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PREFACE TO THIS NEW AND ENLARGED
EDITION

r I \HE war has opened the hearts of thousands of

people to evidence which formerly appealed only

_to their heads. This fact must be taken into ac-
count in estimating the value of evidence for survival. On
the one hand it may make people unduly credulous and
ready to accept any medium of evidence that trends in the
direction of their desires and longings; on the other hand
it may make people extra-critical and cautious lest in a
matter of such importance they shall be deceived.

The latter is the more wholesome attitude, and on the
whole I believe is the commoner of the two. For although
evidence may appear conclusive when first received, subse-
quent contemplation and the suggestion of other_methods
of explanation often throw doubt upon the interpretation
that first suggested itself, and it is perceived that a deceptive
appearance of proof may be attained without any intention
to deceive, without any fraud on the part of anybody, but
solely because alternative modes of interpretation seem
possible; and it is realised that much study and experience
are necessary before discrimination is certain, and before
anything like a secure basis of definite knowledge can be
reached.

Since the war the bereavement has been so heavy that
emotion is inevitably touched, and it may be erroneously
thought that my conviction of the survival of Raymond, and
with him of the thousands of other young fellows untimely
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vi PREFACE

slain, may have been induced by the natural longing of a
parent.

The present book, however, was written long before the
war, and is the result of cold-blooded scientific scrutiny of
facts such as have come into my ken from time to time ever
since the year 1882. Even before that I had had many
talks with my friends Myers and Gurney, and was aware
of the records collected by them in preparation for a book
called “Phantasms of the Living,” and their explanation
of many apparitions, or so-called ghosts, by a sort of tele-
pathic action of mind on mind apart from the ordinary
organs of sense. In the seventies of last century, however,
I was as sceptical of all those things as any other young
student of orthodox physical science, and only gradually
did the facts associated with psychical research make any
impression on my mind.

For a long time these facts accumulated, and I bided my
time, weighing all sorts of alternative explanations and not
being finally and publicly convinced of the survival and
activity and communicating power of the dead until, say, the
years 1906 and 1909; although as a matter of fact I had
had evidence which really might have been convincing in
the year 1889. For it was in that year that I had my first
sittings with Mrs. Piper, and through her mediumship spe-
cial relatives of my own came through and established their
identity in a most striking manner But the recently
evolved idea of thought transference or mind-reading from
the living kept obtruding itself as an alternative though
far-fetched possibility, and it was not till after Myers’s
death in 101 that this hypothesis. was relegated to its
proper subordinate position by the ingenious devices con-
trived by him for the purpose. He well knew the difficulty
that the fact of telepathy from the living raised, in con-
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nexion with the crucial proof of survival of the dead, and
he took pains to arrange experiments—cross-correspond-
ence and others—which should put that hypothesis, at least
in some cases, definitely out of court.

Thus gradually the theory of real communication from
minds discarnate forced itself upon me as the only one
which would consistently explain all the facts; and then in
due time I came out in the open and professed the belief,
or rather the knowledge, to which I had been gradually led.

This volume is a record of some of the salient facts on
which my conviction has been based. It does not pretend
to be complete or exhaustive, but it gives a sample of the
facts that have come under my own observation; beginning
with simple experiments in thought transference and leading
up to the beginning of the period subsequent to the death of
Myers.

The great and classical work of Myers called ‘“Human
Personality’’ had not been quite completed when he died,
and it was published after his death. In it is developed
his theory of the Subliminal-self, which throws so much
light on questions of incarnation, pre-existence, and even
on the idea of a modified form of what is sometimes called
reincarnation. A chapter on this subject is therefore ap-
pended to this edition as a penultimate chapter.

Further, although the question of abnormal or super-
normal physical phenomena is not raised in the present
volume, a final chapter is added introductory to them, al-
though they may or may not add to the evidence for sur-
vival. For it is possible to hold that such phenomena have
nothing to do with any action of the discarnate, and that
they are purely physxologlcal activities of the medium—an
extension, a surprlsmg and rather incredible extension, of
the familiar experiences illustrative of the action of mind
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on matter, to which we have grown so accustomed that we
fail to recognize in such action anything surprising or inex-
plicable. Yet inexplicable they really are. No one can ex-
plain how a finger is moved by an act of will, nor how our
bodies are unconsciously constructed in a certain character-
istic shape; and if we find by actual experiment and observa-
tion that occasionally things can be moved beyond the
ordinary periphery of the body, or that some plastic con-
structive ability is possessed by our unconscious minds,
there is no & priori argument of any .weight that we
can adduce in opposition to the actual fact. What we have
to do in such a region is to contemplate and make very sure
of our facts, leaving deduction and explanation to follow in
due time. So my concluding chapter will be a warning
against quenching the spirit of enquiry by premature certi-
tude that all such things are impossible.

I plead for an open mind to them also, for it is our duty
in this scientific age to make room for every fact in nature,
whether it appears to fit into our prearranged scheme of
the Universe or not.

Our minds are not likely as yet to have exhausted the
possibilities of the Universe. Whole chapters, new volumes,
of fact may be awaiting our explorations, and a book like
this should appropriately close not on a note of completion
but on a glimpse of still further vistas opening before us, a
recognition of unplumbed depths awaiting the sounding-line
of the navigators of the future.

NEw YORK,
February, 1920



“I7 is mere dogmatism to assert that we do not survive death, and mere
prejudice or inertia to assert that it is impossible to discover whether we
do or no. We in the West have hardly even begun to inquire into the
matter; and scientific method and critical faculty were never devoted to
it, so far as I am aware, previous to the foundation, some quarter of a
century ago, of the Society for Psychical Research. . . .

“ Alleged facts suggesting prima facie the survival of death . .
are now at last being systematically and deliberately explored by men
and women of intelligence and good faith bent on ascertaining the truth.”

“1 am asking you to take seriously a branch of scientific inquiry which
may have results more important than any other that is being pursued in
our time.” G. Lowes DICKINSON,

Ingersoll Lecture on Immortality at Harvard 1908.

And assuredly the religious implications of all these phenomena are
worthy of any man’s most serious thought. Those who most feel the
importance of the ethical superstructure are at the same time most plainly
bound to treat the establishment of the facts at the foundation as no mere
personal search for a faith, to be dropped when private conviction has
been attained, but as a serious, a continuous, public duty. And the more
convinced they are that their faith is sound, the more ready should they
be to face distrust and aversion,—to lay their account for a long strug-
gle with the vis inertie of the human spirit.

F. W. H. Myers, Human Personality, ii. 225.
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CHICAL RESEARCH






THE SURVIVAL OF MAN

CHAPTER 1

THE ORIGIN OF THE SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL
RESEARCH

for among all nations and in every age. It is

possible to relegate a good many asserted occurrences
to the domain of superstition, but it is not possible thus
to eliminate all. Nor is it likely that in the present stage
of natural knowledge we are acquainted with all the
workings of the human spirit and have reduced them to such
simplicity that everything capable of happening in the mental
and psychical region is of a nature readily and familiarly to
be understood by all. Yet there are many who seem prac-
tically to believe in this improbability; for although they
are constrained from time to time to accept novel and sur-
prising discoveries in biology, in chemistry, and in physical
science generally, they seem tacitly to assume that these are
the only parts of the universe in which fundamental dis-
covery is possible, all the rest being too well known.

It is a simple faith, and does credit to the capacity for
belief of those who hold it — belief unfounded upon knowl-
edge, and tenable only in the teeth of a great mass of evi-
dence to the contrary.

It is not easy to unsettle minds thus fortified against the
intrusion of unwelcome facts; and their strong faith is

I

P UZZLING and weird occurrences have been vouched
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probably a salutary safeguard against that unbalanced and
comparatively dangerous condition called -  open-minded-
ness,” which is ready to learn and investigate anything not
manifestly self-contradictory and absurd. Without people
of the solid, assured, self-satisfied order, the practical work
of the world would not so efficiently be done.

But, whatever may be thought of the subject by the
majority of people at present, this book is intended to indi-
cate the possibility that discoveries of the very first magni-
tude can still be made — are indeed in process of being made
— by strictly scientific methods, in the region of psychology:
discoveries quite comparable in importance with those which
have been made during the last century in physics and biol-
ogy, but discoveries whose opportunities for practical ap-
plication and usefulness may similarly have to remain for
some time in the hands of experts, since perhaps they can-
not be miscellaneously absorbed or even apprehended by
the multitude without danger.

It has been partly the necessity for caution — the dread
of encouraging mere stupid superstition — that has in-
stinctively delayed advance in these branches of inquiry,
until the progress of education gave a reasonable chance of
a sane and balanced and critical reception by a fairly con-
siderable minority.

But, within the last half century, assertions concerning
psychological supernormalities have not only excited gen-
eral attention, but have rather notably roused the interest
of careful and responsible students, both in the domain of
science and in that of letters.

Twenty-eight years ago, in fact, a special society with
distinguished membership was enrolled in London, with the
object of inquiring into the truth of many of these asser-
tions. It was started by a few men of letters and of science
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who for some years had been acquainted with a number of
strange apparent facts — facts so strange and unusual, and
yet so widely believed in among a special coterie of ordi-
narily sane and sensible people, that it seemed to these
pioneers highly desirable either to incorporate them properly
into the province of ordered knowledge, or else to extrude
them definitely as based upon nothing but credulity, im-
posture, and deceit.

The attempt was to be made in a serious and responsible
spirit, a spirit of genuine * scepticism,”’— that is to say, of
critical examination and inquiry, not of dogmatic denial and
assertion. No phenomenon was to be unhesitatingly re-
jected because at first sight incredible. No phenomenon
was to be accepted which could not make its position good
by crucial and repeated and convincing tests. Every class
of asserted fact was to have the benefit of inquiry, none
was to be given the benefit of any doubt. So long as doubt
was possible, the phenomenon was to be kept at arm’s
length: to be criticised as possible, not to be embraced as
true.

It is often cursorily imagined that an adequate supply of
the critical and cautious spirit necessary in this investiga-
tion is 2 monopoly of professed men of science. It is not
so. Trained students of literature — not to mention ex-
perts in philosophy — have shown themselves as careful, as
exact, as critical, and as cautious, as any professed student
of science. They have even displayed an excess of caution.
They have acted as a curb and a restraint upon the more
technically scientific workers, who — presumably because
their constant business is to deal at first hand with new
phenomena of one kind or another — have been willing to
accept a fresh variety of them upon evidence not much
stronger than that to which they were already well accus-



4 AIMS AND OBJECTS

tomed. Whereas some of the men and women of letters
associated with the society have been invariably extremely
cautious, less ready to be led by obtrusive and plausible ap-
pearances, ‘more suspicious of possibilities and even impos-
sibilities of fraud, actually more inventive sometimes of
other and quasi-normal methods of explaining inexplicable
facts. I name no names, but from a student of science this
testimony is due: and it is largely to the sceptical and ex-
tremely cautious wisdom of some representatives of letters
and philosophy, as well as to their energy and enthusiasm
for knowledge, that the present moderately respectable
position of the subject in the estimation of educated people
is due.

The first President was Professor Henry Sidgwick, and
in his early presidential addresses the following sentences
occur :—

It is a scandal that a dispute as to the reality of these
phenomena should still be going on, that so many competent
witnesses should have declared their belief in them, that so
many others should be profoundly interested in having the
question determined, and yet that the educated world, as a
body, should still be simply in the attitude of incredulity.

Now the primary aim of our Society, the thing which we
all unite to promote, whether as believers or non-believers,
is to make a sustained and systematic attempt to remove this
scandal in one way or another.

If any one asks me what I mean by, or how I define,
sufficient scientific proof of thought-reading, clairvoyance, or
the phenomena called Spiritualistic, I should ask to be al-
lowed to evade the difficulties of determining in the abstract
what constitutes adequate evidence. What I mean by
sufficient evidence is evidence that will convince the scientific
world, and for that we obviously require a good deal more
than we have so far obtained. I do not mean that some
effect in this direction has not been produced: if that were



ORIGIN OF THE SOCIETY 5

so we could not hope to do much. I think that something
has been done; that the advocates of obstinate incredulity
— I mean the incredulity that waives the whole affair aside
as undeserving of any attention from rational beings —
feel their case to be not prima facie so strong now as it was.

Thirty years ago it was thought that want of scientific
culture was an adequate explanation of the vulgar belief in
mesmerism and table-turning. Then, as one man of scien-
tific repute after another came forward with the results of
individual investigation, there was a quite ludicrous in-
genuity exercised in finding reasons for discrediting his
scientific culture. He was said to be an amateur, not a pro-
fessional; or a specialist without adequate generality of view
and training; or a mere discoverer not acquainted with the
strict methods of experimental research; or he was not a
Fellow of the Royal Society, or if he was it was by an un-
fortunate accident. We must not expect any decisive effect
in the direction at which we primarily aim, on the common
sense of mankind, from any single piece of evidence, how-
ever complete it has been made. Scientific incredulity has
been so long in growing, and has so many and so strong
roots, that we shall only kill it, if we are able to kill it at all
as regards any of those questions, by burying it alive under
a heap of facts. We must keep ‘‘pegging away,” as
Lincoln said; we must accumulate fact upon fact, and add
experiment upon experiment, and, I should say, not wrangle
too much with incredulous outsiders about the conclusiveness
of any one, but trust to the mass of evidence for conviction.
The highest degree of demonstrative force that we can ob-
tain out of any single record of investigation is, of course,
limited by the trustworthiness of the investigator. We have
done all that we can when the critic has nothing left to al-
lege except that the investigator is in the trick. But when
he has nothing else left to allege .he will allege that.

We shall, I hope, make a point of bringing no evidence
before the public until we have got it to this pitch of cogency.

To many enthusiasts outside and to some of those inside
the Society — who, through long acquaintance with the
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phenomena under investigation, were already thoroughly
convinced of their genuine character — this attitude on the
part of the founders and leaders of the Society for Psychical
Research always seemed wrong-headed, and sometimes
proved irritating to an almost unbearable degree. The
hostility of the outside world and of orthodox science to the
investigation, though at times fierce and scornful, and al-
ways weighty and significant, has been comparatively mild
— perhaps because fragmentary and intermittent — when
compared with the bitter and fairly continuous diatribes
which have issued, and still often issue, from the spiritual-
istic press against the slow and ponderous and repellent
attitude of those responsible for the working of the So-
ciety. ;

It has been called a society for the suppression of facts,
for the wholesale imputation of imposture, for the dis-
couragement of the sensitive, and for the repudiation of
every revelation of the kind which was said to be pressing
itself upon humanity from the regions of light and knowl-
edge. '

Well, we have had to stand this buffeting, as well as the
more ponderous blows inflicted by the other side; and it
was hardly necessary to turn the cheek to the smiter, since
in an attitude of face-forward progress the buffets were
sure to come with fair impartiality; greater frequency on
the one side making up for greater strength on the other.

RepLY To REeLiGious CRITICS

There is a persistent class of objector, however, whose
attacks are made more in sorrow than in anger, and whose
earnest remonstrances are thus sympathetically parried by
the founders of the Society :—
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One word in reference to another objection, which pro-
ceeds from a different quarter. There are not a few
religious persons who see no reason to doubt our alleged
facts, but who regard any experimental investigation of
them as wrong, because they must be the work either of the
devil or of familiar spirits, with whom the Bible forbids us
to have dealings. . . . What we should urge upon our
religious friends is that their scruples have really no place in
the present stage of our investigation, when the question
before us is whether certain phenomena are to be referred
to the agency of Spirits at all, even as a * working hypothe-
sis.”” . . . Many of us, I think, will be amply content
if we can only bring this first stage of our investigation to
something like a satisfactory issue; we do not look further
ahead; and we will leave it for those who may come after to
deal with any moral problems that may possibly arise when
this first stage is passed.

There are persons who believe themselves to have certain
knowledge on the most important matters on which we are
seeking evidence, who do not doubt that they have received
communications from an unseen world of spirits, but who
think that such communications should be kept as sacred
mysteries and not exposed to be scrutinised in the mood of
cold curiosity which they conceive to belong to science.
Now we do not wish to appear intrusive; at the same time
we are anxious not to lose through mere misunderstanding
any good opportunities for investigation: and I therefore
wish to assure such persons that we do not approach these
matters in any light or trivial spirit, but with an ever-present
sense of the vast importance of the issues involved, and with
every desire to give reverence wherever reverence is found
to be due. But we feel bound to begin by taking these ex-
periences, however important and however obscure, as a
part of the great aggregate which we call Nature; and we
must ascertain carefully and systematically their import,
their laws and causes, before we can rationally take up any
definite attitude of mind with regard to them. The un-
known or uncommon is not in itself an object of reverence;
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there is no sacredness in the mere limitations of our knowl-
edge.

This, then, is what we mean by a scientific spirit; that we
approach the subject without prepossessions, but with a
single-minded desire to bring within the realm of orderly and
accepted knowledge what now appears as a chaos of in-
dividual beliefs.

It is instructive to look back at the original programme
issued by the Society, which is now housed at 20 Hanover
Square; and accordingly I make a few quotations from the
prelude to its first volume of Proceedings, wherein 1s con-
tained a statement of its aims and objects:—

PROGRAMME OF THE SOCIETY

From the recorded testimony of many competent witnesses,
past and present, including observations recently made by
scientific men of eminence in various countries, there appears
to be, amidst much illusion and deception, an important
body of remarkable phenomena, which are prima facie in-
explicable on any generally recognised hypothesis, and which,
if {ncontestably established, would be of the highest possible
value.

The task of examining such residual phenomena has often
been undertaken by individual effort, but never hitherto by
a scientific society organized on a sufficiently broad basis.
As a preliminary step towards this end, a Conference, con-
vened by Professor Barrett, was held in London, on Jan-
uary 6th, 1882, and a Society for Psychical Research was
projected. The Society was definitely constituted on Feb-
ruary 20th, 1882, and its Council, then appointed, sketched
out a programme of future work :—

I. An examination of the nature and extent of any in-
fluence which may be exerted by one mind upon
another, apart from any generally recognised mode
of perception.

2. The study of hypnotism, and the form of so-called
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mesmeric trance, with its alleged insensibility to
pain; clairvoyance and other allied phenomena.

3. A critical revision of Reichenbach’s researches with
certain organisations called  sensitive,” and an
inquiry whether such organisations possess any
power of perception beyond a highly exalted sen-
sibility of the recognised sensory organs.

4. A careful investigation of any reports, resting on
strong testimony, regarding apparitions at the
‘moment of death, or otherwise, or regarding dis-
turbances in houses reputed to be haunted.

5. An inquiry into the various physical phenomena
commonly called Spiritualistic; with an attempt
to discover their causes and general laws.

6. The collection and collation of existing materials
bearing on the history of these subjects.

The aim of the Society is to approach these various prob-
lems without prejudice or prepossession of any kind, and in
the same spirit of exact and unimpassioned inquiry which
has enabled Science to solve so many problems, once not
less obscure nor less hotly debated. The founders of this
Society fully recognize the exceptional difficulties which sur-
round this branch of research; but they nevertheless hope
that by patient and systematic effort -some results of
permanent value may be attained.

To prevent misconception, it must be expressly stated
that Membership of the Society does not imply the accep-
tance of any particular explanation of the phenomena in-
vestigated, nor any belief as to the operation, in the physical
gvorld, of forces other than those recognised by Physical

cience.

And to this I may add that all seriously interested
people are welcome as members, provided they have no
selfish or commercial ends to serve by seeking to join.
Their interest, and in a minor degree their subscription,
tend to promote the object we have in view. Merely su-
perstitious and emotional people would find themselves out
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of place at our meetings, but otherwise we do not seek to
be exclusive. It is a kind of work to which any fair-
minded and honest person can, as opportunity offers, con-
tribute his or her share,



CHAPTER II

PRACTICAL WORK OF THE SOCIETY

to my lot to occupy the Presidential Chair of the

Society for Psychical Research and to give an Address
cach year. One of those Addresses — the one for 1903
— dealt with the lines of profitable work which seemed
at that time to be opening before us; and, since the general
nature of our investigation is there referred to in a pre-
liminary manner, it is useful to reproduce it here as an in-
troduction to the more detailed records which follow.

Our primary aim is to be a Scientific Society, to conduct
our researches and to record our results in an accurate and
scientific manner, so as to set an example of careful work
in regions where it has been the exception rather than the
rule, and to be a trustworthy guide to the generation of
workers who shall follow.

To be scientific does not mean to be infallible, but
it means being clear and honest, and as exact as we know
how to be. In difficult investigations pioneers have always
made some mistakes, they have no immediate criterion or
infallible touchstone to distinguish the more true from the
less true, but if they record their results with anxious care
and scrupulous honesty and painstaking precision, their mis-
takes are only less valuable to the next generation than their
partially true generalisations; and sometimes it turns out,
after a century or so, that mistakes made by early pioneers
were no such thorough errors as had been thought, but they

II

IN the three earliest years of the present century it fell
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had an element of truth in them all the time, as if
discoverers were endowed with a kind of prophetic insight
whereby they caught a glimpse of theories and truths which
it would take several generations of workers to disencumber
and bring clearly to light.

Suppose, however, that their errors were real ones, the
record of their work is just as important to future naviga-
tors as it is to have the rocks and shoals of a channel
mapped out and buoyed. It is work which must be done.
The great ship passing straight to its destination is enabled
to attain this directness and speed by the combined labours
of a multitude of workers, some obscure and forgotten,
some distinguished and remembered, but few of them able
to realise its stately passage. So it is also with every great
erection,— much of the work is indirect and hidden;— the
Forth Bridge stands upon piers sunk below the water-mark
by the painful and long continued labours of Italian work-
men in “ caissons ”’ full of compressed and heated air.

The study of specifically Natural knowledge was fostered
and promoted by the recognition in the reign of Charles
II. of a body of enthusiasts who, during the disturbed but
hopeful era of the Commonwealth, had met together to
discuss problems of scientific interest; and to-day the Royal
Society is among the dignified institutions of our land, tak-
ing all branches of Natural Philosophy and Natural History
—the Physical Sciences and the Biological Sciences —
under its wing.

Us it does not recognise; but then neither does it
recognise Mental and Moral Philosophy, or Ethics, or
Psychology, or History, or any part of a great region of
knowledge which has hitherto been regarded as outside the
pale of the Natural Sciences.

It is for us to introduce our subjects within that pale, if
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it turns out that there they properly belong; and if not, it is
for us to do pioneer work and take our place by the side of
that group of Societies whose object is the recognition and
promotion of work in the mental, the psychological, the
philosophical direction, until the day for unification shall
arrive.

Half knowledge sees divisions and emphasises barriers,
delights in classification into genera and species, affixes
labels, and studies things in groups. And all this work is
of the utmost practical value and is essentially necessary.
That the day will come when barriers shall be broken down,
when species shall be found to shade oft into one another,
when continuity and not classification shall be the dominant
feature, may be anticipated by all; but we have no power of
hastening the day except by taking our place in the work-
shop and doing our assigned quota; still less do we gain
any advantage by pretending that the day of unification has
arrived while as yet its dawn is still in the future.

PoPurLAR MISTRUST OF SCIENCE, AND ITS REMEDY

Our primary aim is to be a scientific Society, doing
pioneering and foundation work in a new and not yet in-
corporated plot on which future generations may build, and
making as few mistakes as we can reasonably contrive by
the exercise of great care. We are not a literary society,
though we have had men of letters among our guides and
leaders; and we are not a religious society, though some of
the members take an interest in our subject because it
secems to them to have a bearing on their religious convic-
tions or hopes. I will say a few words on both these
points.

First, our relations to literature:
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The name of Francis Bacon is a household word in the
history of English scientific ideas. I do not mean in the
recent, and as it seems to me comic, aspect, that he wrote
everything that was written in the Elizabethan era (a
matter to which I wish to make no reference one way or the
other, for it is completely off my path). But, before that
hare was started, his name was weighty and familiar in
the history of English scientific ideas; and it is instructive
to ask why. Was he a man of Science? No. Did he
make discoveries? No. Do scientific men trace back
their ancestry to him? No. To Isaac Newton they trace
it back, to Gilbert, to Roger Bacon, speaking for those in
England; but of Francis Bacon they know next to nothing.
Outside England all the world traces its scientific ancestry
to Newton, tq Descartes, to Galileo, to Kepler; but of
Francis Bacon cientific men outside England have scarcely
heard, save as @man of letters. Yet the progress of science
owes much to Him. All unconsciously scientific men owe
to him a great debt. Why?

Because he perceived afar off the oncoming of the
scientific wave, and because he was able, in language to
which men would listen, to herald and welcome its advance.

Scientifically he was an amateur; but he was an enthusiast
who with splendid eloquence, with the fire of genius, and
with great forensic skill, was able to impress his generation,
and not his own generation alone, with some idea of the
dignity and true place of science, and to make it possible
for the early pioneers of the Royal Society to pursue their
labours unimpeded by persecution and to gain some sort of
recognition even from general and aristocratic Society.

For remember that the term “science” was not always
respectable. To early ears it sounded almost as the term
witchcraft or magic sounds, it was a thing from which to

N
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warn young people; it led to atheism and to many other
abominations. It was an unholy prying into the secrets of
Nature which were meant to be hid from our eyes; it was a
thing against which the Church resolutely set its face, a thing
for which it was ready if need were to torture or to burn those
unlucky men of scientific genius who were born before their
time. I mean no one Church in particular: I mean the
religious world generally. Science was a thing allied to
heresy, a thing to hold aloof from, to shudder at, and to
attribute to the devil. All which treatment that great and
eminent pioneer, Roger Bacon, experienced at the Uni-
versity of Oxford; because the time was not yet ripe.

How came it that a little later, in the days of the Stuarts,
the atmosphere was so different from that prevalent in the
days of the Plantagenets? Doubtless the age of Elizabeth,
the patriotism aroused by the Armada and by the great
discoveries in geography, had had their vivifying effect; and
the same sort of originality of thought which did not scruple
to arraign a king for high treason likewise ventured to set
orthodoxy at defiance, and to experiment upon and investi-
gate openly all manner of natural facts. But, in partial
contradiction to the expressed opinion of some men of
science, I am disposed to agree to a considerable extent with
the popular British view that the result was largely due to
the influence ‘of the writings of Francis Bacon. He had
accustomed scholars and literary men to the possibilities and
prerogatives of scientific inquiry, he had emphasised the
importance and the dignity of experiment, and it is due to his
writings that the rapid spread of scientific ideas, discovered
as always by a few, became acceptable to and spread among
the many.

Do not let us suppose, however, that the recognition of
science was immediate and universal. Dislike of it, and
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mistrust of the consequences of scientific inquiry — es-
pecially in geology and anthropology,— persisted well into
the Victorian era, and is not wholly extinct at the present :
day. Quite apart from antipathy to investigation into
affairs of the mind — which is unpopular and mistrusted
still, so that good people are still found who will attribute
anything unusual to the devil, and warn young people from
it,— there is some slight trace of lingering prejudice against
the orthodox sciences of Chemistry and Physics and
and Biology. They have achieved their foothold, they are
regarded with respect — people do not disdain to make
money by means of them when the opportunity is forthcom-
ing — but they are not really liked. They are admitted to
certain schools on sufferance, as an inferior grade of study
suited to the backward and the ignorant; they are not re-
garded with affection and enthusiasm as revelations of
Divine working to be studied reverently, nor as subjects in
which the youth of a nation may be wholesomely and solidly
trained.

Very well, still more is the time not quite ripe for our
subject; pioneers must expect hard knocks, the mind of a
people can change only slowly. Until the mind of a people
is changed, new truths born before their time must suffer
the fate of other untimely births; and the prophet who
preaches them must expect to be mistaken for a useless
fanatic, of whom every age has always had too many, and
must be content to be literally or metaphorically put to death,
as part of the process of the regeneration of the world.

The dislike and mistrust and disbelief in the validity or
legitimacy of psychical inquiry is familiar: the dislike of
the Natural Sciences is almost defunct. It survives, un-
doubtedly — they are not liked, though they are tolerated
—and I am bound to say that part of the surviving dislike
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is due not alone to heredity and imbibed ideas, but to the
hasty and intolerant and exuberant attitude of some men
of science, who, knowing themselves to be reformers, feel-
ing that they have a grain of seed-corn to plant and water,
have not always been content to go about their business in
a calm and conciliatory spirit, but have sought to hurry
things on by a rough-shod method of progression, which
may indeed attain its ends, but gives some pain in the
process, and perhaps achieves results less admirable than
those which might have been attained by the exercise of a
little patience, a little more perception of the point of view
of others, a little more imagination, a little more of that
recognition of the insignificance of trifles and of the transi-
tory character of full-blown fashions which is called a sense
of humour, a little cultivation of the historic sense. In a
word, a little more general education.

But this is a digression. I admit the importance of
Francis Bacon in the history of the development of the
national recognition of the natural sciences in England; and

I wish to suggest that in the history of the psychical

sciences we too have had a Bacon,— and one not long de-
parted from us. It is possible that in his two posthumous
volumes we have a book which posterity will regard as a
Novum Organon. History does not repeat itself, and I
would not draw the parallel too close. It may be that
posterity will regard Myers as much more than that,— as

a philosophic pioneer who has not only secured recognition

for, but has himself formulated some of the philosophic
unification of, a mass of obscure and barely recognised
human faculties,— thereby throwing a light on the meaning
of “ personality ” which may survive the test of time. It
may be so, but that is for no one living to say. Posterity
alone, by aid of the experience and further knowledge
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which time brings, is able to make a judgment of real value
on such a topic as that.

Meanwhile it is for us to see that time does bring this
greater knowledge and experience. For time alone is im-
potent. Millions of years passed on this planet, during
which the amount of knowledge acquired was small or nil.
Up to the sixteenth century, even, scientific progress was at
the least slow. Recently it has been rapid,— none too
rapid, but rapid. The rate of advance depends upon the
activities and energies of each generation, and upon the
organization and machinery which it has inherited from its
immediate forebears.

The pioneers who created the S. P. R. have left it in
trust with us to hand it on to future generations, an efficient
and powerful machine for the spread of scientific truth,—
an engine for the advancement of science in a direction
overgrown with thickets of popular superstition, intermixed
with sandy and barren tracts of resolute incredulity. We
have to steer our narrow way between the Scylla of stony
minds with no opening in our direction, and the Charybdis
of easy and omnivorous acceptance of every straw and waif,
whether of truth or falsehood, that may course with the cur-
rents of popular superstition.

NEED FOR QUALIFIED INVESTIGATORS

Realising this to be our duty, and perceiving that we have
a long period of danger and difficulty before us, it has be-
come evident to persons of clear vision that the Society must
be established on a sound and permanent basis, and must
endeavour to initiate an attitude of regarding the psychical
sciences as affording the same sort of scope to a career, the
same sort of opportunities of earning a livelihood, as do
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the longer recognised sciences,— those which are more
specifically denominated * natural,” because of the way they
fit into our idea of the scheme of nature as by us at present
recognised, or at any rate because they deal with facts to
which we have gradually grown accustomed.

Any young man who wishes to make money should be
warned off the pursuit of pure science at the outset. People
who enter the field with that object in view will do neither
themselves nor science any good. A certain amount of en-
thusiasm and pioneering proclivity is essential, but fortu-
nately that has never yet been wanting in our race; witness
the hardships willingly entered upon, and the risks run, in
Arctic or Antartic exploration, for nothing more than a liv-
ing wage. A living wage is however to many a necessity.
It has always been recognised that those who labour at the
altar should live by the altar; and a minimum of provision
for bread and homely needs ought to be at the disposal of
a Society like this wherewith to enable a person of ability
and enthusiasm to undertake the prosecution of our re-
searches in a definite and continuous and so to speak profes-
sional manner. Hitherto we have depended on the spontane-
ous and somewhat spasmodic work of amateurs, often of
wealthy amateurs, before whose minds such questions as
salary never even momentarily pass. We shall always have
need of services such as theirs. In the more orthodox
sciences, in Physics for instance, it has been notorious that
throughout the last century the best work has often been done
by people who — having the means of living otherwise se-
cured to them — were able to devote their time, and often
considerable means too, to the prosecution of research.
There has been no rule either way. Some of the leaders
have been paid a small salary, like Faraday: others have
had independent means, like Cavendish and Joule. Always,
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I say, we shall depend upon and be grateful for the spon-
taneous work and help of people of means; but we must
not depend solely upon that, else will young people of
genius be diverted by sheer force of circumstance into other
channels, and our nascent science will lose the benefit of
their powers and continuous work. ‘

We cannot always depend on spontaneous cases alone.
They are most important, and are often extremely valuable
instances of a spontaneous and purposeful exercise of the
faculty we are investigating, and it would be a great mistake
to suppose that we have had enough of them. It is essen-
tial that we be kept informed of recent well-attested cases,
especially of apparitions at or near the time of death; but
we shall not make progress in understanding the laws of
the phenomena and disentangling their deeper meaning if
we confine ourselves to observation alone. We must
experiment, we must endeavour to produce and examine
phenomena as it were in a laboratory — such as I have else-
where foreshadowed (Journal S. P. R., vi. 357)— and must
submit them to minute investigation.

For instance there is the question of so-called spirit
photography, there are asserted levitations and apports and
physical movements, none of which have been subjected to
adequate scientific examination. Many such cases have been
examined and found fraudulent, and there is great difficulty .
in obtaining the phenomena under prescribed and crucial
conditions; but until these things have been submitted to
long-continued scientific scrutiny they will make no undis-
puted inpression, they will be either improperly accepted or
improperly rejected, and will continue in that nebulous hazy
region, the region of popular superstition, from which it is
the business of this Society to rescue them; raising them on
to the dry land of science, or submerging them as impostures
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in the waters of oblivion. And I may say parenthetically
that we do not care one iota which alternative fate is in
store for them: we only want the truth.

Now I know that some few persons are impatient of such
an investigation, and decline to see any need for it. They
feel that if they have evidence enough to justify their own
belief, further inquiry is superfluous. These have not the
scientific spirit, they do not understand the meaning of
“law.” A fact isolated and alone, joined by no link to the
general body of knowledge, is almost valueless. If what
they believe is really a fact, they may depend upon it that .
it has its place in the cosmic scheme, a place which can be
detected by human intelligence; and its whole bearing and
meaning can gradually be made out.

Moreover their attitude is selfish. Being satlsﬁcd them-
selves they will help us no more. But real knowledge, like
real wealth of any kind, cannot be wrapped up in a napkin;
it pines for reproduction, for increase: ‘ how am I straight-
ened till it be accomplished.” The missionary spirit, in
some form or other, is inseparably associated with all true
and worthy knowledge. Think of a man who, having made
a discovery in Astronomy,— seen a new planet, or worked
out a new law,—should keep it to himself and gloat over it
in private. It would be inhuman and detestable miserliness;
even in a thing like that, of no manifest importance to man-
kind. There would be some excuse for a man who lived
so much in advance of his time that, like Galileo with his
newly invented and applied telescope, he ran a danger of
rebuffs and persecution for the publication of discoveries.
But even so, it is his business to brave this and tell out what
he knows; still more is it his business so to act upon the mind
of his generation as to convert it gradually to the truth, and
lead his fellows to accept what now they reject.
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Those who believe themselves the repositories of any form
of divine truth should realise their responsibility. They are
bound in honour to take such steps as may wisely cause its
perception and recognition by the mass of mankind. They
are not bound to harangue the crowd from the nearest plat-
form: that might be the very way to retard progress and
throw back the acceptance of their doctrine. The course to
pursue may be much more indirect than that. The way
may be hard and long, but to the possessor of worldly means
it is far easier than to another. If the proper administra-
tion of his means can conduce to the progress of science, and
to the acceptance by the mass of mankind of important and
vivifying knowledge of which they are now ignorant, then
surely the path lies plain.

Argumentum ad Dignitatem

Still however there are persons who urge that a study of
occult phenomena is beneath the dignity of science, and that
nothing will be gained of any use to mankind by inquisitive-
ness regarding the unusual and the lawless, or by gravely
attending to the freaks of the unconscious or semi-conscious
mind. N

But — as Myers and Gurney said long ago in Phantasms
of the Living — it is needful to point out yet once more,
how plausible the reasons for discouraging some novel re-
search have often seemed to be, while yet the advance of
knowledge has rapidly shown the futility and folly of such
discouragement.

It was the Father of Science himself who was the first to
circumscribe her activity. Socrates expressly excluded from
the range of exact inquiry all such matters as the movements
and nature of the sun and moon. He wished — and as he
expressed his wish it seemed to have all the cogency of ab-
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solute wisdom — that men’s minds should be turned to the
ethical and political problems which truly concerned them,
— not wasted in speculation on things unknowable — things
useless even could they be known.

In a kindred spirit, though separated from Socrates by the
whole result of that physical science which Socrates had
deprecated, we find a great modern systematiser of human
thought again endeavouring to direct the scientific impulse
towards things serviceable to man; to divert it from things
remote, unknowable, and useless if known. What then, in
Comte’s view, are in fact the limits of man’s actual home
and business? the bounds within which he may set himself
to learn all he can, assured that all will serve to inform his
conscience and guide his life? It is the solar system which
has become for the French philosopher what the street and
market-place of Athens were for the Greek.

I need not say that Comte’s prohibition has been alto-
gether neglected. No frontier of scientific demarcation has
been established between Neptune and Sirius, between
Uranus and Aldebaran. Our knowledge of the fixed stars
increases yearly; and it would be rash to maintain that
human conduct is not already influenced by the conception
thus gained of the unity and immensity of the heavens.

The criticisms which have met us, from the side some-
times of scientific, sometimes of religious orthodoxy, have
embodied, in modernised phraseology, nearly every well-
worn form of timid protest, or obscurantist demurrer, with
which the historians of science have been accustomed to give
piquancy to their long tale of discovery and achievement.

Sometimes we are told that we are inviting the old
theological spirit to encroach once more on the domain of
Science; sometimes that we are endeavouring to lay the im-
pious hands of Science upon the mysteries of Religion.
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Sometimes we are informed that competent savants have
already fully explored the field which we propose for our
investigation. Sometimes that no respectable man of science
would condescend to meddle with such a reeking mass of
fraud and hysteria. Sometimes we are pitied as laborious
triflers who prove some infinitely small matter with mighty
trouble and pains; sometimes we are derided as attempting
the solution of gigantic problems by slight and superficial
means.

UseE oF CONTINUED INVESTIGATION

But the question is reiterated, Why investigate that of
which we are sure? Why conduct experiments in hyp-
notism or in telepathy? Why seck to confirm that of which
we already have conviction? Why value well-evidenced
narratives of apparitions at times of death or catastrophe,
when so many have already been collected in Phantasms of
the Living, and when careful scrutiny has proved that they
cannot be the result of chance coincidence?* There is a
quite definite answer to this question — an answer at which
I have already hinted — which I wish to commend to the
consideration of those who feel this difficulty or ask this sort
of question.

The business of Science is not belief but investigation.
Belief is both the prelude to and the outcome of knowledge.
If a fact or a theory has had a primd facie case made out
for it, subsequent investigation is necessary to examine and
extend it.

Eftective knowledge concerning anything can only be the
result of long-continued investigation; belief in the possibility

1See the Report of Professor Sidgwick’s Committee, Proceedings
S.P.R, vol. x,, p. 394.



PRACTICAL WORK 25

of a fact is only the very first step. Until there is some
sort of tentative belief in the reasonable possibility of a fact
there is no investigation,— the scientific priest and Levite
have other business, and pass by on the other side. And
small blame to them: they cannot stop to investigate every-
thing that may be lying by the roadside. If they had been
sure that it was a fellow creature in legitimate distress they
would have acted differently. Belief of a tentative kind will
ensure investigation, not by all but by some of the scientific
travellers along the road; but investigation is the prelude to
action, and action is a long process. Some one must attend
to the whole case and see it through. Others, more pressed
for time, may find it easier to subscribe their ““ two pence”
to an endowment fund, and so give indirect but valuable
assistance.

The object of investigation is the ascertainment of law,
and to this process there is no end. What, for instance, is
the object of observing and recording earthquakes, and ar-
ranging delicate instruments to detect the slightest indica-
tion of earth tremor? Every one knows that earthquakes
exist, there is no scepticism to overcome in their case; even
people who have never experienced them are quite ready to
believe in their occurrence. Investigation into earthquakes
and the whole of the motile occurrences in the earth’s crust,
is not in the least for the purpose of confirming faith, but
solely for the better understanding of the conditions and
nature of the phenomena; in other words, for the ascertain-
ment of law. ,

So it is in every branch of science. At first among new
phenomena careful observation of fact is necessary, as when
Tycho Brahé made measurements of the motion of the
planets and accumulated a store of careful observations.
Then came the era of hypothesis, and Kepler waded through
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guess after guess, testing them pertinaciously to see if any
one of them would fit all the facts: the result of his strenuous
life-work being the three laws which for all time bear his
name. And then came the majestic deductive epoch of
Newton, welding the whole into one comprehensive system;
subsequently to be enriched and extended by the labours of
Lagrange and Laplace; after which the current of scientific
inquiry was diverted for a time into other less adequately
explored channels.

For not at all times is everything equally ripe for inquiry.
There is a phase, or it may be a fashion, even in Science.
I spoke of geographical exploration as the feature of
Elizabeth’s time. Astronomical inquiry succeeded it.
" Optics and Chemistry were the dominating sciences of the
early part of the nineteenth century, Heat and Geology of
the middle, Electricity and Biology of the later portion.
Not yet has our branch of psychology had its phase of pop-
ularity; nor am I anxious that it should be universally fash-
ionable. It is a subject of special interest, and therefore
perhaps of special danger. In that respect it is like other
studies of the operations of mind, like a scientific enumera-
tion of the phenomena of religion for instance, like the study
of anything which in its early stages, looks mysterious and
incomprehensible. Training and some admixture of other
studies are necessary for its healthy investigation. The day
will come when the science <7ill put off its foggy aspect, be-
wildering to the novice, and become easier for the less well-
balanced and more ordinarily-equipped explorer. At
present it is like a mountain shrouded in mist, whose sides
offer but little secure foothold,— where climbing, though
possible, is difficult and dangerous.

As a Society we exist to curb venturesome novices, and
to support trusted and experienced climbers by roping our-
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selves together so that we may advance safely and in unison,
— guarding ourselves from foolhardy enterprises, but fac-
ing such legitimate difficulties as lie in our path, and resolved
that, weather and uncontrollable circumstances permitting,
our exploration shall continue, and the truth, whatever it
may be, be ascertained.

The assuring of ourselves as to facts is one of our duties,
and it is better to hestitate too long over a truth than to
welcome an error, for a false gleam may lead us far astray
unless it is soon detected.

Another of our duties is the making and testing of
hypotheses, so as gradually to make a map of the district and
be able to explain it to future travellers. We have to com-
bine the labours of Tycho with those of Kepler, and thus
prepare the way for a future Newton; who has not yet ap-
peared above the psychical horizon.

His advent must depend upon how far we of this and the
next few generations are faithful to our trust, how far we
work ourselves, and by our pecuniary means enable others to
work; and I call upon those who are simultaneously blessed
with this world’s goods and likewise inspired with confidence
in the truth and value of mental and spiritual knowledge, to
bethink themselves whether, either in their lifetime or by
their wills, they cannot contribute to the world’s progress in
a beneficent way, so as to enable humanity to rise to a
greater height of aspiration and even of religion;— as they
will if they are enabled to start with a substantial foundation
of solid scientific fact on which to erect their edifice of faith.

If it be said that investigation should not be expensive, I
would point to what is expended on the investigation of
the orthodox sciences. Before Columbus’s voyage could be
undertaken, the Courts of Europe had to be appealed to for
funds. Before astronomical discoveries can be made, large
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observatories and costly telescopes have to be provided,—
and not one only, but many, so that by collaboration of ob-
servers in many parts of the world the truth may be ascer-
tained.

Look at the expense of geographical and ethnological ex-
ploration to-day. Think of the highly equipped physical
laboratories, one of which is maintained at every College
or University in the civilised world. And as to chemical
laboratories,— remember that every large commercial
chemical manufacturing firm in Germany maintains a band
of trained and competent chemists, always investigating, in
the hope of a new compound or a new process or some little
profitable improvement.

Money is not scarce, and if people realised the interest
of science to the human race it would be poured out far
more lavishly than it is at present. Certain small special
sums are now provided for the investigation of disease.
The origin of Malaria has been traced, and this disease has
some chance of being exterminated, so that the tropical belt
of the earth may become open to white habitation. Cancer
is being pursued to its lair, without success so far; but funds
for researches such as these are bound to be forthcoming.
When practical benefits can be definitely foreseen, people feel
justified in spending money even on Science; though as a
rule that and Education are things on which they are
specially economical. Municipal extravagance in any such
direction is sternly checked, though in other directions it
may be permitted.

And why should not psychical investigation lead to prac-
tical results? Are we satisfied with our treatment of
criminals? As civilised people are we content to grow a
perennial class of habitual criminals, and to keep them in
check only by devices appropriate to savages; hunting them,

.
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flogging them, locking them up, exterminating them? Any
savage race in the history of the world could do as much
as that; and if they know no better they are bound to do it
for their own protection. Society cannot let its malefactors
run wild, any more than it can release its lunatics. Till
it understands these things it must lock them up, but the
sooner it understands them the better; an attempt at com-
prehension is being made by criminologists in Italy, France,!
and elsewhere. Force is no remedy: intelligent treatment
is. Who can doubt but that a study of obscure mental
facts will lead to a theory of the habitual criminal, to the
tracing of his malady as surely as malaria has been traced
to the mosquito? And once we understand the evil the
remedy will follow. Already hypnotic treatment, or treat-
ment by suggestion, occurs to one; and quite normal
measures of moral improvement can also be tried. The
fact of imprisonment ought to lend itself to brilliant efforts
at reform: such efforts are the only real justification for de-
struction of liberty. The essence of manhood is to be free
— for better for worse, free — and coercion is only justified
if it is salutary. It is a great advantage to doctors to have
their patients collected compactly in a hospital — and with-
out it medical practice would languish; it ought to be a
similar advantage—a similar opportunity — to have
criminals herded together in gaols, and lunatics in asylums.
It is unwise and unscientific to leave prisoners merely to
the discipline of warders and the preaching of chaplains.
That is not the way to attack a disease of the body politic.
I have no full-blown treatment to suggest, but I foresee that
there will be one in the future. Experiments are already
being made in America, in the prisons of Elmira and Con-

1 E. g. Bulletin de I'Institut Général Psychologique, dirigé pa. Dr. Pierre
Janet, Décembre, 1902, p. 225.
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cord,— experiments of hope, if not yet of achievement.
Society will not be content always to employ methods of
barbarism; the resources of civilisation are not really ex-
hausted, though for centuries they have appeared to be.
The criminal demands careful study on the psychical side,
and remedy or palliation will be a direct outcome of one
aspect of our researches. The influence of the unconscious
or subliminal self, the power of suggestion, the influence of
one mind over another, the phenomena of so-called * posses-
sion,”’— these are not academic or scientific facts alone:
they have a deep practical bearing, and sooner or later it
must be put to the proof.

HiNT TO INVESTIGATORS

To return to the more immediate and special aspect of
our work: one of the things I want to impress upon all
readers, especially upon those who are gifted with a faculty
for receiving impressions which are worth recording, is that
too much care cannot be expended in getting the record ex-
act. Exact in every particular, especially as regards the
matter of time. In recording a vision or an audition or
some other impression -corresponding to some event else-
where, there is a dangerous tendency to try to coax the
facts to fit some half-fledged preconceived theory and to
make the coincidence in point of time exact.

Such distortions of truth are misleading and useless. What
we want to know is exactly how the things occurred, not how
the impressionist would have liked to have them occur, or how
he thinks they ought to have occurred. If people attach im-
portan-c to their own predilections concerning events in the
Univei s¢, they can be set forth in a footnote for the guid-
ance of anyone who hereafter may think of starting a Uni-
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verse on his own account: but such speculations are of no
interest to us who wish to study and understand the Universe
as it is. If the event preceded the impression, by all means
let us know it,— and perhaps some one may be able to de-
tect a meaning in the time-interval, when a great number
of similar instances are compared, hereafter. If the impres-
sion preceded the event, by all means let us know that too,
and never let the observation be suppressed from a ridicu-
lous idea that such anticipation is impossible. Nor let us
exclude well-attested physical phenomena from historical
record, on any similar prejudice of impossibility. We want
to learn what is possible, not to have minds made up be-
forehand and distort or blink the facts to suit our preconcep-
tions.

If the correspondence in time is exact, then let future
students be able to ascertain that also from the record; but
the recorder need not make any remark about “ allowing
for difference of longitude ” or anything of that kind, unless
indeed he is an astronomer or some one who thoroughly
understands all about ‘‘ time.” Arithmetic of that sort can
be left to those who subsequently disentangle and criticise
the results. The observer may of course indicate his ideas
on the subject if he chooses, but his record should be accu-
rate and cold-blooded and precise. Sentences indicating
contemporary emotion, in so far as that is part of the facts
to be recorded, are entirely in place; but ejaculations of sub-
sequent emotion, speculation as to the cause, or moralisation
as to the meaning, are out of place. It may be said that
these do no harm, and can easily be ignored by a future
student; and that is so in one sense, but their atmosphere
is rather apt to spoil the record, to put the recorder into
an unscientific frame of mind. And, even when they have
biassed him no whit, they suggest to a subsequent reader
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that they may have biassed him, and so discount unfairly
the value of his testimony.

With respect to the important subject of possible pre-
diction, on which our ideas as to the ultimate nature of time
will so largely depend, every precaution should be taken to
put far from us the temptation or the possibility of improv-
ing the original record after the fact to which it refers has
occurred, if it ever does occur; and to remember that though
we have done nothing of the sort, and are in all respects
honest, and known to be honest and truthful, yet the con-
trary may be surmised by posterity or by strangers or
foreigners who did not know us; and even our friends may
fancy that we did more than we were aware of, in some
quite hypothetical access of somnambulic or automatic trance.
Automatic writers for instance must be assumed open to
this suspicion, unless they take proper precautions and de-
posit copies of their writings in some inaccessible and re-
sponsible custody; because the essence of their phenomenon
is that the hand writes what they themselves are not aware
of, and so it is an easy step for captious critics to maintain
that it may also have been supplemented or amended in some
way of which they were likewise not aware.

The establishment of cases of real prediction, not mere
inference, is so vital and crucial a test of something not yet
recognised by science that it is worth every effort to make
its evidence secure.

Another thing on which I should value experiments is the
detection of slight traces of telepathic power in quite normal
persons,— in the average man for instance, or, rather more
likely perhaps, in the average child. The power of receiv-
ing telepathic impressions may be a rare faculty existing only
in a few individuals, and in them fully developed; but it is
equally possible, and, if one may say so, more likely, that
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what we see in them is but an intensification of a power
which exists in every one as a germ or nucleus. If such
should be the fact, it behooves us to know it; and its recogni-
tion would do more to spread a general belief in the fact
of telepathy — a belief by no means as yet universally or
even widely spread — than almost anything else.

One method that has been suggested for detecting faint
traces of the power, is to offer to a percipient the choice of
one out of two things, and to see whether in multitudes of
events the predetermination of a bystander as to which shall
be chosen, exerts any influence whatever  on the result.
Many devices can be made for carrying this out, but ex-
periments of greater interest and novelty will be made if
the devices are left to individual ingenuity and experience.
Leisure, and patience, and system, and industry, are the
requisites: and if I do not myself practise what I preach, in
this and other particulars, it is because, whatever I may lack
of the others, I am at present conspicuously lacking in the
first of these essentials.

BEARING ON ALLIED SUBJECTS

There are many topics on which I might speak: one is
the recent advance in our knowledge of the nature of the
atom, and the discovery of facts concerning the ether and
matter which I think must have some bearing,— some to
me at present quxte unknown bearmg,—— on the theory of
what are called ° physnc:ﬂ phenomena ; but it is hardly
necessary to call the attention of educated persons to the
intense interest of this most recent purely scientific subject.

On another topic I might say a few words, viz., on the
ambiguity clinging round the phrase ““ action at a distance,”
in connection with telepathy. Physicists deny action at a
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distance, at least most of them do,— I do for one;— at the
same time I admit telepathy. Therefore it is supposed I
necessarily assume that telepathy must be.conducted by an
etherial process analogous to the transmission of waves.
That is however a non-sequitur. 'The phrase “ action at a
distance ’ js a technical one. Its denial signifies that no
physical force is exerted save through a medium. There
must either be a projectile from A to B, or a continuous
medium of some kind extending from A to B, if A exerts
force upon B, or otherwise influences it by a physical process.

But what about a psychical process? There is no such
word in physics; the term is in that connection meaningless.
A physicist can make no assertion on it one way or the other.
If A mesmerises B, or if A makes an apparition of himself
appear to B, or if A conveys a telepathic impression to B;
is a medium necessary then? As a physicist I do not know:
these are not processes I understand. They may not be
physical processes at all.

Take it further:— A thinks of B, or A prays to B, or
A worships B.— Is a medium necessary for these things?
Absolute ignorance! The question is probably meaning-
less and absurd. Spiritual and psychical events do not enter
into the scheme of Physics; and when a physicist denies
‘““action at a distance "’ he is speaking of things he is com-
petent to deal with,— of light and sound and electricity and
magnetism and cohesion and gravitation,— he is not, or
should not be, denying anything psychical or spiritual at all.
All the physical things, he asserts, necessitate a medium;
but beyond that he is silent. If telepathy is an etherial
process, as soon as it is proved to be an etherial process, it
will come into the realm of physics; till then it stays out-
side.

There are rash speculators who presume to say that
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spiritual and psychical and physical are all one. In the
higher reaches of Philosophy this may have some meaning
— there may be some advantage in thus treating questions
of ultimate Ontology,— boundaries and classification must
be recognised as human artifices; but for practical purposes
distinctions are necessary, and if people unqualified in Meta-
physics make these assertions I venture to say that the in-
stinct for simplification has run away with them, that they
are trespassing out of bounds and preaching what they do
not know, eking out a precarious ignorance with cheap dog-
matism.

There is one important topic on which I have not yet
spoken,— I mean the bearing of our inquiry on religion. It
is a large subject and one too nearly trenching on the region
of emotion to be altogether suitable for consideration by a
scientific Society. Yet every science has its practical appli-
cations,— though they are not part of the science, they are
its legitimate outcome,— and the value of the science to
humanity must be measured in the last resort by the use
which humanity can make of it. To the enthusiast, knowl-
edge for its own sake, without ulterior ends, may be enough,
—and if there were none of this spirit in the world we
should be poorer than we are;— but for the bulk of man-
kind this is too high, too arid a creed, and people in general
must see just enough practical outcome to have faith that
there may be yet more.

That our researches will ultimately have some bearing,
some meaning, for the science of theology, I do not doubt.
What that bearing may be I can only partly tell. I have
indicated in Man and the Universe,* Chapter I1. called “ The
Reconciliation,” part of what I feel on the subject, and I
have gone as far in that article as I feel entitled to go. We

1 A comprehensive book called in America “Science & Immortality”
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seek to unravel the nature and hidden powers of man; and a
fuller understanding of the attributes of humanity cannot
but have some influence on our theory of Divinity itself.

If any scientific Society is worthy of encouragement and
support it should surely be this. If there is any object
worthy of patient and continued attention, it is surely these
great and pressing problems of whence, what and whither,
that have occupied the attention of Prophet and Philosopher
since human history began. The discovery of a new star,
of a marking on Mars, of a new element, or of a new ex-
tinct animal or plant, is interesting: surely the discovery of
a new human faculty is interesting too. Already the dis-
covery of ‘telepathy” constitutes the first-fruits of this
Society’s work, and it has laid the way open to the dis-
covery of much more. Our aim is nothing less than the
investigation and better comprehension of human faculty,
human personality, and human destiny.



SECTION II

EXPERIMENTAL TELEPATHY OR
THOUGHT-TRANSFERENCE






CHAPTER III

SOME EARLY EXPERIMENTS IN THOUGHT-
TRANSFERENCE

the observations of Prof. Barrett and others in the

experimental transference of ideas or images from one
person to another I must refer students to the first volume
of the Proceedings of the Society, where a number of fac-
simile reproductions of transferred diagrams and pictures,
which are of special interest, will also be found. Prof.
Barrett had experiments in conjunction with Mr. William -
de Morgan so long ago as 1870-73, and he endeavoured to
make a communication on the subject to the British Associa-
tion in 1876; but the subject was unwelcome or the attempt
premature, and he naturally encountered rebuff. There was
some correspondence on the subject in Nature in 1881,
and an article in The Nineteenth Century for June, 1882.
All I shall do here is to describe some later observations and
experiments of my own.

Suffice it to say that the leading members of the London
Society for Psychical Research — actuated in the first instant
largely by Prof. Barrett’s report — investigated the mat-
ter, and gradually by pertinacious experiment became con-
vinced of the reality of thought transference,— taking due
precaution, as their experience enlarged, against the extra-
ordinary ingenuity and subtle possibility of code signalling,
and discriminating carefully between the genuine phenome-
non and the thought-reading or rather muscle-reading ex-

39

I AM not attempting a history of the subject; and for
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hibitions, with actual or partial contact, which at one time
were much in vogue.

Before coming to our conclusion as to Thought-trans-
ference, says Prof. Sidgwick, we considered carefully the
arguments brought forward for regarding cases of so-called
“Thought-reading” as due to involuntary indications
apprehended through the ordinary senses; and we came
to the conclusion that the ordinary experiments, where con-
tact was allowed, could be explained by the hypothesis of
unconscious sens1b1hty to involuntary muscular pressure.
Hence we have always attached special importance to ex-
periments in which contact was excluded; with regard to
which this particular hypothesis is clearly out of court.

My own first actual experience of Thought-transference,
or experimental Telepathy, was obtained in the years
1883 and 1884 at Liverpool, when I was invited by Mr.
Malcolm Guthrie of that city to join in an investigation
which he was conducting with the aid of one or two persons
who had turned out to be sensitive, from among the em-
ployées of the large drapery firm of George Henry Lee &

Co.

A large number of these experiments had been conducted,
before I was asked to join, throughout the Spring and
Autumn of 1883, but it is better for me to adhere strictly
to my own experience and to relate only those experiments
over which I had control. Accordingly I reproduce here
a considerable part of my short paper on the subject, origi-
nally published in the Proceedings of the Society for Psychi-
cal Research.

Most of these experiments were confirmations of the kind
of thing that had been observed by other experimenters.
But one experiment which I tried was definitely novel, and,
as it seems to me, important; since it clearly showed that
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when two agents are acting, each contributes to the effect,
and that the result is due, not to one alone, but to both com-
bined. The experiment is thus described’by me in the
columns of “ Nature,” vol. XxX. page 14§:—

AN EXPERIMENT IN THOUGHT-TRANSFERENCE

Those of your readers who are interested in the subject
of thought-transference, now being investigated, may be
glad to hear of a little experiment which I recently tried
here. The series of experiments was originated and carried
on in this city by Mr. Malcolm Guthrie, and he has pre-
vailed on me, on Dr. Herdman, and on one or two other
more or less scientific witnesses, to be present on several
occasions, critically to examine the conditions, and to impose
any fresh ones that we thought desirable. I need not enter
into particulars, but I will just say that the conditions under
which apparent transference of thought occurs from one or
more persons, steadfastly thinking, to another in the same
room blindfold and wholly disconnected from the others,
seem to me absolutely satisfactory, and such as to preclude
the possibility of conscious collusion on the one hand or un-
conscious muscular indication on the other.

One evening last week — after two thinkers, or agents,
had been several times successful in instilling the idea of
some object or drawing, at which they were looking, into
the mind of the blindfold person, or percipient — I brought
into the room a double opaque sheet of thick paper with a
. square drawn on one side and a St. Andrew’s cross or X
on the other, and silently arranged it between the two
agents so that each looked on one side without any notion
of what was on the other. The percipient was not in-
formed in any way that a novel modification was being
made; and, as usual, there was no contact of any sort or
kind,— a clear space of several feet existing between each
of the three people. I thought that by this variation I
should decide whether one of the the agents was more active
than the other; or, supposing them about equal, whether two
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ideas, in two separate minds could be fused into one by the
percipient.

In a very short time the percipient made the following
remarks, every one else being silent: * The thing won’t
keep still.” ‘I seem to see things moving about.” “First
I see a thing up there, and then-one down there.” *“I
can’t see either distinctly.” The object was then hidden,
and the percipient was told to take off the bandage and to
draw the impression in her mind on a sheet of paper. She
drew a square, and then said, * There was the other thing
as well,” and drew a cross inside the square from corner
to corner, saying afterwards, * I don’t know what made me
put it inside.”

The experiment is no more conclusive as evidence than
fifty others that I have seen at Mr. Guthrie’s, but it seems
to me somewhat interesting that two minds should produce
a disconnected sort of impression on the mind of the
percipient, quite different from the single impression which
we had usually obtained when two agents were both look-
ing at the same thing. Once, for instance [to take a nearly
corresponding case under those conditions], when the object
was a rude drawing of the main lines in 2 Union Jack, the
figure was reproduced by the percipient as a whole without
misgiving; except, indeed, that she expressed a, doubt as to
whether its middle horizontal line were present or not, and
ultimately omitted it.

University CoLLEGE, LIVERPOOL,

5 June 1884.

It is preferable thus to quote the original record and con-
temporary mode of publication of an experiment, so as to
avoid the risk either of minimising or over-emphasising the
cogency of the circumstances. But I wish to say strongly
that the experiment was quite satisfactory, and that no rea-
sonable doubt of its vahdlty has been felt by me from that
time to this.
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REPORT ON THE MAIN SERIES

I now proceed to give my report on the whole series of
experiments :—

In reporting on the experiments conducted by me, at the
invitation and with the appliances of Mr. Guthrie, I wish
to say that I had every opportunity of examining and vary-
ing the minute conditions of the phenomena, so as to satisfy
myself of their genuine and objective character, in the same
way as one is accustomed to satisfy oneself as to the truth
and genuineness of any ordinary physical fact. If I had
merely witnessed facts as a passive spectator I should not
publicly report upon them. So long as one is bound to ac-
cept imposed conditions and merely witness what goes on,
I have no confidence in my own penetration, and am perfectly
sure that a conjurer could impose on me, possivly even to
the extent of making me think that he was not imposing on
me; but when one has control of the circumstances, can
change them at will and arrange one’s own experiments, one
gradually acquires a belief in the phenomena observed quite
comparable to that induced by the repetition of ordinary
physical experiments.

I have no striking or new phenomenon to report, but only
a few more experiments in the simplest and most elementary
form of what is called Thought-transference; though cer-
tainly - what 1 have to describe falls under the head of
“ Thought-transference ’ proper, and is not explicable by
the merely mechanical transfer of impressions, which is more
properly described as muscle-reading.

In using the term ‘ Thought-transference,” I would ask
to be understood as doing so for convenience, because the
observed facts can conveniently be grouped under such a
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title; but I would not be understood as implying any theory
on the subject. It is a most dangerous thing to attempt
to convey a theory by a phrase; and to set forth a theory
would require many words. = As it is, the phrase describes
correctly enough what appears to take place, viz., that one
person may, under favourable conditions, receive a faint im-
pression of a thing which is strongly present in the mind, or
thought, or sight, or sensorium of another person not in con-
tact, and may be able to describe or draw it, more or less
correctly. But how the transfer takes place, or whether
there is any transfer at all, or what is the physical reality
underlying the terms “ mind,” ‘‘ consciousness,” ‘‘impres-
sion,” and the like; and whether this thing we call mind
is located in the person, or in the space round him, or in
both, or neither; whether indeed the term location, as ap-
plied to mind, is utter nonsense and simply meaningless,—
concerning all these things I obtrude no hypothesis whatso-
ever. I may, however, be permitted to suggest a rough and
crude analogy. That the brain is the organ of conscious-
ness is patent, but that consciousness is located in the brain
is what no psychologist ought to assert; for just as the
energy of an electric charge, though apparently in the con-
ductor, is not in the conductor, but in the space all round it;
so it may be that the sensory consciousness of a person,
though apparently located in his brain, may be conceived of
as also existing like a faint echo in space, or in other brains,
although these are ordinarily too busy.and preoccupied to
notice it.

The experiments which I have witnessed proceed in the
following way. One person is told to keep in a perfectly
passive condition, with a mind as vacant as possible; and
to assist this condition the organs of sense are unexcited, the
eyes being bandaged and silence maintained. It might be



SOME EXPERIMENTS . 45

as well to shut out even the ordinary street hum by plugging
the ears, but as a matter of fact this was not done.

A person thus kept passive is * the percipient.”” In the
experiments I witnessed the percipient was a girl, one or
other of two who had been accidently found to possess the
necessary power. Whether it is a common power or not I
do not know. So far as I am aware comparatively few per-
sons have tried. I myself tried, but failed abjectly. It was
easy enough to picture things to oneself, but they did not
appear to be impressed on me from without, nor did any
of them bear the least resemblance to the object in the agent’s
mind. (For instance, I said a pair of scissors instead of the
five of diamonds,— and things like that.) Nevertheless, the
person acting as percipient is in a perfectly ordinary condi-
tion, and can in no sense be said to be in a hypnotic state,
unless this term be extended to include the emptiness of mind
produced by blindfolding and silence. To all appearance
a person in a brown study is far more hypnotised than the
percipients I saw, who usually unbandaged their own eyes
and chatted between successive experiments.

Another person sitting near the percipient, sometimes at
first holding her hands but usually and ordinarily without
any contact at all but with a distinct intervening distance,
was told to think hard of a particular object, either a name,
or a scene, or a thing, or of an object or drawing set up in
a good light and in a convenient position for staring at.
This person is ‘ the agent ”” and has, on the whole, the hard-
est time of it. It is a most tiring and tiresome thing to stare
at a letter, or a triangle, or a donkey, or a teaspoon, and to
think of nothing else for the space of two or three minutes.
Whether the term ‘ thinking ™ can properly be applied to
such barbarous concentration of mind as this I am not sure;
its difficulty is of the nature of tediousness.
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Very frequently more than one agent is employed, and
when two or three people are in the room they are all told
to think of the object more or less strenuously; the idea being
that wandering thoughts in the neighbourhood certainly can-
not help, and may possibly hinder, the clear transfer of im-
pression. As regards the question whether when several
agents are thinking, only one is doing the work, or whether
all really produce some effect, a special experiment has led
me to conclude that more than one agent can be active at the
same time. We have some right therefore to conclude that
several agents are probably more powerful than one, but that
a confusedness of impression may sometimes be produced by
different agents attending to different parts or aspects of the
object.

Most people seem able to act as agents, though some ap-
pear to do better than others. I can hardly say whether I
am much good at it or not. I have not often tried alone,
and in the majority of cases when I have tried I have failed;
- on the other hand, I have once or twice succeeded. We
have many times succeeded with agents quite disconnected
from the percipient in ordinary life, and sometimes complete
strangers to them. Mr. Birchall, the headmaster of the
Birkdale Industrial School, frequently acted; and the house
physician at the Eye and Ear Hospital, Dr. Shears, had a
successful experiment, acting alone, on his first and only visit.
All suspicion of a pre-arranged code is thus rendered impos-
sible even to outsiders who are unable to witness the obvious
fairness of all the experiments.

The object looked at by the agent is placed usually on a
small black opaque wooden screen between the percipient
and agent, but sometimes it is put on a larger screen behind
the percipient. The objects were kept in an adjoining room
and were selected and brought in by me, with all due pre-
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caution, after the percipient was blindfolded. I should say,
however, that no reliance was placed on, or care taken in,
the bandaging. It was merely done because the percipient
preferred it to merely shutting the eyes. After remarkable
experiments on blindfolding by members of the Society (see
Journal, S. P. R., vol. i., p. 84), I certainly would not rely
on any ordinary bandaging; the opacity of the wooden screen
on which the object was placed was the thing really depended
on, and it was noticed that no mirrors or indistinct reflectors
were present. The only surface at all suspicious was the
polished top of the small table on which the opaque screen
usually stood. But as the screen sloped backwards at a
slight angle, it was impossible for the object on it to be thus
mirrored. Moreover, sometimes I covered the table with
paper, and often it was not used at all, but the object was
placed on a screen or a settee behind the percipient; and one
striking success was obtained with the object placed on a
large drawing board, loosely swathed in a black silk college
gown, with the percipient immediately behind the said draw-
ing board and almost hidden by it.

As regards collusion and trickery, no one who has wit-
nessed the absolutely genuine and artless manner in which
the impressions are described, but has been perfectly con-
vinced of the transparent honesty of purpose of all con-
cerned. This, however, is not evidence to persons who have
not been present, and to them I can only say that to the best
of my scientific belief no collusion or trickery was possible
under the varied circumstances of the experiments.

A very interesting question presents itself as to what is
really transmitted, whether it is the idea or name of the
object or whether it is the visual impression. To examine
this I frequently drew things without any name — perfectly
irregular drawings. I am bound to say that these irregular
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and unnamable productions have always been rather diffi-
cult, though they have at times been imitated fairly well;
but it is not at all strange that a faint impression of an un-
known object should be harder to grasp and reproduce than a
faint impression of a familiar one, such as a letter, a common
name, a teapot, or a pair of scissors. Moreover, in some
very interesting cases the idea or name of the object was cer-
tainly the thing transferred, and not the visual impression at
all; this specially happened with one of the two percipients;
and, therefore, probably in every case the fact of the object
having a name would assist any faint i 1mpress1on of its ap-
pearance which mlght be received.

As to aspect, i.e., inversion or perversion,— so far as my
experience goes it seems perfectly accidental whether the ob-
ject will be drawn by the percipient in its actual position or
in the inverted or perverted position. This is very curious
if true, and would certainly not have been expected by me.
Horizontal objects are never described as vertical, nor wvice
versa; and slanting objects are usually drawn with the right
amount of slant.

The two percipients are Miss R. and Miss E. Miss R.
is the more prosaic, staid, and self-contained personage, and
she it is who gets the best quasi-visnal impression, but she is
a bad drawer, and does not reproduce it very well. Miss
E. is, I should judge, of a more sensitive temperament, sel-
dom being able to preserve a strict silence for instance, and
she it is who more frequently jumps to the idea or name
of the object without being able so frequently to *‘ see " it.

I was anxious to try both percipients at once, so as to com-
pare their impressions, but I have not met with much suc-
cess under these conditions, and usually therefore have had
to try one at a time — the other being frequently absent or
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in another room, though also frequently present and acting
as part or sole agent.

I once tried a double agent — that is, not two agents
thinking of the same thing, but two agents each thinking
of a different thing. A mixed and curiously double impres-
sion was thus produced and described by the percipient, and
both the objects were correctly drawn. This experiment has
been separately described, as it is important. See pages 41
and §I.

[IN.B.— The actual drawings made in all the experiments,

failures and successes alike, are preserved intact by
Mr. Guthrie.]

DESCRIPTION OF SOME OF THE EXPERIMENTS

In order to describe the experiments briefly I will put in
parentheses everything said by me or by the agent, and in in-
verted commas all the remarks of the percipient. The first
seven experiments are all that were made on one evening with
the particular percipient, and they were rapidly performed.

A—EXPERIMENTS WITH MISS R. AS PERCIPIENT

First Agent, Mr. Birchall, holding hands. No one else present

except myself

Object—a blue square of silk.—(Now, it’s going to be a colour;
ready.) “Is.it green?” (No.) “It's something between green
and blue. . . . Peacock.” (What shape?) She drew a rhom-
bus.

[N. B.—It is not intended to imply that this was a success by any
means, and it is to be understood that it was only to make a start on
the first experiment that so much help was given as is involved in
saying ““it’s a colour.” When they are simply told “it’s an object,”
or, what is much the same, when nothing is said at all, the field for
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guessing is practically infinite. 'When no remark at starting is re-
corded none was made, except such an one as “ Now we are ready,”
— by myself.]

Next object—a key on a black ground—(It's an object.) In a
few seconds she said, “It’s bright. . . . It looks like a key.”
Told to draw, she drew it just inverted.

Next object — three gold studs in morocco case.—~"‘1Is it yellow"’
« « .« OSomething gold. . . . Something round. . . . A
locket or a watch perhaps.” (Do you see more than one round?)
“Yes, there seem to be more than one. . . . Are there three
rounds? . . . Threerings.” (What do they seem to be set in?)
‘ Something bright like beads.” [Evidently not understanding or at-
tending to the question.] Told to unblindfold herself and draw, she
drew the three rounds in a row quite correctly, and then sketched
round them absently the outline of the case; which seemed, therefore,
to have been apparent to her though she had not consciously attended
to it. It was an interesting and striking experiment. .

Next object — a pair of scissors standing partly open with their
points down.—* Is it a bright object? . . . Something long ways
[indicating verticality]. . . . A pair of scissors standing up.:
. « . A little bit open.” Time, about a minute altogether. She
then drew her impression, and it was correct in every particular. The
object in this experiment was on a settee behind her, but its position
had to be pointed out to her when, after the experiment, she wanted
to see it.

Next object — a drawing of a right-angled triangle on its side.—
(It’s a drawing.) She drew an isosceles triangle on its side.

Next — a circle with a chord across it.— She drew two detached
ovals, one with a cutting line across it.

Next — a drawing of a Union Jack pattern— As usual in drawing

P

ORIGINAL. REPRODUCTION.

experiments, Miss R. remained silent for perhaps a minute; then she
said, “ Now I am ready.” I hid the object; she took off the hand-
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kerchief, and proceeded to draw on paper placed ready in front of her.
She this time drew all the lines of the figure except the horizontal
middle one. She was obviously much tempted to draw this, and,
indeed, began it two or three times faintly, but ultimately said, * No,
I’m not sure,” and stopped.

[END OF SITTING]

Experiments with Miss R.— continued

I will now describe an experiment- indicating that one agent may
be better than another.

Object — the Three of Hearts— Miss E. and Mr. Birchall both
present as agents, but Mr. Birchall holding percipient’s hands at first.
“Is it a black cross . . . a white ground with a black cross on
it?” Mr. Birchall now let Miss E. hold hands instead of himself,
and Miss R. very soon said, “Is it a card?” (Right.) “ Are there
three spots on it? . . . Don’t know what they are. . . . I
don’t think I can get the colour. . . . They are one above the
other, but they seem three round spots. . . . I think they’re red,
but am not clear.”

Next object —a playing card with a blue anchor painted on it
slantwise, instead of pips. No contact at all this time, but another
lady, Miss R d, who had entered the room, assisted Mr. B. and
Misis E. as agents. “Is it an anchor? . . . a little on the
slant.” (Do you see any colour?) “Colour is black . . . It’s
a nicely drawn anchor.”” When asked to draw she sketched part of
it, but had evidently half forgotten it, and not knowing the use of
the cross arm, she could only indicate that there was something more
there, but she couldn’t remember what. Her drawing had the right
slant,

Another object — two pair of coarse lines crossing; drawn in red
chalk, and set up at some distance from agents. No contact. “I only
see lines crossing.”” She saw no colour. She afterwards drew them
quite correctly, but very small. [It was noticeable that the unusual
distance at which the drawing was placed from the agent on this
occasion seemed to be interpreted by the percipient as smallness of
size.] )
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Double object— It was now that I arranged the double object
between Miss R——d and Miss E., who happened to be sitting nearly
facing one another. [See Nature, June 12th, 1884, for the published
report of this particular incident which has been reproduced above.]
The drawing was a square on one side of the paper, a cross on the
other., Miss R——d looked at the side with the square on it. Miss

N
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E. looked at the side with the cross. Neither knew what the other
was looking at — nor did the percipient know that anything unusual
was being tried. -Mr. Birchall was silently asked to take off his
attention, and he got up and looked out of window before the draw-
ings were brought in, and during the experiment. There was no
contact. Very soon Miss R. said, “I see things moving about
« « .« I seem to see two things . . . I see first one up there
and then one down there . . . I don’t know which to draw.
. « . I can’t see either distinctly.” (Well anyhow, draw what
you have seen.) She took off the bandage and drew first a square,
and then said, “ Then there was the other thing as well . . .
afterwards they seemed to go into one,” and she drew a cross inside
the square from corner to corner, adding afterwards, “ I don’t know
what made me put it inside.”

The next is a case of a perfect stranger acting as agent by himself
at the first trial. Dr. Shears, house physician at the Eye and Ear
Infirtnary, came down to see the phenomena, and Miss R. having
arrived before the others, Mr. Guthrie proposed his trying as agent
alone. Dr. Shears, therefore, held Miss R.’s hand while I set up in
front of him a card: nothing whatever being said as to the nature of
the object. ;

Object — the five of clubs, at first on white ground. ““Is it some-
thing bright?” (No answer, but I changed the object to a black
ground where it was more conspicuous.) “ A lot of black with a
white square on it” (Go on.) “Is it a card?” (Yes:) [The
affirmative answer did not necessarily signify that it was a playing
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card, because cards looking like playing cards had been used several
times previously, on which objects had been depicted instead of pips.]
“ Are there five spots on it?” (Yes.) “Black ones.” (Right.)
“T can’t see the suit, but I think it’s spades.”

Another object at same sitting, but with several agents, no contact,
was a drawing of this form —

XX %
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“T can see something, but I am sure I can’t draw it. . . . Its
something with points all roundit. . . . It'sastar, . . . or
like a triangle within a triangle.” Asked to draw it, she expressed
reluctance, said it was too difficult, and drew part of a star figure,
evidently a crude reproduction of the originial, but incomplete. She
then began afresh by drawing a triangle, but was unable to proceed.

I then showed her the object for a few seconds. She exclaimed,
“Oh yes, that’s what I saw. . . . I understand it now.” I
said, “ Well now draw it.” She made a more complete attempt, but
it was no more really like the original than the first had been. Here
it is:

M«

N
SKETCH MADE AFTER SEEING THE ORIGINAL.

Experiments at a sitting in the room of Dr. Herdman, Professor of
Zoology at University College.

Object — a drawing of the outline of a flag.— Miss R. as percip-
ient in contact with Miss E. as agent. Very quickly Miss R. said,

o
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“It’s a little flag,” and when asked to draw, she drew it fairly well,
but ““perverted ” as depicted in the figure. I showed her the flag "
(as usual after a success), and then took it away to the drawing
place to fetch something else. I made another drawing, but instead
of bringing it I brought the flag back-again, and set it up in the
same place as before, but upside down. There was no contact this
time. Miss R——d and Miss E. were acting as agents.

Object — same flag inverted— After some time, Miss R. said,
“No, I can’t see anything this time. I still see that flag. . . .
The flag keeps bothering me. . . . I shan’t do it this time.”
Presently I said, “ Well, draw what you saw anyway.” She said,
“T only saw the same flag, but perhaps it had a cross on it.”” So she
drew a flag in the same position as before, but added a cross to it.
Questioned as to aspect she said, ““ Yes, it was just the same as be-
fore.”

Object — an oval gold locket hanging by a bit of string with a lit-
tle price label attached.— Placed like the former object on a large
drawing board, swathed in a college gown. The percipient, Miss
R., close behind the said board and almost hidden by it. Agents,
Miss R. d and Miss E. sitting in front; no contact; nothing said.
“1 see something gold, . . . something hanging, . . . like
a gold locket.” (What shape?) “It’s oval,” indicating with her
fingers correctly. (Very good so far, tell us something more) —
[meaning ticket at top]. But no more was said. When shown the
object she said, “ Oh yes, it was just like that,” but she had seen
nothing of the little paper ticket.

Next object — a watch and chain pinned up to the board as on a
waistcoat.— This experiment was a failure, and is only interesting
because the watch-ticking sounded abnormally loud, sufficient to give
any amount of hint to a person on the look out for such sense
indications. But it is very evident to those witnessing the experi-
ments that the percipient is in a quite different attitude »>f mind to
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that of a clever guesser, and ordinary sense indications seem wholly
neglected. I scarcely expected, however, that the watch-ticking could
pass unnoticed, though indeed we shuffled our feet to drown it some-
what, but so it was; and all we got was ‘‘ something bright

either steel or silver. - . . . Is it anything like a pair of scissors? ”
(Not a bit.) ;

I have now done with the selection of experiments in which Miss
R. acted as percipient; and I will describe some of those made with
Miss E. At the time these seemed perhaps less satisfactory and
complete, but there are several points of considerable interest notice-
able in connection with them.

B—EXPERIMENTS WITH MISS E. AS PERCIPIENT

Object — an oblong piece of red (cerise) silk. Agent, Mr. B, in
contact.— “ Red.” (What sort of red?) “A dark red.” (What
shape?) “ One patch.” (Well, what shade is it?) “ Not a pale
red.”

Next object — a yellow oblong. Agent as before— “ A dusky
gold colour. . . . A square of some yellow shade.”

Object — the printed letter r. Told it was a letter; agent as be-
fore— “ I can see R.” (What sort of R?) “ An ordinary capi-
tal R.”

This illustrates feebly what often, though not always, happens with
Mis