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PROPOSED MEMORIAL TO MR. EDMUND GURNEY.
; (REVISED NOTICE.)

It has been suggested by a member of the Society for Psychical
Research that it would be fitting to commemorate Mr. Gurney’s work
in Psychical Research by dedicating to his name some branch of the
Society’s Library, and raising a fund to make the department more
complete. The Council (with the approval of Mr. Gurney’s family)
gladly accept this suggestion, and invite contributions to a fund which
it is hoped may be permanently invested—the interest being expended
in building up by yearly purchases a Library of works bearing on
Hypnotism and kindred subjects, to be known as the ¢ Edmund
Gurney Library,” and bound and stamped accordingly.
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The subject of Hypnotism has been selected, partly because it was
in this direction that much of Mr. Gurney’s most valuable and original
work was done; and partly because it is a branch of research now
widely recognised as of high scientific importance, and on which every
year produces new publications of value. The Society’s collection of
books on Hypnotism will naturally form the nucleus of the proposed
Library, but it is incomplete, and many fresh works will need to be
added both at once and, in all probability, for many years to come.
It is for this reason that the Council would be glad, if possible, to
expend in each year only the interest of the fund to be collected. It
is proposed that all books thus purchased shall continue to form part
of the “Edmund Gurney Library,” and that the employment of the
funds raised shall be entrusted to the Library Committee of the
Society for Psychical Research for the time being. Donations are
invited both from members of the Society for Psychical Research and
from other friends of Mr. Gurney’s, who may be glad of this
opportunity of doing honour to his memory. The Rev. A. T. Fryer,
4, Upper Vernon-street,* London, W.C., has kindly consented to act
as treasurer, and will receive any sum entrusted to him for the
“ Edmund Gurney Library Fund.”

Freperic W. H. MYERS, Hon. Secs. Society
Frank PODMORE, for Psychical Research.

19, BUCKINGHAM STREET,
ApzerLpH1, LoxpoN, W.C.
December, 1888.

The following donations have been already received or promised :—

-5 G £ s d
Mrs. Russell Gurney ... 25 0 0 Prof. S. H. Butcher ... 3 3 0
F. W.H. Myers... ... 10 0 0 R. H. Hutton i)
Mrs. F. W. H. Myers 10 0 0 Lord Monteagle ... 2582550
e FALT. ' Myerst i .. 5 OO0 F. Podmore Al TR
Lord and Lady Rayleigh 10 0 0 J. H. Stack ... 2 20
Professor Sidgwick ... 10 0 0 Miss Balfour SRR )31 (1)
Mrs. H. Sidgwick ... 10 0 0 Prof. Crocmm Robertson 1 1 0
Rt. Hon. A.J. Balfour 5 0 O Rev. A. T. Fryer 1 IS
Mzs, F. Myers ... ...- 5 0 0 Ernest Myers ! 151500
Miss Bertha Porter ... 5 0 O F. C. S. Schiller ... 110

== * N.B—DMr. Fryer's address as given in the JOURNAL for
December was wrong; the above address is correct.
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MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

At a Meeting of the Council held at the Society’s Rooms on
Decembei 17th, the following Members were present :—The President
(in the chair), Dr. A. T. Myers, and Messrs. F. W. H. Myers, Frank
Podmore, and J. Herbert Stack.

Three new Members and five new Associates, whose names and
addresses are given above, were elected.

The resignation of several Members and Associates who, for various
reasons, desired to retire from the Society at the close of the year, were
accepted. It was agreed that the names of some others, whose
subscriptions had remained for some time unpaid, should be struck off
the list.

Various matters of routine business were attended to.

As previously arranged, the Annual Business Meeting of the
Members of the Society will be held on Friday, January 25th, 1889.
The Assistant-Secretary was directed to send out the notices in the
usual form, according to the rules.

A General Meeting will be held, as previously stated, on the evening
of the same day.

It has also been agreed to hold a General Meeting on Monday,
March 18th, 1889.

The next Meeting of the Council will be held at the close of the
Annual Business Meeting on January 25th.

FURTHER REMARKS ON EXPERIMENTS IN
CLAIRVOYANT PERCEPTION OF DRAWINGS.

By Proressor CHARLES RicHET.

[Translated.]

Ttis WIth keen interest that I have read Miss Balfour’s comments
upon my article on Lucidity. May I be allowed to make on this
subject two short observations, after which I shall relate some experi-
ments which I made yesterday, a few hours after reading the number
of the Journal which contains Miss Balfour’s remarks.

It is certain that the subjects of lucidity (if lucidity exist) do not
perceive the objects in detail, but only the objects in mass—in their
principal outlines ; also it appears, at first, preferable to give for their
divination simple lines, and not complicated drawings such as were
usually furnished to me in the envelopes, of the contents of which 1
was ignorant. But, on the other hand, with geometrical figures, or
extremely simple designs, chance might play a more important part

B 2
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than in the case of more complicated drawings. If one of these com-
plicated drawings should be described in all its details, it would be
extremely strong evidence; if on the other hand the subject could
indicate only the principal outlines, one would look upon the drawing
as upon a geometric design, abstract the details, and take note only of
the principal outlines described by the subject.

I am, nevertheless, quite in agreement with Miss Balfour as to the
advantage of employing very simple drawings only; but one knows that
it is very difficult, if not impossible, to arrive immediately at a pro-
cedure of experiment, I will not say sound, but even passable. It is
only after much groping and hesitation that one avoids faulty attempts
and errors in starting. I have had no predecessors to guide me, which
may be a ground for indulgence for the defects of this research, which
after all is but a first rough sketch. I have even ended by being per-
suaded that the results obtained by these drawings (even if they were
of irreproachable exactitude, which is, unfortunately, never the case)
could not in themselves carry conviction. They do not even lend
themselves to the calculation of probabilities. The best way, in my
opinion, would be to experiment always with cards, but the cards seem
to succeed even less than the drawings, for various reasons, upon which
I have not now time to insist.

As to the second point dealt with by Miss Balfour, I am quite in
agreement with her. But how is one to avoid this rock? How to
provide, in presenting a drawing, against having in one’s mind such or
such a design ? Assuredly one must not speak of it to the subject, for
whatever one says tends only to put the subject on a wrong tack. As
a rule, I never say a word, though sometimes it is really difficult to
allow the subject to hesitate and grope for a quarter of an hour and
more, without supplying the word. But even when one says nothing,
one thinks, and it is impossible not to do so.

I shall allow myself, & propos to this, to relate the following facts,
which have occurred quite recently, and confirm in a surprising manner
the remarks of Miss Balfour.

On Sunday (December 9th), at 8 a.m., I received the number of the
Journal containing Miss Balfour’s paper, which I read naturally with
great attention. What struck me most were the remarks as to Figure
60, Exp. XVI., and still more, as to Figure 88, Exp. XXXVIII,, and
T said to myself that Alice, on the one hand, and Claire, on the other,
had given proof of some lucidity but that I had clumsily put them out
by my words and my interpretations. [The cases referred to are those
in which, the original drawings representing a tree and a swallow,
the percipient’s descriptions suggested to M. Richet a wreath and
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a parrot’s head respectively. See pp. 96 and 112 of Proceedings,
Part XIL]

T was going, that very day, December 9th, to see both Alice and
Claire. At 4.30 p.m., having put Alice to sleep, I made with her five
experiments, which succeeded fairly well, though not perfectly in any
case, and I ask to be permitted to relate them in detail.

~ I. I ask : “What object have I in my pocket ?” She says: “It is
not of much use ; it is not long; it is to place upon paper; there is a
circle, a stamp (timbre), a seal (cachet); it is not like a paper-weight.”
Then I ask (and I was wrong to speak): “ What is it made of ?” and
she says, “Iron.”

These answers are rather remarkable, in so far that they apply
admirably, not to the object which I had in my pocket on December 9th
—a die (estompe)—but to another object which I had carried about for
some days previously (without showing it to any one) with the vague
intention of giving it as an object to be guessed at, either by Alice or
some other subject. It was a piece of wood, resembling a paper-
weight, with a round in the middle—a fragment of wood-work which
had become detached from a piece of furniture. The description which
Alice had given of it was quite exact, except for saying, “It is to place
upon paper,” which applied to the die. The worst mistake, that of
saying It is iron,” was, no doubt, provoked by my ill-timed question.

It seems, therefore, as if there were in this case a mixture of two
images—of two objects—(1) the object which I had carried about for
two days, with the intention of submitting it to Alice ; (2) the object
which I actually carried on the day in question.

II. In the next room, which was quite dark, I took a card out of a
pack of 32 cards, and put it on the table; afterwards I replaced the
pack in my pocket, without showing it. Naturally, I did not know
the card, which I thus took from the pack, and in the next room there
was no light, and no one was present. Alice said, ‘“Knave of Spades.”
In reality it was the King of Spades, which is very much like the
knave.

IIT. T said to Alice: “I am going to take a coin out of my pocket
and place it on the table in the next room,” which I did. She said,
very rapidly: “It is a franc piece, with the effigy of Napoleon
III., 1866.” It was in fact a franc, with the effigy of Napoleon, 1863.

IV. She bhas an album containing 31 photographs, with which I
have sometimes made experiments, making use of each of the photo-
graphs as if it were a card in a pack. In the dark room, I took at
random one of these photographs, without knowing which I had taken.
She told me it was a lady, photographed at Rennes, which was
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actually the case; but there were in her album six photographs of
ladies taken at Rennes, and she was mistaken in the precise designa-
tion of the person whose photograph I had put in my pocket.

V. It is to the experiment with a drawing that I attach most im-
portance. I put into her hands a thoroughly opaque envelope, and T had
hardly placed it in her hands when she said, “Itis a parrot. T see it
quite well—it is so plain that it cannot be true (%). It is upon some-
thing high.” She said not another word, and I opened the envelope.
I said : “Itis wrong. Itis a man hanged on a big gallows.” Then,
instead of saying that it was wrong, she is delighted, contrary to
custom, and says to me, laughing, “But I saw it; the high perch is the
gallows!” And, in fact, one knows that in the public gardens, there
are sometimes parrots out of doors on bars, but over them is a large
ring, to which they can suspend themselves.

Here, I think, is confirmation of Miss Balfour’s hypothesis as to
the juxtaposition of two images. It is probable that when I reached
Alice’s house I was strongly preoccupied with Exp. XXX VIII. and
Miss Balfour’s criticisms upon it. How that became mixed up with
the gallows so as to suggest the parrot I cannot say, but there seems to
be more in it than mere coincidence.

I would remark also as to these five experiments,—the only ones
which [ made with Alice that day,—that they all succéeded, but only
partially. Why was their success always spoilt by mistakes? Sup-
pose Alice had said “a die—a king of spades—a gallows,” &c., one
might almost have affirmed that there was here a demonstration of
lucidity in startling degree.

I pass now to the experiment made with Claire on the same
day.

For various reasons, Claire has been hypnotised but seldom, but
has nevertheless given some rather remarkable proofs of lucidity. As
a rule I can put her to sleep only when she is ill, for magnetism has a
soothing effect upon her, to a perfectly surprising extent. She is
readily open to suggestion, and very sensitive to the magnet, and with
her magnetism has more effect in relieving and curing than any other
method of treatment.

I show her a closed envelope, of which I do not know the contents.
It was then 6 o’clock in the evening, and I had just left Alice’s house.
Claire said to me, “I see nothing ; the envelope is quite dark.” (When
she sees, or tries to see, it is by putting the envelope quite near to
her closed eyes, and she says that she then distinguishes the outlines.)

Tt is not the drawing in the envelope which I see. I see a tree.
I have before my eyes the image of a tree.”

In fact in the envelope was a drawing, very confused and ill-
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chosen, of a tombstone—a column surmounted by a bushy cyprus ; it
was, therefore, also of a tree.

What part had chance in this experiment ? It seems impossible to
say. I was no doubt thinking of Figure 60 of my paper [a tree], and
there was, on the other hand, a tree in the drawing.

I conclude that these experiments, which appear at first so simple,
are really very difficult to carry out well. But as Miss Balfour says,
with truth, imperfect as they are, they are not discouraging. We
must redouble our efforts.

CH. RICHET.
Paris, December 10th, 1888.

We showed the above communication from Professor Richet to
Miss Balfour, who sends us the following remarks :—

1 think from what M. Richet says that I cannot have expressed myself
quite clearly in my notes on his paper when I said that ¢‘the drawings
should be very simple, so that they may be fully taken in at a glance.” T do
not mean by this that the lines of the drawing should be quite simple, but
that they should convey the idea of the object represented at the first glance,
there being nothing to complicate or interfere with that idea. Thus, suppose
a drawing representing a dog. A well-drawn dog cannot be simple in its
lines ; but it should leave no room for doubt as to its being a dog and nothing
else. If a percipient, on being given such a drawing, said it was a dog, I
hardly think that M. Richet would consider it a less convincing experiment
than if she ** described it in all its details.”

No doubt experiments with playing cards lend themselves better than
drawings to the exact calculation of probabilities. But supposing ‘¢ lucidity ”
to be a fact, it ought to be as easy for a percipient to name the objects re-
presented in a good drawing as to name a card, and the chances against the
name being corrsct can obviously be made very much greater with such
drawings than with cards, as a much greater number of objects can be
represented than there are cards. Care should be taken that a sufficient
number of drawmgs should be made and shuffled together beforehand to
ensure this result.

CASES RECEIVED BY THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.

Assuming that the mediums in the following  cases had no
knowledge of the facts by ordinary means, it may be a question
whether they are to be regarded as telepathic, clairvoyant, or as
evidence of communication with the dead. They should be compared
with the cases given in the Journal for November. It will be observed
that the knowledge shown by the mediums might all have been in
the minds of the inquirers, but that the ideas were not consciously in



8 Jouwrnal of Society for Psychical Research. [Jan.,1889.

their minds at the moment, and in the case of Dr. Ormsby, the form
of the clothes and buttons was not consciously in his memory.

G. 644.

A strange test of spiritual identity happened to the writer soon after
arrival in Colorado Springs, ten years ago. The mistress of the boarding-
house in which she took her meals, being a Spiritualist, invited her one
evening to attend a private séance at a friend’s house.

The writer was totally unknown to all those present, and indeed an
entire stranger in the town.

After some little time a person present was strongly controlled but unable
to speak. By signs she made it evident that it was the stranger with whom
she wished to communicate. After many guesses as to the possible unseen
presence, the medium went through the action of lace-making on a pillow.
The writer mentioned the name of an old Singhalese woman whom she had
known many years before, and immediately the medium slid down from
her chair, and seizing the writer’s hand, kissed it many times, saying in the
broken English she was accustomed to employ, how great was her joy and
thankfulness at being able to express her gratitude. It must be remembered
that this was an American woman, whose position at the feet of an English
stranger was little consonant to national feeling, and certainly most unex-
pected by the writer, who for some 20 years had scarcely thought of poor
Loko-rainy.

On retiring for the night a piece of lace made by the Singhalese lace-
woman was found to have been worn by the writer. Could this have served

as a link ?
M. A. GARSTIN.

Box 764, Colorado Springs, U.S.A.

G. 647, abstract of.

From another informant, whose name we may not give, we learn that at
a visit to a medium, Miss Lottie Fowler, under an assumed name, a Chinese
woman— Wang-Choa-foo—known to the narrator some 25 years before,
professed to communicate. The name was very carefully pronounced by the
medium. Some Chinese colloquial expressions were used and an attempt
made to write in Chinese characters,—the results, however, being not very
intelligible to a Chinese who saw them. According to the evidence it appears
to be in a high degree improbable that Miss Fowler should have heard the
Chinese name in connection with the narrator, who tells us, moreover, that
it is not a common one. Itisnot known whether Wang-Choa-foo is alive or
dead. The incident occurred at our informant’s third visit to the medium.

The following was communicated by Dr. Ormsby, of Murphysboro,
Illinois, U.S.A., to the Religio-Philosophical Journal for July T7th,
1883. Dr. Ormsby informs us that the medium was a Mr. Drake, of
Clinton, Illinois.

G. 645.
¢ Soon after the close of the war our eldest child, a boy of a little more
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than four years old, died, and we buried his body with all the poignant grief
of those who lay their loved ones down in the dust and have no assurance
that they shall ever see them again ; so keen a grief that I thank God 1 can
never more suffer it. About 14 years afterwards I formed the acquaintance
of a gentleman who claimed the ability to see and describe spirits at nearly
any time. He was not acquainted with my history, and did not know that I
had ever lost a child. Sitting one day in my office, I asked him to describe
to me any spirits he might see there. He described two old ladies, who, he
said, claimed to be my mother and grandmother, but there were no very
salient points by which they could be identified. Then he said, ¢ There is a
little boy about four years old sitting on your foot. He looks up into your
face and says, ¢‘ Thisis my papa.” He is dressed in black or dark blue pants
that button on to a waist of the same colour, and has a white ruffle down the
front of the waist. The buttons on the clothing are bell-shaped ; there is a
plain rim around the outside and the rest of the button is bell-shaped.” During
this description 1 asked no questions, made no comment, nor hinted that I
had lost a chkild. I said absolutely nothing on the subject at that time. I
did not from the description recognise the clothing as any particular suit that
our child had ever worn, but when I went home I asked my wife concerning
such a suit (not telling her anything about the séance) and she at once said,
¢ Yes ; I made that suit from the coats you had worn in the army, and the
buttons were the little staff buttons that came off the sleevesat the wrist.” A
few days afterward sitting again in my office, L asked the same party whether
he could see the child he had described to me; and if so, whether he still
wore the same suit ? To both of these interrogatories he answered * Yes.” 1
then asked him to describe again the buttons he had seen. He did so in about
these words: ‘They are bell-shaped buttons with a plain rim around the
outside, but the bell-shaped part is ornamented. The ornamental work is
not cut ; it is raised. The button is metal ; what we call a brass button.’
Then stretching out his hand he said, ¢ Why ; I see those buttons as plainly
as though I had them in my hand. I could pick one of them out from among
a thousand different kinds.” Just then the city clock struck 12, and rising I
asked him to walk home and take dinner with me. He accepted, and when
we got home Iset before him a box containing many buttons of many kinds,
and requested him to select the button he had described to me. Giving the
box a shake one of the larger size of the staff buttons came to the surface, and
he instantly picked it up saying, ‘There is the button.’

‘I then told him of our loss, and that his description was accurate, and
very naturally the circumstance made a very strong impression on my mind,
the more %0 as not being very enthusiastic I had made no suggestions

and asked no leading questions.
¢“0. B. OrMSBY.
¢ Murphysboro, I11.”

In the following two cases exceptional opportunities were enjoyed of
observing the nature of the halllucinations. The first is so unusually
prolonged and dream-like—so unlike the general type of hallucinations
—that we should certainly have supposed it to be a dream had we not
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such clear evidence that the percipient was awake and in full possession
of her normal faculties at the time. The second, on the other hand,
would certainly be regarded as a waking hallucination were it not for
the evidence that the percipient was momentarily asleep, and it suggests
that other apparently waking hallucinations may sometimes be of the
same character. We know so little about hallucinations, and they
play so important a part in our investigations, that all observations
throwing light on their nature are of great value.

P. 635.
74, Durham-road, Manor Park, Little Tlford, Essex.

April 11th, 1888.

My brother’s Wlfe died on March 4th, 1885. From that time he was in
failing health. Early in February, 1887 he grew rapidly worse, and was
ordered to Bournemouth. About midnight one Saturday night (I think it was
the 23rd of February)[February 23rd, 1887, wasa Wednesday ; and,therefore,
Mrs. Jameson says in a later letter, her vision must have occurred on the
26th], while he was at Bournemouth, I was lying awake in bed, the gas
being full on, when I fancied that I saw a grave with a small white stone
lying, and one in an upright position. These stones suddenly changed to a
leaden hue, and upon the flat stone I saw a basket of exquisite flowers, all
white, and such as I have not beheld before nor since. On the top of all the
flowers was a very large tiger lily. Immediately following this I felt a
presence near me, but could see nothing, and it flashed into my mind that
my brother had died at Bournemouth. Shortly after I saw him in my bed-
room with a lady, whose arm was linked in his. Her face I did not
see, as they were a little in advance of me. I saw his, and recognised his
form. He was on the side nearest to me. The lady was draped as a well-
dressed bride, and veiled. Her dress was white and glistening. He was
in ordinary clothing, and they were both very happy. I also
heard distinctly the low murmur of voices, and heard, too, her glad
laugh. (This increased my belief that he had died, and that this lady was his
wife.) They were in mid-air, and were quite unconscious of my presence,
and seemed to glide rather than walk. After advancing a little they stood still,
my brother seeming reluctant to go on. After lingering a moment the lady
vanished, leaving my brother as one deep in thought, but still hesitating ;
she reappeared for an instant and, as it seemed, enticed him to follow her.
But he still seemed unwilling to go with her and she vanished finally, and
after a few more moments lingering my brother followed in the same direc-
tion that the lady had vanished. He returned to London about a fortnight
after this vision and died on the 23rd of March, 1887, very suddenly, and the
memory of this wonderful experience will,T feel,be always sacred to me. The
surprising part to me is, that throughout the whole of this I was possessed

with a feeling of calmness and utter absence of fear.
Mir1aM JAMESON.

Mr. Jameson writes :—
: April Tth, 1888.

My own share in the proceedings narrated was as follows. T was on the
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night referred to sitting at work in my study—not far from our bedroom—
when my wife called me and said that she felt sure her brother was in the
bedroom. I said, ‘‘ You are nervous. I will come to bed.” I had scarcely
done so when she sat up and began to describe to me what is stated in her
narrative as to seeing her brother, &e. I saw nothing. My wife was com-
posed, but her face was very animated and her eyes glistened. She looked
and spoke just as a good actress would in describing scene and action not
visible to her audience.

Our little son, then about 18 months old, had been taken into our bed—
being wakeful, He was wide awake, and was prattling and trying to caress his
mother while she told me whatshe was seeing. His interruptions seemed to
hinder my wife from hearing what her brother said, for she hushed the little
one repeatedly.

The orphan child, about two years old, of my brother-in-law, who had
been with us from the time of her mother’s death, was sleeping in an
adjoining room.

I may add that, although I am acquainted with several well-known
Spiritualists, I have never (nor has my wife) taken much interestin Spiritual-
istic phenomena. I mention this to show that prepossession would not
account for my wife’s remarkable experience.

My own mind is still in suspense on the point whether that experience
was not purely subjective, although 1 cannot but admit that I have been
deeply impressed by the fact of the intense objective reality of that
experience to my wife.

WiLriamM JAMESON.

In answer to inquiries, Mrs. Jameson informs us :—

1. That she 'never had any other hallucination of sight, hearing, or any
other sense.

2. There was no point of coincidence with fact in the two tombstones,
the tiger lily, &c. A

3. She thinks the interval of time between the vision of tombstones and
the vision of figures was about five or ten minutes. ‘ The white stones
changed soon and suddenly, the leaden hue lasted longer, then eame the
flowers. Then I felt the unseen presence, and on turning round or over to
my little son, who began to chatter, these figures appeared together, as I have
told you, and I sat up in bed and watched them steadfastly until they
vanished close to the outer wall of the house.”

4. The walls, the gas full on, and all in her bedroom were visible to her,
but she felt that her brother and the lady had an environment of their own.
She remembers most distinetly her brother’s curly hair.

5. She does not think that she had been more than usually anxious about
her brother. She had been speaking of him, and had written to him that
day.

6. She never mentioned the vision to her brother, and does not know
anything about him on the night in question, except that she heard on the
Monday that he had seemed a little better on Saturday night.

The vision affected her very much.
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P. 382. From Mr. Pratt, Camden House, Lower Merton, Surrey.
December 13th, 1882.

On December 31st, 1856, I, Thomas Pratt, was residing at, and carrying
on the business of a clerical tailor, &c., at 504, Cambridge-street, corner of
Warwick-street, Pimlico, the house at that time being known as Oxford
House, Cambridge-street. Mr. Gleddos, a young curate of St. Barnabas
Church, Pimlico, came to me to pay his bill and order a new clerical coat
about seven o’clock in the evening, saying he was going away for a short
time, and he wished the coat to be ready to fit on by the time he returned.
He was in a great hurry, having several calls to make before evensong, which
was at eight o’clock. He did not give me time to finish receipting his bill,
but took it away with only the word Rec. written on it and left the house
immediately.

I was busy making a clerical coat that was wanted the next day, and had
decided to sit up to finish it. 1 was accustomed to work all night frequently,
and continued working at the coat after my wife and family had retired to
bed. I kept on working and thinking about my order, planning it out in
my mind, when suddenly Mr. Gleddos appeared at the corner of the board
on which I was sitting, and at the same spot as he had stood in the evening,
and looking just the same as he did in the evening; the gaslight was
between us. At that moment the room door opened and he vanished. The
fright was so great, I felt my hair go stiff up on my head. I had leaped from
the board and looked outside the door, but saw nothing of him. Creeping
upstairs as best I could my knees shook so violently I did not know what
to do, but got into bed and covered my head over with the clothes and told
my wife what had happened. I had left the gas burning, and when I got
up felt very unsettled, and could not begin to work. About nine or a little
after Father Lyford* came to me, bringing the partly receipted bill in his
hand, and inquiring if I knew anything about what was written on it, as Mr.
Gleddos was found dead, and the bill was on the top of the drawers in the
bedroom where he had died. I then told him what I had seen in the night.
He seemed very much shocked, and told me not to talk about it.

As the day went on and I became more calm, I commenced to finish the
coat. Now this will, I think, be the most important part of my ghost story.
I had finished both halves of the coat, and only the back seam remained to
be joined. It was this middle seam I was working at, and had sewn up to
between the shoulders when Mr. Gleddos appeared, and here I found my
needle as I had left it. As I was about to begin, I was surprised at the last
part of the back stitching for hem ; the stitches were all shapes and not one
alike. This convinced me that I had been asleep, although my hand had
used the needle at the samce time. Having convinced myselfit was a dream,
the door coming open had woke me from my sleep, which could not have
been altogether more than half a minute. '

The door of the room was in the habit of coming open with the least

* The Rev. Charles Lyford was curate at the same church, but was called
Father by those who knew him best.
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vibration caused by wind, and from these two circumstances I came to the
conclusion that I had dreamed of seeing him only. Had not these things
come to my knowledge in this way as I have described them, I should have
believed I had seen a real ghost, and nothing would perhaps have convinced
me to the contrary. - But I feel quite certain I did not see him with my eyes
I work by, although at the time everything appeared to favour the belief of
an apparition,
TroMAS PRATT.

[Mrs. Pratt is now dead. The fact of the sudden death of Mr.
Gleddos, which took place about 8 a.m., has been independently
verified. —E.G.]

In this second case—Mr. Pratt’s—there is a coincidence which is
certainly noteworthy. It is a hallucination occurring a few hours
before a sudden death, and it might be regarded as possibly either
premonitory or telepathic ;—coinciding on the telepathic hypothesis
with feelings premonitory of death on the part of the agent. On the
other hand it must not be forgotten that hallucinations apparently
purely subjective, sometimes take the formn of affer-images (see
Phantasms of the Living, Vol. I, p. 502), and that this particular case
much resembles that of the lady who ¢ had a vivid waking vision of a
servant who had startled her some hours before.”

L. 822 (Borderland).

The following is at any rate an interesting experience, and there
seems to be some reason for thinking that it may have been a case
of “telepathic clairvoyance”—the vision representing an actual scene.
Tt should be compared with cases at the end of Chapter VI., Vol. I
of Phantasms of the Living, pp. 255-266, with the last section of
Chapter VIIL, and with case (20) Chapter V.

April 4th, 1888.

Your letter to the Telegraph of March 27th, brought to my memory an
incident that occurred to me some years since—in fact, in 1866. 1 might
preface my statement by saying that I am not in the least superstitious.

For some years previous to 1866 I had been residing in B—— as agent
for a large firm in London. Soon after my arrival in B , I took apart-
ments in the suburbs, in a house kept by two sisters, one a maiden lady, the
other a widow with two daughters. To make a long story short, I fell in
love with the youngest daughter, proposed and was accepted, although
her mother always was very much opposed to it. Time passed on
and I heard of a much better appointment. I threw up the one I had
and came to London to secure the other, without telling anyone in
B——anything about it. I had been in London about five weeks, when,
one Sunday evening, feeling irritable and dull, I retired to rest, much
earlier chan usual. I had been in bed some time trying to court sleep, when
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suddenly at one end of the room there appeared two figures, and as they
developed one was my fiancde, the other the man whom I had always looked
on as my greatest friend and ‘‘ chum ” in B——. There was the room—my
room—the fireplace, and every particular true to the original, and the
attitude of the two—he holding her hand, and her troubled look left no
doubt in my mind that he was proposing to her. No sooner had I grasped
the circumstances of the case than the vision melted and was gone ; and now
comes what I consider the remarkable part. On the following Tuesday I
had a letter from the young lady’s brother, informing me that her mother
had prevailed on her to break off her engagement with me, and one from the
young lady herself returning all my presents, and stating that her mother
had forbidden her to correspond with me further ; and in less than a month
I heard from a mutual friend in B—— that the young lady was engaged to
the man I had seen in the vision.

Being rather a sore point at the time, I never mentioned the vision to
any of my friends or relatives at the time, feeling convinced that they would
say it was a dream. But I know that I was as wide awake at the time as 1
am now ; and while it lasted I had the sensation of being entranced, utterly
unable to move, but no fright or unpleasant feeling. I can only compare it
to a dissolving view, such as you see sometimes produced by a magic lantern.

I long imagined that I had a rival in the field, but never suspected my
particular ‘‘chum ” for a moment.

After it had passed away (the vision), I tried to consider what it could
be, and came to the conclusion that it was animal magnetism, a subject that
had created some stir in the papers and magazines some time previously. I
give you the account for what it is worth. It has always been a riddle to me
for which I have never been able to find the solution.

(Signed) J H S—-!

After a personal interview with Mr. 8., Mr. G. A. Smith writes :—

April 19th, 1888.

Isaw Mr. S. to-day. Whatever his impression may have been—waking or
sleeping—there is no doubt that it was more vivid than any other subjective
sensation he has ever had. He says he never dreams that he knows of—at
least he forgets them immediately upon waking ; but he recovered himself
from this experience with a distinct feeling that he had encountered some-
thing different from a dream : he brought away a more vivid recollection of
the scene, of the attitude, dress and expressions of the persons seen than he
has ever done from any dream, and he was struck at the time with the
curious condition of feeling present in the B——room as a spectator, and yet
having a sort of side knowledge that he was in his own bed. And when the
thing was over he hadno recognisable sensation of having just woke ; he
could realise no break of consciousness whatever. He hadn’t the faintest
ground for suspicion that his friend would supplant him, and felt perfectly
assured of the young lady’s devotion to himself. He says he
never remembers meeting with any similar cases, and he seems to have no
tendency towards the marvellous. Quite the contrary. But he has always
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held the view that the couple were really engaged as he saw them in the
vision on that Sunday evening, and that their minds, both stirred with the
idea of theinjustice being done to him at the moment, might somehow have
acted upon him so as to call up the vision to his view. Moreover the hour
and evening(10 o’clock Sunday) would be just the occasion most likely for such
an interview in B—— ; the room,too, was the most probable one for it to have
really occurred in. A point not mentioned in his letter is that he noticed
exactly how the lady was attired in the vision, and he observed particularly
that she wore a bluesilk dress that was unfamiliar to him. A few weeks later,
on a brief stay in B——, finally settling his affairs inthat town, he passed the
lady in the street, when she was wearing a blue silk dress.
(Signed) G. A. Suirs.

THE FOX SISTERS.

In the last number of the Journal there was a note on the con-
fessions of the Fox sisters, Mrs. Kane and Mrs. Jencken,

Since then a letter has been received from Mrs. Jencken by a friend of
hers, in London and published in Light, in which her share in the alleged
confession is—by implication though not expressly—denied. It seems
only fair to Mrs. Jencken to print this letter here.

November 17th, 1888,

“ My DeaRr Mgs. CorrELL,—I would have written to you before this, but
my surprise was so great on my arrival to hear of Maggie’s exposure of
Spiritualism that I had no heart to write to anyone.

The manager of the affair engaged the Academy of Music, the very
largest place of entertainment in New York City ; it was filled to overflowing.

They made 1,500dol. clear. I have often wished I had remained with
you, and if T had the means I would now return, to get out of all this.

I think now I could make money in proving that the knockings are not
made with the toes. So many people come to me to ask me about this
exposure of Maggie’s that [ have to deny myself to them.

They are hard at work to expose the whole thing if they can ; but they
certainly cannot.

Maggie is giving public exposures in all the large places in America,
but I have only seen her once since I arrived.

(Signed) K. F. JENCKEN.

Our attribution to Mrs. Jencken of a share in the confession was
based on the authority of several uncontradicted statements which had
appeared in American journals. Among statements of this kind the
following extract from the Religio-Lhilosophical Journal (a leading
Spiritualistic paper in America), dated November 24th, 1888, may be
read with interest in connection with Mrs. Jencken’s letter :—

On Thursday evening of last week [that is, November 15th, two days
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before the letter was written], at Rochester, N Y., Mrs. Kate Fox
Jencken joined forces with ¢‘ Professor ” Star, who has for years made his
living as an exposer of Spiritualism. Kate does not seem to have added
much to the show, aside from the prestige of her presence.

‘We may note further that the news of Mrs. Jencken’s co-operation
with her sister in “ exposure” appears to have been unquestioningly
accepted as true by the friends no less than the foes of Spiritualism
in England. The following paragraph, for instance, appeared in Light
of November 3rd :—

We learn from America that Mrs. Jencken and Mrs. Kane, two of the
Fox sisters, have started on an exposure tour, in which they apparently
propose to expose themselves first of all, and their dupes (if any) afterwards.
It is always painful to be compelled to write of those whose
names are familiar amongst us otherwise than in terms of commendation.
But the issues at stake in Spiritualism are of wider import than the
character of any individual. Painful, therefore, as it may be, we are
compelled to say that no credence is to be attached to anything that these
ladies may say. Mrs. Jencken has for a long time been a victim to a
deplorable habit which has apparently destroyed her moral consciousness,
and rendered anything she may say or do unworthy of attention.

As was said in the note that appeared in the Journal for Decem-
ber, little weight can be attached to what mediums who expose
themselves may say, since they confess themselves deceivers; but in
this case the confession seems to have been supported by experimental
demonstration, and it would be strange on any hypothesis but that of
trickery, that the raps should be capable of voluntary production for ex-
posure purposes, and not capable of production when Professors Flint,
Lee and Coventry, of Buffalo, in 1851, arranged the conditions so as
to prevent the action of the joints by which, in their opinion (founded
on experiments with another person), they were caused. A brief
account of their experiments condensed from Capron’s Modern
Spiritualism, published in 1856, will be found in Proceedings, Vol. IV.

p. 47.

THE THIRD VOLUME OF THE JOUENAL.

The third volume of the Journal ends with the December number.
Title-page and index are issued with this number. Covers for binding
may be purchased at 1s. each, post free. Application to be made to
the Assistant-Secretary, 19, Buckingham-street, Adelphi, London, W.C.
The price of the volume, post free, will be 10s. Nearly all the numbers
can be purchased separately, to complete sets, at 6d. each.
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Baxister, Major FirzeeraLp M., R.A., Junior Army and Navy
Club, London, W.
/ ASSOCIATES.
~La ToucHE, Mgs., Harristown, Brannoxtown, Co. Kildare, Ireland.
NricumorLs, Rev. T. B, M.A,, St. Oswald’s College, Tynemouth.
PeAgE, CnmariEs Winniam, B.A., Woodend, Grangeroad, Upper
Norwood, S.E.
Pym, Megs. ANGELA, Bankside, Lunham-road, Upper Norwood, S.E.
Sins, Mgrs. GrorgE R, 12, Clarence-terrace, Regent’s Park,
London, N.W,
UxbpeRwooD, REv. Cavoxy C. W., Histon Vicirage, Cambridge.
VERRALL, MRs., Selwyn-gardens, Cambridge.
WiLLians, A. C. REDSHAWE, 5, John-street, Bedford-row, London, W.C.

ANNUAL BUSINESS MEETING.

There not being a quorum present on January 25th (only nine
Members being in attendance instead of ten as required by the Rules)
the meeting stood adjourned to February 1st. The points of interest
were, however, informally discussed on the 25th, the President in the
chair. >
An aundited statement of the receipts and expenditure for 1888 was
presented to the meeting, and appears in another page. A statement
of the current assets and liabilities at the close of 1888 showed that
the position of the Society had very considerably improved during the
year, there being now a balance of liabilities of £53 only. Against this
has to be set the value of the Library, and of the stock of Proceedings.

c
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It is probable this deficit will be entirely extinguished during the
present year. The auditor in his letter wished to ‘ bear testimony to
the systematic care with which the Assistant-Secretary had kept the
accounts.”

The numbers of the Society had diminished during the year from
667 to 632, but this was in great part owing to the names of a number
of merely nominal Members having been struck off before its close.

No further nominatiens for seats on the Council having been made,
and those sent round on January 4th being just sufficient to fill the
vacancies, the following were declared duly elected :—Professor J. C.
Adams, Professor W. F Barrett, Lieut.-Colonel J. Hartley, Mr.
Walter Leaf, Professor O. J. Lodge, Mr. F. W. H. Myers, Lord
Rayleigh, Mr. H. Babington Smith, and Mr. R. Pearsall Smith.

MEETINGS OF THE COUNCIL.

Meetings of the Council were held on the 25th of January, and
at the close of the adjourned Annual Business Meeting on the 1st
of February. The President was in the chair on both occasions, and
the following Members were also present at one or both of the
meetings :—

Professor W. F. Barrett, Dr. A. T. Myers, and Messrs. Walter
Leaf, F. W. H. Myers, Frank Podmore, H. Arthur Smith, and J.
Herbert Stack.

One new Member and eight new Associates, whose names and
addresses are given above, were elected.

The result of the Annual Business Meeting was reported as stated
in separate report.

The following were unanimously elected Officers of the Society for
the ensuing year :—President, Professor H. Sidgwick ; Hon. Treasurer,
Mr. H. Arthur Smith ; Hon. Secretaries, Messrs. F. W. H. Myers and
Frank Podmore.

The following Committees were elected, with power to add to their
number :—

Committee of Reference.—Professor Adams, Professor Barrett,
Professor Lodge, Mr. F. W. H. Myers, Lord Rayleigh, Dr. C.
Lockhart Robertson, Professor Sidgwick, Professor Thomson, and Mr.
J. Venn.

Literary Committee.—Mr. Walter Leaf, Mr. F. W. H. Myers, Mr.
F." Podmore, Professor Sidgwick, and Mrs. H. Sidgwick.

! Library Committee.—Dr. A. T. Myers and Mr. F. W. H. Myers.
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Finance Committee.—Mr. H. Arthur Smith, Mr. J. Herbert Stack,
Lieut.-Colonel G. L. Le M. Taylor.

The House and Finance Committee presented a Report embodying
an estimate of receipts and expenditure for the current year. Starting
with a balance in hand of £76 12s., they estimate the income from
subseriptions, donations, and sales of publications at £810 7s. 6d,
making a total of £886 19s. 6d. On the other side, the estimated
expenditure, including all money owing at the end of 1888, and all
liabilities incurred to the end of 1889, amounts to £885. This
includes the estimated cost of Parts XIV. and XV. of the Proceedings,
which it is intended to bring out in the course of the year. The
Report was considered and adopted, and some suggestions madein it as
to the issue of the Proceedings were referred to the Literary Committee.

A vote of thanks was passed to Professor J. C. Adams for a donation
of three guineas to the funds of the Society, and to Mr. C. C. Massey
for a copy of his translation of Dr. du Prel’s work, The Philosophy of
Mysticism.

Various matters of routine business were attended to.

It was resolved that a General Meeting be held on Friday, May
10th, one having been already arranged for Monday, March 18th.

The next meeting of the Council will be on Friday, March 1st, at
5 p.m.

GENERAL MEETING.

A General Meeting was held at the Westminster Town Hall on
January 25th. Professor Sidgwick was in the chair.

The PrESIDENT gave an address on the Physical Phenomena of
Spiritualism considered as a subject of scientific investigation. He
held that the evidence brought forward to prove that such phenomena
were caused by intelligent beings, other than living men, was sufficient
to justify a serious consideration of the hypothesis and further
investigation ; and he thought that the Society having once declared
the question an open one, ought to be very slow to close it again—
certainly they ought to be slow to close it with a negation, and, con-
sidering the ordinary rate of scientific progress, he did not think that a
rapid arrival at a positive conclusion ought to be either demanded or
anticipated. .

He was glad that the rule he ventured to suggest when the Society
was founded, of avoiding paid “ mediums” as much as possible, had
been in the main observed; but it was difficult to find private
“mediuns,” at once able to furnish phenomena of this kind, primd facie
inexplicable by recognised natural causes, and willing to submit to the

rigorous conditions and repeated experiments which he held to be
c 2
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absolutely required, if the possibility of deception, conscious or
unconscious, was to be excluded. And obviously, if this possibility
were not excluded, though the phenomena might still be interesting
and valuable to persons acquainted with the “medium,” the testimony
of the investigator could add little to their value: so that the experi-
ments would be almost thrown away, from a scientific point of view.
This difficulty had been found a serious obstacle to fruitful
investigation, but he was not without hopes that it might be overcome.

Mr. T. BargworTH then read a paper on ¢ The Analogy between
Hypnotic Phenomena and Certain Experiences of the Normal Conscious-”
ness.” He held that evidences of what might be called duplex personality
—that is, two distinct forms of consciousness—are constantly pressing
on us in the everyday actions of life. Besides actions properly called
voluntary, we can easily find in our ordinary life instances of acts
suggested and automatic—as when a man, in what is called absence of
mind, takes a familiar route which he has formed no purpose of taking,
and which does not lead to his proper destination, Among other
instances of acts requiring complex mental operations performed
automatically, Mr. Barkworth mentioned that he had himself, by
constant practice, become able to add up columns of figures rapidly and
correctly while his mind was busily engaged with other subjects. He
attributed this to the operation of standing suggestions—it having
become a standing order of the mind that nine and four are to make
13, &e., it is no longer needful for the mind to re-enact the order
on every separate occasion; the passive or secondary consciousness
automatically obeys it although the mind is absent.

Similarly if a general rule be imposed on a hypnotised subject,
reversing a standing order of the normal mind, it will subsequently
be obeyed by automatic action of the subject, after the hypnotic state
has ceased. This was illustrated by a curious case mentioned by Mr.
Myers at a previous meeting. A certain clerk in a French office having
been hypnotised was told that two and two made five. Next day all
his work went wrong, and it was not for some time discovered that in
every place where two and two came together he had added them as
five. The standing order of his own intellect to treat two and two as
equal to four had been superseded by the new injunction, which con-
tinued to operate, although he had no recollection of receiving it.

But the most striking manifestations of this passive or secondary
consciousness belong to a class distinguishable as “ intuitive-automatic.”
An example of this class is musical improvisation, in which—as
described by Mr. Barkworth from his own experience—the will is
entirely inoperative ; no decision is formed as to the theme or its
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modifications, and there is not even any knowledge of what the next
bar will be. “I have ”—said Mr, Barkworth—¢ constantly sat and
listened to my own improvisations, with as much interest as any other
listener might have done and with no more knowledge of what was
coming next; and this statement applies not only to melody or theme,
but to the most elaborate modulations of harmony.” This faculty of
improvisation, moreover, cannot be called into play by voluntary
effort, except to a limited extent.

Mr. Barkworth suggested that the experience of impromptu
versifiers—such as Theodore Hook—and, to some extent, that of
practised orators, would also serve to exemplify this class of phenomena.
Other examples might be found in the cases of poetry composed in
sleep by persons incapable of versifying in their waking  hours: of
which also instances were given from the writer’s own experience.

In contrast, then, to our ordinary experience of voluntary intel-
lectual and ratiocinative activity, which progresses by effort and
gradation, we must recognise the existence of a different order of
psychical activities, which is regulated automatically and intuitively,
and progresses per saltum and without effort. Talent is exhibited in
the first of these modes of consciousness, genius in the second. The first
is the seat of the intellect, the will, and the conscience, the second of
the emotions, the instincts, and the intuitive powers. It was
further suggested that different kinds of memory belong to the
two kinds of consciousness respectively : to the first or active conscious-
ness belongs the memory that consists of progressive, concatenated
impressions ; while the memory of the second or passive consciousness
is of a homogeneous pictorial impression. According to this view, as
it is the secondary or passive consciousness that is manifested in the
hypnotic state, and in the post-hypnotic performance of commands
given in that state, we should expect the secondary memory of a
hypnotised subject to be able to repeat a lesson as well backward as
forward. And experiments that have been made appear to show that
this is the case. Thus in November last, at, Mr. Barkworth’s request,
Mr. G. A. Smith, having hypnotised one of his subjects, read him a
sentence, and then told him to write the sentence baekwards with the
planchette. On being awakened he remembered nothing about it ; he
was then set to work with the planchette, while a newspaper was held
over it, and he was occasionally engaged in conversation. When
the planchette ceased, the following curious result was found to
have occurred. When he was told to write the sentence backward
the intention was that the words only should be written in
the reverse order, but otherwise in the usual way ; the sukject, how-
ever, had understood the command to be that he should spell the words
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backwards and turn the letters the wrong way. Hence to read the
writing it was necessary to hold it to a looking-glass; so held it was
quite legible. Any one trying to do this in his ordinary condition will
find it to be very difficult: but the pictorial memory of the passive
consciousness succeeded in doing it without the least hesitation or
difficulty.

A remarkable instance of this pictorial memory is found in a case
quoted by Mr. Myers from Dr. Mesnet. (Proceedings, Part XI., p. 235.)
The subject—a soldier who had received a gunshot wound in the head
at Sedan—* was writing on a sheet of paper which lay on a pile of
about 10 similar sheets. We quickly drew the top sheet away,
and his pen continued to write on the second sheet.” The automatic
nature of his action proves it to have been the work of the passive
consciousness. This process was repeated again and again, till on the
fifth sheet there was only his signature at the bottom. ¢ Nevertheless,
he read over his letter on this blank fifth sheet, scattering stops and
corrections over the empty page, each of which corresponded to mis-
takes made on the co-ordinate points of the pages which had been
snatched away from him.” He was, therefore, acting upon a pictorial
memory of what he had written on the preceding-sheets.

Mr. Barkworth went on to notice other analogies between excep-
tional phenomena of the normal state and those characteristic of the
hypnotic state: as, for instance, between the unconsciousness of wounds
exhibited by soldiers in the heat of battle and hypnotic anmsthesia ;
and between the absence of moral discrimination in dreams and the
similar non-morality of the hypnotised subject, shown in his unquestion-
ing obedience to commands that would rouse moral repugnance in his
normal state. DBut though incapable of moral discrimination, the
secondary or passive consciousness is highly capable of moral educa-
tion : thus dreams more or less eonform themselves morally to the
standard of a man’s waking life.

Professor BARRETT, referring to the President’s address, reminded the
meeting that a committee of the Society had been formed to investigate
the physical phenomena of Spiritualism, of which he was the secretary,
and expressed a hope that any Member or Associate of the Society who
might know of opportunities of investigating these phenomena with
unprofessional mediums would communicate with him.

Turning, then, to the subject of Mr. Barkworth’s paper, he gave
instances of the secondary consciousness, or automatic action, both in
the normal and in the hypnotic states. e mentioned that on one
occasion in the middle of a lecture, and while conducting a somewhat
delicate experiment, he had caught sight of a friend in the audience,
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and had immediately found himself in imagination sitting beside him
and carrying on a conversation with him, quite oblivious of his actual
occupation. On recovering from this fit of absence of mind, he found
that no apparent break had occurred in his lecture and that he had suc-
cessfully carried through his experiment. He also described some
hypnotic experiments he had made with a lady very like those of Mr.
Gurney’s on intelligent automatism mentioned by Mr. Barkworth (see
Proceedings, Part XII., p. 3, &c.; and also XL, p. 268, &c.). Among
other things he set her a sum in compound arithmetic, telling her to
work it out, and gave her a pencil and paper. He then woke her and
told her to count out loud. She did so, and simultaneously worked
out the sum correctly—a newspaper being between her eyes and the
piece of paper. She had no recollection whatever afterwards of having
done the sum. On trying the same sum in a fully normal state she
found considerable difficulty with a fraction at the end—a difficulty
which vanished on re-hypnotisation.

The PrESIDENT said that he entirely agreed with Mr. Barkworth in
thinking it scientifically important to search our ordinary experience
for the closest discoverable analogies to hypnotic phenomena. He
thought, however, that much of what Mr. Barkworth brought forward
as evidence of “duplex consciousness ” might be more simply interpreted
as evidence of the remarkable extent to which the human organism
could produce the effects of intelligent volition, unconsciously or semi-
consciously. This may also be said of the automatic execution of
hypnotic commands in the post-hypnotic state : this does not show that
the hypnotic consciousness continues, but merely that it can exercise
influence after it has ceased, through the brain acting unconsciously.
But he quite admitted that the interesting experience of improvisation,
described by Mr. Barkworth, did seem to show a kind of dual con-
sciousness, -since he could observe his mind acting without any con-
sciousness of himself as willing. He could not agree with Mr.
Barkworth as to the non-morality of dreams; he had had dreams in
which the moral sentiment seemed to be as intense as the occasion for
it was absurd.

After the close of the discussion on_Mr. Barkworth’s paper,

Mr. F. W. H. MyEgs said that it had devolved upon him to prepare
for the press the unfinished paper on ¢ Apparitions occurring soon
after Death ” which Mr. Gurney had read to the Society on January
28th, 1888. It was hoped that this paper would be published in the
next part of the Proceedings, but meanwhile it was most important to
add, if possible, to the number of the cases cited in it. There w
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great difficulty in finding cases of this sort which were really evidential,
since people usually heard almost at once of the deaths of near relations
and friends, so that if a phantom resembling the deceased person were
seen some days after death it might plausibly be ascribed to grief or
preoccupation of mind with the idea of the departed. On the other
hand, when a percipient saw an unrecognised phantom it was only
rarely that there was opportunity of discovering whether this figure
really corresponded with that of some person lately dead in or near
the room where the phantom was seen. Mr. Myers cited two cases
where there was an imperfect recognition of this kind, and appealed to
his audience to be on the watch for additional examples.

Professor Richet, whose intention to be present at the meeting and
to give an address had been announced, was at the last moment
detained in Paris by the duty of recording his vote at the recent
election.

CORRESPONDENCE.

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

Dear Sir,—The interesting paper read by Mr, Barkworth on the 25th
suggests one or two possible experiments which might be tried by a large
number of members, as there would be no possible risk or difficulty in doing
so. It seemsto me that it would be worth while to try how far our wills can
control our ' automatic selves ” in cases of slight physical uneasiness, such
as can be removed by ordinary hypnotism, and to record the result. I
should think that in such a case we ought not only to wish, but to will—to
issue a direct and unhesitating command, such as most people find them-
selves doing to planchette, or an automatically-held pencil, when it writes
nonsense. It might be risky to command ourselves to feel imaginary pains
unless we were quite sure of being able to cure them ; but fatigue, hunger,
thirst, sleepiness, would be most harmless occasions on which to try the effect
of self-suggestion that we were not tired, hungry, thirsty, or sleepy ; and it
some people found that dyspepsia or headache could in like manner be robbed
of their horrors, so much the better for them. The doctors might, perhaps,
complain, but the world would be the happier.

I made a little experiment of this sort, with good result, going home in the
train after the meeting. I had had a fatiguing day and was seized by an
uncontrollable fit of yawning. I issued a command, exactly as I should to
planchette or a pencil in automatic writing, and I not only found myself
able to refrain from yawning, but the inclination left me entirely for quite
half an hour.

The danger of hypnotism weakening the will of the hypnotised person is
one which seems to me to be a real risk, but the only effect the suggested
experiments could have would be to strengthen the power of the will over
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the physical organism, and might be carried onwards with great advantage
to the automatic process of thought—a system of scientific self-discipline.—I

remain, &c., e
N ASSOCIATE.

T'o the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PsYCHICAL RESEARCH.

Sir,—In connection with Mr. Barkworth’s paper, it may be worth telling
you of my experiences in automatic reading, as I think its working is
perhaps rather unusually complicated.

I often take a Greek or Latin Testament to Church, and follow the Lessons
in it. When my mind has wandered, and I have been thinking hard of
something else, yet, when my attention is recalled, I find invariably that I
am reading in the right place. With the Latin text this, perhaps, is hardly
more difficult than it would be with English ; but, considering how very
different the order of the words is, not only grammatically, but even in the
order of the thought, in the Greek, it shows a guod deal of power of
co-ordination. The New Testament, no doubt, is easier to follow than a new
book would be. Still, my automaton has threaded its way successfully
through the ‘‘vials” and ‘* seals ” of the Apocalypse, which I cannot claim
as familiar ground.

Again, there must be a certain emotional interest possible in what one
reads without attending to it, as I experienced in a rather odd way a few
days ago. The lesson was about the sacrifice of Isaac. At the very begin-
uing, after finding the place in an English Bible, I thought of Mozley’s
essay on it, then of his essay on Jael, and from that to consider carefully
whether it would have been possible for me to present facts more truly than
on a certain recent occasion. This quite absorbed me. Suddenly my atten-
tion was called off by a niovement of my hands. I was clutching my book
with both hands as if my life depended on it, and at the critical moment of
the story I had suddenly shifted them to express more intense interest.

Now my ordinary self never attended to the story at all, for even when
my attention was called to it it was only to think at once how ridiculously I
was behaving and to be glad that there was nobody to see it, and then to
reflect on ‘‘ the abysmal depths of personality.”

For about 12 years I used to read aloud to my grandmother for some-
times as much as two or three hours a day, mostly books that did not interest
me, often with my throat aching too much to attend to anything not very
interesting ; and these were favourable conditions for developing the
undesirable facility of automatic reading.

Perhaps it conduced to the same result that for some years I methodically
practised not attending to the Sunday sermons, which were nearly an hour
long, and attained complete success.

Thus the two threads of continuous suggestion, the sight of the Greek
words and the sound of the English ones, are, I suppose, unusually easy to
follow, in my case, and there is more subconscious attention to spare for
co-ordinating them,

January 25th, 1889.

A. M.
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CASES SUPPLIED TO THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.

L. 823 (Reciprocal).
From Canon

, who does not wish his name to be given :—
October 6th, 1888,

SI1R,— At your request I send you the following account of a eurious
occurrence which came under my experience nearly 20 years ago.

In the year 1869 I had the care of a small country parish on the western
confines of Yorkshire. In August of that year I was summoned to the
death-bed of a friend living at S——, a town more than 60 miles away.
On arriving at her residence, I was shown to her bedroom. On entering,
the nurse told me that my friend was sleeping, but that she would be
certain to awake in a few moments. I sat down, and almost immediately
my friend awoke, saying : ‘‘ You here? Why, I have only just this moment
returned from B—— (my parish). What nice improvements you have made
in the church.” She then proceeded to enumerate several very trivial altera-
tions which I had made in the previous week, and of which I had spoken to
no one outside the limits of my parish. I was certainly surprised to hear
the dying person speak so correctly and in such detail of things which she
had never seen. A couple of days later the lady died, and I forgot all about
the matter for some time. I certainly never breathed a word of what she
had said to me to anyone. But about a month, or perhaps less, after her
death I was going out in the afternoon fer my usual walk, when an old
servant said she would like to speak to me on a subject which had
puzzled her very much, but of which she had not spoken through
fear of being laughed at. She said that on the day I went to S——
she was in the chancel in the church trimming a lamp, when to
her surprise she saw a lady kneeling in a corner of the church. She
looked at the stranger very intently, who, in & few moments, got up and
passed away through the vestry, nothing more being seen of her. 1 may
here remark that I was assured by my servant that all the doors of the
church were locked when she entered. Then I remembered what my friend
had told me on her death-bed. 1asked my servant for a description of the
lady she had seen in the church. She gave me a very good one of her, describ-
ing even a curious jacket full of pockets which she was in the habit of wear-
ing when she went to visit the poor. Then I asked her if she remembered
the time of the occurrence ; she said the clock was striking three as she went
into the church. That was the exact time of my entering the lady’s bedroom.
I next gave my servant a large bundle of photographs, which I always kept in
a locked drawer in my study, and told her to see if she could recognise the
person whom she had seen in the church. She carefully examined the photos,
and passed them on until she came to that of the dead lady; this she
scrutinised very closely, but finally passed on te a few others, returning,
however, very shortly to it. *‘This,” she said, ¢‘is the person whom I saw
in the church.” I'said, ‘“ Why did younot fix on it at once? ” She replied,
““ The lady I saw in the church was thinnerand more drawn in the face than
is shown in the photo; her cheek bones were more prominent, and her lower
jaw protruded. ButI am certain thatI am not mistaken.” She described her
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to me asshe was shortly before death, not as she was in health when the
photo wastaken. I may add in conclusion that my servant was the last person
in the world capable of imagining such an appearance; she had not an atom of
the imaginative faculty about her ; she had never seen my friend in her life ;
I never mentioned to her, or to anyone else, that I had gone to S , nor
that I had attended the death-bed of anyone on that occasion. There was
no reason why I should mention these circumstances, and I did not mention
them or any of them.

In answer to inquiries, Canon —— informs us that his old house-
keeper is dead and that no corroborative evidence can be obtained.

He adds :—

The reason of my housekeeper being in the chapel at the time named
was that her duty compelled her tobe there about that hour, to trim a lamp
which is perpetually kept burning. Why I so certainly remember the clock
striking three as I entered the dying lady’s room I really cannot say. There
are plenty of similar trifling matters which have occurred during my life-
time, of which' I have the clearest recollection without being able to say why.

G.—643.
Mr. Myers writes :—

The following case was received from two ladies, whom I will call
Miss Mary Brown and Miss Lucy Brown. All the names of places and
people (except Mr. Leycester’s and Dr. Barker’s) are fictitious, as there.
is great anxiety not to hinder the letting of the house in question.

I first received, in July, 1888, an independent account from each
sister. I give here Miss Lucy Brown’s, as the fuller. Miss Mary
Brown’s differed only in certain minor points, explained below in an
account of my interview with the sisters. A somewhat earlier account
by Miss Mary Brown is given in Document IT.

Documext 1.

About four years ago, in the autumn of 1884, my sister
and I took a house in the town of B., for a year. It was
owned at this time by the heirs of Mrs. Jones. She had bought
it, and finding it too small, had made, three years before the time that
it was let to us, a very large addition to it. After the improvements
were made, she found that the expense had been far greater than she
had expected it would be, and to her sorrow she could not afford to
live in it. She therefore let it to a Mrs. Robinson and went with her
daughter to live in a boarding-house. Those who saw her, during that
winter, say that she was constantly speaking of her disappointment in
not being in her own house, and that she should never recover from
having built the large ‘“new wing.” In March, 1882, the house in
which Mrs. Jones was boarding took fire, and she was burned to death.
Her room was on the third floor, and she was last seen at the window
with her arms behind her head, in an attitude of despair, in white,
with her hair hanging down her back, when suddenly she fell back in
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the flames. She had spoken of the house to the last person who had
seen her the night before, saying ¢ it would haunt her to her grave.”

Her tenant, "\{[1s Robinson, continued to occupy the house, until the
autumn when it was let to us. In speaking to me about giving up
the house, she said it was because she could not keep any servants,
but did not tell me why. When our furniture was already half moved
in, and the house was being cleaned, for the first time I heard that
Mrs. Robinson’s nursery governess had hung herself in the bath-room,
and that since then “it was haunted,” and 50 no servants had been
willing since then to live in the house. This I found out by ordering
the room to be cleaned, and being told by the woman who was cleaning
that there was not money enough to pay her to go in that room. Only
by going with her could I reassure her enough to have the cleaning
done. At last we moved in, taking with us the servants we had brought
with us from another place, where our home had been. All went very
smoothly, for those servants had no prejudices, and we took every care
that the house should always be well lighted throughout, especially
the “haunted room.” In the month of January, 1885 durmo' the
illness of one of the family, who occupied the large front room, my
sister and I were sitting up at night, when suddenly she exclaimed,
speaking to me, ‘“ What are you doing in that cold wing ¢ come back,”
following me, as she supposed, through her room, which opened into the
front room in which the invalid was. My sister’s room and mine were
both in the “new wing.” When she got up to the person to whom
she had been speaking, she saw that it was not I, but a tall, fair
woman in white, with her hair falling down her back, her arms behind
her head, and a look of despair on her face. My sister tried to touch
her, but she vanished. She came back directly to me, and told me
what she had seen. We agreed not to speak of it. A few days after
this, I was sitting in a room in the old part of the house, and saw a
figure looking very carefully round the door of my room. I supposed
it was a servant listening, so I went towards the door. To my
surprise the figure straightened herself up, put her hands behind her
head, and disappeared. About a month later, my sister, being ill, called
to me to come to her in the night. T left her to get some medicine
which she required. When I came back to her she said, “ Why did you
go into my dressing-room just now, and why do you look so tired
and sad ?” I told her I had not been near her dressing-room since I
had left her a few minutes before. Then she said, ¢ Why it must be
that ghost.”

Twice more she was seen by us, before we moved out of the house
and away from B., always in the same attitude, alwoys in the
“new wing.” We determined then to tell the story to our physician,
who we knew had been sent for the night the governess hung
herself. We found that he was much interested, and when we had told
him all, he said, “The governess was short, dark, and stout. You
have seen a figure like Mrs. Jones. She was tall and fair, and was last
seen as you describe her.” ‘We had never seen Mrs. Jones.

TL.ondon, July 6th, 1888.
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Docume~xt II.

Miss Mary Brown gave the following account verbally in 1887 to a
friend who wrote it down. She has since revised it and pronounced
it ¢ correct in all the details that are of any importance ” :—

A family of three ladies, consisting of an invalid mother and two
daughters, took a house in the country for the summer months. The rent
was low considering the size of the house, which had a long wing to it.
They were told that the house was reputed to be haunted, a governess having
committed suicide whilst living with the family to whom it belonged. The
B. family, however, paid no attention to what they considered to be foolish
gossip, and at the appointed date the eldest sister, Miss Lucy B.,went down to
superintend the final preparations for the reception of her mother and sister.
On the morning after her arrival she gave orders to the caretaker to clean
out the bath-room and was met by a flat refusal, the woman declaring she
would never go into that room by herself again.

Mrs. B. and the younger daughter, Miss Mary B., having arrived, the
latter, after a few days, was suffering from some slight indisposition which
confined her to Lier room. This room communicated with that of her sister,
Miss Lucy B., on one side by a door. At the opposite end was a large bay
window. One night as she was lying in bed she saw, as she thought, the figure
of her sister, a tall, slight, fair-haired lady, standing in this bay window, her
arms raised above her head. She called out, ‘‘What are you doing
at that end of the room, Lucy?” Her sister answered from her own room,
¢ Mary, you have been talking to yourself; I have been in my room all the
time.” Mary replied, ‘‘ No, I saw you standing there,” pointing to the
window.

A few days afterwards, Miss Lucy B.wassitting in her room, a big parcel on
her lap. Mary came in and asked her where she was going to put the parcel,
to which Lucy replied she did not know. Mary then went to her own
bedroom. Presently, hearing a noise behind her, near her clothes press,
she turned round and saw, as she thought, her sister standing near the press.
She began a half laughing remonstrance, asking her why she had selected
her wardrobe to stuff that big parcel in. Happening, however, to look away
for a moment from the figure through the open door leading to her sister’s
bedroom, she saw the latter sitting in the same place with the big parcel on
her knees ; when she looked again towards the window the figure was gone.
The eldest sister habitually slept with her mother, who was an invalid, and
has since died.

One night Mrs. B. woke, and seeing, as she thought, her daughter in a
far-off part of the room, asked her what she was standing there for. Miss Lucy
B.,who was lying in a little bed beside her mother, now awaked and asked her
mother to whom she was speaking. Mrs. B. said she had seen a figure
like her daughter, tall, slight, and fair, at the other end of the room with her
hands raised above her head. Soon after this, the doctor of the village
called, and the Miss B.’s told him how troublesome it was that they could not
keep any of their servants for more than a month, and were often obliged to
pay largely in excess of the wages agreed om to prevail on them to remain
even so long—such was their terror at what they declared to be repeated
apparitions of ‘‘the ghost.” Miss B. then proceeded to say that they them-
selves had been disturbed by her three times, and asked the doctor to
describe the appearance of the French governess. The doctor answered
readily enough that Mdlle. R. was dark, plump, and short. The ladies
thersupon described the figure and countenance of the apparition they had
seen, the doctor looking much startled. He informed them that the
owner of the house, Mrs. Jones, had added to-it the wing in which were the
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sleeping rooms, of the B. family, that she had almost ruined herself by
doing so, and had been unable to live in the house herself on account of
the cost of keeping it up ; she had therefore let it and gone to live in a
smaller one in the village. One night she had said to some friends who were
with her, ** That house of mine is always troubling me, I shall never be
able to live there any more, the wing in especial really haunts me.” That
night the house in which Mrs. Jones lived took fire, and the last that was
seen of her by the neighbours in the street below, was standing at an upper
window, not apparently having the courage to jump as she was being urged
to do, with her arms lifted high over her head. @A moment or two
afterwards she fell back and was burnt to death. She was a tall, slight,

fair-haired woman.
On July 23rd, 1888, I met the two sisters at the house of R.

Leycester, Esq., 6, Cheyne-walk, S.W. I found them very anxious
not to overstate what they remembered.

Four different occurrences of the apparition are remembered, three
of them by both sisters, the fourth by Miss Lucy Brown only, although
Miss Mary Brown was the percipient. Two other dim and shadowy
appearances may be left out of account. There remain four well-
marked appearances all of the same figure.

1. Seen by Miss Mary Brown, January, 1885, during severe illness of
another member of the family. This is not definitely remembered now
by Miss Mary Brown, but very clearly by Miss Lucy Brown, who
knew of it as soon as it happened.

2. Listening at the door. Seen by Miss Lucy Brown. In this
case the figure seems to have appeared in the old part of the house.

3. Seen by Miss Mary Brown when slightly ill (the illness was trivial
and not accompanied with fever). In this case the figure does not seem
to have assumed its usual attitude.

4. Seen for some time, then disappears into closet. This was seen
by Miss Mary Brown ; is remembered, but not so clearly, by Miss
Lucy Brown.

The servants repeatedly spoke of having seen a figure,but the Misses
Brown discouraged them and made no inquiries.

The Misses Brown inquired from relatives what Mrs. Jones was like,
and learnt that she somewhat resembled Miss Lucy Brown (who is very
tall) in figure ; was about 45 or 50 (apparent age of phantom, s0 far
as seen), and had blond hair (as also has Miss Lucy Brown).

Dr. Barker writes from the town of B., under date August 26th,
1888, to Miss Lucy Brown :—

«T well remember the queer experience you had in street and
your description of it ; and my recollection of the incident coincides
with your own in every particular. The nurse was dark, rather stout,
and of medium height. The former owner of the house was tall,
neither thin nor stout, quite fair, with light hair and grey eyes, very
erect, and of good figure. You described her very nearly.”

Miss Brown has never had any other hallucination of the senses.
Miss Lucy Rrown has had one other hallucination, apparently
representing a person who had died in the house where the figure
was seen, though a person unknown to the percipient. It is hoped
that this case may appear in a future number of the Journal.
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THE “HAUNTED HOUSE.”

Various unexplained sounds have been recently heard in the house
mentioned on the cover of the Journal. We purposely give no par-
ticulars as it is desirable that witnesses should observe and describe
independently anything that may occur; and it is hoped that more
Members and Associates may be able to arrange to sleep there.
Supposing that the apparitions formerly seen were more than mere
hallucinations, the chancesof obtaining results would be greater in
proportion to the number who make the trial, since experience renders
it probable that certain persons are specially susceptible in this way.
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EXPERIMENTS IN THOUGHT-TRANSFERENCE.

The following series of experiments were made by a lady, well
known to the editor, with her little girl, aged at the time about four
years and seven months. In sending us the notes she says:—

I find that for the present I can make no more experiments with H. ;
she is too old to give her impressions quite unconsciously and not old enough
to have the importance of the affair explained to her. . . . I enclose
you the results of our experiments up to the present. . . . Besides the
notes of experiments with cards, I enclose copies of notes of cases where H.
guessed what I was thinking of, or I of what she was thinking ; I thought
they might be interesting as illustrations.

The experiments were made as follows :—The little girl drew a card
out of the pack and looked at it while her mother, who kept her
eyes closed throughout the experiment, guessed what the suit was,
whether it was a picture card or not, and in some cases what card
it was. When no impression as to the card was felt no guess was
made. In the following notes P. stands for picture. ¢ Picture right ”
means a right guess made as to whether the card was a picture card or
not. After the first two evenings, when a full record of the experx-
ments was kept, a dash stands for the child’s answer “yes” or “no.”
There was no contact.

NOTES OF EXPERIMENTS.

First Evening, February, 1888.

Suits, number, and pictures guessed. First three [cards guessed] right in
all respects. Then only tried suits and pictures.—12 more guesses, of which
picture right 12 times, suit right 6 times.

3 February 6th.

First three, suit only guessed—right each time. Then six more, guessing
suit and picture, of which suit right three times, picture right six times.

D
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February 7th. 5 guesses.

March 19th. 4 guesses.

CARD DRAWN, GUESS. CARD DRAWN. l GUESS.
a) H. 6 Cl. 27— H, not P. (@) H. 1 D—notP—H—2
(b) Sp. 2 Cl. —H??7—Sp. 2. —3—1
(¢) Sp. 8 Sp. —not P — 4. (b) Sp. 10 Sp. not P (doubtful)
(dyH. 3 D?—Sp?—H—notP — 10.
(e D. 1 Sp.?—H?—CL1—D Note on (b).—My impression was ‘‘alot
not P. of black "—then Spades. I had a feeling

February 10th. 3 guesses—no
impression.

February 10th (later).

(2) H. 2 Not P—H —2.

(b) H. Kg. | P—D—Kg.— Kg.H.

{c) Sp. 5 Not P. — Several
guesses ; then H.
said shehad ‘‘made
a mistake’ about
the card.

February 13th. 3 guesses—no
Tmpression.

February 27th. 3 guesses.

(@) No impression.

() H. 5 D — not P.— wrong
guesses.

(¢) No impression,

I have no record of the exact guesses on the first two evenings.
The result of the guessing is written down

notes are contemporaneous.

it was not P—but seemed to see a crowd.
I said *‘ Not P,” and hearing that I was
right, mstantly felt that 10 sa.txsﬁed my
impression. H. proceeded to count the

ips,—10 being more than she can take
in at a glance,—and I was right.

(c) Blank card| ¢ Can see nothing.”

Note on (c).—*‘ Can see nothing ” does
not represent ‘‘ had no impression.” I
had an irritated sensation of not being
able to see anything.

(d) Cl. Q. | No impression.
March 20th. 4 guesses—3 no
impression.

(a) D. 6 Not P —-H orD —
4 —5—6._

Note.—I guessed the numbers succes-
sively,but in fact I saw a plain picture of
the top corners,

March 24th. 4 guesses—2 no
impression.

(a) Sp. Kg. | D— PK-—Q Sp.— Sp.

(b) C1. Knave| Cl. —not P—Kg —
Q — Knave.

But all

before we go on to the next card. The lines ( — ) showed the interval in

which yes or no was answered.
(Signed)

January 29th, 1889,

The pack of cards used was an imperfect one ; the 8 of spades and

the 2, 5, 7, 10 and knave of diamonds having been lost.

The ace of

spades was counted as a picture card, so that there were 12 picture
cards and 34 plain cards. Neither agent nor percipient knew which
cards were missing, nor how many.

It appears from the above notes that the total number of experi-
ments was 53, or, omitting the blank card, 52. In 14 of these no
impression was received nor guess made. In the remaining 38 the
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attempt was made to guess the suit only in three cases, suit and
whether picture card or not in 22 cases, and to guess the whole card in
13 cases. It was not settled beforehand how much was to be attempted
—this depended on the impression felt at the time. The following
is a table of the results :—

RIGHT. WRONG. i
ATTEMPTED, | TOTAL
Suit. |Picture.Number|| Suit. |Picture.|Number|
(SR TOTIN T mait| ReG i 3
Suit and Picture ... ... 9 22 13 H 1 o83 coory P22
Suit, Picture, and Num-

1 e R i o | B 12% 7 6 1 6 13
Tl P e ot vl megi 1) 34 7 i) i¥ 6 38
Number that would have

been most probable |9 or 10| 25} i

by chance, say...

* Including case (b) on February 7th, when the whole card was guessed
before guessing picture or not.

t Including cases (c) on February 10th and (@) on March 20th.

1 The most probable number of correct guesses as to picture or not
cannot be properly estimated without the details of all the experiments, or a
longer series of recorded guesses, because—since the probability of being
right by chance in any parvicular case is greater for the guess *‘not picture ”
than the guess ‘picture”’—the most probable number of correct guesses
depends on the bias of the guesser. (Owing to the imperfection of
the pack these remarks apply also mutatis mutandis to the guesses of
suit and of number.) If he has no bias—that is, if in the long run
he says ‘ picture” as often as ‘‘not picture "—half his guesses will in
the long run be right. A bias in favour of ‘‘not picture” would give a
larger number of right guesses, and a bias in favour of *‘ picture ” a smaller
number—the limiting values in the two directions being 24 and 1z. If he
guesses *‘ picture ” and ‘‘not picture” in the true proportions—that is, 12
pictures to 34 not-pictures—he will in the long run be right by chance 325
times out of 529, or about three-fifths of his guesses will beright. The number
25 given in the table is the most probable number of coincidences among
the actual cards and guesses in the short series of 14 experiments of which
the details are given. On any assumption the actual number of correct
guesses in the experiments before us is greatly in excess of the probable
number.

*% The probability of the number being right in any particular guess
is, in a perfect pack, v, whether the guess be made in two stages (picture

D
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first and then number), or all at once, provided the guessin the first stage
is right, as was the case whenever the number was right in these experiments.
The guesses may be differently analysed as follows :—

Suit only right 4

Picture only right .. = iL.7

Suit and picture rwht but not number 2 R L,

Picture and number right but not suit P

Suit, picture, and number right . 5

Quite wrong 0

38

Total

The probability of guessing any ca,rd Wholly rlaht out of 38 guesses
ig, of course, less than one.

‘With regard to the picture guesses, the idea occurs to one that the
child may have liked picture cards best, and have had a special manner
when picture cards turned up, which unconsciously influenced her
mother. On this hypothesis, however, one would expect that the
impression of picture or not would be the first to occur, which does
not appear to have happened ; since out of the 14 cases where the
details of the experiments are given, the suit was guessed first in 10 and
the picture first in 4 cases. In those 4 cases the card was actually
a picture card once.

The following are the notes of the spontaneous experiences
mentioned - above :—

November 14th, 1885. (H., aged two years and four months.)

“On Friday, November 6th, on coming in from a walk, I went to the
nursery, and J. (the nurse) said to H., ¢Tell mother who you met—what
little girl.” The child hesitated and then said doubtfully, ¢Daisy.’ *¢No,’
I said, ‘ Margery.” ¢Oh, did you meet her then 2’ said J. I could only say
that I guessed. Then J. said, ‘Tell mother what the little girl had on, and
you said you wouldn’t like one.’ Again, as H. hesitated, I said ¢ Had the
little girl a red cloak %’ ¢Then you did see her,” said J. I had not seen the
child, and did not know that she had a red cloak. AsIsaid ‘red cloak,’ it
nccurred to me that it might be some kind of bonnet, but  red cloak’ said
itself.”

[The little ’girl was Margery ——, of whom we knew very little, and
were not in the habit of seeing. H. spoke very little at this time, and was
slow at getting the words to express her thoughts, so that I was constantly
guessing what she meant, before she finished speaking. ]

March 23rd, 1888.

¢ Yesterday H. and I played ‘Ilove my love.’” I have long thought
that she guessed what I was thinking of, and resolved to try. We had done
M and began N. She could not think of a quality beginning with IV, so I
said, ¢ Well, guess mine,” and thought of Nice. I turned and looked at her
eyes, and she looked back, then she said at once [Nice. When we came to
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the ¢ sign,’ I thought of Needle—usually we choose an animal. When she
said she ¢ would think of my word,’ we looked as before, and she said slowly
Neat, but could attach no idea to it. She could find no quality in 0. I
thought of Obedient. She (after looking as usual, I taking special care nos
to say the word with my lips) said slowly ¢ O-be-di-en.” Then, after a pause,
¢ But that’s not a nice thing to be,” (she apparently mixed it with dis-
obedient) showing that the word she was saying did not satisfy her conception
of what she wanted.”

November 13th, 1888.

I have been taking a tonic lately after lunch, and H. likes to see me
take it. But on Wednesday, the 7th, I gave it up, and she did not remind
me of it as usual. Yesterday (Monday), as I got up from lanch, I thought,
¢TI will take my tonic to-day,” and at that minute H. said, ‘Take your
medicine.” I was surprised and said, ‘But I have not been taking it
lately ; what made you think of it?’ H. said, ‘I don’t know; it came into
my head.””

The last of these experiences is less striking than the other two,
but is worth mentioning in connection with them.

IMPORTANT CORRECTION

AND FURTHER PARTICULARS RESPECTING MR. DOBBIE'S CLAIRVOYANTS
AND MODE OF EXPERIMENTING.

Mr. Dobbie writes from Rothesay Villa, College Park, South
Australia, on January 6th, 1889 :—

Referring to case M. 6 [Jowrnal, Vol. III., pp.333-6] a great mistake has
been made. I notice that at the bottom of page 335 of November
Journal you state that you asked me for a copy of the notes ‘‘taken at
the time of the experiment.” You then quote my reply that in that
particular case I neglected to make notes at the time. Now that is quite a
mistake. The notes I sent you re the *“sleeve link ” case, and which
appear in the Journal, are a copy of the notes I wrote down the moment the
words were uttered. I make a practice of doing so. When, in my letter of
October 17th, 1886, in reply to your query, I stated that I had wnof taken
notes at the time, I thought your question referred to an earlier case of
clairvoyance in connection with the finding of a gold pencil-case which had
been lost. I sent you the particulars,* but you have not published them, at
which I am surprised, because I consider it was by far the most remarkable
‘case of the three, the possibility of thought-transference being more
completely shut out. :

1 will now answer the questions,

(1) Whether my clairvoyants are in any way professional, or accept money
for their services ?

*We have not got the letter (dated, Mr. Dobbie tells us, March 8th, 1886) which
contained these particulars, but hope that Mr. Dobbie may be able to let us have
them again,
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Angwer : No, I have never given them a farthing, nor do I recompense
them in any indirect way. In fact, the experiments have been a great tax
upon them during the past four years, and have greatly interfered with their
home duties.

(2) Are they well educated ?

Answer : They are sufficiently educated (the young ladies I mean)
to conduct a school of young children, but make no pretension to the higher
branches of learning. They are educated to about the same extent as those
who pass through a good Government or State school, and are solid, sensible
young women of irreproachable character. They have a school of 60
young children.

(3) Whether, in noting down conversations with clairvoyants, I make a
note of the questions as well as the answers, and whether I give merely a
summary of the information elicited ?

Answer : I rarely ever interfere by asking questions, as I have found by
experience that the results are far more satisfactory when I simply remain
silent and write down all the words they utter, as I did in the cases of the
sleeve link and Coliseum. If you refer to the fifth line from the bottom of
page 336 of November Journal, you will notice in italics a sentence which is
the weakest part of the whole ; that was the result of my asking a question
which, as Mr. Adamson rightly says (on p. 338), ‘‘should not have been
put.” Mr. Williams, the male clairvoyant, is an intelligent young man of 24.
He has charge of one of the departments in one of the leadingdrapery establish-
ments of this city (Adelaide). I have never, either directly or indirectly,
rewarded him in any way. He is fairly well educated.

MerHOD OF OPERATING,

My usual method of operating is to put them to sleep by a few passes,
and then quietly to wait until they tell me they are ready. I then silently slip
the article in question into their hands, and in from two to five minutes
they begin to speak in a perfectly natural way, and I write down what they
say. In most cases when the specimen is the hair of a person who is ill, the
Misses Dixon will simply hold the hair in their hands for an interval of from
five to fifteen minutes, and then sit up to the table, open their eyes (though
still asleep) and write out a diagnosis of the case and prescribe remedies.
In most cases they correctly describe the ailments, although in some cases
(even when I am fully aware of the circumstances) they are entirely wrong.
Some of the cures have been very remarkable ; but I am not prepared to
positively assert whether the cures were effected by the remedies, or were
the result of faith, or, in other words, the action of the mind on the body.

IR > e MR

I have little confidence in the abilities of my clairvoyants to track the
Whitechapel murderer. 1 tried them once in tracing a prominent man
who suddenly disappeared from Adelaide two or three years ago,and was found
dead a fortnight afterwards. My clairvoyants insisted that the man was alive
and wandering about south of Adelaide, whereas he must have been dead all
the time, and was found north of Adelaide. Yours faithfully,

(Signed) A. W. DossIE.
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CASE SUPPLIED TO THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.

G. 183.

I gave an abstract of the following case of a haunted house (G. 183)
in my paper on ‘ Phantasms of the Dead.” (Proceedings, Vol. III.,
p- 113.) Since then some further evidence has been obtained, and the
case is now probably as complete as we can at present hope to make it,
since there is little chance of obtaining Mrs. Robinson’s address. It
will at once strike the reader that in all its recent appearances ¢ the
ghost ” of this case is very unlike the ghost of most of our narratives,
and its always appearing in the same part of the room, its
persistence for several minutes, its unchanging form during each
appearance, all strongly suggest a real effect of light of some kind ; and,
in fact, this is what suggested itself to several of the percipients. Its
slow movement backwards and forwards through, as appears from the
plan, a small angular distance is what might be expected if the effect
was due to a light outside, —say, a temporarily illuminated window,—
shining through a thin and slightly moving blind (with, perhaps, a
hole in it) and between the curtains. It would be rash to affirm that
this would be a sufficient explanation without knowing the place,
and without experimenting, but if a chance of verifying this
hypothesis should occur it is to be hoped that it will be made use of.

EreaNor M. SipGwick.

Mr. Podmore writes :—I saw Mrs. W. on July 8th, 1888, and she
gave me the facts which I embodied in the following narrative, since
corrected by Mrs. W.

8th July, 1888.

My father, John Hunter, was a surgeon practising in W—— and at
the time of his marriage his wife’s mother and step-father, Mr. and Mrs.
Barber, rented V—— Cottage and came to live in it in order that they might
be near their only child. This would be about 1826, as I was born in 1827,

I have always heard that they were told, as soon as they came to live
there, that the house was haunted ; the story given to account for the haunt-
ing being very much what my son has given in his letter of the 10th of June
last (see below), except that I never remember to have heard that my father
was called to the inquest. It is possible, however, that this was the case, as
my father practised in W—— before his marriage.

My grandfather died soon after coming to live in the house. My
grandmother, however, lived on 1n the house until 1851. - After her death
my father bought it, but sold it again shortly afterwards. Some time after
my brother-in-law, Mr. A. bought it, and my son, J. H. W , rented
it from him for some years. Recently Mr. A. has again sold the house.

My sister and I, as children, occasionally slept in the house during my
grandmother’s lifetime. On one occasion—I cannot remember the date, but
I was not 15 at the time — my sister, 15 months younger than myself,
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rushed into my bedroom, which was the inner room, crying out ‘‘ What
a shame to try to frighten me so, Margaret.” I was in bed, and when she
saw this she was very much astonished, and told me she had seen in
the outer room a white figure behind the door, and thought it was I in my
nightdress. = We had both, I think, heard at this time that the house was
said to be haunted, but we only laughed at it.

Some time afterwards I remember we both heard footsteps—as of a
man in stockings—going upstairs and about the house. We told our grand-
mother, who, in spite of our entreaties—for she was very infirm and used a
crutch—insisted on going downstairs, but found no one there. The room in
which my sister saw the figure—now separated from the ‘‘inner room,”
which has a separate entrance from the passage—is the same room in which
Mr. Hill and the others have since seen a figure. But my son used to talk
about the *‘haunted room ” to all his friends, and this may have caused
them to see the ‘‘ ghost.”

The evidence of Mrs. Robinson, who acted as caretaker for some
months, is the most reliable, for she had certainly never heard of the reputa-
tion of the house. I will try and find her address and ask her to write out
her account.

Of late years, whilst Jack has occupied the house, I have slept in the
‘‘haunted room ” several times, but have seen and heard nothing abnormal.

I should state that the villagers conceived a dislike to Mrs. Robinson,
and, I understand, tried to frighten her by flashing a bull's-eye lantern on
the house, and so on ; but I don’t think that any trick could account for the
figure which she saw.

The MS. of above was left with Mrs, W. for her signature and she
returned it the next day (July 9th) with a letter saying : —

“1 have read over your notes attentively, and made one or two slight
alterations. I am sorry that I can help you so very little with regard to
dates, and I must decline to affix my name to the document, or to give you
the name and address of my sister. ~She has lost her husband and is 1n an
exceedingly delicate state of health. . . . In thecottage there were only
three bedrooms. One stood apart from the rest, branching off by five steps
from the staircase, and it was in that room that the murder was said to have
been committed, and there in early days the ghost was said to appear. But
no one of whom I have any knowledge ever saw the apparition there. The
other two rooms were connected, not by any passage, but you passed through
the one to get to the other, and it was in the first of these that people
professed to see the spectre.”

From Mr. J. H—— W——, 14, Southall-street,
Strangeways, Manchester.
10th June, 1888.

Mrs. Adams lived in the house for some months at two or three different
periods.

The Robinsons occupied it one winter and spring. They may have
heard of ‘¢ Lydia’s ghost.”

The house has been sold and is now unoccupied.
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The story, as I have heard, is that the house was formerly occupied by an
old lady and her daughter Lydia.  No servant slept in the house, but a girl
came to them every day from a neighbouring cottage. =~ One morning, being
unable to rouse anyone to give her admittance, she became alarmed and went
for the doctor (my grandfather, John Hunter),who placed a ladder up to the
bedroom window and ascended it. Then he saw the two women lying on the
floor with their throats cut. He was too late to save the old lady, but having
sewed up Lydia’s throat she recovered. Lydia averred that they had
mutually agreed to commit suicide (and I believe a verdict to that effect was
returned in the one case), but my grandfather expressed his opinion that the
old lady did not commit suicide, an opinion he formed from the position of the
body, which was lying with the neck carefully placed over a basin. He gave no
evidence to incriminate Lydia, as he considered her daft. Lydia afterwards
left the village, and no one knew what became of her. At last the idea
gained credence that her ghost haunted the cottage. Voild tout!

(Signed) J. H— W——.

Mr. A. G Leonard and I saw Mrs. Adams and Sarah Newman in
January, 1885, and the following account was drawn up by us from
our recollection and notes of the conversation, and has been
subsequently signed as correct by the persons concerned.—F.P.

21, St. Bartholomew’s-road, N.
January, 1885,

Mrs. Adams says :—

I have never seen the light myself. Several people, however, have seen
it while I was in the cottage and have told me what they saw.

Mrs. Robinson (whose address cannot now be ascertained) told me that
she awoke and saw the light on Christmas Eve, 1883, between 12 and 1 a.m.
She thought it was one of her girls and said, ¢ Maggie, is that you?” On
receiving no answer, she got out of bed and the figure vanished. So
convinced was she that it was one of the girls that she went into their room,but
found them both fast asleep. She returned to bed and the light reappeared.

Sarah, my servant, has seen the light several times. She at first
attributed it to some reflection from the looking-glass. It was I, however,who
placed the looking-glass in the room, and Mrs. Robinson had seen the light
before this was done.

Miss Wray, Mrs. W., Mrs. Robiuson, Miss R. H——, Mr. Leonard
Hill have told me that they saw the light.

On one occasion,when several of us, including Mr. Ruck,were downstairs,
Sarah came down and said, * Now if you all come up you can see the light.”
We went up at once but the light had disappeared.

(Signed) M. Apaws.

Sarah stated that this was the only occasion on which she saw the light
when she was not in bed. She was coming downstairs one evening last autumn
without a candle, and saw the light (through the open door) in the position
in which it always appeared—near the cupboard. She saw it move towards
the window and it seemed to settle on tbe blind. She ran downstairs and
called the others, but when they came nothing was visible.
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The light seemed a bluish flame about 2in. long, surrounded by a halo
about 10in. long by 6in. broad ; or, as Sarah described it, it was bright in
the centre with a light shadow round it. It appeared to be about 6ft. from
the ground. It never altered itsappearance as Sarah looked at it. It would
move slowly from the cupboard to the mantelpiece, to and fro, taking
about one minute in the passage. It always kept at about the same level.
After she had heard last autumn of the light being scen, Sarah determined
to try and see it herself, and slept in the room for some time. She used to
lie awake in the hopes of seeing the light and did distinctly see it several
times—once, at the end of October, 1884,three consecutive nights. The light
always appeared (if it showed itself at all) between 12 and 1 a.m. This
Sarah ascertained by consulting a clock which stood in the room,

Sometimes she woke up and found it there, but more generally she was
awake when it first appeared.  Sarah was in the habit of waking up at odd
times during the night, so that no conclusion can be drawn from her having
done so on these occasions.

On several nights she got out of bed butthe light always vanished
as soon as she did so, or as soon as she lit a candle. It would vanish all at
ouce, not gradually as a refleetion might do. When she only sat up in bed
the light would remain.

Sarah professed to think that the light was only a reflection from thelooking-
glass. She stated that she had noticed that it was generally seen on moonlight
nights. Thelight was always seen against a cupboard door which was painted
with ordinary dull paint, whence it would move to the fireplace and back. On
the hypothesis of its being due to reflection from the window, Sarah was
quite unable to account for the movement of the light to and fro, as the
mirror was fixed to the wall. She did not think that any movement of the
blind, through a draught, would sufficiently account for the motion. The
villagers think the place to be haunted. It is an old cottage—about a
century old. They say that a girl murdered her mother here.  There are
stains—supposed to be blood-stains—on the floor, which cannot be scrubbed
clean.

For some time during 1884, Sarah slept in the front ground-floor room.
It is now used as a sitting-room. The head of her bed was against the
partition between the room and the hall. She used to hear regularly every
night, between 12 and 1 a.m., a sound as if, someone was rapping with his
knuckles at the head of the bed. This was continued for some time, and
Sarah was quite unable to account for it.

(Signed) Saram NEWMAN.
16th January, 1885.

From Mr. Leonard Hill, 45, Carlton Hill, N. W,
18th March, 1887.
™ In the autumn of 1884 I was staying with Mr. W—— at his cottage at
W——, and during my visit I saw the vision described below.
It was on the night of Sunday, September the 21st, 1884, that it appeared
to me. I occupied the bedroom, which is upon the first floor, by myself ;
it was the second night 1 had slept in this room alone, but my wife, who
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was on these occasions sleeping with her mother in the next room, had
previously occupied it with me for about a week.

The following diagram represents the room with the furniture in ground
plan ; the measurements given are guessed from my recollection only, and
are not precise.
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Before proceeding further, I should state that I had heard second-hand
accounts of the ** ghost” having been seen in this room by Mrs. Robinson
and others, but I had not had any confirmatory evidence of it myself.

At about 3 a.m. (i.e., to be precise, on the morning of September 22nd),
I woke up, naturally, so far as I know ; I was lying on my right side—that
ig, with my face towards the west wall. 1 was perfectly conscious and wide
awake, and though not aware of anything abnormal occurring in the room, I
had a feeling of constraint to turn round to look towards the east wall.
Turning my head over my shoulder I saw there a hazy column of light,
extending from about a foot,or a little more than a foot,above the ground,and
some five feet in height. The room was pitch dark, and I could see absolutely
nothing but the light, which was, I noticed, about where I remembered the
wardrobe was.* I then turned round again, shut my eyes, and settled
myself with the idea of getting to sleep, but soon again turned to look at the
object. I had not any feeling of actual fear, only a slight nervousness and
chilliness, except for a moment when I fancied it was coming towards me.
Upon looking intently at the light, 1 observed it to be of a misty, almost
phosphorescent nature, having the distinctive character of appearing to be
illuminated from within. It then appeared gradually to assume a definite
form, and in the course of, say, b or 10 seconds—though it seemed to me
longer at the time—T concluded it was of the form of a woman in a night-
dress, whether an old woman or young I could not say; in a few seconds
more, however, I made out that it had the appearance of a young woman

* The wardrobe has plain, painted doors, not glazed, and is not capable of
reflecting light. 4
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bending slightly forward, with the near right arm slightly extended, and the
hand alittle raised ; the face—of which I remember seeing only about half or
three-quarters—also somewhat forward, the attitude altogether giving the
idea that she was looking for something on the floor. The head was covered
by a white hood, with a white band passing underneath the chin, like
a nun’s headdress. The contour of the face was rather oval, but
I could not distinguish any features.  The light was brighter and
less misty just below what I took to be the nightdress, giving
me the idea that I saw feet, though without definite form ; the
face also was, 1 think, somewhat brighter than the rest of the body, and
it appeared as though the dress veiled the light and -thus rendered it
misty. Inow remembered Mrs. Robinson’s explanation of the appearance
as being caused possibly by a light from outside the window being thrown
into the reom. I therefore turned my head quite round to the right—I was
reclining with my body a little raised on my left elbow, I think, and my
head turned a little to my left—in order to see if any rays of light were
crossing the room. There was no light whatever across the room, of this

am perfectly certain ; but I was struck with the fact that I saw no sign of
the window : the apparition was the only thing in the room that was visible.

Until this time it had remained resting (I can hardly say standing, as it
was not touching the ground) where it first appeared to me, at A, but it now
commenced to move towards the fireplace, rising a little as it went, moving
asa whole, without any change of either form or attitude, and its motion
was not perfectly regular,it almost stopped some three or four times in travel-
ling from A to B.

On reaching B it remained a moment and then returned backwards (i.e.,
without turning round) in a similar manner: this to and fro movement,
between A and B, it repeated two or three times, and then moved onwards
to C., still rising a little as it went, until it was about three feet, or a little
less, off the ground ; it then stood still for some seconds, after which it
moved very slowly towards where 1 knew the window was ; then it seemed
to oscillate and I couldn’t make out what I saw ; then it vanished and I saw
the window and the whole of the room normally.

During the whole of the vision the room seemed to me unnaturally dark,
and I am not ccnscious of having been able to see any object in the room
(except perhaps the bar at the foot of the bed), while the apparition was at
C, but of this I have only a confused recollection. Directly the column of
light vanished, however, I could see the window and other things with some
distinctness. Upon this taking place I jumped out of bed instantly and
went to the window, and raised the corner of the white blind, which
was drawn down the whole way. It was a clear, starlight night,
with no moon, and everything was perfectly still. I looked down
directly or to the roof of the bay window below —and, afterwards, out of the
open window—to see if I could discover anyone there, because that was the
only position from which such a light might be thrown into the room, and
to reach that position a short ladder would be necessary. I could not dis-
cover nor hear anything, and 1 feel convinced that the light was not cast
into the room by any artificial means,
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Though startled, I had not any feeling that I had been looking at some-
thing supernatural. I at first concluded it was caused by my waking up
suddenly, and mislocating the window, imagining it to have got into the
wrong place, because when I looked round I could not see it, and because
lying awake afterwards I could create the figure out of the window and
blind; but on thinking the matter over afterwards I felt that that explanation
was not adequate. 1 have not slept in the room since.

(Signed) LeoNarp Hirr.

I saw Mr. Leonard Hill in the late autumn of 1884, He gave me
a full account of what he had seen, corresponding with that given above.
He has seen no hallucination at any other time.

He was disposed at first to think his experience was in some way
due to his having mistaken the position of the window and having
taken the waving blind for a moving figure. But he afterwards, in
the course of conversation, dropped this interpretation, and confessed
himself unable to account for what he had seen.

He told me that though he had heard rumours of the ghost, he had
heard no details of the actual figure seen.—F. P.

From Miss H——o.
October 30th, 1884.

It was only one night that I saw the strange blue light of which Mr.
W speaks. I had often slept in the same room before, but never seen or
heard anything to disturb me. But this night, after being asleep for about
two hours, I suddenly awoke, and had a feeling that there was something
unusual about the room. For a little while the feeling was so strong that I
would not open my eyes, but when I did I saw a strange blue light, about
six feet high and two broad. I must confess to being a little frightened at
first, then thought, What nonsense to be frightened at what can be accounted
for if you only look calmly into it. But look and argue as I would, there
was nothing that could possibly cause this light, and as I watched it it passed
away. This worried me, but after a time I went to sleep, but twice again
woke in the same startled manner and saw this light, which was unlike any-
thing I have before seen. It had theappearance of a shrouded human figure.
Each time I saw it it remained about five minutes, then faded away ; twice
it was on the left-hand side of the fireplace, but the last time I saw it it was
between the fireplace and the window. What this thing was I know not ; it
was no optical delusion, and I was wide awake at the time I saw it. For
more than a week after this I slept in the same room, hoping I might again
see and be able to account for this strange appearance, but it never visited
me again. I have written at greater length than I intended, and fear I
have given but a weak description of what Isaw. One wants tosee this light
to be able to realise how strange and unreal it is. If anyone were to ask me,
Do I believe in ghosts ? I should say I most certainly did not, at the same
time I should be very glad if the mystery of that night could be cleared up.,

(Signed) R—— A, H—.




46 Jowrnal of Society for Psychical Research. [March, 1889,

Mr. A. G. Leonard saw Miss H—— in the spring of 1885, and
ascertained from her the following additional particulars :—

Before occupying the room she had heard that the house was haunted,
but not the precise form of the ghost. The appearance came three timesin the
course of the night, and grew more distinct each time: at first it appeared
simply as a light, which assumed the shape of a shrouded figure ; the same
shape was preserved on the two subsequent occasions, but the figure seemed
more defined. Miss H—— went to sleep in theintervals.

Miss H-—— looked towards the window, but could see no light
emanating from thence. The night-licht was burning all the time, and
by its light she could see the various objects in the room distinctly. The
appearance did not move, and seemed to her, on the last occasion, to
remain for five or six minutes. It then vanished all at once.

She felt very cold ; and as if there were something extraordinary in
the room—a mysterious presence.

Miss H—— states that she is not imaginative and that she has never
experienced any other hallucination.

(Signed) A. . LEONARD.

May 11th, 1888.

Miss Wray writes in March, 1885 :—

About six months before I went to stay at W——, someone mentioned
in my hearing that a ghost was said to appear there. At the time I
was engaged in conversation, and paid very little attention to what was
said. Certainly Thad not the least idea what form the apparition was supposed
to take. The first day I was at the *‘ Cottage ” T asked Miss Adams which
was the haunted room. She told me they had decided not to let any visitors
know ; she also said they had seen nothing themselves, and believed the
whole thing to be a superstitious idea of the village people. As far as I can
remember, it was about the 9th or 10th of September [1884] when I first
slept alone in the room which I afterwards found was the one reputed to be
haunted. I had a night-light, and awoke between twelve and one o’clock,
but saw nothing unusual. The following nightit was very dark, there being
no moonlight ; and, if I remember aright, it was thick and foggy, with no
stars to be seen. I had no night-light, having forgotten to ask forone. For
some time before going to sleep 1 read by candle-light. Between twelve
and one o'clock I awoke with a horrible sensation of fright and cold
The room was quite dark, with the exception of a pale blue light,
with scarcely any perceptible form, about the height of a middle-
sized woman. I immediately sat up, but the bed hid from me the
lower part of the light. The upper part was slightly shaped in the
rounding of the head and shoulders, but very indistinctly, no features
or arms being visible. The light appeared to be near the left-hand side of
the mantelpiece, and I looked at it for some minutes, trying to account for a
light being there, but on seeing an almost imperceptible movement in it I
became frightened and lit my candle. I then got up and walked about the
room but could see nothing, and looking out of the window found that the
night was still very dark. I returned to bed and fell asleep with the candle
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burning and was not again disturbed. In the morning I told Mrs. Adams
what I had seen. Since then I have seen Mr. Leonard, who has asked me to
write an account of what I saw. I feel now that it is very little and hardly
worth telling. Since then I have heard that there are others who have seen
the appearance much more distinctly, and who describe their sensations as
having been very disagreeable.

In another letter Miss Wray says:—
April 8th, 1885.

Dear Sir,—The questions contained in your letter of March the 30th I
will now try to answer.

I was living at W. from the last week of August to the third week of
September last year, and I believe it was on the night of the 10th of
September that I saw the strange appearance in the ‘‘ haunted room.”

Before seeing you I had heard from Mr. Leonard Hill his account of the
*¢ghost,” but I did not think it agreed with my own experience. Perhaps
you may remember that evening at Mrs. Adams’ that Miss H—— gave the
greater part of her account after I left, and we had not before that time
spoken of the matter to each other. Sarah’s account of what she saw I have
not yet heard. I did not sleep in the ‘‘ haunted room ” after the night on
which I saw the apparition. When talking to you I did mention havingonce
had a feeling that something or someone was bending over me, but this might
easily be attributed to nightmare, as I am not subject to hallucinations,

(Signed) Coxstance WRaY.
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nambule (. L e e o A A Dresden, 1840
Kant (Immanuel) Traiime eines Geisterseher, erlaiitert durch
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Karory (Dr. Akon) Das Gedankenlesen. (Das Neue Blatt, No. 35,

P. 888, 188]) u.iivseosoesienssss SaREEIEE o et i ook s o) <ol o Sa RS 1884

Ker~NER (Dr. Justinus) Das Midchen von Orlach (2 copies)
Reutlingen, N.D.
KistNer (Alfons) Hypnotismus in England und Frankreich. (Nord

und Sud. . Nep., 18860, 39 /)RR 3 - talssiae s Konigsberg, 1886
LaNcsporrF (Dr. Georg von) Zur Einfithrung in das Studium des
Magnetismus, Hypnotismus, Spiritualismus .................. Berlin, 1889

Das Sterben. (A translation from Hudson Tuttle) Berlin, 1889
Lotz (Carl) Das sogenannte Tischriicken oder der Verkehr mit
Verstorbenen : mit Zeichnungen, Schriften und Rechnungen

Verstorbener.o.. i i te . . ..o o BT, o Kaiserslautern, 1855
Maack (Ferdinand) Zur Einfithrung in das Studium des Hypno-
tismus und thierischen Magnetismus .........c.ccocoiviniuneens Berlin, 1888
MantEcAZZA (Paul) Die Ekstasen des Menschen : aus dem Italienischen
VON D, R TOTISCIHEE . e e oot e ot iaan sl hohoals e ST O Jena, 1888
Maver (Dr. A.) Die Sinnestduschungen, Hallucionationen und
Mlusionen ... . 8o m Lo o R T IT o S T SN Vienna, 1869
MexpEL (E.) Der Hypnotismus und seine Verwerthung als Heilmittel.
(Die Nation.  Jan. 1jth, 1888550, 222) .. .. svetamucssnussessaesaauiaiis 1888
MesMER (Dr. F.A.) Allgemeine Erlduterungen tiber den Magnetismus
nnd'den SomnanibUlIsmmIg. . . . yo RS Halle, 1812
Mever (Professor G. Hermann) Ueber Sinnestéuschungen (2nd
(T Bn1) 1) A AR okl SARRRRRNAL - 54 < oA IR0 060 0 7 s ogodhus Berlin, 1871
Norzine (Albert von) Ubersinnliche Eingebungen in der Hypnose
(Schorers Familienblatt. Nov. 21st, 1887) ..cceveuvirrrennerruunsirnnnnans 1887
t———— Ueber Hypnotismus und Suggestion .......ccoveviuniineniaiinnns 1889

t Presented by the Author.
The remainder of this list will be given in the April number of the ¢ Journal.”
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

MEMBERS.
Brackwerr, Dr. Enizasera, Rock House, Hastings.
TuckEy, C. LLoyp, M.D., 14, Green-street, Grosvenor-square, London, W.
WixerieLp, HueH Epwarp, M.A., Caius College, Cambridge.

ASSOCIATES.

ADAIR, Mrs., Glenavon, Cookstown, Co. Tyrone.

AiNsLig, AiINsLIE Doucras, 24, Lennox-gardens, Cadogan-square,
London, S.W.

BewLEy, Miss Mary M., Netherton House, Clapham Common,
London, S.W.

Burrer, Gerarp W., B.A., F.G.S, Blenheim Lodge, Surbiton,
Surrey.

CkciL, Lapy Fravcis, Stocken Hall, Stretton, Oakham.

MircueLr, Mgs. C. W., 28, Hyde Park-gate, London, S.W.

Murray, SypNEY J., 70, Cecile Park, Crouch Hill, London, N,

SHEPPARD, W. F., M.A., Trinity College, Cambridge.

SHoOVE, Miss EpitH, 25, St. Mark’s-crescent, Regent’s Park, London,
N.W.

SHERBURN, HENRY ARTHUR, Savings Bank Department, General Post
Office, London, E.C.

MEETING OF COUNCIL.

At a Meeting of the Council held on March 1st, the President in
the chair, the following Members were also present :—Dr. A. T. Myers,
and Messrs. Walter Leaf, F. W. H. Myers, Frank Podmore, and H.
Babington Smith.

E
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Mr. Thomas Barkworth, J.P., and Mr. Walter A. Raleigh were
elected as co-opted Members of the Council for the current year, in
accordance with Rule 17. Three new Members and 10 new Associates,
whose names and addresses are given above, were elected.

A vote of thanks was passed to the Rev. C. L. Dodgson for a
present to the Library.

Several matters of routine business were attended to; and the next
Meeting of the Council was fixed for Friday, April 5th, at 5 p.m.

A PROPOSED NEW CENSUS OF HALLUCINATIONS.

We are sending round with this number of the Jowrnal some
papers about hallucinations, which we much hope that our Members and
Associates will exert themselves to get filled in.

The subject of sensory hallucinations of sane and healthy persons,
—their frequency, their cause, and their nature—is one which is of
great interest and importance to all who are interested in psychology.
But to us members of the Society for Psychical Research—especially to
those who believe that hallucinations are frequently the manifestation
of telepathic communications from one mind to another, and, perhaps,
also of communications from the dead,—the subject hasa quite special
importance. This is not only on account of the interest of ¢ veridical ”
hallucinations in themselves, but because it is absolutely essential to
our investigation to know enough about the frequency of non-veridical
hallucinations to enable us to estimate whether the veridical ones—
those, that is, which correspond with real events,—can be accounted
for by chance coincidence.

It may be thought that the collection made by Mr. Gurney of
5,705 answers on the subject, and discussed in Phantasms of the
Living, Vol. IL., chapter xiii., show very conclusively that they can-
not. But Mr. Gurney had hoped to make a much larger collection
than this, and always intended to renew the effort at some future time.
Though 5,705 answers are probably enough, notwithstanding some
opinions expressed to the contrary, to furnish an estimate, sufficiently
accurate for our purposes, of the proportion of the number of persons
who have had hallucinations to the number of persons who have not,
it is very far from sufficient for determining the relative frequency of
veridical and non-veridical hallucinations. To answer this last
question, Mr. Gurney had to make assumptions, necessarily very
hypothetical, as to the size of the circle from which our veridical
cases are drawn. The argument based on these assumptions
appears to me valid; since I hold that he rightly assumed this
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circle to be the largest that it can reasonably be supposed to
have been; so that the error, if any, in his calculation must
tell in favour of the explanation by accidental coincidence against
which he was arguing.  Still I find that those who cannot bring them-
selves to believe in telepathy have endeavoured to justify their position
by supposing that the size of the circle from which our cases have been
drawn has been under-estimated ; and though I cannot adopt this view,
I think that we have not at present the means of completely disproving
it. But if we could extend the census to, say, ten times its original
size, we should obtain sufficient data to enable us to dispense with any
disputable assumptions.

Fifty thousand is only the number originally aimed at by Mr.
Gurney, but at that time the work was apparently too novel in
character, the difficulties encountered too unforeseen, to be readily met,
and the misconceptions as to its object too great to admit of its being
very generally undertaken. That the publication of Phantasms of the
Living has done much to familiarise many with the importance of
submitting the phenomena to a quantitative test, can hardly be doubted.
It is now confidently hoped that the information thus spread may
make itself felt in the large increase of helpers in the future.
There is a special reason for recommencing the work of collecting
now in the fact that there is to be a Congress of Physiological
Psychologists at Paris in August next, which is likely to afford good
opportunity for spreading interest in the subject and getting it widely
taken up both in our own and in other countries. It is because we hope
that others who are interested in the subject from an entirely different
point of view to our own may help in the work that we have left out
all mention of the Society for Psychical Research in the papers which
we are circulating on the subject.

At the same time, we think that the success of the undertaking
nust in a great measure depend upon the energy with which itis taken
up by our Society. If every one of the 632 Members and Associates were
to provide only one paper of 25 answers, a collection of 15,300 would
at once be obtained-—a marked advance on the former 5,705. We
hope, however, that many of our Members and Associates will
endeavour to obtain the co-operation of outsiders in the task of
collecting. The work is one in which all may help who will.

It will be perceived by the question on the accompanying paper for
the entry of answers that the scope of the present inquiry as to
hallucinations is somewhat wider than the former one, but that, on the
other hand, dreams are entirely left out of consideration. A careful
perusal of ““ Instructions ” to collectors on the back of the form will, it
is hoped, serve to make quite clear the rules to be observed in the

B
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inquiry, and in partiéular that it is quite as important to collect
“noes” as “yeses.” It is, however, needful to add specially for mem-
bers of our Society that cases included in the former census can also
be included in this, as the calculations based on it will be entirely
independent.—ED.

GENERAL MEETING.

A General Meeting of the Society was held at the Westminster Town
Hall, on Monday, March 18th, at 8.30 p.m., the President in the chair.

Me. F. W. H. MyErs read a completion of the late Mr. E. Gurney’s
paper on “Apparitions Occurring Shortly after Death.” This paper will
appear in the forthcoming Part XIV. of Proceedings. Among the cases.
read that which excited most comment was a narrative by General
Barter, C.B., who, on a mountain path at Murree, in India, beheld a
phantasmal group representing Lieutenant B. (who had been dead for
some months) supported upon a pony by two syces. General Barter
had been barely acquainted with Lieutenant B., but that gentleman
had built the hut which General Barter was occupying, and had
frequently ridden down the mountain path on a pony resembling the
phantom pony seen. There were also details in the phantom’s appear-
ance which corresponded with Lieutenant B.’s appearance when he
died, though not with his appearance when General Barter knew him.

Mgz. BippEr, Q.C., commenting on this and on the other cases
cited by Mr. Myers, remarked that there seemed to be an important
difference between apparitions occurring at the time of death and those
occurring some time afterwards. Those occurring at death were
mainly personal ; they were observed, that is to say, by friends of the
dying person, on whose minds he might naturally desire to produce an
effect. But the cases which had been read that night were all of them
more or less local in character ; that is to say, the apparition was
observed by persons who were strangers, or nearly so, to the deceased,
but in some place in which the deceased had lived or died, and which
might, therefore, have an interest for him which the stranger who
happened to be present in that place could not possess. Points of
contrast like these between different classes of cases deserved careful
consideration. He further doubted the adequacy of the theory
suggested by Mr. Myers that the appearances seen might be a kind of
reflection of a dream of the dead person’s, on the ground that the
appearances presented themselves from a point of view external to the
supposed agent.

Mgr. BARKWORTH said that though there was undoubtedly a local
element in the cases read, there wasalso in all of them some degree of
personal connection between the percipient and the supposed agent, and
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he thought it probable that this would generally be found to be the
case with appearances shortly after death. An analysis of the 25
cases given in Mrs. Sidgwick’s paper on ‘ Phantasms of the Dead ”
(Proceedings, Vol. IIL) showed that the great majority can be classed
as either (A) personal, non-local, and recent, or (B) local, non-personal,
and remote ; meaning by recent that the death had taken place within
a year, and by remote over a year. He also called attention to the
possible importance of the chill so often experienced in seeing an
apparition, as throwing light on the nature of the phenomenon, and
urged that this should be more fully inquired into.

Mgr. Haves observed, with reference to the alleged comparative
frequency, in the case of apparitions, of a previous compact between
persons to appear to each other, that the resultant state of expectancy
might be the sole cause of the apparitions, and that in Miss Lister’s
case, cited by Mr. Myers (and already given in the Journal, Vol. ITL,
p. 292), the subsequent experience of the wife might be accounted for
by thought-transference from Miss Lister.

The REv. Dr. KLEIN called attention to the importance of the
alleged behaviour of General Barter’s dogs, as indicating that the
appearance had an objective character.

Meg. R. PearsaLL SuitH said that among the illustrations of the
claim that animals have a perception of these extraordinary alleged
apparitions after death might be mentioned one occurring to a neigh
bour of his own, a prominent barrister at Philadelphia. He had
parted, under painful circumstances of controversy, with a friend who
had later gone to Italy for his health. Afterwards, while camping
out in the wilds of the Adirondacks, one day his horse became
excited and refused to advance when urged. While engaged in the
contest with the horse, the barrister saw before him the apparition of
his friend with blood pouring from his mouth, and in aninterval of the
effusion he heard him say, I have nothing against yow.”  Soon
afterward he heard that his friend had at that time died during
a discharge of blood from the lungs. Mr. Pearsall Smith was
prevented from procuring a statement directly from the barrister, by the
fact that, after relating it to his friends, the recollection of the incident
had become so painful to him that he declined to converse again on the
subject. He added that it may be easily conceived that the barrister,
under painful recollections of the partinginterview with his friend, and
with the knowledge of his ill-health, might picture his friend forgiving
any supposed injury,and also his dying scene. The extraordinary features
are the coincidence of time and manner between the vision and the
death, with the added circamstance of the alarm of the horse previous
to the apparition.
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MR. MyErs made a brief reply, of which the following is the
substance: It is certainly true, and an important fact (as Mr. Bidder
and Mr. Barkworth have urged), that the local character of some of
these post-mortem apparitions is decidedly more marked than was the
case with apparitions occurring at the moment of death. But there
were a good many cases in Phantasms of the Living where a local
element appeared, and Mr. Gurney and I had discussed in slightly
different ways the difficulty which this imports into the explanation of
apparitions as hallucinations telepathically induced by one mind in
another mind. That difficulty is now intensified. In such a case as
General Barter’s we are almost compelled to assume that it was the
place rather than the person which determined the exercise of energy
—whatever that may have been—on the part of the deceased Lieutenant
B. We can hardly avoid the conjecture that Lieutenant B. would have
been imagining himself on that mountain path, even if General Barter
—a casual acquaintance—had not been there to see him. I
may observe—not as a solution of the difficulty, but rather as an
extension of its range—that many of the cases in Phantasms of the
Living are both personal and local—that is to say, the decedent
appears to persons in whom he is interested, but also in a place in
which he is interested. Now assuming, for the sake of argument, that
in such instances his real determining interest lay in the place, it is
obvious that as time went on his appearance would become more and
more manifestly local in character. It often happens that the people
whom we have loved leave the places which we have loved ; and if we
then appear as ghosts in the old places, it is plain that we are not
appearing for the sake of the new people. Push the date far enough
forward, and our appearances must be local. The ‘haunting ghost ”
has no one left, so to say, to care for ; if he appears to revisit any-
thing, it can only be his old home in stranger hands. As regards
the behaviour of General Barter’s dogs, I think it was strictly
in accordance with canine precedent. I can remember no case
where a dog—or any animal—is stated te have been present when a
phantasmal sight or sound occurred, and not to have shown terror.
Perhaps some careful reader may be able to find some exception to this
rule. In any case we must remember that if a dog had been present
when his master saw an apparition, and had shown no alarm, his master
might very likely forget altogether to mention his presence.

Mzr. H. B. Syita then read an account of some experiments at
Pesaro, in Italy, seemingly exhibiting thought-transference—the persons
engaged in which he had had the opportunity of visiting. This paper
will appear in the supplement to the next number of the Proceedings.
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CASES SUPPLIED TO THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.
L. 824 AdPn g )

The following case has been received from a lady (Sister X., known
to the Rev. A. T. Fryer) who does not wish her name published. She

writes from a religious and charitable institution, of which she is the
head, under date February 7th, 1889.

It had been the late Miss N.’s habit to pay frequent visits here,—always
once a year, and more often twice ; therefore I knew her intimately. On the
morning that she died, which event took place in her own house in S— shire,
before 9 a.m.,I was in chapel,and our Communion service had just finished,and
I was in the act of saying a thanksgiving prayer,when I was aware of a rustling
noise, like some person moving on the chair next to me. There were three
places, or chairs, vacant,beyond where I was kneeling. Ilooked round, and to
my amazement Miss N. passed across me and walked up the chapel towards the
altar, and stood there, and then seemed to vanish. I saw no more. It had a
strange effect upon my nerves, as I knew her to be ill. The Sisters wondered
why I paused when in the act of saying our thanksgiving aloud. I recovered
myself in a minute and wenton. Noone else saw what I did. I told them
afterwards; but before the rustling a sense of someone breathing near me had
been felt and gave me a queer feeling. Of course we had prayed for Miss N.,
as being seriously ill, at our celebration.

In a later letter to Mr. Fryer, Sister X. adds, in reply to the question
whether she has ever experienced any other hallucination : ‘I have had no
similar experience since.” Sister X. made no written note of the occurrence,
and the Sister to whom she mentioned it at the time cannot now be
reached.

Miss d’A., who was with Miss N. at her death, writes as follows :—

; (February 23rd, 1889.)
Miss N. died in this house, which was her own, as near as we can say at
8.45 a.m. Sunday, October 29th, 1882. She had not spoken of [the religious
house] at the time of her death, but it may interest you to know that it was
one of the nurses from [thence] who was attending to her at that time,and also
that she was very much attached to the Sister Superior of that house.

Mrs. M., sister of the decedent, says :—
(February 22nd, 1889.)
She could not speak, as she was paralysed.

We have verified the date of death (October 29th) from the announce-
ment in the 7%mes, for October 31st, 1882. We learn that the thanks-
giving was only read on Sunday mornings at the religious institution,
which so far tends to corroborate the coincidence.
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L. 825 Ad Pps
From Mr. Henry Green, 13, Fenchurch-avenue, E.C. (through
Mr. E. Westlake, Oaklands, Fordingbridge, Salisbury).

April 23rd, 1888,

I had left school, and parted from my chief school friend, some time in the
year 1853. About a year later, I heard incidentally that my friend had gone
to sea, but I had not seen him or kept up any communication with him since
Ileft school. During the summer of 1858, when the Indian Mutiny was
drawing to its close, and the great comet of that year was the nightly object
of attention, I was staying with my sisters at the Isle of Wight, where I
experienced the dream referred to. I dreamt that I was once more in
the old school playground, in the centre of which a high pole had been
erected, with a cross pole on the top; from the end of this hung a rope with
a hook attached, such, for instance, as one sees depicted frequently in mis-
sionary magazines, when the tortures inflicted on themselves by fanatics are
described, the poor creatures being hooked in the back, and then swung
round in agony. As I looked at this in my dream I became aware that all
those present in the playground were dark and Eastern in their appearance,
and that the victim hooked upon the swing was none other than my old
friend and schoolfellow, who, as he was rapidly whirled past me, looked at
me in such an' earnest and appealing manner as to have left an impression
on my mwind which is as fresh to-day as when I awoke from the dream, now
nearly 30 years ago. So vividly was I impressed with the experience of this
night, that on meeting with my sisters at breakfast the next morning, I
related to them what had passed, and said that I felt certain something must
have happened to my friend. Of course I was duly laughed at for my
fancies, but I stuck firmly vo the conviction that something untoward had
occurred. I consequently noted down the date most carefully : I told my
sisters what I had done, and said to them, *“If any person ever saw, and was
most piteously, though dumbly, appealed to by another in a dream, such an
experience was mine last night.” The next day, and for very many days
and weeks afterwards, I was haunted by this dream. I most carefully
examined every newspaper that I could find, inciuding always the obituary
column, thinking, but without any result, that I might possibly find some
trace of the death or an accident to my friend. One day, however, I think
it must have been at least two months after our return home from the Isle
of Wight, I was sitting in our office, where 1 found a newspaper lying on the
table. I at once took it up, and as had been my habit ever since the dream,
I carefully looked down the obituary column. How shall I attempt to
describe my feelings when I read the announcement of my friend’s death, of
fever, in Lucknow, on the same date as that of my dream. I have since
learned that when my friend gave up the sea he obtained a commission in
one of Her Majesty’s regiments, and was sent out to India, where he took
part in the relief of Lucknow.

Some years afterwards I had the melancholy satisfaction of visiting his

tomb in the Residency churchyard at Lucknow, ol



April, 1880.]  Journal of Society for Psychical Research. 57

In answer to inquiries, Mr. Green writes :—

May 2nd, 1888.

I fear that I can add nothing more than I have already sent you, with
regard to my strange dream. I cannot at this distance of time give you the
exact date. At the'time of its occurrence I remember noting it down, but I
cannot now find the memorandum. The name of my school friend was
Robert Synge.

HEexrRY GREEN.

To further inquiries Mr. Green writes :(—

Blackwall-yard, E.
May 11th, 1888.

With this I forward to you as requested

(1) A few lines from my sister to the effect that I had related my dream
to her, and spoke of my anxiety before seeing the news of my friend’s
death.

(2) The memorandum which I undoubtedly made at the time I cannot
find, but you may take it as a fact that such a memorandum was made,
alvthough I can find no trace of it now, which is not to be wondered at, seeing
that the memo. was made in 1853 [an obvious mistake for 1858], and we, like
most other people, have had many changes since that time, and during this
period the memorandum has disappeared.

(3) I am naturally a very sound, not to say a rather heavy sleeper, and do
not, as a rule, dream vividly.

(4) I have never had any dream at all like it, or in any way to be
compared to it.

Hexry GREEN.

The enclosure from Mr. Green’s sister is as follows :—

7, Percival-terrace, Brighton.
May 2nd, 1888.

You ask me to state whether I can remember your telling me of a
dream you had at the time of the Indian Mutiny, relative to the death of a
friend.

I can distinctly remember the fact of your dreaming that you saw him
dying a painful death, and that the dream so impressed you that you made a
note of the date. I subsequently saw in the paper that he had been killed on

that very day at Lucknow.
EmMyMA GREEN.

P. 338
—— ref.

@ 3

Since the publication of this case in Mrs. Sidgwick’s paper on *‘ The
Evidence for Premonitions,” a letter has been received from Mrs. E. Raymond
Barker, in reply to our request that she would tell us what she remembers
about it. She says, ‘I am sorry to be unable to give you the information
you ask me for, concerning my sister’s ¢ Premonition ’ of the death of my
uncle, Carleton Crawford. The whole thing has gone from mmy memory.”
The facts therefore rest on Mrs. O*Gorman’s unaided memory.
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CORRESPONDENCE.

DUPLEX wersus MULTIPLEX PERSONALITY.
To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY ¥Or PSYCHICAL, RESEARCH.

Sir,—I am anxious to recur to this subject, largely in the hope of
inducing the advocates of Multiplex Personality to give us the grounds
of their belief, which, as far as I know, have never yet been fairly
stated. For instance, in the startling paper under that title which
appeared in the Nineteenth Century some time ago there is nothing about
the subject whatever, except a mere hint in one sentence. Otherwise
the cases therein set forth are used to exemplify duplex consciousness,
and nothing mnore. In the case of Madame B., about whom Mr. Myers
contributed a very interesting paper last year, there is an account,
which is little more than a suggestion, of a third state, but so little
comparatively is said about it that it would surely be rash to conclude
upon the evidence that it was a truly independent condition, and not
merely a phase of one already established.

This seems the proper place for pointing out that alterations of
memory, although an evidence of the most important kind in proof of a
shifting of the basis of consciousness, do not alone necessarily and invari-
ably determine it. Otherwise we should be brought to the reductio ad
absurdum of. an alteration of the consciousness whenever we remember
the name of an acquaintance which we had previously attempted in
vain to recall. To thoroughly demonstrate the independence of the
two modes of consciousuess, it is necessary to rely, not only upon their
memories, but upon their methods, and their characters, and especially
upon their operations being not only separable, but simultaneous. Tt
would be possible in this and other ways to throw some doubt, I think,
upon the cases which have been adduced in support of multiplex
personality ; for instance, the difference between the third and second
states of T.ouis V. as described by Dr. Myers in the Journal of Mental
Science differ in nothing but the extent of the hemiplegia, whilein all the
four last states there is much ingenuity of differentiation shown between
what seem to be mainly varieties of nomenclature. For instance, what
is the difference between ¢fair” and ‘‘moderate,” ‘ quiet” and
“respectable,” “boyish” and childish,” &ec. ¢ I have no wish, how-
ever, to insist upon these minor points, which in Louis V.’s case, at all
events, leave the main position, as I fully acknowledge, unshattered.

My real contention is of a very different character from a mere carping
at details. It is this;—that granting the existence of a multiplex
personality to have been never so firmly established in those cases which
have been observed, they offer no argument whatever in favour of its
existence in the human race generally. For, to begin with, how many
such cases are there? There are Louis, and Félida, and Madame B.
There are two or three more mentioned by Du Prel (although he,
throughout his argument, maintains the position of a duallist). There
may be very likely some half dozen more at a liberal estimate. If we
say there are a dozen recorded cases in which the evidence for
multiplex personality cannot be rebutted, we shall be well on the
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safe side. To argue from these that multiplex personality is a
common attribute of the human race would, as it seems to me, be as
reasonable as to quote the Siamese twins and the two-headed nightingale
in support of a physical theory of mankind ; or the case of the demoniac
of Gadara whose name was “Legion, for we are many ” as a type of the
human race. Indeed there is much in these rare and extraordinary
cases which might be held to sustain a theory of possession, but that is
no part of my present: purpose.

On the other band the evidence for a duplex personality is to be
found in every subject of hypnotic experiment ; in all the facts eon-
nected with sleep and dreams ;and even (as I endeavoured to show in
my paper read before the Society) in the common experiences of our
waking moments.

But not only is the evidence for multiplex personality utterly
inadequate in quantity to sustain the inferences deduced from it, but it
is almost equally assailable in regard to quality. For who are the
subjects of these strange phenomena ? They are either lunatic,
epileptic, or hysterical patients. Their position is therefore confessedly
pathological and therefore abnormal.

Now to rest an investigation of mental or physical laws upon the
symptoms of a pathological condition, without having previously
mastered the laws of being in a state of health, is to put the cart before
the horse. It is not only unreliable in its results, but positively and
certainly misleading in its conclusions. For the facts of health are
stable and uniform, but the facts of disease vary in every instance, and
moreover can be appreciated only relatively, <.e., in their difference from
the normal standard.

Now the science of inductive psychology is as yet in its infancy.
We need for a long time to come to multiply observations, to enlist
observers, and to accumulate facts. When we have done this to an
extent sufficient to be able to codify the laws which govern the human
consciousness in its normal and healthy condition (and when will that
be 1), it will be time enough to turn our attention to those occasional
aberrant manifestations which will even then, however, be of interest
chiefly to the expert and the alienist. In the meantime the observa-
tion of them is not only useless, but probably harmful, as tending not
only to mislead the inquirer, but to foster an appetite for sensationalism
which it is most important for the Society’s work to discourage. What
we need in this, as in every science, is habits of trained observation
which will note seemingly commonplace and trivial incidents for the
sake of the principles which underlie them. It was by the fall of an
apple and not by the crash of worlds that the law of gravitation was
discovered, and who knows that in some equally commonplace incidents
of our daily life may not lie the germs of great discoveries ?

There is still a further objection to the evidence for multiplex
personality in that it is not only deficient in quantity, and bad in
quality, but that its defects are just those of the kind which most
weaken the conclusions it is made to bear up. Hysteria is not only a
disease, and therefore abnormal, but it is a disease of which one of the
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most prominent symptoms is simulation. It is notorious that hysterical
patients assume the symptoms of other diseases to an extent that will
sometimes mislead a medical man. There is often, too, associated with
accesses of hysteria a moral cachexia which shows itself most
frequently in a tendency to falsehood.

In hysterical cases, therefore, we need to be especially on our guard
against deceptions; and if a patient asserts herself to be Queen
Victoria at one time, and Lady Macbeth at another, or to be Léontine
at one time, and Léonore at another, it really proves nothing more
than that something has got loose in her head.

I have scarcely left space to insist on the importance of the question
of duplex personality ; an importance so great as fully to justify my
calling attention to it at such length. For with the modification (or
may we not say destruction ?) of the old view of uniform personality,
we are confronted at once with the necessity of seeking for the irre-
ducible Ego. Because if it cannot be found, and if the soul is a mere
congeries of different conscious entities, as the body is an organised
conglomerate of protoplasmic cells, the inference will be hard to resist
that death, which dissolves the physical continuity of the one, destroys
also the bond of identity in the other, and that as the body turns
to dust, so will the “soul” to vapour, returning naked into
the womb of force, the common mother of all life. Hoping as I do
that an irreducible Ego is to be found on the hypothesis of a duplex
personality, I would notice some other points of interest connected
with it. It is in harmony with the old tripartite division of man into
body, soul, and spirit. It gives an answer, as unlooked for as it is
complete, to the challenge of the sceptic, ¢ Can three be one?” It
offers, as I shall perhaps endeavour to show on a future occasion, a
ground of reconciliation for the champions of free will and determinism,
and a line of frontier dividing human from merely animal intelligence.

But I write, of course, only as a student. DMy first object has been,
as I began by saying, to elicit the views of those who have gone so
much further,” and worked so much longer than myself, and if T
succeed only so far, I shall not have written in vain.

THOMAS BARKWORTH.

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PsvcHICAL RESEARCH.

Sir,—I welcome the opportunity which Mr. Barkworth’s letters afford
me for saying a few explanatory words on my conception of ‘‘ Multiplex
Personality.” Mr. Barkworth and other critics have argued that any such
conception would be destructive either to human responsibility, or to our
hope of existence after death, or to both. The force of their argument
depends on the meaning te be attached to the word ‘¢ personality,” on which
it is important that we should all agree. I find that Ihave given it a narrower
meaning than my crities, for I have expressly intended to confine it to our
terrene self-manifestation—to human beings as we see them here and now—
and thus to leave on one side the question whether or not there is some-
thing in us which is pre-terrene or post-terrene, or both—a soul, in fact,
which survives death. /I should prefer to .call our persistent being our
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individuality, rather than our personality ; for this distinction of terms has
become pretty general, and seems necessary for clearness. In the present
paper I will (with my critics) assume that such a soul does exist in us; and
will try to show that °* multiplex personality ” in no way interferes with
that belief. What 1 shall say now I conceive that I have in fact said already
in various places ; but I will not waste space by trying to prove this. Nor,
on the other hand, will a little repetition need apology in a subject which is
both noyel and complicated. The argument, then, which is urged by Mr.
Barkworth and others I take to be as follows : —

I. It is a fundamental truth that each of us possesses an ‘‘irreducible
Ego ” or persistent soul ; a principle of continuous conscious identity.

II. Thetheory of ¢ duplex personality ”’ fits in with, and helps to prove,
this great truth. Forone of these personalities may be the ¢‘animal soul,”
or at least a temporary manifestation of ourselves, closely dependent on the
body ; while the other personality may be our ¢ spirit” ; or at any rate,
something with larger powers (telepathy, clairvoyance, &c.), existing outside
the range of our ordinary consciousness; not obviously dependent on our
nervous organisation, and therefore capable of expanding untrammelled
when the body falls away.

ITI. The theory of ‘‘multiplex personality,” on the other hand, assails
the existence of a soul ; for it splits up our psychical being into a number of
co-ordinate personalities, each of them closely dependent on a special state of
the nervous system.

Now, if the reader will look at my definitions of *‘personality” and
‘‘individuality,” as given above, he will see that the sentence in clause II.,
‘“ the other personality may be our spirit,” isnot, in my view, correctly
expressed. I should call our “‘spirit” our individuality ; and should say
thatin ‘duplex personality ” there was an individuality manifesting itself
in two aspects—wearing two terrene masks—and that in ¢ multiplex
personality ” the individuality was manifesting itself in several aspects—
wearing more than two terrene masks. But it exists behind the masks as
truly in the one case as in the other. There seems, then, to be little more at
issue than the connotation to be given to the word ‘ personality.” And my
only reason for not defining my use of that word more clearly before was my
fear that, to the other class of opponents—who disbelieve in a soul—the
very definition would appear to be a kind of begging the question. ‘¢ You
define personality as a terrene self-manifestation,” they would say, ‘“but
how do you know that there is anything that is not terrene to be manifested ?
Your individuality is a mere mystical fancy which you try to bring in by
limiting the meaning of ¢ personality '—which really expresses all that there
i to express.” 3 p

For the present, however, we are not considering this agnostic set of
objections. We are assuming a human soul, and considering how our notion
of that soul works in with certain views of its earthly sclf-manifestation.
And here we must resort to metaphor—nay, to more metaphors than one—if
we would picture to ourselves anything so abstract and hypothetical. The
excuse for attempting such a feat lies in the urgent need which the experi-
ments of MM. Janet, Binet, Liégeois, &c., indicate, and which Mr. Bark-
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worth’s paper reflects, to get some hint for a crude provisional co-ordination
of those phenomena of consciousness and memory which are every day becom-
ing more difficult, not only to understand, but even to record intelligibly.
(See for instance, M. Binet’s paper, ‘ Sur les Altérations de la Conscience,”
in the Revue Philosophique for February.)

Let us take, then, the metaphor of a manufactory, which I have before
employed. Here the soul, the individuality, the ‘‘irreducible Ego,” is
represented by the motive power. We need not now speculate whence this
motive power is derived, or whether it is itself invariable in quantity or
direction. Assume 1t a simple uniform power, and consider how it is applied
to the millions of looms in our imaginary cerebral factory. A certain
group A of theselooms are kept working at a certain rate, and in connection
with each other. These form our conscious stream of existence. A certain
other group B are constantly kept at work, but at a slower rate, and repre-
sent our underlying animal life. Group B is usually disconnected with
group A, but any loom in group B, when worked beyond a certain rate,
comes into connection with group A.  Groups A and B compose our normal
self, reduced to its simplest expression. Neither group is unchanging.
Depressed and exhausted, [ eat a gnod meal. Group A is greatly wmodified
thereby. Its constituent looms change their respective rates of motion, and
some fresh looms are hitched on, as my memory and intellectual energy
improve with the stimulus to nutrition. This is a difference of mood, but not
yet a difference of personality. Push the stimulus further, and you have
the difference between ‘‘Philip drunk and Philip sober,”—a marked
difference of character, with an incipient formation of a secondary
memory. Or suppose the man asleep and dreaming. Fewer looms
are now driven at a high rate, and those that are driven fastest are
linked in new ways. They form a group C, a group less coherent than
A, but perfectly recognisable. Now let the man be thrown into the hypnotic
trance. Straightway a new group of looms, D, is formed, with a new
character and a new memory ; for we know that it is usual for a hypnotic
subject to forget his trance experiences when he is awake—that is to say,
the looms in group D are not hitched on to the looms in group A. Nor is the
hypnotic state a homogeneous, definite condition. Leaving aside cases like
Madame B.’s, to which Mr. Barkworth objects as exceptional, and which are
in no way needed by the argument, we have the familiar variations of the
hypnotic condition—the *‘ three stages ” of Charcot, or the *‘light and deep”
state on which Mr. Gurney made so many experiments as to alternation of
memory. From these experiments it was seen that in an ordinary healthy
subject two new chains of memory can easily be created, each distinet from
the other, and from the waking memory. It is easy, that is to say, to connect
the looms in a new group, E, different from group D, which was the first
result of our hypnotisation.

I need hardly push the enumeration of these groups further. What name
we give to the psychical modifications which in this metaphor they represent
is a subordinate question, though still an important one. Of course, the groups
are not wholly distinct from one another ; the patterns which they weave
resemble each other more or less. It is a question of degree. When the
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induced difference is slight, wecall it an alteration of mood ; but it is some-
times so great—character and memory are so profoundly affected—that it
seems to me (as to Ribot, &c., before me) to deserve the name of an altera-
tion of personality. And, still holding to our assumption of an irreducible
Ego behind all these manifestations —a force which works continuously, though
now through one concatenation of looms, now through another—we may
obviously suppose this force to be as great as we please, for the groups of
looms through which it works need not exhaust it, and it may, for aught we
know, be doing other work outside the manufactory.

And this conception is so far from being a fantastic or morbid one, that it
it will be seen on reflection to be a mere extension and generalisation of con-
ceptions to which we are led by the commonest phenomena of life. The
changes from infancy to manhood, from manhood to senility, from vigilance
to dream, from sobriety to intoxication, from sanity to insanity—all these
indicate that if there be an irreducible Ego persisting throughout, this Ego at
any rate finds at different moments very different channels or capacities of
self-manifestation. My metaphor of the manufactory and the looms would hold
good even of these familiar and ordinary changes ; the novelty lies only or
mainly in the more rapid succession of changes which is now observed to be
possible, and the more conspicuous unhitching and re-hitching of the links
of memory. We all know that the dying man will sometimes speak in the
tongue which he learnt in infancy, but has forgotten in adult life. Why
should we shrink from multiplying such interruptions and such rapproche-
ments, or fear thav the Ego behind the chequered lives of a Félida ora
Léonie has lost by temporary diversification its pre-existing unity ?

I trust that these explanations—which lack of space must here curtail—
may meet Mr. Barkworth’s main objection. I cannothold out any prospect of
retreat from my position for lack of evidence ; for the evidence in France is
growing monthly, quite beyond my power to reproduce it for English
readers.. The Revue Philosophique contains many of the papers to which 1
refer ; and Professor Janet, of Havre, has a considerable book in preparation.

Freperic W. H. MyERs.

THE- ETHER AND PSYCHICAL PHENOMENA.

Lieut.-Colonel A. T. Fraser, R.E., Associate of the Society for
Psychical Research, has communicated to the Society a paper in which
he suggests that if correct ideas can be obtained of the etherial medium
which fills space, the result will be to place psychical phenomena on a
sounder, because more tangible footing.

He argues that if the ether be, as is supposed, an incompressible
solid, “ we can personally only pass freely through it in all directions,
by a momentary exchange of atoms of matter of which our bodies and
clothes are composed with the atoms of the etherial medium.” And he
adds that *‘ the admission that all the objects which we see move in the
ether by exchange of their atoms at every instant of their progress in
this solid and are made up of the same material identically as itself,
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renders credible the disappearance even of a person and their re-
apparition at a distance away by showing how it can physically be
accounted for.”

The physical speculation appears to me to be of somewhat too
hypothetical a character to be suitable for publication in the Journal
or Proceedings of our Society ; but those Members and Associates who
are interested in the subject can obtain Colonel Fraser’s manuscript
for perusal on application to the Assistant-Secretary, at the rooms of
the Society, 19, Buckingham-street, Adelphi, W.C.—[Eb.]
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NEW ASSOCIATES.
BatEs, Miss, care of London and County Bank, Maidstone.
Bekr, Mgs., 14, Stratton-street, Piccadilly, London, W,
Cowax, Mgs., Valleyfield, Penicuik, N.B.
EarpLEY, LADY, 4, Lancaster-street, Hyde Park, London, W.
KrariNce, Mrs. R. H., 62, Lexham-gardens, Kensington, London, W.
Pager, Lapy, The Embassy, Vienna.
Sway, C. A., 10, Delamere-street, London, S.W.

Topp, Mrs., Queen Anne-chambers, Bond-street, Sydney, New South
‘Wales.

MEETING OF COUNCIL.

At a Meeting of the Council held on April 5th, the President in
the chair, the following Members were also present :—Dr. A. T. Myers,
Lieut.-Colonel Hartley, and Messrs. T. Barkworth, F. W. H. Myers,
Frank Podwore, and R. Pearsall Smith.

Eight new Associates, whose names and addresses are given above,
were elected.

Several presents to the Library were on the table, the particulars
of which are given on another page. Votes of thanks were accorded
to the donors, especially to Mr. Alfred Russel Wallace for a parcel of
nearly 20 volumes.

It was agreed that the name of M. Léon Marillier should be
inserted on the “Objects,” as Secretary for France.

Mr. R. H. Bates having given notice to terminate, at Midsummer
next, his tenancy of the rooms let to him, it was resolved that the
needful steps be taken to secure a fresh tenant.

The next meeting of the Council was fixed for May 10th, at 5 p.m.

G



66 Jowrnal of Society for Psychical Research. [May, 1889,

NEW NUMBER OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE AMERICAN
SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

The fourth number of the Proceedings of the American Society for
Psychical Research, published in March of this year, contains nearly
300 pages of matter of great and varied interest for all readers who
have given serious attention to our investigations. It begins with
some ¢ Remarks ” by Mr.Gurney—with a postscript by Mr.Myers—con-
cluding the controversy raised by Professor C. S. Peirce on a portion of
the evidence in Phantasms of the Living, which occupied a considerable
place in No. III. of the Proceedings of the American Society.
Next comes an interesting paper by Professor C. S. Minot, containing
the results of a statistical inquiry into the tendencies of average men
and women, when asked to draw diagrams, to select certain forms
rather than others; 5,010 diagrams were collected, 501 persons having
responded to an invitation to draw each 10 diagrams on a post-card.
A comparison of these showed a decidedly preponderant tendency to
simple geometrical figures. Thus there were 209 plain circles, and 72
circles with inscribed figures, 174 plain squares and 62 with cross lines
or figures inscribed, 220 triangles, and 245 four-sided figures other than
squares, making 978 in all ; so that if an American, unaware of this
¢ diagram-habit,” is asked to draw a diagram, the chance of his drawing
onc or other of these figures may be taken to be little less than 1 in 5.
Nearly half the whole number--2,344—were drawn with simple straight
lines ; and 681 of the rest with simple curved lines. Next in frequency to
the circles, squares, triangles, and four-sided figures came the faces, of
which there are in all 96. Professor Minot bases on these results a
criticism of the experiments on thought-transference recorded in several
numbers of our Proceedings. He says that “if we examine the
drawings given in the various articles above referred to, we notice that
with the exception of a single series . . . the figures drawn by
both the agents and percipients are in greater part just such as our
diagram tests have shown to be the ones likely to be drawn.” IHence
the authors of the articles “fail to offer the necessary proof that the
proportion of coincidences was greater than chance would account
for.” Professor Minot does not attempt to show that chance would
account for the amount of coincidence in our experiments : and Pro-
fessor W. James, who writes a note on his paper, considers that ¢ the
revelation of the diagram-habit has not appreciably weakened the
evidence for thought-transference ” contained in our reports. Readers
of this Journal who will take the trouble to compare Professor Minot’s
paper with our reports are, I think, likely to agree with Professor
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James : at the same time Professor Minot’s results arve decidedly
interesting, and it will be advisable, in any future experiments of the
kind, to guard against the effect of *diagram-habits” by employing
diagrams selected at random from a larger number—say 50 or 100—
previously prepared.

The next long paper is a careful record of experimentsin guessing
numbers by persons who have “tried hard to find ” some explanation
of the results other than telepathy. Their success is not of a dazzling
kind—586 guesses were right out of 3,000, the number that
chance would tend to give being 300—but, as the experimenters
say, the preponderance of right guesses is sufficient to prove some
influence other than chance.

Then follows the piéce de résistance of this part of the Proceedings
—the report of the Committeec on Phantasms and Presentiments, with
a long Appendix and further comments by Professor Royce. 1 must
reserve my remarks on this for a separate paper. Meanwhile, I may
invite our readers’ attention to an able reply by Mr. Hodgson to some
objections to the theory of telepathy, which follows Professor Royce’s
paper.—ED.

CASES SUPPLIED TO THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.

The following narrative from a lady, Miss W., known to Mr. Myers
contains, first, a good instance of an //usion,* which must be carefully
distinguished from an Aallucination. Secondly, an account of a collective
impression difficult to class. Thirdly, an apparition of a living person
at a time of danger, which, though not at first-hand from the percipient,
is at first-hand from a person aware of the phantasm before the
coincidence was known.

I am very pleased to comply with your request, by writing down the
following incidents, which, although occurring many years ago, I remember
in all essential details as if they liad happened last week.

I saw what I am going to describe as plainly as ever I saw anything in
my life, and my youngest brother, were he still alive, would corroborate all
I say; hesaw ‘it ” (in the first instance relating to our father’s death) as
clearly as I did.

[A~ ILrusioN.]

But first, as a proof that I am not easily duped by mere appearances, or
my own imagination, the following circumstance may not be without
value. One evening at dusk I went into my bedroom to fetch

* ““Tllusion consists either in perceiving a totally wrong object in place of the
right one, . . . or ininvesting the right object with wrong attributes.”—
Phantasms of the Living, Vol, 1I., p. 184,

F 2
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something I wanted off the mantel-piece. A street lamp threw a
slanting ray of light in at the window, just sufficient to enable me
to discern the dim outline of the chief articles of furniture in the room.
I was cautiously feeling for what 1 wanted when, partially turning round,
I perceived at a short distance behind me the figure of a little old lady,
sitting very sedately with her hands folded in her lap, holding a white
pocket-handkerchief. I was much startled, for I had not before seen any
one in the room, and called out ‘‘ Who's that ?” but received no answer,
and, turning quite round to face my visitor, she immediately vanished
from sight. *¢ Well,” I thought, ‘¢ this is strange ! ” 1 had left all the rest
of the household downstairs ; it was hardly possible that anyone could have
followed me into the room without my being aware of it, and besides the
old lady was quite different from anyone I had ever seen. Being very near-
sighted, I began to think my eyes had played me a trick ; so I resumed my
search in as nearly as possible the same position as before, and having suc-
ceeded, was turning to come away when lo ! and behold ! there sat the little
old lady as distinct as ever, with her funny little cap, dark dress, and hands
folded demurely over her white handkerchief. This time I turned round
quickly and marched up to the apparition, which vanished as suddenly as
before. And now being convinced that no one was playing me any trick, I
determined to find out, if possible, the why and because of the mystery.
Slowly resuming my former position by the fire-place, and again per-
ceiving the figure, I moved my head slightly from side to side, and found
that it did the same. I then went slowly backwards, keeping my head still
until I again reached the place, when deliberately turning round the mystery
was solved.

A small, polished, mahogany stand near the windoew, which I used as a
cupboard for various trifles, made the body of the figure, a piece of paper
hanging from the partly-open door serving as the handkerchief ; a vase on
the top formed the head and head-dress, and the slanting light falling upon
it, and the white curtain of the window completed the illusion. 1 destroyed
and re-made the figure several times, and was surprised to find how distinct
it appeared when the exact relative positions were maintained. Surely many
a “‘ghost ” has had an as easily explicable origin ! But no similar explana-
tion can be given to that which I now proceed to relate.

[A CoLLECTIVE IMPRESSION.]

My dear father died of bronchitis about half-past 12 Saturday night,
November 16th, 1862, in his 62nd year.

The doctors had pronounced him out of danger at about half-past nine
the same evening, and between 11 and 12, my dear mother, at my earnest
solicitation, retired to take some much needed rest.

A little after 12 o’clock he roused from a rather restless doze, and I gave
him some beef tea, which he eagerly drank. Shortly afterwards he said in a
feeble but perfectly distinct voice, ‘I am dying.” I said, *“Oh, no, my
darling, you are only very weak.” In a few minutes afterwards, evidently
thinking it was my mother who was supporting him, and that I had left the
room, he said as clearly as before ‘“My darling,” then quickly, ‘Call Kate,
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call Kate.” I immediately requested a kind neighbour who had come in to
assist, to call my mother, sister, and two brothers, and soon they were all
assembled round the bed, I on the right-hand side, my arms round the dear
one from whom life was fast ebbing, my mother and youngest brother at the
foot of the bed, and the rest on the other side of it. The fire (which faced
the foot of the bed) gave a steady and subdued light, and there was only one
lighted candle in the room. I am particular in thus recording these details,
in order to show that neither imagination nor the light in the room could
have had anything to do with what presently happened. In a few minutes
my dear father breathed his last, ‘and I gently laid his head down on the
pillow, supporting his chin as I did so, at my mother’s suggestion. Then
while we were looking on, scarcely realising what had occurred, suddenly 1
and my youngest brother simultaneously whispered ¢ Look,” and we both
beheld distinctly a vaporous luminosity quivering in a circle over my father’s
head. It was as if the breath itself had become radiant and hovered over
the prostrate form as a bird might over the cage which had so long been its
heme, ere it took its buoyant flight to freer air. None of the others saw it
though my dear mother would have given much to have done so.

A night or two after, I am almost sure it was the Monday night, I was
lying awake, with a weary longing in my sad aching heart, when all at once
1 saw above me a light, similar to the one just described, only larger and
brighter. T called softly to my mother, who was in another bed in the same
room, but she had fallen asleep, and I did not like to wake her ; indeed the
radiance did not last more than a brief minute, and then vanished as
suddenly as it appeared. I sat up in bed and tried to discover some rational
cause for it, but could not.

The fire had been too over-loaded with slack when ‘ banked up” to give
any light whatever ; indeed I am not sure that it was not quite out. Certainly
no last flicker could possibly have shot from such a dull mass. The night-
light was burning dimly and steadily, and not in a position to have thrown
any rays in that direction, and the house we then lived in was so surrounded
by its own grounds that no passing light from any road could have
reached the window, and even if that had been possible, the shape (a diffused
circle) and appearance altogether precluded the supposition that it could
have had such an origin. A feeling of peaceful trust stole over me, and I
soon afterwards fell into the first calm untroubled sleep I had had since my
dear father’s death.

I have abstained from mentioning these circumstances to any but a very
few, as the generality of people attribute to mere imagination or hallucina-
tion of some kind any such manifestations, which they themselves have not
experienced ; but in the cases I have described no such explanation affords,
to my mind, the slightest satisfactory clue to the mystery.

[Miss W.’s brother and sister corroborate as follows] :—

I can corroborate what my sister has above written, well remembering
the mention of the incidents at the time of their occurrence.
HAEP W
G, H. W.
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[A PuaNtasm oF THE Livine.]
[L. 826.—A° P]

I will now relate something which happened to a dear friend of mine.
This is, however, of quite a different nature. Mrs. G. was a Yorkshire lady
of good family, the widow of a clergyman, and the mother of two sons, who
were sailors in the merchant service.

One day, calling upon her during the absence of both her sons, I found
her looking very anxious and excited, and in reply to my inquiries as to the
cause of her agitation, she said, *‘Oh! my dear Kate, I have seen R.”
(naming her youngest son). *‘‘Have you!” I exclaimed much surprised.
**Surely he cannot be home yet, I thought he was somewhere in the Chinese
seas.” ‘I don’t know where he is,” she answered, *‘ but saw him yesterday
as plainly as I see you now !” She then explained that the previous after-
noon she was alone in the house, with the exception of one servant, everyone
else having gone out. She was dressing in her room, and wishing to speak to
the servant, whom she thought she heard in an adjoining room, she
went to the door to call her, when she saw a young man coming upstairs.
Thinking it was W. (a young gentleman then staying on a visit), who had
returned unknown to her, she drew back, and, after allowing sufficient
time for him to reach his own room, again went to the door, and saw herown
son R., in a flannel suit, slowly ascending the stairs, bending forward and
looking very grave. She saw him come up all the stairs to the landing,
and then he vanished. ‘‘Oh, my dear,” she concluded, ‘1 am sure something
dreadful has happened.” I tried to console her as best I could, and suggested
there must have been some one in the house she was not aware of, and that,
thinking of her son, she had unconsciously conjured up the phantom.
But no one else was in the house at the time, and nothing could dissuade her
from the conviction that the vision was a presentiment of evil tidings.

She related the circumstance to her brother and sister-in-law ; the
latter, being of an extremely practical turn of mind, only laughed at her,
but she put down the date, and said, *‘ Well, we will see what comes of it.”
Some time after,a letter from that son told her that at that very time he
had been in imminent danger of shipwreck ; his ship had been caught in
a terrific storm, and all on board had given themselves up for lost, and
he added, *“If I never prayed before in my life, I prayed then in agony that
I might see my dear mother once more !” And the dates exactly tallied !

I do not know whether this incident will be of any value to you, un-
corroborated as it must, I fear, remain, for all the principal actors in it have
been dead for some years, and since I saw you I have endeavoured in vain to
find those to whom I thought it possible Mrs. G. might have related it, and
who might have been able to proffer some additional sidelight verifications.
But changes of residence, death, &c., have hitherto rendered my attempts
fruitless.

[Miss W.s brother and sister corroborate as follows] :—

I can corroborate what my sister has above written, well remembering
the mention of the incidents at the time of their occurrence. G. H. W.

H.P. W.

The date of this incident, Miss W. thinks, was about 1861 or '62.]
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We give next two cases of what purport to be

CoLLECTIVE HALLUCINATIONS.
L. 827. Coll.

About the middle of September, 1881,between five and six in the evening,
whilst it was quite light, the Rev. J. Jones, vicar of Dunston, and myself
were fishing the North Tyne, at the junction of Blindburn with the Tyne,
from a bank of shingle, in length about 80 yards and about 10 wide, sloping
from a grass field to the margin of the river, with neither trees nor bush in
the immediate vicinity, and after fishing for a short time Mr. Jones came up
to me to ask for a match for the purpose of lighting his pipe. As we were
thus standing together lighting our pipes from the same match, I said to him,
‘Do you see that man fishing down there ?” He replied, ‘I have had my
eye upon him for the last 20 minutes, and as it may be Major-General
Allgood, I think I had better go down and apologise to him for the liberty
we are taking, as I have not yet been once to see him this year to ask his
permission to fish.”

Accordingly Mr. Jones left me for this purpose, and when he came to
within about 15 or 20 yards of the supposed fisher, the figure suddenly dis-
appeared and seemed to pass away into nothing, whilst we were both looking
on. Mr. Jones then turned round and looked towards me, but did not speak
until I had advanced to within a few paces of him, when he said,‘‘ Ridley, I
Lope nothing has happened at home.” We at once proceeded to take down
our rods.

Anyone visiting the spot would at once see that no human being would
be able to get away without being seen by us. Let me now describe the
figure, as it appeared to us. It was dressed with felt hat, dark pilot
jacket, light drab fishing stockings, laced boots. We never saw the face.
The rod was a full-sized salmon rod, painted black, large brass reel. He was
throwing from over the right shoulder. Mr. Jones remarked that he was
throwing a good line. I might add that we left a Mr. Bartlett at our lodgings
that evening before going out to fish, and it would appear that during our
absence he had fallen asleep, as he informed us on our return. When ques-
tioned what he had been doing, he (to the best of my recollection) replied,
lie had been sleeping. i
JouN JoNEs,

Vicar of Dunston, Durham.
J. H. Wizkie Riprey, M.R.C.S.Eng.,

6, Collingwoed-terrace, Gateshead.
October 12th, 1885.

[In an earlier but second-hand account of this incident sent by Mr.
Hartig, of Gateshead, we were informed that the dress and rod of the
figure seen resembled those of Mr. Bartlett, who had been fishing with the
percipients earlier in the day.]

In the following case it is easier than in the last to suppose that
the figure seen was a real man. On the other hand, if it is not an
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instance of collective hallucination —and in that case a very remarkable
instance—it is certainly a singular eoincidence of a double mistake in
identity with an unexpected disappearance.

L. 828. Coll. '

On the night of December 3rd, 1887 (Saturday) I was serving customers
in the bar, together with my daughter. About a quarter past nine (as near
as I can remember) I saw William Frazer standing at the private door of the
bar that leads into the house. He said, ‘* Well, how are you, old man?”
I replied, * Hallo ! is that you, Frazer—long looked for, come at last.” My
daughter, who was standing near me, behind the counter, turned round and
saw him also, for she called out, ‘“Good gracious! Wonders never cease.”
I had a tray of glasses in my hand at the time which 1 was just
about to carry upstairs, so I came to the door beside Frazer, took
him along to the smoke-room, and saw him enter. As he stood just within the
room, with his back almost turned to me, I said, ¢ Content yourself there.
T'll be down in a minute.” Wkile saying this I remember distinctly I stood
with my foot on the bottom step of the stair. I also remember that as I
passed the smoke-room door I saw a stranger seated in an armchair near the
fire. T took the glasses upstairs, and returned in about a minute and a-half ;
but on entering the smoke-room I found neither Frazer nor the stranger
there. I thought Frazer must be hiding somewhere, as he was always
full of fun and ‘“‘up to larks,” so I searched all over the house for
him, also over the yard and outhouses, as I thought he might have slipped
out there while I was upstairs. I concluded he must have gone home, and
would doubtless return the next day (Sunday) to settle up. I should explain
that the ¢ Engineers’ Friendly Society ” meets at my house. Frazer is a
member, and before going on his last voyage he had asked me to keep his
subscriptions paid up while he was away. This I had done, so that when I
saw him at the bar-door, I naturally concluded he had called to settle with
me about his society’s affairs. He did not call on the Sunday, and some
days later we saw the Collingwood ss. (Frazer's vessel) reported in the
newspapers as arriving at Antwerp. When Frazer appeared, he was dressed
much as usual, with the exception of his hat. He carried a black leather
bag. He looked tired and dejected, and he did not look me straight in the
face. .

On the night of December 19th (Monday) Frazer did actually call upon
us. We told him of our strange experience. He told us that on the night
of the 3rd the Collingwood ss. sailed from Gibraltar for Antwerp. He didn’t
say what he was doing at a quarter past nine—in fact, he laughed at the
whole affair. They had had some very rough weather on the voyage, hence
their detention. I settled up with him in connection with the Friendly
Society, then we walked out together. He was not so lively as usual ; he
didn’t feel much inclined to go to sea again at once—he thought he was
entitled to ‘‘a bit holiday.” He asked my advice about it ; I didn’t advise
him either one way or the other, but left it to himself to decide. I regret
now that I didn’t advise him to remain ashore, for the next day he sailed for
Savona in the Collingwood, from the Tyne (owners, C. Tully and Co.). His
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vessel has not been heard of since leaving Gibraltar; she is now fully a
month overdue. Frazer’s mother has not given up hopes of his safety yet
—but I have, so has the owner. The mother thinks the crew may have
been picked up by some outward bound vessel.

Frazer was a fine young fellow, 25 years of age, unmarried, second
engineer on board the Collingwood ss.

I have never had a similar experience to this before, My daughter and
I are certain we were not iistaken in our man. We know no one else at all

resembling Frazer.
: GEORGE MADDISON.
Sunderland, February 6th, 1888.

The following is Miss Maddison’s account :—-
April 21st, 1888.

Dear Sir,—According to promise, I forward you a statement with
reference to the vision which was seen by my father and me on December
Srd, 1887, the object being Williain Frazer, who was at that time second
engineer of the ss. Lord Collingwood. On Saturday, December 3rd, 1887, at
about 9.15 p.m., father and I were standing in the bar, and the said William
Frazer came and stood at the bar door in the passage, and I heard him ad-
dress my father, saying, ‘* Well, how are you, old man ?” Then father said,
‘¢ Hallo, is that you,Frazer—long expected, come at last,” and I myself said,
*“Good gracious! Wonders never cease,” but I did not hear him reply. I
served some drinks over the bar, and then walked into the smoke-room,
expecting to see Frazer, but was much surprised at only finding my
father there, to whom I said, ‘‘Where is Frazer ?” Father
said, ‘‘ I don’t know,” and I said, ¢ Oh, he will be hiding.” Father then
looked under the seats and down the yard, but Frazer was not to be found,
50 we came to the conclusion that he had been in a hurry and slipped out,
and we fully expected to see him the next day (Sunday, December 4th), but
we neither saw nor heard of him until a few days afterwards when the ss.
Lord Collingwood was announced as having left Gibraltar for Antwerp on the
3rd, this being the day that the vision appeared to us. About a fortnight
afterwards Frazer did arrive home, and as he sat on the corner of the
smoke-room table I told him what 1 had seen, but he just laughed.
I saw him a few times during his short stay at home, but he did not
seem so full of fun as uswal. After a few days’ stay in the Tyne he
sailed again for Savona, and I was sorry when I heard that his vessel was
overdue, and I regret to think that he is no more, for he was a fine young
man and highly respected by all who knew him.

I vouch for the above. 4
EymuMa Mapbisox,

[The testimony of the person in the smoke-room might have been
conclusive on the question of whether the figure seen was a real man or
not, but we learn from Mr, Nishet, Honorary Associate of the Society,
who had an interview with Mr. and Miss Maddison, that Mr. Maddison
does not know, who this person was.]
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M. 668. Hypxoric EXPERIMENT.

The following account is from an Associate of the Society, known
to Professor Sidgwick, whose name, were we allowed to give it, would
certainly command confidence. The incident happened a long time ago.

June 17th, 1888.

Some years ago, while my mother and sister were still living, a relative,
while our guest, became seriously ill; a friend who had great faith in
mesmerism was anxious to try its effect upon her, and before commencing
her operations, she requested me to place my hand upon her shoulder, which
would, she said, increase her mesmeric power.

The invalid was lying in bed, with her back turned to the operator, behind
whom I stood, with my hand upon her shoulder, while the drawn curtain
concealed the patient from my gaze. After a while 1 happened, quite acci-
dentally, to place my disengaged hand upon a gold watch, lying upon a chest: of
drawers,while the other hand still remained upon the shoulder of the operator.
Immediately the word ‘¢ Cold, cold,” escaped from the lips of the patient,
and the operator turned her head in surprise in order to discover the cause.
I immediately removed my hand from the watch, and the mesmeric operations
were resumed. Feeling curious to know whether the exclamation of the
patient had been accidental, or whether it had any connection with the
contact of my hand with the gold watch, I waited for a while and then again
laid my hand upon the watch, with the same result ; again the patient uttered
the exclamation, ¢ Cold, cold.”

Not feeling sure whether the word in the written account was cold
or gold, we wrote to inquire. In reply, our informant wrote :—

1 was certainly under the impression at the time that the exclamation
which escaped from the lips of the patient was ¢ Cold, cold.” Thereis, how-
ever, so little difference in sound between cold and gold, that should it appear
that patients under similar circumstances can detect metals, I could not be
certain that the utterance of the patientin question had not been ¢ Gold,”
though, at the time, I believed it to have been ¢¢ Cold.”

During the operation she was so situated as to be sheltered from the
possibility of draughts, and the instantaneous utterance of the exclamation
upon my touching the watch led me, without the slightest hesitation, to
regard the two phenomena as cause and effect. The surprise of the
mesmeriser, who, on hearing the exclamation, turned quickly round, as if to
discover the cause, was another indication that the phenomenon was unusual.
Though feeling myself convinced as to the connection between my touching
the watch and the exclamation of the patient, I wished to place it beyond
doubt ; accordingly, some little time after the mesmeriser had resumed her
operations, I purposely placed my hand a second time upon the wateh, which
was followed by the same instantaneous exclamation on the part of the patient.
It appears to me most improbable, if not impossible, that the coincidence
should have been an accidental one.

The patient is no longer living. We asked our informant to obtain,
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if possible, an account of the experience from the mesmeriser. She
wrote on March 23rd, 1889 :—

In compliance with the request contained in your former letter, on learning
the address of my friend I wrote to inquire whether she had any remem-
brance of our joint mesmeric experience in connection with our departed
friend—the Mrs. B. alluded to in the enclesed paper. In reply, she tells
me, what I had never before known, that she had acted as Mrs. B.’s
mesmeriser for several weeks before the latter came to be our guest in
London. She does not remember having mesmerised Mrs. B. in
square, where we then resided. Her visit to London, at that time, must
have been accidental ; and she adds : ‘I account for my memory of these
subsequent events being less vivid owing to the state of physical exhaustion
in which I was, consequent upon the long-continued mesmerising, followed
by the fatigue of nursing.”

My own experience with regard to the watch appears to me to be the
more remarkable as having come quite spontaneously, without my having
heard of any connection between gold and mesmeric phenomena.

My friend is not quite exact in stating that I had asked her to state
what she could remember of her mesmeric experience in connection with
gold in the case of Mrs. B., of which I had never heard, till the perusal of
the enclosed paper. What 1 asked her was, whether she had any remem-
brance of our joint experience in ———— square, the particulars of which I
gave her.

The mesmeriset’s account of previous experiments follows. It
will be seen that it is not clear that the possibility of suggestion was
completely excluded.

You have asked me to state what I can remember of my mesmeric
experience in connection with gold in the case of our dear cousin, Mrs. B.

Perhaps you may remember that she came to Nottingham to visit Miss
N., who had been told of Mrs. B.’s desire to try the curative power
of mesmerism on her complaint. In order to test how far she was receptive
of the mesmeric influence, her doctor—himself a practised mesmerist—the
day after her arrival, succeeded without difficulty in putting her into the
mesmeric sleep. He then formed a chain (i.e., taking each other’s hands) of,
1 think, three persons, on each side of the patient, of whom I was one, and
placing the hand of the one next to her, at each side, into hers. He then
put a sovereign into the hand of the last person of the chain on one side,
and Mrs. B.’s brow immediately contracted as if she was much troubled, her
hand also showing uneasiness and trying to free itself from the hand of the
person with whom she was in contact. The sovereign was then changed to
the hand of the person at the end of the chain on the other side ; and
precisely the same result took place. No one spoke, and the footfall of the
doctor could not be heard as he changed the place of the gold.

The latter was then placed on the carpet under each foot in succession ;
just where the shoe rises leaving a little space between the toe and the floor.
At once, each foot in succession, and up to the knees twitched, and the fore-
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head again expressed trouble as before. 'When the points of the teeth of a
dressing comb also were held at a little distance from her closely shut eyelids,
she turned her head from side to side to try to get rid of the effect it
produced, the annoyance ceasing as soon as the comb was withdrawn.

As I was to be our dear cousin’s mesmerist during some weeks, my own
power to undertake the charge of her case in this respect had also to be
tested. In order to ascertain this, I mesmerised my friend Mrs. T——'s
faithful maid, and with entire success ; and when she was in the mesmeric
sleep, and her cyes closely shut, I took my watch and held it about a quarter
of a yard above her hand which was lying flat on the bed. To my surprise
her hand gradually began to rise from the wrist, as if attracted by the
gold, and remained with the fingers pointing upwards to the watch, the
arm still lying flat on the bed. On the watch being withdrawn, the hand
again slowly fell. I asked her afterwards why she had raised her hand.
She replied—not knowing what I had done—that she did not know she had
done it, but she felt as if I had laid something very cold on her hand, and
asked what it was,

CORRESPONDENCE.

THE PROBABLY CONTINUOUS ACTIVITY OF WHAT IS KNOWN
AS OUR SECONDARY CONSCIOUSNESS.

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PsycHICAL RESEARCH.

S1r,—In connection with the phenomena observed during the somnambulic
or hypnotic ‘state,” as it is termed, whether spontaneously arising, or self-
induced, or brought about by any alien influence, I would suggest that it
may not really be a *‘supervening "’ or special ‘‘state,” or ‘‘condition” at
all, but a *‘ constant” one, always existing though ordinarily unmanifesting,
and that its seemingly peculiar supersensuous powers of perception, and
capacities of acquiring knowledge otherwise than through ordinary sensory
channels, are constantly in action, though veiled from observation by the
influence of the ordinary (normal or primary) consciousness.

When the results of such action become appreeciable to observation it is
owing to the withdrawal or suspension of such ‘* occlusion ” by a temporary
inhibition of the activity of the ordinary sensory funections, rather than
from the manifestation of any new or unusual capacities or functions set up,
or any abnormal state induced. In fact, in a manner resembling that by
which a louder sound renders inaudible a weaker one, or the action of a
stronger light renders one of lesser brilliancy invisible during its prevalence,
although the weaker sound and more feeble light are still existent and
manifesting though unperceived.

Many facts in the papers recently read before the Society for Psychical
Research, one ¢ On the Connection of Hypnotism with Spiritualism ” (given
in the Proceedings, Part XII1.), and a later one by Mr. Barkworth on an
analogy between some of the phenomena of hypnotism and those of
ordinary life (or a similartitle), will, upon careful examination, be, I think,



May, 1830.] Jowrnal of Society for Psychical Research. 7

found to support this theory. ~Also the fact of the existence of a continuous
and independent memory in the hypnotic consciousness, and the working of
obscure and complicated problems, and the solution of difficult questions
known to have taken place during sleep, would seem to prove a perpetual
mental activity under higher conditions, in what, for want of a better
term, is named the Secondary Consciousness. A constant activity of
the faculties of reasoning and *‘ willing to reason, in a certain direction,”
would seem to exist both while the primary (sensory) consciousness is active
and while it is dormant, the effects of such action being more manifest when
sensory susceptibility to external stimuli is in abeyance.

Hence, instead of a new and peculiar “ state” being developed or
induced, we have merely a usual and constant normal condition of mentality
unveiled and disclosed to our observation, by a suspension or temporary
inhibition of ordinary functional manifestation.

H. VENMAN,

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

S1r,—It seems tome that the interesting problem which Mr. Venman’s
letter suggests will be easier of discussion if we try first to get some clearer
notion of what is meant by the continuous activity of any known conscious-
ness whatever. If we take the word in its strict sense, then I think that we
cannot apply it to any form or phase of consciousness which manifests itself
through, or is conditioned by, any activity of the human brain. But if by
continuous we mean ‘‘ready at all times to respond if the appropriate
stimulus be supplied,” then I agree with Mr. Venman that the *‘ secondary
self ”” may be as continuous as the primary.

In what does the continuity of my waking or primary self consist ? Not in
an unbroken chain of memories, but in the fact that when the appropriate
stimulus—of light or of nervous nutrition—is supplied, my waking self
resumes possession of the temporarily broken chain.

And the case with, say, my hypnotic or somnambulic personality is
precisely similar.  The hypnotic personality is summoned by the appro-
priate stimulus ; it is exhausted after a time, for the somnambulic state
cannot (as it would seem) be indefinitely prolonged ; and then when the
appropriate stimulus is re-applied it takes up the chain of hypnotic memory
once more.

No doubt we have evidence of a certain activity of the hypnotic self in the
interim. It counts off the days, for instance, if it has been told to accomplish
some suggestion at a distant date ; and it shares—to some extent at least—in
the experience and acquisitions of the working self during the interval
between the hypnotisations. But this intermediate activity is not continuous
in the sense in which the somnambulic access while it lasts is continuous.
It affords opportunity for the repose of that special combination of cerebral
processes—whatever it be—which differentiates the somnambulic from the
waking state. Going a stage deeper still, we find the Dxmon of Socrates
always ready to intervene when wanted, yet not interveningin a way so
continuous as to exhaust any combination of cerebral processes on which its
manifestations may have depended. .

In other words, it seems likely that any chain of memory, or phase of
personality, which manifests itself through the brain, must admit intervals
of at least partial repose, during which that special mode of cerebral
functioning may renew its power. Each of us, we may say, contains
within himself the potentiality of an unknown number of personalities, some
at least of which may be educated to become as readily recurrent as is his
primary personality, although no one of them can—any more than his primary
personality—be made to manifest itself in a really continnous manner.
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But if we go—as I conceive that Mr. Venman means to go—beyend and
behind these terrene personalities to the hypothethical individuality—un-
affected by earthly birth or death—which we may regard as the basis of all
the forms of self-manifestation which earth exhibits,—then, of course,
the question of continuity changes its aspect. If that individuality
exist independently of the brain, we know of no reason why it should need
repose. We may more plausibly appeal to other analogies, and consider our
‘“soul ” as a definite and continuous energy,which is always accomplishing an
equivalent amount of work, but in varying ways ; and which, consequently,
may then flow most freely into higher and unseen activities when the adits
of earthly sensation are closed, and the agitations of terrene personalities
calmed into dreamless sleep.

F. W. H. MyEgs.

P.S.—The above remarks may perhaps serve as a partial answer to Mr.
Barkworth’s letter printed below, but received too late for notice in this
number of the Journal. * Changes in Personality >’ form, I believe, one of
the subjects on the programme of the Congrés de Psychologie Physiologique to
be held in Paris, August 5th-10th : and, with Mr. Barkworth’s permission, 1
should prefer to postpone further discussion till after that date, in the hope
that we may then have the subject before us in a completer form.

DUPLEX VERSUS MULTIPLEX PERSONALITY.

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH,

Sir,—I should not again venture to ask for space to discuss this subject,
but for two considerations,—first, its importance, which is second to none in
the whole range of Psychical Research, and secondly, the desirableness of
arriving at some definite point of issue, or of agreement, while the subject is
fresh in the minds of your readers.

Let me begin by defining what I understand by ‘¢ personality.” Itis not
a mood or state, nor does it change with any number of moods or states,
however different from one another. A man’s whole appearance, character,
conduct and capacity may be radically altered without any pretence for
claiming that his personality is changed. Such an alteration is only too
frequent when, for instance, a man becomes a confirmed drunkard, or even
a confirmed gambler, or opium-eater. Nor can a mere dislocation or hiatus
in the chain of memorysuch as sometimes occurs after a fall on the head or an
attack of brain fever, justify us in asserting that we are dealing with a
different psychical entity frem the one we knew before. Still less can such
an assertion be made of the vagaries of a hypnotised subject under sugges-
tion, and during trance, where it is evident that he is but an instrument
played upon by the will of another. In formulating such a stupendous
dogma as is involved in the negation of uniform personality, we must rest
upon no uncertain ground which a new way of regarding the facts may cut
from under us. Where, then, is this certain ground to be found? I reply,
only in cases where the sub-conscious personality can be observed in
operation without any break in the normal procedure of the active con-
sciousness, Such cases incontrovertibly have been observed, in automatic
writing, in the execution of post-hypnotic suggestions, in the exhibition of
sub-conscious thought-transferences such as those between Mr. and Mrs.
Newnham, in the quasi-automatic actions of which I gave instances at the
January meeting, &e. In these instances the passive consciousness can be
absolutely seen in operation without either the knowledge cr control of its
active partner, and while the latter is, with unabated power, engaged on
other affairs.

Mr. Myers’ letter has left the question just where it was before, Na
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evidence whatever has been produced in support of multiplex personality,
though he says that such evidence is growing daily beyond his power to
record. I do not for a moment presume to contradict himm upon evidence
which I have not seen, but I will press the question, if the evidence is too
bountiful for record as a whole. is that any reason why he should not let us
hear at least some of it ? Our Proceedings are rich in the records of experi-
ments both at home and abroad. Is there any reason why those which make
for multiplex personality should not be put before us?

1.do not, however, overlook the fact that Mr. Myers’ letter indicates more
or less where the evidence he relies on may be found, and these indications
are as follows :—

1. The ¢ three states” of the Salpétridre school.

2. The Brighton experiments of Mr. Gurney.

3. The Revue Philosophique.

I am unable to understand how Mr. Myers can regard the three states as
evidence of multiplex personality. They are clearly set forth in Binet and
Féré’s work on Animal Magnetism, where they are classed as Somnambulic,
Lethargie, and Cataleptic. The differences between them seem to be mainly
of a physical character, and though the mental condition of the patient may
to some extent vary also, it does so only functionally, and not essentially,
just as the mental state of a man may differ when insane from what it was
before. Moreover, the classification of the three states is, 1 believe, rejected
by Liébeault and the Naney school.

The Brighton experiments are, I confess, much harder to deal with. If
an alternating memory were to be accepted as proof of an alternating
personality, they would indeed be conclusive. But in my former letter 1
gave reasons why I think they should not be so accepted. Beyond this, I
need only quote Mr. Myers himself on these same experiments (Pro-
ceedings, Part X1I1., p. 386), where he speaks of ‘‘mere stages—which
cannot be called personalities—through which Mr., Gurney’s hypnotic
subjects could be led backwards and forwards at pleasure.” The italics
are Mr. Myers’. If, therefore, he now relies on these experiments to prove
multiplex personality, it is certain that he must have changed his
opinion. ?

Mr. Myers’ third reference is to the Revue Philosophique, and here I am
at the disadvantage of not being able to follow him. T have inquired at the
office, but was not surprised to hear that all the numbers he refers to were
engaged. In this, however, I am no worse off than other members. Is it
then desirable “that we should be dependent upon the chance numbers of a
foreign periodical for information on a subject which, as much as any that
can be named, lies at the root of our investigations ? Until the nature of the
human Ego is as far as possible explored and decided, nothing is done ; that is
to say, nothing can be reliably concluded. Until then, we are made the sport
of words, such as psychical and physical, living and non-living, mental and
subjective, of which we know only the phenomena they stand for, and nothing
of the ultimate truths they represent.

Let me, then, make this appeal to Mr. Myers, Let him embody the more
salient portions of the evidence for multiplex personality, on which he relies,
in a paper to be read or published. We shall then be able to form some idea
of it, which at present we cannot.

I cannot follow Mr. Myers in his distinction between personality and
individuality, nor in his use of metaphor—always, I fancy, rather a hazardous
mode of dealing with questions of which the facts are not yet ascertained,
because we are apt to mistake the completion of the metaphor for the
demonstration of the fact. Nor am I, at present, so mueh concerned with
the inferences derivable from his theory, as with the theory itself. On the
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former I will only say, however, that from his point of view the objection he
puts into the mouth of the materialistic objector appears to me to be at
present unanswerable,

THOMAS BARKWORTH.
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

/ MEMBERS.
Tarsor, THE LADY EpMUND, 26, Curzon-street, Mayfair, London, W.
VTaLBoT, MRs., 19, Porchester-gardens, Bayswater, London, W.

HONORARY ASSOCIATE.
KLEIBER,* JosEPH, St. Petersburg.

ASSOCIATES.
Crowkg, W. LEapuAM, 24, Cornwall-road, Westbourne Park, W.
Darwiy, Mgs. Fraxcis, Wychfield, Huntingdon-road, Cambridge.
“ MEepici, LA MArcHESA, Villa Emilia, Ricorboli, Florence.
Murray,* CoroNeL Huer H., R.A., 28, Gower-street, London, W.C.
O’NEiLL, GreGory Laws, M.B., 140, Elizabeth-street, Sydney, New
South Wales.
WirLians, Laby, Llanfoist, Clifton Down, Bristol.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

A Meeting of the Council was held on May the 10th, the President
in the chair, at which the following members were also present :—
Professors W. F. Barrett and Oliver J. Lodge, Dr. A. T. Myers, and
Messrs. T. Barkworth, Walter Leaf, F. W. H. Myers, and F. Podmore.

Two new Members and five new Associates, whose names and
addresses are given above, were elected.

In consequence of the forthcoming part of the Proceedings being

* Elected at a meeting on May 31st, to be reported in the next number.
G
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larger than was anticipated (over 200 pages), it was agreed that the
published price should be 3s. instead of 2s. 6d.

The means by which the Meetings of the Society could be made of
greater interest to Members generally, and by which they might afford
more opportunity for conversation, and for Members becoming ac-
quainted with each other, engaged the attention of the Council. Some
suggestions were made which will be found embodied in a separate
paragraph.

Some other matters of routine business were attended to.

A Meeting of the Committee on Physical Phenomena was held on
the same day, at which the President, Professors Barrett and Lodge,
and Messrs. Crookes and F. W. H. Myers were present. It was
agreed that a review of Madame Home’s book, D. D. Home, his Life
and Mission, should appear in the Journal for July.

THE HOUR OF GENERAL MEETINGS—EVENING
OR AFTERNOON.

It may be remembered that the hour of General Meetings was fixed
at 8.30 p.m. some years since, in accordance with what seemed the
general wish of Members. To this arrangement, however, there is the
drawback that little time is left at the close of a meeting for conversa-
tion or discussion, especially in the case of Members living at some
distance from the centre of London. It has, therefore, been proposed
that one, or both, of the winter meetings (generally held in November
and January) should be fixed for the afternoon, and that before or after
these meetings tea should be procurable by those who cared to remain.

The funds of the Society, which are already fully engaged by
printing and other necessary expenses, should not, it is thought, be
intrenched upon for refreshments. If the proposed arrangement is
decided on, therefore, a small charge will be made for the tea. The
Editor invites expressions of opinion on the subject.

GENERAL MEETING.

A General Meeting was held at the Westminster Town Hall on
Friday, May 10th, at 8.30 p.m., the President, Professor Sidgwick, in
the chair.

Tae PrESIDENT gave an address on the Canons of Evidence in
Psychical Research, which it is intended to publish in a future number
of the Proceedings. i

Mg. Myers, as Honorary Secretary, then read a paper by a lady
who wished to remain anonymous, describing some recent experiments
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in seeing visions in crystals or other reflecting surfaces. As this paper
will appear in full in Proceedings, Part XIV., almost simultaneously
with this we need not abstract it here.

MR. J. K. STEPHEN, in commenting on the paper, inquired, among
other things, whether the writer would not have got equally good
results if she had concentrated her mind by an effort of will without
the use of a reflecting surface, and alluded to the danger of stimulating
a superstitious attitude towards psychical phenomena. He also dwelt
on the possible connection between the power of visualising, which he
was inclined to think rare, and the seeing of hallucinations.

Proressor BARRETT said he wholly disagreed with the last speaker.
The paper that had been read was, in his opinion, an extremely able
and important one, and the Society was to be congratulated on having
had this subject brought before them, for the first time, in a paper
marked with such admirable judgment, such wide research, and such
scientific caution. He regretted that the author had preferred to be
anonymous. He ventured to think, from the facts described in the
paper, that crystal-gazing was one form of incipient self-induced
hypnotism. ~ Further inquiry and experiment in the spirit of this
paper might indicate that the singular psychical phenomena pre-
sented by ecrystal-gazing and the hypnotic trance had a common
origin. Among the Hindoos crystal-gazing is not uncommon, only,
instead of looking at a crystal, the subject gazes at a spot of a shiny-
black substance,—a carefully selected gum. Some interesting letters
on this subject, from an officer in Indla to Professor Piazzi Smyth,
had been forwarded to the speaker some years ago by Professor
Alexander Herschel, accompanied by a specimen of the “mystic gum,”
and possibly some extracts from these letters might be worth publica-
tion in the light of the paper that had been read. There was one
point upon which ‘erystal-gazers” need to be on their guard, and
that was the optical effect known as “afterimages.” If a patch of
bright cloud or sky be gazed at attentively, and the eye then closed or
turned elsewhere, an extremely vivid series of colours are seen. These
“after-images ” are of such brilliance, and their production so easy
and harmless, that the experiment is well worth making. The red
glow described in one of the experiments in crystal-vision might
possibly have been an after-image of this kind. He made this slight
criticism with all deference, as the writer of this paper probably was
aware of illusions of this kind.

MR. J. G. BurcuER expressed agreement with Mr. Stephen.

Me. F. A. Frover said that in viewing all these questions the
subjects must be regarded as morbid, and that the influence of the
experiments is likely to be bad on the mental or bodily health, though

G 2
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perhaps this influence might not be great or important. At all events
he thought great care was needed.

Mg. Erroxn called further attention to the possible connection of
crystal visions with hypnotism. He said that crystals are good objects
for hypnotic “fixation,” and inquired whether the author of the paper
on Crystal-gazing had any hypnotic symptoms. If so, the visions would
be hallucinations of a self-hypnotised person—differing, therefore, from
those got in other hypnotism, because the person’s own memory or fancy,
and no operator, would supply the suggestion.

If not hypnotic, the question arose, under what class of phenomena
do the crystal visions come? They are not mere visions in the mind’s
eye, because, unlike these, they are externalised, and cluster round an
outward point de repére—the crystal—in such a way as to impose on the
seer’s belief, or, at any rate, upon the construction the seer’s senses put
upon them ; for they are seen “in the crystal.”

Nor, again, are they like the hallucinations of the artist who could
project the figure of his sitters into the chair before him ; for these,
unlike the crystal visions, could be summoned at will

Thus, the crystal visions, to sum up, seem of a kind scarcely
classified. They are “of such stuff as dreams are made of”"—the
memories more or less sunken, the image-play more or less fantastic, of
the seer. Yet they have the further mark of being externalised, and
of clustering round a special object only, to which they come unbidden
and uncontrolled.

Touching the President’s address, Mr. Elton remarked that experi-
ments like those of Mr. Davey suggest this further canon of research :
Even if certain phenomena can, in certain cases, not be ascribed to
known causes, yet, if we can smifate them with known causes, we have
done enough to dispose—till our imitation ceases to hold out—of
alleged supernormal causes.

Mgz. MaTHEWS remarked that the effect of the magnifying glass on
the crystal vision might be due to suggestion, and could not be taken as
evidence of objectivity, as urged by a previous speaker. He also said,
referring to Mr. Floyer’s remarks, that there seemed to be no reason
for regarding such faculties as crystal vision as morbid, unless all
departure from the normal type is to be regarded as morbid, so that
we are all more or less insane.

Mr. Fry inquired whether the visions in the crystal were doubled by
pressure on the eyeball.

Mgz. MyERs explained, in reply to this, that the writer of the paper
had tried this and other optical experiments, but that the immediate
vanishing of the vision with any movement of the eye made it very
difficult to carry them out. The experiment with the magnifying
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glass only sometimes succeeded, and the magnifier had to be intro-
duced with extreme caution to avoid a disturbing effect. The writer of
the paper was not conscious of any hypnotic symptoms.

MR. HANSEN'S HYPNOTIC DEMONSTRATIONS.

The wish has been often expressed by various members of the Society
to have the opportunity of close observation of the more usual pheno-
mena of hypnotism under trustworthy conditions and without the
inconveniences of a public meeting. That what are the limits of the
safe and prudent in the methods of hypnotism, as well as its possibilities
and advantages, should be thoroughly realised is eminently desirable;
and to forward this knowledge, and supply some experimental evidence,
a few members subscribed to engage a demonstrator, and an informal
meeting of members of the Society was held at the Westminster
Town Hall on Thursday evening, May 9th, to enable them and
friends whom they invited to witness a series of experiments by Mr.
Carl Hansen, of Copenhagen, the well-known hypnotiser. The chair
was taken by Mr. Podmore, who, in introducing Mr. Hansen, pointed
out that it was his remarkable success at Breslau which had called the
attention of Professor Heidenhain to the subject of hypnotism, in 1880,
and led to the publication of the interesting book by the Professor on
the subject. Seventeen persons presented themselves for experiment,
all of whom were unknown to Mr. Hansen and had not been hypnotised
before ; 10 were found to be readily sensitive. The effects shown were
chiefly of the more familiar class; inhibition of speech and sight,
obedience to suggestion, &c. Much interest was shown in the produc-
tion of unilateral catalepsy on the right side after passes made over the
left side of the subject’s head, the right leg and arm being stiffened,
while the left side remained in a state of complete lethargy. An
attempt was made to control the pupil reflex by suggestion, the subject
being told that the room was becoming dark while a lighted candle was
brought up to within two inches of the eye. The only result, however,
appeared to be an oscillation of the pupil, which alternately contracted
and expanded slightly. An attempt to procure transference of taste
from the operator was not successful. One of the subjects, however,
showed great accuracy in judging time in the post-hypnotic state,
carrying out commands imposed upon him at exactly the specified
interval, with an error of, perhaps, less than five seconds. Very good
negative hallucinations were also produced—inability to see certain
specified persons, &c. About 100 members and their-friends were
present.

A second meeting was held in the same place on Friday, May 17th.
The attendance of members and their friends was much larger than on
the previous occasion. Between 15 and 20 persons, amongst them five
ladies, presented themselves for experiment ; of these, 11, of whom three
were young ladies, and five boys under 16, were found to be sensitive
on first trial.
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Various experiments were made to demonstrate rigidity, catalepsy,
anaxsthesia, and unilateral catalepsy with lethargy and anwsthesia of
the other side. The muscular force exerted by the hypnotised subjects
in sustaining a weight at arm’s length was compared with that exerted
under similar conditions by a person in the normal state, greatly to
the advantage of the former.

The attempts to produce post-hypnotic suggestion after the lapse of
a stated time succeeded in several cases, and the inability of the subject,
on being awoke, to remember the terms of the command was tested by
the offer of money if he could repeat what had been told him. He
could not win the money. A post-hypnotic suggestion of sneezing failed
in one case—an adult—completely ; and in another case produced—
after the prescribed interval—a series of movements which more nearly
resembled coughing than sneezing. Some amusing hallucinations were
imposed upon some of the subjects.

Finally an attempt was made to demonstrate thought-transference.
A screen was placed upon the stage so as to completely separate Mr.
Hansen from the subject, a boy about 14. In the first experiment Mr.
Hansen took some salt into his mouth. Asked what he could taste,
the boy replied that he could taste ¢ something bitter—something like
salt.” Mr. Hansen then rinsed his mouth out with water, and took
some gallic acid. The boy said he could taste water, but nothing else.
After rinsing his mouth again, Mr. Hansen took some saccharine.
The subject said it tasted ¢something like medicine—something between
sour and sweet.” As a final experiment, Mr. Hansen took some of
the drug rhubarb (Rheum) and the subject said he tasted “ something
hot—like radishes.” Experiments in the transference of pain produced
no sensation whatever in the subject.

Since it is probable that the interest aroused by Mr. Hansen’s
demonstrations may turn the attention of members of our Society more
strongly in the direction of hypnotism, it seems desirable to conclude
with a word of warning against incautious experimenting in this
department. No line of investigation seems to us at present more
hopeful than this for our purposes, if pursued in a serious and scientific
manner ; but it is for many reasons undesirable that the sensibility to
hypnotisation should be practised upon for mere amusement, or by
persons not possessed of the requisite knowledge.

AUTOMATIC WRITING :—THE CARDOSO CASE.

Readers of this Journal may remember a remarkable case of auto-
matic writing, abstracted from Psychische Studien of February, 1884, in
the Journal for September, 1886, and further explained by a letter from
M. Aksakof in the Journal for January, 1887. The case was briefly
as follows. M. Aksakof had a long series of sittings with two near
relations of his own, Professor Boutlerof also being sometimes present.
A planchette, held by the two relations, pointed to letters in the Roman
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and Russian alphabets. By this means the name of “Sardovy, Cardovy,
B. Cardosio,” was given, with the motto “Emek habaccha” (the
Hebrew for vale of tears—though habacca is the proper spelling). M.
Aksakof was the only one of the party who knew any Hebrew, and he
gave reasons for believing that he had never known this particular
phrase. Although, therefore, he did not insist that the message
actually came from Fernando Cardoso (the correct name of the Jewish
Portuguese doctor intended), he nevertheless considered it clear that
some intelligence outside that of the sitters had been concerned in the
communication.

Some new facts have now come to light, which M. Aksakof has
detailed in Psychische Studien for March, 1889, and which strikingly
illustrate the difficulty of tracing the origin of messages given in this
manner. In the first place, there is now no doubt of the source from
which the quotation is derived. M. Aksakof tried in vain to find it in
such works of Cardoso’s as the British Museum contains. But in March,
1885, Herr Wittig, sub-editor of Psychische Studien, accidentally read an
article in the Salon, Heft V1., 1885, in which ¢ Emek habaccha” was
quoted as the motto of B. Cardomo (sic) and a reference given to
Wichmann’s Die Poesie der Stnnspriiche und Devisen (Diisseldorf, 1882).
M. Aksakof examined this book, and found on pages 312, 313, the
motto “ Emek habbacha ” ascribed to B. Cardosio (sic). The coincidence
of the misspelling is in itself enough to indicate the origin of the
planchette message. But there is further proof; for Wichmann’s
book contains two other mottoes which appeared in the planchette
messages. One is as follows, Tpeyoper, Ich wache (the Greek mis-
spelt and mistranslated). This reappears in the planchette message
as Gregorei, mistranslated in another way as Custodite. Again in
‘Wichmann’s book oceurs the motto, “ 1l piu bel fior ne coglie,” loosely
paraphrased “So bleibt das Feinste.” This motto reappears in the
messages, and is there paraphrased ¢ Das Feinste iiberlebt.” Planchette,
however, was aware that gregorei was the second person singular of the
imperative and that the Latin word offered as a transalation was a
plural ;—but this M. Aksakof knew. Neither of the mediums knew
any Hebrew or Italian, but the young man knew a little Greek.
The source of the quotation thus definitely ascertained, the next point
was to find out whether any of the persons present could have seen
Wichmann’s book. Professor Boutlerof is now dead; but it is plain
that the quotation cannot have come from his mind, as, though present
when the Hebrew words were given, he was not present when the Greek
and Italian words were given. No one of the other three could remem-
ber to have seen the book. The book, moreover, is a conspicuous ene ;
making up for the deficiencies in its scholarship by brilliancy of colour
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and gilding and largeness of type. Nevertheless it is conceivable that
it may have lain on some shop-counter, and that M. Aksakof or his
step-son may have turned over a few leaves ;—the lady who aided in
holding the planchette does not know the Greek alphabet and could
hardly have reproduced the Ipeyope: of the book. Against this possi-
bility M. Aksakof argues that to learn by heart the Hebrew and
Italian mottoes would take an appreciable effort of mind,—an act at
least of conscious attention.

To this argument the experiments in crystal-gazing recounted in
Proceedings, Part XIV., supply a completer answer than, perhaps, could
ever before have been given. ¢ Miss X.,” it will be remembered, saw
in the crystal a printed announcement of the death of a person well
known to her, forming a piece of news which she could be quite sure
that she had not consciously seen or heard. On searching, however,
she found that the announcement in the same, or nearly the same,
words had appeared in the outside sheet of the 7%mes of the day before,
which she had held in her hands for a short time, without consciously
reading it. Thus the mere unconscious imprint of some three lines of
print on her retina had enabled those words to reappear in the ¢ mes-
sage ” externalised as a crystal vision, from some subconscious region of
her mind. Now crystal-vision and planchette-writing are eminently
analogous phenomena ; it is possible, therefore, to suppose that a
momentary glance at even foreign and uncomprehended words might
enable them to reappear in planchette’s message.

This seems to me the most probable view, although I am aware that
in certain cases (as in some of “M. A. (Oxon.’s)” and in the Schiller case,
often before referred to) there is much difficultyin explaining the message
as a mere reproduction of words casually seen in a normal way. Itmay
be added that the characteristic levity and shiftiness of these automatic
messages was shown throughout. For instance, the soi-disant *“spirit”
(who was the same on each occasion when a motto was given) asserted
that he had read “Gregorei” on a coat of arms, and had got the Italian
quotation out of Tasso. F. W. H. M.

CASES SUPPLIED TO THE LITERARY COMMITTEE.

L. 829.

‘We have received the following from Professor Elliott Coues, of
‘Washington :—
PusrLicaTioN CoMMITTEE, LONDON SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

GENTLEMEN,—Among many cases which are within my knowledge, of the
possession and exercise of certain psychic faculties on the part of persons
commonly called clairvoyant, I select one which I think will interest your
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Society, not on account of its mystery or novelty, but of its extreme simplicity
and thorough authentication. The incident itself is of the most trivial
character, followed by no consequences whatever to the person to whom the
little accident occurred, and I can see no reason why it should have stimulated
a clairvoyant’s faculties into activity, more than any one of a thousand little
occurrences of any day ; unless it may be (as is indeed probable) that some
specially strong magnetic rapport existed between the unconscious *‘agent ”’
on the one hand and the surprised ¢‘ percipient” on the other. Both parties
to this unexpected and unintended experiment in psychic science are well
known to me. Mrs. E. A. Conner, who kindly, at my request, allows the
use of her name, is widely known in this country as a writer and speaker of
no ordinary ability. The other lady desires to remain unknown by name,
but I can attest her rare psychical faculties and absolute integrity, after an
intimate acquaintance of several years’ duration.

The case is simply this: In Washington, D.C., January 14th, 1889, between
2 and 3 p.m., Mrs. Conner is going up the steps of her residence, No. 217,
Delaware-avenue, carrying some papers. She stumbles, falls, is not hurt,
picks herself up, and enters the house.

At or about the same time—certainly within the hour, probably within 30
minutes, perhaps at the very moment—another lady, whom I will call Mrs.
B., is sitting sewing in her room, about 1% miles distant. The two ladies
are friends, though not of very long standing. They had walked together
the day before (Sunday, January 13th), but had not met this day (the 14th).
Mrs. B. ““sees” the little accident in every detail. The vision or image is
minutely accurate (as it afterwards proves). Nevertheless, it is so wholly
unexpected and unaccountable, that she doubts it were not a passing figment
of her imagination. But the mental impression is so strong that she keeps
thinking it over, and sits down and writesa letter to Mrs. Conner, which 1
enclose. The letter is written, of course, without any communication what-
cver between the two ladies. Mrs. Conner receives it next morning, Tuesday,
the 15th. T happened to call on Mrs. Conner that day, on another errand,
when she hands me the letter, and verifies it in every essential particular to
me verbally, from her side of the case. The little accident had happened
exactly as Mrs. B. described it from the clairvoyant image she perceived.

You are at liberty to use the letter for publication, only suppressing the
writer’s name. Its naiveté and spontaneousness, and obvious lack of any
possible afterthought, reflect the occurrence so perfectly that what I have
written would be superfluous, were it not that I thus am able to attest, from
Mrs. Conner herself, that the psychical impression made on Mrs. B. was the
exact reflection of an actual occurrence.—Very truly yours,

Erutorr Cougs.
1726, N.-street, N.W., Washington, D.C., U.S.A.
January 21st, 1889.

The letter referred to is as follows :—

Monday Evening, January 14th, 1889.
My Dear Friesp,—I know you will be surprised to receive a note from
me 50 soon, but not more so than I was to-day when you were shown to me
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clairvoyantly, in a somewhat embarrassed position. I doubt very much if
there was any truth in it, nevertheless, will relate it, and leave you to laugh
at the idea of it.

I was sitting in my room sewing, this afternoon, about two o’clock, when
what should I see but your own dear self ; but, Heavens ! in what a position.
Now, I don’t want to excite your curiosity too much, or try your patience too
long, so will come to the point at once. You were falling up the front steps
in the yard. You had on your black skirt and velvet waist, your little straw
bonnet, and in your hand were some papers. When you fell, your hat went
in one direction and the papers in another. You got up very quickly, put on
your bonnet, picked up the papers, and lost no time getting into the house.
You did not appear to be hurt, but looked somewhat mortified. It was allso
plain to me that I had ten notions to one to dress myself and come over and
see if it were true, but finally concluded that a sober, industrious woman like
yourself would not be stumbling around at that rate, and thought I'd best not
go on a wild goose chase. Now, what do you think of such a vision as that ?
Is there any possible truth in it? I feel almost ready to scream with laughter
whenever I think of it ; you did look foo funny, spreading yourself out in the
front yard. ‘¢ Great was the fall thereof.”

I can distinetly call to mind the house in which you live, but for the life
of me I cannot tell whether there are any steps from the sidewalk into the
yard, as I saw them, or not.

Now do tell me, dear, if I saw correctly or not, or if the thing was shown
me simply to give me something to laugh about ?

}Iliope you got home last night without any adventures. And now ¢ Good-
night.”

Sincerely your friend,

This letter came to us in an envelope addressed : Mrs. E. A. Conner,
217, Del. Ave., N.E, Washington, D.C., and with the postmarks,
Washington, D.C., Jan. 15, 7 a.m., 1889, and Washington, N.E.C.S,,
Jan. 15, 8 a.m. Some further letters in the postmarks are illegible.

Mr. Myers wrote to Mrs. Conner (who has now moved to New York)
asking certain questions relating to the incident, to which she replied on
March 7th, 1889. The questions and her answers are printed below.

Question 1.—(a) Did Mrs. B.’s letter give a true description of the accident (as
you have already said to Dr. Coues that it did) ?

(b) Was the dress (““ black skirt, velvet waist, little straw bonnet ") correctly
described ? and was this the dress in which Mrs. B. had last seen you ?

Answer 1.—(a) I can only repeat—Yes, exactly.

(b) As correctly as if I had described it myself. X do not know whether it
was the dress in which Mrs. B. had last seen me or not, but it was one
she had often seen.

Question 2.—In what way did you identify the time of the accident ? Tt
looks as though Mrs. B.’s vision—*‘soon after 2”—might have preceded
the accident, which Dr. Coues speaks of as occurring ‘‘ between 2
and 3.”
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Answer 2. —1 was writing that day in the Congressional Library. I
finished my work, and passed out through the Capitol Building. As I
did so, I glanced at the large clock in the hall, and it lacked 20 minutes
to 8. It was not more than a minute till I reached the steps where I
fell, so that it must have been within a few seconds of 19 minutes to three.
I have no means of ascertaining whether the vision preceded the
accident.

Question 3.—Have you ever heard from Mrs. B. that she had any vision of
you of the kind, at any other time ? and, if so, was it correct ?

Answer 3.—Murs. B. and myself are intimate friends. She had seen a vision
of me once or twice previously, merely as an appearance, not doing
anything in particular.

Question 4.—For form’s sake I will ask you to state whether a slip on the
front steps like this is unique in your experience ?

Answer 4.—I have stumbled and fallen a few times in my life, not oftener
than other people.

Tome the most convincing proof of the correctness of the vision is a sentence
you will find like this, if I remember right, in the letter: ‘I do not
know if there are steps from the sidewalk to the yard,” &c. The queer
fact is that there were two steps from the sidewalk to the yard, the
street having been cut down. On the top one of these two steps, in
the yard, I stumbled. Mrs. B. had never seen this house, I having
only removed thither a few days before.

(Signed) Er1za ArcEARD CONNER.

M.CL 670.
Professor Charles Richet sends the following case to Mr. Myers.
We have not prmted all the medical details given.
Paris, le 8 Mars, 1889.

J’al un trés beau cas de lucidité, que je vais vous raconter avec détail.

Vous ne savez peutétre pas que mon beau-pere, Mr. F.A., a été malade
assez gravement & partir du mois d’aofit, 1887. (C’est ‘lui dont jai eu
Poccasion de parler dans les Proceedings S. P. R., 1888, p. 126, Exp. XL.)
I a été de plus en plus malade jusqu'au mois de janvier, 1888. A ce
moment (janvier et février, 1888). j’interroge 4 plusieurs reprises Alice
[a person whom Mr. Richet hypnotised] sur la santé de Mr. F. A. J’avoue
que je croyais Mr. F. A. absolument perdu, et un jour entre autres en
février, 1888, j’ai interrogé Alice; elle m’a dit, ‘‘ Ne vous inquiétez pas.”
Pour ma part je croyais que Mr. A. ne vivrait plus que huit jours.

De fait, contrairement & ce que je pensais et ce que pensaient tous les
médecins, il a & peu prés guéri. [Certain symptoms, however, described
by Mr. Richet, remained, which necessitated the constant attention of a
surgical nurse.] Quoiqu’il soit 4gé (76 ans), qu’il s’amaigrisse beaucoup, et
que ses forces ne saméliorent pas, 4 partlr du mois de février, 1888 (vers le
9 février environ) il a été sans empirer.

A diverses reprises (peutétre trois ou quatre fms) j’ai demandé & Alice
de me parler de lui. Elle m’a dit, ‘‘Ne vous inquiétez pas; je vous en
parlerai,”
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Iy a deux jours, le Jeudi, 7 mars, & une heure de I'aprés-midi, dés que
j’al endormi Alice, elle me dit (ce sont ses paroles textuelles que je copie
d’apres la sténographie que j’ai prise) : ¢‘J’avais hate de vous voir ; je voulais
vous voir hier pour vous parler de Mr. A. Ou il est plus souffrant ou il va
avoir une crise; de la fidvre, de l'altération, de la fatigue. Quel mauvais
moment ! Le mal s’aggrave; il est trés abattu. Il ne faut rien attendre
pour cette crise 14.” (Cela signifie que la crise ne se terminera pas par la
mort.) ‘Il ne pourra pas bouger ni faire un mouvement. La douleur est
surtout dans les reins, & gauche, et trés forte. Ce ne sera pas la dernitre
crise. Il la supportera encore. Elle aura lieu avant peu, dans deux ou trois
jours. Elle sera plus forte que toutes celles qu’il a eu depuis un an. Le
moment approche. Il souffrira moins & la fin. Il mourra au moment ol
vous ne vous y attendrez pas; ce n’est pas dans une crise qu’il mourra. Il ne
pourra pas prendre d’aliments, on lui mouille les lévres. . . . Il avait
peur de mourir ; maintenant c’est bien changé, et il est plus indifférent.” *

Voila ce que m’a dit Alice & une heure le Jeudi. Ce méme Jeudi soir, en
rentrant chez moi, je trouve ma femme fort inquitte, et elle me raconte que
dans la nuit du mercredi au jeudi, vers une heure du matin——[here Mr.
Richet relates in detail how for the first time for 13 months the attendant
had been unable to assist Mr. A., who had been in great agony for three
hours, until at length a surgeon was sent for, with whose aid the sufferings
of the patient were instantly relieved.] Il est évident, et méme absolument
stir, qu’ Alice n’a pu savoir cela ; moi-méme je lignorais absolument & une
heure,

11 y a donc la un fait de lucidité trés remarquable, que je vous signale
d’une manitre tout-i-fait spéciale. Remarquez combien cela coincide avec
(1) Tobservation relative 4 la maladie de mon beau-pére que je vous ai
racontée ; (2) 'Observation XIV., p. 164, que j’ai publiée dans les Proceedings
S. P. R., 1888.

11 faut noter comme essentiel que depuis un an et un mois jamais Mr. A.
n’a eu une crise aussi forte et avec autant d’angoisse que dans la nuit de
mercredi & jeudi. (Signed)  Ca. RicHET.

L. 830.

We are indebted for the following narrative to Mr. Rawlins, who is
a master at Eton :—

April 2nd, 1888.

The circumstances of the ‘‘appearance” to which you allude were as
follow : I meant to run with the boys’ beagles, but, owing to the interrup-
tion of a visitor, could not start till nearly an hour after the right time. I
expected to find them in the neighbourhood of Wraysbury, but failed in my
search. On my way home I was crossing a ploughed field between Wraysbury
and Datchet, completely lost in thought as I trudged over the heavy ground,
when I fancied myself to be standing in a crowd opposite the White Hart
Hotel in Windsor, waiting for the return of the Queen from the station to

* Cles details sur les aliments, la sécheresse des 1évres, et Vindifférence prpgressive ES
la mort, sont absolument vrai.
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the Castle; as the carriage passed me I thought I heard the report of a
pistol over my left shoulder, and turning round saw a man struggling with
the bystanders ; I did not, however, see his face, and the vision (or whatever
it was) passed away. When I arrived at my house a servant came into my
study with ‘“ Have you heard the news ?” I was convinced that the Queen
had been shot at before he told me. The time of the appearance coincided,
as far as I could calculate, with the actual fact. There was nothing to bring
the Queen into my mind, nor did I know that she had gone to London ; but
—and here the value of the incident is destroyed—the attempt as I saw
it took place about 150 yards from the scene of the actual occurrence.
Nevertheless, it was a strange coincidence.
(Signed) Frank H. Rawwixs.
Some questions were put to Mr. Rawlins and kindly answered by

him on March 21st, 1889. The questions and his answers are as
follows :—

Question 1.—Was the vision a merely mental one, or was it apparently
external ? and if the latter, did it blot out the actual surroundings or
mix itself with them ?

Answer.—The vision was apparently external. I was in a brown study,
and was not conscious of the surroundings—a ploughed field—at the time
when I seemed to see the crowd, and the passing of the Queen and the
arrest of the culprit, whose face, however, I did not see distinctly.

Question 2.—What was the date of it ?

Answer.—March 2nd, 1882, about 4.45 p.m., as far as I can remember.

Question 3.—Was any written note made of it at the time ?

Answer.—No. Directly after I came into my house my servant told me
that the Queen had been shot at. I cannot remember how soon after
the event I told anyone.

As I believe you know, the facts of the attempt on the Queen’s life did
not correspond to the appearance.
Mr. Rawlins further says :—

I have not had any experience resembling my Jmap. It is true that
I am able in the dark or with closed eyes to recall faces and to seem to
see them before me ; but this is an effort of the will, whereas the appearance
in question was involuntary and causeless.

M.CL 672.

The following account was dictated to me by the late Mr. Clement
W. Tancred, of 23, Duke-street, Manchester-square, a.nd signed by him,
July 25th, 1888.—F. W.H.M.

In August, 1879, I was in New Zealand. In the Mackenzie County,
about 25 miles off, was a station held by a Mr. Smith. My old shepherd was
suddenly called up to that station, hearing that his brother and the son of the
owner had been lost [in the snow] with their dogs. They had a large search
party—some 20 or 30 persons—but could find no traces of the bodies. They con-
cluded that there had been a drifted wall of snow on the top of a ravine, which
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the dogs’ barking had disturbed and which had buried the party. They sank
holes in vain for three weeks, and were going to give up on the next Monday.
On the Sunday evening an absolute stranger, a Scotchman, strange to the
neighbourhood, and on his way to a distant station, came and stayed a night
at Mr. Smith’s and heard the story. Next morning this man came to my
shepherd and said : ‘‘ You and several others must come with me, and I will
show you where the men are buried.” He said that in a vision he had seen
the position of the bodies. Before the party started he described the position.
It was quite apart from the previous trial-pits. They sank a shaft where he
told them and came on a stick and the feet of the younger man. They dug
from that point, and found the whole party. My shepherd told me this on

his return to my station.
CrEMENT W. TANCRED.

CORRESPONDENCE.

ARE APPARITIONS OBJECTIVE, AND DO ANIMALS SEE THEM?

[The following letter, which we have somewhat abbreviated, reached us
too late for insertion in the May number of the Journal. We subjoin also
Dr. Klein’s report of the remarks he made at the meeting in March, which
bears on the same subject, and which also reached us too late to be used in
its proper place.]

To the Editor of the JOURNAL OF THE SOCIETY FOR PSYcHICAL RESEARCH.

Sir,—I was present at a meeting of the Psychical Research Society on
March 18th, when the subject before the meeting was that of some appari-
tions occurring after death. During the discussion which followed Mr.
Myers’ paper I asked him whether he had formed any theory on what, for
want of scientific nomenclature of greater exactness, I called the ¢ Dynamics ”
of these apparitions, the substance of the answer being that he had not
formed any precise theory. Conceding the reality of apparitions, the point
raised by me in my question is, I would submit, one the elucidation of
which would more than anything else enlighten us as to the objective or
subjective character of these phenomena.

One of the apparitions described at the meeting will serve as an
illustration of my meaning. An Indian officer (General Barter), in good
health, seated smoking by the side of a hill road, sees a European on horse-
back, accompanied by two syces, who rides down towards him. When the
group is within a few paces of the officer he perceives it to be an apparition,
and the whole vanishes on his springing forward to clutch it. The sound of
the pony’s hoofs had been plainly heard, not only by the officer on that par-
ticular occasion, but also on many others by his wife and servants, so much
so that these latter were accustomed to speak of the spot where the
occurrence happened as haunted—a galloping sound being continually
noticed. The Colonel’s dogs, with him at the time, appear to have been
influenced, as they fled with marks of terror.

Assuming the credibility of the narrative, and that it was not a dream
‘¢ suggested "’ by hearsay and the ghostly tattle of the natives—two questions
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spring prominently forward. Had the Colonel been provided with a detective
camera,would a photograph of the vision have resulted ? Had a phonograph
been installed in the bungalow adjacent, would it have recorded the sound of
the gallop? The mere suggestion of the above tests places before us the
scientific contradictions in the narrative which so perplex students of this
class of phenomena. To the officer all might be purely subjective, but then,
why were his dogs affected? On the other hand, how can we explain the
creation of actual sound waves, noticeable by many ears and at many times,
together with the absence, on soft ground, of any footmarks ? Why should
the apparition have no power to affect matter in a downward direction, and
yet retain that power in a lateral one ?
ARTHUR PALriser, Jun.

“The Rev. Dr. Baynard Klein asked how far the attitude of the dogs, as
mentioned in the case [the above described experience of General Barter’s],
had been ascertained ; he thought much importance should be attached to
that circumstance, if properly authenticated. It would tend to show that
the apparition was not merely subjective, and as such, affecting exclusively
the person who recorded it, but that it was something external to him,
something substantial, capable of being apprehended even by animals, whose
imagination, as regards ghosts, might reasonably be supposed to be free from
any such preoccupations. The hypothesis, on the other hand, that souls
might render themselves visible to animals as well as men, is too interesting
and important to be overlooked.

‘Tt might perhaps be said that it was merely thesight of their master’s
fright, depicted upon his countenance, that affected the dogs, and not any
sight of the apparition, but that would scarcely explain the details which we
have just heard.

‘¢ Altogether, he thought this circumstance of the dog’s fright a most
interesting feature of a most interesting case, and hoped it would be possible
to ascertain more positively the authority on which the related circumstance
ultimately rests.

¢‘Dr. Baynard Klein also explained briefly the sense in which he was
using the terms ‘objective’ and ‘subjective.’” An impression might be
called objective, not merely when proceeding from an object external to the
person’s body altogether, such as seeing a tree on the other side of the
road ; but also if proceeding from some cause within the person’s organism,
but not from unconscious changes in the nerve centres, for instance : seeing
a flash of light from some pressure affecting the tract of the optic nerve, or
experiencing the sense of hunger caused by the state of the stomach after
prolonged fasting.

‘“On the other hand, dreaming, accordmg to this clas51ﬁca’c10n, belongs to
the class of subjective phenomena.”

[The following letter also relates to this subject.]

S1r,—1 should like to make a suggestion as regards the argument for the
objectivity of apparitions, based on their apparent effect on animals.
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Is it not possible that the dogs in—for instance—General Barter’s narra-
tive were afraid, not because they saw something, but because they saw
nothing ?

It appears to me not improbable that there was a real sound caused by the
shifting of loose gravel, or some other physical cause, which resembled that
_of a horse’s hoofs so strongly as to suggest the approach of a horseman both
to the General and to his dogs (and on other occasions to Mrs. Barter and
others). In the caseof the General, this state of expectation was, on the
hypothesis I am suggesting, the immediate cause of the remarkable halluei-
nation he experienced, in the same sense that looking into a crystal is often
apparently the immediate cause of a hallucination to the lady whose paper
was read at the meeting in May. But in the case of the dogs, the expecta-
tion may simply have led to bewilderment when the expected sight of a pony
did not follow as usual the accustomed sound of approaching hoofs—bewilder-
ment which would be increased by what, if they saw nothing, must have
appeared the eccentric behaviour of their master.

I throw this out only as a suggestion to be kept in view in interpreting
the behaviour of animals on such occasions ; and will merely add that the
establishment or overthrow of my hypothesis would not, in my opinion,
affect in one way or the other the question whether the hallucination seen

was veridical.—I am, &c.,
ErLEaNor MILDRED SIDGWICK.

[We have received some interesting correspondence about Multiplex
Personality and the Probable Continuity of Mental Action, but as Mr.
Myers has expressed a wish to defer further discussion of this subject till
after the Paris Congress (of which a notice will be found below), we have
thought it best to withhold these letters till October.—Eb.]

INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF PHYSIOLOGICAL
PSYCHOLOGY.

‘We have received, by the courtesy of Professor Charles Richet, our
corresponding member, the official notification of a Congress of which
he is the Honorary Secretary, and which members of our Society may
like to attend. It is a “Congrés International de Psychologie
Physiologique,” and meets at Paris, in the Exhibition grounds
(Trocadéro), on August 5-10th. A ticket of membership will cost 10fr.
‘We hope in the July Journral to publish a programme of the subjects
for discussion, which will include, we believe, several of the problems
with which our Society is concerned.
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INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF PHYSIOLOGICAL
PSYCHOLOGY.

‘We have now received the programme of questions to be discussed
at this Congress, which is to meet at Paris in the Exhibition Grounds
from August 5th to 10th. We give the programme in the original
French. It will be seen that out of the nine subjects for discussion at
least two—Hallucinations and Hypnotism—are subjects in the investi-
gation of which our Society is taking a prominent part. As is pointed
out in the circular letter accompanying the programme, *the importance
of the questions treated, and the large number of French and other
savants who are likely to be at Paris on the occasion of the Exhibition,
cannot fail to make this Congress a very interesting one to philosophers,
physiologists, and doctors.” We may add that it cannot fail also to
interest those concerned in Psychical Research.

PROGRAMME DU CONGRES.
I. Sens musculaire.
II. Réle des mouvements dans la formation des images.

IIT. L’attention est-elle toujours déterminée par des états
affectifs ?

IV. Etude statistique des hallucinations.
V. Les appétits chez les idiots et chez les imbéciles.

VI. Existe-t-il chez les aliénés des impulsions motrices indépen-
dentes des images et des idées ?

VII. Les poisons psychiques.

VIII. Hérédité :—

1° Hérédité des phénomenes émotifs et de leur expression ; 2° Hérédité
des particularités dans la perception des couleurs ; 3° Hérédité des mémoires
spéciales ; 4° Hérédité des aptitudes spéciales (techniques, artistiques,
scientifiques) ; 5° Analyse psychologique de quelques tableaux
généalogiques.

IX. Hypnotisme.

1° Des causes d’ erreurs dans 1’ observation des phénomeénes de suggestion
hypnotique ; 2° Le sommeil normal et le sommeil hypnotique ; 3° Hérédité

H
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de la sensibilité hypnotique ; 4° Le pouvoir moteur des images chez les sujets
hypnotisés et les mouvements inconscients (écriture automatique, &c.); 5°
Le dédoublement de la personnalité dans I’ hypnotisme et 1’aliénation mentale ;
6° Les phénomenes de transfert ; 7° Essai d’une terminologie précise dans
les questions d’ hypnotisme.

Reports will be drawn up on each of these questions and sent
to members of the Congress before its opening.

Members of the Congress may also send in communications.

The Congress is under the management of a “ Comité d'Organisa
tion,” consisting of : M. Charcot (president) ; MM. Magnan, Th. Ribot,
H. Taine (vice-presidents) ; M. Ch. Richet (general secretary) ; MM. E.
Gley, L. Marillier (secretaries); M. H. Ferrari (treasurer); MM. Bris-
saud, Ochorowicz, Ruault, Sully-Prudhomme.

1t is further supported by a * Comité de Patronage,” consisting of :
for France, MM. H. Beaunis, A. Espinas, P. Janet; for Germany,
MM. Helmholtz, Wundt, Preyer; for England, MM. A. Bain, F.
Galton, Hughlings-Jackson, De Watteville; for Austria-Hungary,
MM. Exner, Hering, Meynert ; for Belgium, M. Delbeeuf; for Den-
mark, M. Lange ; for the United States, Mr. William James; for
Italy, MM. Lombroso, Morselli, Mosso; for the Netherlands, M.
Engelmann ; for Russia, MM. N. Grote, Mierzejewski, Troitzky ; for
Sweden, M. Tigerstedt ; for Switzerland, MM. Herzen, C. Vogt.

Those who remember how hypnotism was regarded even seven
years ago, when our Society was founded, will be interested in looking
through this list of names and observing that men of the highest
scientific reputation are now willing to lend their support to a congress
at which hypnotism is to form a staple subject of discussion.

Persons may become members of the Congress on payment of ten
francs, by applying to M. Charles RICHET, secrétaire général du Comité
d Organisation, rue del Université, 15, & Paris.

Members and Associates of the Society for Psychical Research
may, if they prefer it, apply through Mr. F. W. H. Myers, Leckhamp-
ton House, Cambridge. Applications can only be made through Mr.
Myers up to the end of July.

MEETING OF COUNCIL.

At a meeting of the Council held on May 31st, the Presidentin the
chair, the following Members were also present :—Lieut.-Colonel J.
Hartley, Dr. A. T. Myers, Messrs. T. Barkworth, Walter Leaf, F. W.
H. Myers, Frank Podmore, and R. Pearsall Smith.

On the proposition of Mr. F. W. H. Myers, M. Joseph Kleiber,
of St. Petersburg, was elected an Hon. Associate.
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In recognition of the literary work she is doing for the Society, it
was resolved to elect Miss N. Robertson (now an Associate) as an
Hon. Associate. Also, at her request, in order to borrow books from
the library, it was agreed that Miss Shove’s name be transferred from
the list of Associates to that of Members. Colonel H. H. Murray,
R.A., was elected an Associate.

The death of the Countess of Haddington, a Member of the Society,
was recorded with regret.

Several presents to the library were reported, including a number
of pamphlets from Mr. Alfred Russel Wallace. A vote of thanks was
passed to the donors. Particulars will be given in the next supple-
mentary list of additions to the library.

Various matters of routine business were attended to.

It was agreed that the next Meeting of the Council should be on
Monday, July 8th, at 4.30 p.m., the General Meeting being held in
the evening as already arranged.

CORRESPONDENCE.

MR. HANSEN’S HYPNOTIC EXPERIMENTS.
To the Editor of the Jowrnal of the SoCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH.

Sir, —May I offer one or two remarks on the account of Mr. Hansen's
demonstrations in the June number of the Journal ? First as regards the
time experiments. Their accuracy is, I think, overstated. I timed every one, 1
believe, and the general impression I got was that thesubject woke up usually
half a minute too soon, though after waking, when he came to perform any
specific action, he seemed very close to the right time. Only once, however,
do I remember noticing absolute accuracy.

Secondly, as regards the failure of the sneezing experiment. It will be
remembered that the lady in question rejoined her friends in the audience
before the specified time had elapsed. Now the cause of failure may have
been due to her attention being otherwise occupied in conversation at the
proper moment. This idea is borne out by what happened to a boy, who
was told at a definite number of minutes after waking to go to the table,
perform some small experiment there, lie down and go to sleep. The boy
at the given time went to the table, did what he had been told, and was just
bending to lie down on the floor when someone spoke to him and distracted
his attention. He looked confused, answered as best he could, but when
the conversation dropped no longer lay down, but went to sleep standing.
This result raises an interesting question—How far other occupation at the
proper time prevents post-hypnotic suggestions being carried out.

Thirdly, with regard to the taste experiments. It seems to me that too
much weight ought not to be given to failures on this point, for it is notorious
that there are no very good terms to describe the various taste-and smell-
sensations, so that a very vague description might have been meant accurately.
A patient, for instance, described the same taste as ‘‘ bitter” and “‘like salt.

H 2
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I suppose bitterness is hardly the quality many of us would ascribe to salt—
certainly I should not, but how to describe the taste except as saltness, I am
sure I don’t know. Then again with gallic acid. One could hardly expect a
boy, like the subject under experiment, to identify this substance—unless
indeed ‘‘gallic acid ” is merely a grand scientific term for some very well
known substance : for I am free to confess I have no idea what gallic acid may
be. The only experiments here to which I should be inclined to attach any
weight were those with salt and saccharine. But indeed it seems to me that
taste-and smell-experiments must always be very precarious, for apart from
the want of a good terminology, different subjects must be capable of very
different degrees of discernment according to their natural endowments and
possibilities of cultivation. A professional chemist, for instance, would
separate easily many substances which to others might seem identical.

Lastly, in reference to the production of unilateral catalepsy by passes,
it was remarked to me at the time that the demonstrator’s logic was at fault;
for the subject being already in the hypnotic state, ought not suggestion to
have been sufficient without further passes,if the subject was really amenable
to suggestion? The same remark applies to many recorded experiments in
catalepsy. Perhaps, however, it has been found that mere suggestion will
not send a subject into a deeper stage.l F. H. MATTHEWS.

P.S.—One point about sneezing I omitted to mention. The reporter says
the movements produced in one case ‘‘more nearly resembled coughing than
sneezing.” Now, sneezing takes many forms ; and I know personally one
lady whose sneezes are almost identical in sound with those produced by the
boy under suggestion.

THE VISION OF MR, RAWLINS.
To the Editor of the Journal of the SociEry FOR PsycHICAL RESEARCH.

S1r,—With regard to the narrative L 830, given in the June JOURNAL, I
should like to ask what was the actual time the occurrence took place, to
estimate its relation with the time of the vision as stated by Mr. Rawlins,
viz., about 4.45 p.m. ; but more particularly if the knowledge of the occurrence
had reached Mr. Rawlins’ servant (who told him of it on his arrival at home)
PRIOR to the time of the vision ? Also, if the servant had been informed, or
had been a witness of the occurrence ?

So exciting an event might have been an adequate stimulus to the mind
of the servant to cause transference of the idea to Mr. Rawlins telepathically,
through a mere casual thought of the former—such as, ‘I wonder if master
will have heard of it 2" or, ‘“I’ll tell him when he comes home,” or, ¢ Will
he not be surprised to hear it 7" &e. H. VeENMAN.

[We may take this opportunity to mention that we have ascertained
from the T'imes of the following day that the attempt on the Queen’s life was
made a few minutes after her arrival at the station at 5.25 p.m. Mr.
Rawlins states that the time of the vision and the fact coincided, as far as

he could calculate, and gives the time as about 4.46 p.m., as far as he can
remember.—ED. ]

1 Purely verbal suggestion is probably sufficient in some cases. [Compare
Proceedings, Vol. IV, p. 516,—En.]
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“D. D. HOME, HIS LIFE AND MISSION.”
By Mapame DuNeras Home. (London : Triibner, 1888.)

The volume in which Madame Home, the second and surviving wife
of David Dunglas Home, has described her late husband’s career as a
“medium,” is one which assuredly calls for serious notice on the part
of all who interest themselves in any form of supernormal phenomena.
‘We have delayed our review for two reasons mainly,—in the first place,
in the hope (now gratified) of being permitted to examine the originals
of the important letters cited in the course of the work; and in the
second place with the object of collecting such further evidence—
whether corroborative or the reverse—as a year’s inquiry could procure
for us.

Let us take these two points first, and see where the evidence now
stands, as compared with its primd facie aspect when the book appeared
in the summer of 1888. Firstly, then, Madame Home has been good
enough to meet one of us (Mr. Myers), in Paris ; and has there allowed
him freely to examine the collection of autograph MSS., on which the
book is founded. He thus went through the letters of more than a
hundred correspondents (an imperfect list, made-at the time, is given inan
Appendix), and he compared these letters, in important cases textually,
in other cases in a more general manner, with the printed excerpts
or translations in Madame Home’s volume. The conclusion is that
the letters given in the volume may be confidently accepted as genuine.
In many cases the handwriting of the correspondents was already
known to Mr. Myers; in many other cases there were postmarks,
official stamps, crests, monograms, &c., on the letters which indicated
their date or source; and in no case was there any circumstance of
suspicion. The letters textually examined were found to be correctly
given in the book, with some of those slight grammatical corrections,
excisions of unimportant matter, &c., which are often needful when
private, hastily-written letters are sent to the press. In no case was
any unfair excision or alteration observed. Mr. Veitch, the translator
of the work from Madame Home’s French into English, joined with
Madame Home in giving any information desired.

It was evident also that, as stated in the book, there is a good deal
of further matter, of the same tendency, which has not yet been
printed.

‘We need hardly say that we have not the slightest reason to suppose
that either Madame Home or Mr. Veitch would lend themselves to
any unfairness. But we hold (and Madame Home shares this view)
that it is our duty towards the promulgator of letters so startling as
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these not to take their genuineness for granted, but to assure ourselves
thereof with reasonable care before criticising the matter which these
letters contain. Thus far, then, we feel ourselves on firm ground, and
we have reason to hope, moreover, that these documents, which are filed
ina way convenient for reference, may be ultimately placed in some
position where inspection may be possible to future inquirers.

As regards our second aim,—the acquisition of further evidence,
making either for or against the validity of Home’s claims—we have
had a certain amount of success. Several fresh cases confirmatory of
those given in the book will be found in our Appendix. On the other
hand, we have found no allegations of fraud on which we should be
justified in laying much stress. Mr. Robert Browning has told to one
of us the circumstances which mainly led to that opinion of Home
which was expressed in Mr. Sludge the Medium. It appears that a
lady (since dead) repeated to Mr. Browning a statement made to her
by a lady and gentleman (since dead), as to their finding Home in the
act of experimenting with phosphorus on the production of spirit-
lights,” which (so far as Mr. Browning remembers) were to be rubbed
round the walls of the room, near the ceiling, so as to appear when the
room was darkened. This piece of evidence powerfully impressed Mr.
Browning; but it comes to us at third-hand, without written record, and
at a distance of nearly 40 years.!

‘We have received one other account, from a gentleman of character
and ability, of a séance, in very poor light, where the “spirit-hand ”
moved in such a way as to seem dependent on the action of Home’s
arms and legs. This account is subjoined as Appendix D. We may
add that few, if any, of the lights seen at Home’s séances could (as they
are described to us) have been contrived by the aid of phosphorus.

There is also a frequently-repeated story that Home was found at
the Tuileries (or at Compiégne, or at Biarritz) to be using a stuffed
hand, and was consequently forbidden the Imperial Court. We have
tried in France to get at the fountain-head of this story, but without
success. No definite date is given to the narrative ; but it seems
probably to be a form of the report spread in 1858 (Life, p. 106) that
Home was then in a French prison. If so, it is refuted by the letter
(Life, p. 199, and seen in our inspection) from M. Hinard, written in
1863 in obedience to a command from the Empress Eugénie. We
cannot find any later period at which to fix the vague charge, for Home’s

1 We must protest against Madame Home’s supposition that Mr. Browning was
influenced by jealousy at the bestowal of a wreath by ‘‘the spirits” on his poetess-
wife instead of himself. No one who personally knows Mr. Browning will ascribe to
him a feeling so unworthy. On the other hand, Mrs. Browning’s rapid and
enthusiastic conversion to Spiritualism may very naturally have caused her husband’s
belief that the whole thing was a delusion to assume in his mind a painful intensity.



July, 1889.] Journal of Society for Psychical Research. 103

next visit to France would seem to have been in September, 1870,
when the Imperial entertainments were a thing of the past.

We are still anxious to receive evidence on either side,—favourable
or unfavourable. And we have still one important block of evidence
to produce. Mr. Crookes has promised that he will contribute to the
next Part of our Proceedings some notes of séances with Home, taken
at the time, but never yet published. But beyond this, we are
inclined to think that little further first-hand evidence, of either type,
will row be forthcoming. While, then, we think that our delay in
noticing this work has in some ways placed us on safer ground, we feel
bound now to give the best account that we can of it; though we shall
prefer rather to analyse its astonishing contents than to set ourselves
up as arbiters of what the reader is bound to make of them.

During Home’s lifetime the accounts which appeared of his pheno-
mena—always excepting Mr. Crookes’—were of a very incomplete and
even unsatisfactory kind. The principal record was contained in
Incidents in my Life (1863 and 1872), in which book very few names
of witnesses were given. Anonymous narratives of such an unusual
character, even if taken as bond fide, could not possibly convince the
scientific world ; and it was, moreover, open to the ordinary reviewer to
question the genuineness of testimonies thus loosely adduced. On the
other hand, Home asserted that he withheld these names simply from
consideration for the owners, who feared the ridicule and obloquy
that awaited them if they came forward to bear witness. ¢ Certainly ”
(adds Madame Home) ‘his consideration for timid friends was carried to
the verge of Quixotism ; but if a mistake, it was a very unselfish and
generous one.” It has been Madame Home’s object to show that the
reason thus given by Home was the true one ;—that the testimonies
cited in Incidents were perfectly genuine, and that many more remained
behind. With this view she has put names to the records in
Incidents, and has quoted letters from other witnesses, entirely concor-
dant with those records. In so doing she has no doubt printed some
private letters without express permission, and has sometimes allowed
expressions to appear which were by no means meant for publicity.
On the other hand, some of those who shrank at the time from
appending their names to accounts of the marvels which they had
witnessed (gratuitously, and at their own request), are willing to accept
this opportunity of making their testimony as complete as it can now
be made. Unfortunately, in many cases, no care or candour can
compensate for the absence of notes taken at the time.

The evidentia! value of Incidents in my Life has been materially
increased by the following letter, written to Mr. Myers, January lst,
1889, by Mr. W. M. Wilkinson, the well-known solicitor, of 44,
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Lincoln’s Innfields. Next to Mr. Crookes and Lords Dunraven and
Crawford, Mr. Wilkinson is perhaps the most important surviving
witness.

Commenting on a reference of Madame Home’s (p. 199) to Dr. R.
Chambers’ assistance in preparing Incidents of my Life (Part I.), Mr.
Wilkinson says (and this is not inconsistent with Madame Home’s
account) that Dr. Chambers wrote only the introduction and conclading
chapter of that work. I wrote,” says Mr. Wilkinson, “very nearly
the whole of it, Home staying with us at Hampstead, and producing
all the letters and documents, and giving me the necessary information.
Some of it he wrote himself, but very little” Again, as to the
important preface to the second edition of Incidents, dealing with Sir
D. Brewster, Mr. Wilkinson says: “Not a line of it was written
by him [Home], but by me, from information furnished by Robert
Chambers.” Mr. Wilkinson adds: “I submitted the proof-sheets of the
whole work, as they came from the printer, to Dr. Chambers, who made
hardly any correction in them.”

We have really, therefore, a considerable body of evidence as to
Home ; and can discuss with fairly ample materials the three questions
which are necessary in any inquiry into a medium’s career: (1) Hashe
ever been convicted of fraud? (2) Has he satisfied any trained
observer in a series of experiments selected by the observer and not by
himself? (3) Were the phenomena which the ordinary observers
witnessed entirely beyond the known scope of the conjurer’s art ?

1. The answer to the first question has already been implicitly
given. There has been nothing which we can style conviction of fraud.
There is a rumour as to trickery with lights ; there is an observation
pointing to trickery with Aands ; and there is of course the Lyon case
(see Appendix). In this case, although we cannot feel sure that
Home’s evidence was strictly truthful throughout, thereis, so far as
we can discover, no distinct assertion that any phenomena were pro-
duced by fraudulent means. Such was, no doubt, the inference drawn
by those who hold that messages were given urging that money should
be given to Home. But from our point of view the question of the
content of messages must always be kept distinet from the question of
their mechanism. We know that automatic messages given in absolute
good faith (as in the Newnham case) will often include false statements
apparently intended to please the operator. In other words the desires
of the conscious self will often shape the messages of the unconscious
self. And in all cases of “mediumship,”—Home’s among the rest—
the extent of the part played by the medium’s unconscious self is
precisely one of the most fundamental problems.

The Lyon case, therefore, whatever its importance as an illustration
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of Home’s character, has no clear bearing on the reality of his powers.
And the same thing may practically be said as to the other accusations.
If true, they would of course destroy our confidence in Home’s probity.
But they would not allow us to assume in his case, (as in the case of
certain other reputed mediums,) that skilful conjuring alone would
suffice to explain the whole range of his phenomena. Many of them,—
as the levitations (of himself, or e.g., of a table with Dr. Hawksley’s
friend standing on it)—some of the fire-tests, the apparitions, &c.,—are
outside the range of conjuring in the sense of prepared illusions, or of
prestidigitation. If fraudulent, they must fall under another heading,
as hallucinations, generated in the bystanders, by some means unknown.
So far as regards conjuring, then, we may say with confidence that
there has been neither actual exposure, nor even inferential ground for
explaining his phenomena in this way. Readers of Mrs. Sidgwick’s paper
on the Physical Phenomena of Spiritualism, (Proceedings, Vol. IV.,
p- 45) ; of the various discussions of Mr. Eglinton’s phenomena in our
Proceedings and Journal ; and of Mr. Hodgson’s report (Proceedings,
Vol. II1.) on so called Theosophical Phenomena, will recognise the great
importance of this primary admission.

2. The second question which we have to ask as regards a medium is
whether his powers have been tested by any careful series of experi-
ments, under the direction of an observer of recognised competence.
In this important respect Home stands pre-eminent. The experi-
ments of Mr. Crookes, though we could wish that they had been more
numerous, form a testimony to ¢ physical phenomena” which has not
hitherto been rivalled in the history of any other medium. No direct
objection to them has been sustained ; the main objection being the
indirect one that other mediums with whom Mr. Crookes has obtained
striking results have subsequently, under different conditions, been
detected in fraud. Important as this drawback is, it does not
necessarily affect the experiments with Home, and taking these as
they stand, our only reason for withholding thorough conviction
must be the general principle that the experiments of no single
savant, so long as they lack confirmation from other savants, can be
allowed to dominate our belief in matters so fundamental.

But here, again, thereis a difference. Although Mr. Crookes’ experi-
ments with mediums other than Home were not corroborated by
independent scientific observers, his experiments with Home do derive
strong corroboration from the testimony of Lord Crawford (then styled
Lord Lindsay, or the Master of Lindsay), himself a savant of some dis-
tinction. And the long series of observations privately printed by the
present and the late Lords Dunraven, though not so strictly a scientific
record as Mr. Crookes’ Researches, forms a body of testimony in its
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own way unique, and not further removed from laboratory experiments
than from the loose record of the mere occasional observer.

3. And this brings us to the third requisite of a medium’s career.
Besides the absence of proved fraud, besides the careful testimony of
the savant, (unless indeed that testimony is much more abundant than
it has been hitherto in the case of any medium whatever), we need to
assure ourselves that the phenomena which the medium presents to the
ordinary witness,—which form, so to say, the staple of his production,—
are of such a kind as to be clearly beyond the range of an accomplished
conjurer. Herein lies the great importance of practical imitation of a
medium’s physical phenomena. The ingenuity of Mr. Maskelyne supplies
a standing warning against reposing credence in any ¢ manifestation”
produced amid surroundings over which the paid medium has complete
control. And the slate-writing career of Mr. 8. J. Davey (Proceedings,
Vol. IV., p. 405) warns us that experiments of that special kind—now
frequently offered by mediums—although they may sound conclusive,
nevertheless do not leave a sufficient margin of tmpossibility to convince
us that there has not been some moment of deception which has led the
observer widely astray. Most experiments of this class depend for their
trustworthiness on the continuous attention of the observer ; and
Messrs. Hodgson and Davey have shown how difficult it is even for
persons fully warned of the need of attention to maintain it on the
needful points, and without unconscious distractions.

But of course,however wide a margin we leave for possible prestidig-
itation,—however unstable we take human attention to be,—there may
be phenomena which cannot be thus explained,—which are too gross and
palpable to depend for their strangeness on a mere misdescription of such
commonplace incidents as those, for instance, which really took place
at Mr. Davey’s séances. When, for example, a roomful of people believed
that they saw glowing coals placed on the head of Mr. S. C. Hall, and
his white hair drawn up in a pyramid over the bright red mass, the
value of the narrative does not depend on the absolutely continuous
attention of Mr. Hall and the rest during the “four or five minutes ”
for which the experiment was prolonged. Something strange took place
which can hardly depend on mere misdescription ; there was either
positive hallucination, or supernormal fact. And a great number of
Home’s manifestations were of a character as marked as this.! It is
not needful to give a list of these; for there has practically been no
attempt to explain by conjuring the great bulk of the recorded pheno-
mena. If we assume (to combine the usual suggestions) that Home’s
own abodes were fitted with electric mechanism for the production of

1Several previously unpublished cases will be found in AppendicesE, F, G, H, I, J,
K, and some already published are referred to in Appendices L, M.
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raps; that he always was well provided with phosphorus, stuffed
hands, lazy-tongs, and trick accordions; and that his legs and feet had
the suppleness and grasp of a monkey’s ;—we still shall have made no
considerable impression, say, on Lord Dunraven’s or on Lord Lindsay’s
series of phenomena. And we find that experts in conjuring, (several
of whom we have consulted,) however little they may believe in
Home’s pretensions, are disposed rather to reject wholesale than to
explain in detail the more remarkable records.

May there, then, be good reasons for such wholesale rejection? Can
we frame a theory which shall cover the phenomena without admitting
that so many marvels—which in their pale imitations by others have
been often found to be arrant impostures—were in the case of this
man genuine and true?

It is impossible to explain the records by conscious falsehood on the
part of the reporters. And the hypothesis of collective hallucination,
produced by Home’s suggestion,”is almost the only one which remains
to us.!

There is a story—we cannot get it at first-hand, and we give it only
as possibly true—that on one occasion when an Indian juggler was
called on to perform before a large party the well-known feat with a
boy and a basket, an English officer came up when the performance
had begun, and instead of joining the group of spectators climbed into
a tree near at hand, and watched what occurred. The juggler took the
boy under the basket ; thus far the officer and the audience saw alike.
Then the sound of chopping was heard, and from under the basket the
Juggler threw out objects which the spectators recognised, with growing
horror and agitation, as the severed limbs of the child. The officer, on
the other hand, perceived these objects to be the segments of a large
pumpkin, and saw nothing dreadful in the proceeding. Then the
Jjuggler collected the pieces, took them back into the basket, and let the
child run out. The audience cried aloud with relief and astonishment;
the officer saw nothing odd in the fact that the child still possessed the
legs and arms of which no one had attempted to deprive him.

If this story be true, and 7f Home, like this juggler, had the power
of suggesting hallucinations—without any process of hypnotisation—to
sane and healthy witnesses, this would certainly take us a long way
further in explaining the records with which we have to deal.

The experiments on hypnotic suggestion and on suggestion in the
waking state which the last few years have seen, have greatly
extended our notion of what strong insistence can do in the way of
generating hallucinatory visions in other minds. But two points of

1 See Proceedings, Society for Psychical Research, Vol I., p. 240, for an early
expression of this hypothesis.
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difference between, say, the Nancy experiments and Home’s séances
will at once occur to us. At Nancy, and wherever “suggestion” is
largely practised, it is found that even trained subjects continue to
present marked differences in suggestibility,—that A can be made to
see suggested objects more easily than B, C to perform suggested acts
more readily than D, &ec. But in the case of almost all Home’s
phenomena, except some shadowy figures, eyes, lights, and semi-palpable
hands, all the persons present perceived the same thing. When heavy
bodies, for instance, were moved a distance without apparently being
touched, there was never anyone to say that he saw Home get up and
move them. In one celebrated instance, indeed, it was asserted that
something of this sort happened; and since this incident shows that the
hypothesis was present to the mind of at least one sawvant during the
height of Home’s powers, it may be briefly recounted here.

Lords Lindsay and Adare had printed a statement that Home
floated out of the window and in at another, in Ashley-place, S.W.,
December 16th, 1868. A third person, Captain Wynne, was present
at the time, but had written no separate account.

Dr. Carpenter, in an article in the Contemporary Review for January,
1876, thus commented on the incident.

The most diverse accounts of the facts of a séance will be given by a
believer and a sceptic. A whole party of believers will affirm that they saw
Mr. Home float out of one window and in at another, while a single honest
sceptic declares that Mr. Home was sitting in his chair all the time. And in
this last case we have an example of a fact, of which there is ample illustration,
that, during the prevalence of an epidemic delusion, the honest testimony of
any number of individuals, on one side, if given under a prepossession, is of
no more weight than that of a single adverse witness—if so much.

This passage was of course quoted as implying that Captain Wynne
had somewhere made a statement contradicting Lords Lindsay and
Adare. Home wrote to him to inquire; and he replied (in a letter
printed, with excisions of some rather too contemptuous expressions,
p- 307 of this Life, and shown to Mr. Myers) in the following terms:—

I remember that Dr. Carpenter wrote some nonsense about that trip of
yours along the side of the house in Ashley-place. Iwrote to the Medium to
say I was present as a witness. Now I don’t think that anyone who knows
me would for one moment say that I was a victim to hallucination or any
other humbug of the kind. The fact of your having gone out of the window
and in at the other I can swear to.

It seems, therefore, that the instance selected by Dr. Carpenter to
prove the existence of a hallucination,—by the exemption of one person
present from the illusion,—was of a very unfortunate kind ; suggesting,
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indeed, that a controversialist thus driven to draw on his imagination
for his facts must have been conscious of a weak case.

But apart from the question of the participation of a/l the persons
present in these supposed hallucinations, we have another marked
distinction between Home's séances and ordinary experiments in
suggested hallucination. It seems plain that Home’s sitters fre-
quently saw the phenomena without receiving from Home any audible
suggestion whatever. Sometimes, indeed, Home—apparently entranced
—announced what was about to happen. But often the manifestations
are recorded as having been sudden, startling, and unannounced; or as
having occurred while Home was silent and motionless. In such cases,
therefore, if there were suggestion at all, it must apparently have been
mental suggestion, or thought-transference. Now our readers are
aware that we have long been collecting all the cases of this sort which
we can find. But we have no success recorded which would have
been of any appreciable use in such séances as Home’s. And difficult
though it was to suppose that all the persons present at one of Home’s
séances would be equally susceptible to verbal suggestion, the difficulty
is intensified a hundredfold when that susceptibility to mental sug-
gestion—of which we have some difficulty in proving the very existence,
so rare a thing is it,—has to be assumed of a group of miscellaneous
sitters, often strangers to Home up to the very hour of the séance.

Let us turn now to another aspect of the problem which Home’s
life presents ; to the communications or messages given at his séances.
The main hypotheses which we have here to consider are the fol-
lowing :—

1. The messages may have been fraudulent; the information having
been collected by previous inquiry, and then doled out as though from
.a spirit.

We give below a sufficient selection from the messages to enable
the reader to judge as to the facility of fraud of this kind. It will be
observed that in most of the recorded cases (though not in all), the
special pieces of information given were volunteered by Home (or the
“‘communicating intelligence”) and not selected by the sitters. On the
other hand, many of the facts reported as given are of an extremely
private nature.

2. A second hypothesis is that of thought-transference from the
minds of the persons present. Assuming that Home himself had no
knowledge of the facts contained in the messages, those facts were at
any rate known in most cases, (but not in all,) to some of the persons
present. 'When we say known, we stretch the term to include all facts
which had at some time or other been present to the mind. For we
have had reason to believe that facts long forgotten by the conscious
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self may still be present to some unconscious stratum of the mind, and
we cannot, therefore, deny the possibility of their being telepathically
transferred to some other mind.

3. A third hypothesis is, of course, that the communications did
actually proceed from the spirits professing to utter them. We have
no & priort right whatever to pronounce this impossible. But on the
other hand we know too well that mere assertions as to the identity
of the ‘communicating intelligence” are worthless; and that such
identity is an exceedingly difficult thing to establish.

Considering the importance of the question, it will be well to lay
before our readers a brief abstract of the principal cases of “recognition’
which Madame Home’s work contains,—omitting those which rest on
Home’s uncorroborated testimony. These cases are of very different
evidential value. Some were narrated by Home himself in Incidents
of my Life, but have such corroboration as is given by Mr. Wilkinson’s
revision, and by the absence of any protest from the persons of whom
the stories are told. But many are first-hand accounts, volunteered by
independent witnesses, of messages closely affecting themselves, and
sometimes involving incidents which can hardly have been known to
servants or dependents.

The subjoined list follows the paging of Madame Home’s book :—

1. p. 15,.—Mr. S. B. Brittan’s testimony. Home suddenly becomes
entranced ; says ‘‘ Hannah Brittan is here,”’—a relative long since dead, and
whose existence, as Mr. Brittan believes, was not known to anyone “in all
that region.” Home, entranced, acts as though a melancholic in terror of hell;
Hannah Brittan ¢‘ became insane from believing in the doctrine of endless
punishment.”’

2. p. 19.—Home's statement in Lights and Shadows of Spiritualism ; (but
there is independent evidence that Mr. Ward Cheney and his family con-
tinued warm friends and believers in Home’s powers.) Home goes for the
first time to stay with Mr. Ward Cheney in Connecticut ; hears rustling silk
dress ; sees phantasmal figures ; hears voice, ‘‘I am annoyed that a coffin
should have been placed above mine”; then again: ‘‘ What is more, Seth
had no right to cut that tree down.” The family recognise description of
figure ; admit meaning of second message ; declare the message about the
coffin to be nonsense. Vault is opened ; a coffin is found to have been placed
on that of Mrs. ; voice then states that reason of message was to
procure conviction of identity.

3. p. 33.—Mr. Burr’s testimony. A paper was lifted from the floor by
a hand of peculiar conformation. ¢ The fingers were of an almost preter-
natural length, and seemed to be set wide apart.” Other details are given.
Hand writes name of a deceased lady ‘“in her own proper handwriting.”
The hand resembled this lady’s. ‘¢ A daguerrotype portrait of Mrs. Burr’s
cousin,” says Madame Home, ‘‘is now in my possession,—the hands and
fingers have the very same wasted look and singular conformation so minutely
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described by Mr. Burr.” [I have seen the daguerrotype, and observed the
very unusual look and position of the fingers.—F.W.H.M.]

4. p. 49.—Extract from Dr. Garth Wilkinson’s Evenings with Mr. Home
and the Spirits. Message is spelt out on Dr. Wilkinson’s knee by touches as
from a deceased friend. Message for widow demanded. ‘‘The Immortal
Loves” is spelt out. The family recognise this as characteristic, since deceased
was wont to speculate as to whether or not the affections survive the body.

5. p. 59.—Incidents of my Life. Countess Orsini holds an album and pencil,
and asks her dead father to write his name. Pencil is taken from her hand,
name of Count Orloff is twice written by unseen hand, and words, ‘‘My
dear daughter,” in handwriting recognised by a friend as Count Orloff’s.

6. p. 87.—Incidents of my Life. Count A. de Komar asks for proof of
presence of his daughter ; sees and recognises a hand ; others at first see a
misty appearance of a hand ; then see nothing, even while Count de Komar
is kissing the hand. Hand appears more distinctly at another séance ; lifts
itself to De Komar’s lips and vanishes.

7. p. 93.—Incidents. Home visits Fontenelle’s family at Chateau de
Rambuses ; sees phantom of boy, describes him to Count L., recognises
portrait, though not knowing that portrait of boy exists.

8. p. 100.—Incidents. Child’s hand writes message and signs it with
characteristic fault of orthography —unknown to Home but known to parents
present,—*‘ Denis ” for ¢ Denise.”

9. p. 146.—Dr. Gully’s evidence. Robert Chambers asks if spirit of his
father will play his favourite ballad. ¢ Ye banks and braes’ is played on flute
notes of accordion ; that ballad, as played on flute, having been his father’s
favourite. Asks for another favourite air ; the right one played.

10. p. 149.—Mr. S. C. Hall’s evidence. Spirit of daughter of Dr.

‘Chambers raps message for her father—no one present knowing that Dr.
Chambers had had such a daughter. Spirit returns, blames Mr. Hall for
not giving message, brings younger sister and gives as test the words ‘‘ Pa,
love,” the last which [younger ?] sister pronounced in life. Message as to affairs
is now given to Dr. Chambers and proves sagacious.

11. p. 150.—Mrs. Senior’s evidence. Home in trance says to Miss
Catherine Sinclair, ‘“ You knew James Ferguson ” ; sends message to be sent
to his son, mentions address.

12. p. 153.—Mrs. Senior’s evidence. At their first meeting Mr. Home
describes Mr. Senior and adds, ‘“You forgot to wind his watch, and how
miserable it made you.” ¢“Now this was a fact known to no living being but
myself. T had wound the watch the night I.lost my husband and resolved
never to let it go down again. I forgot to wind it one night, and my agony
was great when I discovered it in the morning, but I never mentioned it
even to my husband’s sister, who was in the house with me.” Home also
mentions ‘‘ Mary,” Mr. Senior’s mother.

13. p. 154.—Mrs. Senior narrates how at another séance Home, entranced,
recalls private conversation (date, positions, and other details given)
between herself and her husband.

14. p. 158.—Mr. Pears’ evidence. At first meeting, Home, entranced,
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represents old Quaker, mentions name and facts only known to Mr. Pears,
who recognises Quaker grandfather.

15. p. 173.—M. Tiedemann [Marthdze’s] evidence. Smail hand touches
sitters ; M. Tiedemann says, ‘‘If it is as I believe, let him spell name of
place where he was born and died.” Penta spelt out. [Not clear that Home
might not have known this.]

16. p. 177.—Mr. B. Coleman’s evidence. At his first séance messages
are given by raps as from his aunts Elizabeth and Hannah. ‘I did not recog-
nise the names. I had never known of any aunts of those names,” but he
learns that sisters of his father, thus named, died before he was born.

17. p. 196.—Mrs. 8. C. Hall’s testimony. Raps from deceased Madame
Home to Mr. Durham, sculptor, saying, ‘‘Thanks for your early morning
labour; I have often been near you.” Mr. Durham had been rising early to
work at a bust of Madame Home intended as a present to Mr. Home—** this
fact was not even known in his own household.”

18. p. 206.-—Mrs. S. C. Hall’s evidence. ‘ Your father, Colonel Hall,” is
announced ; test asked for, ¢‘The last time we met in Cork you pulled my
tail.” Colonel Hall had worn a queue, and this fact was correct.

19. p. 225.—Mrs. Chawner? (or relative). Personation of a relation of
Mrs. Brouncker. ‘‘She and her sister feel convinced that, though, fo all
appearance, it was this gentleman—there was even his peculiar shake of the
hand, also a phrase quite peculiar to himself was used—yet, with all this, they
feel convinced that it was not he himself, but an evil spirit personating him
with his peculiarities. I said, ¢ Why should an evil spirit know his ways and
phrases, &c. ?’ She answered, ¢‘ That is the argument used but very easily met.
The Arch Fiend knows all about us and all our peculiarities, and makes use
of that knowledge in his temptations—and so, for his purpose, he can tell all
his emissaries.” We quote this as at least a clear and definite theory. It
does not appear, however, to have received practical confirmation on the
occasion in question, as ‘‘the Lord’s Prayer and various texts written on
small slips of paper” and concealed about Mrs. Brouncker’s person did not
avail to intercept the manifestations.

20. p. 278.—Mrs. Hennings’ testimony. Home says, “George is here”—
nephew of Mrs. Hennings, recently deceased ; mentions accident from bite
of dog when a boy at Dulwich—correct. One of us has seen Mrs. Hennings,
who, although very old, retains a singularly bright intelligence. She con-
firmed this statement, and added several details.

21. p. 278.—Mrs. Hennings’ testimony. Home speaks in trance as from
her father ; ¢ The night before your father passed away you played whist with
him,” some details, and explanation as to provisions of will. ‘‘ Mr. Home had
never seen my father, nor heard anything about him ; and most wonderful to
me was this detail of such long-past events, known only to myself.”

22. p. 288.—Lord Lindsay’s testimony (now Lord Crawford). Lord Lindsay
misses train at Norwood, sleeps on sofa in Home’s room ; sees female figure
standing near Home’s bed, which fades away ; recognises face among other
photographs next morning ; it was Home’s deceased wife. Lord Adare (now
Lord Dunraven) and two others, in Lord Adare’s rooms, see (February, 1869)
a shadowy figure resembling this form, but cannot distinguish features.
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23. p. 321.—Evidence of a friend of Mr. Alexander (reported by Mr.
A.). Home at Edinburgh; a Mr. H., a stranger, comes as substitute for
another person ; raps say, ‘‘Itis Aunt Margaret’s loving John.” Mr. H.
has an aunt, living far from Edinburgh, called Margaret, widow of a
John.

24, p. 322.—Same evidence. Rapsgive the name ‘“‘Pophy Sophy.” This
was pet name of a child whose mother and aunt were present. Raps
say to aunt, ‘“You were not to blame, and I am happy.” Aunt had
blamed herself morbidly for supposed carelessness in letting child catch
fever.

25. p. 369.—Dr. Karpoviteh’s testimony. Home gives to General
Philosophoff the Christian names and surnames of ‘‘three school-fellows
of his, who had been dead for years.”

26. p. 377.—Mrs. Peck’s testimony. ‘‘By permission I put several
mental questions, each of which was promptly and correctly answered, with
the full names of friends and relatives deceased, and circumstances which
could not have been known to any of those present; all, as I have stated,
having been previous to the past 24 hours strangers to me.” (Mrs. Peck
was an American, staying at an hotel in Geneva.)

27. p. 378.—Mrs. Peck’s testimony. Home, entranced, says: ‘ There is
a portrait of his mother.” ¢I made no reply ; but my thought was, ¢ There
is no portrait of her.’” Home insists that there is, ‘‘with an open Bible
upon her knee.” There was, in fact, a daguerrotype 30 years old, which Mrs.
Peck had forgotten, in attitude described—with indistinct book on knee,
which was, in fact, a Bible.

28. p. 381.—Countess Panigai’s testimony. At her first séance raps are
heard under her hands ; they spell out the name of ‘ Stella,” give age at
death. ‘I was an utter stranger to Mr. and Mrs. Home. They had been
but a few days in Florence, and had heard my name for the first time when,
an hour or two before, a friend asked permission for me to be present at the
séance.” ‘“‘In my dressthere was nothing to indicate mourning.” Small hand
grasps Madame Panigai’s, &c. Message continues, ‘‘And I know, mamma,
that you took the last pair of boots I wore, and hid them away with my
little white dress in a box that you had ordered for the purpose. You must
not again open the drawer where the box is placed until you hear distinet raps
on the bureau.” ‘‘Not even my family knew anything of this box.” Next
morning Madame Panigai invites a friend, and begins to tell her of the séance ;.
friend hears raps on bureau, Madame Panigai unlocks drawer, unlocks box,
takes out boots. ‘¢ On the elastic of one boot was imprinted a perfect star, and
in the centre of the star an eye. At each of the six points there is a letter
—united, they form the name of my darling. Not only had Mr. Home
never been within my house, but up to the time of compiling this account
—more than two years later—from my memoranda, taken at the time
when these events occurred, he has not even seen the house to my
knowledge, or his own.”

29. p. 382.—Madame Panigai’s evidence. Message refers to ‘‘anincident
known only to the mnearest of my relatives.” Madame Panigai says
mentally, ‘‘If you are in reality the spirit you claim to be, I ask you to take

1
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that rose from Henrietta and bring it to me.” Mental request is complied
with by hand, apparently recognised as characteristic.

30. p. 382.—Madame Panigai’s evidence. ‘‘Home said to Chevalier
Soffietti, ‘There is an old nurse of yours standing beside you—a negro
woman.” The Chevalier could recall no such person. *She says you ought
not to forget her,” continued Mr. Home ; ‘for she saved your life when you
were but three and a half years of age. You fell into a stream of water near a
mill and were just about to be drawn into a waterwheel when she rescued
you.” Chevalier Soffietti now recalled the whole, and acknowledged the
communication to be perfectly correct. He had been wholly unknown to
Mr. Home till within three hours of the message being given, and not one of
the remaining guests knew of the incident in question.”

31. p. 386. Cavaliere Fenzi’s evidence. Hand touches him ; he asks for
proof that it is the hand he supposes it to be (his wife’s) ; it is at once joined
by a very small hand. Child had died just before wife.

32. p. 403.—Testimony of E. L. Cheney. Home sends a communication
relating to family affairs, &c., as from Mr. Ward Cheney ; member of his
family replies, ‘‘ They were his words. No one else could have spoken them.”

33. p. 404.—Madame Home’s evidence. Home had made a compact of
appearance after death with Henri Delaage. On July 17th, 1882, Home,
travelling with Madame Home in Switzerland, looked out into garden and
said, ‘‘There is Delaage.” Home writes to Paris mentioning this ; letter
appears in Figaro, July 22nd.  Delaage had died July 15th.

34. p. 408.—Madame Home’s testimony. Her uncle, M. N. Aksakoff, not
a Spiritualist nor believer in a future life, dies, April, 1882. Some weeks
afterwards, when Home and Madame Home are alone at Petersburg, raps
spelt out, ¢ He begins to believe that he lives, but he often fears that it is a
dream.” ¢ Hardly had these words been spelt out when we heard sounds
resembling footsteps—the very step of my uncle—in the apartment adjoining
that in which we were ; and the portiére between the two was drawn back.
We saw a hand separate the curtains and then let them fall into their place.
I distinctly saw the full form of the spirit as he approached us. The rap-
pings, which had been silent for a moment, recommenced—‘It is true, it is
true,” was spelt out; ‘and’ there is my shadow,’—at that instant I felt
something placed in my hand”’ [a framed photograph of the deceased, from
the adjoining drawing-room.]

35. Case given in Appendix from Dr. Hawksley ; he hears by telegraph
of death of Mrs. Slingsby Shafto at a distance ; mentions the fact to no one ;
message is rapped out by table with name of the deceased.

This list of identifications is a long one,—and quite unique in the
history of Spiritualism.! Let us look into it a little more closely. In
the first place, the sitters seem rarely to have felt the importance
of themselves asking for specific facts, instead of merely accepting
such facts as are offered. It does not, indeed, appear that any requests
are evaded ; but they are usually forestalled. We have, however, requests

1The nearest approach to it is in the experiences of ‘° M. A. (Oxon)”, asnarrated in
a little work called Spirit Identity, now out of print,
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made by sitters, and satisfactorily met, in cases 5, 6, 9, (Robert
Chambers), 25 (Mrs. Peck), 28 (Mme. Panigai). In these last two cases
there are answers to mental questions.

Among the cases where information is volunteered the facts are
usually known already to one or more of the sitters. In case 26 the
fact has been known, but forgotten ; and in cases 2, 4, 10, 11, 16, the
facts are known to no one present.

Characteristic hands are seen in cases 3, 6, and handwriting
considered characteristic is given in cases 3, 5, 8. Case 3 deserves
attention in its bearing on two possible views of the hands, (1) that they
were stuffed hands, (2) that they were hallucinations.

The hands are so often associated with actions which leave
permanent results, movements of objects, &c., at a distance from the
medium, and at the same time they melt away in the grasp or in the
air so suddenly, that their reported doings would need a strange
combination of hallucination with machinery.

It will be seen that some observers, (as Dr. Hawksley and Serjeant
Cox), while insisting on the genuineness of the phenomena witnessed
through Home, attributed them either to Home’s own spirit or to
spirits influencing him, but not in reality the spirits of the dead.

But this point we need not here discuss. Our object in this review
is evidential rather than speculative. @~ We propose the question:
“Have Home’s phenomena ever been plausibly explained as conjuring
tricks, or in accordance with known laws of Nature?” And we
answer, ‘“No; they have not been so explained—nor can we so
explain them.” In discussing this special question we can claim such
competence as may accrue to us from having taken a share in various
exposures of phenomena depending on conscious or unconscious fraud,
and from a pretty wide acquaintance with the history of Spiritualistic
and “Theosophical ” impostures. We have also had the advantage of
consulting experts in conjuring, a letter from one of whom will be
found in the Appendix ; and we have certainly studied the evidence
more carefully than many of those who have reviewed it elsewhere.
Here, however, our competence ends. We did not witness the
facts; and no expression of belief or disbelief on our part can
have independent value. = Or, rather, the only guidance which
our degree of belief can give must be in answer to a definite
practical inquiry. If our readers ask us, “Do you advise us to go on
experimenting in these matters as though Home’s phenomena were
genuine ?” we answer, Yes. But if they ask us, “ Do you believe in
Home’s phenomena as you believe in the laws of Nature?” we answer,
No. Our belief that “fire burns” is indefinitely stronger than our belief
that, under Home’s auspices, fire sometimes did 7ot burn. Or, to put the

T2
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matter in a more abstract form, we feel absolutely certain that nothing
occurred in Home’s presence which was in any sense miraculous—in
any sense a departure from the universal and immemorial order of
things. But, while on the one hand, as already stated, no one has as
yet explained Home’s phenomena by & posterior: criticisms, so also, on
the other hand, no one has as yet shown by & priori reasoning that
they are necessarily inconsistent with the plan of the universe. We do
not say that either or both of these feats may not some day be
performed ; we only say that neither we, nor others, have as yet
performed them.

For our own part, the plainest moral which we draw from the life
of Home is of a practical kind. Neither Spiritualist nor savant can
possibly be satisfied with the condition in which the evidence to Home’s
phenomena is left. Madame Home has zealously and skilfully striven
to collect what can still be collected. But, at best, we have but a
casual and fragmentary record of that which, from any point of view
whatever, ought to have been noted with careful accuracy, and described
in full detail. As the matter stands, it seems as though every irrational
sentiment in turn had fought against the preservation of such records
as might have given us a true and complete picture of a series of
occurrences which, whatever their true explanation, are among the
most singular which history records. It can only be hoped that,
should such phenomena be again offered to observation, those who
witness them will realise that even their own personal satisfaction will
ultimately be better assured if they will perform—as a few, and a few
only, of Home’s sitters performed it—that duty to our fellow-men
which lies for each of us in the painstaking record and the candid
publication of any knowledge which may have chanced to come to us
earlier than to others, but which may perhaps be of deep concern to all
mankind.

‘W. F. BARRETT.
F. W. H. MyERs.

APPENDIX A.

We are still anxious to collect unpublished testimony either for or
againstthe genuineness of Home’s phenomena. In a series of Appendices
we give such additional evidence as we have as yet obtained. From
inquiry, both among conjurers and among other shrewd persons who
disbelieve in Home’s powers, we find two points frequently urged. (1)
The partisan source (Madame Home’s book) from which the principal
testimonies are drawn, with the possibility that the letters cited are not
bond fide. (2) The unfavourable presumptions drawn from the case of
Lyon v. Home, which it is urged that Madame Home has recounted in an
ex parte manner. As to (1), Madame Home, as above stated, has
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allowed Mr. Myers to examine the MS. letters cited, and an imperfect
list of these, taken down during the inspection, is here subjoined.

Names of correspondents whose letters were inspected by F. W. H. M.

Mrs. Alexander, Messrs. Armstrong, Ashburner, W. H. Ashurst,
Elizabeth Duchess of St. Albans, Madame de Balzac, Comte Bobinsky,
Marquis de Belmont, Messrs. John Bright, Blumenthal, Bellew, Berto-
lacci, Mrs. de Burgh, Messrs. Bulkeley, Bordiska, Bronnell, Beales, Burr,
(a picture from daguerrotype showing hand, see p. 33), Brookes, Lady
Burton, Mr. Increase Carpenter, Hon. Mrs. Cowper-Temple, Serjeant
Cox, Messrs. R. Chambers, S. C. Clemens, J. W. Carrington, Bishop
J. M. Clark, Emma Cheney, Messrs. Ward Cheney, Crookes, A. M. de
Cardonne, Princesse de Mingrélie, Elizabeth Lady Dunsany, Lord
Dufferin, Mrs. Ely, Mr. Edgeworth, Dr. Elliotson, Lady K. Fleming,
Messrs. C. T. Fuller, Fenzi, Mme. Grisi, Messrs. Gugert, Gully, Lady
Gomm, Dr. Hawksley, Mrs. Hall, Messrs. Hinard, Hull, Heaphy,
Heward, Lord Howden, Messrs. Hoefer, Hope, Duchess of Hamilton,
Mr. Seymour Kirkup, Comte de Komar, Miss Lockhart, Lavigerie,
Madame Lamuniére, Lord Lytton (the first), Baron Meyendoff, Prince
Marat, Mr. Matthews, Sophie, Queen of the Netherlands, Messrs.
B. Nixon, William Noble, Nubar Pasha, Countess Orsini, Mr. Dale
Owen, Pius IX., Mr. Powers, Countess Panigai, Comte de Villa Franca,
(Duke of Parma), Baron de Pontalba, Duchesse de Tascher la Pagine,
Pére de Ravignan, Mr. Rymer, Lord Odo Russell, Mrs. Scott Russell,
Mr. Ruskin, Count Schouvaloff, Count Steinbeck Fermor, Duchess of
Sutherland, Mrs. Sinclair, George Prince of Solms, Lady Shelley, Mrs.
Senior, Messrs. Sauer, Tiedemann (Marthéze), Monsignor Talbot,
Alexis Tolstoy, Miss Hope Vere, Miss Whitman, Helen Webster,
Prince Wrede, Mr. Wason, Captain C. Wynne.

APPENDIX B.

Our colleague, Mr. H. Arthur Smith, author of Principles of Equity
has kindly furnished us with the following review of the case of Lyon
2. Home. Mr. W. M. Wilkinson was good enough to lend us most of
the printed depositions. '

1, New-square, Lincoln’s Inn.
October 19th, 1888.

I have looked carefully into the case of Lyon v. Home as reported in the
Law Reports (6 Equity, 655), keeping in view the questions to which you
direct my attention, and perhaps the following comments may be useful
to you.

1. It is certainly the fact that the judge discredited the evidence of
Mrs. Lyon. He said, ‘“Reliance cannot be placed on her testimony.
it would be unjust to found on it a decree against any man, save in so far as
what she has sworn to may be corroborated by written documents, or
unimpeached witnesses, or incontrovertible facts.”

Having, then, eventually decided against Home, it follows that the judge
must have considered that her evidence was corroborated in some or other of
the ways mentioned.
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2. Tt is true that Wilkinson’s evidence went to the extent of saying that
the plaintiff always assured him that she was ‘‘attached to Home for his own
sake apart from any spiritual phenomena or communications.” There was
also an admitted letter from Mrs. Lyon to Home, in which she stated that
she presented him with the £24,000 ‘‘as an entirely free gift.” This, she
said, was written by her at Home’s dictation under magnetic influence.

3. What then was the corroborative evidence which led to the judge’s
final opinion ?

(1) The evidence of Mrs. Jane Fellowes, who not only testified to the
fact that Mr. Home and Mrs. Lyons had séances together, stating that
during one of them she heard Mrs. Lyon exclaim, ¢‘Oh, my darling, let me
look at him !” but she swore that Mrs. Lyon told her a few days after the
séance at which those words were heard, ‘‘that her husband’s spirit had
communicated with her through the mediumship of Home,” and that on
subsequent occasions Mrs. Lyon ‘“spoke of further communications to the
effect that she was to adopt defendant as her son, and that he was to have
£700 a year.” She goes on in her affidavit : ¢ Plaintiff used frequently to
talk to me about defendant and his wonderful powers as a spiritual medium,
and her adoption of him, and her transfer of property to him, both wnder the
direction of her husband’s spirit communicated through defendant.”

(2) Mrs. Key deposed that on the 8th of November she heard defendant,
who was then alone with the plaintiff, say, *“ Write what I tell you,” and some-
thing about a will and taking the name and arms of Lyon. ¢ On several
occasions when she had been listening witness heard defendant say, ¢ Let wus
consult father,” and there would then be raps, and he would repeat the letters
of the alphabet very quickly.”

(3) Mrs. Tom Fellowes said : ‘‘On the 11th November plaintiff was very
open and communicative in telling me in the presence of the defendant of
her disposition of her property, and he (defendant) continually checked her,
saying it was unnecessary to go into particulars. Plaintiff said she wished
me to know exactly what she had done, as she had only obeyed her husband’s
commands as commuwicated through the medivmship of the defendant. He,
however, twice denied that he had anything to do with the matter.”

(4) Mrs. Pepper’s evidence was to much the same purpose—viz., that
plaintiff ascribed her action to the communications from her husband
received through Home.

(5) There were memorandum books in Home’s writing containing
accounts of the spiritual experience with the plaintiff, and communications to
her in the form of a dialogue between her and her deceased husband. This
book was full of extravagant expressions of affection on the part of Charles
for his darling Jane; and Home was in those dialogues alluded to as ‘‘our
heloved son.”

(6) Now it must, I think, be admitted that considering the extraordinary
character of Mrs. Lyon’s conduct, and the swiftness with which she reached
her decision to transfer her property to Home, such evidence as the above
may reasonably be deemed corroborative of her assertion that she was
induced to act as she did by the effects of Home’s Spiritualistic pretensions.
Technically, indeed, some of the statements above quoted were not evidence
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against Home, the admissions of Mrs. Lyon not having been all made in his
presence ; but there was sufficient in the remainder and especially in the
memorandum book, in my opinion, to establish the plaintiff s case. It is not
then true that ‘‘ Home was made to restore the money, because, being a
professed medium, it was likely that he should have induced her” in the way
she alleged. The Court held the law to be that such transactions as those in
question cannot be upheld, ‘‘unless the Court is quite satisfied that they are
acts of pure volition uninfluenced.” The burden of proof of sustaining what
is primd facie utterly unreasonable is on those who seek to benefit thereby.
This proof of the voluntariness of Mrs. Lyon’s gifts was certainly not forth-
coming. Apart from her evidence, there was evidence of considerable weight
that as a matter of fact (not as a mere matter of inference from the fact of
his mediumship) Home did work on the mind of Mrs. Lyon by means of
Spiritualistic devices, and further that he did so by suggesting communications
from her deceased husband. Whether this is to Home’s discredit or not of
course will be decided according to one’s belief in Spiritualism and the
reality of her husband’s interference. ~Such is my opinion of the case ; any
further particulars of which I shall be happy to supply.—Yours faithfully,

H. ArTHUR SMITH.

On this letter Mr. W. M. Wilkinson comments as follows :—

44, Lincoln’s Inn-fields, London, W.C.
Tth May, 1889.

I have read Mr. Smith’s comments on the case of Lyon v. Home, and of
the judge’s summing up and decision. I have compared the comments with
the report in the Equity cases, Vol. 6.

Mr. Smith appears to me to have made a fair synopsis of the report and
to have brought out the reasoning on which the judge decided the case.

I have no data by which I could impeach the testimony of the plaintiff’s
principal witnesses, of the truth of whose statements the judge was satisfied.
It was on the faith of that evidence that the judge decided that the defendant
had not proved to his satisfaction that the case was free from defendant’s
influence.

On the other side was a body of evidence that the plaintiff throughout
declared thaf she made the gifts without any such influence, but though
these witnesses stated truly what she said, the judge disbelieved her
statements to the witnesses.—Yours faithfully,

W. M. WILKINSON.

APPENDIX C.

A well-known amateur conjurer and writer on Natural Magic,
member of our Committee on Physical Phenomena, writes as follows :—

February 13th, 1889.
I have read and considered Home’s Life from the conjurer’s point of
view, but find it extremely difficult to give any safe opinion upon it.
Assuming the general good faith of the witnesses, I should still make very
large deductions for mal-observation and looseness of description. Many of
the facts asserted are not, as described, explainable by any conjuring expedients



120 Journal of Society for Psychical Research. [July, 1889,

within my knowledge, but this is by no means conclusive ; experience
teaching that, upon any question of the marvellous, ordinary observers are
absolutely untrustworthy as witnesses. I have frequently had minute accounts
of admitted conjuring tricks which, as described, I could not explain ; though,
when I have subsequently seen the thing done, the solution has been
perfectly clear. People describing magical illusions tell you not what was
done, but what they think was done, which is often a totally different matter.

Referring to a remark of Mr. Myers, anent the ‘‘ accordion ” manifesta-
tion, it seems to me clear that, in some, at any rate, of the instances given,
Home did not use an accordion of his own, but this would not necessarily
exclude trick. One of Dr. Monck’s stock feats was to place a musical-box on
the table, and cover it with a cigar-box, after which it played or stopped
playing at command. Suggested explanation, ¢ Spirits.” Real explanation,
that the box in question did nothing at all, the sound being produced by a
second box strapped to Monck’s leg above the knee (inside the trouser), and
set in motion by pressure against the under surface of the table. It is
possible that the accordion-playing might in Home’s case have been produced
by some similar expedient. To assert that it was so produced, in the absence
of fuller information, would be childish, and the same difficulty meets one
throughout the book.

The item to which I attach most importance is Mr. Crookes’ experiment
of the board and spring-balance. Had the apparatus been devised and
constructed by Home himself the experiment would have had very little
value, but as described (and putting aside the hypotheses of untruthfulness
or hallucination on the part of Mr. Crookes), it seems to me to be distinetly
outside the range of trick, and, therefore, to be good evidence, so far as
we can trust personal testimony at all, of Home’s possession of some special
power of producing motion, without contact, in inanimate objects. This
does not, of course, involve the admission of the Spiritualistic hypothesis.
Possibly a series of sufficiently delicate tests would show that the operative
force (whatever it may be) is common to all persons in a greater or less
degree. AneeELo LEwIs (‘‘ Professor Hoffmann.”)

APPENDIX D.

The following is the statement referred to on p. 102. The writer is
known to us as a gentleman of character and position, and his reason for
anonymity is the wish to avoid giving pain to the friends who
introduced him to Home, and with whom he did not discuss the matter
at the time. The account represents a recollection 34 years old.

I made the acquaintance of the late D. D. Home in 1855. 1 was then
staying in the neighbourhood of the house in which he was for the time
domesticated, and I was invited to an evening séance. There was the
usual table-moving and rapping out of answers to questions—failures in
the case of myself and of the lady then engaged to me and now my
wife, who was of the party. Anxious desire having been expressed by
several to see the ‘‘spirit’ hands,” we were told that it was yet too
light, and were, after it was as dark as it ever.is on a moonlight night
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in July, told that we must wait until the moon had set. This having
occurred—at about 11 p.m.—I think we were not long before a ‘¢ spirit
hand” appeared. ~We were assembled—about 14 in number—about a round
table, occupying the whole circumference of it except a space on the part of
it nearest the window, which went down to the floor, or nearly so. Home
sat at one end of the horse-shoe formed by the company, in a low easy chair.
By-and-bye, in the open space between him and the other end of the
horse-shoe, a tiny hand—considerably smaller than that of any adult person
—could be seen outlined against the faint light of the window, the object
rising from the edge of the table, and descending and rising again, and so
on several times. It appeared to me that it showed itself mainly at two
different points—one about corresponding to the length of Home’s arm, the
other more distant—about the place of his foot. Some of the company
became much excited, and begged, leaning forward, that they might be
allowed to ‘‘kiss the dear hand.” In response to these entreaties the object
rose higher and came nearer (still always rising from the edge of the table,
the ¢ arm”—apparently in a loose baggy sleeve—rising with it, never
suspended in the air), and I thought I could see slight movements in the
shoulder or upper part of Home’s arm corresponding with.the movements,
on these occasions, of the ‘‘spirit hand.” The outline of the upper part of
Home’s arm seemed, as the ‘“spirit hand ” advanced to meet the persons
far from the window, and who were leaning towards it, to approach nearer
to the ‘‘arm,” or whatever it was that supported the ‘‘spirit hand ” ; the
movements of both plainly corresponded, and at length the whole edge of
the table between the two objects, as outlined against the light, disappeared,
and I saw continuous connection in the upper outline of Home’s arm and
the thing, whatever it was, that supported the ‘* spirit hand.” The situation
at this point struck me so forcibly—the trick so plain to my eyes, and the
reverential and adoring expressions of the company—among whom, I think,
there were only three, including my wife and myself, who were not firm
believers, that I was seized with a strong impulse to laugh. I restrained
myself from making any sound, but I felt my shoulders shake : we were
wedged closely together, I being next to a lady who must have felt the
movement, and clearly did so, for she immediately said that she thought
they had enough now ; and it was sug gested thatlights had better be brought
in, which was done.

At a later period of the evening the same lady asked me what I thought of
it, and I told her that it was remarkable, which she evidently understood,
for no more was said. I have no doubt she was a firm believer herself.

These are the simple facts, which I am ready to confirm personally if the
necessn;y should arise ; but the affair is associated with persons and events
in a way that would make it more than undesirable. that it should be a
subject of public discussion, and therefore I omit names, and for thb"samé,
reason do not desire my name to appear. I give the facts sim h' for. ﬁhé
personal information of your two friends who, by the kind of mveﬁlgatloh )
they azle making into this matter, may fairly claim, I think ,)to ébe th
assiste 3

27th January, 1889, NT ARK



122 Jowrnal of Society for Psychical Research. [July, 1889.

P.S.—I may add that several of those friends who were present at this
and similar ‘‘ manifestations” about the same time, though believing that
Home had some power over what they called the spirit-world, and, I think,
so believing still, have owned to me since that they thought he did on
occasion resort to trickery.

APPENDIX E.
44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.

February Tth, 1889.
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