So [ have
‘mﬁﬁcmmkdmazﬁgmm wihich I
war oumbcms *Bzr | —ast gz bedrnd e anf car of mind. espe-
<ally m ter Tustam¥ s acoumm. Tha: amimnie Bas been kept
alive by ber nodness i Sscossing her experiemces and asking
e what new things I bave iearned. 1 dar’: comsdder it proof of
Ay crvoyam capacty. bst 11 seems scgpescve

5e has 1942 me of kaving the experence az might of having
a7 bod vidlently shaken and of bearing iond raps at those times,
znv‘alsomhanngdrfxsopwo‘mhumndmhchouse,
when oo physical being was

Wit hthuyremmnan' I will say tha: l i:nreicmdn:womzn
*5vsw a physical repuision towards an object tha: seemned to me to
i as incapable oi giving an unpleasant impress>sc as a piece of

siik thread. That repulsion was shown throogh the semse of
wch aiome. In the case reierred to. |1 had formshed the object,
which was an anonymous gift to me. There were iour people,
anyrme of whom might have sent it to me. but the description 1
got of the person coincided very remarkably with one of the four,
-tscnwanaccountoftheeycsandashghtaffecnonoxtbe
chest.  The person in question is one to whom the psychic would
have a peculiarly strong av , as | happen 10 know. [ have
not been successful in learning if the person who was described
4irl actually send me the object, so there is no verificaion. The
description did fit one of four possible donors. and it was accurate
encugh so that two different members of my family. who heard
the description separately, immediately named the same person,
~#he was not the one 1 had in mind as the most likely donor.

It has occurred to me that if this discerning capacity or inner
vition uses the special senses at all,—and there seems to be good
evidence that it does use them,—that the sense of touch offers the
readiest and most perfect means of reaching the object. That
«eems 10 he the starting point or basis of all the special senses.
There is at least one statement made by apparently competent
anthority that the sensory system can change the location of the
«pecial wenses,  In Appendix D., of Mr. Funk’s “ Psychic Riddle.”
Lombroseo is quoted as saying: * She completely lost the faculty
of sigght, so far as her eyes were concerned, but was able to see
with the tip of her ear. Subsequently her taste was transplanted
to her knee; her sense of smell to her toes.” At any rate, the
sense of touch is the most vital and elemental of all the senses.
That requires no demonstration even to those who would accuse
me of offering a superfluity of hypotheses.

If T happen to be so constituted as to see an occasional appari-
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mous gift to me, I neglected to say that all the possible donors
live 2,000 miles from the city where the medium and I happen to

reside.
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Each fill out what the other lacks, more power and generates
force.

(Are you tired?)

No.

(Are you conscious when we joke and laugh?)

Yes.

(Do you laugh?)

Yes, indeed.

(Do you cry?)

We grieve.

[It was mentioned at this time that somebody had once called
up a noted doctor and obtained valuable advice and it was desired
to try the experiment.]

(Can you get Dr. Scott?)

Yes, but children, do not try that sort of thing. It is futile.
You are your own best doctors when you follow the dictates of
reason.

(Can you see into the future?)

Could not possibly explain that peculiar attribute to you.

(Can you see into the future?)

Yes, but not in the way you mean.

(Do you possess faculties that we do not?)

Yes, many. )

(;s it possible to explain faculties that you possess and we do
not?

A hundred times no.

(How do you acquire them?)

Little by little we come to them.

(Are we in full possession of our faculties immediately after
death?)

No.

(Why not?)

Must become adjusted o new environments.

(Is there a psychic cord which connects soul and body after
death?)

Yes.

(What becomes of people with diseased minds?)

They never can communicate because when they come back
to your atmosphere the remembrance becomes so strong they go
backwards.

(Do their minds become healthy ?)

Yes, after a little.

(What is electricity ?)

Life.

(Are you tired yet?)

Yes.
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Yes.

(Is this Geo. Bell?)

Yes.

(Will you identify yourself to Mr. F.?)
Boys games.

(Anything more?)

J. knows.

(J. who?)

John.

(John who?)

What is the matter with you?

(Can you identify yourself in any other way to Mr. F.?)
N

o.

(What do you mean by boys games?)
We watched them once together.
(Where?)
New York Polo grounds.
(Can you give me the date?) [By Mr. F.]
No.
(Who was with us at the time?)

Alone.

(What was the game?)

Do not remember.

(Will you tell the name of the Dr. who attended you in your
last illness at Morristown?)

Flint. [Name was in mind of Mrs. Q.]

(Any other Dr.?)

Snow.

(Who is writing this?)

Allen.

(When did you take Mr. Bell’s place in writing?)

George is not here.

(Did you summon him?)

He cannot write. .

(Would it be very difficult for you to go to Morristown and
see what Mrs. F. is doing?)

Try. [Start 8:5814.]

(Summon Mrs. S.)

I am here.

(Is this Mrs. B.?)

Yes.

(When you went before to Liakewood you did not report cor-
rectly about Mrs. M.)

Go to Lakewood now. [9:00 P. M.]

(Is it E’s subconscious mind that moves the glass?)

Yes.



" A Record of Experiments. 217

(Who wrote that answer?) [By Mr. M.]

Mother.

(Whose Mother?)

Yours.

(What force assists in moving this glass?) A

We influence here [probably continuance of answer to third
question above this.]

(Who do you mean by we?)

All that are summoned from this side.

Maude is brushing her hair. [Report from Lakewood 9:0814.]

(Is this Mrs. B.?)

Yes.

(In what room?)

Hers.

Reading. [9:11)5 report from Morristown.]

(Who is reading?)

Mary.

(Who is writing this?)

Allen.

(In what room?)

Library.

(Is anyone with her?)

No.

(Newspaper or book?)

Magazine.

(What magazine?)

Do not know.

B. call up Mrs. B. [Mrs. Q. and H. B. working glass.]

(Any message for me?)

Why do you require so many tests?

(Wanted tests to prove that you are really there.)

I wish I could make you understand.

(What is your occupation?)

I am only learning what all of you are reaching now.

(What do you mean by this?)

Understanding of life.

(Who is here?) [Mrs. Q. and Mr. B. working glass.]

Matty.

(Can you identify yourself to me again?) [Mental by Mr. M.]

o.
(Try.) [Mental by Mr. M.]

You can wait awhile.

(Is Allen here?)

Yes.

(Have you met Richard Hodgson?)
Yes, he is not clear yet.
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(Can you work this without touching it?)
[Tried but glass did not move.]

[Mrs. Q. alone.] [Glass went past in circle.]
Why did you move in that way? Grandma.
(Is Allen here?)

Yes.

(Who is this writing now?) [Glass moved rapidly in a
circle.]

Marietta.

[Mental question by R. B.] [Personal.]

Yes.

[Mental question by R. B.] [Personal.]

Not now.

[Marietta summoned.]

I am ready.

(Is this Mother writing?) [By Mr. M.]

Yes.

(Will you try to identify yourself once more?)

Phonny and Malville.

(Repeat?)

Phonny and Malville. .

(Is my friend Hollybridge there?) [By J. Farnham.]

No.

(Can you summon her?)

Him.

(Can he come?)

Send your thought to Hollybridge.

(I am sending my thought to him. Cannot Allen help me?)

That is how you summon us.

(1f Hollybridge is there will he speak to me?)

Try. Medium undeveloped.

'(I‘How long will it be before I can talk to him?)

ry.

(Who is there?)

He can talk through Allen.

(Is Allen here?)

[No time given for answer.]

(Will Hollybridge tell me something he and I knew about?)

He says he has come to believe in what you and he used to
talk of. You know, he was somewhat of a scoffer. [Correct.]

(Can he spell the name of a mutual friend of ours to whom he
wrote just before his death?)

William. [Incorrect.]

(Any other name?)

Forget.
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(Will you identify yourself by telling me where you spent a
part of your life in the east?)

India. [Not correct.]

(What part of India?)

North. [Not correct.]

(What province?)

Hills. [Incorrect.]

(Where did you die?)

New York. [Incorrect.]

(Who is here outside of Abner, etc.?)

Father. I am not good at this.

(What is your name? [By Mr. M.]

John. [Correct.]

(What else?)

Murray. [Correct. Mrs. Q. knew this, but not the John.
She knew it was J.]

(Is my mother here? [By Mr. M.]

Well what do you want?

(You said the other night this writing did E good and did
you Tgood. What do you mean by doing you good?)

his is part of our evolution here.

(Is Mr. F. right about telepathy?)

Right only in part.

(In what part?)

The subconscious mind easily receives when all the doors
are open.

(What do you mean by all doors are open?)

Into the psychic life. Doors of the soul and mind.

(Where is Mr. F. wrong?)

We are behind.

(Will you give us some demonstration of this?)

We cannot demonstrate more than this; do you not feel the
power and force behind?

(If you are here cannot you by sound indicate your pres-
ence?) [By Mr. F.]

No: must use the organism only as it is capable.

(Have raps any connection with spirits?)

No.

(What are they?)

Psychic forces. I told you the other night you all had a
power not understood.

(Can you explain the evolution you spoke of ?)

The psychic force has evolved during all time, with you the
evolution is necessarily slow, but with us only sometimes you in-
terfere, that is why I say Ede helped us.

(Do you know a psychic when you see one?)
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-We know a psychic at once, feel the light.

(How do you know about persons at a distance?)
Atmosphere projects itself.

(Can Mr. F. work this?)

No.

(Why not?)

No psychic understanding.

(How can Mr. F. get a psychic understanding?)
Your doors are not open.

(How do we interfere?)

By not helping.

(Can you identify yourself to me again?)
Seawanhaka is burned to the ground, do you remember how

we jumped out of the carriage? [Correct.]

The incident purporting to come from Mr. George Bell
is not recognizable by Mr. Farnham. But there is no neces-
sary reason for supposing him present on any theory of the
facts. Mr. B.’s brother announced himself at first and the
answers to the questions may imply nothing more than the
fact that Mr. Bell is on “ the other side,” not that he is pres-
ent to communicate. The latter is the most apparent inter-
pretation from the language, but this kind of confusion is so
frequent that, apart from evidential considerations, we have
to allow for it. The names of Drs. Flint and Snow have no
relevance in this connection and none other in the mind of
Mr. Farnham. _ -

It seems that the Mary referred to was reading in the
library at the time, many miles distant. She was not reading
a magazine, but she was reading a paper covered book that
resembled a magazine. Mary was the name of Mr. Farn-
ham’s wife. Mrs. Q. did not know her name, and she was
never called this. She is called Minnie. She could not re-
member whether she had brushed her hair at that time.

“ Phonny and Malville ” is the name of a funny old story
read in the family when the persons present were children.

Mrs. Q. knew all about the burning of the Seawanhaka
and the incident referred to here.
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might proceed at an almost indefinitely rapid rate. Granted.
then, that this degree of receptivity is once established (in
some unknown way) and the consequent inrush of energy
follows, and we can see how, on this theory, these ‘ miracu-
lous’ cures are wrought. On the commonly accepted the-
ories, I contend, any explanation is at present quite impos-
sible and practically inconceivable.”

Upon many other points the book under review will be
found of great interest to the psychical researcher, as to any
man who has a wider conception of the sciences and of the
Universe than present day materialism affords. Dr. Rabag-
liati, in a most scholarly and interesting Introduction, insists
upon this over and over again, and, in one sense, may be said
to have attacked the law of the persistence of matter as Mr.
Carrington has attacked the law of Conservation of Energy.
They are both to be complimented upon their pluck in attack-
ing two of the most settled and well-grounded theories (sup-
posedly) in the history of science: and whether established or
not, it cannot be gainsaid that the facts and arguments
brought forward in this book will have to be met and an-
swered by anyone who undertakes to defend the older and
more orthodox views, now accepted. I can but commend
the work under review to all thoughtful students, and feel
assured that they will be amply repaid both in health and
mental growth by a careful perusal of its interesting pages.
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important work that has to be neglected simply because we
require the means for adequate assistance, precisely as Dr.
Hodgson had to disregard many demands on his time and
power for investigation.

The letter which we publish from Dr. Howard N. Brown
is the sequel of some correspondence during which I asked
him to permit the use of his last missive. I suggested, how-
ever, that he might wish to write out his position in a way
that would suit him better. The present letter is the result.
Such correspondence will aid in clearing the atmosphere in
this complicated subject, it is to be encouraged. It is not a
letter that is designed to provoke any controversies, but is
one of exposition regarding the writer’s conception of the ex-
planation which seems to him possible regarding the Piper
and similar phenomena. At some later time we shall have to
discuss what is meant by the theory of “ possession,” but at
present it would savor of the desire to controvert what is at
least a perfectly legitimate working hypothesis and what in
some cases probably is the correct explanation, if we were to
undertake any exposition or discussion of other points of
view.
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as to permit a strange tenant to come in, like a hermit crab, and

acquire the temporary residence? In fact, this crab gets no

chance till the former tenant is dead. Is it probable that two
ersonalities can hold a place together in any living body? And

if one can be thrust out to make room for another, witchcraft

certainly becomes possible, if one believes that bad spirits exist.

It is to be objected again that what is received through the
trance consciousness of the medium’s mind does not correspond
very well to this hypothesis, that another spirit (not the medi-
um's own spirit) is using that set of nerves and muscles to write
or to talk. One who was trying to write by means of a type-
writer where the key-board was unfamiliar to him would make
many mistakes: but these would be consistently scattered
through the whole of his work. In such writing one would not
be likely to find twenty sentences horribly misspelled and then
the twenty-first substantially correct. But in the record of se-
ances now spread before us we do discover something like that.
There are pages and pages that are wholly valueless and then a
brief gleam of something that is really startling as a manifesta-
tion of supernormal intelligence. This does not look as if a
spirit from another world were then in possession and only
troubled by the dithculty of converting a strange instrument to
its use.

Meanwhile I take it that there is nothing in our ordinary life
to substantiate a theory of " possession.” There is good evi-
dence for at least a limited power of telepathy in many minds.
The alleged fact of communication over quite a distance without
speech is, in itseli. perhaps, no more astounding or unbelievable
than that of wireless telegraphy. At all events the fact that im-
pressions and images may be conveved irom mind to mind is
now asserted on respectable authornity.  Moreover it is quite
possible that some ifaculty of this sort has played a conspicuous
part in earlier human life. Some naturalists have inferred irom
thetr ohservations of animals that they possessed traces of such a
mystericus @it. It is possible that the subinminal human mind
comtains mach of this facuizy and that in the trance state this
mind ts pevuliariy sosceptihle 0 telepathic impressions.

Alragecher why s it not a perfectly reasonadle hvpothesis.
grantiing the exiszence of spirits, that here s thelr one apen chan-
rel I commoricatior with o Ther can mpmess woands and
PIOTTTeS. perhans aise ideas. znowm the constrausness o certain
persons. lled medizms, wha are ahe o pul theis minds into
that sate of Tmamce whes sovk ImprtesaoTs AT Uiost easilv re-
ceivei  Thudadlv. Dowever. this wanid wet N sasocmplished
withoot 3 ermad= amaest o ERculv which =gkt socoont for

the a0t that whas is goe of real vRine &8 avideme annests much
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The publicity which has been given to this important field of research,
through the occasional ammouncements of results achieved by both the English
and American Societies, has awakened such a widespread interest among intel-
ligervl:t and thinking people that cur office is flooded with mnquiries about the
work.

To make a proper use of this splendid opportmity Dr. Hyslop needs to
be freed from the petty office routine so that be can give his whole time and
energy to the solution of the great problem. This will require an increase in
the staff of assistants and office help. And this, as well as the larger offices,
cannot be had without additional funds.

The fund of $25,000 which Dr. Hyslop succeeded in raising before com-
mencing the active campaign cannot be used for other thaa the original inves-
tigations and certain publications. Hence the need of additional sources of
revenue.

Fventually the membership fees will take care of this part of the fimances.
But that cannot be expected till the 5,000 mark is reached There are less
than 1,000 members at present, and additions are being made at the rate of
only about sixty a month, so that it can readily be seen that two or three years
must elapse before the required number will be obtained

In the meantime the pioneers—those who may be interested emough to
make some personal sacrifice for the sake of supplying the funds—must be re-
lied upon to come to the rescue and so prevent the defeat of this undertaking,
the success of which is so vital to the world’s progress.

Now then, to obtain the $5,000 necessary for this emergency, the following
plan is proposed:

Let every member, willinlgl to make the sacrifice, pledge to give a certain
sum annually, in addition to the usual fee, for 4 period of five years, the same
to be paid in quarterly installments, or annually, as may be preferred. In
order to get everyone to lend a hand, according to his means, the following
schedule is suggested:

50 persons paying $zg.oo a year would make a total of $1,000.00
«“ g l 'w ““ “ “* “ [ “ “

75 1,200.00
'(‘, 4 .. lZ.w " . . “ €“ " “ I,m.w
'25 o g s'w “ “ ‘o " [ “ ““ sso-m
ls() " . 4'w " " ““ " ““ “ “ M'w
‘(” ‘" " J'w “ o ““ [ “ " . m.w
700 $5,250.00

This sum, paid annually, in addition to the membership fees will insure
the progress of the work.

Ql‘hnt the sacrifice of the donors may be made the more effective it is pro-
posed to send the publications to some person or persons named by the donor
up to the amount of this extra contribution. For example, the one who con-
tributes $20.00 will be entitled to name four cfersons to whom the JournaL
will be sent, or two to whom the Journal and Proceepings will be sent. In
this way every one who pays $5.00 will add an additional reader to the Soci-
ety's publications, and thus become a missionary for spreading the knowledge
of paychic reaearch. .

ithout delay, please write a letter to Dr. Hyslop, or the undersigned,
giving your subacription to the support of this Oftice Fund.
WILLIAM S. CRANDALL,
Tribune Building,
New York City.
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for Psychical Research which announced that such things as
telepathy were proved facts. made many otherwise cautious
persons think that, perhaps. there was something in the
claims of physical phenomena, seeing that scepticism had to
yield its position on a part of the field claimed by Spiritual-
ists. The consequence was. and is ever since that time, that
a renewed interest was aroused in physical phenomena, es-
pecially of the materialization type. The scientific man ridi-
culed and ridicules it as vigorously as ever, but the common
mind turns to it with an avidity that defies warning and con-
stant exposure. \What is the reason for this?> Is it mere
curiosity > Or is it merely distrust of the intelligent classes?
Is it wholly ignorance that leads the class off to illusions of
this kind ?

It is the habit of the intelligent classes to look at the
phenomenon in this way. to attribute the delusion to ignor-
ance alone or to interest in sensational things. The intellec-
tuals seem secure in the knowledge of facts which protects
them against this craze and delusion, and naturally ridicule
the plebeian habit and interest as due entirely to the lack of
information in regard to the methods of tricksters.

But this view is not wholly true. No doubt ordinary ig-
norance of trickery is an important factor in the tendency to
run after certain types of phenomena. But it is not the
whole reason for it and the intellectuals are quite as ignorant
of the reason for it as the other class is of the point of view
which protects the intellectuals from delusion. I want to
discuss this matter at some length and to show a psycholog-
ical fact which explains the natural interest in physical phe-
nomena and also shows why the scientific mind does not
turn in that direction, when it knows the problem, for the so-
lution of which it seeks. I cannot even explain what the prob-
lem is until I have explained some fundamental conceptions
of psychology. These are personality and personal identity.
The necessity, however, of beginning with a preliminary an-
alysis and definition of this kind is made apparent by the re-
mark which I must first mention, namely, that to one of these
classes personality and personal identity are measured by
purely physical conceptions, what they can see and feel and
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sion of the mouth, the movement of the limbs: not any one
of these or many other actions and qualities, but the ensemble
of them as persistently occurring together. They are all
qualities that are perceptible to the senses and we use them
in our thoughts to identify a given friend or acquaintance.
\We conceive them as the essential characteristics of the per-
son in mind and always look for them or picture them to our
imagination, when we wish to think of a given man or wo-
man. Unless we can find them in the real person before our
vision or other sense perception we refuse to recognize that
individual.  Our whole conception of their person or person-
ality is emhodied in the presence of those visible. tangible,
aundible characteristics. The articles by Mr. Alexander in
the Journal of the previous vear and the first of the present
vear, (Vol. L, pp. 443-459. 547-304: Vol IL. pp. 1-23). illus-
trate the conceptions by which we physically represent per-
sonality to ourselves in our daily life and thinking.

The majority of people think of this personality in visual
terms. That is, thev picture to thewr munds what they have
seen in common experence as the real person. The face,
eves. hair, muscunlar oxpression. movements, etc.. all are
taken for the pervon. #nd to IENSOry experience it is so. and
in proportion & peapke $te what psychologists call visual-
izers. that w, niapesed to interpret their experience in
terms of \ives wswres and forms, will they think of person-
alitn as s viual phesomenon. The sense of vision is our
mang et ol iz many respects. It is the sense which
enahlen W anticipate the other senses in many situations.
Tewr e G S WE need in this way to be protected against in-
e BN CNGES which the senses of touch and hearing cannot
serviehe beforehand, will we form the habit of depending
yp ision. and this being the sense which can anticipate
apeuiMe tactual and aural experiences it becomes the one
whch we use most frequently in the interpretation of the
peaning of things. In this manner it becomes the sense
whose conceptions form the standard of measurement for the

reality of all things. Only those who represent the unusual
types that are called motiles and audiles, and these are ex-
ceedingly rare, will serve as exceptions. A motile is one who
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hence with this conception of it he approaches psychic prob-
lems in 2 manner quite different from the layman.

Personal identity will not be much different irom person-
alnty. In normal liie they are either one and the same thing
or they are so closely associated that we would not require
to distinguish between them for any practical purposes. In
the abnormal life. they can be distinguished apparently by
the cases in which the sense of personal identity is or seems
to be lost.  For clear thinking. thereifore. we may distinguish
personal identity from mere personality by the fact that it
adds the :dea of likeness or sameness to that of merely asso-
ciated and remembered mental events. In the normal per-
somn. personal identity involves some continuity or sameness
of the mental events through time. It is usually associated
clearly with seli-consciousness. There may be identity of
mental state: associated without this sense oi it. so that per-
sonzl ientity does not depend upon the consciousness of it.
But tne clearest and healthiest type of it is that in which our
2ermal memory and mental stream retain their integrity.

For the layman this identity would not be the mental
stream o7 group of states. but the retention through time of
umiiarity or identity oi physical iorm and expression. visual,
tactuzi and aural phenomena. No doubt the natural index
for aii of vs in determining the dentity of those we know is
iust this phvsical expression. but when we examine the mat-
ter carefuily it is not the final test.  \We require to know that
the mental stream has retained its integrity. ts memory and
command of past experience. Hence we always come to the
philosopher’s point of view when we wish to ascertain the
real constitution of personality and personal identity. This
personal identity i1s primarily determined by the identity or
sameness of the mental states. In ourselves we decide this
by seli-conscious memory : in others by learning oi the recall
of past events which we can believe to have been known by
the persons concerned. This is particularly true when iriends
have been separated ior a long time and have changed be-
vond physical recognition. \We rely upon the narration of
the past to prove personal identity. I mean. oi course, in
normal life. I am not here speaking of mediumistic experi-



























I OO O O8I el It i LT

mSnence 18 LIVEITE
TEVEITR

iCiousn

o

e ma ot T

PRt gl

©be tor v umnnos
elligent miemmize v

creiy 77 2k

:
¢ fncarnate rm -
e Lol O TR .
Trete fotm L vmee s : T -
: e T )
o coe .o o .
ot al .-
- H o
b ..

. -
U

Lol T N o
S0t B andi . e )
Tete ot T e, oo s )
Az e, A TN et - ' o !
' 3 ;ah

cion of
to func-















- - - [ . . - . [
- ™ : el SIS
- - - - - - -
) - - o - -l . Tz
- - - eea- -
R Tolata Lz
. —
.. - - -
. el .

N wes TR Cwemess it Ty s s
e v
Yes. e o el e mraent

talking. _
(Why

Because Witer coniusion )
to your atmoss hrings it
’ eroennd was Sy

Yes. S AR TTUNY
e oavw Roow tiie cause D







276 Journal of the American Sociely for Psychical Research.

[H. W. B. exclaimed, “ \Why, he was so spiritual I should not
have thought he would have much to learn” and the glass
wrote—] he was well prepared but he has ages of progress here
to learn.

i\Will he speak to me later?)

1 think so, by and by. Please make opportunity to talk, now
you have iound the way.

(Call Frances) [by Mrs. J. W. B.]

1 am here, Mamma.

{Do you realize how vour mother loves vou?)

Of course I do. there is so much love here but I get yours
quite clear.

{Who taught vou 1o talk?)

Why we learn everyvthing here just as you do. I learned to
talk as they do here.

{(What are you doing?)

Going to school

{Who is vour teacher?)

We have a great many angels. Grandmamma says they are
people who have not had little children on earth. but love them
very much

(Who took care of you before your Grandmother came?)

My own angel

{What was her name?)

Mara.

(Who was Mary G. P. referred to?)

Grandmamma.. the other one [there was no grandmother
named Mary, but an Aunt.]

(Summon Mrs. R B.) [by Mr. R. B]

Henrietta

(Can vou tell me if Kate Millen is dead?)

No. I do not think so.

(Can you give me her address in Ireland?)

Can't do it. Think it was Co Sligo. but do not know the
town.

(Have you any message for me to-night?)

Do not let the children worry you. It will all come out right.

{Are you always near me to advise?)

No. you must use your own judgment.

(I want my mother) [by Mr. M.] (What is the matrer with
Bobs) [by H. M.]

Now. Maude. listen to me. Bobs is a2 combination of manv
varied characteristics. Go slowly with him and do not expe&
100 much of a baby.

tAm I on the night track with him?)

Yes.
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August 5th, 1906.

Present: Mr. and Mrs. M., Mr. and Mrs. S., Mrs. Q. working
glass.

(Is G. P. here?)

All right.

(Why do not mental questions succeed with this medium?)

Cannot make her mind calm enough.

(Where is the M family?) [Asked mentally by all.]

No.

(Will she [Mrs. Q.] ever succeed at these mental questions?)
[Asked mentally by all.]

Not in that sense.

(What sense?) [Mentally by all.]

Future developments will show.

(What were the original questions?) [Mentally by all, viz.,
questions previous to last.]

Last night.

(What question did you answer?)

Twins made Mrs. Q. think of last night.

(Answer question: “ What was the original question "'?)

G. P

(Is Mrs. Q. answering these questions or are you [G. P.]
answering them?)

I answer this one but of course the telepathic ones I let alone
if you are doing it for experiment.

(Kindly help us all you can—we are most anxious to learn as
Mr. Hyslop has requested us to experiment. Answer this: What
do you think of the breaking up of the S. P. R.? [Asked men-
tally.]

Power of mind over death.

(That does not answer our question, try again.)

Yes, if it is done the right way.

(If what is done the right way?)

Contact.

(What is this book?) [book held by Mr. M. and not known by
anyone what the book was.]

Harvard. [Correct, book was Harvard College class book.]

(Give us some quotation and page?)

Best advancement, page seven [wrong.]

(Try again.)

Delta Psi, page two thirty-six [wrong].

(Can you [G. P.] open this book if I put it on the table?)

Try.

(Book placed on table.)

[Did not open.]

(Can we help you?)
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against interruption. Speaking through Mrs. Q. you all demand
questions. Why is this?)

That is automatic writing. This is a little different and re-
quires different methods.

[Mental by Mr. M.] (Where was Father when he wrote his
last letter to me?)

Off course.

[Mental by H. M.] (Where did Miss F. go for me this after-
noon.)

Too lazy. [Not relevant.]

(Repeat. Of what question was “ too lazy ” the answer?)

The result of a side issue in E.’s mind; shall I give it to you?

(Please do.)

E. wondered if Helen wondered why she did not go to the
beach and replied herself. The thought was so monetary she
may not have caught it if in her normal consciousness. This is
always a menace to our communications. [This occurred in Mrs.
Q.’s mind about four hours previously.] [“E.” for Mrs. Q.]

(Of what question was “ Off course ” the answer to?)

Don’t know.

(Why did you write it?)

I did not.

(Can Mrs. Q.’s subconscious mind operate this board without
your help?)

Yes, of course; that is what I meant when I said this is con-
stantly a menace. Sometimes we can impress our personalities
on hers and the next moment we must bow subservient to her
subconscious organism. She cannot control this in any way.

[Discussion about subconscious mind, some claiming that
most all of these things could be done subconsciously.]

(What do you think the best way of proving the existence of
spirits?)

It can only be done as Hyslop says, by the merest trivialities
occurring in the midst of other incidents.

(What have I here?) [by Mr. M. and not known to anyone
else.]

Pamphlet. [Right.]

(What’s on the outside?)

School. [Wrong.]

(Try again.)

Sermon. [\Wrong.]

(What have I in my hand?) [by H. C.] [Mr. M. and Mrs.
Q. working glass.]

Pamphlet on wall papers. [Wrong.]

(Try again.)

Keppel Whistler. [Right.]
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(Do I [Mr. M.] help you with Mrs. Q.?)

Yes.

[Mental by Mr. Q.] (Where was Aunt M. this afternoon?)
Without doubt. [Not relevant.]

(Write the question you answered.)

Don’t know. Try another from Helen.

(Who is writing?)

G P

[Mental by H. M.] (Would my walls look better grey or
pink?)

October.

[Mental by H. M.] (Could Mr. M. get my mental questions
at all?)

Dogmatic.

(Will Abner answer H. M.’s mental question?)

[Mental by H. M.] (Do you [Abner] know that Father lost
your gold watch?)

Because he did not know.

(What do you mean?)

Do not mean any darned thing.

(Who is writing?)

G. P.

I am told by Mrs. Quentin that “ Keppel Whistler ” is
not the correct name, but this stands in the record sent to
me. The most that can be said now is that the real name
which she knew was that of a book on furniture.

November 11th, 1906.

Present: Mr. and Mrs. M., Mr. and Mrs. A. O., Mr. and Mrs.
Q. M]r. R. B, Mrs. Q. working glass. [Mrs. A. O. asks ques-
tions.

(Anybody like to talk to me?)

Mother.

(Whose mother?)

Bessie. [Mrs. A. O. says her mother used to call her Bessie.
Mrs. Q. did not know this, nor that Mrs. O.’s mother was dead,
nor anything of the succeeding facts.]

(Identify yourself.)

Prayers: sea. [Identification good.]

(For whom?)

Brother Will. [Correct.]

(Mrs. A. O. asked if her brother Will wanted to speak to her.)

Yes—No.

(Can he tell me where his sword is?)
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He can’t speak but says he put it in the hall closet under the
stairs. [Correct.]

(Why can’t he speak?)

Not clear when he tries to connect with your atmosphere.

(Who is talking for Will?)

Mother.

(What made your portrait fall?)

Rat. Loosened the nail in the plaster. [When the portrait
fell the wire was unbroken. Portrait was hung from nail but it
is not known whether nail came out or not.]

(Where was the portrait?)

Sister’s.

(What is her name?)

ary.

(That [Mary] is wrong. Try again.)

Mar—Mar—[very slowly] [pause] garret [name of another
sister dead.]

(Do you know what became of the mahogany table?)

Gave it to Pete.

(Who is Pete?)

Gardener. [Mrs. A. O. after thinking some time remembered
there was a gardener named Pete.]

(What did you give him the table for?)

Good boy—Iliked him.

(Why do I always dream of you?) [Mrs. A. O. meant be-
fore i:l catastrophe but did not say so for fear of giving Mrs. Q. a
hint.

Because I try to warn you. I feel things coming to you.

(What good does it do to warn me?)

Makes you careful.

(Are you and William in the same sphere?)

We can communicate, but we are not in the same circle.

(Are you and Grandma in the same circle?)

No, she is beyond.

(Have you seen my other brother?)

Yes.

(What'’s his name?)

Jack. [Correct for living brother.]

(Want brother on the other side.)

Henry—Hal—

(What was he called by?)

Hal. [Right, did not remember it at first. Name was Henry
Albert.]

(What is on Albert’s tombstone?)

Lamb. [Right.]

(What took place in the Mt. Vernon Place room?)
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just handed it to him. I only heard the maid enter, as it was
ampossible for me to see her, as I was placed on the chair. The
above took place within the past month.
Yours very sincerely,
E— K. S——.

I wrote to the dentist named in the account of experiences
in his presence and he writes in reply as follows:—

New York, February 19th, 1908.
My dear Dr. Hyslop:—

The letter from Mrs. S—— was received at your hands in
good time and I am pleased to answer all the questions in the
affirmative and furthermore I will say that I think Mrs. S—— a
very superior reader, an earnest seeker after truth and scrupu-

lously honest.
E— F. B—.

He then interlined the letter of Mrs. S—— with specific
confirmation of each incident. Of the first, he says:—* The
above is just as it occurred,” and signs it. To the second he
appends the word “ Correct.” The third he says is “ prac-
tically correct.” Regarding the incident related to Dr. Beck-
with, he says:—*“ I knew Dr. Beckwith, dentist, well, and
what she said of him is correct.” Of the next he writes:—
* Correct and as I thought, a remarkable case of mind read-
ing."” Of the chain incident he says:—‘ One of the best
tests I have seen with Mrs. S——."
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the mere memory picture. The sensation involved in the
actual perception of a similar face could act more readily on
reproduction than the subjective picture. The delicacy of
the differences between the sensory and the memory im-
pressions may suggest the possible sources of the influence of
articles in the case under discussion.

JAMES H. HYSLOP.
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The following is the Treasurer’s Report since January
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Expenses
Publications..........ccovviniiennennn. $1,274.54
Investigations....................oo... 1,020.44
Salaries of Assistants................... 1,020.00
Membership and Publication Committee.. 675.01
Printing and Supplies................... 5I5.55
Typewriter, Desk, etc................... 214.36
Stamps....ciiiii i e 225.00
Sundries............oiiiiiii i, 210.90

Total..........ooiiiiiii.... $5,055.70
JAMES H. HYSLOP,
Treasurer.

The receipts from Membership Fees and other sources
during the period named are as follows.

Membership Fees...................... $3,705.00
Payments for Sittings................... 260.00
Sales of Books...........cooiiieiia... 22.50
Reprints........cooviiiiiiiiiiiian... 20.00
























































































































346  Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research.

sense of humor would discover to be rather embarrassing,
except for its respectability with the social set.

The man who does his own thinking will find the book a
most valuable one. Nothing will give him a clearer idea of
what he has to believe, and this without adequate evidence,
to escape the spiritistic theory, and anything which shows
him so conclusively how much he has to accept as an alter-
native will induce him to inquire further, unless he has more
prejudice than most spiritists. ‘This is precisely what psy-
chical researchers desire, and there is everything to welcome
in sceptical works which display more imagination and cred-
ulity than believers. But for this tendency it would hardly
be subject to criticism at all, and we may well excuse this for
the stimulus which it will giye to healthy reflection.
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tury Questions,” by Freeman Clark in the place described, but
could not find “ Animals have Souls” and asked again what

page.]

Middle of pen, put the Book down and let it open.

[This was tried and did not succeed and we asked for further
directions.]

Little before middle of book “ Have Animals Souls” on top
of page. [Correct.]

The notes in the record sufficiently explain the strength
and weakness of this sitting. The experiments were those
of clairvoyance and have their weight. How much Mrs. Q.’s
memory of any special case from casual reading of the book
may have affected the result will have to be left to individual
judgment. To test her against objections of this kind, books
that she never saw would have to be used. This was actually
the case in some instances of success, and the errors in others
rather favor such limitations for subconscious memory as
would make many claims for its powers worthless.
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things | never thought of.  Explain to me ii these or amything
eloe | can 4 will help you—you will receive them giadly.

One thing | forgot about Ella B———, 1 once did her a
fayenr- -when all friends scemed to leave her—I afways will be-
lieve she came 10 me to repay that kindness. Well. s ome writer
hae v4id, * If you have had a kindness shown—pass it on. pass it
o ; until in fleaven the deed appears, pass it on—pass it on—Pass
itan”  With beat wishes to you and all mankind,

I am respectiully,

The following letter was dated September 3oth. but it
was apparently written on October 1st.

Mansfield, Ohio, September 30th. 1907.
James H. Hynlop,

My dear Sir: One thing I forgot in yesterday’s letter.
Wihere | said | did not believe my boy would ever come to me
again you will note where he said in that last return—* Now [
have given you muflicient evidence I am safe and I am satisfied;
why need | say more,”  So I think I will never have a dream of
hin again, \/X! I should like to.

Respectfully,
G. W. .

I wrote for the corroboration of the experience by the
brother who was at sea at the time of Perl’s death, and the
following is his reply. Ile was at home when my inquiry
wis received,

Mansfield, Ohio, Oct. 3, 1907.
To Jaumes 11, Hyslop,

1y dear Sir:—On the Sunday night—Nov. 26, ‘05 before my
brother Perl’s death—1 was on the U. S. Wilkes—I was restless
all night—A ship mate asked what was the matter. I got up 5
times. I told him there was something wrong at home and I will
soon find out,  When | was called at 5 A. M. Nov. 27th, 1905, the
first thought was that old song.

* We shall miss him, but not forget him, There is a vacant
chair at home.” All day I sang this—and could not eat—walked
all the time, crew kept saying, be not so restless you never are.
But I could not. Tuesday I received a telegram Perl was dead.

FRED A. C——.

In response to a number of inquiries regarding details
that would make the story and its incidents more definite, I
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Albion, Mich., Nov. 3rd, 1907.
Dr. James H. Hyslop, Sec. American Institute for Scientific Re
search. ‘
Dear Sir:—I reply to your letter. My wife did not really
dream of his being killed ; but of one of my brothers that was go-
ing to be hurt in some way ; but it happened to be a brother’s son
instead. So I cannot give you much information in regard to his
death.
Yours Respectfully,
WILBER J. C——

The lady to whom Perl C was engaged, when
asked to confirm the premonitory statements made by the boy
before his death, writes that she had kept his letters stating
these until about a month previous to my inquiries. She had
then destroyed them. Mr. C had written me the fol-
lowing letter, which mentions the incident and it led to my
inquiry.

Mansfield, Ohio, 12, 22, 1907.
Mr. Hyslop,

My dear Sir:—I can’t find your letter so I write. I received
letter from both my brothers. They confirmed what I said. But
did not want to get their name in print. About 2 weeks ago Fred
A.C rec’d a letter from Miss Rose B She said to
him that Perl wrote to her he never expected to see him, Fred A.
C He said he thought one would die. I wrote to her. 1
enclose her answer—so something must have told Perl he or
Fred was going to pass away.

Iam,
G.W.C :

January 1st, 1908.
To whom it may concern:
What George W. C wrote of the incident on the night
of November 28th, 1905, concerning my dream of Perl J. C———

is true.
LYDIA C ,

The mother, Nettie J. C , and the sister, ILola
C . write to confirm the occurrence of the vision in the
coffin, at the time of the funeral. They state that it has not
been half described.

In response to inquiries the wife of the minister men-
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have the effect of clearing the spirit’s mini. pro rem..—because it
would take off a great deal of the sirain o communicating.—in
controlling the medium’s nervous mechanism. s 1o speak.—and
enable the spirit to avail itself oi maore concentration and energy
for the process of thinking. At least. | suggested this as a think-
able hypothesis. and I had hoped that some neurologists might
come forward and enter the lists as opposing such a theory : but
none have done so! Have they any aiternative theory to offer?

It may be contended. of course. that I have approached the
problem in far too material a manner: that the perception of the
object’s influence or aura is not dependent upon the physicai
sense at all; but upon “ psychic ™ perceptions entirelv. I have
no objection to such a theory. if anyone can state it in intelligible
terms. It would seem incredible to me that the man’s mental life
was stamped upon and in the object: and if it was some vital
principle, merely, that was perceived, how did this influence reach
the medium’s brain or the mind of the controlling intelligence
otherwise than through the senses, or some counterpart of these?
It is possible to conceive that mind can influence mind at a dis-
tance (telepathy), but can we conceive this blind vital influence
acting in a similar manner? I hardly think so; and the fact that
actual physical contact is needed ‘would seem to indicate that such
is not the case. At all events, until such evidence is forthcoming,
we must remain sceptical on that point: but of the facts, there
can be little doubt; and of their interpretation, it is earnestly
hoped that some better explanation than my own will speedily be
forthcoming.

I

HEREWARD CARRINGTON.
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then stated that this was his partner’s name, and volunteered
other information about him.] ~ He had a motion that he
constantly made with his head—so ™ [indicating] “ before he
died.” (Yes.) [The medium here stated that she felt there
was someone present in the audience who was sceptical, and
asked the gentleman just addressed whether she knew him,
or had ever seen him before. He stated that she had not.]

“I see a very small woman. very neat; her hair drawn
down to the sides of her head. She gives the name Hanna
....Anna J..... Jenkins.” [Not recognized.] * Charlie
comes to you "’ [going back to the lady who had received the
last test, see above] “ and Charlie says it will be all right;
and that you are not to worry about the matter that is on
your mind. Do you know what that means>” [The lady
replied that she did.] [Several minor and unevidential tests
were then given, giving advice, consolation. etc. I did not
take notes of this material, and so I am unable to give it here.
When these were finished, the medium resumed:]

“I get the influence of a lady—Mary.... Merley....
(Marion?) [This question was put by a gentleman in the
audience. The questioner then stood up, and stating that
this must be his wife, addressing him. At this the me-
dium became angry, asserting that he had spoiled whatever
test might be coming to him, etc., and ending up with: “ Get
up on the platform and do the work yourself.” At this the
man subsided into his chair.]

[A test was then given by the medium to herself; 1. e,
the soi-disant “ Nellie,” controlling her organism, supposedly,
spoke through her, and gave a message to the medium her-
self. The supposed spirit was Nellie Mosher, a former friend
of the medium. The voice was slightly changed, during the
delivery of this message, but went back again to normal in-
stantly. It was a very pretty piece of dramatic play, on any
theory of the case. The medium then resumed:]

“ Kate. . .she died of cancer. I see piles of lumber before
me, and I see you” [indicating a lady] “ picking up pieces of
lumber; and I see an empty house. You are packing up and
moving—putting the furniture together, etc. To the gentle-
man with the skull cap, there comes a lady—a young girl—
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most. and before she knew them personally. The first sitting
was always her best. It will be seen that this is diametrically
opposed to the evidence obtained in the Piper case, e. g,
where the first sitting is very rarely good, and the evidence
improves as a rule. ceteris paribus. with each additional sitting.
Subsequently. I had some very interesting conversations with
this medium, the substance of which I hope to give in another
place.

* * * * *
Sitting with Mrs. D.

August 13, 1907.

1 had had many conversations with this medium before
obtaining a sitting. and knew that much would have to be
discounted on that account. I sat next the medium at table
for several dayvs. and came to the conclusion that she was per-
fectly honest in her beliefs and in her work. This is the lady
who sat upon the platform, during Mrs. A.'s test séance, men-
tioned above, and who obtained the name Charlotte, and
subsequently, the spirit-message. At the time I thought this
strongly indicated collusion, and so stated in my original
notes: but subsequent investigation, and personal knowledge
of, and conversation with, the medium, have caused me to
alter that opinion, and to feel certain that I had made a mis-
take, and that this medium, also, was perfectly honest,and any
results obtained through her mediumship were to be relied
upon. I am perfectly aware of the fact that I cannot ask my
reader to agree with me when I have no stronger and more
scientific evidence to offer than my mere impression; but I
had no time while at Lily Dale to propose and carry out tests;
and I felt confident, further, that, inasmuch as I was there
under an assumed name, and as no one knew who I was, in
reality, and as I had a fairly good memory-picture of what I
had said to each medium, about myself, I felt that it would
be no great difficulty to sort out the wheat from the chaff,
after the sitting—to pick out what might have been guessed
or surmised, in other words, from what might not have been
so guessed,—going on the supposition that the medium
worked up her material from facts consciously or uncon-
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vations of my personal appearance. One fact, however, is
worthy of notice, and interested me greatly at the time.
Several times, while passing into the trance state, the medium
brushed her face with her hands as though to remove some
sticky substance. She asserted that this “ substance” felt
like cob-webs. In view of the fact that this “ cob-webby”
sensation has been experienced and commented upon by sev-
eral materializing mediums. and. also. by one or two trance
mediums with whom I am acquainted. I think this fact has
tts stgmiticance. and is at least worthy of being recorded.
x® ® ® *®  J
Sitting with Mrs. H.
Adugust 8, 190;.

For reasons it would take oo long to detail here. I became
aonvinoed of this medium's honesty. and determined to ob-
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good and true.] You write much, and what you say will be
new to the world. I see very little domestic life for you—
though I get the office......

(What about affairs of the heart?)

I see a girl who is..... very fond of you. You think lots
of her too. She admires your brain more than anything else
—she always admires people with brains—more than any-
thing else. As I see more of her, I like her better. She is
artistic, and right down in your soul you are too, though you
don’t show it in your writings. You keep to yourself pretty
much. [This is very good and for the most part true.]

A few other remarks, personal, and unimportant, were
made, and the séance closed. No evidence of personal iden-
tity was offered, it will be seen, and no conclusive evidence
of the supernormal, such as we are accustomed to demand:
but there was, nevertheless, an undercurrent of correct hits
and suggestive remarks that seem to indicate that the me-
dium read my character with remarkable accuracy, and the
remarks were both interesting and suggestive to me. I re
gret that I cannot state fully the reasons that make the sit-
ting valuable to me, but these will be apparent to any ose
reading the sitting, or can readily be imagined by them
Some of the information might have been obtained or conjec-
tured subconsciously by the medium, in the course of be
conversations with me, but I have no proof of this. T
sitting was the last that I had with trance mediums at Lir
Dale, except that with Miss Gray, the report of which s
published in the Proccedings (Vol. II., Part 1.)
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\_\uirce. Those which presented at least super-
- 0% of this view had to be supernormal facts
;“"z—-—-*‘., personal identity of deceased persons. All

i G €Xplanation mxght apply, could not be ad-

N_i. cnce of such a view. Hence telepathic, clair-
o —=i premionitory phenomena had to be excluded from

S v explanation until the existence of spirits was
= N"“’ve result was the classification of these various
————=..23 In a manner which appeared to indicate that the
T —~=eznuil In each case had to be distinct from every other
““--nuuu. The need of distinguishing between the differ-
—=wws.oi fact carried with it the apparent assumption that

- - weefor them was no more connected than was their na-
ie evidential problem was confused with the explan-

hv supposing that a distinction of evidence carried
-tistinction of causes. While limiting the spiritual-

~... _ :ht to use all types of phenomena as evidence of his
the policy carried with it, consciously or uncon-
~ _ “'v. the supposition that there was no real organic unity

nhenomena. This was an error, tho a pardonable one,
" s early stage of the work. But it is time now to cor-

‘t.
! shall not undertake to elaborate any matters of method
-1zgesting the way of correcting this error, tho insistence
the difference between evidential and explanatory func-
s would indicate the direction in which reconstructive
-ork would take. But I shall simply call attention to a
imple way of regarding it, as based upon that distinction.
it is that the evidential problem is analytic: the explanatory
is synthetic. By this I mean that the investigation of the
spiritistic theory required us to analyze and classify the phe-
nomena with reference to their value in reference to that
claim. The analysis involved the discrimination of one type
irom another according to characteristics that did or did not
reflect evidence of the personal identity of deceased persons.
It would be clear in this analysis that we should refuse to ex-
plain supernormal phenomena that were not evidential of
spirits by their agency, tho we should require to know some-
thing about the nature of any agency which we did invoke.
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But in the adoption of terms for the classtication of the phe-
nomena it was natural to make assumptions about some im-
plied process of explanation. But in fact all these terms. tel-
epathy. clairvoyance. and premonition. and perhaps even
meiumistic incidents of the other type. were only names of
facts, certain tyvpes of iacts. and there was and has been no
right to assume any knowledge of the process affecting them.
[i we remember. however. that these terms are only classifi-
catory and not explanatory. we shall observe that they have
some sort of organic unity in spite of their distinctions in re-
spect of the evidential problem of spirits. They are all super-
normal. and what is more. there is no hard and fast line dis-
tinguishing one subject of them from another. The phe-
nomena may be distinguished in character clearly enough
from each other. But the same person so often exhibits all
tvpes oi them that we are obliged to take this into account in
our explanations of them. They are oiten so allied in their
connections and the physiological and psvchological condi-
tions attending them that we cannot be impressed with the
hyvpothests that the whole mass of them must have some
common explanation. one comprehensive enough to include
each tvpe mentioned above. That is. telepathy will not be
explained by any hypothesis which will not also explain or
connect itseli with clairvovance. and so on with the other
tvpes. It is clear that telepathy does not cover the whole
field. just as it is quite as clear that clairvovance does not.
But the phenomena are so linked together in various cases
that we cannot escape the supposition that the explanation
must be as comprehensive as the nature of the facts. It
makes no difference what explanation we adopt: whatever it
is the causal agency must be more than what suffices to cover
telepathy. clairvovance and unintelligent premonition.

It is at this point that the synthetic method of dealing
with the phenomena becomes imperative. \We have gotten
far enough along to study this articulation and organic unity
of the facts and to ascertain, if possible, whether there is any
comprehensive view which will make all of them intelligible.
\We need to inquire for the concomitant phenomena which
appear with any given tvpe which interests us. The explan-
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Pardon all these personalities from an entire stranger—I am
quite ashamed to send them and feel that [ have trespassed un-
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interesting nor uscful.

I will send on the other reports as we get them.

Very sincerely vours,
A. B. QUENTIN.

* * * * *

New York, Oct. 16th, 1907.

I asked Mrs, (). for the letter to which she alludes in her
account of the apparition which she describes in the above
letter. I received the desired letter this morning and copy
from it the statements of Mr. Q. The date and the supel:-
seription are wanting, evidently for the reason that it was not
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and write it down, but it was bitter cold and I just getting over
la grippe, so I did not do it, and in the morning I could only recall
one line of the chorus:
“ Barmaville, Barmaville : mature eyes, mature eyes.”

What Barmaville is I cannot imagine. The strangest thing
about it all was the sense of real presence, which I have had once
before, and which makes it quite unlike an ordinary dream, and is
perfectly indescribable. I cannot put it into words.

A . B . Q
* * * * *

The reader will remark the resemblance of this experience
to that in the dental chair, at least in respect of its sensations
representing independence of the body. The general charac-
ter of it coincides also with the dramatic form of the auto-
matic writing.
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speculation of the ancient atomists who had asserted the in-
destructibility of matter and against which Christian specula-
tions were a protest and a denial. But recent physical specu-
lations about the relation between ether and matter have
tended to regard matter as resolvable into ether in some way;
at least to regard it as not the ultimate form of reality. Now
the discoveries associated with radio-active substances have
sugyested. apparently in an experimental way, the transmu-
tation of the elements and with it the idea of the destructi-
bility oi matter. Professor Kennedy Duncan in Harper's
Montkiy Magasine ior May has called attention to some facts
which will appear remarkable and revolutionary to all who
have been accustomed to certain conceptions of the fixity
of the atoms and the elements. He notes that radium breaks
down mto helinm and further investigation discovered that
radium, it placed in water. broke down. not into helium, but
into neen. 1t copper sulphate be placed in the water with the
helinm, it breaks down jnto argen. Here the transmutation
of the elements depends on the environing substances, and
we either have no elements at all. or the transmutations which
experiment shows represents the dissolvability of matter.
Professor Duncan maintains this destructibility and even
goes so far as to assert the original Christian conception,
without giving it this name.

\WWe do not here indorse any statements or conclusions
which Professor Duncan may assert. It may not be repre-
sentative of the general convictions of scientists that his doc-
trine should be stated as he does. And it may not be cor-
rect to indicate that this older theory is being demonstrated
by physical science, or that the well established views of
science are being revolutionized thereby. But one thing is
certain. Science has modified some of the conceptions long
entertained regarding the intransmutability of the elements,
whatever that view was at one time. Any revision of long
established scientific conceptions has its value for all persons
who are discovering new facts in the psychological field, not
as proving anything in that field, but as showing the necessity
for open-mindedness and readiness to investigate. Moreover
any doctrine like that which questions or denies the ultimate-
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CORRESPONDENCE.

LILY DALE AS SEEN BY FRIENDLY EYES.

As an individual Spiritualist, and again as an officer of Lily
Dale Assembly, I have only words of appreciation for the motives
which prompted Mr. Carrington’s investigation of Physical Phe-
nomena at that center during August of 1907, while the spirit
which dominates his report thereon is certainly commendable.

I wish that Prof. Hyslop’s preface to the latter might have
most careful reading by thoughtful Spiritualists everywhere.

In spite, however, of the painstaking methods of the inquiry
and the evident endeavor for fairness manifested in the conclu-
sions therefrom, the Report has caused no little misunderstanding
and serious misrepresentation of the real character of Lily Dale.
Upon my desk at this moment lie mute, but powerful witnesses
to the truthfulness of this statement. A column article from the
Toronto Mail and Empire of March 8th proclaims with gloating glee
*“ this famous stronghold of Spiritualism to be permeated with
frauds and swindles ”; that “ the proprietors of the resort have
made possibly hundreds of thousands of dollars out of their en-
terprise; ” * that the next issue of the American Society for Psy-
chical Research publication will put the whole community under
the ban.”

The New York Times of the same date, as true to newspaper
craving for sensationalism as a vulture to the drawing of carrion,
throws into a display headline of half-inch black-faced type, ex-
tending across the entire page of seven columns, these words:
* Ingenious Frauds at Lily Dale Séances,” and indulges in the
following very complimentary statement: *“ After an exhaustive
investigation of the alleged Spiritualistic phenomena at Lily Dale
it was concluded that they (the *‘ardent folk™ in attendance
there) are simply dupes, unsophisticated, impressionable, credu-
lous dupes, nothing more or less.”

Ten thousand individuals visit Lily Dale during an ordinary
summer season of seven weeks. They will compare favorablv
in appearance, conduct and average intelligence with a like num-
ber of visitors at the famous Chautauqua Assembly, their more
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January 3, 1907.
Prof. James H. Hyslop.

Dear Sir:—I have just finished reading the * Borderland.”
and take the liberty to forward an account of some experiences
of my own. If you have the time I should be very glad to have
you interpret them scientifically, but I do not want my name
used. I am so situated that a claim of that sort would probably
deprive me of my present employment and cost rather dear in
other ways. I have never known any other “ psychic ” and have
always been reticent about my experiences, because the good
people with whom my lot is cast have a way of making the lives
of “ peculiar ” persons interesting.

Kindly return the clippings as I did not save but the one copy.
The visits from a malign region was interesting to me because
afterwards 1 read a novel wherein the same sort of thing eractly
seemed to have happened to the writer. He embroidered the
account and used it for all it was worth, but the actual nucleus
and framework of it had too close a resemblance to my experi-
ence to admit of the idea of a chance coincidence.

Perhaps in my isolation I have failed to hear of similar things
and this stuff may be very trite and common place. If so excuse
me for troubling vou.

Sincerely yours,

>

The articles referred to are as follows, and are here
printed as one. The writer has her own interpretation.

There is so much blind groping for the truth in regard to
thought transmission and kindred phenomena that one more
guess may be pardoned. If the guess proves unreasonable, the
facts of personal experience here submitted, will, perhaps, add
a straw to the materials for a final explanation which are accumu-
lating. The marvellous always possessed a strong fascination
for me. I say always, for when I was less than ten years old the
prospect of seeing and speaking to a person who was dead and
buried, was so alluring that I shut myself in a farm house cellar
where a ghost had been seen and waited many hours, sitting
watchfully quiet on the stairs to see the returned spirit. If such
a visitor might be expected I wondered how any one could neglect
the opportunity to welcome him. I had the ghost story from
two nurses, who whispered it fearfully to each other at my bed-
side. I was very sick and they watched with me, expecting that
I would not live. I found that out by their talk, too. and it filled me
with a quiet, concentrated fury of anger such as I never have ex-
perienced since. That, and the intense interest in the ghost, who
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This seemed to afford the child, who was ‘unchildlike in
thoughtfulness and self-confidence, an unexpected pleasure.
Eluding the touch of my hands, it sat on the foot of the bed, just
out of reach, and looked at me with its wonderful dark eyes,
widened with a sort of frank astonishment, and animated with a
lively curiosity. The baby was no baby in mind, and evidently
meant to get as accurate a picture of me as I was trying to secure
of my unexpected visitor. At the door it had seemed exactly like
a baby, or a little child not yet emerged from babyhood in looks
and ways, perhaps three years old. DBut now I saw that it was
four years old at least, and that in mind and character it was im-
measureably different from any child that ever could have lived
on carth. Here let me call attention to certain facts.

I was answered in a wordless thought language perfectly in-
telligible to both of us. Only the thoughts that would have been
spoken in conversation were mutually understood. My idea that
I should frighten the child visitor and her similar thought that
she would frighten me, were not mutually understood till they
arose to the surface of our minds and pressed for utterance.
When I first saw the child visitor from another place, or when
she became visible from her different state, I was governed by
experience and imagined that I must speak such thoughts as
could not be broadly indicated by looks and gestures: but when
she had approached quite near I knew without previous conscious
experience, that thoughts could be communicated directly to an-
other intelligence without the intermediary use of language.
This, I think, was an unforeknowable fact, a true revelation of an
unrecognized capacity in my own mind, because, granted that my
vision of the child was analagous to those produced by long vigils
and fastings by religious devotees, I could not have shaped any-
thing new, could not have done anything but recombine by im-
agination materials collected by experience.

* Why are you not afraid of me?”

There was no attempt at speaking, but I understood that my
visitor had encountered other beings like myself and reasoned
from their results that I should be afraid of her; but the impossi-
bility of explaining to such a baby the difference between the
student mind and that in bonds to superstition, was apparent.

“ 1 am just as glad to see you and you may come at any time,”
I answered, “ but never mind me. Tell me all about yourself,
where you live, and whom you live with, and everything. Oh!I
do so want to know all about you.”

It was a bad beginning. The little creature conveyed to me
the impression that she was astonished that such elementary facts
could be unknown to any one. I must be fearfully ignorant—
something abnormal in the way of foolish, unthinking. grown-up
stupidity. It was done in a flash, and resembled the instant re-
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reality of the apparitions, especially as it would be harder for
the scientific man to believe in * shadows ” of our memories
or selves left in places and on objects for the future casual
observation of persons liable to such things. But the view
shows the tenacity of the idea of reality in experiences of the
kind which seem so much more distinct than those which we
are accustomed to regard as illusory and deceptive.

When I began these studies I was actuated by a desire to ob-
tain positive proof of a future life by which to reinforce a waning
and expiring faith in personal immortality. It was a question too
painfully and intimately personal to admit of discussion. I knew
the ways of professional religionists and self-preservation warned
me to conceal my growing scepticism. The dread of being dis-
cussed as an interesting case; the unwillingness to submit to the
judgment of mental inferiors—always the most ignorant and lax
will howl ' heresy ™ and " infidelity” the loudest—a natural
shrinking from what may be called a soul-clinic of indefinite dura-
tion (for they had taught me all that they could long ago, and
now could only pull off the bandages from my wound and torture
me by probing it with coarse exploring fingers) was strong upon
me. No. I must keep my doubts to myself and try to find my
own way out of the darkness.

The shadows that haunted me seemed to offer a clear, indis-
putable proof of the possibility of conscious life without bodily
organization: but I was compelled jealously to guard my experi-
ence with them and was pampered in the effort to collect evidence
in regard to their real nature. I dreaded the spiritualists. Our
contingent was small, but amazingly alert and active. They fre-
quently procured alleged mediums from large centres and their
performances were not of a character to render the prospect of
being claimed by them and classed with them very inviting, but
I kept informed of their work and tested everything that they
put forward as evidence of the truth of their assumptions. It
would have afforded me much relief and would have been a source
of intense mental enjoyment to have talked both subjects over
freely with some unprejudiced person: but this relief and the ac-
companying mental pleasure could not be purchased at the price
set upon unreserved conversation. No. I must work both prob-
lems out alone; and more and more it became evident that when
1 had answered one, the other would disappear. I had arrived
at this conclusion during the time in which the gentleman of the
early 70's was haunting me, and as may be supposed, I exerted
every faculty of my mind to understand the meaning and gather
the necessary implications of his several appearances. But I
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lowing reply explains itself. It illustrates how little freedom
there is to tell the truth.

Professor James Hyslop, S. P. C.

Dear Sir:—You are most kind to reply so soon. I fancy your
correspondents must be a bizarre lot. Perhaps that is what
makes us interesting. The * second article ” is the last part of
the story chopped oﬁ' by the editor and entitled ** More about the
Sixth Sense.” I sent it all. I have never written about the
““malignant spirit,” and do not intend to. The
printed it. Have forgotten the date, but think it was during the
“coal famine.” It was written under economic duress, and I
can’t remember any time since then when my necessities have
been great enough to make me willing to write about myself.
Just now I am attended by a friend called Lumbago. As soon as
it departs I will look over the files and send you the exact date.
Should you write to the do not tell them that the author of
that piece sent it to you. I am a space writer—subordinate of Mr.
E of the literary department. The story went in
through the mail, as if from outside. Mr. C . editor of the
, accepted it. So far as I know it has not been laid to me
by anybody. though Mr. C knows, because I was paid for
it, and he must have O. K’d the slip.

Is there any general list of good works on the Farthest North
of Psychology?

Most respectfully,

R 8

I made special inquiries about the alleged ** malignant
spirit ” to ascertain what the facts were which gave rise to
such an interpretation of them, as so much exists in the liter-
ature of Spiritualism on this subject. The following was the
reply:

January 11, 1907.
Professor James H. Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—It is really fortunate that you are able to give at-
tention to my queer experiences so promptly. for naturally, as
soon as I can stand the bumping and mauling of street cars, I
shall have an accumulation of work to do. I really do not know
how I could prune the account that you have except in mere de-
scription of scenes, etc. That devil came near getting me (speak-
ing naively) on both occasions and I remember it in my bones.
That was all the reason I had for saying I did not want to talk or
write about it. \When I can do so with any degree of comfort I







































Apparent Hallucination. 458

or his change of uniform. Could you turn up these letters and
verify those statements?)

The letters are packed somewhere in the warehouse.

(Are you sure you did not know about the khaki uniform?)

Absolutely sure.

(Can I get the cousin’s statement as to anything he knows?)

No.

(In the fourth case did you hear the steps first, or see the figure
at Minnetonka?)

Heard the steps.

(Can any of your friends in the boat at the time corroborate
it?)

They have forgotten.

In a separate letter Miss Spink says, explaining the replies.
to the questions:

** Guess you think I have fallen off the earth, but I am still
here and have tried to answer your questions. However it is a.
vain effort on my part as I did not keep any account of my visita-
tions. And the other people who knew of it at the time have
since forgotten every word about it. I remember at the time you
last called, you took down some notes of the affair, but since then
I have not thought a word about it. I have sounded the persons.
whom I might have spoken to on the subject and can get no defii-
nite information.”

It is not necessary to enter into any theoretical explana--
tions of this incident, as we are concerned more with the
question of its occurrence than its meaning. Whether it is.
a subjective or a veridical hallucination cannot now be deter-
mined. There is no absolute proof of anything supernormal
in it, perhaps no indications of it at all, unless we accept
without question the memory of the informant. But it is.
not less interesting and important merely as a casual hallucin-
ation, which it does not seem to be as it is sufficiently like a.
proved type to be tolerantly considered.
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trusted my memory with regard to it, had it not been verified by
friends who witnessed the occurrence.

On seeing the above incidents in the Memoirs oi Carl
Schurz, as published by McClure, Dr. Weston D. Bayley
wrote me that he knew Dr. Tiedemann and put me i the
way of inquiring regarding him. The following is quoted
from a letter of Dr. T. E. Conrad, a neighbor of Dr. Tiede-
mann:

“1 knew him to speak to as a neighbor. but had no intimate
acquaintance with him. I never saw. heard. or knew i
against him as to character and standing. I should judge from
all I could see that he was a man of intelligence, of learning. and
of good character and standing. He was not a sociable man. and
seemed rather morose and stern and quick tempered. His daugh-
ter lived with him and seemed devoted to him and he to her.”

I have not been able to obtain any further information re-
garding Dr. Tiedemann, whether favorable or unfavorable.
Such as is accessible seems as favorable as that of Mr. Schurz.
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accumulating, to say nothing of filing it for use. Our records
must remain in chaos until room has been obtained for treat-
ing it rightly. A fund of $25.000 would supply an income
sufficient to pay the rent of an office and so insure the perma-
nence of the work which is so desirable. Members should
remember that we already have a permanent fund of nearly
$4,000 which will not be used. It guarantees the permanence
of the Institute, even if it should obtain nothing else. But it
is absurd to have only $200 a year for work of this kind and
no office in which to do it. If there is not sufficient money at
the end of this year to conduct the work on the same scale as
the past two years the remaining sum will be added to tle
permanent fund and only the publications continued on the
membership fees until adequate endowment has been ob-
tained. We therefore present the case to the members as an
encouragement to prosecute the work of endowiment which is
so necessary with the growing interest and responsibility.

TREASURER’S REPORT.

The following is the Report of the Secretary and Treas-
urer of the Society for the quarter beginning March 29th and
ending June 23rd, 1908:

Receipts.

Membership Fees................... $625.00
Donations for Experiments.......... 286.00
Saleof Books..................cu.l. 7.00

Total ........ciiiiiiiiiinnn, $915.00
Subsidy from Am. LS. R............ $3,000.00

Expenditures.

Publications .............. ...t $536.00
Investigations ............. ... ... ... 756.77
Salaries ..., 895.00
Publication Office................... 270.00
Supplies ..., 112.61
Stamps ... .. i 70.00
Sundries .......... ...l 122.73

Total ......ooiiiiiiiiiiian.. $2.763.11

JAMES H. HYSLOP. Treasurer.
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eegacwn v oinserT SOm my oWn experience.” be says. “is that
o te oaamcn mpescaoe. mal-observation. mis-descripoon. nor any
et wei Smpse a1 account for the phenomena I witnessed. and
et . \pnamacen is the spirit hypothesis ™ (p. 20) Elsewhere he
. t » 2rily possible to convey to others. who have pever wit-
. .+ e snrtualistc phenomena. an adenuate idea of the strength

....... . v¢ curee 2f the evidence that has compelled one’s own belief.”
wen ~ wowry zrue and mmportant observation : unfortunately quite a large
. . surcus students seem to lack the capacity for estimating the cumu-
Ciew ot ovedence even when they are capable of bringing mmuch critical

.« wur on each individual piece of testimony.

Wt cexard w the physical phenomena of spiritualism. Prof. Barrett is
© o hatevad titat e has himself witnessed some of these. such as = the unex-
“x . weveitent of a small table withow! the contact of amy persom. a curiouns
o ig nd singulardy life-like movement. the table advancing until it ulti-
vy tmprisomed me in the armchair in which I was sitting.™ “ This.” he
«aa ook place in gaslight sufficient to enable him to read in any part of the
vowitl, | and he adds, I could plainly see the table was untouched by anyv one.”
“ 'he npressive fact in all these phenomena is the imtellizence behind them
ad the evidence of an unseen individuality as distinct as our own. Lively
wimttee, a pleased assent, or a vigorous and often angry dissent, were exhib-
ited : the characteristics of each influence were preserved. and yvou felt it in
thw presence of a living, but unseen person.”

\'though he took no part in any investigation with the Italian medium.
Busapia Paladino, he is of opinion that there is sufficient testimony of a reli-
able and weighty kind to show that physical phenomena of a very extraor-
Jinary nature occur in her presence. An appendix,'to which special attention
is drawn in the preface, summarizes the result of recent investigation in Italy
with this medium. This appendix is dated, March, 1908,—the publication of
the volume was delayed solely on account of the doubts thrown on the genuine-
ness of Mme. Paladino’s mediumship by the Cambridge sittings. “I felt.”
writes the Professor, “that if Eusapia were really nothing but a clever and
systematic impostor, able to deceive such trained, scientific investigators as
Lody, Richet, Schiaparelli and others, this would cerainly shake the value of
all estimony to the supernormal and undermine the stability of many of the
conclusions reached in this little volume. Hence I decided not to publish this
address if Eusapia were further discredited and meanwhile suspended my judg-
ment on the whole matter.” (Preface, p. vii.)

The cautious reticence thus displayed adds not a little to the claim which
the book has on the serious attention of its readers. “ The conclusions reached
are the outcome of reflection upon thirty years’' experience and study as a
psychological researcher.” *Upon reading it through, after lapse of nearly
thirteen years, I have no wish,” he says, “to recall the opinions expressed.
nor the conclusions to which I had been led.” (p. viii.)
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Editorial. 513
defined above may be amenable to that, as the public con-
ceives it. But “cross correspondence " certainly cannot be
so easily dealt with, tho I am sure that this omniscient tel-
epathy which parades as an “ open sesame ™ to all coinci-
dences of the kind would soon discover acrobatic methods
equal to that mystery. Nevertheless, “cross correspond-
ence,” as defined by Sir Oliver Lodge, would give it that kind
of difficulty which the stretching of theories needs to break
them, but whatever weight it has, whether conclusive or
merely adding to the difficulties of some other theory, it gets
its whole force from the principle on which it is founded and
which will apply equally to all the facts that do not conform
to “cross correspondence ™ at all. That is to say. that
“ cross correspondence ™ and * cross reference.” as defined.
obtain their cogency, not irom the fact of duplicating mes-
sages or producing their complimentary element in other
psychics, but in the psychological unity of the facts. as against
the non-selective nature of telepathy as known. The whole
force of ““ cross correspondence ” lies just in the idea that the
complimentary facts communicated through different me-
diums have the kind of unity which a single consciousness
would give them. But this is not depending on ™ cross cor-
respondence " as such, but upon a quality which is supplied
by incidents in quantity that have no claims at all to being
results of “ cross correspondence ” or even ™ cross reference.”
If then we can learn to recognize that it is this psychological
and selective unity of the facts communicated in evidence of
personal identity, that determines the case we are independ-
ent of all telepathy and clairvoyance whatsoever, however
useful they might be in explaining individual incidents. Gy
ing the contents of posthumous letters would he very valu
able evidence for men of common sense. but they are exposed
to the irresponsible infinities of clairvoyance. whatever that
may mean, and this would force us upon a large number of
such letters, which would simply throw us back upon thes
synthetic psychological unity of the facts communicated,
whether of the ordinary type, of “ cross correspondence ™ ov
posthumous letters. All that “cross correspondence ™ does
is to exemplify this unity in a small amount of matter, tho 1t

.



























522 Journal of the American Soctety for Psychical Research.

who went into trances and wrote books and things in this condition. This
reporter met me on the street one day and invited me to these séances which
took place in the attorney’s offices, saying that he did not invite everybody but
that he had a feeling he must invite me. I went several months rather because
of nothing else to do. The séances seemed to me rather fruitless affairs, how-
ever, as far as I was concerned. One Sunday afternoon he was giving out a
message to some one by the name of “ Pilar.” I was the only woman present
but my name, although beginning with “ P” seemed far from Pilar, so I kt
my thoughts ramble. He went on for a long time about n rites and
vestals virgins to which I did not pay any attention. Finally he wound up by
saying a priestess dedicated to Vesta had sinned throufh love with a priest
On re-incarnation in the Christian era this priestess, Pilar and priest meeting
again in a Christian era were thrown to the beasts by the Christian fathers,
innocent as it appeared to all, yet in reality to expatiate the old sin against
their religion in ages past. I should have smiled if it hadn’t been for the
peculiar chill that came over me when he wound up and that I felt by this
“ Pilar” he meant me. I then recalled the feeling I had on reading the
“ Hypatia ” scene. 1 spoke to the man when he came out of the trance to see
if I could get any more particulars. He answered that he remembered noth-
ing in his waking hours that happened to him in trance condition. Séance
after séance I went to see if 1 could get another message that would give
further details. But I got nothing else. Of course I know this is not con-
clusive evidence to a second person. There are some things we can’t prove
of our own consciousness.
(4) Can you find nurse who knows the talk about the shipwreck?
She was the same nurse 1 had in typhoid fever. J P

The incidents which are probably supernormal will indi-
cate themselves to the reader. It will be observed that some
of them are affiliated with abnormal physical and mental con-
ditions, but the chief interest is this latter fact, and the cir-
cumstances which have most interest for understanding the
alliances of the supernormal at times and its borderland na-
ture are apparent in the phenomena of hyperaesthesia, hy-
permnesia, hysteria, and the deliria illustrating the influence
of Kingsley’s Hypatia on the lady’s mind. We have in the
case a good illustration of the matrix for the supernormal in
such cases, tho it is rare, the phenomena being perhaps more
usual in the normal type.
















































































































































































































Incidents. 591
to sleep after it. She asked my opinion about it and I told her
that it was a dream.

As she is an aunt of Laura and Madeline, and as this mental
sensitiveness seems to run in some families, I asked for a written
statement concerning her thoughts of me to-day, as it may pos-
sibly indicate telepathy. There seems to be no ordinary explana-
tion for her thinking of me. As for me, I had thought a good
deal during the day of calling at the G. home this evening. iss
G. kindly gave me the written statement with the understanding
that her name should not be published.

GEORGE A. T——.

Nov. 3, 1907.
Mr. T has been in my thoughts to-day and when he
called this evening unexpectedly I mentioned the fact to him. I
have met Mr. T only once.

ADELE G——

Nov. 4th.

My son, George A. T , asked me yesterday if it would
be well to call on Miss G——— that evening.

N. W. T——.
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BOOK REVIEWS.

The Syllogistic Philosophy, or Prolegomena to Science. By Francis ELLING-
woop AsBort, PH. D. Two Volumes. Boston. Little, Brown and Com-
pany, 1900.

The dedication of this work reminds one of Comte in his later days. It
represents an extravagant worship of influences that have never been philo-
sophical in their character and makes a God of his wife. But this aside, the
volumes do not pretend to be a contribution to science. On the contrary they
are a system of philosophy worked out in an a priori manner.

The chief interest in it, however, is the growth of the author from the
earlier scepticism to a more conservative view of philosophy. It will not, in
spite of this, take any place in the constructive views of the future. It relies
too much on conceiving its problems in the historical setting of the Greek and
German schools. Not that these cannot be helpful, but that our present prob-
lems are different from those.

= * *

Thinking, Feeling, Doing. An Introduction to Mental Science. By E. W.
Scriprrure. New York. G. P. Putnam’s Sons. 1907.

This is the second edition of Prof. Scripture’s book and it contains many
interesting and plain presentations of psychological phenomena. It is cer-
tainly well calculated to interest the lay reader and but for his occasional
transgressions into philosophical questions about which he evidently does not
know as much as a child there could be no very great criticism of it. The last
two chapters and some statements in the one preceding these two contain asser-
tions that may easily be questioned. If Prof. Scripture had confined his work
to illustrations of mental phenomena and let philosophical problems alone he
would have escaped animadversions of a critical type. But in this latter ad-
venture he has opened himself to objections from two schools that are not al-
ways agreed with each other, namely, the philosophers and the psychical re-
searchers.

In the chapter on * General Problems,” Prof. Scripture accuses the psy-
chical researchers of holding that their phenomena do not conform to law,
and for that reason they are “ mystics ” and believe in clairvoyance, spiritual-
ism, telepathy, etc. This accusation is absolutely false and not a single re-
sponsible scientific man in that field ever thought of questioning the con-
formity of their facts to law of some kind, if that were necessary for their ex-
istence. But the truth is that he does not care a rap whether they conform
to law or not, so long as they are facts. Their law is not the primary object
of his suit, but their existence, and neither does he care whether they conform
to the laws which Prof. Scripture and his colleagues regard as finally fixed
and incapable of being transcended. The psychical researcher does not assign
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physical world” unless we are bringing in again a spiritualistic theory of the
phenomena that we had cast out a few moments ago? What is mind but soul
or spirit? How can you exclude these facts from the physical world and still
avoid entanglement with a spiritualistic theory? In rejecting both spiritualism
and materialism we have refused to consider either the mental or physical and
yet we are going to have mind to the exclusion of the physical in our science!
The whole question between spiritualism and materialism is whether we shall
admit mind into the case at all, and once in you are a spiritualist.

We may well study the facts of consciousness without begging any ques-
tions about the metaphysical issues and we may even avoid discussing ultimate
problems, but they are there nevertheless, and no psychologist who draws the
distinction which Prof. Scripture has here drawn can escape them. *“ Mind”
has no meaning at all unless it denotes the existence of a soul and only on the
supposition that the facts of consciousness are physical phenomena can you
disregard their mental character.

It had been far wiser for Prof. Scripture to have discussed his facts with-
out any reference to this metaphysical problem. If he had omitted all refer-
ence to psychical research and the doctrines of materialism and spiritualism
his book would not only have been worth much more, but he would not have
betrayed the superficial character of his opinions. We agree that psychological
phenomena may be studied and compared and classified without conditioning
our work upon a metaphysics, but this does not mean that the metaphysical
problem can be ignored. It is there and calls for solution, and it can be
evaded only by men who are more interested in their bread than in the truth.
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impressions and ideas, unnoticed at the time, reappear, some-
times strangely masked, in the phenomena of automatism, is
-considerable. Mrs. Verrall may, therefore, have got the idea
-of the picture, which was, of course, known to her—that is,
.she may have got a hint of it,—in a perfectly normal way. i
we assume this, what more is needed to explain its re-emer-
.gence by obscure allusions and under the form of messages
from the dead in her automatic writing beyond those general
sconditions, imperfectly understood, indeed, yet manifested in
.automatism of various sorts by abundant analogy, under
‘which subconsciously apprehended ideas are automatically
reproduced? That Mrs. Verrall did not recognize the allu-
-sions in her scripts, is no serious objection to this view of
their origin; for, as Miss Johnson has remarked (p. 2653), it
happens not infrequently that the automatist fails to draw
-even the most obvious inferences as to the meaning of her
writing, and in the present instance the allusions were suffi-
«iently obscure.

Turning now to Mrs. Holland’s coincidental script, one
finds nothing particularly surprising in the mere phrase, “Ave
Roma immortalis.” Mrs. Holland, we are told, did not know
Latin; but the phrase is familiar. It is suddenly introduced,
.but it is characteristic of this type of automatic writing to be
«disjointed and peculiarly so of the whole of Mrs. Holland's
:script in which the phrase occurs. The influence of associa-
tion, however, is seen in what follows, an allusion, namely, to
a chilly winter spent in Rome, the reference being presumed
to be to the winter Mr. Myers spent in Rome during his last
illness, a fact known to Mrs. Holland. One might surmise
from this an association, partly by similarity, partly by con-
trast, of the entire episode of the reference to Rome with what
.precedes and follows it; for immediately before and immedi-
ately after, the allusions relate to conditions at the opening,
.at the time of writing, of the English Spring. But we are not
-.bound to point out links of association; it is often impossible
to do so with any assurance, even when we are convinced
that they exist. This is not a difficulty. The difficulty for
-one who declines to accept the spiritistic hypothesis and at
ithe same time rejects the improbable assumption of telepathy
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(Is it good for us to write with you?)

Yes Mama this is from her, this is the truth from her.

(Who is her?)

Mamma.

(Who is Mamma?)

[Note: Miss Ames’ mother is living.]

Mamma Kingsley.

[Note: Mrs. Kingsley, Miss Arth’s grandmother, was in the
household known as and called “ Mamma Kingsley.” She died
when Miss Arth was a small child.] :

(Where is Mamma Kingsley?)

With friends of her household.

(Name one.)

Monroe Kingsley.

(Who is Monroe Kingsley?)

Your mother’s nephew.

(Is he dead?)

[Note: Miss Arth did not know.]

Yes.

(When did he die?)

March the fifth.

(Name another friend with whom you are acquainted?)

Mary Bowers.

[Note: The fact of Monroe Kingsley’s death has not been
verified. Miss]Arth might be able to do so. Her address is
B , N. Y.

Nov. 20, 1904, Sunday night.

2nd sitting. Mrs. Cowper asks questions about her return
from the Sanitarium to her home.

(When shall I go home?)

Never.

(What is the cause of my never going home?)
From the fire.

(Will the house burn down?)

Yes. Yes. Yes.

(When will it burn?)

Tuesday.

(Which Tuesday?)

November.

(Which Tuesday remaining in November?)
First Tuesday.

(How will it get afire?)

Chimney.
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* (Who?)

Nancy Stillwell.

[Note: A neighbor of the family who died when Miss Arth
was a child, remembered by her.]

(Where are you?)

Near those for whom I cared.

(Is it different over there?)

Many ways are different.

(How different?)

Nameless ways.

" (Are you happy?)

Happier by far am I than when on earth as before.

(Can you see into the future better than we?)

In future lives we only trust to God who leads us where ’tis
wisest we should go and best to be.

(Do you have the same view of things now that you used to
have?)

We see clearer ways beyond earthly forms of yours.

(Can we help you or you us?)

You may help us if you choose.

(How?)

"Neath loving thoughts are good influences at work for us.

Second sitting Dec. 3, Miss Arth asks questions.

(Will any of my friends write?)

Maybe so.

(Who?)

Martha Washington.

(Will any of Mrs. Cowper’s people speak to her tonight?)
All of them are beyond my knowledge to-night.
(Who are you?)

Manager of this thing.

(Who is the manager?)

Many would ask, never have found out.

(Will we never find out?)

Never inquire of this existence what force it is.

4th sitting, December 6.

) g)VVhy do you move from side to side and jerk instead of writ-
ing?

Many would have me tell mysteries unexplained by me to
form which be earthly bound by senses like yours therefore ask
me knowledge no more.

(Are you not a power that gathers and transmits the thoughts
of other minds?)
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B———, N. Y,, July 6, 1908.

Dr. James H. Hyslop,

Dear Sir:—In reply to your letter of June twenty-fifth I can
say that probably the Planchette’s tale of the fire at the Cowper
house was thought of many times before the fire actually oc-
curred. We were leading a very quiet life with plenty of time
for retrospection. Our conversation was frequently on topics of
a like nature, tho I cannot recall any particular time I am sure
that that particular writing was spoken of with the rest. But I
never looked at it in the light of a prophecy, and not until Mrs.
Cowper’s sister humorously wrote that she thought it interesting
that the one who guided Planchette in writing about the fire and
the one who lighted the fire, were the same, did I ever connect the
two. I saw it then only as a joke. Probably you look at it from
a psychic, rather than a humorous viewpoint, but the former is a
new position for me. I have not been able to see very far yet.
Is it possible for forecasts like that to be real and yet so out of
proportion. Truly yours,

MAE ARTH.
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young man at the time the raps occurred knew of the ar-
rangement. The following letter makes that point clear.
The coincidence, therefore, was not between what was known
at the young man’s bedside and the home of the uncle and
aunt.

April 3, 1908
Dr. J. H. Hyslop :(—

There could have been no one present at the invalid’s bedside,
except his sister, who had the care of her brother, and it was im-
possible that she could have known anything about the matter.

My Uncle and Aunt were very secretive people and they
would not make the plan a subject of talk. They were in such
constant communication for years that it probably did not impress
them as being marvelous. I did not suppose that it would have
been of so much interest to you, for I have had so many tests that
were of more interest to myself, that it recalls the expression of
T. B. Aldrich, in “ Ghosts,” “ Such things have chanced to me as
one, by day, would scarcely tell a friend for fear of mocking.”

Yours truly,
MARY B. LYNN.

April 8, 1
Dr. James H. Hyslop :— 908

I am the only person living who knew of the incident at the
time it occurred. I never knew just how many days intervened
between the arrangement in regard to the raps and the death.

The automatic writing frequently occurred on Sunday and in
the event of any matter of interest, in the evening. I can infer
from one other incident that occurred, that it may have been a
few hours, or a few days—the approach of the shadow of death
is probably very apparent to those in the spirit sphere.

The other incident I refer to is this: My father was not well.
Ie came to visit us and he lived only three weeks, not being con-
fined to his bed or room,—and I received an automatically writ-
ten message a week before the death occurred, telling us—*“ my
father was not going to get well—that he was soon to pass away
—that it was best—I must not grieve. It would be but a passing
shadow.”

I have also been forewarned in another death that occurred in
the house of a friend, who was a medium. On this occasion,
there were several months between the prophecy and the death,
and the individual was not sick at the time, but able to attend
business, although not in robust health.

Yours truly,
MARY B. LYNN.















































































































































































































Editorial. 717

It is not doing thorough scientific work that will satisfy crit-
ically scientific men.

8. The appeal is then not to each individual to give an
amount equal to some one else, but to seriously consider what
his opportunities are in the founding of a permanent institu-
tion. When all Sections of the American Institute have been
organized it will represent one of the largest, and we hope
one of the most important, endeavors in existence. But for
the present we appeal to members to rest satisfied with doing
all that it is possible to put it in a condition that the appeal
for the necessarily large amount may be more reasonable
and hopeful. The only way to inspire public confidence is to
make clear that we can be trusted to maintain an endowment,
if it is given us, and a small endowment is the best encourage-
ment for so new an undertaking. The appeal to members is
therefore to consider the opportunity to do all they can.

The publication of material on hand can continue for
several years without an endowment fund for adequate in-
vestigations, and with the growing interest ih recording ex-
periences much more valuable material will accumulate in
the meantime, so that the most pressing need, as already
emphasized several times, is an office fund, and the rest will
take care of itself. That will be a leverage for a more im-
portant appeal to the world.
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TREASURER’S REPORT.

The following is the Treasurer’s Report for the quarter be-
ginning June 23rd and ending October 24th:

Receipts.
Grant from the American Institute. .. .$2,000.00
Expenses
Publications .........ccoviiiiinann.. $1,201.37
Investigations ....................L. 305.77
Salaries .......cciiiiiiiiiiiiie 690.00
Office ..., 537-39
Copying .ooviiiiiiiiiiiieiiinna, 228.17
Supplies .......oiviiiiiiiiiiiiiit, 60.91
Stamps ...ttt iiiie e, 27.75
Sundries ............iiiiiiii.., 109.40
Total.....coiiiieiiiiiennnnnn. $3,161.76

In addition to this, which is the Report to the Board of Trus-
tees of the American Institute, I would report the following re-
ceipts, which were deposited to the account of the Institute.

Membership Fees.................... $ 640.00
Donations ..........covviiiiiin... 45.00
Sale of books....................... 8.15

Total.......vviiiiiiiannnnn.. $693.15

JAMES H. HYSLOP, Treasurer.
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Errata.

Page 28, line 20, for “prejected” read projected.

Page 63, line 22, for “an effort” read no effort; line 23, for “ Fig. III”
read Fig. IV ; line 26, for “Fig. IV and V" read Fig. V; line 27, for “S”
read R.

The whole passage should read: “H. agreed to make no effort to send
either question or answer. Fig. IV represents what H. gave to S. to transmit.
H. and R. were not to communicate with each other, but R. was to send what
he drew to S., and S. was to make the comparison with H. R. drew Figs. V
and V a., and S,, when he received them, asked R. what V a was, and he did
not know. He thought V was meant to be a part of a triangle.”

Page 65, line 21, for “on” read in, and for “or” read om.

Page 271, line 35, for “of” read om.

Page 341, line 15, for “that” read than.

Page 344, line 1, for “such” read much.

Page 345, line 17, after “ discussions ” insert they.

Page 611, last line, and 612, lines 1 and 2, for “ Hodgson’s control ” read
Hodgson control.

Page 617, line 15, for “ Journal” read Juvenal.

Page 622, line 12, for “as” read so.
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