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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A General Meeting of the Society

WILL BE HELD AT

MORLEY HALL,
GEORGE STREET, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.,
On TUESDAY, JANUARY 31is¢, 1911, at 5 pam.,

WHEN A PAPER ON

“ Poltergeists, Old and New,”

WILL BE READ BY

Proressor W. F. BARRETT, F.R.S.

N.B.—Members and Associates will be admitted on signing their names
at the door. Visitors will be admitted on the production of
an invitation card signed by a Member or an Associate.  Each
Member or Associate is allowed to invite ONE friend.
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

Names of Members are printed in Black Type.
Names of Associates are printed in SMALL CAPITALS.

Fleetwood-Hesketh, C. H., Stocken Hall, Stretton, Oakham.

Kevill-Davies, George, Cavalry Club, Piccadilly, London, W.

Walker, P. Lionel E, 7th Hussars, Hounslow.

Baikie, W. S., Southend, Stromness, Orkney Island.

BrypeN, Frank Wn. A., M.R.C.S., The Priory, Godalming.

CHATTERJEE, A. K., Chlttaoono India.

Cook, MRs. FRA\'K H., Barnett Hill, Wonersh, Guildford.

JouxstoN, R. F., Weihaiwei, China.

Krrkar, N. G., Amraoti, Berar, India.

Kiercast, SVEND, c/o Erslev and Hasselbalch, 26 Kobmagergade,
Copenhagen.

SumiTH, ERNEST STANLEY, Les Algues, Saint-Jean-de-Luz, France.

SNYDER, IRVING T., Willow Grange, Littleton, Colorado, U.S.A.

SPIELMANN, Miss Eva M., 38 Gloucester Square, London, W,

Streer, Mrs. W. P. R., 10 Mackenzie Avenue, Rosedale, Toronto,
Canada.

WAKELEY, Mis. CHARLES R., 6218 Ingleside Avenue, Chicago, Il
U.S.A.

WEesT, ARTHUR B., 100 Franklin Street, Denver, Colorado, U.S.A.

WaisHAW, RicHaARD W., Duntrune Terrace, Broughty Ferry, N.B.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

THE 106th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Thursday, December 8th, 1910, at
5.45 p.m., the President, Mr. H. Arthur Smith, in the chair.
There were also present: Mr. W. W, Baggally, the Right Hon.
G. W. Balfour, Sir Oliver Lodge, Dr. T. W. Mitchell, Mr. St.
G. L. Fox Pitt, Mr. Sydney C. Scott, Mrs. Henry Sidgwick,
Lieut.-Colonel G. L. Le M. Taylor, and Mrs. Verrall ; also Miss
Alice Johnson, Research Officer, and Miss Isabel Newton,
Secretary.

The Minutes of the last Meeting of the Council were read
and signed as correct.
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Three new Members and fourteen new Associates were elected.
Their names and addresses are given above.

The monthly account for November was presented and taken
as read.

PRIVATE MEETING FOR MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

THE 34th Private Meeting of the Society for Members and
Associates only was held in the Council Chamber at 20
Hanover Square, London, W. on Thursday, December 8th,
1910, at 4 p.m.; the President, Mr. H. ARTHUR SMITH, in
the chair.

Mgrs. A. W. VERrRALL read a paper on “Cases of Telepathy
between Automatists,” which it is hoped will appear later in
the Proceedings.

A FRENCH VIEW OF THE S.P.R.
Br M. SAGE.

[THE following is part of an article written by M. M. Sage
for a Turkish psychical review, which was founded about a
year ago under the editorship of M. M. Baha. The article
has been published separately at Constantinople, in its original
French form, under the title “Coup d'(Eil d’Ensemble sur
I'Etat Actuel du Psychisme,” and with M. Sage’s permission
we reprint here his sketch of the rise of modern Spiritualism
and the work of the SP.R.—Eb.]

Vers le milien du 19° siécle une religion nouvelle naquit aux
Etats-Unis d’Amérique. C’était une religion terre-d-terre et sans
poésie comme la race qui la concevait et qui la répandait. Néan-
moins elle aurait fait son chemin comme tant d’autres dont les
origines furent tout aussi modestes et tout aussi brumeuses: a ses
débuts elle chemina méme A pas de géant. Mais la froide raison,
qui régne enfin quelque peu, lui coupa les ailes et le Spiritisme,
quoi qu'en disent ses fervents, végéte malingre, empoisonné par
I'Escroquerie et la Folie.

Que se passa-t-il an juste & Rochester? Nous n'en saurons jamais
rien. Peut-étre les sceurs Fox furent-elles l'occasion et le moyen de
phénoménes authentiques. Mais, fines mouches, que le sens moral
ne génait pas, elles virent tout de suite le profit quelles pouvaient
en tirer: elles en firent de l'argent, travaillant au lien et place des
esprits, quand ceux<i ne voulaient pas travailler pour elles.
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Nous sommes dans un monde vraiment étrange, ou non seulement
les petites causes peuvent engendrer des effets immenses, mais encore
ot des causes peu morales ou franchement immorales peuvent
engendrer de trés grands biens. Le Bien nait du Mal, comme le
Mal nait souvent du Bien: le Mal ne peut étre détruit, ce serait
détruire 'Univers. Troublant mystére!

La banale aventure des sceurs Fox était en elle-méme si peu de
chose que dix ans aprés elle aurait dQ tout au plus éveiller l'atten-
tion de quelque historien de la folie. Eh bien! Eile a créé une
agitation qui changera peut-8tre la face de la Terre. Les Spirites,
dupeurs et dupés, ont tant crié sur les toits qu’il existe tout un
monde de phénoménes du plus haut intérét pour ’homme, qu'on a
fini par les entendre. Ces phénomeénes sont trés nombreux et trés
divers, et peut-8tre bien, en effet, qu’en eux est la clef de mystéres
comme: la Vie, 'Homme et sa destinée. Si vraiment la plupart
sont authentiques, leur étude est le premier bégaiement d’une
psychologie digne de ce nom. Il y a 20 ans on en riait; il y a
10 ans on disait: Clest étrange ! Aujourd’hui on est sérieux chez
les vrais savants et, plus ou moins haut, on dit: Tout de méme
c'est peut-étre vrai. Et si c'est vrai, sirement ’Humanité a doublé
un cap sur la mer tempétueuse qu’elle parcourt.

Avec et aprés les sceurs Fox, Ihistoire du spiritisme, c’est I'histoire
du Mensonge. Cependant au milieu de cette interminable liste de
médiums indignes, il y a quelques figures troublantes, deux surtout :
D. D. Home et W. Stainton Moses. On a pu soup¢onner le premier
de fraude, on n'en a jamais fait la preuve. Mais ce qui fera
toujours réfléchir les esprits sans parti pris, ce seront surtout les
expériences séveres que William Crookes fit avec lui: la modification
du poids des objets par simple contact du bout des doigts du
médinm, et le jeu d'un accordéon dans une cage. Les procédés
d’expérimentation employés ont été & ce point irréprochables que
les critiques les plus aigués n’ont pu en entamer le compte-rendu.
Ne pouvant rien objecter, Frank Podmore a mieux aimé avoir Dair
d’ignorer le dernier de ces deux phénoménes: cela ne lui fait pas
honneur.

La vie de Stainton Moses n’est pas moins troublante que celle de
D. D. Home. Stainton Moses manquait assurément de sens critique.
Il a pu se tromper lui-méme, il a pu tromper dans un état second,
mais il n'a pas trompé consciemment. Peut-étre n’a-t-il pas trompé
du tout. Suspendons notre jugement.

Quoi qu’il en soit, du jour ot Crookes sest occupé de ces
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phénoménes il a fallu les discuter sérieusement. C’était un grand
pas.
Ce pas fut dépassé quelques années aprés par un autre bien plus
important : la fondation de la ‘“Société des Recherches psychiques.”

Il y avait & 'Université de Cambridge quelques jeunes gens unis
entre autres par la torturante inquiétude du grand Inconnu. Ils
vénéraient particuliérement un de leurs maitres, Sidgwick, ame
loyale, bienveillante et noble &'il en fit. Les jeunes gens s’associérent,
sous la présidence de ce maitre aimé, pour rechercher par des
méthodes rigoureuses ce qu’il pouvait y avoir de fondé dans les
phénoménes étranges dont tout le monde parlait alors. Les adhérents
leur vinrent vite. Stainton Moses fut du nombre au début, mais
Pesprit de ce pasteur anglican avait été coulé dans un moule tout
autre que celui de la science. Les minutieuses et strictes méthodes
adoptées lirritérent : il ne comprenait pas qu’il falldt prouver mille
fois encore ce qui 4 ses yeux létait surabondamment. Il était né
pour précher, non pour critiquer et cribler: il se retira donc. Ce
fut dommage, car quel merveilleux sujet on avait 1a! Je ne croix
pas cependant —et je l'ai dit plus haut — que Stainton Moses
craignit personneilement d’étre pris en faute, comme tant d’autres
qui battent en retraite avec de grands airs indignés, quand on les
serre de trop prés. Mais Stainton Moses n’était pas de son temps.

Disons un mot de ces premiers pionniers de la Société, dont
I'euvre, comme toutes celles qui sont hautes, grandira par le recul,
au lien de diminuer. Je crois qu'on parlera d’eux plus tard comme
on parle & présent des Galilée, des Newton, des Descartes.

Gurney est mort jeune et ce fut une perte grave. C’est lui qui
a été lauteur principal de Pouvrage maintenant classique: Fantdmes
des Vivants. 11 avait un esprit froid, clair, pénétrant et sans parti
pris, largement ouvert. Treés sensible et trés délicat, les horreurs
de ce monde le rendaient amer et l'idée d'un Dieu de bonté lui
semblait peu soutenable. Mais il voulait bien croire & un monde
meilleur, si l'existence de ce monde pouvait &tre établie par des
faits.

Gurney fut pessimiste par tempérament, F. Myers fut tout le
contraire. Myers fut le poéte, l'enthousiaste, celui qui a la foi.
Mais il fut aussi celui & qui la bonne vieille foi sentimentale ne
peut pas suffire. Il avait un cceur, mais aussi un cerveau aussi
exigeant que le cceur. Son ceuvre est grandiose, mais un peu
informe ; dans son style il y a trop de recherche. Plus de sobriété,
plus de nerf le feraient lire avec plus de plaisir. Myers a rassemblé
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les faits par milliers; il a fait ce qu’il a pu pour séparer le grain
de I'ivraie. Malgré cela, tous ces faits impressionnent surtout par le
nombre, Enfin Myers, obéissant & un besoin' de son esprit, s'est
trop hité de systématiser.

Frank Podmore n’est pas sympathique a4 tout le monde et
cependant son ceuvre, plus ingrate, est tout aussi grande et tout
aussi utile, an point ol en étaient et ou en sont encore les
recherches psychiques, que celle des deux premiers. Sa vie d’écrivain
et de savant peut se résumer en ce mot: il critiqua. II prit les
travaux de ses collégues et les fit sonner, pour savoir s§’ils avaient
une félure. Il a peut-8tre exagéré quelquefois. Hypnotisé par un
détail, il n’a pas toujours bien vu l'ensemble. Mais sans Frank
Podmore la Société des Recherches psychiques aurait peut-étre dévié,
au lien de s’élever toujours & plus de rigueur. Ses critiques aigués
et parfois mordantes ont toujours paru cote & cdte avec les mémoires
qu’il disséquait sans pitié. Et jamais on ne lui en a voulu.
Décidément nous ne sommes plus ici dans I'habituel milieu des
savants. Sous ses critiques on sent néanmoins que Podmore a un
esprit plus ouvert & la vérité qu'on ne serait tenté de la croire.

Passons & Richard Hodgson. Voici & mon avis le plus grand
chercheur psychique qui ait encore existé! Il n’a pas seulement
observé, il a expérimenté. Avec lui le psychisme est entré dans
le laboratoire. Hodgson a eu le bonheur de découvrir, comme
principal sujet, une femme presque aussi admirable que lui: M™®
Piper. Ces deux noms R. Hodgson-M™ Piper passeront entrelacés
a la postérité. Hodgson n’a couru ni aprés largent ni aprés la
gloire: il a vécu pauvre et méme besogneux en un pays ou rien
n’est estimé que l'argent. Il a cherché 4prement le vrai dans la
peine et dans la géne: il a prié la véritable priere de demain, la
seule que Dieu aura pour agréable. Sa récompense? Il est parti
tout 4 coup de ce monde, sfir de I'immortalité, si sir que lui, le
sceptique d’antan, disait; ‘“J’ai peine & attendre la Mort. Quand
elle viendra je l'accueillerai avec des fleurs & la main.” Il a eu la
mort souhaitée de Tennyson :

“Sunset and evening star,
And one clear call for me!
And may there be no moaning of the bar,
When I put out to sea.”

Hodgson ne mourut pas, il franchit le passage d’un saut. Mais
la mort de F. Myers fut lente et pénible, et merveilleusement belle.
11 disait : J’ai les sensations de l'exilé qu’on va rappeler dans la patrie. .
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A ces noms il faudrait ajouter encore ceux de M= Sidgwick et
d’Oliver Lodge. Mais tous les deux sont encore parmi nous:

Myers donnait & la Société presque tout son temps et beaucoup
d’argent ; sa mort porta un coup terrible a celleci: elle chancela
un instant. Mais elle ne tarda pas &4 se ressaisir et aujourd’hui
elle continue normalement sa marche glorieuse. Les principaux
ouvriers du jour sont: M= Sidgwick, Sir Oliver Lodge, Me
Alice Johnson, M= Verrall, M* J. G. Piddington, M- Feilding.
J’en oublie sans le vouloir. v

Il serait trés injuste de dire que la Société des Recherches
psychiques a fait tout le travail sérieux qui a été fait en matiére
de recherches psychiques depuis 30 ans. De puissants cerveaux s’y
sont appliqués en dehors d’elle, un peu partout et d’une maniére
plus ou moins suivie. Mais c’est cette Société qui, par sa ténacité,
son amour de la critique, son attitude toujours digne, son souci
d’avoir recours aux méthodes les plus strictes, a petit a petit
conquis sinon les corps savants, du moins beaucoup de leurs
membres les plus éminents. Il y a dix ans, par exemple, dans un
congrés de psychologie, nul n’aurait osé présenter un cas de
psychisme pur: aujourd’hui on écoute avidement dans ces congrés
les voix les plus incompétentes en la matiére.

Qu'on me permette donc de résumer 4 grands traits les travaux
de la Société des Recherches psychiques, du moins ceux dont je
me souviens sans réflexions ni recherches préalables. N’oublions pas
que le sujet est immense.

Tout d’abord les investigateurs voulurent savoir ce qu’il y avait
de vrai dans les stupéfiantes merveilles opérées par les nombreux
médiums payés, devant des naifs sortis de tous les milieux. Ce fut
une campagne décourageante: ils ne trouvérent rien qu’impudentes
mystifications d’une part et inguérissable niaiserie d’autre part. 1l
fallut laisser de cOté les médiums et se rabattre sur les faits
spontanés.

Alors commen¢a une enquéte vaste et serrée sur ces cas d’appari-
tions, d'impressions étranges et intenses, cas nombreux signalés en
tout temps et en tout pays, se produisant chez certaines personnes
pendant que d’autres trés éloignées traversent, & I'insu des premiéres,
une crise aigué, surtout la crise derniére, celle d’avant la mort. Ces
cas ne se produisent pas quand il plait & 'observateur. Seuls peu-
vent les observer ceux & qui ils surviennent. On ne peut donc
qu'en recueillir des récits. Mais le récit vaut ce que vaut Pobser-
vateur. Ce qu'il convient de peser ici, c’est donc la valeur mentale



8 Journal of Society for Psychical Research. Jax., 1911

du percipient. Gurney et ses collaborateurs s’y attachérent avec
passion : ils rejetérent tout ce qui & premiére vue paraissait insuffi-
sant: puis ils s’astreignirent & visiter individuellement les gens dont
ils avaient retenu les narrations, leur posant les questions les plus
minutieuses et cherchant & se rendre compte de leur valeur morale.
Ainsi s'édifia le livre Fantomes des Vivanis, & partir duquel on a
considéré la télépathie sinon comme scientifiquement établie, du
moins comme tout A fait probable. On connait le succés de cet
ouvrage.

On essaya ensuite de faire la méme enquéte & propos des fantémes
des Morts. Car les vivants n’apparaissent pas seuls aux vivants:
les morts apparaissent aussi. Les récits plausibles, dus & des
personnes dignes de foi, furent beaucoup moins nombreux. Et, fait
remarquable, les cas, assez fréquents pendant les premiéres semaines
qui suivent la mort, deviennent de plus en plus rares au fur et &
mesure que la date de la mort recule davantage; quand la mort
date d’un an, il ne s’en présente presque plus. Donc la rareté
relative des faits fit que la société ne put donner un pendant au
livre Fantomes des Vivants par le livre Fantomes des Morts. Les
narrations retenues aprés passage au crible furent simplement soumises
aux lecteurs des Proceedings de la Société par la plume de M™° Sidg-
wick. Cette enquéte est & reprendre.

Le magnétisme et Phypnotisme firent 'objet de travaux nombreux.
Mais ici les psychistes n’ont plus le monopole.

Le magnétisme conduisait tout naturellement aux expériences de
transmission de pensée. Dans les laboratoires d’abord, puis entre
des localités distantes, avec des sujets trés divers, les expériences
proprement dites ont été multiplides. Il est prouvé maintenant que
la pensée peut se transmettre d’un esprit & un autre sans linter-
vention des organes du corps; la distance et la matiére interposées
ne semblent pas constituer des obstacles. Certes nous ne connaissons
presque pas les modalités du phénoméne. Pour connaitre ces
modalités il faudrait connaitre la nature de l'dme: nous sommes
loin de la. Mais le phénomeéne existe. Cependant on a pu se
rendre compte tout de suite que ce qui se transmet est indépendant
des mots, signes ordinaires de la pensée. Transmettre un mot est
presque impossible, & moins d’éveiller le souvenir de ce mot par
une image. Clest l'idée, dans le sens étymologique de ce terme,
qui se transmet. Constatation trés instructive! Souvent Vagent
n'arrive pas A transmettre au percipient lidée exacte qu’il a en
vue; mais ce dernier en per¢oit nettement une foule d’autres, par-
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faitement exactes, qu'on n'a pas eu lintention de lui envoyer. Trés
communes sont les hallucinations du percipient, sous I'influence
d’une idée transmise: il semble bien que les fantémes dont il a
été question plus haut soient des hallucinations analogues. De
méme Pétude des séances de M™° Piper, de M™° Verrall etc. laisse
Pimpression qu'il s’agit ainsi d’une transmission de pensée. Aprés
tout on congoit trés bien & priori que s'il existe des esprits humains
désincarnés, et que si ces esprits peuvent quoigqu’imparfaitement
communiquer avec nous, ce soit par une transmission de pensée.
Mais cette pensée, pour parvenir & notre conscience normale doit
franchir 'épaisse barriére de la chair: la est lobstacle. L’attention
des psychologues ne saurait trop se porter vers la transmission de
pensée,

Les maisons hantées ont de bonne heure préoccupé la Société.
La hantise semble bien étre un fait de la nature. Mais les
aspects en sont multiples, les causes peut-étre trés diverses. Il
faudra de nombreux travaux et sans doute un temps trés long
avant que nous puissions en discourir en connaissance de cause.

Le professeur Barrett — que jaurais di ranger plus haut parmi
les premiers et les plus actifs pionniers de la Société —a tout
spécialement étudié le cas des sourciers. Il y a d’étranges individus
qui, en passant au-dessus d’'une nappe d’eau souterraine, que rien ne
décéle aux sens, éprouvent des impressions révélatrices, impressions
qui feront, par exemple, tourner entre leurs mains une baguette de
coudrier. Voici un phénomeéne affirmé depuis les origines de
Phumanité et bien propre i mettre au nombre des superstitions
ancestrales. On aurait tort de le faire. Barrett a démontré par
I'expérimentation que le phénoméne est réel, quelque incompréhensible
qu’il soit. Certains sourciers se prétendent capables de découvrir aussi
les métaux précienx cachés sous terre: mais ceci est plus douteux.

Quelques rares mémoires ont paru aussi sur les délires, les hallu.
cinations des mourants, certains phénoménes inexpliqués et con-
comitauts de la mort. Ces mémoires montrent qu’il y a encore 1a
un vaste champ & explorer, champ plein de promesses. Mais c'est
pour le moment terre inconnue.

Enfin I'ceuvre capitale de la Société est I'étude de la médiumnité
de M~ Piper. Cette étude dure depuis plus de 20 ans déji et se
poursuit toujours. Hodgson y a consacré presque exclusivement les
quinze derniéres années de sa vie: durant tout ce temps il n'a pour
ainsi dire pas perdu son médium de vue. Les premiers mémoires
sensationnels sur le sujet sont de lui. Mais d’autres nombreux ont
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paru en outre: la bibliothéque de tout ce qui a été publié sur M=°
Piper est déja fournie. Et on en publiera longtemps encore: le
plus intéressant est peut-étre encore & venir. Méme s'il fallait
attendre un siécle apparition d’'un autre sujet pareil, nous n’aurions
pas trop de temps pour méditer sur les documents accumulés.

Qu'on m’excuse si je n’essaie pas de donner un aper¢gu de cette
médiumnité extraordinaire ! mais cela ne se peut pas dans ce
sommaire rapide.

Il fut un temps ou Pon disait: “s’il existe des &tres humains
ayant dépouillé le lourd vétement de la chair et se communiquant &
nous, que ne prouvent-ils leur identité en rappelant des incidents de
leur vie sur terre? Que diable, ceci est élémentaire et doit étre
facile!” Eh bien! on peut dire sans exagérer que plusieurs centaines
de communicants ont prouvé leur identité par lintermédiaire de
M=c Piper, d’'une maniére qui paraitrait plus que suffisante, s'il
s'agissait d’hommes vivants. Mais une fois qu'on l’a tenu, ce critérium
n’a plus paru suffire. Certes, pour attribuer & la télépathie tous les
résultats obtenus, il faut élargir le cadre de cette hypothése a tel
point quil n’en reste plus rien. Mais enfin notre esprit, entrainé
trop loin de ses voies ordinaires, aime mieux admettre une in-
vraisemblable télépathie que d’une hypothése plus transcendantale.
Et puis ces séances ne sont pas une eau pure: c'est une eau trouble
charriant des quantités de choses, que nous ne démélons pas. L’esprit
du médium, quoique amené & une grande passivité, n’est pas anéanti.
On le sent agir, broder malgré Ilui, déformer. Ceci n’est pas
étonnant, c’est le contraire qui le serait. Sion pouvait communiquer
clairement et sans obstacle de ce monde au suivant, ce serait que ce
monde et le suivant n’en font qu'un. Or, certes, ils en font deux;
ils se touchent, mais ne se confondent pas.

Or donc, une complication heureuse s’est produite depuis la mort
de F. Myers. On objectait sans cesse: ‘“Sans doute il y a dans
vos compte-rendus une foule de détails ayant appartenu en propre
au communicant prétendu et que le médium n’a pu acquérir norma-
lement. Nous accordons méme que le consultant les ignorait
jusqu’en sa subconscience. Mais ces détails pouvaient se trouver
dans la conscience normale, voire dans la subconscience de quelque
personne vivant quelque part sur la planéte. C'est peut-étre 13 tout
simplement que le médium les a télépathiquement puisés.” Combien
de fois en son vivant Myers s’était trouvé en face de ce raisonnement,
dont on sent toute la fausseté sans pouvoir le réfuter? Eh bien, il
semblerait que Myers, maintenant quil est au deld du voile, a
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trouvé un moyen de rendre caduc ce raisonnement spécienx, et ce
_moyen est celui des *“messages fragmentés.”! Clest en effet 2 Myers
que les esprits de M= Piper font 'honneur de la découverte.
Quand 4 nous pour qui la personnalité posthume de Myers est tout
juste une hypothése, croyons-en ce qui nous plaira. Toujours est-il
que les messages fragmentés existent, nombreux déja, et qu’ils sont
un fait nouveau. Voici schématiquement en quoi ils consistent.
Le communicant — disons Myers, si nous voulons — au lieu d’envoyer
son message par un seul médium, l'enverra par trois, quatre, quel-
quefois cinq médiums, n’en donnant 4 chacun qu’un fragment incom-
préhensible pour lui. Mais ensuite un chercheur — supposons M<e
Johnson ou J. G. Piddington — rapprochera ces fragments, ces
détails en apparence incohérents et verra que, réunis, ils forment
un sens parfaitement clair. Ainsi exposée, la chose est aussi simple
que géniale; mais, dans la pratique, étant données les difficultés de
toute sorte, entre autres la grande difficulté d’envoyer les mots
méme d’une phrase, celui qui étudie les textes doit avoir beaucoup
de patience et de perspicacité. Quoi quil en soit un nombre déja
grand de ces messages a été publié et appartient 4 la critique. Ils
ont été obtenus surtout par lintermédiaire de M™ Piper, de M"e
Verrall et de M™ Holland. Cette derni¢re habite I'Inde, M™¢
Verrall habite Cambridge, M™ Piper est & Londres ou & Boston:
ces dames ne communiquent pas entre elles, de cela on est sfr.

Mais ces messages, formant un tout évident, n'ont pu étre congus
que par un seul et méme esprit. Lequel? Voici le point capital.
Supposer que ce serait celui de l'un des médiums qui laurait
congu et communiqué subconsciemment aux autres confine A I'absurde.
Alors? Alors la seule hypothése raisonnable est que ces messages
sont bien ce qu’ils affirment étre et que leur origine est dans l'esprit
de Myers ou de Hodgson. Donc Myers et Hodgson existeraient et
penseraient encore tout en n’étant plus parmi nous.

En conclusion, jignore quelle sera la conviction des générations &
venir, quand elles auront cultivé ces champs immenses du psychisme,
oll nous ouvrons & peine aujourd’hui quelques sentiers au milieu de
la brousse. Mais pour linstant une seule hypothése rend compte
de tous les faits entrevus ou prouvés: c’est que I'dime est une entité
différente du corps, actionnant celui-ci pour un temps, mais pouvant
trés bien exister sans lui. Que la personnalité humaine survit & la
mort du corps est la premiére et la plus essentielle vérité illuminant

1Je ne sais vraiment comment rendre le néologisme anglais *‘cross-cor-
respondence ” qui, du reste, n’est pas lui-méme trés explicite.
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nos yeux. Mais il y a dans ces phénoménes la clef de bien d’antres
mystéres et un jour viendra ol tout le savoir humain évoluera
autour d’eux.

On s'étonnera sans doute que je n’aie rien dit des phénomeénes
physiques du psychisme ; coups frappés, passage de la matiére &
travers la matiére, matérialisations, dématérialisations, et tant d’autres.
Bien que ces phénomeénes soient les premiers qui aient attiré latten-
tion, ils sont encore les plus incertains de tous. Je sais, nombre
d’hommes de valeur s’affirment convaincus de leur réalité, mais
jusquici la Société des Recherches psychiques n’a trouvé que fraude
sur ce chemin. Le médium & effets physiques le plus célebre est la
Napolitaine Eusapia Palladino. Feilding, Baggally et Carrington
étaient récemment revenus de Naples convaincus de la réalité d’au
moins la plupart de ces phénoménes. Puis cette femme s’est rendue
en Amérique ou elle s’est fait prendre en train de frauder avec une
habileté consommée: tout est remis en question. Au reste ces
phénoménes ont en eux une part de grossiéreté qui ne les rend pas
séduisants.

En finissant jexprime encore une fois ma conviction que le
psychisme sera la grande préoccupation de demain. Mais nos savants
actuels ne sont pas propres & ces recherches: 4 des recherches plus
hautes il faut des hommes plus hauts. Il faudra chercher comme
I'on prie, par un divin devoir, non pour gagner de la gloire ou de
Pargent. Le vrai psychiste devra étre un savant et un saint. Or
cette race n’est pas commune encore. Aujourd’hui le saint est tout
autre chose qu'un savant et le savant n’est pas un saint.

NOTES ON CURRENT PERIODICALS.

IN May, 1910, The Journal of Abnormal Psychology became the official
organ of the newly-formed American Psycho-pathological Association.
This change in the status of the Journal will, it is anticipated, lead
to the publication of articles of a more distinctly medical kind than
those which have hitherto appeared. At the present time consider-
able activity is being shown by American investigators in regard to
Freud’s work in psycho-pathology and psycho-therapeutics, and it is
promised that contributions dealing with the psycho-neuroses from
the point of view of the Freud school will appear from time to time.
No part of Freud’s work is more fundamental than his theory of
dreams; but that his views are not going to be accepted without
challenge is shown by the appearance of a long article by Dr. Morton
Prince on “The Mechanism and Interpretation of Dreams,” in which
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he contests several of Freud’s conclusions (Journal of Abnormal
Psychology, Oct.-Nov., 1910). In the same number Dr. Ernest Jones
gives an abstract of a paper contributed by him to the American
Journal of Psychology, April, 1910, on ‘Freud’s Theory of Dreams.”
A brief examination of these two articles will bring out the main
points on which Dr. Prince differs from Freud and his followers.

According to Freud every adult dream represents the fulfilment
of a repressed wish. The wish has been repressed because it is
inacceptable to consciousness, and the repressing force is regarded
as a ‘“censor” that prevents its subsequent re-emergence into con-
sciousness. But during sleep the activity of the censor is so far
relaxed that the repressed wish is allowed to manifest itself in con-
sciousness provided that the thoughts are so distorted as to be
unrecognisable. The true meaning of the dream (the latent content)
has to be extracted from the dream as remembered by the dreamer
(the manifest content), and this can be done only by an elaborate
process of psycho-analysis. Distortion of the latent content is brought
about by four different mechanisms: (1) Condensation. Every element
in the manifest content represents several in the latent thoughts, and
vice versa.  (2) Displacement. The psychical intensity of a given
element in the manifest content shows no correspondence with that
of the associated elements in the latent content. (3) Dramatization.
The manifest content depicts a situation or action, a fact that
exercises a selecting influence on the mental processes to be pre-
sented. (4) Secondary elaboration. This is the alteration undergone
by the dream processes during the apprehension of them in conscious-
ness. It particularly affects parts of the dream that have been
insufficiently distorted during the dream making. Its action continues
after waking, so that the memory of a dream becomes more altered
the greater is the period that has elapsed since it was experienced.
The forgetting of dreams is, like the distortion of the latent content,
a manifestation of the activity of the censor. In every dream appears
some incident of the preceding day. This incident may be insignificant
in itself, but it has obtained psychical significance by becoming, on
the day of its occurrence, associated with significant experiences or
memories. A recent or conscious wish is inadequate to cause a
dream unless it is associated with a repressed unconscious one. It is
probable that the groundwork of every dream is of infantile origin.
The function of a dream is to protect slecp by stilling the activity
of unconscions mental processes that otherwise would disturb it.

Dr. Prince’s observations confirm those of Freud up to a certain
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point only. He finds that running through every dream there is an
intelligent motive, but he does not think that every dream can be
interpreted as the imaginary fulfilment of a wish. On the contrary,
he finds that some dreams are rather the expression of the non-
fulfilment of a wish, or of the fulfilment of a fear or anxiety. And
when the dream is the fulfilment of a wish, it is not of a repressed
wish, but rather of an avowed and justified wish. He is unable to
find any evidence of repression or of a *censor,” and he cannot
accept the view that the amnesia following the dream differs in
principle from that observed for dissociated states in general: He
admits the distinction between the latent and the manifest content,
but he thinks that the latent content is merely a logically connected
series of memories, of which the manifest content is a symbolical
representation. The distortion of the true dream thoughts in the
manifest content is only such as is required by the conditions of
symbolism. Dr. Prince finds no evidence of the distortion being the
work of a “censor,” and he regards dreams as being only a particular
type of the phenomena of hallucinatory symbolism. As regards the
characteristics of the symbolism he has found evidence of “condensa-
tion,” “dramatization,” and “secondary elaboration,” but he has not
observed the ‘“displacement” of the emotion pertaining to the true
dream thought to an inconsequential element in the manifest dream
content.

Freud insists that in every dream some incident of the preceding
day appears. Dr. Prince, working with a subject who could be put
into several hypnotic states, discovered that ideas which passed
through the mind just before going to sleep invariably appeared in
the dreams. This conclusion does not invalidate that of Freud, and
if it is corroborated by other observers it may prove an important

advance in our knowledge of the sources of the content of dreams.
T. W. M.

REVIEW.

An Introduction to the Study of Hypnotism : Experimental and Therapeutic.
By H. E. WingFIgLD, M.D. (Bailliére, Tindall & Cox, London,
1910. b5s. net.)

“THIs little book,” says Dr. Wingfield in his Preface, ““is an attempt
to supply a simple answer to the question, ‘What is Hypnotism 1’
. . . It makes no effort to range itself with the many larger works
on the subject, but intends rather to serve as an introduction to
these. . . . Those who are already familiar with the subject will,
I fear, find nothing new in these pages. It is intended solely for
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those who as yet know nothing of hypnotism, and to such inquirers
it may prove of some service.” In spite of the author’s modest
disclaimer, the book may, we think, prove of more service to a
serious inquirer than some of greater pretensions. In any science,
and especially one which is still in so rudimentary a state as hypno-
tism, it is important that books intended for those who know little
or nothing of it should be written by men who are entitled to
speak with authority as to what is known, what is only conjectured,
and how the student may best approach the subject. We mneed
hardly say that the book before us fulfils this condition.

Hypnotism still suffers from its long-time association with quacks
and charlatanry of all kinds,—an association which was in great
measure forced on it through its treatment by the mass of scientific
men of former generations. During the last thirty years much has
been done to raise its status, and we may claim that the work of
our Society, of which Dr. Wingfield himself has long been a dis-
tinguished member, has played a part in producing this result. “It
is to Myers,” he writes, ‘“that we owe the recognition of the supreme
importance of the subconsciousness, and of the part it takes in producing
the phenomena of hypnotism”; and one notices here, as elsewhere,
that certain cases first published by the S.P.R. are now quoted as
classic instances known to all the world, and affording a welcome
relief to the once ubiquitous, if mythical, Hebrew-speaking servant-
maid, without whom no gentleman’s psychology could formerly be
considered complete.

Meanwhile the Psycho-Medical Society! has done, and is doing,
much to spread enlightenment. But the advance, even within the
medical profession, is still confined to a comparatively narrow circle,
as was shown by the recent discussions of faith-healing in the
medical press; and since experts in hypnotism are not—speaking
generally—recognised by the profession as are experts in other
branches, it is still difficult for the ordinary medical practitioner to
find out where to apply for reliable information on the subject. Dr.
Wingfield’s book will, we think, help to remove this difficulty by its
clear, scientific and moderate statement of what has been attained,
while its hopeful though sober view of possible developments should
rouse interest in all who care for the progress of the healing art.

He gives a brief description of the main methods of hypnosis
used by some of the most famous operators of the present day,
explaining to what types of patients and what kinds of disorders
they are likely to be best suited ; and describes some of the typical
phenomena of hypnotism, illustrating them from his own experiments.
The medical aspect is only briefly considered, but this chapter has
an interesting reference to the work of Freud, which is now attracting
so much attention. It indicates further the types of cases that are,
and those that are not, likely to benefit from hypnotic treatment.
The thorny subject of the dangers of hypnotism is dealt with in an

! Formerly called *“The Medical Society for the Study of Suggestive Thera-

mjicx," the foundation of which was announced in the Jownal for January,
78
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eminently sane fashion. While showing that they may be greatly
exaggerated, Dr. Wingfield admits that in this, as in all other methods,
there are possible risks; but he shows that they are not of a more
mysterious or alarming nature than the risks of other methods; for
they are as well known to experts as other risks, and are quite as
easy to avoid by care and common sense.

His general conclusion is one that holds not in hypnotism only,
but in all varieties of the healing art. Other influences in addition
to the special form of treatment are often required. Many patients
“owe their troubles to their unhealthy manner of life. Work they
regard as an evil to be avoided as much as possible, and when they
are sufficiently wealthy to be independent of it, . . . they have no
regular occupation of any kind except pleasure-seeking. . . . Their
one hope of lasting cure lies in work and contact with the realities
of life. If they can engender in themselves some human interest,
they may forget their own sorrows in those of others. . . . We must,
if possible, induce [the patient] to take up some absorbing form of
labour, for in work, and in work alone, will [he] find permanent
salvation. . . . ‘Travaillons sans raisonner, c’est le seul moyen de
rendre la vie supportable.’”

Yet one is left with the impression that the author of this book finds
some pleasure in the exercise of his reason as well as in his work.

CORRECTIONS.

Ix the account of experiments in thought-transference by Miss
Ramsden and Miss Statkowski, printed in the last Journal, it was
stated (p. 392) that “on several occasions Miss Ramsden used a
picture post-card and tried to convey the scene on it to Miss
Statkowski” Miss Ramsden tells us that this is an error; that
on the two occasions (in Experiments I. and III., see p. 393)
where picture post-cards are referred to, she was looking at the
actual view itself when trying to convey the impression of it to
Miss Statkowski, and that she only used the post-cards as records
of what she had been seeing.

On p. 393, Miss Ramsden’s description of the scene she looked
at in Experiment III. runs: “There was a statue of Japanese
stone on an island in the pond.” “Sfone” is here a misprint
for “storks,” which is the word written on the original post-card.
The experiment was thus more successful than would appear
from the way it was stated in the Jowrnal, for Miss Statkowski’s
first clear impression was “a big bird with outspread wings
sitting on a stone,” and the two big birds standing on a small
island built of stones were one of the main features in the
scene that Miss Ramsden was looking at.
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L 1183. Veridical Dream. ARio

THE following account was sent to us by Major Nelson:

THE MANOR HoOUSE, STOKE D’ABERNON,
SURREY, August 29th, 1910.

Playing golf last week I happened to mention to my opponent, a
member of the Psychical Research Society, a strange incident that
oceurred to me last Xmas Eve, or rather in the early hours of
Xmas Day.

I ought to tell you that I never dream. I believe as a child
I had nightmares like other children, but since then a dream has
been to me an unknown quantity.

With this knowledge you will understand why what occurred last
Xmas made so deep an impression. The whole of that day and the
next my mind was obsessed by the incident, but I kept it entirely
to myself.

On the morning of the 27th I dreamed again, and at dinner the
same night the conversation turned upon dreams. Then for the
first time I communicated my strange experiences to two ladies
sitting on either side of me, Mrs. Rowan Hamilton, of Killyleagh
Castle, Co. Down, and her niece by marriage, Mre. Sidney Rowan
Hamilton.

On the 28th I wrote to Mr. Sandwith, the Rector of St. Bar-
tholomew’s, Smithfield, whom I had not seen for some considerable
time, and asked him if he had been worried about some child. He
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replied by coming down to Stoke, and was amazed when I told him
what had occurred, and proceeded to tell me what had been going
on in his parish.

There is no possible explanation of how I could have been cog-
nizant of the fact that Mr. Sandwith had been worried, for I had
never heard of the child or of the German.

His letter was written after his visit in reply to my question,
and at my request he wrote setting forth the particulars. I enclose

the original documents. A. NELSON, Major.

P.S.—I am, or rather was, by no means well acquainted with the
passage from Scripture; vet it is verbatim correct.

Major Nelson sent us with this letter the original records
he had made of his two dreams at the time, which were as
follows :

THE MANorR HoUSsE, STOKE D’ABERNON,
SURREY, Xmas Day, ’09.

Last night I dreamed a dream so strange and vivid that I wish
to record the occurrence while I can remember the details.

I dreamed that I was in the drawing-room of 124, Charterhouse
Square, alone. Suddenly the door opened and Sandwith came in
and said: “Look here, Nelson, you can help me—I wish you would
come—I am terribly distressed about this poor child, a soldier’s
child too.” I got up and followed him to the dining-room. He
knelt down at the table and motioned me to kneel beside him.
Then he said, “Now, I want you to repeat every word I say after
me.” I cannot remember the exact words, but the gist was that
God would intervene to save some child—whether from danger or
death I know not—for I cannot recall the words.

Suddenly Sandwith stopped speaking English, and began to pray
in German. I was unable then to repeat his words, for I know no

German, and as I was telling him so, I awoke. A. NEISoN!

Dec. 2%th, '09.

I have had another dream of startling significance, and record it
at once.

I dreamed that I asked myself what could possibly be the mean-
ing of so extraordinary a request on Sandwith’s part. Immediately
there came into my mind or fell upon my ear—I know not which
—these words: “If two of you shall agree upon earth as touching
anything they shall ask, it shall be done for them of my Father
which is in Heaven.”
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Mr. Sandwith, after visiting Major Nelson and hearing of
his dream, sent him the following statement of the circum-
stances, which he forwarded to us:

124 CHARTERHOUSE SQUARE, E.C,,
Dec. 30, °09.

Here are the particulars. I have for a fortnight or so before
Christmas been considerably worried over the marriage of a German,
not a naturalized Englishman, to a girl in this Parish.

I spoke to the girl’s father about it, and wrote to the Bishop
of London asking whether the production of a licence would
guarantee the validity of the marriage, if the contracting parties
eventually resided in Germany.

The Bishop said he thought so, but that I had better go to
Doctors’ Commons and state the facts, in case they had overlooked
the point of the man not being a naturalized Englishman.

I asked the father of the girl to accompany me, but he said
he felt satisfied. This added considerably to my worry, as I felt
he was the proper person to safeguard his daughter’s future, and
any interference on my part was a delicate matter. As the Bishop’s
letter was addressed to me personally through his Chaplain, “you
had better go to Doctors’ Commons,” I regarded it as a personal
direction from my Bishop and went, and asked for a written
statement from the Chancellor of the Diocese that all was in order.
This I dunly received, and the marriage was solemnized on

Christmas Day at 10.20 a.m.
o W. F. G. SANDWITH.

We have also received from Mrs. Rowan Hamilton, of Killy-
leagh Castle, County Down, the following statement:

Nov. 9, 1910.
With reference to your letter dated 29th Oct., 1910, to Major A.
Nelson regarding the dream described by him, I wish to corroborate
his statement to you dated 29th August, 1910.

LiNA RowaN HAMILTON.

A similar statement has been received from Mrs. Sidney Rowan
Hamilton, to whom Major Nelson also spoke of his dream.

In reply to questions tending to elicit what normal causes
might have produced the dream, Major Nelson states that he
had never helped Mr. Sandwith in any way in his parochial
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work. He also says that Mr. Sandwith assured him that he
had not thought of him in connection with his difficulty.
He adds:

Nov. 4, ’10.

The only connection that I can conceive between the fact of Mr.
Sandwith’s being worried and my dream is the existence of some
lines on the subject of prayer written in a friend’s Prayer Book,
which I sent to Mr. Sandwith, before writing them in the book, to
ask whether the theology was sound, in September, 1909.

This statement of Major Nelson’s is of psychological interest
as possibly throwing light on the mechanism of the dream.
It seems as if the telepathic inpulse had been the primary
cause of the dream ; that the thought of the German and
Mr. Sandwith thus telepathically aroused had called up, through
a normal process of association of ideas with the latter, the
additional notion of prayer, and that the three conceptions
were combined into the dream idea of Mr. Sandwith reciting a
prayer in German.

REPORT ON A FURTHER SERIES OF SITTINGS
WITH EUSAPIA TALLADINO AT NAPLES.

i

GENERAL REPORT.
By TtHE HoN. EviErarp FEILDING AND W. MARRIOTT.

NArLES, December 5th, 1910.

Wirtn a view to attempting to confirm either the favourable
report on Eusapia Palladino issued by Messrs. Feilding,
Baggally and Carrington, published in Proceedings, Vol, XXIII.
(Part LIX., November, 1909), or the unfavourable one by
Mr. W. S. Davis in the American S.P.R. Journal for August,
1910, a short series of five sittings was held in Naples in
November and December, 1910. The sitters were as follows:
Séances 1. and II.—Count and Countess Perovsky-Petrovo-
' Solovovo and Mr. Feilding.
Séance IIL.—Count Solovovo, Mr. W. Marriott, Mr. Feilding.
% IV.—As in No. III. and Countess Solovovo.
A V.—Mr. Marriott and Mr. Feilding.
At Séance I. the control was at the time considered so
unsatisfactory that, although fraud was not specifically proved,
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neither Count Solovovo nor Mr. Feilding is disposed to attach
any evidential importance to the few small phenomena which
occurred.

Séance II. was the only one at which, with the possible
exception of table levitations, any phenomena of the slightest
interest occurred. They were, however, of so insignificant a
character that, especially in the light of the possible fraud at
the first Séance, and the undoubted fraud in the last three,
none of the three sitters is disposed to draw any positive
conclusions. Séances IIL, IV, and V. were in the opinion of
all those present unquestionably mainly, and in the opinion
of Mr. Marriott wholly, fraudulent. The medium evaded
throughout any effective control, frequently making it impossible
for the sitter on her left side to prevent her from releasing
her left hand or foot, and took advantage of this to make
constant use of them, as well as of her elbow, for the
production of spurious phenomena. Such phenomena con-
sisted of (1) shaking movements of the curtain, throwings of
it over her shoulder, surreptitious pullings at it with her hands
or elbow, kickings at it with her feet. (2) Touches with her
left foot on her neighbours. (3) Upsetting of the cabinet table
with her elbow. (4) Moving of a chair with her foot. (5)
Lifting of the cabinet table with her hand after effecting its
release,—not by substitution, but merely by removing it from the
back of the controller’s hand, this position being the only form
of control she would usually permit. As regards this last effect,
it may be added that though Messrs. Feilding and Marriott
distinctly saw the movement of the medium’s hand and arm
against a background of luminous paint, Countess Solovovo,
who was controlling the hand in question on the table and
under the curtain, had the distinet impression of its continuous
grasp. Count Solovovo is inclined to consider the hypothesis
of some abnormal suggestive influence on the part of the medium
to account for this impression.

With this tentative exception, all the sitters are agreed
that the whole of the above-named phenomena were entirely
fraudulent. As regards the table movements, consisting, in the
last three séances, of only one total and two partial levitations,
Mr. Marriott is strongly of opinion that these also were
fraudulent, inferring from the position of the bands that they
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were accomplished by a balance of the table between the left
hand and foot, and by an upward throw of her (¥. P.’s) fingers
respectively. Mr. Feilding, who was actually observing the
hands at the time, disputes the conclusion that these actions
did, in fact, take place, but is not disposed to lay any stress
upon a few phenomena sporadically occurring among others of
an unquestionably fraudulent character. He is further of
opinion that the table movements were the only phenomena
which in any way resembled the occurrences at the former
Naples series of experiments, and states that the conditions of
control permitted were wholly different from those permitted
in that series.

The séances in question appear identical with the séances
described by Mr. Davis. The medium pleaded illness and
fatigue throughout, and although it had been intended to hold
a series of ten or twelve séances, it was not thought worth
while to continue any longer in the circumstances.

At the termination of the series Eusapia was informed of
the negative conclusions which had been arrived at and of the
spurious nature of the phenomena which had been presented.
‘While not disputing the justice of these conclusions, she stated
that she had no recollection of anything that transpired after
the close of the table movements which usually occupy the
first part of her sittings, after which the light is reduced for
other phenomena. She pleaded her state of health as an
excuse for her failure to give satisfaction. She nevertheless
accepted her full fee.

1Ll
STATEMENT BY COUNT PEROVSKY-PETROVO-SOLOVOVO.

December, 1910.
Whilst substantially agreeing with the above report, I feel

bound to make the following reservations and observations:
With regard to Séance II. some of the things which happened
_impressed me favourably. I was twice touched on my right
side; a little table in the “cabinet” was suddenly and violently
overturned; and one of the objects which then fell off it
moved along the floor for a very appreciable period of time.
The hand and foot control seemed to me very satisfactory; at
least we repeatedly said so at the time, and 1 wrote so in my
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notes the day after. I think in such incidents it is the im-
pression felt at the time of the occurrence (I am speaking of
experienced enquirers only) which must really count—not the
one produced by subsequent unfavourable circumstances (unless
revealing sources of error hitherto unsuspected), or even merely
“as time goes on.” Of course into my expressed conviction
of the efficacy of the hand-control there entered even at the
time an appreciable element of uncertainty due to the fact that,
as usual, E. P. did not allow her hand to be grasped (I will
revert to this point). In my note on the sitting in question
I say also that “the conviction I here express . . . does not
apply to the possible hypothetical use of an apparatus.”

With regard to Séance III. and the incident in connection

“with my wife controlling, it should be noted that at the time

the table was lifted up as if by Eusapia’s hand, ker right hand
was linked with F’'s on the table uncovered and dimly visible (as
stated in my note written out on the next day), whereas her
left was wnder the curtain (also upon the table) and <inwvisible.
Our impression at the time (as expressed by F.) was that
“substitution was impossible ” (see my next day note). And to
quote my wife’s words in her written statement (made the
next day): “I positively deny having lost contact with E. P.s
hand a single moment during the incident described.”

I may mention that before our sittings had begun I had
said to Mr. Feilding that it seemed to me very desirable to
make some decisive step in advance with regard to the con-
ditions of the “phenomena,” and in view of all the doubts
and discussions to which the question of hand-holding with
E. P. gives rise, I suggested that we should “count” only
those “ phenomena” which should occur with at least one of
the medium’s hands visible. Neither of us seemed afterwards
inclined to adhere unreservedly to so high a standard! But
in the incident under consideration we seem to have come
within measurable distance of it! And though the unavoidable
lack of information as to certain particulars—for instance as
to the exact distance separating Eusapia’s two hands—is much
to be regretted, this occurrence has on the whole seemed to
me to be very instructive and tending to give support to the
theory that a “medium” is occasionally able—whether con-
sciously or unconsciously—to induce in the person controlling
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him something like a tactile hallucination, for which view
there is to my mind very strong evidence.on record in the
“ chair-threading” experiments with Sambor.!

With regard to the table movements, I agree with Mr.
Feilding in thinking most of them inconclusive; but I con-
sider that one partial table-levitation (away from EKusapia) which
we witnessed at the end of the third sitting, in a bright
light, three persons (Mr. Feilding, Mr. Meeson, the stenographer,
and myself) controlling E. P. and Mr. Marriott looking on, was
rather remarkable, and I thought it difficult at the time to
admit that Mr. Marriott’s explanation (as given in the report)
could be the true one. I may add that from what he told me
I inferred that he had not actually seen E. P. throw up the table
with her fingers, but had concluded that this was her method.

On the whole, and though I am by no means absolutely
certain that any table movements and levitations we witnessed
were genuine, I think that here is matter for further investi-
gation. The conditions under which these things occur make
me think that they are or may be suitable for scientific
enquiry and I hope they may be investigated again. Even an
exposure of E. P.s levitations so extremely damaging to her
mediumistic reputation as W. S. Davis’s does not explain
everything, and gives us no right whatsoever to answer the
question definitely in the negative.

On the other hand, E. P.s “cabinet phenomens,” as I
have witnessed them (both in Naples in 1910 and in St
Petersburg in 1898), have left me under the impression
that here matters ought to be seriously mended before we in-
vestigate them further. I agree with Mr. Marriott in thinking

1 These experiments (at least those made with this special aim by myself and
my friends) have absolutely convinced me that either passage of matter
through matter is a fact, or that a medium’s hand, even when very well held
(not in the least as Eusapia’s hands are), can liberate itself, and afterwards
return to its original position without the controller becoming aware of it.
And after some conversations I had on the subject with Mr. Marriott (an
expert in conjuring) I am even more than before inclined to see in this *‘chair-
threading” some unusual form of ‘supernormal suggestion,” and shall not
believe this to have been a trick in the ordinary sense of the word until I
have been shown the same thing by a regular conjurer.

On the other hand, I still maintain that we have no good evidence whatever
of the possible production of collective hallucinations at spiritistic séances,
visual or other (Proceedings S.P.R., Vol. XXI., pp. 436-482).
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that the hand control she usually admits when such * pheno-
mena” occur is practically non-existent. She throws every
obstacle in the way of this band control. In my experience,
at least, she constantly objected to my holding even her thumb
or her little finger. She constantly complained of my squeez-
ing her hand too much. She insisted on her hands being
covered (with the curtain), and even asked that they should
be brought nearer to one another, and this at the most
suceessful sitting of the series,—the 2nd! The hand-sub-
stitution I noticed repeatedly. Apart from this, she constantly
changes the respective positions of her limbs—both feet and
hands. The latter especially are a regular perpetuum mobile.
Now this circumstance is extremely important, for as the
conditions of the control are perpetually and ceaselessly
changing, illusions of memory as to the exact conditions under
which something occurred are eminently apt to spring up.
Of course the presence of a shorthand writer will to a great
extent eliminate this source of error; but, seeing that no
shorthand writer was present at the great majority of obser-
vations in the case of E. P, my present impression is that the
great bulk of the evidence 7¢ her “cabinet-phenomena” is of
no decisive importance.

In my experience, then, with such control as E. P. admits,
complete conviction in the true sense of the word is strictly speaking
unattainable. And what, I ask, is the use of “relative convic-
tion ” like the one, say, I felt as to the efficacy of the control
at Séance II.? The fact that I had this impression at the
time is interesting; but it does not carry us one step further.
At most we are driven to the “supernormal suggestion ” theory.
At future scientific séances E. P. must either allow her hands
to be plainly visible to all, or allow them to be grasped (as
Sambor invariably did, as I have said, during the experiments
with the “chairs,” thus giving something amounting to absolute
conviction). The foot-control, in which she places her foot
upon that of her neighbour, should also be done away with.
These demands are eminently reasonable. It is simply prepos-
terous to assert that they could act negatively on the “ pheno-
mena.” Enough time, money and work has already been spent,
and strictly speaking to no avail. A new departure must be
made at last.
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If E. P. consents to the above conditions, well and good;
if she does not, she must either be left alone; or—a course
of action I should recommend—in future experiments we should
no longer investigate the * cabinet-phenomena” themselves, but
the conditions of the control at the time such “phenomena” are
occurring. Any “manifestations” taking place with both of
E. P’s hands invisible (supposing they are controlled as un-
satisfactorily as they are now) should not be taken into account
at all. And particular attention should be given to making
clear whether anything will happen with either one or both of
the medium’s hands wistble. In the former case we shall
have to give full weight to the “supernormal suggestion”
theory ; and only in the latter—if positive results are obtained
—shall we really have to face the hypothesis of a new “ physical
force” and the like. If, on the contrary, after a new series
of experiments it is clearly shown that no “cabinet-phenomena ”
occur when both the medium’s hands are visible, this negative
conclusion will be also very important and will make it
probable that in former experiments too we need not look
beyond errors of observation, illusions of memory, ete. (coupled
perhaps sometimes with some kind of “suggestion”) to account
for the most puzzling of Signora Palladino’s performances.

Of course the question of the foot-control too is of vital
importance, since I, for my part, have little doubt, that the
medium’s feet may more than once have played a fundamental
part in ‘“spirit” touches and grasps.

IIT.
DETAILED ACCOUNT OF THE TABLE-LIFTING INCIDENT.

(¢) Exrract FrROM MR. FEILDING'S NOTES ON SEANCES
IIT. axp IV. (November 26 and 28, 1910.)

December 1, 1910.
In the course of the two séances the *phenomena” pro-
duced consisted of a few raps of doubtful origin, apparently
not in the table; a few slides of the table of about an inch
at a time, not shown to be fraudulent but under unsatisfactory
conditions ; an upsetting of the cabinet table to all appearances
accomplished by [E. P.’s] elbow; bulgings of the dress (quite unlike
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any bulgings which I have previously seen) and apparently
done with the foot; a few movements of the curtain clearly
seen to have been done with the hand after substitution had
been effected; a movement of a chair close to the medium,
evidently done by the foot after substitution had actually been
notified ; and the lifting of the cabinet table clearly seen by
Marriott and myself against a card of luminous paint to have
been done with the hand controlled by Countess Solovovo.
Also one total and two or three partial levitations, as to which
there is a difference of opinion between Marriott and the rest
of us. It would be absurd to lay stress on small matters of
this kind following on a series of purely fraudulent phenomena.
The chief point of interest is the lifting of the cabinet table
visibly by Eusapia’s hand, notwithstanding that the Countess
insisted on her not having lost control of the hand in question.
No substitution. had been effected, her right hand being visible
in mine, and the only apparent alternatives are either the
formation of a fluidic hand on Countess Solovovo’s (a theory
put forward by Cavaliere Chiaja) to lift the table; or else a
mere lapse in her observation. Taking the case on its own
merits, the latter is of course the more reasonable assumption.

(b) NoTE oN SEANCE OF NovEMBER 28, 1910.
By Couxt SoLovovo.

November 29th, 1910.

My wife controlling all the time on E. P’s left, F., Mr.
Marriott, Meeson, then F. again on her right.

The séance may be safely put down as—to say the least—of
an extremely suspicious character throughout, with, however,
one exception. At a certain moment when an attempt was
being “ mediumistically” made to pick up something in the
cabinet from the floor, F.,, who was controlling E. P. on her
right, saw against a luminous background E. P.’s left arm pro-
ducing the movement. Mr. Marriott, who was under the table
holding E. P.s feet, saw the same thing. The medium’s right
hand, linked with F.s, was on the table uncovered and dimly
visible. The medium’s left hand, which my wife controlled,
was also upon the table, but covered with part of the curtain.
On F. asking my wife whether she had not let E. P.s hand
go, she emphatically denied it, stating that E. P., though not
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allowing her to Aold her hand all the time in the proper sense,
did not withdraw it for a single moment, and repeatedly
clutched at it. '

As F. said at the time, substitution was impossible. I also
dimly saw E. Ps right hand linked with his over or on the table.

My wife’s conviction that at the time she had not released
the medium’s hand was absolute. But it is of course possible
that after being told over and over again by that cleverest of
conjurers, Mr. Marriott, that she was mistaken, she may feel less
certain about the matter. DBut we should not allow such
suggestions to work—whether one way or the other; and in
justice to E. P. my wife’s original and complete conviction
should be put on record.

(¢) NoTe BY COUNTESS SOLOVOVO.

ovember 29th, 1910.

I positively deny having lost contact with Eus. P.s hand a
single moment during the incident described, and, as my hand
with her left one was under the curtain, on the table, whereas
her right was visible, though it is true very dimly, and held
by F. and not near enough to mine to touch me with it, she
was not able to make one of her hands do duty for two.

[In reply to questions, the following further details of the
incident were sent to us by Countess Solovovo.—Ed.]

Janvary 16th, 1911.

(1) T was holding E. P’s hand very lightly, because she
complained of being squeezed too tightly each time I tried to
hold her hand fully in mine, and most of the time she had
her hand on my hand and pressed it very strongly each time
a movement occurred, or was patting it, but not for a second
did I lose contact with it; and when Mr. Feilding said: “She
is using her hand, because I saw it clearly trying to lift up
the little table,” I did not think he was speaking of the hand
I held (I was so sure of having had it on mine all the
time), and when he told me I must have let it go, I posi-
tively denied it, and up till now I am as sure as one can
be of anything that she did not use the hand that was in
mine (or on mine).
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(2) Her hand was not motionless, for, as I said before, she
moved it about over mine, patted me, pressed my hand very
strongly sometimes, sometimes let me hold hers fully in mine,
then would turn my hand down and put hers over, but all
the time without taking it off entirely; and when her hand
was over mine, I several times turned my hand and felt with
my fingers if her fingers were on my hand, and each time I
felt them I tried to do the same thing with my thumb, and
I felt also that it was the same hand I held all the time.
Our hands were on the table and covered by the end of the
left part of the curtain.

(3) My attention was all the time concentrated on holding
her hand, as I was sure of her foot, Mr. Marriott controlling
both feet under the table. He told me a few days later
that most likely my attention had been too much concen-
trated on holding her hand, and that on account of the
tension of my mind I had not remarked when she had
slipped away from me; but I am sure that if I had said
my mind had been quite free during the time I held her,
and that I was not entirely and only oceupied in observing
the hand I held, Mr. Marriott would bhave said I had been
“distraite,” and had not remarked when Eusapia took away
her hand.

I think also that, had she taken away her hand for a
short time and afterwards brought it back again, I should
have felt a difference in my sensations before and after she
had removed her hand, whereas I felt no difference at all,
and continued feeling her hand in or on mine.

The little table was not lifted on to the table we sat at
(as far as I remember, perhaps I am wrong); it seems to me
it was lifted behind the curtain and then fell down again.
jut it was only Mr. Feilding and Mr. Marriott who could see
what was going on behind the curtain; I could not, as I was
not sitting facing the opening in the middle of the curtain,
but just behind it; that is, the left half of the curtain was
opened in the middle, near E. P’s head and shoulder, and, as
I was sitting on her left-hand side, I could not see what was
going on inside the cabinet unless 1 bent very much forward,
and at that moment I was absorbed only in attending to the
hand I held.
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My impression is that she did not use her left hand in
lifting the little table, and during all the sitting it seemed to
me she was trying very hard to move the objects, but not
with her physical hands, but with some inner power, and she
seemed to suffer and to be very tired each time something
had moved.

I think this is all I remember of the sitting; it is very
incomplete, but I have a very bad memory for details, and
remember only my impressions.

BARBARA PEROVSKY-SOLOVOVO.

IV.
COMMENTS ON THE ABOVE.
By ALICE JOHXNSON.

Countess Solovovo’s careful and detailed description of her
sensations during this incident seems to me to show clearly that
it was not, as Mr. Feilding suggests, through any “ mere lapse
in her observation” that she let Kusapia’s hand go; while
the fact that the hand had somehow become free was proved
by the joint observations of Mr. Feilding and Mr. Marriott.

A lapse of attention or observation is a thing that frequently
occurs in ordinary life; everybody must be familiar with the
experience of failing to notice an object direetly within his
view when he is thinking of something else. In some cases this
may almost amount to what is called a “ negative hallucination.”
But this is quite different from what Countess Solovovo
describes. Instead of failing to notice the presence of an
object, she had a clear perception of its presence while it was
absent: that is, she had a distinect and full-blown positive
hallucination or illusion, lasting evidently for a perceptible
period of time.

I am especially interested in this, because I have long
been convinced that a similar experience happened to me
during my second sitting with Eusapia at Cambridge in
1895. On that oecasion FEusapia was standing up, Mn.
Myers standing on one side and holding her right arm and
hand, and I on the other side holding her left arm and hand,
my right arm being interlaced with her left. The two other
persons present were sitting on the floor behind her, so as to
see her dimly outlined against the white ceiling, the room
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being extremely dark. These witnesses saw an elongated
object proceeding from her body, moving about and often
changing in shape and length. It was too dark for them to
see how it was attached to her, or how the controllers were
holding her; but if her left arm had got free, it could easily
have executed all the movements, and in doing so would have
presented just the appearance they described. The evidence
that the arm was not free depended solely on my conviction
that I was holding it. I was certain at the time that 1 was
holding it; but later, in view not only of the systematic
frauds discovered, but also of my observations of various illu-
sions experienced at these sittings, I became convinced that
my impressions as to holding her arm on that occasion were
purely hallucinatory.

The evidence for this is, of course, not so clear as in Countess
Solovovo's case, since at the Cambridge sitting it was too dark
for the witnesses actually to see whether the elongated object
was Eusapia’s arm or not; and as they supposed at the time
that I was holding the arm, they took the object to be
something else. At the Naples sitting there was more light,
for the background was of luminous paint instead of an ordinary
white-washed ceiling, and here the arm that lifted the small
table was seen to be attached normally to Eusapia’s left shoulder.
If it had been too dark to sce: this, the sitters would probably
have regarded the movement as supernormally performed, on
the strength of Countess Solovovo’s conviction—apparently so
well founded—that she was holding Eusapia’s left hand.

In my paper “On the Education of the Sitter” (Proceedings,
Vol. XXI., pp. 483-511) I brought forward evidence derived
from various different sources in support of the hypothesis
that some mediums have an unusual power of imposing illusions
and hallucinations on their sitters, and that this may account
for some of the most remarkable records of apparently telekinetic
phenomena. The case described above tends to confirm this
hypothesis. It does not, of course, explain all the phenomena
reported on good evidence to have occurred in the presence of
Eusapia; but it suggests that those which depend for their
authenticity on the testimony of one witness as to the control
exercised—and ‘a considerable proportion of the best cases come
under this definition—must _be seriously discounted.
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NOTE oN THE REPORT.
By W. W. BaAGGALLY.

I should like to make a few remarks on the above Report.
Both the American sittings and those lately held with Eusapia
Palladino differ materially in many respects, but principally in
the following, from those held by Mr. Feilding, Mr. Carrington
and myself in Dec. 1908. In the American and in the
recent Naples sittings no phenomena were obtained under the
following conditions: “when both the medium’s hands were
distinctly visible away from or quietly resting on the séance
table, or both hands clearly seen when being held by the
controllers and at the same time her body was in view down
to her feet.” In these cases the supposition that the phenomena
were produced fraudulently through the substitution or release
of one of her hands or feet could not be entertained.

It was the phenomena under the above test conditions,
which we obtained at our séances in Dec. 1908, that greatly
impressed me, and I laid particular stress on them (and gave
some examples) in my final note in the Report of our Naples
sittings. So far I have not met with any satisfactory explana-
tion of how Kusapia could have produced these phenomena by
normal means. It is certain that no accomplice was present,
and we had satisfied ourselves by examination that no apparatus
was being used.

I am afraid I cannot accept Miss Johnson’s theory that
Eusapia possesses the power of inducing a continuous halluci-
nation of the sense of touch in the minds of her sitters.
Experienced investigators are well aware that a temporary
hallucination of this nature can be induced when a medium’s
hand is surreptitiously removed for a moment from the con-
troller's hand. We were unceasingly on our guard against
such an occurrence at our Naples sittings. It should be noted
that Mr. Feilding states that the conditions of control permitted
in the recent sittings were wholly different from those permitted
in the former Naples sittings. In a letter that I have received
from Mr. Feilding, he says: “ Everything this time was different
[from our previous séances] and exactly like the reports given
of the American conjurers’ sittings.”
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WILL BE HELD AT

MORLEY HALL,

GEORGE STREET, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W,
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

Names of Members are printed in Black Type.
Names of Associates are printed in SMALL CAPITALS.

[}

MillIeJr, Professor Dickinson 8., Columbia University, New York,
S.A.

Mirlees, W. J., 11 Cranmer Road, Cambridge.

Simpson, Commander N. V., R.N, Kylintra, Portrude Park,
Weybridge.

ARCHER, Basi, Highfield, The Chase, Coulsdon, Surrey.

Brunwin, A. D, M.D., Haverings, Rayne, Braintree.

CrapHaM, Mrs. H. H., 267 South 8 Street, San José, California,
U.S.A.

CoxoN, MRs. GEORGE §., Craigleith, Cheltenham.

DuaNg, Russeri, 1617 Land Title Building, Philadelphia, Pa.,
US.A.

Frankianp, F. W, 4 Upper Bedford Place, Russell Square,
London, W.C.

Frankranp, Mrs. F. W., 4 Upper Bedford Place, Russell Square,
London, W.C.

LiBRARIAN, Public Library of the District of Columbia, Washington,
D.C., US.A.

MorToN, Mrs. FREDERICK N., 73 West La Crosse Avenue, Lans-
downe, Pa., U.S.A,

PAINE, Mrs. W., 37 Westminster Palace Gardens, London, S.W.
WRrANGELL, BARON CYRILLE, 9 Schpaleznaia, St. Petersburg.

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF MEMBERS.

THE Annual General Meeting of Members of the Society was
held at 20 Hanover Square, London, W., on Tuesday, January
31st, 1911, at 4 pm.; the President, Mr. H. Arthur Smith,
in the chair. There were also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally,
the Right Hon. Gerald W. Balfour, Professor W. F. Barrett,
the Rev. A. T. Fryer, Sir Lawrence J. Jones, Sir Oliver Lodge,
Dr. T. W. Mitehell, Mr. St. G. Lane IFox DIitt, Miss F. R.
Scatcherd, Mr. Sydney C. Scott, Mr. A. F. Shand, Mrs. Henry
Sidgwick, Sir Richard Stapley, Lieut.-Colonel G. Le M. Taylor,
Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey, Mrs. Verrall, and Mr. V. J. Woolley ;
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also Miss Alice Johnson, Research Officer, and Miss Isabel
Newton, Secretary.

The Report of the Council for the year 1910 was read,
and is printed below. The audited account of income and
expenditure for the year 1910 was presented and taken as
read, and is also printed below,

The President announced that the six retiring Members
of the Council offered themselves for re-election. No other
nominations having been received, the following were declared
to be duly elected Members of the Council: Professor W. F.
Barrett, Dr. J. Milne Bramwell, the Hon. Everard Feilding,
Mr. J. G. Piddington, Dr. F. C. S. Schiller, and Mrs. A. W.
Verrall.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

THE 107th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W. on Tuesday, January 31st, 1911, at
3.30 p.m.; the President, MR. H. ARTHUR SMmITH, in the chair.
There were also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the Right Hon.
Gerald W. Balfour, Professor W. F. Barrett, the Rev. A, T.
Fryer, Sir Lawrence J. Jones, Sir Oliver Lodge, Dr. T. W.
Mitchell, Mr. St. G. Lane Fox Pitt, Mr. Sydney C. Scott,
Mr. A. F. Shand, Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, Lieut.-Colonel G. le
M. Taylor, Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey, Mrs. Verrall, and Mr, V. J.
Woolley ; also Miss Alice Johnson, Research Officer, and Miss
Isabel Newton, Secretary.

The Minutes of the last Meeting of the Council were read
and signed as correct.

After considering their Report for the year 1910, the
Council adjourned for the Annual General Meeting of Members
of the Society, and re-assembled at the conclusion of that
meeting.

The proceedings of the Annual General Meeting were reported.

Mr. Andrew Lang was elected President of the Society for
the year 1911.

Mrs. Henry Sidgwick was elected a Vice-President of the
Saciety.

Mr. H. Arthur Smith was re-elected Hon. Treasurer; Mrs.
Henry Sidgwick and the Hon. Everard Feilding, Hon. Secre-
taries; and Mr. Arthur Miall, Auditor for the current year.

oigiize
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The following were co-opted as Members of the Council for
the year 1911; Mr. W. W. Baggally, Mr. G, Lowes Dickinson,
the Rev. A. T. Fryer, Sir Lawrence Jones, Mr. W. M‘Dougall,
Dr. T. W. Mitchell, Professor Gilbert Murray, Mr. A. F.
Shand, and Mr. V. J. Woolley.

Committees were elected as follows : _

Commitiee of Reference and Publication : The Right Hon.
Gerald W. Balfour, Professor W. F. Barrett, Sir William
Crookes, the Hon. Everard Feilding, Dr. W. Leaf, Sir Oliver
Lodge, Dr. T. W. Mitchell, Mr. J. G. Piddington, Lord Rayleigh,
Mrs. H. Sidgwick, Mrs. A. W. Verrall, and Miss Jane Barlow.

Library Commitiee: The Hon. Everard Feilding, Mr. J. G.
Piddington, and Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey.

House and PFinance Committee: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the
Hon. Everard Feilding, Mr. J. G. Piddington, Mr. Sydney C.
Scott, Mr. H. Arthur Smith, and Lieut.-Colonel Le M. Taylor.

Madame Curie was elected an Honorary Member of the
Society.

Corresponding Members and Honorary Associates were re-
elected for the year 1911, the names of Professor Dr. Freud,
Mrs. William James, and Dr. Morton Prince being added to
the list of Corresponding Members.

Three new Members and eleven new Associates were elected.
Their names and addresses are given above.

The monthly account for December, 1910, was presented and
taken as read.

GENERAL MEETING.

THE 137th General Meeting of the Society was held at Morley
Hall, George Street, Hanover Square, London, W., on Tuesday,
January 31st, 1911, at 5 p.m., MR H. ARTHUR SMITH in
the chair.

The Chairman announced that Mr. Andrew Lang had been
elected President of the Society for the year 1911,

ProreEssor W. F. Barrert, F.R.S., then read a paper on
“ Poltergeists: Old and New,” which will, it is hoped, be
published later in the Proceedings. The following is a summary
of it:

The author remarked on the appropriate coincidence that
the announcement of Mr. Andrew Lang’s acceptance of the
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Presidency of the Society for the ensuing year synchronized
with the reading of a paper on a subject to which Mr. Lang
had devoted so much attention and historical research.

There was no exact English equivalent for Poltergeist, but
as the German word polterer meant a boisterous fellow, so
poltergeist was a boisterous ghost. It is a convenient term to
express those apparently meaningless noises, disturbances, move-
ments of objects and ringings of bells (even when the wires are
severed) for which no assignable cause can be found. The
phenomena are sporadic, breaking out unexpectedly, lasting a
few days or months and terminating as suddenly. They differ
from hauntings, inasmuch as ghostly forms are not seen, and
are associated not so much with a particular locality as with a
particular (and usually young) person in a particular room.
They appear to have some intelligence behind them, as response
to a definite number of raps, or other sounds, asked for by
the investigator, can usually be obtained. The phenomena take
place equally well in broad daylight, under the searching gaze
of investigators, or at night time. Of the genuineness and
inexplicable nature of the phenomena there can be no manner
of doubt, in spite of occasional attempts at their fraudulent
imitation. This latter, the author pointed out, sometimes occurs
after the original phenomena have passed away, and usually
when the psychic has been taken to a new locality.

The S.P.R. Journal for 1884, and the Proceedings for 1896
contain lengthy reports on “ Poltergeists,” by the late Mr.
Podmore, but these reports arrived, in the opinion of Professor
Barrett, at contradictory conclusions, and hence the necessity
for a reconsideration of the whole subject.

Professor Barrett had been led to devote a considerable
time to the investigation of the subject owing to two remark-
able cases of poltergeist occurring in Ireland, in one of which
he was a spectator of the phenomena, and in the other, a
recent case, he obtained the evidence of several trustworthy
eye-witnesses. This latter is

The Enniscorthy Case.

Enniscorthy is a town in Co. Wexford, and the phenomena
broke out in July, 1910, on the arrival of a young carpenter
at some lodgings in the town. High testimony is borne to
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the character and truthfulness of this young man, named J.
Randall, by the rector of his parish, who had known him for
several years. Randall’s account of the phenomena, which he
wrote at the request of the author, agrees with the evidence
of two independent and intelligent eye-witnesses who were
present during part of the disturbances. Here the phenomena
took place after Randall had retired to bed at night; the bed-
clothes were pulled off, a heavy bed dragged into the middle
of the room, no one being near it, Randall himself was lifted
off the bed and deposited on the floor in the presence of the
witnesses, a chair ran across the room, no one touching it,
and loud knockings were heard in the room. These disturb-
ances continued for three weeks, until Randall moved to another
house, and have not recurred in his new lodgings.

The Derrygonnelly Case.

Derrygonnelly is a hamlet some nine miles from Enniskillen,
in the N.W. of Ireland. The phenomena here broke out in a
small farmer’s cottage in 1877, and consisted of objects being
thrown down and out of the house, loud knockings, stones
dropped in the room, ete. The author was able to visit the
spot whilst the disturbances were in progress, and had the
advantage of two scientific friends who assisted him in the in-
vestigation. No assignable cause could be found for the noises
heard in their presence, though a careful watch was kept both
inside and outside the cottage. In this case the knocks re-
sponded to the given number requested, even when that number
was silently willed. A full report of these occurrences was
published by the author in the Dublin University Magazine
for December, 1877. The medium or centre of the disturbances
was in this case the eldest daughter of the farmer, a girl
nearly 20 years old; the phenomena ceased after two or three
months.

The « Atlantic Monthly” Case.

This case, described in one of the best American Reviews,
the Atlantic Monthly for August, 1868, is onc of the most
remarkable and evidential, if the testimony of the writer of the
article in the Atlantic Monthly is accepted. Here the pheno-
mena broke out on the arrival of a young servant girl in the
house of a family in Massachusetts, ceased when she was
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temporarily absent, returned on her return, and lasted some
ten weeks. The phenomena, took place during the day, and
also in the bedroom at night, when the girl had retired to
rest. They were such that she could not possibly have pro-
duced them fraudulently. For instance, the bells of the house
rang during the day repeatedly and for long periods, even
after the wires had been severed; the clappers of the bells
were seen to be vigorously moving, no one touching them,
and the bells suspended 11 feet above the floor. A heavy
stone slab, no one touching it, was seen to rise off its
support and fall back with such force as to break into
two, and this in day-light under the eyes of witnesses,
whilst the servant girl was wringing out some clothes. Other
startling noises and movements of furniture occurred, and no
doubt whatever was left in the minds of the eye-witnesses of
the genuineness and inexplicable nature of the phenomena.

Prof. Barrett then briefly related the case of a poltergeist
occurring on the Pacific coast at Portland, Oregon, fully detailed
in the Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research
for September and November, 1910. Here, after the original
disturbances bad ceased, and the psychic, a boy, had been
moved to another house, fraudulent imitation of the phenomena
occurred, and the lad confessed to the fraud and even to some
of the original disturbances, The confessions of children must,
_however, be received with caution, as shown in cases of children
accused of witcheraft, where they often confessed to the per-
formance of impossible feats, and were thereupon burnt to
death.

Among historic cases the Cideville parsonage poltergeist,
which occurred in 1850, is perhaps the best attested, the
amazing and voluminous evidence being given on oath at a
trial ; it is narrated in Dale Owen's Foolfalls on the Boundary
of Another World, as is also the famous Bealings bells case
in Suffolk in 1834. The Epworth poltergeist at the Wesleys'
parsonage in 1716, and the Tedworth poltergeist in 1661,
when Mr. Mompesson's children were the nucleus of the
phenomena, are well known, the latter being fully described
and investigated by Glanvil, one of the earliest Fellows of the
Royal Society. A complete tubular statement of poltergeists
old and new has been begun by the author.

Ni,
AL L
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The paper ends with a summary of the conclusions to which
the author had been led, the essentially weak, temporary and
fugitive nature of the phenomena being pointed out. The dis=
turbances resemble practical jokes by mischievous children in the
unseen, and there are doubtless more such children there than
on earth. But no satisfactory explanation of the phenomena is
possible at present; our duty being to collect, scrutinize, and
classify evidential cases, and where possible promptly investi-
gate the occurrences before they cease.

REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1910.

THE membership of the Society has, as usual, increased con-
siderably this year. 23 new Members were elected and 2
Associates became Members; 126 new Associates were elected
and 4 Members became Associates. On the other hand, the
total loss in numbers from deaths, resignations, and other causes
was 24 Members and 94 Associates, leaving a net increase of
37. The total membership has now reached 1267, the numbers.
being distributed as follows: Members, 301 (including 24
Honorary and Corresponding Members); Associates, 966 (in-
cluding 11 Honorary Associates).

The Society has suffered two great losses this year in the
deaths of Professor William James and Mr. Frank Podmore,
papers in memory of whom, read at a recent meeting, will be
published in the next Part of the Proceedings.

Two Parts only of Proceedings were issued during the year, in
March and August; but their total bulk amounted to only a.
few pages less than the three Parts issued last year. They
gave the completed results of work, the progress of which
was referred to in last year’s report, viz. accounts of Mr.
Dorr’s sittings with Mrs. Piper in America, a second report on
Mrs. Holland’s automatic writing, and Mrs. Verrall’s paper on
a new group of automatic writers, the “Macs.”; also a report,
edited by Miss Verrall, of an earlier series of sittings with
Mrs. Piper, carried out under the supervision of Dr. Hodgson
and completed only a few weeks before his death. The record
of these sittings seems to constitute the most valuable part of
the voluminous material collected by Dr. Hodgson since his own
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~ latest paper on Mrs. Piper, published in the Proceedings,
Vol. XIIIL

The last Part of the Proceedings contained also Mr. H.
Arthur Smith’s Presidential Address for the year, and a
valuable discussion of some of the recent developments in
psychotherapy by Dr. Mitchell, to whom we are also indebted
for many of the “Notes on Current Periodicals” which appear
from time to time in the Jowrnal to inform our readers of
important articles published elsewhere, bearing more or less
directly on psychical research.

The general growth of work has made it necessary to add
to the staff, and in June the Council appointed Miss Verrall
as Assistant Research Officer, the appointment to date from
Michaelmas. Since then, Miss Verrall has, among other things,
been occupied in organising some series of experiments, and
has helped in the investigation of cases by personal interviews
with the witnesses. She has further read papers on psychical
resecarch to two literary debating societies in London.

Much useful work of the latter kind has also been done by
Mr. Baggally, who during the year gave a lecture and read
- three papers on Cross-Correspondences and other subjects to
various societies in DBrighton. Mr. Baggally has also been
indefatigable in rendering help in the investigation of some
difficult cases where expert assistance was especially wanted.

Miss Miles and Miss Ramsden have been continuing the
experiments in thought-transference, which they have carried
on at intervals for some years, with each other and a few of
their friends. Some of these were printed in the Jowrnal for
December, 1910, and we are hoping for further results in this
important field.

1t is interesting to note the extent to which psychical
research is influencing contemporary thought all over the world.
Thus, a Turkish psychical review was founded about a year
ago, to which one of our Honorary Associates, M. Sage, was
asked to contribute a sketch of the S.P.R. Slowly but surely
also its theories are permeating the more conservative field of
English science, as witness the serious and respectful treatment
of the subject at the present day in such journals as Nature

The medical profession too shows a growing appreciation of
our work. Thus, the British Medical Journal for June 11th,
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1910, reports an address delivered to the Dorset and West
Hants Branch of the British Medical Association by its Presi-
dent, Dr. T. F. Gardner, in which lengthy and emphatic
reference was made to the great services rendered to psychology
by the scientific treatment of it by the S.P.R.

The altered attitude of the profession is no doubt partly due
to the efforts of the Psycho-Medical Society, some of the leaders
of which were recruited from the ranks of our Council; Dr.
Lloyd Tuckey having been elected as President in the first
year of its existence, Dr. Bramwell in 1908, and Dr. Mitchell
in the current year (1911).

Both the production and the investigation of automatic scripts.
are steadily being continued, and some papers on the subject
will, it is hoped, shortly be published. Experience has shown
that it is necessary to study these scripts with great care
and to compare them in a laborious and detailed way with
one another before their real significance can be made out.
For not only do later scripts often throw light on obscure
passages in the earlier writings of the same automatist, but
the scripts of different automatists are sometimes found to
be interrelated over a long period. The complicated nature
of these cases and the variety of psychological factors involved
make it necessary to proceed with caution, and if the experi-
ments are interrupted by premature disclosure and hasty
publication, much of their interest and value will inevitably
be lost. We hope that the results of the work will prove
valid for future generations as well as for ourselves; but for
this they must be founded on the rock and not on the sand.
Such foundations cannot be hurried and must not be scamped.

The Account of Receipts and Expenditure for the year calls.
for little remark. The total annual subseriptions—our most.
important source of income—amount to a little more than last
year. The legacy of £100 from Mr. Robert Hannah was
received this year. The sale of publications has slightly fallen
off in England but decidedly improved in America, with the
result that the total received is almost exactly the same as
last year. The Edmund Gurney Fund has, by resolution of
the Council, been merged in the general funds of the Society,
so that a separate account of it will no longer appear.

On the expenditure side we note a considerable increase in
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the cost of printing—about £116 more than last year—which
is the consequence of an increased literary output.

Some welcome gifts to the Endowment Fund for Psychical
Research have been received this year, as noted in the Account
of that Fund, but it has not yet reached the point desired.

Two General and four Private Meetings of the Society (for
- Members and Associates only) were held during the year.
The dates and subjects of the papers read were as follows:

*January 31st. “Seeing without Eyes,” by Mr. Frank
Podmore.

March 15th. “A Study in Hysteria and Double Person-
ality, with Report of a Case,” by Dr. T. W. Mitchell.

*May 5th. “Presidential Address,” by Mr. H. Arthur
Smith.

June 24th. *“ Cross-Correspondences,” by the Right Hon.
Gerald W. Balfour and Sir Oliver Lodge.

November 8th. “Papers in Memory of Frank Podmore
and William James,” by Mrs. Henry Sidgwick and
Mr. W. M‘Dougall.

December 8th. “Cases of Telepathy between Auto-
matists,” by Mrs. A, W. Verrall.

* Those marked with an asterisk were General Meetings.

NOTICES OF BOOKS, Erc.

Le Spiritisme dans ses Rapports avec la Folie. By Dr. MARCEL
VIoLLET. Bloud et Cie. Paris, 1908. 120 pp.

DR. VIOLLET has set himself no easy task. Writing as an expert

in mental diseases, he has attempted to set before the general

thinking public some account of certain mental disorders which he

considers may be traced directly or indirectly to a belief in spiri-

tualism or to taking part in spiritualistic séances.

The subject is approached in a broad-minded spirit, and hostile
~ criticism is disarmed by the author's sympathy with any scientific
inquiry into supernormal phenomena, and by his willingness to
admit that there may be real facts underlying spiritistic theories,
however grotesque. In the concluding paragraphs the author hopes
that the book will appeal to the conscientious inquirer; and there
can be no doubt that a knowledge of psychology, abnormal as
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well as normal, is indispensable for any complete view of the
whole field of psychical research.

Dr. Viollet’s description and classification of some of the types
met with at spiritualistic séances are in no way exaggerated.
Nothing is sadder than to see those who are mentally ill-equipped
at best for the ordinary experiences of life, being specially attracted
like moths to a candle by the mysterious glamour of spiritualism,
and coming away with their wings singed, more than ever unfitted
to deal with objective realities.

Dr. Viollet points out clearly why it is that occurrences at
spiritualistic séances are of such danger to feeble types of mind;
for, from their very nature, such phenomena as rappings, phantasms,
levitations, whether or not fraudulent or hallucinatory,! produce
sense impressions which come into consciousness without any apparent
logical sequence, ¢.e. apparently without any of the ordinary relation-
ships between cause and effect which we are accustomed to expect in
our ordinary perceptions of realities. The sitter may then jump to
the conclusion that he is surrounded by invisible and mysterious
beings with unlimited powers, who may at any moment produce
results of an entirely unpredictable and capricious kind. This
credulity and attitude of expectant attention, combined with emotional
stress, may undoubtedly cause some dissociation of the higher cerebral
functions, and thus lead to a breakdown of the reasoning and critical
powers with which the sense perceptions are ordinarily interpreted.

Passing from the consideration of spiritistic phenomena, Dr. Viollet
points out how a belief in spiritualistic doctrine may endanger the
integrity of the reason. He deals, indeed, chiefly with extreme forms
of the doctrine, which are little, if at all, in vogue among English
spiritualists. Nevertheless, it cannot be denied that the starting
point of insane delirilum in many cases relates to spiritistic beliefs.
Dr. Viollet defines delirium as the holding of false ideas, but in
order that a belief in false ideas can constitute an insane delirium
it must also so affect the conduct of the holder as to alter his
relations to objective realities.

The major portion of the book is taken up by classification and
description of spiritistic insanities or insanities with spiritistic colour-
ing. From the alienist’s point of view, however, the classification

1Tt is remarkable that in his references to these phenomena the author
makes no attempt to discriminate between those for whose occurrence there is
some evidence, and those which are alleged to occur on the slightest possible
grounds, or have again and again been discovered to be fraudulent.
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is open to criticism, and many of the illustrative cases are not of
great value to the general reader.

Two clear warnings can nevertheless be drawn from the work under
discussion. First, that the investigation of spiritistic phenomena is
dangerous for any one of hysterical or psychasthenic constitution,
and may cause such permanent mental dissociation as to constitute
actual insanity. Secondly, that some forms of actual insanity, notably
paranoia or dementia proecox, may, through accidental circumstances,
have delusions or hallucinations of a spiritualistic nature. These cases
are a danger not only to themselves, but also to others, if they are
admitted unawares into spiritualistic circles. It is very desirable
that they should not be encouraged, as they often are by well-

meaning but ignorant persons, to have to do with mediums.
M. B. W,

New EVIDENCES IN PsycHicAL REsearcH. By J. ArTHUR HILL
(William Rider & Son, Ltd., London, 1911. 3s. 6d. net.)

IN the opening sentence of his preface Mr. Hill remarks that it
is desirable in the interests of psychical research that experiences
of apparently supernormal nature should be put on record if they
reach a fairly high evidential level.” The greater part of his book
consists of some careful records of certain cases of this kind, which
have come under his own observation. They include various types
of psychical phenomena, the most important contribution, both in
quantity and quality, being the record of a series of sittings held
by Mr. Hill himself and by various friends of his with Mr. Watson,
a professional medium. Mr. Watson is described as “a ‘normal
clairvoyant’ who sees ‘spirit-forms,” describing them, giving names
and various identifying dectails, and sometimes obtaining a con-
siderable amount of impressional or automatic script”; he does not
go into trance. He knew the principal sitter, Mr. Knight (a
pseudonym) by his real name, Mr. Knight having written to make
an appointment; so far as was ascertained he knew nothing of
the other sitters, but there are several points in this connexion
upon which Mr. Hill might with advantage have been more
explicit. It is not always clear, for instance, whether the sitters
lived in the same town as the medium or in one which he was
accustomed to visit. The communications received in these sittings
consist mostly of the names, age, place of habitation, etc., of various
of the sitters’ deceased relatives. The percentage of error is sur-
prisingly small (these sittings, it scems, were above the level usually
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attained by the medium); name after name is given with hardly
a mistake. This absence of error, taken in conjunction with the
fact that almost all the information is such as might by the
expenditure of sufficient labour be obtained by normal means, is
undoubtedly a suspicious circumstance. On the other hand the
sitters, though sceptically inclined, became convinced of the medium’s
honesty ; he was never detected in any suspicious act; it is not
easy in some cases to see how he could have obtained the necessary
information in the time and with the means at his disposal, and
in other cases, jndging from the details given, it seems hardly
possible that he should have done so.

In discussing various explanations of these phenomena, Mr. Hill
says that he does not find the theory of thought-transference from the
sitter wholly satisfying, and tentatively suggests the theory that
the mind of the medium is somehow put en rapport with the person,
alive or dead, about whom information is given, by means of an
‘““object” connected with that person, the ‘“object” being sometimes
the sitter himself. He mentions as an instance a case in which a
medical diagnosis, said to be accurate, was given by a trance medium
from a lock of hair belonging to a patient about whose condition
the sitter knew nothing; he does not, however, state whether the
accuracy of the diagnosis was corroborated by a medical man.

In the remaining chapters of the book, Mr. Hill records some
interesting cases of telepathy and veridical hallucinations. He also
includes ‘“a selection of cases giving an idea of recent S.P.R. in-
vestigation,” which he thinks will “be usefunl to readers who have
no time for the study of very lengthy reports.” It is for such readers
that the book has been written, and it seems well adapted to
this purpose. H. or G. V.

The “Special Number” of The Practitioner for January, 1911,
deals with the subject of Neurasthenia, and many of our readers
may be interested in the article contributed by Dr. Lloyd Tuckey
on the “Treatment of Neurasthenia by Hypnotism and Suggestion.”
The disease is no doubt among those to which hypnotic or suggestive
treatment is especially applicable, but unfortunately many patients
only seek it after they have tried everything else, and the more
long-standing is the case, the more difficult it is to cure. Neverthe-
less, in the hands of skilled and experienced practitioners, a large
number of cases have greatly benefitted. Dr. Tuckey gives a brief
account of several such in his own practice, explaining his methods
and principles of treatment and urging other medical men to try the
effect of it ; for, he says, “ The good results I have gained, and perhaps
better, are, I believe, attainable by any physician who will honestly
and sympathetically make trial of hypnotism.” His clear and
moderate statements add weight to this appeal, while his judicious
comments on various theories of suggestion, and in particular the
stress he lays on the necessity for studying the psychological aspect
of it, are interesting and instructive.
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A General Meeting of the Society
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MORLEY HALL,

GEORGE STREET, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.
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A Presidential Address
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

Names of Members are printed in Black Type.
Names of Associates are printed in SMALL CAPITALS.

Miller, Miss Elizabeth L., 34 Braid Crescent, Edinburgh.

Onslow, The Hon. H., Clandon Park, Guildford, Surrey.

Warwick, The Countess of, Warwick Castle.

White, F. R. M,, R.N.,, Copyhold, Fernhurst, Sussex.

Wiener, Captain Clarence, Ewell Castle, Surrey.

BENTON, PROFESSOR J. R., Gainesville, Florida, U.S.A.

CocHRANE, Miss JEssiE, 34A Via Porta Pinciana, Rome.

Greeves, THE Rev. F. B, Cudworth Vicarage, Barnsley, Yorkshire.

Hupe, Mrs. ANNA, Ph.D., Anker Heegaards Gade 1, Copenhagen.

WAKEFIELD, MRS., 70 Belsize Park Gardens, London, N.W.

WHEELER, MRs. Mary K., 1133 Grand View Avenue, Boulder,
Colo., U.S.A.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

TrE 108th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W. on Tuesday, March 28th, 1911, at
5.45 pam.; Mr. H. ARTHUR SMITH in the chair. There were
also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the Right Hon. Gerald W.
Balfour, Professor W. F. Barrett, Sir Oliver Lodge, Mr. J. G.
Piddington, Dr. F. C. S. Schiller, Mr. Sydney C. Scott,
Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey, and Mrs. Verrall;
also Miss Alice Johnson, Research Officer, and Miss Isabel
Newton, Secretary.

The Minutes of the last Meeting of the Council were read
and signed as correct.

Five new Members and six new Associates were elected.
Their names and addresses are given above.

The monthly accounts for January and February, 1911,
were presented and taken as read.

A scheme for the formation of a Medical Section of the
Society was brought before the Council, and after some dis-
cussion was adopted. The details of this scheme are printed
below.
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PRIVATE MEETING FOR MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

The 35th Private Meeting of the Society for Members and
Associates only was held at Morley Hall, George Street,
Hanover Square, London, W., on Tuesday, March 28th, 1911,
at 4 pm.; SIr OLIVER LopGk in the chair.

Miss ALICE Jonxsox read a paper on “The Automatists’
Knowledge as a Factor in the Production of Cross-Corre-
spondences,” which will, it is hoped, be published shortly in
the Proceedings.

FORMATION OF A MEDICAL SECTION OF THE
SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

THE following scheme for a Medical Section of the Society
was adopted by the Council at their meeting on March 28th,
911 :

(1) That a Medical Section be formed, of which any Member
or Associate of the Society for Psychical Research who is a
qualified medical practitioner may become a member.

(2) That the objects of the Section be:

(a) To promote the study of the psychological side of
medicine, especially the principles underlying different
forms of treatment by suggestion and other psycho-
therapeutic measures, dissociations of consciousness, and
analogous problems.

(6) To publish original contributions by medical men
on these subjects in special medical Parts of the Pro-
ceedings, to appear from time to time.

(¢) To consider the possible bearings of these studies
on Psychical Research proper.

(3) That the affairs of the Medical Section be managed by
a Committee of medical men, appointed by the Council, who
shall recommend what papers to publish in the special medical
Parts of Proceedings.

(4) That this Committee consist of Dr. J. Milne Bramwell,
Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey, Dr. T. W. Mitchell, Dr. H. E. Wing-
field, and Dr. Maurice B. Wright, Dr. Mitchell acting as
.its Hon. Secretary,

(5) Any qualified medical practitioner who is already a
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Member or Associate of the Society for Psychical Research
may become a member of the Medical Section on sending his
or her name to the Hon. Secretary of the Section and
requesting to be enrolled as such, no extra subscription being
required.

(6) Any other qualified medical practitioners who wish to
join must first be elected as Members or Associates of the
FHAN

The address of the Hon. Secretary is:

T. W. Mircuery, Esq., M.D,
Hoath Cottage,
Hadlow,
Near Tonbridge.

NOTES ON PART LXII. OF PROCEEDINGS.
By Sir OLIvErR LODGE.

THERE are several striking things in the recent issue of the
Proceedings for March 1911. I will pick out two of them
for comment.

On page 435 there are seven sentences quoted by Professor
Pigou from Mrs. Verrall's script, all having some sort of
reference, more or less direct, to Dr. Verrall’'s three Greek
words now commonly referred to among members of the S.P.R.
as “the one horse dawn.” What must strike anybody looking
at those sentences is their apparently entire disconnexion from
each other. If they had arrived through different automatists
it would hardly have been possible to detect any connexion
between them, and after it had been pointed out we could
hardly have called it a cross-correspondence without a great
deal of emphasis on the word “cross,” and very little on the
word “ correspondence.” \

Mr. Balfour indicates his perception of this fact at the
bottom of page 48; but the fact is so important as to be
worthy of special attention. There is, I suppose we may say,
an undoubted idea, or at least a unifying phrase, underlying
all these fragments, yet not only would they be insufficient
separately to convey that idea, they fail to show that they
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contain any common idea at all. Had they occurred in the
scripts of separate automatists, in the customary way, they would
have been useless. I doubt if even a subsequent statement
as to the underlying meaning would have sufficed to enable
the fragments to be picked out from a mass of other
material. Their fragmentary character is so complete that
the ingenuity of composing them would have been wasted;
unless indeed, as is often the practice of our collaborators,
some clue or key-word, or other hint, had been associated
with each of the fragments, so as to enable them to be
specially picked out and subsequently compounded. The
whole discussion between Mr. Balfour and Professor Pigou is
very instructive from the point of view of a student of
all such cryptic utterances, whose aim is to ascertain their
originating sources.

The other matter which excites my admiration is the
ingenious imitation of idea-conveying scripts, perpetrated by
the Rev. M. A. Bayfield on pages 85-87. In this excellent
parody or parallel—which surely is in every way legitinate—
the idea latent in Mr. Bayfield’s thought is expressed with
what must be considered rather over-clearness for purposes of
a complex cross-correspondence, since the first four lines
supposed to be obtained by the first automatist suggested at
once the rats in Hamelin town both to myself and to a
friend to whom I read those four lines. And a few lines
further on the word “ Piper ” and subsequently the word “ Hamel ”
clinch it. Hence, on the usual (overstrained) hypothesis,
telepathy from this first automatist to the others would have
to be assumed; though indeed the others do not get it nearly
so clearly.

It seems to me that this experiment of producing imitation
seript is one which more of us ought to try, although it is
unlikely that we could produce such good stuff as Mr. Bayfield
has produced. He speaks of being able to do it in five
minutes, by abandoning all control of his thoughts. 1 have
just tried myself to write three imitation scripts, such as might
be supposed to come through three different automatists, all
based upon a single idea which was not to be given clearly
to any one of them and yet which was to be unmistakably
there when pointed out. The process of writing them, in my
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case, can hardly be described as abandoning all control of my
thoughts: I should describe it more like this. I sit in frong
of the fire with a pencil and pad, and keep one idea fairly
before me, restraining it, however, from coming out too clearly,
and not curbing but rather encouraging any side-issues or
lateral deflexions of thought which may arise; not referring
to any book, of course, but merely jotting down reminiscences
carelessly and without any effort to get them accurate.

The chief effort is not to get them too clearly; the second
is to allow and rather encourage wandering thoughts (this
indeed is rather difficult); and third, to imitate roughly some
of the familiar manner and ejaculations of authentic script.
It took me not five minutes but twenty minutes, and the
result is not at all brilliant. I question whether it is worth
printing, but I append it because it enabled me to realise
clearly the attitude of a hypothetical communicator attempting
to convey in this manner an idea which in his mind was
definite, but which he did not wish to express too clearly,
and which could only be stated at all by selecting from such
fragments of notions as semi-spontaneously cropped up in the
minds he was trying to influence; the thoughts in that case
getting only too easily out of control because they would not
be his own thoughts at all but the thoughts of the several
automatists.

And that brings me to the chief point of what I have to
say. Mr. Bayfield seems to think that the wanderings and
divarications in the scripts signify casual impulses of a sub-
liminal self—the subliminal self of the actual writer. I do
not of course know much about a subliminal self, but I suggest
that the vaguenesses and errors in script correspond very closely
with what we may imagine to be the difficulty of utilising
and controlling another person’s thoughts, in some telepathic
manner, for the purpose of conveying some idea which is not
in his mind at all, and without putting it in his mind. The
difficulty of telepathic control of an automatist’s hand, when
the antomatist is not in the least entranced and has no idea of
what is being communicated, must be very great; and the
amount of wandering and vagueness and indistinct allusiveness
which we perceive in real scripts seems to me entirely justified
by the supposed and ostensible circumstances of the case.
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My three scripts, produced all at one sitting, are far too
coherent to be good imitations. If they are all to be produced
through one person, they should be produced at different times,
when that person was in different moods and amid different
surroundings. They would then have a better chance of
being a fair imitation of the real thing; though even then
the method and design and difficulties are too artificial to
be satisfactory. The difficulties are self-constructed and not
real ones; whereas in the production of real script—on what
is now my own working hypothesis in the Holland-Verrall
cases—where a surviving mind is trying to influence an alien
terrestrial mechanism which is normally controlled by another
mind, the difficulties are real.

With this prelude I subjoin the three imitation-scripts,
the result of my own mental activity. I propose to send
explanatory annotations upon them next month, and have
added reference numbers for that purpose.

Seribe A.

One horse irmds no not one

not in the dawn (1)

but loosed from the stall

Sandra Belloni Sands of the sea (2)
Unseaswept shore

(Echalian halls without master (3)
Rest restive my soul to its rest (4)
Epic Epi Dorr G.B.D. (5)

A murrain on thee (6)

Curse from the Cretan (7)

Pirceus

Dictynna is still (8)

Peace after storm

Seribe B.
4 gills one pint (9)
Why is the g hard?  think of this.
Ounly half the word as yet
Only the half has fallen on me (10)
But more will follow
1 cant get you to write it but but
but no try again (1)
Cocoa nuts filberts  that is better hazel
hazel eyes sea wild eyes (12)
no you are confused
what are cables for? (13)

Dici
&igl
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How does the plague travel from

shore to shore? (14)

What good has her bridal brought her? (15)
By the working of my will (16) ‘
Fato profugus. a not us. (17)

Oh why on me! (18)

Try to understand compare

with the work of others

Scribe C.
Over the salt & sullen sea (19)
Dionysus bride (20)
No maiden lays her skaith for me (21)
I greet her from afar (22)
Oh unrighteous bride (23)
Dost see me Mistress? (24)
Mistress a short sharp pain (25)
No no thats another
Aye & would weep for thee  (26)
a drop of amber (27)
To the far red west (28)
The Moray Firth
no not the sea (29) |
Look for it in the Dictionary
That is enough now
Farewell

All T need say. in conclusion is this,—that in all the
imitation cross-correspondences,—whether those old obscure
ones produced through the indirect agency of Dr. Verrall,
or the recent more intelligible ones, the direct result of the
mental activity of Mr. Bayfield,—the intluence of a single
mind in each case is an essential feature, and is more or
less manifested by the writings themselves.

In other words, the writings do nof solely represent the
uncontrolled subliminal meandering of an automatist; they
do represent vague and random thoughts coerced or guided
into something like coherence by the action of one purposive
intelligence.

If this be admitted, the moral is obvious, though I have
no wish to express it too emphatically at the present stage.

[Readers are invited to send their solutions of the subject,
and interpretations of the various phrases, of the above imaginary
cross-correspondence, to the Editor of the Journal.—ED.]
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DUAL PERSONALITY IN THE CASE OF
WILLIAM SHARP.

THE recently published Life of William Sharp (Fiona Macleod)?!
by his wife, contains much of interest and instruction from a
psychological point of view.

“My chief aim (says Mrs. Sharp in her preface) in writing
about my husband, and in giving a sketch of his life, has been
to indicate, to the best of my ability, the growth and develop-
ment in his work of the dual literary expression of himself.”

In two important respects the case differs from what is
generally regarded as the normal type of multiple personalities: *

(1) The two personalities of William Sharp were in a sense
co-ordinate : there was no clear and marked superiority—either
moral or intellectual—of one over the other, nor did the alter-
nation between them appear to be associated with any
pathological element. Like most men gifted with genuine
artistic powers, both were sensitive and highly strung; but
neither seems to have shown any serious want of balance or
of self-control. Both produced literary work of value; though
Fiona’s far excels in originality and power of imagination.

(2) The distinction between marked alternations of mood,
which carry with them a greater or less degree of variation
in character, and actual alternations of personality, is generally
held by psychologists to depend on whether or not there is a
breach of memory between the different mental states. Recent
hypnotic work, however, such as that of Boris Sidis, is tending
to throw doubt on these hard and fast distinctions and to show
that breaches in memory—even if far-reaching in their effects
on character and action—may be not an cssential feature, but
only the result of training and suggestion. There was, at all
events, no breach of memory between William Sharp and Fiona
Macleod, and the view that they were two personalities seems
to turn on their own clear and unwavering impression that so
it was—an impression apparently never divorced from their
belief in their underlying unity.

\ William Sharp (Fiona Macleod). A Memoir compiled by his wife,
Elizabeth A, Sharp. (William Heinemann, London, 1910.)

2A full and illuminating discussion of this subject is to be found in the

chapters on *‘ Disintegrations of Personality " and “Genius,” in F. W. H,
Myers's Human Personality.
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AU The whole case is well worth studying in full in the original. We
give here some extracts from the book to show its salient features.

(P. 125.) During much of the suffering and tedium of those long
weeks [a serious illness which he went through in the spring of
1886, being then in his 31st year] the sick man passed in a dream-
world of his own; for he had the power at times of getting out
of or beyond his normal consciousness at will. At first he imagined
himself the owner of a gipsy travelling-van, in which he wandered
over the to him well-known and much-loved solitudes of Argyll,
resting where the whim dictated and visiting his many fisher and
shepherd friends. Later, during the long crises of the illness, though
unconscious often of all material surroundings, he passed through
other keen inner phases of consciousness, through psychic and dream
experiences that afterward to some extent were woven into the
Fiona Macleod writings, and, as he believed, were among the original
shaping influences that produced them. For a time he felt himself
to be practically dead to the material world, and acutely alive “on
the other side of things” in the greater freer universe. He had
no desire to return, and rejoiced in his freedom and greater powers;
but, as he described it afterward, a hand suddenly restrained him:
“Not yet, you must return.” And he believed he had been *freshly
sensitised,” as he expressed it; and knew he had—as I had always
believed—some special work to do before he could again go free.

The illusion of his wanderings with the travelling van was
greatly helped by the thoughtfulness of his new friend Ernest Rhys,
who brought him branches of trees in early leaf from the country.
These I placed upright in the open window; and the fluttering
leaves not only helped his imagination but also awoke ¢that dazzle
in the brain,” as he always described the process which led him
over the borderland of the physical into the “gardens” of psychic
consciousness or, as he called it, “into the Green Life.”

(P. 223.) From [about 1893, when F. M. first began to write] till
the end of his life there was a continual play of the two forces in
him, or of the two sides of his nature : of the intellectually observant,
reasoning mind—the actor—and of the intuitively observant, spiritual
mind—the dreamer—which differentiated more and more one from the
other, and required different conditions, different environment, different
stimuli, until he seemed to be two personalities in one. It was a
development which, as it proceeded, produced a tremendous strain on
his physical and mental resources; and at one time between 1897-8
threatened him with a complete nervous collapse.
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And there was for a time distinct opposition between these two
natures which made it extremely difficult for him to adjust his life, for
the two conditions which were equally imperative in their demands upon
him. His preference, naturally, was for the intimate creative work
which he knew grew out of his inner self ; though the exigencies of life,
his dependence on his pen for his livelihood—and, moreover, the keen,
active interest ““ William Sharp ” took in all the movements of the day,
literary and political, at home and abroad—required of him a great
amount of applied study and work.

(P. 244.) [Extract from a letter to his wife, written while staying
alone in the Isle of Arran, and dated Feb. 20, 1895.] “There is
something of a strange excitement in the knowledge that two people
are here: so intimate and yet so faroff. For it is with me as
though Fiona were asleep in another room. I catch myself listening
for her step sometimes, for the sudden opening of a door. It is
unawaredly that she whispers to me. I am eager to see what she
will do—particularly in The Mountain Lovers. It seems passing
strange to be here with her alone at last.”

(P. 275.) During his absence [in New York, in November, 1896},
F. M.s romance, Green Fire, was published. The title was taken
from a line in ‘“Cathal of the Woods,” “O green fire of life,
pulse of the world, O Love!” And the deeper meaning of the
expression ‘“Green Life”—so familiar to all who knew * Fiona
Macleod "—is suggested in a sentence at the close of the book:
 Allan knew that strange nostalgia of the mind for impossible things.
Then, wrought for a while from his vision of green life, and flamed
by another green fire than that born of earth, he dreamed bis
dream.”

(P. 285.) [Extract from a letter to his wife, written in the spring
of 1897.] “More and more absolutely, in one sense, are W. S. and
F. M. becoming two persons—often married in mind and one nature,
but often absolutely distinct. I am filled with a passion of dream
and work.”

(P. 292.) The production of the Fiona Macleod work was accom-
plished at a heavy cost to the author as that side of his nature
deepened and became dominant. The strain upon his energies was
excessive; not only from the necessity of giving expression to the
two sides of his nature; but because of bis desire that, while under
the cloak of secrecy F. M. should develop and grow, the reputation
of William Sharp should at the same time be maintained, More-
over, each of the two natures had its own needs and desires, interests
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and friends. The needs of each were not always harmonious one
with the other, but created a complex condition that led to a severe
nervous collapse. The immediate result of the illness was to cause
an acute depression and restlessness that necessitated a continual
change of environment. In the early part of 1898 he went in turn
to Dover, to Bournemouth, Brighton, and St. Margaret’s Bay. He
was much alone, except for the occasional visit of an intimate friend ;
for I could go to him at the weekends only, as I had the work in
London to attend to. The sea, and solitude, however, proved his
best allies.

(P. 297.) [From a letter to his wife, dated May, 1898.] “To-day
I took a little green leaf o’ thorn. I looked at the sun through it,
and a dazzle came into my brain—and I wished, ah! I wished I
were a youth once more, and was ‘sun-brother’ and °star-brother’
again—to lie down at night, smelling the earth, and rise at dawn,
smelling the new air out of the East, and know enough of men and
cities to avoid both, and to consider little any gods ancient or
modern, knowing well that there is only ‘The Red God’ to think
of, he who lives and laughs in the red blood. . ..

“There is a fever of the ‘green life’ in my veins—below all the
ordinary littlenesses of conventional life and all the commonplace of
exterior: a fever that makes me ill at ease with people, even those
I care for, that fills me with a weariness beyond words and a nos-
talgia for sweet impossible things.

“This can be met in several ways—chiefly and best by the
practical yoking of the imagination to the active mind—in a word,
to work. If I can do this, well and good, either by forced absorp-
tion in contrary work (e.g. Camsar of France), or by letting that go
for the time and let the more creative instinct have free play: or by
some radical change of environment: or again by some irresponsible
and incalculable variation of work and brief day-absences.

“At the moment, I am like a man of the hills held in fee: I am
willing to keep my bond, to earn my wage, to hold to the foreseen :
and yet any moment a kestrel may fly overhead, mocking me with a
rock-echo, where only sun and wind and bracken live—or an eddy of
wind may have the sough of a pine in it—and then, in a flash—there’s
my swift brain-dazzle in answer, and all the rapid falling away of these
stupid half-realities, and only a wild instinct to go to my own.”

(P. 301.) During the years that F. M. developed so rapidly her
creator felt the necessity pressing hard on him to sustain, as far as
he could, the reputation of W. S. He valued such reputation as he
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had and was anxious not to let it die away; yet there was a great
difference in the method of production of the two kinds of work.
The F. M. writing was the result of an inner impulsion; he wrote
because he had to give expression to himself whether the impulse
grew out of pain or out of pleasure. But W. S, divorced as much
as could be from his twin self, wrote because he cared to, because
the necessities of life demanded it. He was always deeply interested
in his critical work, for he was a constant student of Literature in all
its forms, and of the Literature of different countries—in particular
of Frauce, America and Italy. This form of study, this keen interest,
was a necessity to W. S..

[In 1902 an attempt was made by some of William Sharp’s friends
to have him put on the Civil Pension List. His limited means and
continued ill-health made the matter a serious one from a financial
point of view ; but it appeared that the pension would not be granted
unless he would allow his jealously guarded secret of the identity of
Fiona Macleod to be divulged to the House of Commons. The
following is an extract from the letter he wrote to Mr. Alexander
Nelson Hood, explaining that he could not accept the pension on
this condition :]

(P. 346.) “Rightly or wrongly, I am conscious of something to
be done—to be done by one side of me, by one half of me, by
the true inward self as I believe—(apart from the overwhelmingly
felt mystery of a dual self, and a reminiscent life, and a woman’s
life and nature within, concurring with and oftenest dominating the
other)—and rightly or wrongly I believe that this, and the style so
strangely born of this inward life, depend upon my aloofness and
spiritual isolation as F. M. To betray publicly the private life and
constrained ideal of that inward self, for a reward’s sake, would be
a poor collapse. And if I feel all this, as I felt it from the first
(and the nominal beginning was no literary adventure, but a deep
spiritual impulse and compelling circumstances of a nature upon
which I must be silent) how much more must I feel it now, when
an added and great responsibility to others has come to me, through
the winning of so already large and deepening a circle of those of
like ideals or at least like sympathies in our own country, and
in America—and I allude as much or more to those who, while
caring for the outer raiment, think of and need most the spirit
within that raiment, which I hope will grow fairer and simpler and
finer still, if such is the will of the controlling divine wills that
above the maze, watch us in our troubled wilderness.
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“That is why I said that I could not adopt the suggestion, despite
promise of the desired pension, even were that tenfold, or any
sum. As to ‘mame and fame,’ well, that is not my business. I am
glad and content to be a ‘messenger,’ an interpreter it may be.
Probably a wide repute would be bad for the work I have to do.
Friends I want to gain, to win more and more, and, in reason, ‘to
do well’: but this is always secondary to the deep compelling
motive. In a word, and quite simply, I believe that a spirit has
breathed to me, or entered me, or that my soul remembers or has
awaked (the phraseology matters little)—and, that being so, that
my concern is not to think of myself or my ‘name’ or ‘reward,
but to do (with what renunciation, financial and other, may be
necessary) my truest and best.”

(P. 409.) It was our habit, when talking to one another of the
“F. M.” writings, to speak of Fiona as a separate entity.... It
was William’s habit also to write and post to himself two letters
on his birthday [i.e. one from W.S. to F. M., and one from F. M.
to W.S.}—letters of admonition and of new resolutions. On the
12th September, 1905, he brought me the two birthday letters when
they reached him, and gave them to me to read, saying, with a
smile, ““Fiona is rather hard on me, but she is quite right.”

(P. 423.) In surveying the dual life as a whole, I have secen
how, from the early partially realised twin-ship, “W. S.” was the
first to go adventuring and find himself, while his twin, “F. M.,”
remained passive, or a separate self. When ‘““she” awoke to active
consciousness “she” became the deeper, the more impelling, the
more essential factor. By reason of this severance, and of the
acute conflict that at times resulted therefrom, the flaming of the
dual life became so fierce that  Wilfion”—as I named the inner
and third Self that lay behind that dual expression—realised the
imperativeness of gaining control over his two separated selves and
of bringing them into some kind of conscious harmony. This was
what he meant when he wrote to Mrs. Janvier in 1899, “I am
going through a new birth.”

For, though the difference between the two literary expressions
was so marked, there was, nevertheless, a special characteristic of
“Wilfion” that linked the dual nature together—the psychic quality
of seership if I may so call it. Not only did he, as F. M., “dream
dreams ” and “get in touch with the ancient memory of the race”
as some of ‘““her” critics have said ; but as W. S. he also saw visions
by means of that seership with which he had been dowered from
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childhood. And though, latterly, he gave expression to it only
under shelter of the Fiona Macleod writings—as for instance in The
Divine Adventure, because he was as sensitive about it as he was to
the subtler, more imaginative side of his dual self—a few of his
friends knew William Sharp as psychic and mystic, who knew
nothing of him as Fiona Macleod.

(P. 424.) It is true, as I have said, that William Sharp seemed
a different person when the Fiona mood was on him; but that he
had no recollection of what he said in that mood was not the case.
That he did not understand it, is true. For that mood could not
be commanded at will. Different influences awakened it, and its
duration depended largely on environment. “W.S.” could set him-
self deliberately to work normally, and was, so far, master of his
mind. But for the expression of the “F.M.” self he had to wait
upon mood, or seek conditions to induce it. But, as I have said,
the psychic, visionary power belonged exclusively to neither; it
influenced both, and was dictated by laws he did not fully under-
stand. For instance, * Lilith,” “The Whisperer,” “Finis,” by W. S
and “The Woman with the Net,” “ The Last Supper,” “The Lynn
of Dreams” by F. M. were equally the result of direct vision.

I remember from early days how he would speak of the momen-
tary curious ‘“dazzle in the brain” which preceded the falling away
of all material things and preluded some inner vision of Great
Beauty, or Great Presences, or of some symbolic import—that
would pass as rapidly as it came. I have been beside him when he
has been in trance and I have felt the room threb with hcightened
vibration. I regret now that I never wrote down such ex fi; gcs
at the time. They were not infrequent, and formed J" ﬁn
feature in our life.

DUBLIN SECTION OF THE SOCIETY FOR 1sy _
RESEARCH. owrm;o

REPORT FOR THE YEAR 1910.

TeE work of the Dublin Section of the Society for Psychical
Research during the past year in many respects shows con-
siderable progress when compared with the preceding year.
The annual general meeting was held on January 28th, 1910,
and the first ordinary meeting of the gession on February 10th.
A series of ten meetings was arranged from February 10th
to June 23rd, and a programme of work for each meeting was
previously arranged by the Committee. In this series some

y
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interesting contributions and papers were given by the members,
including an address by Dr. Doherty and papers by Miss de
Robeck, Mr. Pemberton, and Mr. Wilson,

For the series of meetings arranged for the Autumn Session,
from October 27th to December 8th, a full programme was
issued beforehand to the members, giving the particulars of
the principal business of the meetings, including the titles of
the addresses, etc. This plan was most successful, and the
average attendance of the members was almost double that of the
meetings held in the earlier portion of the year. In this
Autumn series of meetings the addresses of Dr. Doherty, Mr.
Haslam, and Miss Miles were of special interest. Miss Miles
gave a most interesting paper on “Telepathy at a distance,”
which was all the more appreciated because she had taken the
trouble of coming fromm London to deliver it.

The success attending the plan of announcing beforehand the
full particulars of the programme for each meeting to the
members has been so marked that the Committee will continue
this course for the present year.

The Committee desire to place on record the very great loss
that the Society has sustained by the sudden death of our
Vice-Chairman, Mr. John Ellard Gore.

During the past year there has been a notable increase in
the number of our members. At the beginning of the year the
number of members on the roll of the Society was about 80,
the number is now over 110.

Some private experimental work has been recently attempted
by small sections of the members, but the results, so far as
brought before the Section, though encouraging, have not been
of a very definite character.

The Society is most fortunate in having the constant guidance
and sympathetic assistance of its chairman, Professor Barrett.
His whole-hearted interest in its researches and his constant
efforts on its behalf give courage and hope to the Committee
to continue experimental work.

ENDOWMENT FUND FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

We have much pleasure in acknowledging the receipt of a
donation of £20 from Mrs. William James to this Fund.
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A General Meeting of the Society

WILL BE HELD AT

MORLEY HALL,

GEORGE STREET, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.

On TUESDAY, MAY 16¢h, 1911, at § pm.,

WHEN

A Presidential Address

WILL BE DELIVERED BY

Mzr. ANDREW LANG.

N.B.—Members and Associates will be admitted on signing their names
at the door. Visitors will be admitled on the production of
an invitation card signed by a Member or an Associate.
Eack Member or Associate is allowed to invite ONE friend.

The invitation cards for this meeting were issued with the April
“ Journal.”
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CROSS-CORRESPONDENCES.

A Reply to Mr. Gerald Balfour.
By Proressor A. C. Pigou,

Ix the Proceedings of last March Mr. Gerald Balfour con-
tributed an elaborate and valuable article in ecriticism of
arguments put forward in a paper published by me in June,
1909. I hope at some time to be able to reconsider the whole
problem of cross-correspondences in the light, both of the
criticisms which my paper has evoked, and also of the large
mass of new evidence that has accumulated since it was
written. There is, however, little prospect of my being able
to do this in the near future, and I am unwilling to leave
Mr. Balfour’s argument wholly unanswered for an indefinite
time. I venture, therefore, to ask for sufficient space in the
Journal to permit of a brief provisional discussion.

Mr. Balfour begins by giving a summary statement of my
thesis, which seems to me, if I may say so, to be entirely
just. He then examines in turn each of the three prineipal
stages of the argument, and decides that it “fails at almost
every point.” While frankly admitting that his ecriticism is
successful at several points, I am not inclined to cede my
main position. In this reply I will, as far as possible, follow
the order of the criticism, using in each case the summary
statement of my argument as given there.

My first proposition was: “The Ramsden-Miles experiments
show that the production of a simple cross-correspondence is
not outside the known powers of the subliminal self.” The
argument ran as follows. In the experiments in question, the
supraliminal consciousness of one person endeavoured to trans-
fer a particular impression to another person. It sometimes
happened, however, that a different impression—one which had
passed through the supraliminal consciousness of that person in
the course of the day—was in fact transferred. Nobody would
deny that the ‘agent’ in this case—the question whether the
‘agent’ acted with intention I postpone—was the subliminal
consciousness. Hence, we have experimental evidence that A.s
subliminal consciousness may affect B. in a particular way when
A’s supraliminal consciousness is endeavouring to affect him 4
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quite a different way. This fact, I argued, makes it probable—
I never put the case higher than this—that A.s subliminal
consciousness could affect B. when A.’s supraliminal conscious-
ness was not endeavouring to affect him n any way. Mr.
Balfour replies that “the attitude of A’s supraliminal con-
sciousness may have been a conditio sine gud non of there
being any thought-transference at all” (p. 41). I admit the
force of this criticism, and I agree that, in order to establish
my proposition securely, we need to take account, not merely
of the Ramsden-Miles experiments, but also of other psychical
phenomena. Mr. Balfour, however, as I understand him, while
rightly criticising my argument, does not deny the proposition
which it was intended to support. He recognises that more
conclusive evidence in its favour could easily be adduced. I
had referred to the existence of this evidence as a matter of
common knowledge, but had mistakenly supposed that the
argument from the Ramsden-Miles experiments could be made
water-tight without direct appeal to it.

My second proposition is summarised as follows. “The
results of Dr. Verrall’s attempts to get a certain Greek phrase
reproduced in Mrs. Verrall’s automatic script show that the
subliminal consciousness can also produce the complementary
element in a complementary correspondence.” Apart from
certain general comments on my attitude towards ‘intention,
which will be discussed under the next head, Mr. Balfour’s
principal ecriticism consists in the suggestion that the comple-
mentariness present in this correspondence may have resulted
directly from the activity of Dr. Verrall’s supraliminal con-
sciousness. “It might result ancidentally from thought-trans-
ference from a consciousness which, without any deliberate
intention to produce complementariness, dwells now on one,
now on another, aspect of the idea to be transferred, with
corresponding modification of the impressions produced” (p.
46). He supports this suggestion by reference to a particular
instance, where it would seem that “Dr. Verrall, from his
examination of the script, knew that something was wanting
and tried successfully to supply it” (p. 47). I had unot
thought of this explanation, and recognise that, in view of it,
a smaller part of the complementariness in Mrs. Verrall's script
should be attributed to subliminal activity than 1 had at first
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supposed. Mr. Balfour himself, however, does not contend that
the whole of the complementariness present should be attributed
to supraliminal activity operating in the way described. Apart
from the argument about intention, which I have postponed,
he would not, I think, deny that there is a sufficient amount
of complementariness in the script, not susceptible of explan-
ation by reference to this activity, to justify my second
proposition.

It is in connection with the third proposition that we reach
the fundamental point in dispute. Mr. Balfour states the pro-
position thus. “The complementary element exhibited in what
for shortness’ sake we may call the Verrall case, is comparable
in all essentials with the complementary element in the best
cross-correspondences recorded in the Proceedings up to the date
of Professor Pigou’s paper” (p. 39). He rejects this proposition
upon the ground that these cross-correspondences differ from
the Verrall case in the essential fact that their structure shows
evidence of purpose, while the Verrall case does not show such
evidence. In the course of his discussion of this point, and
also in earlier parts of his paper, he criticises the ambiguity,
as he considers it, of my whole attitude towards the question
of purpose or intention. On this matter there has, as it seems
to me, been a certain amount of misunderstanding, and T will,
therefore, begin by trying to make my position somewhat more
clear.

The supraliminal consciousness is known to all of us, and
what is meant by ¢intention’ on the part of such a conscious-
ness is well understood. Behind the supraliminal consciousness,
and somehow connected with it, there exists a something that
we commonly call the subliminal consciousness or self, but
which, since we do not know that it is conscious in any
ordinary sense, it would perhaps be better to call the subliminal
being. Of the nature of this being we are almost entirely
ignorant. Throughout my paper I avoided the question whether
it acts with ‘purpose’ or ‘intention,” because, in connection
with such an entity, I cannot attach any clear meaning to
these terms. To ask the question seems to me to imply a
tacit assumption that A.s subliminal being is a second con-
sciousness’ of the same kind as his supraliminal consciousness,
endowed like it with conscious cognition and volition, acting
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through the same processes and differing from it merely
numerically. This, I may add in passing, is my answer to Mr.
Balfour’s question concerning the Verrall case: “ Why is the
argument from absence of intention valid against origin in Dr.
Verrall’s conscious self, and not equally valid against subliminal
origin ?” (p. 45). It is not equally valid for the same
reason that it would not be equally valid against mechanical
origin. We are not justified in speaking about the subliminal
being as if it were merely an extra supraliminal consciousness,
whose structure we understand. It is to my mind a negative
concept—that background of consciousness to whose unexplained
and mysterious action we refer those psychical effects which
persons produce but which they do not seem to produce by
supraliminal activity. Regarding the matter in this way, I
naturally preferred to ask whether the -cross-correspondences
for which discarnate origin is claimed differ in any marked
degree from the Verrall cross-correspondence where incarnate
origin is admitted, rather than to ask whether either or both
of the groups of cross-correspondences under review are probably
the result of purpose. I was simply avoiding a difficulty not
relevant to the matter in hand. If no marked difference appears
between the Verrall cross-correspondence and these other cross-
correspondences, and if the complementariness in the Verrall
cross-correspondence is attributed to subliminal activity, then
the complementariness in the other cross-correspondences ought
also to be attributed to this cause. Of course, were we to
decide that the structure of the correspondences in the one
case points to intention on the part of the subliminal being,
we should be bound, having already argued that the structure
in the two cases is similar, to decide that intention is pointed
to in the other case also. But, in order to determine whether
two structures are similar, it is not necessary to determine
whether a particular arrangement, which is common to both
structures, came by accident or came by design.

In the preceding paragraph I have been concerned to ex-
plain and defend my method. I now turn to the issue of
fact. Mr. Balfour holds that some of the recorded cross-corre-
spondences do differ from the Verrall case in a marked degree,
and he points out particular characteristics which, in his view,
they possess and the Verrall case does not possess, The
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question whether the alleged distinguishing characteristics are
valid evidence of design seems to me, as I have said, to be
of secondary importance, but the question whether distinguish-
ing characteristics exist is, of course, fundamental. In the
imaginary examples of extreme cases, which Mr. Balfour gives
on p. 52 of his paper, such characteristics undoubtedly do exist.
The complementary element is much stronger and much more
exact than it is in the Verrall case. This, I imagine, nobody
would deny. Nor was it ever my intention to suggest that
the Verrall case could be regarded as analogous to any possible
cross-correspondence. My thesis was much less ambitious.
After examining a good number of the cross-correspondences
that have actually occurred, I came to the conclusion that, in
strength and exactness, the complementary element present in
them was not markedly superior to that present in the Verrall
case. Whether I was right or wrong in this is an issue of
fact upon which different people will naturally judge differently.
It is an issue, too, I need hardly say, upon which Mr. Balfour’s
opinion should carry great weight. Without a renewed and
lengthy study of the published cases I could not at this time
undertake a defence of the conclusion which I reached con-
cerning it nearly two years ago—and other work presses heavily.
For the present, therefore, I must leave the matter so.

AN INCIDENT IN MRS. HOLLAND’S SCRIPT.
By ALICE JOHNSON.

In my first report on the automatic writing of Mrs, Holland,
I quoted a piece of script produced by her in India on
January 17th, 1904! the concluding part of which was as
follows :

“We few, we happy few, we band of brothers”—2

Dear old chap you have done so much in the past three
years—I am cognisant of a great deal of it but with
strange gaps in my knowledge—If I could only talk with
you—If I could only help you with some advice—I tried
more than once did it ever come—There’s so much to be
learnt from the Diamond Island experiment—

well meaning but very ignorant—bound to be tinged by
the channels through which they are conveyed—Help me
—give me the help if not yet of your belief of your

1See Procecdings, Vol. XXI. p. 235. 2Henry V., Act 1v. Scene iii.
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sympathy—Take the message to you all I cannot yet fully
and [ending in illegible scribble].

I stated in a foot-note to this secript that I was unable to
conjecture the meaning of the phrase “ Diamond Island experi-
ment ;” and Mrs. Holland, who was accustomed to tell me of
any facts within her knowledge that could throw light on the
script, had made no comment on it. Nor did it convey any-
thing, as far as I could learn, to those who read the Proceedings.

On Nov. 24th, 1908, Mrs. Holland, being in England, came
to see me and told me among other things that she thought
this phrase must be an allusion to wireless telegraphy, since
Diamond Island (which she believed to be near Diamond
Harbour at the mouth of the Hoogli river) had a wireless
station on it. Some time later Mrs. Verrall, hearing of this
interpretation, pointed out to me that it followed that the
whole of this part of the script was intended to be addressed
to Sir Oliver Lodge, and I then perceived that most of the
message evidently was intended for him. But on communi-
cating with him on the subject, though he recognised the
appropriateness of the general tone and substance of the message,
the phrase “ Diamond Island” awoke no chord in his memory.
He told me, however, that the Lodge-Muirhead system was at
work between Burma and the Andaman Islands, and he wrote
to his friend and partner in this matter, Dr. Alexander Muir-
head, F.R.S.,, on Feb. 24, 1910, to ask:

Do you remember whether any wireless experiments were conducted
across the mouth of the Hoogli or anywhere in that neighbourhood ?

If so, can you name the place? ... I should rather like to know
whether they tested the Andaman installation first at the Hoogli—
or wherever it was. They must have tried it somewhere . .. Is

there a wireless station on the Hoogli, do you know 1!

Dr. Muirhead replied on Feb. 26, 1910:

I believe Mr. Simpson, the man who put up the Andaman Wire-
less, has been conducting some experiments between a pilot boat

. and Caleutta. . . . The Andamans circuit is between Diamond
Island, at the mouth of the Irrawaddy in Burma, and Port Blair . . .

Thus it appears that Mrs. Holland's conjecture of a con-
nection between Diamond Island and wireless telegraphy was
correct, but that she had located it wrongly, viz., at the mouth
of the Hoogli, whereas it is really situated at the mouth of the
Irrawaddy, in Burma. From enquiries made with Sir Oliver
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Lodge’s help, I find that towards the end of August, 1904,
operations were begun for linking up the Settlement of Port
Blair in the Andaman Islands with the general telegraph system
of India by establishing wireless telegraph stations at Port Blair
and at Diamond Island, which was already connected by cable
to the mainland. The distance to be spanned was 305°2 miles.
The system chosen was the Lodge-Muirhead, with which pre-
liminary experiments had already been carried on for three
months in the early part of 1904; the 150 feet masts were
made in the Calcutta workshops, the scientific apparatus being
supplied by the Lodge-Muirhead Co. in England. The work,
which was executed by the Indian Government Telegraph
Department, went on for several months, the circuit being in
complete working order first on Feb. 10th, 1905.

This installation was an event of some importance in the
history of wireless telegraphy, for it was one of the first
installations in the British Empire connecting different land
stations; the main developments of wireless telegraphy having
previously been for the purpose of connecting shore stations
with ships.

Sir Oliver Lodge of course knew of the Burma-Andamans
installation, but had entirely forgotten that the Burma end of
the installation is on Diamond Island! (which is a very small
island, not marked on most atlases).

When I questioned: Mrs. Holland about her knowledge of
these matters, she told me that she had known at or about
that time that the Lodge-Muirhead system of wireless telegraphy
was being experimented with in India, but she could not say
whéther it was before or after the date of the script, which
had conveyed no meaning to her when it was written.

In reply to a question what normal means of acquiring
information about experiments on Diamond Island existed in
India in January, 1904, Mr. M. G. Simpson, of the Govern-
ment Telegraph Department, who had superintended the setting
up of the installation, wrote to Sir Oliver Lodge from Calcutta
on April 18th, 1910:

. In 1902 I was at home, but some of my officers did some
wireless experiments in July at Diamond Harbour. They were not
!¥From a letter on the subject which he has recently found, it appears that

the geographical fact did actually come under his eye, but aw akened no conscious
attention, in March, 1903.
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very successful, but a paragraph or two appeared in the local press
about them. I came out here in December 1902, and in 1903,
January, I put up a little temporary station at Sangor Island at the
mouth of the river and another on a small Government steamer, the
“Guide,” and we worked out to the Sandheads where the pilot
vessel is stationed 40 miles from Sangor. This was reported in due
course and found its way into the papers. During the whole of
1903 there was a weekly financial paper, Capifal, in Calcutta con-
stantly jibing at Government for their dilatoriness with regard to
wireless and urging them to come to terms with the Marconi Co.
In Jan., '04, apparatus began to arrive from Elmers End [Messrs.
Muirhead & Co.’s works in Kent] and in Febrnary we started out
from Calcutta to try and link up Diamond Island with the Andamans.
I can’t be quite certain now, but I think it is more than probable
information of this intention appeared in the local press. At first
we established communication over a short distance, Elephant Point
to Amherst, and it was not till April, 1904, any actual experimenting
was done on Diamond Island.

The script referring to the Diamond Island experiment was
written, as stated above, in January, 1904; but from
Mr. Simpson’s letter it appears not impossible that Mrs. Holland
may already have seen references to the subject in one of the
Indian papers. She herself knows nothing in detail of wireless
telegraphy, and she could not remember that any of the friends
she was accustomed to see at that time had spoken to her of the
subject or took any interest in it. It happened, however, that
she had heard a lecture by Marconi in 1901 or 1902, and had
rather regretted that an Italian was (as she supposed) ahead of
Englishmen in the subject. Consequently she was pleased when
she heard of the Lodge-Muirhead system being used. She
wrote to me on March 19th, 1910:

I am sorry that I cannot be certain, after the lapse of so many
years, if I heard or read any mention of the Lodge-Muirhead system
before writing the script of Jan. 17th, 1904,

My impression is that I must have seen some newspaper reference
to it, since I am as sure as I can be, when dealing with anything
so far away, that I did not hear any conversation about it.

I left India in April, 1904, and returned there more than two
years later.

My igunorance of the matter is shown by my belief—until just
lately—that Diamond Island was near Diamond Harbour in Bengal,
instead of in Lower Burma, where it is really situated.

It is clear then that Mrs. Holland’s reference to the “ Diamond
Island experiment” cannot be regarded as strictly evidential,
since she may have had normal knowledge of it.
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The script nevertheless is remarkably appropriate in several
respects as a message to Sir Oliver Lodge. It was written on
Jan. 17th, 1904, the third anniversary of Mr. Myers’s death,
which was also the end of Sir Oliver Lodge’s three years’
Presidency of the SP.R. 1 take the phrase—“you have done
so much in the past three years” to refer to this. The tone
of affectionate intimacy running through the whole script is
also especially appropriate.

Mrs. Holland knew the date of Mr. Myers’s death and that
Sir Oliver Lodge had been President of the S.P.R. in 1903;
but when I asked her if she knew in January, 1904, that
he was an intimate friend of Mr. Myers’s and that he had been
President for three years, she replied:

Feb. 20th, 1910.

. . . I did not realise then that Sir Oliver Lodge was an intimate
friend of Mr. Myers’s. There were references to him, of course, in
[Human Personality%, especially in reference to early experiments with
Mrs. Piper; but 1 did not know there was a friendship of long
standing, and I certainly did not know in Jan., 1904, that he became
President of the S.P.R. after Mr. Myers’s death. I am surprised to
hear that he held it for three years,—I thought it had been for
two . . . It never struck me before that this message was to Sir

Oliver Lodge. . . .

It is further significant that, as Sir Oliver Lodge tells me,
Mr. Myers had been keenly interested in his work in wireless
telegraphy and it was while with Mr. Myers and stimulated
by him that he devised the fundamental plan for “tuning ” which
in some form or another is necessarily used in all systems of
wireless telegraphy and was first patented by him in 1897.
The term “ syntony ” was invented for him by Mr. Myers and Dr.
A. T. Myers. Sir Oliver Lodge had, as is well known, been ex-
perimenting for years on the theoretical side of the subject,
and it was partly, or even largely, his discoveries between 1888
and 1894 which, in the energetic hands of Mr. Marconi, in
1896 and onwards, led to the development of wireless telegraphy
for practical purposes. Mr. Myers had been much interested in
this development and anxious that the results of his friend’s work
should not be unduly exploited by others.

While the secript is thus thoroughly characteristic of the
relation between Mr. Myers and Sir Oliver Lodge, the fact
that it is connected in point of time with the first important




)

Mar, 1911.  An Incident in Mrs. Holland's Script. 7

(T}

cross-correspondence between Mrs. Holland and Mrs. Verrall—
the “Selwyn Text Incident”'—seems to lend weight to the
supposition that what we may call the “ Diamond Island script”
may have been at least partially inspired” by him.

I may add that the patent referred to above for “Improve-
ments in Syntonised Telegraphy without Line Wires” is the
one which, by Mr. Justice Parker’s judgment delivered in the
Chancery Division of the High Court on April 28th, 1911, has
just been renewed to Sir Oliver Lodge for another term of seven
years.

SIR OLIVER LODGE'S IMITATION CROSS-
CORRESPONDENCE.

[For the convenience of readers, the imitation scripts are
here reprinted from the April Journal.—Eb.]

Seribe A.
One horse iwwds mno not one
not in the dawn (1)
but loosed from the stall
Sandra Belloni Sands of the sea (2)
Unseaswept shore
(Echalian halls without master (3)
Rest restive my soul to its rest (4)
Epic Epi Dorr G.B.D. ()
A murrain on thee (6)
Curse from the Cretan (7)
Pirzus
Dictynna is still (8)
Peace after storm
Scribe B.
4 gills one pint (9)
Why is the g hard?  think of this.
Only half the word as yet
Only the half has fallen on me (10)
But more will follow
I cant get you to write it but but
but no try again (11)
Cocoa nuts filberts  that is better hazel
hazel eyes sea wild eyes (12)
no you are confused
what are cables for? (13)
How does the plague travel from
shore to shore? (14
What good has her bridal brought hert (15)
18ee Proceedings, Vol. XXI. pp. 219-239.

Digitiz
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By the working of my will (16)
Fato profugus. a mnot us. (17)
Oh why on me! (18)
Try to understand  compare
with the work of others

Seribe C.
Over the salt & sullen sea (19)
Dionysus bride (20)
No maiden lays her skaith for me (21)
I greet her from afar (22)
Oh unrighteous bride (23)
Dost see me Mistress? (24)
Mistress a short sharp pain (25)
No no thats another
Aye & would weep for thee (26)
a drop of amber (27)
To the far red west (28)
The Moray Firth
no not the sea (29)
Look for it in the Dictionary
That is enough now
Farewell

CONTEMPORARY NOTES ON THE ABOVE BY THE ATUTHOR.

The subject is Gilbert Murray’s verse translation of the
Hippolytus of Euripides.

(1) Here an attempt to give the first syllable of the name
Hippolytus is mixed up with a reminiscence of Dr. and Mrs.
Verrall’s “ One horse dawn.” The fleeting and probably absurd
idea is also indicated that the second syllable of the name
may be derived from Adw, to loose.

(2) Here an attempt is made to refer to the sea-shore, and
the title of one of George Meredith’s novels makes its gratui-
tous appearance. The phrase, “the unseaswept sands,” occurs
in a speech of the Nurse to Phedra.

(3) This is part of two successive lines in one of the
choruses :

“There roamed a steed in (Echalia’s wild,
A maid without yoke, without master.”

(4) Is part of an ejaculation of the wounded Hippolytus—
“Oh a spear, a spear, to rend my soul to its rest.”

(5) Then an attempt is made to get the name Epidaurus,
on the sea-coast of which the -catastrophe to the chariot
occurred, but it is shunted off by the idea or obsession of
G. B. Dorr.
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(6) Begins an attempt to get the notion of a paternal
curse, mingled with the attempt to give the name Murray.

(7) “Curse from the water” would have appeared to give
too complete an allusion to one of the main motives of the
Play. What appears is a truncated line from one of the
choruses, which does not really refer to any main episode,
“The curse from the Cretan water.” This curse is supposed
to reach Athens by means of the mooring cables of Cretan
ships at the Pirweus,

(8) Is a fragment of another line from one of the chornses—

“ And the cry of Dictynna is still.”

(9) Here begins an attempt to give the name “Gilbert”;
the reference to a hard g drawing attention to that word of
the otherwise meaningless sentence.

(10) “Only the half, belike, hath fallen on us,” is a line
spoken by Phadra.

(11) The second syllable of “Gilbert” is here misinterpreted
into repeated “buts,” and then the whole name takes the form
of “filberts.”

(12) “Dictynna’s sea-wild eyes” occurs in one of the choruses.

(13, 14) Here are other references to the Cretan curse creep-
ing by the shore-flung cable line.

(15) Is an approximate quotation from a chorus—

“What joy hath her bridal brought her?”

(16) “By the working of my will” is a statement of
Aphrodite concerning the emotion of Phedra.

(17) Is a reminiscence of the Aineid, with a change of
gender to make it applicable to Phedra.

(18) Is an ejaculation of Hippolytus.

(19) Is some vague reminiscence unknown, but the idea of
looking over the sea probably suggests the next sentence.

(20) Ariadne in Naxos, sister of Phadra, deserted wife of
Theseus.

(21) Is from a song called “ Doughty Deeds,” suggested by

(22) Hippolytus’ contempt for Aphrodite: “I greet her
from afar; my life is clean.”!

!The scribe’s memory seems to be at fault here. The line is misquoted from
*“If doughty deeds my lady please” (by Robert Cunninghame-Graham of
Gartmore), the context being:

¢ Nae maiden lays her skaith to e,
. I never loved but you.”
Thus the words would apply better to Hippolytus' devotion to Artemis than
to his contempt for Aphrodite,—Eb. .
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(23) Was intended and imagined to be a quotation, *Oh
unrighteous Sire,” but “ bride ” has been accidentally miswritten
for “sire”—an instance of mere aphasia.

(24, 25) Are quotations; the first is from Hippolytus’
address to Artemis; the second—totally disconnected except
as containing the same word—is a false remembrance of a
line in a speech by the Nurse—* Mistress, a sharp swift terror
struck me low.” Probably the adjectives are misquoted be-
cause of W. S. Gilbert's “short sharp shock” in Zhe Mikado.

(26) Is from a speech of Artemis.

(27) Is part of a line from one of the choruses referring
to the tears of the sisters of Phaéton,——“ Gleams a drop of amber
in the wave.”

(28) Is from the introductory declamation of Aphrodite.

(29) The reference both to the Firth and to the Dictionary
is another attempt to give the name “Murray.”

INDEPENDENT SOLUTION OF THE IMAGINARY SCRIPTS,
By THE REv. M. A. BAYFIELD.

The key to these scripts is Professor Gilbert Murray’s
translation of the Hippolytus of Euripides.

The passages numbered 2, 3, 4, 7, 8, 10, 12, 15, 16, 18,
19, 20, 24, 25, 26, 27 are quotations from the play (some
exact, and some slightly inaccurate), and distributed as they
are over the three scripts, they make the identification of the
subject unmistakable.

(Scribe A.) The opening words refer to the well-known “one-
horse dawn ” experiment; but the words, “no not one,” hint at
the #wo horses of Hippolytus' chariot, and serve to distingnish
the present experiment. “Sandra Belloni” leads up to “the
unseaswept sands” of the Trozen race-course. “Epic Epi
Dorr” is an attempt at “Epidaurus,” which is twice mentioned
in the poem, and the sound of the syllable -daur- of Epidaurus
causes the emergence of the name and initials of Mr. G. B.
Dorr. “A murrain on thee” (Shakespeare?) looks like an
attempt at “ Murray.,” “Peace after storm” may refer to the
conclusion of the play, but is capable of other allusions.

(Seribe B.) In “4 gills)” ete, we have the first syllable of
“ Gilbert ” (“only half the word as yet”), and the whole name is
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hinted at by “filberts that is better,” since filbert rhymes with
Gilbert. The seript now wanders. (13) and (14) refer to a
passage in the play (pp. 39f) from which (7) and (15) are
quotations. (17) “fato profugus” (a Virgilian phrase meaning
‘a man exiled by fate’) seems to be intended, by the altera-
tion from profugus into the feminine profuge, to refer to
Phedra’s fateful flight with Theseus from Crete. (See the
play, p. 4, middle.)

(Seribe C.) (21), (22), (23) I cannot place; they do not occur
in the poem. The “Mistress” addressed in (24) is Artemis;
that in (25), a misquotation for “ Mistress, a sharp swift terror,”
is Phaedra, a distinction pointed out by the seript. “To the
far red west” (i.e. far west of Greece) leads up to “Moray
Firth no not the sea,” by which the name ‘“Murray” is
suggested ; and this interpretation is confirmed by the words,
“Look for it in the Dictionary,” which follow, pointing
apparently to the Dictionary edited by another Dr. Murray.

If these admirably constructed secripts were genuine, they
would no doubt greatly strengthen the evidence for spirit
«control in those we have from the automatists. Not from the
absence of any duplication of the quotations from the play—
for that, as I have before contended, might easily happen on
the telepathic hypothesis in a subject of this extent—but
because of the apparently deliberate halving of the name
- “Gilbert Murray ” between two automatists. If this striking
feature should oceur as unmistakably in, say, half-a-dozen real
seripts, it would be highly unreasonable to assign it either to
chance or to any power which—as yet at any rate—we have
any ground for supposing to be possessed by the subliminal
consciousness. But the only genuine cross-correspondences
which present a similar apparently purposive apportionment
are (so far as my memory serves me) the “Ave Roma Im-
mortalis ’ case, and the incident in Proc., Vol. XXIV,, p. 297,
where a short poem is halved between two automatists, and
even in these cases the evidence of design is not so marked
as in the scripts now before us.

It may be observed that these latter suggest a comparison
{not, however, intended by their author, 1 bellove) with the
imaginary scripts which, as advocatus diaboli for the nonce, I
ventured to propound in Proc, Part LXIL If my own scripts
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can be considered to represent at all fairly the bulk of the
genuine correspondences—I do not myself think they cover
the whole ground—the obvious contrast between the two
imaginary types may serve to give precision to the point at
issue between the “telepathists” and the “spiritists.” Since a
subliminal self can, as we know, communicat<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>