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2 Journal of Society for Psychical Research. Jax.,1917.

MORE ABOUT DREAMS.
By Dr. F. C. S. SCHILLER.

Dr. Jacks’s reply to my comments on his article (see Journal,
July, 1916) reveals, as I expected, so much agreement between
us that I am tempted to carry a little further the discussion
of our differences. I agree of course that dreams have never
had justice done them and that the interpretation ordinarily
placed upon them is by no means the only one conceivable nor
philosophically the most adequate. But we do not quite agree
about the number of parties to a dream that should be recog-
nized. I distinguish three, (1) the waking self, (2) the dreamer,
and (3) the (unknown) maker of the dream. He analyses out
Sfour, (1) ‘Smith,’, who remembers the dream, (2) °Smith,’
‘asleep and dreaming,’ (3) °Smith,’, the dream-duellist, and
(4) his ‘antagonist —in the dream—who is not, apparently,
any sort of ‘Smith.” In this classification I cannot follow
the distinction between °Smith,” and ‘Smith,’: surely, unless
‘Smith,” is the body, the sleeper who dreams s precisely
the duellist, and the duel is what he dreams. The whole
of it is at least real in his dream, and real with all its inei-
dents, the fighters, and the rapiers, daggers or pistols they
fight with. Nothing can deprive the duel of its reality,
relatively to the dream, so long as ‘Smith,” remembers it.
But this settles nothing as to the question whether the dream
has any other and higher reality as well.

Ordinarily, no doubt, we deny to dreams any further reality,!
and attribute to them reality in the dreamer’s experience alone.
This, I agree, is unproved and arbitrary and begs an important
question. And there are other interpretations which have
been believed, and should be investigated. Thus (1) it may
be that the dream is nmot merely a subjective experience, but
shared by others, who dream it too. If so, Dr. Jacks’s
antagonist may be a real person, and the suggestion of cross-
corresponding dreams has my entire sympathy. Indeed, they
seem to occur, though rarely, and the Society has recorded
some examples, e.g. the prototvpe of Kipling’s Brushwood Boy

1 For the different sorts of reality, seec my Presidential Address, Proc.,
Vol. XXVIL, pp. 212-19, '
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in the Journal, Vol. 1. p. 353. Or again (2) the dream may
mean something objective, and be a divinely-sent warning,
like Nebuchadnezzar’s and Agamemnon’s, Freud’s theory also
is of this type. (3) The close resemblance between dream-life
and real life, between dream-worlds and the physical world,
suggests a still bolder and more realistic interpretation. In
all philosophic essentials there is no difference. Both the
‘real” world and the dream-worlds are in space and time,
are subject to change and motion, and are inhabited by
persons and things. It can be held, therefore, that the
dream-worlds really exist, and that the only advantage the
‘real” world has over them is that we inhabit it longer
and more frequently., But what after all are three score
years and ten? Might we not awake some day from our
present nightmare and find that it had occupied only a few
moments in the time of a more real world? It seems to
me that there is much consolation in this thought, though
its statement has to be guarded in several directions.!

It is clear that upon this interpretation also Dr. Jacks’s
antagonist in the duel may be a real person. But I do not
see how he can satisfy his curiosity about him, without inquiring
how he, himself, or his dream-representative, got wnto the
dream. And this leads us back to the making of the dream,
which seems to me to be the essential erux. That in his
dream-duel Dr. Jacks should have had an antagonist seems
as natural as that he should have had a weapon. But who
or what constructed the dream and arranged the duel? The
waking self obviously was not to blame ; it only ‘remembered’
the dream after it had happened. Nor can the dreamer be
credited with a plot and a dénouement he did not foresee;
for him the whole affair was as real and objective and inde-
pendent of him as anything in the performances of waking
life. I can only conclude, therefore, that if ¢ Sally Beauchamp’
n Dr. Morton Prince’s classic case was not the beginning of
s clue to this puzzle, science must at present confess itself
nonplussed. She clearly had the sort of imagination and of
ental attitude which characterizes the ‘makers’ of most of
jur dreams.

1 Cf. Studies in Humanism, p. 485.



4 Journal of Society for Psychical Research. Jax., 1917.

DRAMATIC DREAMS.
By ErnEest S. THOMAS.

MemBERS of the Society will have read with great interest Dr.
Jacks’s instructive article on dreams in the May number of the
Journal, in which he contends that the dramatis personae of
the kind of dream he discusses are extraneous to the dreamer.
I hope in the following notes to show that there are experiences
of an intermediate nature which throw light upon the sources
of these dreams.

The following are the points upon which Dr. Jacks lays stress:

(1) There is no reason why I should experience surprise or
horror if my own mind is the source of the dream-content; the
mind cannot prepare surprises for itself.

(2) The explanation that my mind is the agent breaks down
because there are three agents, the dreamer and two dream-
personalities.

Now the first suggestion that I wish to put forward is that all
dreams of a dramatic kind are not so completely ‘‘ rounded off ”
as those Dr. Jacks relates. They have a tendency to ‘fizzle out”
by taking a ridiculous turn.

I dreamt, for instance, the following dream, which is traceable
to no known experience of my own. I was one of a large
congregation seated on chairs in the open air facing the east
near the time of sunset: we were all gazing upwards and east-
wards when presently an object appeared in mid-air rapidly
approaching. It resolved itself into a great eagle bearing in
its talons a huge golden lion. The bird remained poised before
us: its plumes flashing as it beat its wings: the lion illumined
in the most natural and glorious way by the sunset light. It
was a majestic sight, and my feelings were those of deepest
awe. There were other striking and consistent phases in the
dream, but the point I would emphasise is that presently the
lion appeared as a miserable little leonine cur, running about
and wagging its tail ingratiatingly. It was all one dream, and
the obvious question presents itself :—if the anticlimax was inspired
or produced by an agency other than my mind, then are not
all dreams surely so produced ¢! The more obvious conclusion
is that the whole thing was the product of my own “ mind.”

But is there any evidence from which we can infer that Mr.
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Jacks’s first contention does not hold good ? 1 think there is;
namely, in the experiments in hypnotism performed by Professor
and Mrs. Sidgwick and Mr. Smith at Brighton.! On one occasion
an attempt was made to induce the percipient to see a choir-
boy on a card. What he saw was a ghost, which he described
with some emotion. It may still be contended that the source
of the dream was ° extraneous,” nevertheless the form it took,
giving rise to feelings one should not have at the products of
one’s own imagination and which the agents did not intend, was
clearly woven by the percipient’s mind.

Again, there is Gurney’s famous experiment in which the
percipient read from a book and at the same time endeavoured
to do an arithmetical calculation on the planchette. The result
was astonishing. The unpleasant ** mental ” sensations occasioned
by the psychic stress of the attempted operation produced a
terrifying dream, in which the percipient * got into bed” (alle-
gorical of giving up the experiment) to escape his unpleasant
visitant. Here is a clear case of terror occasioned at a phantom
raised by the mind of the terrified dreamer.

Readers of the Proceedings will ere this have seen the direction
11 which these quoted cases point, namely, that the phenomenon
14 to be explained by some theory of multiple personality.

The Beauchamp case comes to mind, bringing us to Dr. Jacks’s
1ond point. In this case the physical Miss Beauchamp as
iy suffered so many things at the hands of Sally (B,,), of
hose existence she (B,) was, as Miss Beauchamp, totally
« blivious. That this is the true explanation, namely, the temporary
ibdivision of the personality into temporarily distinet more or
ws rational entities, is to be inferred from an interesting experi-
ient of Myers, when he attempted, and finally managed, to
e conscious as Myers in his dream, and betook himself to
i udying his surroundings in the dream-room with keen and
Cwutious interest lest he should waken himself by any emotional
csplay of feeling. In his case his dream-weaving *self ” and
| 8 normal rational self (the latter awake and not asleep as in
¢ normal dream), are completely rounded off. In an attempt
I made myself I was only partially successful. 1 had the same
i <Nng of elation at being ““awake” in my dream (in a picture-
[ wt-card shop), and attempted to prove to myself that “17
vas in a dream-shop by showing a friend a post-card of a

1 See Proc. S.P.R., Vol. VL., p. 128.

Jigitizea Dy MICrosoli &
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castle and asking him to say what it was. Elation at his reply
(that it was a bird) awoke me. Unless my friend and I were
both present in ““spirit” in the dream-shop (as I take it M.
Jacks would contend) my reasoning powers were not fully opera-
tive; I did not realize (on my hypothesis) that my friend was as
much a figment of my dream-weaving ° personality ” as the shop.

But it is not necessary to invoke the theory of.multiple per-
sonality to give a plausible explanation of a dream in which the
dreamer experiences emotions such as the products of his own
“imagination ” should not normally afford. There is the * critical ”
state of mind (to employ an expression borrowed from physical
science, which denotes the condition of matter when it is neither
gaseous nor liquid, but between the two), when one is hovering
on the boundary between sleeping and waking, in a hypnoidal
state.

It may be of interest to quote an experience of my own in
this state. Lying in a chair with eyes closed, fully conscious
of my position, and that if I opened my eyes all would disappear,
I saw before me a large illuminated missal, as bright as though
illuminated by the sunshine that actually filled my room. I
studied the pictures with interest, noting the gleam of light
where the gilding curved with the page, and the grain oi the
paper, and the way it “took ” the different colours. When I turned,
as 1t were, to think upon what I saw, I remember that the picture
grew dimmer. It was elearly a case of fluttering on the: border-
land between full awareness of mind and semi-consciousness. This
was further borne out by the fact that while I fancied I was
reading the book, attention to what 1 was mentally repeating
as I read showed that it was utter nonsense. ‘“Let us see,” 1
thought, *“ whether that is really what is written.” 1 looked
fixedly at the page to read the characters and was conscious of
a sensation of strain which I had not felt on studying the pictures :
I found that an effort of imagination was required to see the
words I was reading, ¢e. I found that I thought. the words
first and then saw them. As in hypnotic cases where the subject’s
ideas of the rational are strained too far (perhaps also from a
cause similar to that in the Gurney experiment quoted above),
I came fully to myselfi and the book disappeared. I would
point out that wonder and surprise at seeing the hook so clearly
and vividly was a pervading emotion of this * dream.”
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REVIEW.

Raymond ; or, Life and Death. By Stk OulvErR Lopge. (Methuen
& Co., London. 10s. 6d. net.)

PsycHICcAL researchers have often been indebted to Sir Oliver
Lodge for his writings on matters which especially interest them
and attraect their investigation, but probably never before have
they been laid under so great obligation as they are by his
latest production, Raymond. To produce it required not only
expert knowledge of the ways and methods of paychically
endowed persons generally classed as medinms: but further
demanded a frankness and a courage which are even less
commonly met with, and there ean be little doubt but that
its perusal will greatly stimulate the serious consideration of
a subject the importance of which can scarcely be exaggerated.

Sir Oliver divides his work into three parts.

In the first he, as it were, introduces us to his gallant son.
A selection of his correspondence from the seat of war
discloses to us a brave young ofticer, and bears testimony, as
clo many similar narratives, to a cheerful endurance of hard-
ships whose existence he scarcely admits, but is sadly and
tmply evidenced from other sources—hardships, moreover,
ncidental to a career which would not have been chosen
ave at the distinct and conscientiously recognised call of
luty. In this respect Raymond was one of a class numerously
epresented in these sad and strenuous days, and of whom
jritain has every reason to be proud. Many have written,
hough perhaps rarely with a view to publication, similar
right accounts of their experiences in the stormy Front,
alenlated and intended, by no means insincerely, to cheer and
eep up the spirits of the loved ones at home. Raymond
ndured the hardships of war, though he never described
hem as hardships, from joining the expeditionary force in
farch, 1915, until his fatal wound and death in the following
eptember, and a more attractive personality it would be
ifficult to present.

There could scarcely be a more appropriate introduction
han this to the second part, which gives us the substance
- nd often the detail of many communications made to various
iembers of the family since the death. Some of these are
i dmittedly of interest only from the evidential point of view.
Ve say “only,” but scientifically regarded this is certainly
{:h most important aspect of the case. On the other hand,
i ..av of the messagee, though not in a strict sense evidential,
ire on the personal side of intense interest, an interest which
i intensified by the introduction in Part T. which has been
1ferred to.
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It would be futile to attempt within the brief limits imposed
by this Journal to illustrate or to convey an adequate impres-
sion of the various communications. Critics of such messages
have often compiained of the triviality or even flippancy of
what the departed say or purport to say. No such charge
can be urged against the matter here presented to us. Much
ground is covered, sometimes with mediums, often without,
sometimes by automatic writing, sometimes by speech, the wa
being led in quite characteristic manner by our old friend Mr.
Myers, but the matter is intensely serious and some of it even
sacred. In Part III., which discusses the philosophy of the
whole question, quotations from the writings of the late Mr.
Stainton Moses sufficiently establish the serious side of many
communications, and no doubt many messages that are not
and never will be pubiished are of the same effect. At the
same time, the writer warns us that experiments in this matter
are not to be lightly undertaken. Kfforts made in this direction
are likely to be responded to in the spirit in which they are
made, and it is far worse than useless to enter upon them
under the prompting of a prurient curiosity ; and it may be
added that in any case the greatest caution should be exercised
in having recourse to a professional medium.

It is the less necessary to dwell at length on the records
of the many sittings, inasmuch as they were reported at length
by Sir Oliver himself in a paper read by him at a private
meeting of the Society in June last, and this paper has since
appeared with additions in the latest number of our Proceedings.

The third part, as already said, is devoted to a consideration
of the phenomena from a scientific, and even in some degree
from a religious point of view. Of course opinions will differ
widely as to the degree of acceptance which is to be accorded
to the revelations of another sphere of life here set forth.
Obdurate sceptics and perhaps rigidly orthodox believers will
have none of it. The 7imes reviewer wants time to make
up his mind respecting a matter so great and so new to him ;
but the least that can be said is that an exposition so com-
prehensive, so lucid and so candid will be of great assistance
to all who devote serious thought to the subject, and it may
well be anticipated that many will in future adopt a view of
the allegations and possibilities of spiritnalism widely different
from those which they have hitherto entertained. o

. A, S.
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

Names of Members ave printed in Black Type.
Names of Associales are prinfed in SMALL CAPITALS.

(Elected on December 7, 1916.)

drowne, Mrs. A. Scott, Buckland Filleigh, Highampton, N. Devon.

farlton, Arthur, J.P., Colehurst, Worcester.

lirdlestone, Mrs. Frank, The Mill House, Iffley, Oxford.

linkley, Mrs. W., The Gables, Glenmore Road, Salisbury.

fanning, Miss H. T., 102 Central Avenue, Plainfield, New Jersey,
U.S.A.

Tarsden-Smedley, Mrs., Lea Green, Matlock.

aley, G. A., 90 Ouslow Gardens, London, S.W.

Villiamson, The Very Rev. Dr. Wallace, 44 Palmerston Place,
Edinburgh.

'AYFIELD, L. ARTHUR, Park Grange, Edgbaston, Birmingham.

)} Exry, REv. SIDNEY M, 16 Hagley Road, Birmingham.

1ErBY, Mi1ss IsaBeL C., 258 King’s Road, Chelsea, London, S.W,

1® WintoN, MRs. R. F., 83 Elizabeth Street, London, S.W,

1 ¢ wsoN, MRs.,, Landhurst Wood, Hartfield, Sussex.

I Lgee, Capraix CyriL H., 18 Regent Street, Waterloo Place,
London, S.W,
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FergussoN, REv. A. W., The Manse, Dundee.

Herrior, Miss E. F., 2 Sunningdale Gardens, Kensington, London,
w.

Kerso, Mrs. H. J,, 425 W. Church Avenue, Knoxville, Tenn.,
U.S.A.

Mius, Mrs. VirciNiA, 211 N. Conception Street, Mobile, Alabama,
U.8.A.

Moriarry, Miss EiLeeN F. H., 46 Inverness Terrace, Hyde Park,
London, W.

Prck, Mrs. Louts S., 30 Lackawanna Avenue, Jacksonville, Florida,
U.S.A.

Scorr, Mrs. MINTURN, Waterside Copse, Liphook, Hants,

SHASTRI, B. G., 59 Kala Mehta Street, Sagrampura, Surat, India.

TippiNg, Miss K., 7 Lansdowne Circus, Leamington.

TURNER, GENERAL SIR ALFRED, 16 Chelsea Embankment, London,
S.W.

WaLKER, R. A. ROLLESTON, Innisfallen, Campbell Road, Boscombe,

Hants.
WiLkins, Mgs.,, 19 Ormond Road, Rathmines, Dublin, Ireland.

WiLLETT, M1ss CICELY, 2 Holland Park Road, Kensington, London,
w.
(Elected on January 31, 1917.)

Arnold-Foster, Mrs. H. 0., Basset Down, Swindon, Wilts.

Gardner, Mrs., 30 Albacore Crescent, Lewisham, London, S.E.

Hope, Lieut.-Commander R. H. K., R.N., H.M.S. Dreadnought.

Horwood, C. Baring, Tunstall, Suffolk.

Stevenson, Mrs., 52 Abinger Road, Bedford Park, London, W.

Wang, C. Y., Panoff Garden, Rue de Saigon, Hankow, China.

Wilson, Naval Instructor Percy, R.N., H.M.S. Dreadnought.

BoovALsky, JEAN DE, 16 Champion Grove, Denmark Hill, London,
S.E,

Bubpce, Miss H. G., St. Elmo, Haywards Road, Cheltenham,

CorNFORD, REV. BRUCE, 43 Havelock Road, Portsmouth.

GiLsoN, R. CAry, King Edward’s School, Birmingham.

GrauaME, Miss HELEN, Cumberland House, Horley, Surrey.

GroveE, Mrs. EDWARD, Redhill, Farnham, Surrey.

HupsoN, Miss ALICE, Meads Court, Eastbourne.

HupsoN, Miss KATiE E., Meads Court, Easthourne.

Norris, STUART, 3 Birchfield Road, Birmingham.

PrixprE, H. E, 915 New Birks Building, Montreal.
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RipLey, M. Roy, 11 Percival Road, Clifton, Bristol.

SCHOLEFIELD, MRs., Caergwrle, Rectory Lane, Prestwich, Man-
chester.

Strutr, CoMMaNDER Hox. A. C.,, R.N, Terling Place, Witham,
Essex.

SWINBURNE, MRs., Coombe Priory, Shaftesbury, Dorset.

ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING OF MEMBERS.

THE Annual General Meeting of Members of the Society was
held at 20 Hanover Square, London, W., on Wednesday,
January 3lst, 1917, at 3.30 p.m.; Sk WiLLiam BARrerT
in the chair. There were also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally,
the Rev. M. A. Bayfield, Mr. E. N. Bennett, Sir Lawrence J.
Jones, Mr. St. G. L. Fox Pitt, Miss F. C. Scatcherd, Mr.
Sydney C. Scott, Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, Mr. H. Arthur Smith
(and, by proxy: Miss Alice Balfour, the Right Hon. Gerald W.
Balfour, Sir William Crookes, Sir Oliver Lodge, Dr. T. W.
Mitchell, Dr. F. C. 8. Schiller, and Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey);
also Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary.

The Report of the Council for the year 1916 was accepted,
and is printed below. The audited account of income and
expenditure for the year 1916 was presented and takeu as read.

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

MEETINGS OF THE COUNCIL.

FHe 143rd Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
3quare, London, W., on Thursday, December T7th, 1916, at
» pm.; Mr. J. G. Piopixerox in the chair. There were
Uso present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, Sir W. F. Barrett, the
lev. M. A. Bayfield, Mr. E. N. Bennett, Sir Lawrence Jones,
ir. 8t. G. Lane Fox Pitt, and Mrs. Henry Sidgwick; also,
Mrs. Salter, Editor and Hon. Research Officer, and Miss Isabel
Vewton, Secretary.
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The Minutes of the last Meeting of the Council were read
and signed as correct.

Eight new Members and nineteen new Associates were
elected. Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for October and November, 1916,
were presented and taken as read.

The 144th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Wednesday, January 31st, 1917,
at 3 pm.; Sk WiLLiaM BARRETT in the chair. There were
also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the Rev. M. A. Bayfield,
Mr. E. N. Bennett, Mr. St. G. L. Fox Pitt, Mr. Sydney C.
Scott, and Mrs. Henry Sidgwick; also Mrs. Salter, Editor,
and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary. :

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

The Report of the Council was considered for the year 1916.

The 145th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Wednesday, January 3l1st, 1917,
immediately after the Annual General Meeting; Sz WiLLiaM
BarrEeTT in the chair. There were also present: Mr. W. W.
Baggally, the Rev. M. A. Bayfield, Mr E N. Bennett, Sir
Lawrence J. Jones, Mr. St. G. L. Fox Pitt, Mr. Sidney C.
Scott, Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, and Mr. H. Arthur Smith; also
Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary.

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

The proceedings of the Annual General Meeting were reported.

Dr. L. P. Jacks was elected President of the Society for
the year 1917,

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

The following were co-opted as Members of the Council for
the year 1917: the Rev. M. A. Bayfield, Mr. G. Lowes
Dickinson, Sir Lawrence Jones, Dr. T. W. Mitchell, Dr. V. J.
Woolley, and Dr. M. B. Wright.

Committees were elected as follows :

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

Library Commattee: The Hon. Everard Feilding, Dr. T. W.
Mitchell, Mr. J. G. Piddington, and Dr. C. Lloyd Tuckey.

House and Finance Commatlee: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the
Hon. Everard Feilding, Mr. J. G. Piddington, Mr. Sydney C.
Scott, and Mr. H. Arthur Smith.

Corresponding Members and Honorary Associates were elected
for the year 1917, the name of Dr. C. G. Jung being added to the
list of Corresponding Members, and that of Mr. Oscar Browning
to the list of Honorary Associates.

Seven new Members and fourteen new Associates were
elected. Their names and addresses are given above.

GENERAL MEETING.

Tue 147th General Meeting of the Society was held in the
Jouncil Chamber, at 20 Hanover Square, London, W. on
Wednesday, January 31st, 1917, at 5 p.m.; Sk Lawrexcr J.
Joxes in the chair.

Dr. Coxstanxce E. Loxe read a paper on The * Psycho-
Analytic Use of Subliminal Material,” which, it is hoped, will
se published later in the Proceedings.

REPORT OF THE COUNCIL FOR THE YEAR 1916.

INCE again we have to present our Annual Report whilst Europe
8 still lying under the bueden of war. The general effect of
ixisting conditions upon the work of the Society was described
n our last report, and there is little to add.

In the course of the year 28 new Members were elected,
ncluding one Honorary Member; 52 new Associates were
Jected and 5 Members became Associates. On the other
iand the total loss in numbers, from resignations, deaths,
nd other causes, was 12 Members and 99 Associates, making
vet decrease of 31.

The total Membership is now 1085, the numbers being dis-
ributed as follows: Members, 274 (including 27 Honorary
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and Corresponding Members); Associates, 811 (including 13
Honorary Associates).

An unusually large proportion of the loss in membership is
caused by failure to renew subscriptions without formal resig-
nation. There have been 50 such cases in 1916, as compared
with an annual average of 30 for the five vears 1909-1913.
For this increase there is no doubt that the war is partly
responsible ; for in 12 cases the Associates who have been cut
off reside in countries with which England is now at war, and
5 Russian Associates have failed to send their subscriptions
owing to temporary postal difficulties. Amongst Members
normally resident in Fngland who have failed to renew their
subscriptions there are several whom we know to be absent on
work connected with the war.

Of the 51 formal resignations which have been received during
the year, 14 are definitely stated to be due to the war. In 26
cases no reason is given, but in four of these regret is expressed.
In only one case has there been any expression of dissatis-
faction with the Society’s work.

The opportunity for experiment has again been restricted by
the circumstance that for certain kinds of experiment medical
assistance is desirable, and the additional strain which the war
has imposed upon all members of the medical profession is
such that they have scant leisure for any work outside their
professional duties. Moreover, one of our Honorary Secretaries,
Mr. Feilding, by whom investigations on behalf of the Somety
are frequently undertaken, is stlll absent on Government service.

Only one part of the Proceedings has heen published during
the past year. The intention had been to publish it in October,
but it was unavoidably delayed owing to the printers being short-
handed, and did not appear until the end of November. It
is hoped that another small Part will be published in March
and a further Part in the Summer to complete the volume.
But it is likelv that for the present our publications may be
slightly reduced in bulk, since the same causes which have
limited the opportunity for experiment operate also in regard
to matter for printing.

We noted last year that the war had not caused any increase
in the number of spontaneous experiences reported to the
Society. The number of war-cases continues to be small, but
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in the course of this last year we have printed in the Journal
a report of an apparition at the time of death in the battle of
Jutland, and of a dream, perhaps connected with the same
battle. We have also received, and hope to print soon, a
report of the apparition of an officer, shortly after he had been
wounded at the front. There has been a welcome increase
lately in the number of cases reported to us of veridical
apparitions of the living. During the five years, 1911-1915,
only 5 such cases were reported in which the evidence was
sufficiently strong to warrant publication. During the last
vear we have reccived three; for, in addition to the two
mentioned above, a third, which had no connexion with the
war, was printed in the Journal for November-December.

In the Journal for May we printed an article by Dr. L. P.
Jacks on ‘‘Dramatic Dreams,” in which the author called
attention to the * virtually unexplored territory awaiting the
psychologist ” who would devote himself to the study of those
dreams which form part of our mormal experience, as distinct
from dreams affording evidence of supernormal phenomena, tele-
pathy, eg., or premonition. There is no doubt that useful
work might be done in this field. Hitherto systematic study of
dream-phenomena has for the most part been confined to
medical men, who have considered them primarily from a
medical standpoint, and have therefore given their chief
attention to pathological cases. There have also been a few
cases in which the dreamer has studied his own dreams, but
this method is open to one objection ; for dreams, like other
mental phenomena which are not under conscious control,
appear to be easily influenced by suggestion, so that by per-
sistently studying and analysing his dreams a man may uncon-
sciously mould them to suit whatever theory he forms. What
sweems to be first required in order to provide material for
research is that a large number of people should during a
certain period keep careful and complete records of all their
Ireams, so far as they can remember them. The task of
iifting and tabulating this material would not be easy, but the
‘esult might prove of great value to psychology.

Wide-spread interest has been aroused by the publication of
ar Oliver Lodge’s book “ Raymond or Life and Death,” part
f which also appeared in the last part of Proceedings, under
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the title ““ Some recent Evidence about Prevision and Survival.”
The evidence here offered, as also that in the paper read
by Mr. G. W. Balfour in November, materially adds to the
considerable amount bearing—to an extent about which opinions
may no doubt differ—upon the question of survival and power
of communication after bodily death which has been published
by the Society during the last ten years. Whatever difference
of opinion there may be about the value, from the point of
view in question, of this evidence—which includes of course
that derived from cross-correspondences—it cannot be denied
that there has been an increase in the amount presented
by the Society and deserving of serious consideration, as
compared to what was obtained in the first twenty-five years
of the Society’s existence.

Miss Alice Johnson, who has been absent from work during
the whole vear for reasons of health, has resigned her appoint-
ment as Research Officer and Editor. and the Council has
appointed Mrs. Salter to be Editor and Honorary Research
Officer. Miss Johnson’s valuable assistance will be greatly
missed, but we are glad to say that her long connexion with
the Society has not been broken, since she has now been
elected an Honorary Member. We trust, moreover, that Miss
Johnson will not cease to interest herself in the investigations
which the Society exists to promote, and in particular that she
will continue her study of automatic writing, which has already
resulted in so many valuable contributions to the Society’s work.

The Council record with much regret the loss which the
Society has sustained in the death of Mrs. A. W. Verrall, an
obituary notice of whom appeared in the last part of the
Proceedings. Under her will Mrs. Verrall bequeathed a legacy to
the Society of £500.

One General Meeting and three Private Meetings have been
held during the year. The dates and the subjects of papers
read at these meetings were as follows :

* February 23rd. ‘A series of Experiments in ‘ Guessing,’ ”
by Mrs. A. W. Verrall. (Printed in Proceedings,
Part LXXII.)
April 14th. “A New Automatist,” by Mrs. W. H. Salter.
(To appear later, it is hoped, in Proceedings.)

* General Meeting.
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June 23rd. “ Recent Evidence about Prevision and Sur-
vival,” by Sir Oliver Lodge. (Printed in Proceedings.
Part LXXII.)

November 9th. ‘ The Ear of Dionysius,” by the Right
Hon. G. W. Balfour. (To appear later, it is hoped,
in Proceedings.)

CASES.
L

1. 1209. APPARITION.

WE print below a report of an apparition seen by Mrs. S,
Jones, living at Enfield, Gateshead, of her son-in-law, Liecut.
G. E. W. Bridge, Durham Light Infantry, shortly after he
had been wounded in France, but before any news of his
being wounded had reached his family.

It will be observed that Mrs. Jones did not mention her
experience to any one until after she knew of its veridical
character, but we have been able by means of certain corro-
borative evidence to establish a very strong probability that
Mrs. Jones’s recollection of what took place is substantially
sccurate. Under these circumstances we feel justified in putting
the case on record, all the more that it presents one curious
feature which will interest all who concern themselves with the
psychological peculiarities of these phenomena.

Our earliest information was contained in a letter from
Lieut. Bridge, as follows :

ENFIELD, GATESHEAD,
November 2, 1916.

The following presents an unusual feature to me—but possibly
you can explain it.

My age is 34.

I was wounded in France July 24th, 1916, 3.30 p.m.

Between 1 and 2 a.m. July 26th, 1916, I appeared to Mrs. S.
fones (my wife’s mother) at this address, waking her from sleep.

The physical appearance corresponded with that of a photo
aken when I was about 3 years old—the head was bandaged
| owing only forehead—eyes—nose—mouth, and a little of the chin.

Except for the age and apparent height (only head was seen
Jearly)—this was the condition I was in, and I was in hospital
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at Boulogne—to the best of my recollection asleep, and of course
with 2 days’ growth of beard.

The apparition was taken for my son “in the flesh” at first
and was asked what was the matter. Mrs. Jones then recognized
me—I smiled and vanished.

The War Office telegram announcing the casualty was received
at 9 p.m., July 26th.

Mrs. Jones did not know me till I was about 19—at which
time and ever since I have had a small moustache—and she
always thinks of me as grown up—mever as a child. In these
circumstances, can you.explain why I should appear as a child
and not in my most easily recognizable form ?

That I appeared to Mrs. Jones I can understand as she is
more psychic than my wife.

G. E. W. Bripgr, Lt. Durh. L.I.

The above is substantially correct. I might add that I had
not looked at the photograph mentioned for at least 4. years.

E. M. JonEs.

In reply to this letter we wrote to Lieut. Bridge asking,
for a detailed report by Mrs. Jones herself and a corroborativer
statement, if obtainable, from some person to whom she had
related her experience before the news came that Lieut. Bridge
was wounded. We received an answer from Mrs. Bridge as
follows :

ENFIELD, GATESHEAD,
November 5, 1916.

My hushand has just returned to duty. ... I enclose a full
account written by Mrs. Jones, of her experience of July 26th.
This corresponds with her description to me on August 5th.

I see that it is unfortunate, from the point of view of evidence,’
that she told no one before this date. I can only say that as
far as we ourselves are concerned, this makes no difference, as
we do mot admit the possibility of her altering the facts, even
involuntarily. She is particularly clear-headed and well-balanced.,
and when relating one or two rather similar experiences, I have
never known her vary in the accounts in the slightest degree.

I am not surprised that my husband should appear to her,—
they have often discussed such things, and are much in sympathy
—though the °least-familiar’ form has puzzled us all. . . .

MARGARET E. BRIDGE.
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(Statement by Mrs. Jones, enclosed in Mrs. Bridge's letter of
November 5, 1916.)

ENFIELD, GATESHEAD.

During the early morning of Wed., July 26th, 1916, I woke
from sleep, with the idea that someone was in my room. I
opened my eyes to absolute darkmess, but at the right side of
my bed stood a misty figure, which I at first took for my little
grandson, and I asked him why he was there. No answer came,
but the face became more distinct, and I saw it resembled a
photograph of my son-in-law, taken when he was about three
vears old. In the photograph one can see short curls, but in
my vision the lower part of forehead, eyebrows, eyes, nose, mouth
and part of chin were clearly visible, but hair, ears, lower part
of chin and neck were hidden by white wrappings. As I looked
and wondered, the mouth expanded into a smile, and the appear-
ance vanished, the room being still in darkness. My grandson
had not been quite well the previous day, and my first thought
was to go and see if he were worse, but as I knew his mother
had settled to sleep in his room, 1 decided not to risk alarming
her.

I did not mention the occurrence to anyone, as we only had
servants in the house, and naturally I did not want to say
anything to my daughter at once. I made up my mind to wait
until she had had a letter from her husband of later date than
July 26th, and then tell her how anxious I had felt.

The W.O. wire came on the evening of July 26th, and in the
rush and hurry of her departure I had no chance to tell her
until she came home on Aug. 5th for a couple of nights, leaving
her husband in hospital. When I described what I had seen,
she told me that his head and neck were bandaged in that way.

I could understand his appearing to me as he looks normally,
as we have been great friends, and I have made my home with
themn for some years. The puzzle is why he should appear to

me as a young child. ELLex M. Jongs.

We then wrote to Mrs. Bridge, putting the following ques-
tions :

(a) Is it possible to get any evidence corroborating Mrs.
Jones’s recollection that her experience took place in the early
morning of July 26, 1916: e.g. Mrs. Jones mentions that your
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son had been unwell on the previous day; have you any
evidence as to when he was unwell ?

(b) When did you first know the nature of the wound
from which Lieut. Bridge was suffering? Were any details
on this point given in the War Office telegram ?

(¢) Has this telegram been preserved, and can we see it ?

(d) How old is your son now, and is he noticeably like
the photograph of his father to which Mrs. Jones refers ?

(c) Is there any reason to suppose that when Lieut. Bridge
was a young child, ¢.e. at about the time when this photograph
was taken, he had an accident which necessitated the bandaging
of his head ?

The object of these last questions, (d) and (e), was to see
whether any association of ideas could be found in the mind
of Mrs. Jones which would account for the circumstance that
she saw the apparition of Lieut. Bridge in the shape of a
photograph of him taken as a child many years before she
knew him. The fact that Mrs. Jones had been concerned
about her grandson’s health on the previous day might account
for her momentarily identifying the apparition with this boy
as she did (see above), but there was no apparent link with
the photograph of Lieut. Bridge.

To these questions Mrs. Bridge replied as follows :

ENFIELD, GATESHEAD,
November 18, 1916.

(@) My boy used to suffer very much from asthma. Last
July he had a very slight return of this, following an attack
of hay-fever. I noted in my diary that I kept him in bed on
Sunday, July 23rd. On the 25th he was “decidedly better ”
but still in bed, and I continued to sleep in his room. On the
morning of the 26th he was ¢ practically all right,” and on the
27th was out of doors again.

() My husband was wounded by shrapnel, all down the left
side. I first knew the locality of the wounds on the morning
of July 28th, when I received by the first post (1) a few lines
scribbled by my husband in the trenches, at 4.30 p.m., on the
24th: “I’'m hit slightly in the face and arm. Shell. Merely skin
wounds. Don’t worry.” And (2) a letter from his Coy. Commander
of same date; “ He was hit by little bits of a 4-2 shell—slightly
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in face, arm and leg.” I knew no further particulars until I
saw him in hospital in London on July 29th. The W.O. telegram
does not say anything about the locality of the wounds.

(¢) I have this telegram before me now. ... I quote it in
full :

“York O.H.M.S. 815 pam. Received Newcastle July 26.
8.26 p.m.

“ Mrs. Bridge. Enfield. Gateshead.

* Regret Capt.! G. E. W. Bridge admitted 7 Stationary Hospital
Boulogne July 25 gunshot wounds multiple Condition satis-
factory Territorial Records.”

I received it here at * Enfield” at 9.15 p.m. Time noted in
my diary. A taxi arrived at almost the same moment to take
a visitor to the station and I sent a maid with her, to despatch
a telegram from Newcastle to the Hospital at Boulogne.

(d) My boy was 10 years old on July 27th, and was never
particularly like the photo in question. But Mrs. Jones used
to remark on my girl’s resemblance to the photo, when she was
sbout 3 years old. She is now 74, but when a baby, 9 months
old, she had an operation which necessitated a head-bandage.
‘Irs. Jones saw the child, on one occasion only, and for a few
ninutes, with this bandage. We none of us know of any accident
o my husband which would have made it necessary for him to

ave his head bound up. MARGARET E. BRIDGE.

To this letter Mrs. Jones added a note, thus:

When the telegram came telling us of my son-in-law’s wound,
at once concluded he had been wounded on the Tuesday night
July 25, 1916), and was surprised when we heard later that it
ras on the Monday afternoon. E. M. JoxEs.

We have also received an additional communication from

deut. Bridge, as follows :
November 9, 1916.

... From a purely evidential point of view, it is a weak
oint that Mrs. Jones did not mention her experience till the
st opportunity after the news, but a comment of my wife’s
jen telling me of it is to a certain extent corroborative: I

I Licut. Bridge had held a temporary captaincy in a reserve battalion
| efore proceeding to the front. Hence the uso of this title in the telegram,
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thought she had something on her mind that day—she was so
restless and fidgetty—and seemed relieved when the telegram
came.”

Usually Mrs. Jones is particularly self-controlled and possessed.

I think you have hit upon the solution of the form of the
phantasm.

My daughter when about the same age looked very like the
photo, and when young had an operation which necessitated a
head bandage very similar to the one I had. This in conjunction
with the keen sympathy existing in the family suggests a very
feasible train of thought—especially on just awakening from sleep.

This explanation to my mind counteracts the other defect
slightly, as in the case of moulding an indistinct presentiment
or an intelligent anticipation upon a known fait accompli, the
complication of the child-like appearance would not have been
added.

Another factor is that Mrs. Jones (her daughter, and I to a
less extent) is so accustomed to this type of experience that there
is no question of fear confusing the impression received.!

G. E. W. Bripcg, Lt.

It is established on the above evidence that Lieut. Bridge
was wounded on the afternoon of July 24, 1916, and was
admitted to hospital at Boulogne on the following day; the
news of his being wounded was first conveyed to his family
at Gateshead by an official telegram (which we have seen)
received at Newcastle at 8.26 p.m. on July 26, 1916.

With regard to the date and circumstances of Mrs. Jones’s
experience, it should be noted :

(@) That she related it verbally to Mrs. Bridge on August
5, 1916, and this original statement—as Mrs. Bridge tells us—
was substantially the same as the statement printed above.

(b) Mrs. Jones notes that she at first mistook the appari-
tion for her grandson. He “had not been quite well the

1An accouunt of several of these earlier experiences has been sent to us
by Mrs. Jones ‘“not for publication.” They are all of an hallucinatory
character, and include (i) two visual hallucinations, apparently. premonitory ;
(i) a visual hallucination (of a fully developed ﬁgnre) for thm!,l - Mrs. Jones
cannot account in any way. So far as she is aware it - Was subjective
and not veridical; (ili) an auditory hallucination, contemperaneous  with
the sudden illness (a fainting-fit) of the person whose voice was heard.
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previous day and my first thought was to go and see if he
were worse, but as I knew his mother had settled to sleep
in his room, I decided not to risk alarming her.” The boy
—as noted at the time in Mrs. Bridge’s diary—was in bed
on July 23 with a slight attack of asthma, on July 25 he
was ‘‘decidedly better,” “but still in bed,” and Mrs. Bridge
was sleeping in his room. On July 26 he was * practically
all right.” The evidence of the diary, therefore, corroborates
Mrs. Jones’s recollection that her experience took place on the
night of July 25-26, 1916, or at least not later than this.

(¢) Mrs. Jones saw Lieut. Bridge with his head bandaged, as it
actually was at the time. The fact that Lieut. Bridge had
been wounded in the head was not known to any of his
family until July 28, 1916.

(d) As Lieut. Bridge has pointed out, the particular form
which Mrs. Jones ascribes to the apparition strengthens the
probability that she is relating what she actually saw. If
her mind had created an imaginary experience after she knew
that Lieut. Bridge was wounded, she would almost certainly
have imagined that she saw him as he then was, a grown
man.

With regard to the form of the apparition, a not unlikely
:xplanation is afforded by the fact that Lieut. Bridge's daughter
—whose likeness as a small child to the photograph of her
ather had been commented on by Mrs. Jones—had worn a
aead-bandage for a short time, when she was a baby. This
sircumstance was known to Mrs. Jones, and her mind may
have followed a line of associated ideas, thus :

Lieut. Bridge with bandaged head. (Telepathic impression.)

Lieut. Bridge’s daughter with bandaged head. (Memory.)

Photograph of Lieut. Bridge which his daughter had much
‘esembled. (Memory.)

Result. Apparition of Lieut. Bridge, as he appears in the
»hotograph, but with bandaged head.

I1.
L. 1210. Two Co-INCIDENTAL DREAMS.

' 'E following report has been sent to us through Mr. George
(yrrell, an Associate of the Society, who is personally ac-
juainted with the dreamers. The names and addresses of
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all the persons concerned have been sent to us, but we have
been requested not to print them.

The case is of an unusual type in that two people during
the same night had dreams which, while differing in detail,
presented the same central incident, and this dream-incident
appears to have reflected an actual event occurring at the
time, of which the dreamers had no normal knowledge. There
are several cases on record of collective veridical hallucinations.
The case reported here seems to have been both collective and
veridical, but the collective impression was received during
sleep in the shape of a dream.

The dreamers were Mr. C. W. Lawson and his daughter,
Miss E. Lawson (pseudonyms). Mr. Lawson’s statement is
as follows :

[Enclosed in a letter from Mr. Tyrrell, dated November 21,
1916.1] :

Last July, when my daughter and I were staying in Somerset-
shire, I had a very vivid dream. I dreamed that I was in a
bedroom, and saw lying on the floor my brother-in-law [Mr. R.
Stephen (pseudonym)]; he was unconscious and looked perfectly
ghastly. With some difficulty I lifted him on to the bed; as far
as I could see, he was not breathing and I could feel no motion
of his heart. I sprinkled some water on his face, but this having
no effect, I ran to the door and called for assistance. No one
came, so I ran out into the road where I saw two men and a
woman. I told them that some one was very ill and asked
them to go to the nearest public-house and bring some brandy ;
both the men refused, saying that the public-houses were closed,
but the woman seeing my distress said she would try and get
some, and I gave her 1s. for the purpose. She, however, did
not come back again. On returning to the bedroom I found
my brother-in-law lying just as I had left him. I then hunted
over the house, but could find no one. I was in a terrible state
of anxiety and distress not knowing what to do, and being
pretty sure in my mind that he was dead. I then, just as I
was giving all up in despair, awoke and rejoiced to know that
it was only a dream.

Next morning I told my daughter of my dream while we were
at breakfast, and she said, “How very curious. I, too, have

1 Mr. Lawson cannot remember on what day he wrote this account.
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had a very similar dream.” These dreams occurred on July 3rd
[1916), and on the 5th, when we returned home, I went to see
my brother-in-law, and found him looking very bad. He told
me that on Monday night, the 3rd July, he found himself lying
on the floor and feeling very ill; he was utterly unable to move
or to call for help. He thinks he must have been unconscious
for a long time. Early in the morning, he managed to call
the cook, and then remembers nothing more till 7 o’clock, when
he sent for the doctor. He told me he had never felt so ill
before, and quite thought it was all over for him; he said he
felt such a longing for some one to come while lying on the
floor, and a feeling of great distress at not being able to call
for aid.

I may state that before leaving home, we had seen him in
quite good health and had [heard] nothing of him while we were
in Somerset. |C. W. Lawson.]

Miss E. Lawson corroborates Mr. Lawson’s statement, and
adds an account of her own dream, as follows :

[Enclosed in Mr. Tyrrell's letter of November 21, 1916.]

On Monday night, July 3rd [1916], I had a most vivid dream
about my uncle [R. Stephen].

I dreamt that he came running up to me looking very ill; he
handed me a book which he asked me to take down in the town.
[ asked him what was the matter, and he said: “I am very
il,” and he then left the room where I and two or three other
people were. The next thing I remember was that he was lying
unconscious, and that none of us seemed able to go to his help.
When 1 came down to breakfast the next morning, my father
told me he had had a dream about Uncle [Bob] being ill;
after hearing this, I was so impressed that I wanted to write
ind ask him how he was, as we were staying away at the time;
but we did not write, as we were afraid of upsetting him. We
returned home on the following Wednesday [July 5, 1916], and
yn Thursday morning my uncle came up still looking very ill
ind with a nasty cut on his nose which he had got through his
all on the same night that T had dreamt about him.

[E. Lawsox.]

It has not been possible to obtain any statement from Mr.
:tephen, since he greatly dislikes making any reference to
1is experience but evidence as to the date and nature of his
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illness has been obtained from his cook and from the doctor
who attended him.

[Statement by Mr. Stephen’s cook concerning his illness, enclosed
i Mr. Tyrrell’s letter of November 21, 1916.]

At 1 aam. on July 4th, 1916, I was aroused by hearing a
thud which seemed to come from Mr. [Stephen’s] room. I sat
up and listened, but hearing no further sound, I went to sleep.
At 345 I heard Mr. [Stephen] knocking at my door and saying :
“Come quickly, T am very ill.” 1 roused the housemaid and
went to Mr. [Stephen’s] room; we found him lying on the floor
unconscious and looking very ill. I sent the housemaid for some
whisky, and we managed to pour a little into his mouth, and
then with difficulty lifted him into bed; he was icy cold, ana I
should think had been lying for hours on the floor; he then
revived a little, and said: “I am feeling very ill. I think I
am dying.” I wanted to send for the doctor, but he would
not let me. After a bit he seemed to get better, so we went
back to bed; at 7 o'clock I went to his room and found him
still very ill, and he agreed to my sending for the doctor. On
clearing out his room the next day, I found clots of blood under
the washing-stand, so the thud I heard at 1 o’clock must have
been caused by his falling against the washing-stand, as his nose
and face were cut about.

(Signed) [F. WiLLIAMS] (pseudonym).

The doctor’s statement, verified by reference to his professional
diary, is as follows :

November 26, 1916.

I was called at 3/45 a.m. on July 4th, 1916, to see Mr [R.
Stephen] at —— Cottage, ——. He had then recovered con-
sciousness (he had been unconscious for some considerable time),
and was suffering from the effects of rather severe haemorrhage
due to a wound caused by a fall.

[C. BARKER] (pseudonym).

It will be observed that Dr. Barker differs from the cook
as to the hour at which he was called in. He is more likely
to be accurate in such a matter, but the point is not important
for our present enquiry. There seems little doubt that Mr.
Stephen was first taken ill at about 1 a.m. on July 4, 1916,
and that he remained wholly or partially unconscious for some
hours.
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As to the date of the two dreams we have only the testi-
mony of Mr. and Miss Lawson, for, being “away from home
and among strangers,” they had no natural opportunity of
mentioning their experience to any other person until after
they knew of Mr. Stephen’s illness. But their statements
are consistent in all essentials, and may be held to corroborate
each other. They both agree that the dreams occurred
on the night of July 3-4, 1916, and that they related them to
one another at breakfast the next morning. They are not
likely to be mistaken in their clear recollection that they were
away from home upon that occasion, and since they returned
on July 5, there is good reason to think that they have
remembered the date of the dreams accurately, or at least
that this date was no later than the night of July 4-5, 1916.
They had no normal knowledge of Mr. Stephen’s illness until
the evening of July 5, 1916, after their return home.

Since no written record was made of the dreams until
November—after an interval of more than four months—their
memory of certain details may be inaccurate. But these details
are not essential to the value of the case. Both witnesses
agree that the central incident of the two dreams was the
serious illness of Mr. Stephen.

REVIEW.

The Reality of Psychic Phenomena : Raps, Levitation, etc. By
W. J. Crawford, D.Sc. London: John M. Watkins, 1916,
pp. 248, price 4s. 6d. net.

This book, a great part of which has already appeared in a
scries of articles in Light, gives an account of experiments carried
out by Dr. Crawford at séances for physical phenomena in a
family circle at Belfast—the medium being a member of the
family. Dr. Crawford attended as a visitor, not forming part
of the circle, and therefore free to move about; and some of
the sittings took place at his own house. The phenomena con-
sisted of raps and of levitation of the table round which the
family sat.

The experiments were directed to ascertaining the source and

'The possibility that the dreams occurred at a date prior to the night
of July 3-4, 1916, seems scarcely worth arguing. But we should have to
suppose in that case that they were premonitory.
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mode of action of the mechanical force at work. They showed
conclusively that the force emanated from the medium, and, in
the case of levitations, acted as though a cantilever attached
to the lower part of her body supported the table at its free
end. This Dr. Crawford speaks of as the cantilever theory.
A cantilever is a beam or similar object firmly attached at one
end to a wall or pillar and projecting more or less horizontally
into space at the other end. A bracket supporting a wide shelf
might be described as a cantilever, and so may the arm of a
crane. The cantilever which raises and supports the table Dr.
Crawford conjectures to be formed of invisible matter taken from
the medium’s body and restored when the levitation is over.
But his experiments do not exclude—indeed some of them seem
to me to suggest—the more rationalistic hypothesis that the
cantilever in question is the leg and foot of the medium.

The arguments against this are chiefly two. First, Dr. Crawford
believes he would have seen the leg had it been used. It must
be remembered, however, that the light under the table was
very bad: that the table itself must often have screened the
space in front of the medium’s bedy from Dr. Crawford’s view ;
and further, that his attention must often have been occupied
by the apparatus used in his experiments. The second argument
is that at times the cantilever appears to resist a much greater
force applied against it than one would have supposed possible
were it the medium’s leg and foot. For example, on one occasion
(p- 63) Dr. Crawford and another man only just succeeded together
in pressing down the levitated table. There is clearly, therefore,
room for investigation. It would be interesting to know by
measurement what the force employed in pressing down the
table actually amounted to. It would also be interesting to know
exactly what was the direction, relatively to the hypothetically
stretched-out leg, in which it was applied. If it was along the unbent
leg, the latter would act as a strut and could resist considerable
pressure. It seems possible that the phenomenon was of the
nature of some of those exhibited in the early nineties by a
Mrs. Abbott, known as * The little Georgia Magnet,” and explained
by Sir Oliver Lodge in the S.P.R. Journal for December, 1891.1
She was a small woman, and one of her performances was,

1 Journal, Vol. V. pp. 168-9. A fuller account of this lady’s performances,

also by Sir Oliver Lodge, is quoted by Mr. Myers in Proceedings, Vol: XI.
pp. 219-222.
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standing on one foot and holding up a billiard cue with her
two arms, to resist the force exercised by a strong man trying
to push her back by pressing on the billiard cue. Dr. Crawford
tells us (pp. 72, 73) that in the position preferred for the exhibi-
tion of the greatest resistance to force, the table is tilted up
on the two legs furthest from the medium at an angle to the
horizontal of about 40°. Also, great importance is attached to
its being neither too near to nor too far from the medium
(pp. 56, 57). It is obvious that such conditions might be very
favourable to resistance by the medium’s leg and foot to con-
siderable force pressing on the table. E. M. S.

NOTES ON CURRENT PERIODICALS.

The Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research
for January and February contains a long criticism by Dr. Hyslop
of Mrs. Sidgwick’s Report on The Psychology of Mrs. Piper's
Trance, published in Proc. S.P.R., Vol. XXVIII. As Dr. Hyslop
states in a footnote, his paper was offered for publication in the
&.P.R. Proceedings, but it was thought too long for the pur-
fose, and a suggestion was made to him that he should con-
tribute a shorter article. This, however, he was unwilling to
<o, as he did not feel that he could usefully deal with the subject
rithin the suggested limits. It was therefore decided that a
otice should be inserted in the Jowrnal calling attention to
ir. Hyslop’s article.

Dr. Hyslop has many criticisms to bring against Mrs. Sidgwick’s
teport, but it is not easy to make out to what extent he differs
i'om her fundamentally; in one passage he himself speaks of
ie difference between them being * mainly a difference in words.”
He also criticises Mrs. Sidgwick’s discussion of the '‘ waking
age " of the trance on the ground that

-

+ 1¢ wholly ignores those instances of it in which the supernormal occurs. . .
f1e ignores the fact that the supernormal is the important feature in
¢ stermining its general nature in connection with the elements that are not
% pernormal.  She ignores the fact that the best evidence for the super-
n wmal often came through in this condition, especially in proper names.

This criticism is hardly fair to Mrs. Sidgwick, who on p. 26
¢ her report, for instance, states that those who were responsible

fr the management of the Piper sittings in England in 1906-1907
cyme “to perceive that the waking-stage was of considerable
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interest and likely to produce evidential matter.” As to the
question of whether the supernormal is the important element
in determining the nature of Mrs. Piper’s trance-phenomena.
Dr. Hyslop lays emphasis throughout his article on the necessity
in his opinion of  treating the case as a whole.”

A theory that will explain the nonsense alone will not explain the super-

normal, but a theory which will explain the supernormal will have the right
to determine the explanation of the nonsense.

Dr. Hyslop also breaks a lance with ‘Mrs. Sidgwick over her
““ resolute opposition to ‘possession’ theories ” and her preference
for a telepathic explanation. As to his own theory of possession,
which he puts forward as substantially the same as Dr. Hodgson’s,
no more can be done here than to indicate by a few short
extracts the general lines on which it is built up.

In the first place, we do not know anything about the process by which
we control our own motor system. We merely know that motor action
immediately follows mental states and volitions.... It might well be the
same with spirits and their mental states. Eliminate by inhibition or other
methods the influence of the medium’s consciousness on the motor organism
and transmit mental states to it, pictures, as we do in normal life, and the
same effect might take place with the complications of analogies with aphasia
and other difficulties. That is all that ¢‘possession” is, and the term is
only a convenient one to illustrate the difference between the pictographic
process in an appeal to the sensory functions and the so-called direct process
of direct action on the nervous system of the motor machinery... (p. 36).

¢ Possession ” will thus be coterminous with all automatism whether motor or
sensory, provided the interpretative functions are exeluded or reduced to a
minimum in the phenomena. . . (p. 114).

Dr. Hyslop illustrates his theory by a reference to the case
of the Rev. P. H. Newnham (Proc., S.P.R., Vol. IIL, pp. 7f.),
which he classes as one of possession, because the mental questions
asked by Mr. Newnham were answered by Mrs. Newnham in
automatic writing, by the motor, as distinct from the sensory
process.”

Dr. Hyslop’s general conclusion in regard to the Piper pheno-
mena seems to be that the “controls” are spirits who act by
* possession ” directly upon Mrs. Piper’s organism; sometimes
her subliminal as well as her supraliminal consciousness is com-
pletely excluded, but more often there is some interfusion between
the medinm’s subliminal consciousness and the ‘‘control.”

H. px G, S,
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A Private Meeting of the Society
WILL BE HELD IN
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER,
)N THE FIRST FLOOR OF 20 HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.
On THURSDAY, APRIL 26th, 1917, at & p.m.

WHEN A DISCUSSION ON

The Development of Different Types of
Evidence for Personal Survival ”
WILL BE OPENED BV
Mrs. HENRY SIDGWICK.

Miss F. M. StaweLL and Sir OLIVER LoocE will follow Mrs. Stpewick, and
it . hoped that other Members of the Society also will take part in the discussion.

N B.—No Tickets of Admission are issued for this Mecting. Members
and Associales will be admitied on signing thesr names al the door.
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NEW MEMBERS. AND ASSOCIATES.

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

Danson, F. C, J.P, 74 Bidston Road, Birkenhead.

Dudley, James, 16 University Mansions, Putney, London, S.W.

Festing, Miss E. A, New Road Cottages, Llanfyllin, Mont.

Smith, W. Whately, Rackenford Lodge, Weybridge, Surrey.

CoATES, Mrs., 57 Kensington Gardens Square, London, W.

ConnaH, CHARLES, J.P., The Creek Ranch, Monitor, Alta, Canada.

GarLirr, HerBerT E. C., 5th (R.) Bn. Coldstream Guards, Victoria
Barracks, Windsor.

Hart, Mrs. H. H,, ¢/o Cox & Co., Bombay, India.

Hoee, Mrs. H. R., 23 Hornton Street, Kensington, London, W.

JAMES, MRS., Southwood, Barnt Green, Birmingham.

Lytron, CountEss oF, 10 Buckingham Street, London, S.W,

McVIckER, Mrs. JoHN, Hotel Vanderbilt, New York City, U.S.A.

MiLBURN, REV. R. GORDON, Black Bridge, Beaulieu, Hants.

RusseLr, MRs., 68 Madeley Road, Ealing, London, W.

Wares, HUuBerT, The Long House, Hindhead, Surrey.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

TuE 146th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover Square,
London, W., on Tuesday, March 6th, 1917, at 4 p.m.; Mg.
J. G. Pippiveron in the chair. There were also present
Mr. W. W. Baggally, Sir William Barrett, Mr. E. N. Bennett,
Mr. St. G. L. Fox Pitt and Mrs. Henry Sidgwick; also Mrs.
Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary.

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

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

ERRATUM IN PROCEEDINGS.

In Part LXXIII of Proceedings, which appeared last month; on
p- 236 five lines from the bottom the word “soldiers” has
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been substituted by a printer’s error for “scholars.” The text
should read: “the instinctive judgement of trained scholars.”

THE PRESIDENTIAL ADDRESS.

Our new President, Dr. L. P. Jacks, editor of the Hibbert
Journal and Principal of Manchester College, Oxford, will be
unable, owing to press of work, to deliver his presidential
address until June. It is hoped, however, that he may be
able to preside at the meeting on April 26th.

EDITORIAL NOTE.

WE have had a good many enquiries lately from members
who have not received their copy of the Journal at the time
when they expected it. We therefore take this opportunity
of letting our members know that for the present, and until
more normal conditions prevail, the Journal will not appear
each month. It will be printed at intervals of about two
months, the date of issue being chosen for the purpose of
giving members due notice of the Society’s meetings. Our
reason for adopting this course is partly a lack of suitable
material for publication, but still more the great increase in
the cost of paper, and the consequent necessity for economy
in this direction.

CASES.
L
L. 1211 TeLePaATHIC DREAM.
Wge have received the following case of what appears to be
a telepathic dream through Sir Oliver Lodge to whom it was
reported in the first instance. The dreamer is Mrs. Walter
Browett, of Westfield, Coventry, and the first account of her
experience which we received was as follows :

Statement by Walter Browett of Westfield, Coventry, Solicitor.
January 30, 1917.
This morning at 8 a.m. my wife told me that she had had a
vivid dream about an aunt always referred to as ““ Auntie Maude.”
She said she met her dressed in black with widow’s weeds, and
she told my wife that her husband was dead.
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My wife had not seen her for some years, but they exchanged
letters occasionally, the last letter being about a week ago on an
entirely trivial matter. My wife had never seen Auntie Maude’s
husband to whom she was only married last October.

When we came down to breakfast we found a letter from Auntie
Maude, the contents of which are of no importance. It was
written and posted yesterday at a place near Shrewsbury. I
naturally remarked to my wife that that was the end of her
dream.

At 1.30 p.m. we received a telegram -as follows: ‘“ My husband
passed away last night. Auntie Maude.” So far as we can
remember we had neither of us either spoken or thought of Auntie
Maude or her husband since last week.

WALTER BROWETT.

In reply to our request for a first-hand report of her dream
from Mrs. Browett, we received the following statement :

Westfield, Coventry, February 19, 1917.
At the end of October 1916, my late mother’s only sister,
Mrs. Short, to whom I always refer as  Auntie Maude,” was
married to a Mr. G. M. Meire, Eyton-on-Severn, Shrewsbury. I
have not seen her for several years, and I never saw him. On
the night of Monday-Tuesday, January 29th-30th, 1917, I dreamt
that I saw Auntie Maude in widow’s weeds, and felt that her
husband was dead. I told my husband about it directly I awoke
and described her dress. At breakfast we found a letter from
her, from which apparently all was well. About 1.30 we received
a telegram from her as follows: “ My husband passed away last

night. Auntie Maude.”
F. M. BROWEIT.

We also wrote to Mr. Browett pointing out the importance
from an evidential standpoint of making it clear that Mr.
Meire’s death was sudden and that neither he nor Mrs. Browett
had any reason to anticipate it. I[n this connection we asked
Mr. Meire’s age and we also asked whether the telegram an-
nouncing his death had been preserved. Mr. Browett replied
as follows :

Westfield, Coventry, February 19, 1917.

In reply to your letter of the 16th inst. I now enclose a state-
ment written and signed by my wife [see above].
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I also enclose the letter therein referred to and a letter from
Mrs. Meire dated the 14th inst., in which she describes the manner
of her husband’s death on the 29th ult.

You will see that there was nothing in the first letter to suggest
that Mr. Meire’s health was affected. As a matter of fact, we
knew that he used to rise at 6.30 to go round his farm, and when
I saw him—for the first and last time—at the wedding in London
he appeared to be a healthy man—slim and wiry. [ went to
his funeral and then learnt that his age was 67. He had been
very active during the afternoon of the 29th and had said how
well he felt. . . .

The telegram was not kept, but it was only a * confirmation ”
one, the original message having been telephoned up here from
the Coventry G.P.O. I saw Mrs. Meire after the funeral and she
told me that she did not know that her husband had any heart
trouble.

Before mentioning my wife’s dream to her, I asked her whether
her thoughts turned to any one in particular when her husband
died. She said: *“ To you, of course. I said to myself [ wish
VWalter were here to help me.” She said that she did not remember
tinking of my wife further than she would of necessity do
v hen thinking of me. My wife is her god-daughter and the only
cane of the family with whom she is really intimate.

WaALTER BROWETT.

Of the two letters from Mrs. Meire to which Mr. Browett
1 :fers above the earlier, dated January 29, 1917, and received
I'y Mrs. Browett on January 30 after sbe had told Mr. Browett
«f her dream, makes only one reference to Mr. Meire, and
¢ iys nothing of his health. The second letter, dated February
i t, 1917, which is too personal to print here, makes it evident
tiat Mr. Meire’'s death was quite unexpected. He died of
I »art-failure about 11.30 p.m. on January 29, 1917, having been
t+ all appearances in good, normal health a few minutes before.

The tact that the telegram announcing his death to Mr.
ai1d Mrs. Browett has not been preserved is of little moment.
The hour and day of the death are sufficiently established by
M rs. Meire’s letter of February 14, 1917, confirmed by the
a 1.ouncement in the Times of Feb. 2, 1917, as follows :

MEeiRE.—On the 29th Jan., at Eyton-on-Severn, near Shrews-
b iry, George Haughton Meire, aged 67.
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Since Mrs. Browett related her dream to her husband at
8 a.m. on January 30, 1917, before coming down to breakfast,
we may consider it certain that she had at the time no normal
knowledge of Mr. Meire’s death. The fact that Mrs. Meire is
Mrs. Browett’s godmother and that her thoughts turned to
Mr. Browett at the time of her husband’s death, wishing for
his presence and help, affords a natural basis for-the telepathic
rapport which the dream seems to indicate.

G. 288. II.

In the following case, which has been sent to us through
Sir Oliver Lodge, evidence of identity was obtained in a
communication purporting to come from a spirit. The com-
munication was made through a professional medium, to whom
reference is made under the name of Mr. Z. in Sir Oliver
Lodge’s paper on ‘ Recent Evidence about Prevision and Sur-
vival ” (Proc. S.P.R., Part LXXII., pp. 111 ff.).

The spirit purporting to communicate was a son of Colonel
Macdonald, of 14 Bina Gardens, S.W., and we give first
Colonel Macdonald’s account of the incident, as follows :

Junior UNITED SERVICE CLUB, LoNDON, S.W.,
December 23rd, 1916,

On 5th October, 1916, I was at supper at Colonel Cowley’s
residence in Tufnell Park. Mr. [Z.], who had been asked to give
a private séance, was one of the party and at supper was seated
on my left. During the meal he said to me, “ A boy who looks
to me about 25, dressed in the kilt, has just come in and is
standing now behind your chair—to me he seems to be your son.”
He further describéd him to me as wearing the Black Watch
tartan (this was an error, but one easily enough made, especially
by a Londoner). My son was in the Argyll & Sutherland
Highlanders,! and I said that it would not be the boy who had
been shot through the head near Ypres on 8th November, 1914.
Mr. [Z.] said, “I feel sure he is for you—he is trying to identify
himself and is showing me a large scar, three or four inches long,
on the left shin, looks to me as if it might be a football scar.”

11t should be noted, moreover, that the Black Watch and the Argyll and
Sutherland Highlanders both wear the Sutherland tartan, but the Black Watch
kilt is pleated so as to show only the dark blue bars of the tartan. The Argylls
on the other hand, pleat the kilt so as to show the green bars mainly—hence
the statement that the boy was wearing the ‘Black Watch Tartan” was not
in fact inaccurate. —C. M.
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I replied that I have often seen the boy after swimming, etec.,
and that to my knowledge he had no such scar,

[Z.), however, remained very positive and said, * Well! I feel
very sure he is for you, and if you make enquiries I think you
will find he had this scar—he smiles and shows it to me again.”

Some two or three days after, I met on the staircase of my
house an old servant who had been the boy’s nurse many years
ago, and I asked her if she remembered any such scar.

She said, ‘ Yes, during the winter of 1910-11, while at Sand-
hurst, he had motored in to London for the week-end on leave.”
—He used a motor-bike in those days.—* The roads were still
covered with half-melted snow. The bike skidded and threw him.
The front wheel during the fall turned round and caught his leg
between the step and the wheel and gave his shin a very nasty
cut—five or six inches long. When he got home, about midnight,
he woke me up to bandage the wound before he turned in to
bed, as it was bleeding badly. Befors bandaging I washed the
vound with Sanitas for fear of tetanus infection.”

I never saw the wound and had no knowledge of the scar, and,
therefore, had denied its existence to Mr. [Z.]—but he was right
ind I was wrong.

There could have been no * thought reading ” in this case, for
he idea that the boy had such a scar as described did not then
 xist in my mind. In fact, I * thought ™ quite differently.

C. MacpoNarp, Lt.-Col,

Certified that the above statement contains an accurate summary

f what took place on the occasion mentioned N. CowLEy.
[A. Z)

We have also obtained an independent statement from
‘olonel Cowley as follows :

January 10th, 1917.
I was present at the séance and supper mentioned by Colonel
[acdonald, and can certify that his letter contains an accurate
tatement of what took place. N. COWLEY.

The following statement was obtained from the nurse to
‘hom Colonel Macdonald alludes above :
14 Bina Gardens, South Kensington, S.W.,
January 7, 1917.
I certify that I have read the above statement, that 1 personally
v:ashed and dressed the wound referred to, and informed Col.
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Macdonald of the fact as recorded, and that the above is a true
statement of the case and that I am the “nurse” therein referred
to. I was not present at the séance and do not knmow Mr. [Z.]
and therefore cannot certify to that portion of the statement.

EvA MowBRAY.

After receiving this statement we wrote to Colonel Macdonald
pointing out that the nurse did not say which leg was injured
and asking for further information from her on this point. In
reply she wrote to us as follows :

14 Bina Gardens, South Kensington, S.W.,
February 16, 1917.
I hereby certify the wound was on the left leg, about half-way

between the ankle and knee.
EvAa MowBRAY.

It thus appears that the medium, Mr. Z., was justified in
his assertion that the young soldier who wished to communicate
with Colonel Macdonald—apparently his son—had a scar on his
left leg. It came to our knowledge that upon another recent
occasion a spirit purporting to communicate through Mr. Z.
(in no way connected with Colonel Macdonald) had referred to
a scar on his right leg as a proof of identity. In this case
also it happened that the statement was correct, but this second
incident suggested that Mr. Z. might be in the habit of making
allusions to scars on the chance of scoring a hit. We have,
however, made enquiries of several people who have had sittings
repeatedly with Mr. Z. and they tell us that in their own
experience he has not referred to a scar. It appears likely
therefore that the occurrence of two recent cases in which a spirit
purporting to communicate through Mr. Z. has referred correctly
to a scar on one of his legs is merely a coincidence.

Whatever was the source of the medium’s knowledge it does not
appear to have been Colonel Macdonald’s mind, as he himself has
pointed out, and it is difficult to see upon what normal source
of information Mr. Z. could have drawn.

Upon this point Colonel Macdonald informs us that until the
evening of October 5, 1917, “I had never met or heard of
Mr. Z., no one of the company at the table or in the house
had acquaintance with my son, or knew him by sight.”
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A General Meeting of the Society
WILL BE HELD IN
THE STEINWAY HALL,
LOWER SEYMOUR STREET, LONDON, W
On THURSDAY, JUNE 28th, 1917, at 430 pum.

WHEN

A Presidential Address

ON

¢ The Theory of Survival read in the Light
: of its Context”

WILL BE DELIVERED BY

JACKS, LL.D., D.D.

Members and Associates will be admitted on signing their Names
al the door. Visitors will be admitted on the production of an
invitation card signed by a Member or Associate. Eack Member
or Associate is allowed to invite ONE friend.
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

Names of Members are printed in Black Type.
Names of Associates are printed in SMALL CAPITALS.
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MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

Tue 147th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Thursday, April 26th, 1917, at 3 p.m. ;
Tue PRrESIDENT in the chair. There were also present: Mr.
W. W. Baggally, Sir William Barrett, Rev. M. A. Bayfield,
Sir Lawrence Jones, Sir Oliver Lodge, Mr. J. G. Piddington,
Mr. Sidney C. Scott, and Mrs. Henry Sidgwick; also Mrs,
Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary.

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

Nine new Members and twenty-two new Associates were
elected. Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for January-March, 1917, were presented
and taken as read.

The Council recorded with regret the death of Miss Jane
Barlow, a Member of the Society and of the Committee of
Reference and Publication.

PRIVATE MEETING FOR MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

The 56th Private Meeting of the Society for Members and
Associates only was held in the Council Chamber, at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Thursday, April 26th, 1917, at 4 p.m.;
Tne PRESIDENT in the chair.

A discussion on * The Development of Different Types of
Evidence for Personal Survival” was opened by Mrs. Hexry
Sibewick, and Miss F. M. StawerLr contributed a criticisin. of
the evidence for survival contained in Mr. G. W. Balfour’s
“aper on The Ear of Dionysius. These papers, it is hoped, will
.¢ published later in Proceedings. Sir Oliver Lodge, Dr. Jacks,
Mr. Constable, and Sir William Barrett also took part in the
discussion.

b
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ReErorRT OF THE DIscussioNn.!

Sir Oniver Lopee: Mrs. Sidgwick’s paper is judicial, hold-
ing the balance even; Miss Stawell’s paper is an example of
extreme orthodoxy. But with regard to myself, I am on the
extreme left; for you know, I have given myself away, and
have come definitely to the conclusion that survival is a fact
and that communication with the dead is in a certain sense
proven. Hence, that being admittedly so, you can discount
what I say!

Miss Stawell, whose sceptical paper is a very fair one, is
impressed with the doctrine of chance-coincidence. She refers
to a case when a number of people were asked to write at
random and she found one piece of writing that corresponded
to her own state of mind and might have been communicated
by a dead friend. Note the difference between that case and
the ordinary case of mediumistic communications. She had not
picked out that one individual and tried to get communications
from her friend. She had taken the writing by chance and
found something in it that corresponded to her own mind.
She chose it out of 30 pieces. Suppose she had taken it
from 30,000, there would have been still more possibility of
chance-coincidence ; sooner or later the coincidence was bound
to occur. And you cannot draw conclusions from one instance.

Then she speaks of the strange lapse of memory that appears
in the script which Mr. Balfour calls “ Seript D,” where the
communicator seems to think that all that had been said on
the subject of Dionysius’ ear ought to have been known by
Mrs. Verrall. So far from there being a strange lapse of
memory, I think it is a natural one, owing to the long interval
of time. At first, and during the setting of the problem, they
had specially said that Mrs. Verrall was not to be informed,
in order to avoid telepathy. But no solution was obtained,
and perhaps the communicators practically forgot the whole
matter. Then came Mrs. Verrall’s sitting with ‘ Mrs. Willett,”
and memory revived. “ What about the Ear of Dionysius ? ”
they said. “You've got that clear, we hope ?” The whole
incident seems to me human and natural, and there is nothing
strange about it.

1This report gives only the substance of what was said ; it is not verbatim,
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Another contention in the paper is that Mrs. Willett ”
was interested in the Ear of Dionysius and concerned with
this kind of thing. But in fact she is not at all interested
i such things, and it is natural that, although she had heard
the name Dionysius under control, she did not remember
anything about it afterwards.

Then Miss Stawell says that she had often come across
Philoxenus in her reading, but he is mentioned in such a very
incidental manner that only those familiar with the name would
notice it. The name has been brought to her mind now and
she sees it everywhere, but it would have made no impression
on her before. She says, too, that Mrs. Verrall must have
come across Philoxenus in her studies and may have forgotten
it ; this would not be so strange, Miss Stawell thinks, as her
forgetting the Ear of Dionysius. But the Ear of Dionysius is
not a classical reference; the name is medieval, and that is
probably why Mrs. Verrall did not know anything about it.
But her knowledge of the whole subject of Philoxenus is
hypothetical—Dr. Verrall’s knowledge of these things is certain.
Hence, when we receive from a medium a communication
purporting to come from Dr. Verrall, it is a simpler hypothesis
to say that it comes from one who did know the subject of
the communication than from one to whom it was foreign.
The script moreover shows considerable effort and design,
foreign to Mrs. Verrall, but quite appropriate to Dr. Verrall,
and it is to be remembered that, when Mrs, Verrall did see
this script, it did not bring up any previous knowledge.
Supposing she had had any knowledge, she had a much
more serious lapse of memory than anything shown by the
communicator.

As regards the evidence in general : the evidence referred to
by Mrs. Sidgwick bas, it has been noted, all come from non-
professional mediums, the only exception being Mrs. Piper, who
for all practical purposes is a non-professional medium, that
i, she did not sit for strangers. Professor Barrett brought
forward telepathy in a paper read before the British Association
n 1876. His paper was read but not published, as the evidence
tas not accepted. That attitude is not new. Fresh dis-
coveries are always regarded with suspicion until the atmosphere
is ready for them. The fact of telepathy has been established
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by the Society, and, as Mrs. Sidgwick says, it constitutes a
very important link in the chain of evidence. It tends to
show that mental activity is not dependent upon the body. I
think there are certain people in spiritualistic ecircles who do not
yet realise the importance of telepathy from their point of view.

But how in telepathy is a mental impression conveyed from one
person to another ? Take the Honolulu episode in-*“ Raymond.”
The family group in Birmingham asked Raymond to give the
word ‘Honolulu ” at a sitting in London, and the word was
given. Now that is what we should call a telepathic experi-
ment. But what appeared to be the dramatic explanation was
that Raymond was in touch with both places and was asked
to convey the word. My point is this: it is a case of tele-
pathy, but it may be explained by a certain intermediary,
an individual personality who conveyed the message.

The evidence for survival appears to be of several different
kinds : there is the domestic type with personal touches, and
the scholarly type (as in the Dionysius case). There is also
the cross-correspondence type, both of the simple and of the
complex variety, and the cross-correspondence type is extremely
important—more so than men realise. There is a great deal
of it, and it requires a great deal of study. The simple cases
are what people are asking for, but the complex cases are
more valuable and show the desire of the operators to exclude
ordinary telepathy. They give apparently meaningless com-
munications that require a great deal of analysis and dis-
section before the meaning comes out. Then there is the
posthumous letter kind, to which Mrs. Sidgwick referred in
her paper. So far this kind has failed, and I think it will
continue to fail. I think that those on the other side want
us not to attribute much importance to it. Mr. Piddington’s
“Sevens ” case! shows that leakage is possible. The fact is
that crucial proof is seldom to be obtained and always to be
mistrusted. I think that Sir William Barrett will agree that
in science we often get what we think crucial proof,—it is some-
times very convincing,—but we find afterwards that it ought
not to have been convincing—there was a flaw which we had
not perceived. The real proof ;of all scientific theories is
cumulative, and no theory is established before proceeding to

1See Proc. S.P.R., Vol. XXIV., p. 222 ff.
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act upon it. We are guided by probability more than we know.
Most of our theories .are working hypotheses; they are
accepted, they will be changed, they will be much changed,
and are ready to be changed—they hold the field for the time
being and they are acted upon as working hypotheses. A
sound working hypothesis is what I consider to have been
reached in the matter of survival.

The evidence keeps on growing. Every week I introduce a
complete stranger to some medium, and every week those
bereaved persons get into touch with their relations. Without
the slightest clue the communicators are eager to get through
to bring comfort, in order that the people left behind may look
forward to reunion. That is not done for evidence, but evidence
follows; so a hypothesis gets more and more bolstered up,
until it becomes established.

Mrs. Sidgwick’s paper concluded with some practical advice
to those who interest themselves in psychical matters or are
intending to visit mediums, and with this advice I heartily
concur. I think that the conclusion to which I have arrived
18 that it is one universe all the time, not two—but there is a
veil between them, caused by the limitation of our senses.

Dr. Jacks: I do not quite know whether I should be
considered to be on what Sir Oliver Lodge has called the left
side or the right in regard to the question of the evidence
for survival. I feel that I have certain grounds for believing
in survival independent of those that are investigated by
this Society. And that being so, 1 am open to evidence
which corroborates a belief independently held. And I find
it easy to interpret a great deal of the evidence in terms of
that belief; but 1 must confess that if 1 had not this inde-
pendent belief, 1 doubt whether the evidence so far accumu-
lated by the Society would convince me of survival. 1 admit
that it is impressive and ought to be carefully weighed by the
most sceptical ; but in spite of what Sir Oliver Lodge has
said, I cannot say that 1 think it is conclusive. An
mugenious person, who had no independent belief in survival,
v 1 still more an ingenious person who was determined to
xplain away the evidence, would not have very much diffi-

wulty in getting round the evidence so far obtained. I have
D3
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often tried to frame a conception of what really convincing:
evidence would be. What would be the kind of evidence
that would settle the question once and for all? I confess
I have never been able to form a conception of evidence
of this kind that could not be got round by manceuvring and
ingenuity. Not that 1 approve of manceuvring and ingenuity
in dealing with matters of this kind, but still, I think you.
will find it is as I say, if you make the experiment. The
will to disbelieve is quite as active as the will to believe.
Build up a case of evidence as strong as you can make it
for survival, and then exercise your ingenuity by trying to
get round it, and I think you will always be able to do so.
Of course, I assume that everyone concerned is perfectly
genuine. You might even try this experiment. Try to pro-
duce conclusive proof that you are the same person that left.
your own door this afternoon to come to this meeting—a proof
that no one can throw doubt upon. I think you will not be
able to do it.

We have already seen in Miss Stawell’s paper how the hypo-:
thesis of telepathy, if worked for all it is worth, will enable you
to give another explanation of this evidence. Although the
person who receives the communication may have no know-
ledge of the matter communicated to him, you cannot
prove that knowledge of that matter has not been introduced
into his mind in some way without his knowing whether it is
there. He does not know what he knows. By following that
line of argument you can invalidate any evidence. Take the
question of imposture. Mediums are not the only impostors.
How about the communicators? Are they masquerading ¢
You can have no absolute proof that there is no imposture
on the other side.

I think that the whole meaning of personal identity needs.
to be very carefully thought out and considered before we
begin to produce evidence in favour of personal identity.
In my own mind, personal identity is almost synonymous with
personal continuity. Qur personal identity largely cousists in
the fact that we are able at every moment to take up our
life at the point at which we left it off. There is always a past,
and it is my own particular past which makes me What L
am. Personal identity involves a certain age.
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Now suppose a man dies at the age of 50, at what age does
he come to life in the next world? Has he no past behind
him when he passes into the next world ? If anybody talks
about the mature personality coming to life in the next world
without any past, he is talking nonsense. 1f he has no past,
he has no personality. It seems to me that one of the most
important tasks that await this Society is not so much to
establish the identity of the spirits, but to establish the con-
tinuity of life in the next world with this life, or conceivably
with some other life.

MRr. ConsTABLE argued that when we treat this subject as a
fight between those who believe in survival and those who do
aot, we make a great mistake. He had lately been reading
Professor William James’s The Varieties of Religious Experience,
and in that book the author says that ecstasy is part of
human experience. There is no loss of personality in ecstasy
—there is merely a transcendence. Kant says the personality
of man is a transcendental subject which is purely spiritual
and has nothing to do with past, present or future. If that
be true, then those who support survival have a very strong

backing.

Stk WiLLiam BARRETT gave an account of an interesting
case of evidence for survival, which he said would be included
in his forthcoming hook.

OBITUARY.
MISS JANE BARLOW, D.Lrrr.

Ix the recent death of Miss Jane Barlow the Society has lost
an early, a very gifted and valued member. For more
than a quarter of a century Miss Barlow took a keen and
active interest in our work, and for many years the Committee
of Reference and Publication had the advantage of her eco-
operation and suggestions. Her intimate knowledge of the Pro-
ceedings of the Society and her sound judgment rendered her
opinion always worth having. But she was so modest and
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retiring that only those who knew her well could form a true
estimate of the rare insight and the wide range of knowledge
she possessed.

Few writers of the present day have been able to express
their ideas in such perfect literary form as Miss Barlow ; not
a word in any of her published writings, or in her private
correspondence—with its minute and beautiful script—could be
omitted or be replaced by another word without detracting
from the meaning. The present writer has heard such com-
petent literary ecritics as Lord Morley and Frederic Myers
express their unbounded admiration for the distinction of Miss
Barlow’s style, and the grace and charm of her Irish stories.

It was through her short stories of Irish peasant life that she
became widely known to the outside public, and won a fame
that will long endure. Irish Idylls, Bog-land Studies, A Creel
of Irish Stories, Strangers at Lisconnel, Maureen’s Fairing, Kerri-
gan’s Quality, and her many other volumes of short stories, reveal
the true Irish atmosphere and depict with wonderful fidelity
the pathetic, lovable, generous nature of Irish peasant life, spent
amid the dreary stretches of moor and bog. It is true that her
stories scarcely touch upon the religious aspect of the humble
lives she narrates, which is so strong a characteristic of the
Irish peasantry. But this omission was possibly due to her
artistic instinet, and anxiety to avoid any trace of religious
disputation. Otherwise these stories afford a true and wonderful
revelation of Irish character, through incidents which in any
less gifted writer would be considered trivialities. Mac’s
Adventures is a gem, a more charming boy was never created
by any novelist, and, as a reviewer in the Standerd said, “ we
grudge every moment that is not spent in Mac’s inimitable
company.”

In her poems as well as in her prose writings Miss Barlow
reveals the refined and cultured nature of her personality. She
was an omnivorous reader and learned beyond most women ;
it is said (and it may be true enough) that she often conversed
m Greek with her father, who was the well-known Senior
Fellow and Vice-Provost of Trinity College, Dublin; he also
was a deeply interested member of our Society, a man of the
most prodigious and varied learning, and, like his daughter, a
good musician. ’
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Miss Barlow’s insight into Irish character must have been
an instinct rather than the result of acquired knowledge; for
she had the most shrinking shy personality, rarely straying
beyond the shelter of her beautiful home near Dublin except
for the long country rambles in which she delighted. So
deep and true was her revelation of the character of the Irish
peasant with its strange contradictions, that those who only
knew her writings thought she had always lived among the
humble folk she describes. She had no small talk and seemed
utterly oblivious of outward things, yet so keen and rapid was
her observation that she seized upon any passing incident and
wove it into a touching and beautiful story. Among the
large collection of letters which she addressed to the present
writer are many really worthy of publication, for they
contain flashes of humour along with keen philosophic insight
and glimpses of matters of the deepest import. When the
Univemsity of Dublin threw open its degrees to women, Miss
Barlow was one of the first to receive the highest honorary
distinction that ancient seat of learning could bestow.

Slight in appearance with large and deep-set eyes she looked
as if the flame of genius and thought had almost bumt out
her physical frame, so frail was she. Deeply affectionate, she
was devoted to her father and during the long illness which
ended in his death a few vears ago, she hardly ever left his
bedside except to snatch a few moments of rest. His death,
and this long and devastating war, made her weary of the
present life, and the long cold winter brought on the illness
which caused her death in April last at the age of sixty-five.

W. F. B.

CASES.
I.
L. 1212 TeLErPaTHIC DREAM.

Tue following account of a waking vision, which appears to
have been connected with the death of an officer at the front,
nas been sent to us through Sir Oliver Lodge. The percipient
was Dr. George Johnston, of 23 Seymour Street, W., and bis
original report of his experience was as follows :
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23 SEYMOUR STREET, PORTMAN SQUARE, W.,
March 15, 1917.

My son, Lieut. Alec Leith Johnston, of the 1st King’s Shropshire
L.I., was killed at daybreak on Saturday, April 22nd, 1916.

At daybreak on the next morning, KEaster Sunday, about
24 hours after his death took place, when I was lying half awake
and half asleep, I had the vision or dream, an account of which
follows.

I saw two soldiers in khaki standing beside a pile of clothing
and accoutrements which, in some way, I knew to be Alec’s, and
my first feeling was one of anger and annoyance that they should
be meddling with his things, for they were apparently looking
through them and arranging them. Then one of them took up
a khaki shirt which was wrapped round something so as to form
a kind of roll. He took hold of one end of it and let the rest
drop so that it unrolled itself and a pair of heavy, extremely
muddy boots fell out and banged heavily on the floor, and some-
thing else fell which made a metallic jingle. I thought “ That is
his revolver,” but immediately afterwards thought ‘ No, it is too
light to be his revolver, which would have made more of a clang.”

As these things fell out on to the floor the two men laughed,
but a sad wistful kind of laugh with no semblance of mirth in
it. And then the words ‘“ Alec is dead and they are going through
his kit,” were most clearly borne in upon my mind. They were
not spoken and I heard no voice, but they were just as clear as
if T had done so. And then I became fully awake with these
words repeating themselves in my mind ard with the fullest
conviction of their truth which I never lost. I suppose I still
tried to persuade myself that it might not be true, but it was
useless and when the official telegram arrived it only confirmed

what I already knew. GEORGE JOHNSTON.

In a letter of the same date, March 15, 1917, Dr Johnston
adds the following comments on his statement :

. . . Two points have to be borne in mind in estimating the importance
of the dream as an intimation of my son’s death and not as a
mere coincidence.

(1) He went out to the front in October, 1914, and was there
continuously (with three short leaves) until his death on April 22nd,
1916—Easter Saturday. During these eighteen months I never had
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any dream or any impression of his being in serious danger,
although I often knew that he was in the midst of hard fighting
and he was wounded in three places in August, 1915, at Hooge.

(2) At the time when I had the dream I was under the impres-
sion that his battalion was resting and that they would not be
in the fighting line until the middle of the week. Hence my mind
was quite easy about him and I was not feeling at all anxious.
In the ordinary course of events they were not due in the trenches
until the Wednesday, but they were unexpectedly called upon on
the evening of Good Friday to move up at once to recapture a
trench which had been taken by the Germans some days before.
It was after having accomplished this, and whilst the position was
being consolidated, that he was killed.

I have never in my life had any dream so vivid as this one
was, and when I saw in the Sunday papers that his battalion had
accomplished this *‘ fine feat,” as they called it, I had no doubt
whatever that my boy was dead. When the official telegram came
on the Wednesday I felt that it was hardly necessary to open it. . ..

I shall always think (as a nephew does to whom I told my
dream on the Sunday afternoon), that this vision was Alec’s way
of letting me know what had happened.

A minor point that may be worth noticing is that when I heard
the metallic clink when the shirt unrolled and let its contents
fall on the floor, I at first thought * That.is his revolver,” but
then immediately thought the noise was too “ jingly ” to be made
by the fall of a heavy service Colt such as he had. When his
things came home, however, I found that instead of having a Colt
he bad a light French automatic pistol which, in falling, would
have made exactly such a sound as I heard.

I do not suppose that his kit was actually being gone through at
the time of my dream, nor do I think that it makes much difference
whether it were so or not. But the regimental surgeon (since
killed himself) who came to see me early in June told me that
he believed that they really were going through Alec’s things about
the time of my dream. GEORGE JOHNSTON.

In a subsequent letter he writes :
March 25th, 1917.

... The only person whom I told the dream to, before the
arrival of the War Office telegram, was my nephew who was here
on Sunday, the 23rd April [1916)].
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I enclose the letter which he sent me when he had definite news
of Alec’s death.

I also enclose a copy of part of a letter which the regimental
surgeon (since killed) wrote to his father. I do this in order to
show the conditions under which the attack was made, especially
as to mud.

One does not want to read too much into such an experience,
but I have often thought that what I saw had a certain amount
of symbolism in it. The fact that the boots which fell out of
the rolled-up shirt were so exceedingly muddy, and that the other
thing which dropped out was, as I at first thought, his revolver,
point to the terribly muddy conditions of the attack and to the
fact that it was an attack, for otherwise the revolver would not
have been carried. But this is a minor point.

GEORGE JOHNSTON.

The letter from Dr. Johnston’s nephew, Mr. N. C. Reld to-
which reference is made above, began as follows :

May 4, 1916.

I hear that Alec has died at Ypres. Your dream has come
true. Alec appears to have been trying to let you know....
N. C. Rem.

The reference in the above letter to Dr. Johnston’s dream
implies that Mr. Reid had heard of it before he heard of
Lieut. Johnston’s death, but we asked also for an independent
statement from Mr. Reid that Dr. Johnston had related his
dream to him on the day on which it occurred, April 23, 1916,
before Dr. Johnston himself knew of its verification. In reply
Mr. Reid wrote as follows :

2/7 Essex REGT., HARROGATE, YORKS.,
April 3, 1917.

I have been asked by my uncle, Dr. George Johnston, to send
you a statement to the effect that he told me of the dream or
vision which he had of his son’s death before actual confirmation.

This I can do.

I was spending the afternoon of Easter Sunday last year (April 23,
1916) at his house, and while at tea he came in from paying a.
professional visit somewhere.

After tea he spoke to me of his dream. I regret to say I
cannot remember all he said, but I do recollect his saying he saw
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two officers looking over and packing his son’s kit. He was angry
at their meddling, but it suddenly dawned upon him that his son
was dead. Whether Alec Johnston appeared in the dream I forget.
Some days afterwards I heard that Alec Johnston was dead,
confirmation having reached him, Dr. Johnston, on a date after
the 23rd April. N. C. REm.

As regards the circumstances under which Lieut. Johnston
lost his life, we print below extracts from the letter to which
Dr. Johnston refers on March 25, written by the regimental

bt o s April 27th, 1916.
... You will have seen by the papers about the gallant attack
the Btn. made the other night to retake some trenches lost by
another Btn. It was as the Army Commander said, “ A magni-
ficent feat of arms,” and you can guess what the higher command
thought of it when they honoured the regiment by mentioning
them by name—an honour which has only been paid twice all
the time out here. Unless one is on the spot though one could
not realise the conditions under which the attack was made or
the apparently hopeless job it secemed. I don’t think any other
Btn. could have done it. The mud, to take one point only, was
80 deep that the men had to throw themselves down and crawl
—putting their rifles and bombs ahead a few feet and then
struggling up to them. Of course the rifles were so covered
with mud that they could not shoot, so the men just struggled on
till they could use the bayonet. We had men utterly engulfed
in the mud and suffocated. It was a glorious achievement, and
the cost was heavy. ... Johnston—who used to write ‘‘ At the
Front” in Punch—was shot through the heart gallantly super-
intending his company consolidating the captured position. As
dawn broke he was so busy with so much to see to that he would
not take cover, but kept on walking from end to end of the
trench over the top to save time. He was picked off by a suniper.
.l R
In a letter to Dr. Johnston from one of Lieut. Johnston’s
fellow-officers, giving an account of his death, the muddy
condition of the ground is again emphasised. He writes :

May 17, 1916.
...As you know the conditions were simply awful. Pitch dark,
and wading up to our waists in mud. ...

Ji(
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It appears from the evidence given above that at the time when
Dr. Johnston had the dream which he regarded as an intimation
of his son’s death, Lieut. Johnston had been dead about twenty-
four hours. It is a strong point in favour of the assumption
that some other factor than chance-coincidence was involved,
that during the year and a half that his son had been at the
front Dr. Johnston had had no other similar impression about
him, and that on April 23, 1916, he had reason to believe that
Lieut. Johnston was temporarily out of danger.

If it is the fact that Lieut. Johnston’s kit was being examined
at about the time of Dr. Johnston’s dream, it may be that he
received an impression of an actual scene which took place.
But it seems more probable, as he suggests, that the dream
was a piece of symbolic imagery representing the fact, tele-
pathically conveyed to him, that his son had been killed in
the attack on the previous day.

We are indebted to Dr. Johnston for the trouble he has
taken in providing us with evidence for which we asked, and
for permission to use his name.

IL.

L. 1213. TELEPATHIC IMPRESSION.

TaE following case of what appears to have heen a telepathic
impression has been sent to us through Mr. G. Lowes Dickin-
son, whose sister was the percipient.

Miss Dickinson’s original statement was as follows :

11 EDWARDES SQUARE, W. 8,
[April 3, 1917.]2
On Thursday, March 29th, 1917, I was upstairs at 8.30 a.m.
and the front-door bell rang. I said to myself that it must be
my cousin, Harry Dickinson, come to tell me his mother was ill.
When the maid came up a few minutes later, I asked her what
the ring at the bell was. She replied that it was a telegram for
Mr. G. I said to her, “I thought it was Mr. Harry Dickinson
come to tell me his mother was ill.” I went out at 8.45 for
the rest of the morning, returning about 12.30. When I came

1In reply to a question as to when this account was written, Miss Dickinson
informed us: ‘I wrote out my account a few days after [the incident]
happened, but I do not remember the exact date—I should think April 3rd.”
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in, the maid said to me, *“ Mr. Harry Dickinson has been to ask
you to go and see his mother, who is ill.” I said * What time
did he come.” E. F. replied, *“ About 11 o’clock.”

I had not been thinking of my aunt, nor do I often see her, but
March or April, 1916, my cousin came round about 8.30 a.m. to

ask me the same thing. JANET LowEs DICKINSON.

We have also obtained the following statement from Miss
Dickinson’s maid :

11 EDWARDES SQUARE, W. 8.,
[April 14, 1917,

On Thursday, March 29th, 1917, 1 went upstairs soon after
8.30 a.m. and Miss Janet asked me what the ring at the bell
was. I said it was a telegram for Mr. G. She said, “ 1 thought
it was Mr. Harry Dickinson come to tell me his mother was ill.”
Miss Janet went out soon after, and when she came in about
12.30, I said, * Mr. Harry Dickinson came this morning to ask you
to go and see his mother, who is ill.” Miss Janet said, ‘° What
time did he come,” and I said, * About 11 o’clock.”

ETHEL FAWKES.

Miss Dickinson has also sent us the following letter from
Ir. Harry Dickinson, who appears to have been the agent in
he case :

222 GoLoHAWK RoaDp, SHEPHERD’S BUsH,
Loxpox, W., Apnil 8, 1917.

With reference to our conversation of to-day’s date, when you
old me that you had a strong impression of my mother’s illness
n the morning of 29th wult., I can say that some time between

am. and 9 am. on that day I was in great anxiety of mind
nd was considering calling round and asking you to sit with her.

8 you will remember 1 called round the same morning at about
1 a.m. with that intention and found that you had gone out.
Iy anxiety (apart from her illness) was based on the fact that I
ras obliged to finish certain work at once, and that I could not
ave her alone all day in the condition she was in at the time.
{y mother also wished me to call for you.

HARRY DICKINSON,

Aiss Dickinson mentions in her original statement that about
.. year before her cousin bad come to her early in the morning
o ask her to go to his mother who was ill, and we, therefore,
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asked whether Mr. H. Dickinson had done this on more than
one previous occasion, and whether, on March 29, 1917, Miss
Dickinson had any reason to think that her aunt was ill.
Miss Dickinson replied to these questions as follows :

April 23 [1917].
1. I did not know my aunt was ill ; she was only taken ill the
night before. ,
2. My cousin had not sent for me since March or April, 1916.
JANET L. DICKINSON.

It, therefore, appears that (a) on the morning of March 29,
1917, Miss Dickinson had no special reason tor expecting that
Mr. H. Dickinson would send for her to sit with his mother ;
(b) at about the time, 8.30 a.m., when she had the impression
that he had come, he was thinking of coming and actually
came a few hours later.

REVIEWS.

On the Threshold of the Unseen : An Examination of the Phenomena of
Spiritualism and of the Evidence for Survival after Death. By SIR
WiLriaM BARRrETT, F.R.S. (Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner & Co.
Ltd., London. 6s. 6d. net.)

Over twenty years ago, Sir William Barrett gave an address in London
which he expanded into book-form under the title On the Threshold
of a New World of Thought. An edition was printed off in 1895, but
publication was postponed in consequence of the adverse report of
the Cambridge investigators of Eusapia Paladino, concerning whose
earlier phenomena the book as prepared gave a favourable account.
Further evidence indicating the genuineness of some of Eusapia’s
phenomena having been obtained, the book appeared in 1908, and
was soon sold out. Again Sir William cautiously waited, rather than
publish a new edition, in order that he might see the results of the
S.P.R. investigations in * cross-correspondences ”’ and the like; and,
these having now confirmed the indications of earlier evidence, the
volume under notice was prepared by recasting and enlarging its
forerunner.

After dealing with objections based on materialistic or ecclesi-
. astical presuppositions or on the * triviality ” of the evidence, Sir
William gives an account of some of his experiments with a little
girl—daughter of an KEnglish solicitor of high standing—in whose
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presence loud raps and other noises occurred, keeping time with
music or spelling out messages which, however, always suggested
the child’s own mentality ; and though the communicator claimed
to be a lad named Walter Hussey, the spelling of the messages
reproduced the characteristic mis-spellings of the medium. The
author leaves open the question of source, but is sure that the
raps require a supernormal explanation of some sort. Also heavy
tables were moved in a manner requiring far more force than the
child could normally exert. Sir William describes other cases
with a different but equally non-professional medium, Miss L.,
whose raps similarly gave messages suggestive of the medium’s own
mental make-up. All these phenomena were obtained in a good
light, sometimes in the morning of a bright sunny day, and the
mediums readily agreed to any test-conditions that were proposed.

Further confirmation was supplied by phenomena witnessed at
Belfast, through the non-professional mediumship of Miss Kathleen
Goligher, which is being studied by Dr. Crawford. Sir William
saw the table rise and remain suspended eighteen inches above the
floor, in a good light and with no one touching it. He tried
10 press it down, and failed; then climbed on it and sat there,
vith feet off the floor, until he was tipped off. These and other
emarkable phenomena were accompanied by raps showing intelli-
rence, as in other cases.

Turning to automatic writing, Sir William describes the investi-
ations of a small private circle of his friends in Dublin, who
epeatedly obtained veridical ouija-messages concerning things
nknown to the operators, who moreover were sometimes blindfolded
nd the alphabet letters redistributed in positions unknown to
bem. Thus clairvoyance or some external agency seems to be
ndicated. In one striking case an officer cousin of one of the
itters purported to communicate, asking that his pearl tie-pin
hould be given to the girl he would have married if he had lived.
i full name was written, but it was unknown to the sitters, who
jere also unaware of any engagement. It was found to have
xisted, however, and the lady’s name was the name written by
uija: and a pearl tie-pin was found among the officer’s belongings.

On the other hand, some of the * communications” were
: nparently quite fictitious, as is so often the case with most
i 1omatists,

In addition to these and other first-hand experiences, Sir William
t ketches the history of psychical research from his first experiments
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in telepathy over forty years ago to the present time, quoting
from many records of the most prominent workers, and discussing
telepathic and other difficulties. He avows his own firm conviction
that human personality survives bodily death, while wisely remark-
ing that the investigation is not for everyone, and that it is a
science, not a religion. The psychical order is not the spiritual
order ; spiritual advancement is by the inner not the outer way ;
by the first-hand personal apprehension of God. But psychical
research gets round materialism, and thus paves the way for
rational as well as intuitive religious belief.

Of the founders of the S.P.R., Sir William Barrett is now the
only one still with us, and of the original Vice-Presidents he and
Mr. A. J. Balfour are the only two remaining. These facts lend
special interest to a volume by the veteran worker to whom all
who have been helped by the S.P.R. are indebted. And, being
critical in method and popular in style, it will do excellent service:
in training up the general public in the way it should go.

J. A H.

The Soul and its Story. A Sketch by NOoRMAN PEARSON. London,
Edward Arnold. 1916. Pp. xx, 316.

Though Mr. Pearson is hardly a profound or original philo-
sopher, he discourses pleasantly enough about a large variety
of interesting subjects (from the disembodied souls of dissociated
molecules and the inheritance of acquired characteristics to the
free-will puzzle and philosophic Absolutes) which are more or
less connected with the question of the soul’s immortality. Of
this belief he is very anxious to convince himself, and he duly
arrives at the conclusion that there is nothing in any of the
topics he speculates about to prevent him from being immortal.
He is also amlably disposed to concede immortality to others,
indeed to the vast majority of the human race,” though
‘ extinction may be the fate of an unfortunate few” who
persistently rebel against the divine order of things and get so
shattered in consequence that they are ‘resolved once more
into the mind-stuff ” out of which they were wrought (p. 315).
Mr. Pearson’s speculations will not improbably appeal to those
who are willing to believe in the doctrine he advocates, but are
hardly calculated to transform the logical aspects of the question,
which depends on obscure and disputed facts rather than on
speculations however ingenious. So even a sympathizer with
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his aim may feel that he hardly digs deep enough to undermine
his opponents’ arguments or to clinch his own.

For one thing his method is too eclectic. It is as impossible
to make the lion lie down with the lamb in the intellectual as
in the physical sphere. The materialist cannot be made to agree
with the spiritualist by selecting passages they can both assent
to. Neither will the @ priori metaphysician and the empirical
researcher sanction each other’s methods.

Secondly, it is not much use to accept popular notions un-
criticized. The facts, e.g., that we are in the habit of describing
biological history as an ‘evolution’ and flatter ourselves that
we have ‘ progressed,” yield no scientific guarantee of any necessity
either that °progress’ must continue or that living beings must
develop on the same lines as heretofore., To regard it as such
a guarantee is either a fallacy or at best an ‘over-belief.’

What is still more serious, Mr. Pearson omits to explain what
he means by a soul. He ecalls it a °‘substance’ indeed, and
apparently means by ‘substance’ a substratum or * permanent
something in the background” (pp. 225, 227; cf. p. 86). But
he does not discuss the difficulties many philosophers have found
in this notion of substance nor the alternative view which makes
‘substance ’ a product of activities, though he just mentions the
possibility of conceiving the soul as av activity (p. 212). Nor
loes he make it clear how he stands with regard to the corollaries
»f attributing the old notion of ‘substance’ to the soul. Would
he agree that it follows from it that the ‘soul’ is also simple
and immutable ? And that what is simple must be immortal,
because it cannot be dissolved into parts which it has not got?
[f he accepts these deductions, he is hardly entitled to the verdict
2e passes on the empirical evidence of multiple personality (ch-
tviii.), viz. that it ‘“‘does not disprove the essential unity of
the soul.” If, on the other hand, he does not accept the whole
sag of tricks of the old ‘rational psychology,” but holds that
the soul has ‘parts’ (pp. 238-9), and is extended, and can be
orinted on (p. 222), and can change (p. 218), the questions of
1ow the soul generates a plurality of selves, simultaneous and
juccessive, supports them, is affected by them, and preserves
ts own unity in so doing, demand formal consideration. Had
ts. Pearson fully realized this, he would not, I am sure, have
ireated the empirical material about multiple personality merely
negatively as an objection to a preconceived theory; he wonld



62  Journal of Society for Psychical Research. May-Juxe, 1917.

have seen that it was relevant to the essential meaning to be
assigned to the notion of soul. And he would then, I venture
to think, have appreciated better the meaning and force of James’s
psychological description, which at present he misapprehends
(ch. xvi.). James showed that the term °‘self,’ as ordinarily
used, was ambiguous and covered both the ‘I’ and the ‘Me.
Of these the ‘I’ is never an object of knowledge, and hence,
if a ‘permanent substratum’ is wanted and is to be called a
“soul,’ the ‘I’ may be identified with that. It may also be
identified with the °transcendental’ function, which is the Kantian
‘Ego.’ But it is not knowable, and cannot be shown to be
individual. All the differences that distinguish one person from
another fall within the ‘Me,” and so the ‘I’ may just as well
(or better) be an Absolute or Universal Soul of which we are
all the multiple personalities. These are not consequences Mr.
Pearson would welcome (cf. ch. xx.), but they are what comes
of insisting on finding a ‘substance’ behind the actual in order
to support the empirical self. James, on the other hand, was
-quite right to eschew this futile procedure, and to conceive the
‘I’ as a continuous appropriation of a mind’s (or soul’s or
self’s) past by its present. It is regrettable, perhaps, that he
borrowed a term from the then dominant intellectualism and called
the ‘I’ a ‘thought,’ and sometimes spoke as if the stream of
-consciousness were really made up of a succession of such
‘ thoughts,” like Mill’s serial self; but there can be no real doubt
that the keynote of his view is continuity, the continuity of the
‘1’ with the ‘Me’ and of the ‘Me’ of one moment with that
of the next. So these expressions cannot be pressed; no one
knew better than James how vain it is to multiply entities in
the unknowable. If the terms °substance,’ ‘soul,’ °self,’ ‘Ego,’
‘I, ‘spirit,’ ‘mind,” °consciousness,” °personality,” etc., are to
bhave any real meaning, they must be so used as to have value
in the description of observable facts of our experience; but
at present there seem to be far more of them than philosophers
can advantageously employ, while they waste so much time
on disputing about them that they let the facts go by unobserved,
and the psychical researches which alone could throw light on
these old questions are not undertaken for lack of researchers.
Finally attention may be called to a good apergu of Mr. Pearson’s
on p. 275. He rightly points out that monistic philosophers err in
trying to construe the development of the world as a process
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of the reabsorption of the Many into the One, and that it looks
rather like “an orderly and elaborate process of disintegration.”
This is obviously true, but like so many good things, the suggestion
has been anticipated. A curious pessimist, who wrote under
the name of Mainlinder, explained the unity of the universe
as being a unity of origin, due to the common descent of all
things from an Absolute which was no longer in being because
it had committed suicide, and so had imparted to them a common
impetus to dissociation and extinction. The divergence in the
value-judgment thus passed on the world-process may not convince
Mr. Pearson that he was hasty in assuming that °evolution’
meant *progréss,” but it should at least convince him that it is
not enough merely to be assured that the soul is going on, but
necessary to inquire also what it is going on to. And for all
he has shown to the contrary Mr. Pearson’s atomic souls may
as greatly excel ours in the quality, as they do in the duration,
of their terrestrial existence. . F. C. S. ScHILLER.

NOTES ON CURRENT PERIODICALS.

Archives de Psychologie, No. 62 (Dec. 1916). This Number has
1othing that refers immediately to psychical research, but it contains
i interesting theoretic article on the unconscious by Prof. C. G.
lung, the Ziirich psycho-analyst. He endeavours ingeniously to
olve the problem of our psychic nature by a number of dis-
inctions, between the personal and the ‘impersonal’ unconscious,
.. that which our personality has ‘repressed’ or not yet exhibited
ind that which is general and common to all minds, and between
he personality, the persona, the ‘collective’ soul and the indi-
ridual ; but it does not appear that his distinctions are either
bvious or demanded by the empirical facts or that they lead to
iything, partly because they get entangled in the old logical
wzzle of the particular and the universal, more perhaps because
he line drawn between the ‘personal’ and the ‘collective’ is
ssentially artificial and arbitrary. For, after all, the given fact is
he totality of psychic processes; of these some can be selected
wnd identified with similar and analogous processes observable in
'ther minds, while others resist such assimilation. But this fact
ixdly entitles us to construct a ‘collective soul’ out of the former,
wd to regard our figment as a substantive entity; for it is only
oy ignoring the individual differences between the processes in
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different minds that we can call them ‘the same.’ Upon stricter
scrutiny it will always be found that no two minds, and no two
processes, are ever quite the same, and that the unique individuality
of each soul colours all its contents, and renders it strictly incom-
parable with any other. Hence the ‘collective soul’ is a fiction,
which becomes dangerously false, if it leads us to imagine that our
actual personality can actually be constructed by superinducing an
element of particularity upon a general matrix.

Prof. R. Weber relates some experiments he had made on himself
to test his ability to estimate the lapse of time on waking from
sleep: it does not seem that he was very successful, or that he
improved with practice. It appears from the book-reviews that
the war has not extinguished the debate about the feats of the
‘thinking’ animals in Germany. One observer concludes that the
dog ‘Rolf’ interprets signals unconsciously given him, a second
reports that the arithmetical capacity of the blind horse Berto is
indisputably genuine, while a third takes refuge in the telepathic
explanation. F.C. 8. 8.

CORRESPONDENCE.

Dr. W. J. CRaAWFORD'S THE REALITY OF Psycunic PHENOMENA.

To the Editor OF THE JOURNAL OF THE S.P.R.

March 31, 1917.

Mapam,—It was with considerable surprise that I read, in the
S.P.R. Journal for Feb.-March, the review by “E. M. 8.” of Dr.
W. J. Crawford’s book, Reality of Psychic Phenomena.

It would appear as if E. M. S. cannot have read the * Pre-
liminary remarks’ in the book under review, in which Dr. Craw-
ford deals very fully with the possibility of the phenomena being
produced by any mechanical means; but apart from that, it seems
incredible that Dr. Crawford should be so simple, so purblind an
observer that in the course of two years of minute experimenting,
he should not have become aware that the phenomena were being
produced in the crude manner suggested by E.M.S. E.M. S.
would further have us believe that this utter want of observation
was shared by other observers who attended the séances, including
Sir Wm. Barrett, who was present on two occasions.

Has not E. M. S. made up his mind on a priori grounds that
such phenomena cannot occur, and would it not have more ﬁruly
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represented his real belief, if he had impugned Dr. Crawford’s
good faith, and frankly declared that in his opinion the record of
the alleged phenomena was a gigantic hoax ?
This class of ecriticism is not encouraging and smacks of the
criticism levelled some forty years ago against Sir Wm. Crookes.
C. E. BappELEY (Colonel).

To the Edifor oF THE JOURNAL OF THE S.P.R.

May 3, 1917.
DearR MapayM,—I have heard the review by “ E. M. S.” of Dr.
Crawford’s book, The Reality of Psychic Phenomena, confidently
cited as establishing that the levitations described in the book
were performed by the medium’s foot, and I think it might be
represented to the reviewer that this possibility, somewhat remote
in every instance, might have been suggested with more qualifica-
tion. The very remarkable levitation described on pp. 24-5 of
the book could not have been so produced, if Dr. Crawford is
at all to be trusted as to observed facts, unless the medium’s foot
vias more than a yard from her knee, and her knee bent at a
reflex angle; and many of the other phenomena described would
tax the ordinary resources of the human leg to an almost equal
cegree. That one or two of the phenomena could have been so
roduced might have been quite fairly and justly pointed out;
ut the suggestion, to anyone who has not read the book, or has
'ad it carelessly, is that they could all have been produced in

his way.

I write this only in the interests of science—I do not know

. Crawford, and have no interest in supporting his contentions.

Lh R

REPLY BY THE REVIEWER.
To the Editor oF THE JOURNAL oF THE S.P.R.

Dear Mapam,—I am sorry that my review of Dr. Crawford’s
‘eality of Psychic Phenomena has produced on Colonel Baddeley,
* on any other reader, the impression that I in the slightest
sgree impugn Dr. Crawford’s good faith. I certainly do not;
1or do I underrate the importance of the case, which on the face
¢ it appears to be one of the most remarkable of its kind that
} s recently come under observation!

I was greatly disappointed with the hook, as I had expected
tiat the weighing and measuring experiments would have been

-~

JAgitizeq D
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directed first to proving that the phenomena were not produced
by normal mechanical means. For this essential preliminary:
however, Dr. Crawford seems to have trusted mainly to his cer-
tainty that if there had been a trick he must have observed it ;
and his apparatus was introduced only with a view to interpreting
the phenomena on the assumption that they were genuine. I
quite admit that, from the description, it seems unlikely that if
there was trickery he would not have perceived it. But one can
only describe what one observes; and much experience (in days
now long ago) in investigation of the physical phenomena of
spiritualism, and further the experiments of Dr. Hodgson and
Mr. S. J. Davey (see Proceedings, Vol. IV. p. 381 and Vol. VIII.
p. 258), have convinced me that one’s observation pitted against
trickery is very untrustworthy. In cases, therefore, where trickery
is the explanation that. has to be excluded,! unaided observation
should be relied on as little as possible. In the Belfast case
measurements are permitted—a “circumstance, as far as it goes, in
favour of the genuineness of the phenomena—and my chief object
in saying what I did was to indicate ways in which I hoped
measurements might be applied to supplement observation in
judging of that genuineness. I much hope that Dr. Crawford
will extend his experiments in this direction.

I am glad that Dr. Crawford has invited other investigators to
confirm his observations. I understand from Sir William Barrett
that he was much impressed by the first sitting at which he was
present (at the second, nothing of much importance happened
owing, it was thought, to the health of the medium). As one
sitting is, of course, not enough, he is hoping to go again. I am
glad too to hear that Sir Oliver Lodge may be able to go to
Belfast.

The above was written before I had the opportunity of seeing
K. F. R.’s letter, but it perhaps sufficiently meets his criticism of
my review. It is difficult, of course, to write so as to ensure
being understood by the careless readers of whom he speaks, and
to any careful reader it must, I think, have been obvious that I
did not regard it as established that there was any trickery in the
manifestations. What I complain of is that mechanical means have

1Tt is hardly necessary to say that in investigations of this kind the excellence
of the character of the medium and her pecuniary disinterestedness do
not preclude the necessity of conditions excluding the possibility of trickery.
Dr, Crawford gives us to understand that the medium realises this,
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not been employed in a manner to establish that there was not
trickery. Until this is done to a greater extent than it has yet
been in investigations of the physical phenomena of spiritualism, the
genuineness of such phenomena is likely in my opinion to remain
at best dubious. It is the business of conjurers and tricksters to
persuade us that we see (or hear or feel) something different from
what actually happens. When they have succeeded, our description
of what has occurred would of course be erroneous. The only way
of completely overcoming this difficulty is to obtain evidence other

than that of observation at the moment.
E. M. S.

Ox EVIDENCE OF SURVIVAL.

To the Editor oF THE JOURNAL OF THE S.P.R.
April 26, 1917,

Dear MADAM,—I am much interested in the question of Cross-
correspondences, and particularly impressed by the latest Willett
scripts.

At the same time I am not yet satisfied that telepathy in the
form of control from the living has been ruled out.

I admit that so far experiments with the living have not yielded
iny results at all comparable to the elaborate and evidently
purposeful dove-tailing of the scripts. Perhaps to expect that
hey should do so is putting too great a strain on the powers
f the ** Sub-conscious ” as we know them.

But have these experiments been made under the same conditions
ind with the same phsycic factors as are involved in the Piper-
Holland-Willett and Verrall scripts ? The most important psychic
factors in all these cases being the common interest and the. common
lesire—desire that a test-case may be provided, that a clue may
be found, that survival may be proved.

Now, psychologically, desire, conscious or ** sub-conscious,” if it
be strong enough, is the most purposeful and designing thing in
he universe. Dream-analysis gives us some idea of the extra-
yrdinary power the psyche has of elaborating and designing its
naterial according to its desire. It even provides the material.
\s the conditions of the dream-life are different, so the results

* different. But though we may get nothing like the cross-
orrespondences, we do get elaboration, dramatisation, cunning and
surposeful design. If, then, the conditions for testing telepathy
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and thought-transference from the living were such that some
dominant interest and desire were concerned it is just possible
that we might get results showing that even cross-correspondences
in the form of jig-saw puzzles, such as the ““Ear of Dionysius,”
are not impossible between living minds.

I don’t want to show it. I want to show survival. But I
cannot think it is even indicated, until every other hypothesis is
ruled out.

MAY SINCLAIR.
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MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

THE 148th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Thursday, June 28th, 1917, at
3.15 pum.: SiR OLIVER LODGE in the chair. There were also
present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, Sir William Barrett, Rev.
M. A. Bayfield, Mr. J. G. Piddington, and Mrs. Henry
Sidgwick; also Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton,
Secretary.

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

Seven new Members and sixteen new Associates were
elected. Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for April and May, 1917, were
presented and taken as read.

GENERAL MEETING.

THE 148th General Meeting of the Society was held in the
Steinway Hall, London, W., on Thursday, June 28th, 1917,
at 4.30 p.m., THE PRESIDENT, Dr. L. P. JAcks, in the chair.

THE PRESIDENT delivered an Address on “The Theory of
Survival read in the Light of its Context,” which will be
published in the next part of the Proceedings.
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THE “ ST. PAUL ” CROSS-CORRESPONDENCES
REVIEWED.

By Wavter F. Prince, Pu.D.

THE first instance in a ‘‘Series of Concordant Automatisms,”
edited eight years ago by Mr. J. G. Piddington,? is left by him one
of second-rate importance. Further study seems to raise it to the
first grade of value. This is said in no captious spirit. The whole
material to be analyzed was voluminous, and even indefatigable
labour might be excused for overlooking some evidential points.
It is presumed that every investigator in this field is gratified if
at any time new light is thrown upon an incident earlier canvassed
by himself.

But the discovery of explanatory and unifying features lying
close below the surface, though they remained hidden for vears,
leads to the query whether spirits, if they are really endeavouring
to communicate under difficulties which make them liable to the
imputation of inanity, are not on their side oft-times wondering at
what appears to them our stupidity.?

The automatists figuring in the case under review were Mrs.
Piper, who wrote in Sir Oliver Lodge’s house at Edgbaston, Eng-
land ; Mrs. Holland, who was throughout in India; and Miss
Verrall, who was in some other place in England. Mrs. Holland
did not know that experiments were being initiated with Mrs.
Piper. Miss and Mrs. Verrall knew that bare fact, but were not
made acquainted with the Piper and Holland scripts embodying
(with Miss Verrall’s) the “St. Paul " cross-correspondences, at
least until that series was completed. Here follows Mr. Pidding-
ton’s entire report on this group of scripts :

Extract from record of silting with Mrs. Piper held on Nov. 15, 1906.
(Present: O.J. L. and Lady Lodge.)
(Hodgson communicating.) I am Hodgson,
0. J. L. Glad to see you at last.
Hello Lodge. I am not dead as some might suppose. I am
very much alive.

! Proceedings of the [Englisk] Society for Paychical Research, Vol. XXII.,
aptaining Part LVIL, 1908,

And there is prima facie evidence of this in the communications. For example,
oo page 64 of the same Report. ‘I ean't register unless you understand well ”
Rector). Also page 179, “ You are a stupid lot if you can't understand when I

im shouting at the top of my voice to make you understand ” (Hodgson).
E2
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0.J. L. Good, I expect so.

Speak to me.
0. J. L. Are you interested in the cross-correspondences? Could you
send something to other communicators ¢
I am very and think it the very best thing.
0. J. L. Could you send one now to one of the mediums ?
I will go to Mrs. Holland. [Dr. Hodgson never knew anything
about Mrs. Holland ; but J. G. P. in the spring on 1906
had mentioned her name to Hodgson more than once in the
sittings in Boston. ]
0.J. L. What will you send ?
St. Paul.
0. J. L. That is a good idea.
St. Paul. I will give it to her at once.

(After an interval.)

0. J. L. Do you remember what you were going to say to Mrs. Holland #
St. Paul.

0.J.L. Yes, quite right.
I will go at once.

“St. Paul” did not appear in Mrs. Holland’s script. There are,
however, in the script of Miss Verrall two passages worth considering
in this connection. [Nofe.—I consider myself justified in looking for a
correspondence in the script of an automatist other than the one to
whom the message was directed, because the trance-personalities were-
more than once and in the most formal and definite terms asked to try
to give these corresponding messages to all or any of the automatists
concerned in these experiments, even though only one was specifically
named when the experiment was arranged. To a critical mind the
reflection will at once occur that the chances of success were hereby
increased. I agree; but will content myself with saying that if any
serious critic will carefully study all the evidence presented in this
report I shall not be afraid of his seeking to set down the successful
cases of correspondence to chance in spite of the way in which the
chances of success to the extent here stated were widened.]

The two passages in question occur in Miss Verrall’s seript of Jan. 12
and Feb. 26, 1907. The script of Jan. 12 opens with a sentence in
Latin, and then totally unconnected with it follow these words :

the name is not right robbing Peter to pay—Paul ? sanctus
nomine quod efficit nil continens petatur subveniet.
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The script of Feb. 26 reads as follows :

A tangle of flowers with green grass between wall flowers pansies
why such hurry did you know that the second way was
shorter you have not understood about Paul ask Lodge.
quibus eruditis advocatis rem explicabis non nisi ad
normam refers hoc satis alia vana

A tower of ancient masonry with battlements (a scrawl, perhaps
representing a signature “A.T.”) astolat.

The last sentence and the opening phrases down to “shorter” seem
to me clearly not to belong to the middle passages, the subject of which
is dismissed with the words “ this is enough ; more is useless.”

The Latin words in the script of Jan. 12 I interpret thus : « Holy in
pame (i.e. with the title of saint) what she (or, he) is doing is of no use
(i.e. by itself). Let the point (continens) be looked for; it will help.”

The Latin words of Feb. 26 I translate: “ By calling to your aid
what learned men will you explain the matter?! [Nofe.—Or, if
“quibus” is treated as a relative instead of as an interrogative, the
words should mean: ‘“when you have called these learned persons
to your aid.”] (You will not explain it) unless you refer it to one
itandard. This is enough ; more is useless.”

The only reference to Sir Oliver Lodge in Miss Verrall’s script during
he period under review is the one quoted above. The names Peter and
*aul do not occur elsewhere in Miss Verrall’s script during the same
eriod. It is natural, therefore, to put together the two scripts con-
aining the name Paul.

If we take these two passages to refer to the experiment arranged on
iov. 15 it will be seen that the name Paul is given ; and that “ Lodge "
s correctly indicated as the person to explain about the name Paul.
fiss Verrall never did apply to Sir Oliver Lodge as directed ; and it
‘as not until September, 1907, that the interpretation given above
truck me.

I have said that * St. Paul” did not appear in Mrs. Holland’s script,
ut her script of Dee. 31, 1906, suggests an approach to the name of

i t. Paul, and also suggests an explanation of the words in Miss Verrall’s
t ript of Jan. 12, “the name is not right robbing Peter to pay—Paul.”

I transcribe the first half only of this script of Deec. 31, 1906, the

s cond half having no connection with the first.

II Peter 1. 15 [* Moreover I will endeavour that ye may be able
after my decease to have these things always in remem-
brance.”]
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“This witness is true ”—

It is now time that the shadow should be lifted from your spirit—
“Let patience have her perfect work.” ¢ This is a faithful
saying.”

This witness, etc., is not, I believe, a textual quotation, but is remin-
iscent of several passages from the writings of St. John.

This is o faithful saying occurs at least three times in St. Paul’s
Epistles. '

The only name actually written is Peter, and this Peter is clearly
Saint Peter. If we suppose that the scribe was aiming at getting * St.
Paul” expressed, it looks as if he felt his way towards the name or
notion of St. Paul by quoting first from St. Peter, next from St. John,
then from St. James, and finally from St. Paul. I do not mean that I
think the process was thus deliberately involved, but that the scribe
(whoever or whatever that may be) did the best that he could. A long
way round may perhaps be the only way there. I further suggest that
the scribe having got so far could not proceed to get the name St.
Paul” written, and so had to content himself with quotation from his
writings.

‘Now, read in the light of this interpretation, the words in Miss
Verralls script of Jan. 12, *the name is not right robbing Peter to pay
—Paul,” are suggestive.

The words nisi ad unam normam refers in Miss Verrall’s script of Feb.
26 may, perhaps, have been intended to mean that unless there was one
person in touch with all the automatists concerned in these experiments
the point would be missed in many instances ; or, in other words, that
a central exchange was necessary. In this case I was, so to speak, at
the central office, but though I was receiving Miss Verrall’s script, and
though Sir Oliver Lodge sent me a copy of his record of the sitting of
Nov. 15,1 was not receiving a copy of Mrs. Holland’s script ; and until
I did receive a copy of it the significance of Miss Verrall’s seripts of
Jan. 12 and Feb. 26 naturally escaped me. If, then, the words nisi ad
unam normam refers can bear such an interpretation as I have sought to
place on them they were neither otiose nor mere padding.

Most readers who have had the patience to follow me so far will, I
fear, at this point form the opinion that all this may be more or less
ingenious rubbish, but that it is certainly rubbish. Had the experi-
ments produced no coincidences less problematical than this one, I
should heartily agree ; but there have been correspondences of the most
definite character, and not only that, but in the production of. them
there is evidence both of intelligent direction and of ingenuity. I care
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not to whom that intelligence be attributed ; but that intelligence, and
acute intelligence, lie behind the phenomena I stoutly maintain. And
if this be once admitted, no excuse need be offered for trying to place
upon them interpretations which otherwise would be over-subtle.

REcTIFICATIONS.

Thus far the English report. We proceed to suggest some
rectifications of the commentary upon the passages of script.

1. The irrelevancy of the text II Peter 1. 15 is hardly abated
by the intimation that the scribe * felt his way ”’ toward the name
‘“ St. Paul.” But suppose that in the course of getting the figures
through the subliminal mind and putting them on paper an error
in one figure was made, and what the passage really meant is
IT Peter 3. 15. Then we have the lucidly relevant sentence naming
and characterizing St. Paul, “ And account that the long-suffering
of our Lord is salvation; even as our beloved brother Paul,
sccording to the wisdom given unto him, hath written unto
you.” When we consider that there is but one chance in
twelve of striking the one verse in the Petrine epistles which
rames Paul, by altering one figure in the citation as given,
that this one verse is in the midst of 166 Petrine verses, and
‘hat it is likewise the only verse mentioning him out of 734
‘hich make up the body of the non-Pauline epistles,® it is
i ifficult to escape the conclusion that somebody was aiming at
his particular verse. When we remember that the subjective
 xperiences of a writing psychic are often of an auditory
« haracter,® and then observe that “ first ' resembles * third ”
i+ sound more than any other ordinal, the conclusion becomes
) resistible that II Peter 3. 15 was meant. Granting this,
s ood judgment was displayed in not selecting a verse from the
. ots of the Apostles, which is largely a history of Paul, and
1 ames him upwards of 150 times ; nor even selecting it from
t le epistles written by him and which contain his name
t venty-nine times; but in choosing the one place where it

! Reckoning the Epistle to the Hebrews as non-Pauline, as is almost certainly
tl ‘tact.

Ihere are many indications of this in Mr. Piddington’s report (pp. 95, 150,
11, 279, 296, 304, 305, 392, etc.). Mrs. Piper, ceasing to write and about to
e1 terge from trance, but not yet fully emerged, would begin to talk, and often
m ule casual allusions to what she had heard.
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stands isolated amid the remaining New Testament literature of
rising 4500 verses.

2. Mr. Piddington thinks that ¢ This witness is true” is not
a textual quotation, but *is reminiscent of several passages in
the writings of St. John.” On the contrary, it is a literal
textual quotation, and from 8t. Paul, being found in Titus 1. 13.}

3. “It is now time that the shadow should be lifted from
your spirit ”’ is reminiscent of the words of St. Paul in Romans
13. 11, “ Now it is high time for you to wake out of your
sleep,” and, I think, of no passage from any other New Testa-
ment writer.

4. As stated, “ This is a faithful saying ” occurs at least three
times in St. Paul’s epistles. It occurs four times, namely in
I Timothy 1. 15; I Timothy 4. 9; II Timothy 2. 11 ; Titus 3.8.

Thus every passage names, quotes, or is reminiscent of a
sentence from, St. Paul, except ¢ Let patience have her perfect
work,” and that has a relevance presently to be explained.

5. I think that the translation given of the Latin sentence
of Jan. 12 misses the point contained which gives it special
cogency, and venture to substitute another:% “Let a saint be
sought containing in his name that which effects nothing; he
will come to aid.” This defines the name Paul, which contains
the root of the verb wavw, meaning to cease, to come to an
end, a procedure pretty sure to effect nothing. The relevance
of this also will be shown a little later.

Tue ScripTs IN CHRONOLOGICAL SEQUENCE.

It now appears that the logical order of the scripts is the
chronological order. Their bearings upon each other will be
more readily perceived when they are so arranged.

1. Mrs. Piper in Edgbaston, Eng., Nov. 15, 1906.

[Hodgson purports to communicate. Sir Oliver replies.]

(Are you interested in cross-correspondence ? Could you
send something to other communicators ?)

I am very, and think it the very best thing.

1Mr. Piddington has drawn attention to this mistake himself ; see Proc. S.P.R.,
Vol. XXIV., p. 11.—Ed. :

20n the authority of the Rev. W. H. Mills, M.A., an English classical scholar
now residing in Ontario, Cal.
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(Could you send one now to one of our mediums ?)
I will go to Mrs. Holland.

(What will you send ?)

St. Paul.

(That is a good idea.)

St. Paul. I will give it to her at once.

[An interval.]

(Do you remember what you were going to say to Mrs,
Holland ?)

St. Paul.

(Yes, quite right.)

I will go at once.

1. Mrs. Holland, in India, Dec. 31, 1906.

II1.

1v.

IT Peter 1. 15 [meaning II Peter 3. 15, “ And account
that the long suffering of the Lord is salvation;
even as our beloved brother Paul, according to the
wisdom given unto him hath written unto you ].

This witness is true [St. Paul. See Tatus 1. 13].

It is now time that the shadow should be lifted from your
spirit [Reminiscent of St. Paul, ““ It is now high time
for you to wake from your sleep.” See Rom. 13. 11].

Let patience have her perfect work [See James 1. 4].

This is a faithful saying [St. Paul. See I Tim. 1. 15;
I Tim. 4. 9; II Tim. 2. 11 ; Titus 3. 8].

Miss Verrall, in England, Jan. 12, 1907.

the name is not right robbing Peter to pay—Paul ? sanctus
nomine quod efficit nil continens petatur subveniet
[Let a saint be eought containing in his name that
which effects nothing ; he will come to aid].

Miss Verrall, in England, Feb. 26, 1907.

vou have not understood about Paul ask Lodge qui-
bus eruditis, advocatis rem explicabis non nisi unam
normam refers hoc satis alia vana [By calling to
vour aid what learned men will you explain the
matter unless you carry it to one norm ? This is
sufficient, all else is useless].
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INTERPRETATION.

When the materials are properly identified and placed in their
chronological sequence, they are largely self-explicatory.

Hodgson announces through Mrs. Piper’s automatic writing
that he will go to Mrs. Holland in India and endeavour to make
the name “ St. Paul ” come out in /er script.

Of course, not having looked farther than II Peter 1. 15,
Mr. Piddington had to say that ‘“St. Paul did not appear in
Mrs. Holland’s script.” But, as already stated, we are forced
by all the canons of probability to conclude that II Peter 3. 15
was meant, and this does contain the name St. Paul, together
with the most pointed and comprehensive characterization of
him, probably, afforded by any verse of the Scriptures. No
more emphatic, unmistakeable cross-correspondence could be
desired orimagined. And Mrs. Holland was the recipient, precisely
in accordance with the intention announced in the Piper sitting.

Not only had it been intended to cite a passage peculiarly
mentioning St. Paul, but also three out of the four sen-
tences which follow suggest Paul and him alone.© One is a.
characteristic Pauline phrase, employed by him four times, but.
by no other Biblical author; a second is solely from St. Paul’s
pen; a third is reminiscent of just one passage in the New
Testament, and that by St. Paul. So instead of its being the
case that the scribe ‘ felt his way toward the name or notion
of St. Paul by quoting first from St. Peter, next from St. John,
then from St. James and finally from $t. Paul,” the fact is
that only one of the five items, the passage from St. James,
breaks away from the circle of Pauline reference.

"And why this one departure ? There seem to have been two
purposes in Mrs. Holland’s script, (1) to thoroughly adumbrate
the name “ St. Paul,” (2) to intimate that there was a con-
cealed significance in the name yet to be revealed by a process
which might require patience, but for which the data is now
sufficient. On the basis of a great many remarks by purported
communicators in the course of the entire series of experi-
ments,! and of similar remarks reported elsewhere, it was rather

1If there are indeed ‘‘communicators,” it appears that, whatever may be the
reasons wrapped up in the process of “communication” which is yet so obscure,
the ‘‘communicators” only occasionally or partly see the actual script, and’are
sure that their intentions are rightly recorded, unless a sitter reads the message
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to be expected that Hodgson should not be aware that an
error had been made in setting down the citation which he
gave. Assuming that II Peter 3. 15 came through correctly, he
emphasizes it with the sentence, from Paul but apposite no
matter what its source, ‘‘ This witness is true.”’! As the cross-
correspondence was supposed to be now successfully accom-
plished and Mrs. Holland’s script was regularly being sent to
Miss Johnson in England, it was pertinent to say, presumably
to the person who should do the comparing of scripts (for
there is no reason to suppose that * you’ refers to Mrs.
Holland), “ It is now time that the shadow should be lifted
from vour spirit,” paraphrasing another sentence of St. Paul, the
more to drive home what matter is to be illuminated. But
since we “ on this side,” in spite of our smugness in dealing
with  spirits,” do miss points just below the surface, and
arrive at conclusions without sufficient consideration (a tendency
to be illustrated in this very instance), the injunction of St.
James appropriately follows, ‘ Let patience have her perfect
work.” The warning is clinched, and the attention brought
hack to Paul by the final sentence from that apostle, “ This
s a faithful saying.”

Mrs. Holland’s script was sent to Miss Jobnson in England,
vho presumably received the original or a copy of Mrs. Piper’s
Iso.2 She did not discover the error in the Petrine citation.
ind then in a third script not by Mrs. Holland, not by Mrs.
diper, but by another party who was ignorant of the former
cripts, Miss Verrall, there appeared recognition that an error
ad been made, a clear apprehension of the nature of the
rror and the resultant counfusion, and knowledge that when
he right and specified name should be found in situ all

loud. Witness a few out of many illustrations in the present report. ‘I shall
¢ glad to know if the word Mourn or Mown came out " (Prudens), p. 39. *‘ When
ve receives it let mo know kindly " (Myers), p. 55. **Did she [Mrs. Verrall]
secive the word Evangelical 2™ (Myers), p. 59. ** He [Myers] will be very glad
') understand that the triangle came through, as he did see the circle but could
ot be absolutely sure of the whole triangle” (Rector), p. 72. “Got arrow
1 4 ?" (Hodgson), p. 80.
Note that the passage from Peter is emphatically one which bears witness as to
t ¢ endowments and authority of Paul.

*See pago 22 of the Report. Mr. Piddington did not seo the Holland script
ntil later.
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confusion would disappear. * The name is mnot right robbing
Peter to pay—Paul.”” This implies a number of things: that
a mistake has been made or is impending regarding a name,
that the choice lies between the names Peter and Paul, that
the misapprehension relates to ths Biblical quotation in con-
nection with which only has the name of St. Peter come out
in a script. The dash before ¢ Paul *’ implies that the proverb
is not to be taken in merely its general sense, but that the
name Paul has special significance. Since the misapprehension
relates to a passage which as cited calls to attention only the
name Peter, what can that significance possibly be than that
the name Paul is the name to be sought for ? And the right
passage will be found to take from Peter in order to give
credit to Paul. ““ Let a saint be sought containing in his name
that which effects nothing. He will come to aid.” With the
attention already directed to the name ¢ Paul,” the hint is
given to examine that name and be convinced that it is the
one meant by finding contained in it a root with a peculiar
meaning. Moreover, that very meaning will hint at the per-
severance competent to discover the passage which will aid to
clear up the whole matter.

The hints not being effectual, Miss Verrall’s seript later returned
to the task. * You have not understood about Paul.” This re-
petition of the name ¢ Paul” is not only another cross-corre-
spondence in itself, but is also an intimation that the data given
elsewhere should be re-examined. ‘‘ Ask Lodge.” Here is mention
of the very man in whose presence the chosen word was started
on its way, and the indication of a hope that this man, if con-
sulted, may be able to put two and two together. By calling
to your aid what learned men will you explain the matter
unless you carry it to ome norm? This vs sufficient. All else
28 useless.” And very true it was that all efforts, however
learned, to puzzle out the enigmatic sentences now brought
together from far-separated lands, and to make them mean
something in relation to each other, would be useless, unless
they were all brought to the one norm of the third chapter of
second Peter, fifteenth verse, which would be sufficient to ex-
plain and knit them together.

Therefore the norm was not Mr. Piddington,! but the intended

18ee above, p. 74.
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seriptural passage, which was the true witness to the fulfilment of
Hodgson’s agreement, and which after patience in research should
have her perfect work would lift the shadow of doubt regarding
the matter from the spirit of the investigator. The norm was a
passage taken from Peter, but giving credit to Paul, stamped by
a name containing a certain significant root ; a name which the
moment it was found in this place would link together all the
sentence, in the various scripts, in their chronological and con-
secutive order.

NOTE ON DR. PRINCE’'S REVIEW OF THE ** ST. PAUL "
CROSS-CORRESPONDENCE.

Dr. PRINCE’S case rests upon a textual emendation, or, I should
rather say, a textual alteration. He changes Mrs. Holland’s
“II Peter 1. 15" into ““‘II Peter 3. 15" ; and his justification
for making this change is that, if I Peter 3. 15 be substituted
for what the automatist really wrote, a more effective cross-
correspondence with Mrs. Piper’s and Miss Verrall’s scripts
will result.

Dr. Prince tells us that ‘““ we are forced by all the canons of
probability to conclude that II Peter 3. 15 was meant.” 1
wish he had told us what all these canons are; for until they
are revealed, and unless, when they are revealed, they prove
to be very big guns, I for my part shall prefer to abide
by what the automatist wrote.

Textual emendation is great fun, but it isn’t always ‘ cricket.”
In the case of classical authors, where the text as originally written
is not available, but only a text which has run the gauntlet of
many copyings, it is often desirable. But in the case of scripts
we possess the original text ; and emendation, except as regards
mere slips of the pen, ought to be eschewed—even at the cost of
thereby failing to improve a cross-correspondence !

In the case of ordinary literature, ancient or modern, the
author may be presumed, with some rare exceptions, to be
expressing ideas in a consecutive, rational and logical form ;
ud so, if a passage occurs which makes, or appears to make,
nonsense as it stands, it is legitimate to make verbal changes
within certain limits with a view to improving the sense. But
with seripts this is not the case. They are for the most part

4
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sketchy, inconsequent and. in the strict sense of the word,
incoherent. To attempt, then, to emend a seript when its
general tenour is not discernible, is a risky proceeding.

I do not say that emendation of a script is never allowable.
In certain circumstances I should not hesitate to adopt an
emendation. Take, for instance, these words in Mrs. Verrall’s
seript of March 25, 1907 :

‘““remember the Virgilian line indignantis sub umbras.”

Here obviously “indignantis” is a mere slip for “indignata.”
Or, again, in Miss Verrall’s script of Aug. 27, 1915, there occur
the words : “calm and deep east.” As a few weeks earlier in
one of her scripts ““calm and deep peace’’ had been correctly
quoted from In Memoriam xi it is safe to conclude that.
“east ”’ is merely a slip for ““peace.” At the same time an
obvious emendation is not necessarily a sound one. Thus,
Mrs. Verrall’s script of March 25, 1907, from which I have
already quoted, has the words :

“clavem gerens trans Pontem (drawing of a bridge)
trans Hellespontem.”

bR 2”

To alter ““Hellespontem ”’ into ‘‘ Hellespontum ” would be easy,
but not necessarily right ; for though * Hellespontem  does not
exist, and though it may be merely a slip, it is quite as likely to
be an intentional play on the preceding ““Pontem.”

Furthermore, it is one thing to emend a word or phrase in
a script when the immediate context of it can be shown to
support the emendation ; and quite another thing to emend a
word or phrase in a script of A’s on the strength of something
to be found in a script of B’s. To do the latter begs, or
comes perilously near to begging, the whole question at issue :
namely, whether there is or is not a supernormal connexion
between the scripts of various automatists.

If Mrs. Holland after writing “II Peter 1. 15” had then
added some words from I] Peter 3. 15, Dr. Prince’s contention
that 1. 15 was an error for 3. 15 would, I think, have been
both legitimate and likely ; but no such words were added, and
there is nothing in the context to show that any dissatisfaction
was felt with the reference as given, and nothing to suggest
that it was not the reference intended.

I do not, and, as reference to Proc. Vol. XXII., p. 35, Wlu
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show, I never did attach much importance to the ‘St. Paul ”
cross-correspondence. But whatever its value may be, I did
not try to emnhance it by tampering with the text of one of
the scripts which contribute to the cross-correspondence. If we
once begin to alter our facts to suit our theories, our critics
will have a glorious time of it,—unless, indeed, they decide to
leave us alone as being beneath criticism.
J. G. PmopiNgToN.

REVIEW.

Psychical Investigations. By J. ARTHUR HILL. 8vo, 288 pp. (Cassell.

6s.)
Ta1s book will add to the reputation which Mr. Hill's previous works
have earned for him as a careful and dispassionate investigator.
There are three chapters dealing respectively with Immortality, Pre-
existence and the Nature of the After-Life, and Psychical Research
and Religion, but the bulk of the book is properly concerned with
actual investigation, and gives accounts of sittings held with mediums
by the author and discussions of the results obtained. Mr. Hill is
convinced of the reality of communications from the dead, but he
presents each incident with fairness, and is always at pains not to
strain the evidence in doubtful cases. 4

An evidentially strong case is that of Elias Sidney (pp. 17 fi.)
The medium was A. Wilkinson, who at a sitting in January, 1915,
said : *“There is a man by that bookcase, a very old maun, big, full-
featured. Been gone some time; old-fashioned shirt, white, very
clean. Elias Sidney. Politics interested him; rather a strong poli-
tician—Radical or strong Liberal. Been dead some time. Somebody
brought him, somebody on the other side, who has manifested here
before.” More followed, identifying Sidney and connecting him with
a Mr. Leather whom Mr. Hill had known. Sidney had died six years
before, and seven wecks before his friend Leather. The point is that
Mr. Hill had never heard of Sidney, nor had several of Leather’s friends,
of whom inquiries were made. At last he found one who had known
Sidney well, and stated that at his death he ‘‘had long been retired
from public life, being a very old man. He was one of a coterie of
‘tiends, all vigorous Liberals. I was one. Mr. Leather was another.”
surther inquiries showed that the description of Sidney’s personality
was accurate, and it was discovered that the reason why several of
Leather’s friends knew nothing of Sidney was that the two met only
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at their club. Ten years’ acquaintance with the medium has convinced
Mr. Hill of his honesty, and it appears to be to the last degree unlikely
that Wilkinson could have obtained his knowledge of Sidney—who, as
has been said, had died, after long retirement, six years previously—
by any normal means. The full account of the case as given by
Mr. Hill is well worth study, for its evidential force is certainly beyond
the ordinary.

Other exceptionally good cases are those of Lewis (pp. 82 f.), Ruth
Robertshaw (pp. 172 ff.), and Sir Oliver Lodge, a *psychometric”
case (pp. 182 ff.), and the book contains many others which are a
useful addition to the mass of evidence for survival already in our
possession, the interest of which consists chiefly in its cumulative value.

It has become not unusual to insert in works like the present
chapters on theology and religion, and attempts are made to construct-
at least the basis of a religion out of the results of psychical research.
The value of such essays, however much thought and study they may
represent, as in Mr. Hill’s case, seems to me doubtful. Theology and
religion are subjects too great to admit of effective treatment in the-
limits of a chapter or two, and the knowledge which has been acquired
through psychical investigations seems to me wholly inadequate to:
support any such superstructure. All it can do, what it has already
done, is effectnally to destroy the non-religion of materialistic philo-
sophy. I do not find in it any constructive power. Moreover, the
value of these discussions is in any case impaired by the fact that they
proceed on a tacit assumption that the Christian view of our Lord’s
personality is untenable. But surely a disproof of the soundness of
that view is a necessary antecedent to the construction of any new
religion. He holds the field, and, so far as I am aware, we still await
a successful evasion of the ancient dilemma si non Deus, non bonus.
Lombroso’s solution of the difficulty, that He was a “megalomaniac,”
will not bear even superficial examination.

On one subsidiary point in this connexion I must permit myself to
express unqualified dissent from Mr. Hill. He writes on p. 228: “It
[“individual survival of bodily death’] is rarely preached about or
written about. Clergymen shy at discussing it ; they have no vital
belief in it themselves.” The author’s whole book bears the stamp of
sincerity, and no doubt he believes these astounding statements to be
true, but how he could have come to that belief passes imagination.
Individual survival is of the very essence of the Gospel, and every
sermon preached, every appeal made to a congregation, proceeds on the
assumption that preacher and hearers are agreed on the point, even if
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it is not specially emphasised, as of course it frequently is. Except
with the belief in personal survival, the Christian religion has no
meaning to any man.

Mr. Hill makes another strange statement when he writes ou p. 3 in
the chapter on Immortality, “There will be no identity with our
present selves. ‘Persons’ are not immortal; for their personality
changes.” He is arguing from the fact that a man is not *the same”
as he was when a baby. It is not worth while to refute the fallacy of
this reasoning, which rests on nothing more nor less than the ambiguity
of the word “same.”

On the rationale of psychometry Mr. Hill comes to what seems
to me a more sound conclusion. A lady, a friend of his, died
on November 3, 1915. On November ¥ some objects which had
belonged to her were given to a medium without result; she *‘was
said to be still mostly sleeping the recuperative sleep which follows
death.” Next day there was “a gleam of evidentiality in a short
message,” though this was accompanied by ‘“several quite incorrect
statements.” On the 11th the objects were given to a medium in
London, who did not know Mr. Hill, by a lady who did not know the
tleceased; but this medium, who had been told nothing of the date of
the death, said she was “afraid it was too soon,” and no results were
i btained. After two other unsuccessful attempts on November 25 and

darch 2, 1916, Mr. Hill obtained on April 19, with the medium
Vilkinson, “ the first coherent and considerable evidence of my friend’s
lentity and initiative.” He adds: “Now if psychometry were only a
eading of indications somehow imprinted on an object, would not the
ensitives have been able to read them af first, and indeed best then,
thile they were fresh? The failure at first, and the gradual improve-
1ent later, is certainly an indication—it would be too much to call it
proof—that communications depend on the reality and activity of the
urviving mind with which the rapport-object links us up, and not
rimarily on the object itself.” M. A. BaYFIELD.

CORRESPONDENCE.
Ox EVIDENCE OF SURVIVAL.
L
To the Editor of the JourNAL oF THE S.P.R.
June 13, 1917,
UEAR MADAM,—The point raised by Miss May Sinclair, that on the
i nalogy of the facts established by Dr. Freud and his school we must
11y stress upon the potential operation of a desire for evidence as an
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inductive factor—a stimulus, inducing in the unconscious mind a
tendency to construct and elaborate fictitious evidence—is, I am con-
vinced, of great psychological importance. I should like to suggest,
however, that a further consideration is involved.

Desire is in itself interpretative ; the question is whether its inter-
pretations are in any given case true, or false, or of the symbolical
quality that lies between absolute truth and absolute falsehood. Ruling
out these absolutes, neither of which are experientially known, we
come to a question of the relative value of different symbolisms. The
symbolism induced by the creative desire of a great poet is relatively
true ; the symbolism induced by the obscure desire that prompts the
average dream is relatively false. 'What of the symbolism by which we
“ get through ” the apparent evidence of survival?

My suggestion is that, so far from trying to eliminate the factor of
desire, we should recognise that desire is a necessary factor in all
processes of mind, and try to regard it qualitatively. The desire for
truth, for instance, can be distinguished from the desire for a lax
spiritual comfort. The former desire will admit the difficulties and
muddles that confront the serious psychical investigator, while the
latter desire will snatch at a merely subjective satisfaction, taking
everything for granted and stumbling into all the pitfalls.

We have evidence enough that the best apparent proofs of survival
have been duly filtered through minds whose chief concern is for truth ;
the crucial question remains, whether these proofs indicate survival in
the sense ordinarily understood, or whether they represent the nearest
approximate symbol that we can at present realise of a truth of
continuity which is beyond our present comprehension. A erucial
dilemma, such as this, usually turns out to contain a common, recon-
ciling term; and I suggest that in this case the reconciling term is,
simply, continuity. That is a truth of which the superconsciousness
of mankind has always been aware; psychical science is now, at last,
beginning to investigate, gropingly, its factual basis. In this investi-
gation we cannot leave out desire without leaving out mind ; the only
question is whether we are raising desire to its highest possible inter-
pretative level. If so, even our most glaring mistakes will illuminate
the path of our successors. = K. F. R

To the Editor of the JOURNAL oF THE S.P.R.

DeArR MapaM,—Your correspondent Miss May Sinclair raises an
interesting question which has been already considered in a general
way, namely, whether it is possible for the subconscious to be
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actnated by desire independently and without the knowledge (so
to say) of the normal consciousness.

It would seem that were it possible it could never be proved.
The agent would have to be certain that no thought had emanated
from him or her having any connection however remote with the
content of the script produced by the percipient.

The Journal some years ago reported an interesting case of the
postman ‘“E” whose crystal vision of a drawing-room, in which
there was a cut-glass chandelier, was traced under hypnosis to a glass
knob he had seen in a church the same day: a slender enough connection.

Even had a number of automatists produced scripts containing,
let us say, allusions to various objects in this drawing-room—e.g.
a rare carpet, a particular portrait, some unique ornament—before
“E” looked into the crystal, the case would have been traceable
to the glass knob and been somewhat analagous to Mr. Piddington’s
experience and agency in the “Sevens” cross-correspondence. To
make the cross-correspondence conform to type, moreover, “E”
would have subconsiously to give telepathic injunctions to the effect
vhat other scripts were concerned or would make the matter clear.

A similar case might conceivably arise on the lines of the incident
‘eported by Mr. Andrew Lang, where a scryer experimenting for
i friend saw a vision connected with a person reading the paper at
he other end of the room. But here also it is probable that the
mbject of the vision or some train of thought comnected with it
1ad crossed the conscious mind of the unwitting agent before or
it the time of the experiment. To be conclusive, moreover, the
rross-correspondence would have to be unmistakably traceable to the
igent, and him alone: an almost impossible condition to establish,

Experiments on these lines would thus appear to be impossible.
They are, moreover, in the upshot attempts consciously to experi-
nent with the unconscious.

Your correspondent suggests that dreams afford an example of
he capacity of the subconscious to be actuated by desire.

But there is a good deal of evidence proving that dreams are
lue to or connected symbolically or otherwise with the desires of
he waking self; and it would again be difficult if not impossible
o prove the contrary. Even where the subconscious mind in

*hological cases is recalcitrant under hypnosis and refuses to
ceept suggestion, the obsession or idée fire is the result of the prior
nfluence of the supraliminal self, or to some psychic perturbation
if which it is or has been aware.
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I would in conclusion contend, though with considerable diffidence,
that the subconscious mind is incapable of absolutely spontaneous
volition, independent of influences with which the normal mind
has been or is cognisant, and that experiments of the kind
suggested by your correspondent are therefore & priori impossible.

I am not aware that the question has been thoroughly examined
by the Society, although it has been considered. One remembers
Miss Johnson’s remark that to produce cross-correspondence on
these lines committee meetings of the subliminals of the automatists
would seem to be necessary to allot the scripts.

ERNEST S. THOMAS.
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A Private Meeting of the Society

WILL BE HELD IN

THE COUNCIL CHAMBER,
ON THE FIRST FLOOR OF 20 HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W

On THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 22nd, 1917, at 3 pm,
WHEN A PAPER ON
“Two Interesting Cases of
Supernormal Action and their Psychological
Significance ”

WILL. BE READ BY

Sik WILLIAM BARRETT, F.R.S.

N.B.—No Tickets of Admission are issued for this Mecting. Members
and Associates will be admitied on signing their names at the door,
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

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

Baldwin, Mrs., 1 Gloucester Place, London, W. 1.

Fellowes, The Hon. Lady, Honingham, Norwich.

Gunnell, A. Mortimer, Broomfield Park College, New Southgate,
London, N. 11.

Harrison, Francis, 104 Craven Park, Harlesden, London, NW 10.

Hefford, Percy H., 387 Pershore Road, Selly Park,- Birmingham.

Hensley, DMrs. Egerton, 14 Albert Court, Kensington Gore,
London, S.W. 7. )

Manfield, Miss Muriel R., 63 Delaware Mansions, London, W. 9.

Maunsell, Captain G. A., R.E., 11 Highbury Mansions, Upper
Street, Islington, London, N. 1.

Osmaston, Mrs., Stoneshill, Limpsfield, Surrey.

Park, William, 61 Eardley Crescent, Earl’s Court, London, S.W. 5.

Pmney, Mrs., 17 Doune Terrace, N. Kelvinside, Glasgow.

Pinney, Mlss Ida A.. 17 Doune Terrace, N. Kelvinside, Glasgow.

Preece, W. L., 8 Queen Anne’s Gate, London, S.W. 1.

Purdon, Mrs.,, 72 Ridgmount Gardens, - Gower Street, London,
‘W.C. 1.

Thesiger, Mrs. Ernest, 6 Montpelier Terrace, London, S.W. 7.

Whitmee, A. C., Homelands, Fortis Green, London, N. 2.

BrowN, CAPTAIN A. D. BURNETT, Greenhurst, Beaconsfield, Bucks.

Cook, Mrs. T. S., Bailey’s Hotel, Kensington, London, S.W.

DELAND, MRs. LoriN F., 35 Newbury Street, Boston, Mass., U.S.A.

Dog, GrorGE M., Enfield, Great Torrington, N. Devon.

FirNBERG, Miss L. J., 158 Adelaide Road, London, N.W. 3.

GRENFELL, PROFESSOR B. P., D.Litt., Queen’s College, Oxford.

HoLpkr, HENRY L., 6 Lindum Terrace, Manningham, Bradford.

Hormges, Miss LiLiaN, The Firs, Charing, Kent.

HueBack, Mgs., 8 Grange Road, Cambridge.

JENNINGS-BRAMLY, MRS., Hampton Court Palace, Middlesex.
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McNeiLg, Rev. R. F., CF., 15th Suffolks, Egyptian Expeditionary
Force.
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Reapy, Miss E. A., 74 Regent Road, Leicester.

Roeers, REv. F. C., The Vicarage, Langley, Newport, Essex.

TorTENHAM, Miss Mary T. A., Ballycurry, Ashford, Co. Wicklow,
Ireland.

RESIGNATION OF THE -HONORARY TREASURER.

WE have to announce with much regret that the Hon: Treasurer,
Mr. H. Arthur Smith, has been obliged to resign his office on
account of ill-health. The resolution passed by the Council on
this occasion will be found below.

Mr. J. G. Piddington has been appointed Hon. Treasurer.

MEETING OF THE COUNCIL.

Tue 149th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W., on Monday, October 8th, 1917, at
3 pm.; Sk WiLLiam BARrReTT in the chair. There were
also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, the Rt. Honble. G. W.
Balfour, Captain Bennett, Mr. J. G. Piddington, and Mrs.
Henry Sidgwick; also Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel
Vewton, Secretary. .

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

Sixteen new Members and seventeen new Associates were
lected. Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for June, July, August and Septem-
ser, 1917, were presented and taken as read.

A letter was read from Mr. H. Arthur Smith resigning the
ost of Hon. Treasurer on account of ill-health; and the
ollowing resolution was passed :

“The Council desire to place on record their great regret
hat Mr. Henry Arthur Smith has found it necessary, owing
o ill health, to resign the post of Honorary Treasurer of
the Society for Psychical Research which he has held for
thirty-one years. They feel that to his zeal and devoted
¢ 'rvice much of the success of the Society is due, and much
¢ ' the freedom from financial anxiety which the Council has
eajoyed. It is, however, not only for his work as Treasurer
tiat gratitude is due, but also for other important assistance as
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a Member of the Council. The Council hope that they may
still have the benefit of his help in this way in the future.”
Mr. J. G. Piddington was appointed Hon. Treasurer.

CASES.
18
L. 1214, Two DreAMS.

In- the following case the percipient, Miss M. S. Wilkinson,
of 7 The Avenue, Clifton, York, twice dreamt vividly of an
air-raid at a time when one was actually in progress at a
distance. On the first occasion it is possible that Miss Wilkin-
son may have received some intimation of the raid by normal
means during sleep; on the second occasion this hypothesis
does not seem tenable. In view of the frequency with which
air-raids occurred during the month of September, and of
the degree of expectation which was thereby aroused, it
is worth while to call attention to the fact that at the time
of Miss Wilkinson’s dreams she had no special reason to
anticipate a raid.

1. The first report we received was in a letter from Miss
Wilkinson, as follows :

7 THE AVENUE, CLIFTON, YORK,
August 23, 1917.

I do not know whether you will consider the following incident
worth recording. In the night of Tuesday last, August 23rd-24th,!
there was an air raid alarm in this town. The warning is only
given by lights going out, and as I was already in bed I knew
nothing of it until I went down to breakfast in the morning. Our
night nurse was sitting up with my Mother; she is very nervous,
and in previous alarms and raids has been much frightened. How-
ever, this time, because we had had such an anxious time, she put
a great compulsion on herself and did not call me, but she has
been saying ever since that she cannot understand how she was
able to do it—she did not seem to be herself at all. The effect
on me was that I had a very vivid dream of a raid: I saw

1Tn replying to this letter we called Miss Wilkinson’s attention to the discre-
pancy in the date, Tuesday being August 21. She replied on August 25, 1917 :
¢TI am sorry for my stupid mistake in the date. Tuesday was of course the 21st.”
Tt will be seen that Miss Wilkinson’s first letter was written on August 23, 1917,
which makes it clear that her reference to ‘¢ August 23rd-24th * was a slip of the
pen.
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the Zeppelin (in my dream) and discussed with my brother
whether it was our own or hostile; I saw the men prepare
to drop a bomb, and saw (but did not hear) the bomb drop and
explode. On that I awoke, and it was 6.30 a.m. Some bombs
were dropped on villages near the Humber, I see by the papers.
No remarks had been made about Zeppelins for a long time
previously, and the general impression was that we had finished
with them. In spite of being in innumerable alarms at Hull and
here, I have never dreamt of a raid before.
MARIAN S. WILKINSON.

We then wrote to Miss Wilkinson asking if she had related
her dream to anyone before she knew of the raid and if a
statement could be obtained from the nurse. We also asked
whether there was any possibility that Miss Wilkinson could
have heard the bombs in her sleep. Miss Wilkinson replied
as follows :

7 THE AVENUE, CLIFTON, YORK,
August 25, 1917.

I will try and answer the questions in your letter.

1. Unfortunately I did not mention my dream before hearing
of the alarm. I most probably should have done, but I had
10 opportunity. On going down to breakfast about 8.20 I met
Irs. Mercer (the night nurse) on the stairs, and as soon as ever
he saw me she said, “Do you know there has been an alarm
a the night #” T replied, ** That is curious, because I have
ad such a vivid dream of a raid ""—or words to that effect. She
7as the first person I saw that morning. I enclose her statement.

2. It is very difficult to get reliable information as to where
ombs fell. Those mentioned in the paper fell near Hull, about
5 miles from here (Hull is 42). During the war I have been
oing backwards and forwards weekly between my school in
[ull and my home here, so that I have always had definite
nowledge of the numerous raids in both places, and I have
i ever heard of any case where a raid in Hull was heard here,
tormally, or wvice versa. A relief buzzer went about 3.30, and
v:as heard by Mrs. Mercer; I do not know whether I could have
| sard that in my sleep. I am not familiar with it, never having
I r.ed it in use; several people who did hear it thought it was
tie whistle of a train. (My dream was not until just bcfo‘?évp

€.30.) MariAN S. WlLKIN&DZZi
Y

ONTARIQ
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The nurse’s statement was as follows :
Saturday, August 25th, 1917.
I, Mrs. Wilkinson’s night nurse, met Miss Wilkinson on the
stairs about 8.20 a.m. Wednesday morning 22nd (August), saying :
¢ There has been a raid; the gas went out about 12.30.” Miss
Wilkinson remarked : “ Well, I have been dreaming about a raid
and Zepps. and bombs dropping.” I then said to Miss Wilkinson :
“I would not call you or any one, until I heard the men coming
to call up,” feeling very cool and not nervous, very unusual
for me. A. MERCER.

The following official report of the raid, which appeared in
the T'imes of August 23, 1917 :
The following communiqués were issued by the Field-Marsha]
Commanding-in-Chief, Home Forces, yesterday [August 22] :—
11.15 a.m.

Enemy airships—numbers not definitely ascertained—appeared
off the Yorkshire coast last night [August 21-22].

One of the raiders attacked the mouth of the Humber, and
was fired on by anti-aircraft guns. She dropped some bombs
and then made off to sea.

The damage so far reported is slight, but one man was
injured.

4.10 p.m.

Latest reports show that, although a number of enemy
airships approached the Yorkshire coast last night, only one, or
at most two, ventured to come overland. . Twelve high explosive
and 13 incendiary bombs were dropped at three small villages
near the coast; a chapel was wrecked and several houses
damaged. One man was injured.

Our correspondent in a North-East Coast town telegraphs that
after some months’ immunity from raids a Zeppelin appeared
on Tuesday night. It was promptly assailed by aircraft guns,
and driven off. One aged man was injured and was removed
to the infirmary. At a seaside resort in the district there was
an alarm, but no damage was done.

It will be seen from the above report that this was the
first Zeppelin-raid which had taken place for some time.
Although it is' possible that Miss Wilkinson’s dream was
occasioned by her hearing and interpreting in sleep the sound
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of the *relief-buzzer,” this does not appear very probable,
since she was not familiar with the sound, and her dream did not
occur until nearly three hours after the relief-signal was given.

2. Shortly afterwards we had a further communication from
Miss Wilkinson, as follows :

7 Tueg AVENUE, CLIFTON, YORK,
September 3, 1917.

Last night (the night of September 2-3) I again had the same
vivid dream of an air raid as the one I reported to you about
12 days ago. I saw the bomb drop, and saw, and this time also
heard, it explode. When I awoke it was 4 am. A cousin
was sharing my room, and when she awoke about 7.45 I told
her of my dream; I had not- been downstairs or seen anyone
else. We rather smiled to think of my having dreamt the dream
on a night so unlikely, as we thought, for a raid; there was
a brilliant moon and a high barometer. On getting into the
town about 11 we saw the notice of the raid on the Kentish
coast chalked up outside the newspaper oftice. No one else
heard any noise or explosion during the night.

M. S. WILKINSON.

The following corroborative account was received from Miss
Wilkinson’s cousin :

7 THE AvENUE, CLIFTON, YORK,
September 3, 1917.

On awaking this morning about 7.45, Miss M. S. Wilkinson
told me she had again dreamt of a raid and a bomb dropping.
(t was a bright moonlight night and she had had no thought
»f anything of the kind. It was not until-11 o’clock that we saw
the announcement of a raid on the Kentish coast.

Apa M. FIELDSEND.

The following official report of the raid, which appeared in
the Times of September 3, 1917 :

The following communiquf issued by the Field-Marshal Com-
nanding-in-Chief Home Forces at 11.50 last night, was received
it the Press Bureau at 1 o'clock this morning, and forwarded
a the Press at 1.30 : —

Hostile acroplanes crossed the East Kent coast at about
11.15 to-night [September 2, 1917], and flew seawards a few
minutes later.
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A few bombs were dropped.
There is no detailed information as regards casualties, but
they are believed to be small.

A message from the south-east coast early this morning reported
that a single enemy aeroplane flew over the coast about midnight.
The night was beautifully fine. The moon was full, and the
wind had fallen somewhat. It is stated that six bombs were
dropped, and that two persons were injured.

Another report gives the number of injured persons as five
but they are not serious cases. The raid is described as having
lasted a few minutes only.

This was the first of the ““moonlight” raids which became
so common in the latter part of September. The earlier
Zeppelin-raids—it will be remembered—usually took place
on moonless nights. Miss Wilkinson had therefore no reason
to expect a raid on that particular night, and since the raid
was in Kent, it does not seem that she could have become
aware of it during the night by any normal means.

In her original letter Miss Wilkinson states that these were
the only occasions upon which she had dreamt of an air-raid.
This statement she repeated on October 4, 1917, as follows :

Yes, it is quite correct to say that I have never except on
those two occasions dreamt of an air-raid, or of anything con-
nected with one. I am always (except just that once) called
up when there is the alarm at either York or Hull, so of course
that diminished the opportunities of dreaming.

M. S. WILKINSON.

IL

Tue following report of a dream, sent to us by a member of
the Council, to whom the dreamer is well known, has no
direct bearing upon psychical research. But since the study
of dreams is likely to throw further light upon the workings
of the subconscious mind, it seems worth while to put the
case on record. The name and address of the dreamer have
been given to us, but are withheld by request.

We print first an extract from a letter written by the
dreamer to the friend by whom the matter was reported
to this Society :
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July 25, 1917.

I think I have heard that there is a good deal of discussion
as to the length of time which dreams take, and whether some
external thing, like a noise, produces the dream, or is merely
worked into it. I had an idiotic dream this morning (as a rule
I do not consciously dream much, nor remember the particulars
afterwards) which seemed to me to bear on these two points,
so I have written it down.

The Dream.

This morning, July 26, 1917, I dreamt that I was going to
take 3 cats (tabby) and a black and white kitten for a walk
to ——. They all belonged to One of the cats had been
ill so I had to carry her. I went out with them at the front
door. It was the old front door at top of steps, and I went
down the steps into the porch which was as it used to be when
carriages drove into it. The cat I was carrying was heavy and
slipped in my arms, and while I was trying to adjust it, I heard
a knock at the front door, inside. I waited a few moments
and then hearing the knock again, I went back and opened
the door, wondering as I went why the person knocking did
not open the door themselves. I found the old housekeeper
Mrs. inside (as you know, she left us about 6 or 8 years
ago and is now dead). Just then I heard the knocking again.
She said she had not knocked, and we could not make out
where the knocking came from. I heard it again, and wondered
whether it came from the Red room above, and went out to
look up and see. Knocking came again, but did not seem to
be from there. Then I suppose I began to awake for at the
sext knock I began to think it must be my maid knocking
it my bedroom door—which proved to be the case.

When I got up I asked my maid whether she had knocked
more than once, and she said she had knocked 7 or 8 times
vith a few seconds between each knock, and had begun to think

must have gone to the bathroom already, when at last I
wswered. A. B.

P.S.—The cat was still in my arms, and tiresome to hold, and
te other cats and the kitten were waiting to be taken for
heir walk, up to the moment when I began to realise what
he knocking really was.
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The interest of the dream lies in the fact that it is possible
to trace fairly accurately the relation between the real time
and the dream time. Inthis case the length of time apparently
occupied by the events of the dream seems to have been
about the same as the time occupied by the repeated knocking
at the door, that is the external event which was reflected
in the dream and in part at least gave rise to it.

CORRESPONDENCE.
Tae “ST. PAuL” Cross-CORRESPONDENCES.1
To the Editor of the JOURNAL oF THE S.P.R.

Mapaym,—Has sufficient emphasis been placed on the words
“the name is not right robbing Peter to pay—Paul” which
appear in Miss Verrall’s script ?

If,—and Mr. Piddington would appear to agree—we take this
passage to refer to the experiment arranged on Nov. 15, 1906, the
following argument is possibly sound.

Consider the words * the name is not right robbing Peter to
pay—Paul ” by themselves alone without reference to any other
script. What do they suggest ? They suggest a previous experi-
ment in which the name Paul or something relating directly
to the name was to be got through, but in which Peter had
been used for the purposes of Paul. Is not this a conclusion that
Miss Verrall might have arrived at from a consideration only
of her own script ? I suggest that I have put no gloss on the
words of her script.

If the above reasoning be sound what should we expect when
we consider Mrs. Holland’s script ? We should expeet script
attempting to get a cross-correspondence in which the name Paul
was involved, and involved as a leading factor. For Miss Verrall
knew that experiments for cross-correspondences were on foot
between Sir Oliver and Mrs. Piper, though she knew nothing
of what any particular experiment was. I submit that the
message to her, considered alone, gave her information not only
as to a previous experiment but that the leading factor in the
experiment was the name Paul. Bear in mind that the names
Peter and Paul do not occur elsewhere in the Verrall script
during the same period.

1See Jour. S.P.R., July, 1917.
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Now turn to the Holland script. Assume in the first place
it was not so definite as it was, that is, assume there was only
a bare reference to II Peter,—no chapter or verse given.

Then what have we? We have in Miss Verrall’s script reference
to an experiment in which the name Paul was the leading factor
and in which experiment the name was wrong, because Peter
was used to rob Paul, and we have in Mrs. Holland’s script an
Epistle of Peter referred to in which the name Paul occurs and
occurs only once,—Peter is ‘robbed ' for emphasis of the name
Paul. Even thus there is cross-correspondence.

But, as the matter stands, it is far more definite. For the
reference in Mrs. Holland’s script to II Peter i. 15, and by
the slight emendation suggested by Dr. Prince, we have a direct
and striking cross-correspondence. For II Peter iii. 15 marks
the one reference in St. Peter’s Epistle to Paul: Peter is robbed
to pay—Paul.

This proposed emendation is not the result of a bow drawn
at a venture. It is euggested by the very form of Miss Verrall’s
seript. F. C. CONSTABLE.

ON THE EVIDENCE FOR SURVIVAL.
To the Editor of the JOURNAL oF THE S.P.R.

MapaM,—While there are certain points in the comments
of Dr. Jacks mentioned in the May-June Journal, which have
a limited acceptance, they may produce an illusion in regard to
what proof is. I agree with Sir Oliver Lodge that survival has
been scientifically proved, but it is equally true that there have
not been large conversions. Belief, however, is no part of proof.
Darwinism was proved by the Origin of Species in 1859, but
it was not much believed before 1880.

Mr. Jacks is sound when he says that ‘““the will to disbelieve
is as active as the will to believe,” but I think him unfortunate
in his illustration of the * ingenuity” which he says may dis-
qualify belief on any problem. It is true enough that human
“ingenuity " can say anything in opposition to a claim, but
saying an “ objection ” is not making it this. Objections require
as much proof as assertions. They are often only negative pro-

sitions in disguise. Human ‘ingenuity " is mostly ignorance and
of course you cannot argue against ignorance. Mr. Jacks thinks we
could not produce * conclusive proof” that we had passed through
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our own doors, though saying no one could doubt it. I would say
that the fact that no doubt existed about it was proof. If a
thing cannot be proved it may be doubted, unless you assert
that proof is not the basis of belief. If this be true, we are
reduced to a state of war at once. If we cannot agree on a
fact, it is not proved, though not because the agreement is a part
of the proof, but the fact of agreement is evidence that the
proof exists in some measure. It is true that there is * ingenuity ”
enough to raise apparent doubts about the most assured things,
but a little investigation will show that the difficulty is either
with our ignorance in regard to what evidence is, or with paradoxes
not easily resolved, or equivocations not easily detected. These
are not grounds for doubt but are children’s puzazles.

Mr. Jacks also shows some interesting confusion about personality
and continuity. He seems to distinguish between them in too
radical a way. The fact is that continuity is one of the main
characteristics of personality and personal identity one of the
main conditions of it. He assumes that we ought first to prove
the continuity of life and then personal identity. But you cannot
prove this continuity except by proving personal identity. That
is all that we mean by the continuity of life after death. Personal
identity includes consciousness and usually self-consciousness, and
any continuity without this would be no life at all. Hence we
cannot prove the continuity without proving the personal identity.

I should be cautious about entering into any elaborate theory
of personal identity, as that might lead to conceptions far more
doubtful, as the thing to be proved, than the evidence for survival.
The trouble with philosophers usually is that they muddle almost
everything- they touch. The conception of personal identity does
not require a large treatise to make it plain. All its complications
may require this, but not the general conception of it. It is
simply the general stream of consciousness with their mnemonic
connection plus the continuity of kind which makes the stream
identical even when we are not self-conscious of that identity.
Or briefly, it is the stream of mental events with a memory
connection, and that definition suffices for determining whether
the observed facts support the continuance of them after the
dissolution of the body. That is, do the facts observed after
death prove the existence of the same stream we knew before
death ? That is all we need for our work.
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As for myself I would not believe in survival for one moment
unless the phenomena of psychic research proved it. It is strange
that Mr. Jacks doubts the evidence of psychic research and
maintains a belief in survival on grounds that are not evidence
at all. It is like saying that he is convinced of Darwinism,
but that no one had ever given any proof of it. What is the
ground of his belief? Is it evidence ? Apparently not. Is it
some philosophical assumption or the “‘will to believe” ? No
philosophic assumption is worth any more than the evidence
on which it rests and he has already discredited the ‘ will to
believe.” Psychic research endeavours to give facts for its proof.
Has Mr. Jacks any facts others do not know ? Or has he only
a pious opinion based upon the assumption of the rationality
of nature ! That would be exposed to a double attack. We might
maintain that there is no proof of this rationality until survival
was proved. Or we might maintain that the * rationality ” of
nature without this proof was an abstraction that did not or
might not contain the very thing to be proved. This is the
case with a great deal of reasoning from generalizations. It
was this that made Professor James a pragmatist.

James H. HysLor,

ON THE EVIDENCE FOR SURVIVAL.

To the Editor of the JOURNAL oF THE S.P.R.

Mapay,—Neither of your correspondents in the last issue
(July) seem to me to meet the point raised by Miss Sinclair.
She suggests that the common interest and desire of the investi-
gators that a test case may be providled may telepathically
stimulate the subconscious self of the medium with the result
that its dramatizing and inventive powers become so enhanced
that it quite surpasses itself. The living investigators give it
the general idea of what they want it to do and by the influence
of their desire unconsciously will it into doing it.

This suggestion harmonizes with a suspicion which I have long
entertained that the real agent in cross-correspondence is a joint
mind subliminally common to the investigators, and shaped by
their waking interests. The subliminal group-mind then finds

.pression and outlet through mediums in telepathic contact
with the group. There is no proof that subliminal mind is as
individualized as our supraliminal selves. On the contrary, the
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phenomena of crowd-psychology, esprit de corps, ©atmospheres,’
and' the like suggest the reverse. The most striking instance of
a group-mind acting purposively through individuals severally
devoid of so much thought and purpose is perhaps a hive of
bees. Many of the published cross-correspondences suggest the
idea of a subliminal S.P.R. group-mind which has been gradually
drilled into the art of playing the game of literary jigsaw, invented,
possibly, by Dr. Verrall in 1906. If so, and if it is still laden
with Verrallian learning, neither its ingenuity nor the recondite
character of its allusions will be able to prove survival.

There are indeed three possibilities which seem to me to make
the proof of survival, even by such exceptionally good pieces of
evidence as the Ear of Dionysius, necessarily inconclusive. One
is the group-mind hypothesis just referred to. The second is
indirect telepathy, as in the case of Adedle Marginot’s vision of
the man who jumped at the word *Jesuits.” Possibly the
Raymond photograph was another instance of this, the agent
being Mrs. Cheves via Lady, or Sir Oliver, Lodge. The third
is the possible fact of telaesthesia. It may be that an omniscient
consciousness is the presupposition of all knowledge and all per-
ception. The ordinary avenues of knowledge may he just instru-
ments for letting certain elements of divine omniscience through,
while telaesthesia 'and precognition are cases of abnormal trans-
mission. It may be that mediumship may provide another avenue
to fragments of omniscience.

If there is any force in these arguments the conclusion would
be that survival can never be proved by alleged communications
from the departed. It could only be proved by information
respecting the other world which could not be psychologically
explained. Such information would not, of course, be *evi-
dential ” in the sense of ‘verifiable as the exclusive possession
of such and such departed persons.” But if it were of a kind
that could not, from the standpoint of psychology, have been
invented without access to informationn nowhere contained in this
world, it would point to the reality of some extra-mundane
experience. There are limits to the powers of imagination, and
if cases occur in which those limits are transcended we should
have to assume the reality of supermundane experiences.

R. GorpoN MILBURN.
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REVIEW.
Dream Psychology. By Maurice Nicoll, M.B., Capt. (Temp.) R.A.M.C.
(Oxford Medical Publications.) 6s. net.

Any writer who maintains that dreams are intelligible products
of mental activity and that their purpose and meaning can be
made plain is sure to have many sceptics amongst his readers,
The criticism of such a reader will be specially concentrated
on those parts of the book which deal with the interpretation
of dreams. For it is on his view of the legitimacy of the method
of interpretation and of its adequacy that he will judge the
dream doctrines as a whole. It may perhaps be held as a reproach
to all writers on dream interpretation that they so seldom succeed
in carrying conviction to the minds of their readers. But they
often confess that they do not expect to convince any one, for
conviction, they say, comes only by personal experience.

In his chapter on Interpretation Dr. Nicoll says: *“In thé
old views about dreams, it was recognized that their values
were symbolical and that they required some kind of interpretation.
The interpretations that were given were teleological; that is,
they were regarded as products with a purposive and prospective
im. They were prophetic. But in seeking to put a definite
ralue on their symbolism the help of the dreamer was not invoked,
o that interpretation became a matter of ingenuity. When
Janiel interpreted Nebuchadnezzar’s dream, he did not question
he king about any of its symbols, but evolved the interpretation
vholly out of his own mind.”

What Dr. Nicoll here says of the old views about dreams
oay be applied without much injustice to the views put forward
y him in this book. Here also the interpretations given are
eleological ; that is, they are regarded as products with a pur-
osive and prospective aim. But no reason is given why they
hould be 8o regarded, except the assertion that it is possible
» take up such a view. Nor is Dr. Nicoll’s exposition quite
is%e from the reproach which he makes against the old interpreters
that in seeking to put a definite value on the symbolism of
(reams the * associations” of the dreamer were not invoked.
] .. this is precisely the sort of objection that is apt to arise
i1 the reader’s mind regarding the interpretations of many of
tie dreams recorded in this book. No doubt want of space
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is in many cases a good reason for omitting the detailed associa-
tions of the dreamer which alone would justify the interpretation
given; but the sceptical reader who is looking for some justifica-
tion of the doctrines of dream psychology will be suspicious
of the many occasions on which the “ associations” used in the
interpretation of the dream appear to be those of the interpreter
rather than those of the dreamer. It is perhaps significant that
the fullest interpretation given of any one dream is in the case
of a boy who ‘“gave no associations.” “We are at liberty
then,” Dr. Nicoll says, “to take the dream into our own hands,
and see how it can be applied to the patient’s situation.” But
that is just what Daniel did.

Although the all-important matter of interpretation is inade-
quately dealt with, there is in Dr. Nicoll’s book much that is
interesting and instructive. But its scope is limited. He says,
in his preface, that he will “feel justified in producing this book
if it enables its readers to regard the dream, in some degree,
from Dr. Jung’s standpoint.”

He therefore confines himself almost exclusively to an exposition
of some of the views put forward in recent years by Jung, and
many of the real problems of dream psychology are not touched
upon at all. Such a result can hardly be avoided by anyone
who at the present day undertakes to discuss the psychology
of dreams while practically ignoring Freud’s work. If the student
is already acquainted with the pioneer work of Freud not much
harm will be done, but if he takes up this book as an intro-
duction to the subject of dream psychology, he is apt to be
misled as to the relative importance of the work of Freud which
is fundamental, and of those more recent developments of Jung’s
work which are rather of the nature of a heretical departure
from a former faith.

The value of Dr. Nicoll’'s book mainly lies in that it affords
a convenient summary of Jung’s views. Its chief defect, for
the student, is that it fails to indicate the relation between
Jung’s later views and those more firmly established principles
on which all dream analysis is based. T. W. M.
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NOTICE OF MEETING.

A Private Meeting of the Society
WILL BE HELD IN
THE COUNCIL CHAMBER,
IN THE FIRST FLOOR OF 20 HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.
On THURSDAY, J[ANUARY 3ist, 1918, at 430 p.m.

WHEN A PAVER WILL BE READ ON:
¢A Series of Sittings with Mrs. Leonard ”
BY

Miss RADCLYFFE-HALL axp MRrs. TROUBRIDGE.

.B.—No Tickets of Admission are sssued for this Mecting. Members
and Associates will be admitted on signing their names at the door,
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NEW MEMBERS AND ASSOCIATES.

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

Barlow, Miss Katharine, St. Valerie, Bray, Co. Wicklow, Ireland.
Bell, Dr. Mary C., 33 York Street Chambers, London, W. 1.

Braithwaite, Major-General Walter P., C.B., c/o Messrs. Cox &
Co., 16 Charing Cross, London, S.W. 1.

Dimmock, Mrs. H. P., 23 Homefield Road, Wimbledon Common,
London, S.W. 19.

Harris, Mrs. Herbert A., 22 Bina Gardens, London, S.W. 5.

Hervey, Miss Geraldine M., 8 Gliddon Road, West Kensington,
London, W. 14.

Hoseason, A. G. H., The Bungalow, Tanworth-in-Arden, Birmingham.
Morris, Miss Helen L., The Fore Hill, Ely, Cambs.

Savory, Ernest J. C., 61 Carey Street, Lincoln’s Inn, London, W.C. 2.
Taylor, Mrs. Lewis 8., 14 Frobisher Terrace, Falmouth.
Willéamson, John, M.D., The Rhallt, Burgh Heath Road, Epsom,

wrrey.

BarcrAy, Mrs. EpwyN, 10j Hyde Park Mansions, London, N.W. 1.
Burron, Miss M. G., 2 Airlie Gardens, Campden Hill, London, W. 8.

Caccia, Major A. M., 24 Morpeth Mansions, Westminster, Lon-
don, S,W, 1.

CAvE, CaPTAIN A. L., Sherwood, Newton St. Cyres, Devon.
ComproN, HENRY, 1709 Sills Street, Fort William, Ontario, Canada.
CoxETER, HAROLD, 34 Holland Park Road, Kensington, London, W. 14,
Hawrey, Miss Zok, 129 Church Street, Chelsea, London, S.W. 3.
HorrLanp, MRs. H. C.,, Wheathills, Kirk Langley, Derby.
Horraxp, W. A, Plantation House, Bishop’s Stortford, Herts.

LupForRD-ASTLEY, MRS. A. G., 3la King’s Road, Chelsea, London,
S.W. 3.

Mappkrs, Mrs. H. F., 87 Hampstead Way, London, N.W. 4.
M¢‘GiLL, EDWARD E., Towanda, Bradford County, Pa., U.S.A.

NasH, Miss D1aNa, 2611 Guilford Road, Cleveland Heights, Cleve-
land, Ohio, U.S.A.

SieLy, F. ArTHUR, LL.D., Haywardsfield, Stonehouse, Glos.

StrEATFEILD, W. H. R., M.R.C.S,, L.R.C.P., 42 Ovington Square,
London, S.W. 3.

TALBOT, P. AMAURY, Forcados, Southern Nigeria.
TENNENT, W. J., 69 Essex Street, Masterton, New Zealand.
WiLLcocks, Miss M. P., 35 Pennsylvania Road, Exeter.
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MEETINGS OF THE COUNCIL.

Tue 150th Meeting of the Council was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W. on Thursday, November 22nd, 1917,
at 430 pa.: Sik OLIVER LoDGE in the chair. There were
also present: the President, Mr. W. W, Baggally, the Rt.
Hon. G. W. Balfour, Sir William Barrett, the Rev. M. A.
Bayfield, Captain E. N. Bennett, Sir Lawrence Jones, Mr.
J. G. Piddington, Mr. St. G. L. Fox Pitt, and Mrs. Henry
Sidgwick; also Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss I. Newton,
Secretary.

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

Seven mnew Members and fourteen new Associates were
elected. Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for October, 1917, were presented
and taken as read.

The 151st Meeting of the Couneil was held at 20 Hanover
Square, London, W, on Thursday, December 13th, 1917, at
3.15 pam.: the Rr. Hox. G. W. Barrour in the chair. There
was also present: Mr. W. W. Baggally, Sir William Barrett,
the Rev. M. A. Bayfield, Mr. J. G. Piddington, Mr. St. G. L.
Fox Pitt, Dr. F. C. S. Schiller, and Mrs. Henry Sidgwick;
ilso Mrs. Salter, Editor, and Miss Isabel Newton, Secretary.

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

Four new. Members and four new Associates were elected.
Their names and addresses are given above.

The Monthly Accounts for November, 1917, were presented
nd taken as read.

PRIVATE MEETING FOR MEMBERS AND
ASSOCIATES.

"HE 57th Private Meeting of the Society for Members and
.issociates  only was held in the Council Chamber, at 20
llanover Square, London, W. on Thursday, November 22nd,
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1917, at 3 pm.: the RT. HoNx. G. W. BALFOUR in the
chair.

Sir WiLLIAM BARRETT read a paper entitled “Two Interesting
Cases of Supernormal Action and their Psychological Sig-
nificance.” )

At the conclusion of his paper, Sir William -Barrett gave
a short account, corroborated by Mr. Hesketh, the engineer-
manager of the Klectricity Supply Works at Folkestone, of an
interesting poltergeist case, which has recently occurred in that
town. It is hoped that a detailed report of this case will
appear shortly in the Journal.

THE INFLUENCE OF HYPNOTIC SUGGESTION ON
INFLAMMATORY CONDITIONS.

IN The Lancet for November 3, 1917, there is an interesting article
by J. Arthur Hadfield, M.A., M.B., Temporary Surgeon R.N.,
under the above title. As Surgeon Hadfield remarks :

there has from time to time been considerable controversy as to
whether it is possible to produce blisters on the skin by hypnotic
suggestion alone, and the present case, which has been most
carefully observed, affords important evidence on this disputed
point.

The subject of these experiments, ““Leading Seaman H. P.,”
was a patient at the Royal Naval Hospital, Chatham, who
was being treated for  shell-shock ” symptoms and had been
found very susceptible to hypnotic suggestion. On one occasion
Surgeon Hadfield ““was exhibiting to another surgeon one or
two sensory phenomena produced under hypnosis, including
the suggestion to the patient” that he was being touched
with a red-hot iron. The following effect was observed :

When I touched him with my finger he withdrew his arm
in such evident pain that I proceeded to suggest that a blister
would form. I then wakened him and thought little more about
the matter. But half an hour later the patient returned and
asked whether I had done anything to his arm when he was
hypnotised, as it was painful and burning, and he pointed to
a blister which was indeed forming and ultimately became full
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of fluid and surrounded with hyperaemia. This experiment,
however, I did not regard as conclusive, because the patient had
scratched the part, and it might be argued that this alone had
produced the blister. In any case probably the scratching
accelerated the formation of the blister. It is worth noting, how-
ever, that the patient knew nothing of my intention nor remem-
bered anything of my suggestion during hypnosis. I therefore
explained to him what I had done and asked his co-operation,
inasmuch as it involved suffering of pain: this he readily gave.

A second and a third experiment were then made under
increasingly strict conditions. Concerning the third experiment
Surgeon Hadfield writes as follows :

This time the lateral aspect of the upper arm was chosen
instead of the anterior aspect of the forearm. Suggestions were
made in the same manner as before, but the following stricter
precautions were taken. I was personally never left alone with
the patient; the patient was never left alone; and I personally
never touched the arm of the patient, this being done by another
surgeon present, whilst I made the verbal suggestions. Throughout
the day the patient was watched, and at night-time he was
not only watched by the night-nurse, next to whose table his
bed was placed, but his arm was securely bound up and sealed
as before [in the second experiment]. The next morning the
bandage was removed in the presence of three surgeons (including
the Deputy Surgeon-General). The seal and bandage were found
to be intact, and beneath there was on the spot suggested the
beginning of a blister as before, which gradually developed during
the day to form a large bleb with an area of inflammation
around.

Other varieties of experiment were also tried, as follows :
(a) The experimenter touched a spot on the patient’s arm
and made the suggestion that he had touched it with a
red-hot iron, that a blister would form, but no pam would
be felt. In this case no blister formed. (b) On two occasions
the patient was actually burnt with the end of a steel pencil-
case heated in a Bunsen flame. On the first occasion the
suggestion was made that there should be no pain.

There was no pain either when the skin was touched or after-
wards. But the remarkable thing was that in these burns there
A2
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was no hyperaemia around. Round each of the two spots which
themselves presented the ordinary appearance of blisters, there
was a thin red line and nothing more. These blisters healed
very rapidly and never gave any sign of inflammation or pain.

On the second occasion the experimenter

made an actual burn and suggested izmin——the condition, of course
which would occur in the normal waking state, except that in
this case the patient, being hypnotised, forgot all about it when
he was ““wakened.” This continued to pain afterwards, and in
this case there was very considerable hyperaemia, and the burn
took longer to heal.

In his conclusions Surgeori Hadfield draws attention to the
following points :

(@) The effect of pain in retarding healing processes.
(b) The regulation of the blood-supply.

It is a well-known fact that hyperaemia may be produced by
suggestion. The experiments made in producing blisters show
to what lengths this regulation of the blood-supply can go in a
susceptible patient.

Finally Surgeon Hadfield states that although he does not
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