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and active head of the American
’ Society for Psychical Research,

.+«: .. has just completed the fourth vol-
ume of the ** Proceedings ** of the society.
.. It -will make a rather large book of some
387. pages. It Is made up chiefly of a
record and discussion of mediumistic ex-
periments, and these consist for the most
part of the trance phenomena exhibited
by Mrs. Piper. :

-

There are recordzd 2lso some experi-

_Mments with Mrs. Chenoweth, as well as

.a few. experiments with two other women
not known to the public as mediums.

Besides these there is a profound and
ultra-psychological analysis and discus-
sion of th> spiritistic hypothesis.

The writer concludes with a few sharp
words to critics and skeptics. He says
that he does not expect to convert, and is

- not making any ecffort to convince those
who will not take the trouble to examine
patiently and intelligently the facts which
he has coliected. '

This is his second report on the Plper
case. TaKe it all in all, Dr. Hyslop as-
sumes & more declded position in favor
of the spiritistic hypothesis in this vol-
ume than in any of his previous works..

At the outset the writer announces that
sinéeé his former report was published he
has discovered that two or three inci-
dents which he had had to reject as
false or wunverifiable have since- then
qund a probable interpretation.

One of these is an incident which he had
referred to before as the incident of ** the
broken wheel.”” His father communicat-
Ing from the spirit land by means of a
mediom, he says, had mentioned that he
(his father) and his (Dr. Hyslop's) aunt,

+Ellza, had been in an accident in which

‘the wheel of a wagon was broken.

When Dr. Hyslop asked his aunt about
- this accident she denied that it had taken

. place. Therefore, he discarded the com-
munication as of no value.

Now he declares the incident turns out
to be one which occurred the day after
his father's death, and involved Dr. Hy-
slop and his uncle. This uncle has since
died, and, Dr. Hyslop declares, the latter,

_in communicating from the spirit world,.

‘"has used the incident to prove his iden-
tity to his wife, Dr. Hyslop's aunt.

The Incident will be related in detail
1ater, to illustrate the sort of communi-
cation the investigator gets from the
medium. Dr. Hyslop regards it as a most
remarkable incident and commends “it to
the careful study of the critical reader.

The writer refers to the several theo-
rles advanced by the world in general
t0o account for these “comrmmunications.
They are: Fraud, suggestion, secondary
personality, telepathy combined with sec-
ondary personality, and spirits.

+  In.-this report he excludes both fraud
and suggestion for reasons which The
dwells upon at length. He Introduces
seven hvpotheses as a basis for the
phenomena observed in tne Piper case,
but as he discards the first {ive the
reader may as well do likewise and con-
sider only the sixth and seventh so as to
arrive at a better understanding of Dr.
Hyxyslop's attitude toward the phenomena.
Here they are:

“ (6) We may suppose the kKnowledge _to
have been supernormally acquired during
the trance, and to have been communi-
cated in a spiritistic form without any
consziousness of its real origin. I do
not decide whether this supposed super-

. normal acquisition shall be called tel-
epathy or not, but it would involve a
process guite related to it and would also
involve the combination of secondary per-
sonality with it, if not in its gdata, cer-
tainly in the manner of delivering the in-
formation.

“ (D We may suppose the supernormal
acqulisition of the information from dis-
carnate spirits and the communication of
it to the recelver with or without con-
sciousness, in this case without it, and
. whether we assume an accompaniment
of secondary personality or not. We may
assume or disregard telepathy as a part
of the process.

‘““The Teal cholce for the sclentific
mind,”’ the writer continues, ‘ must be
between the sixth and seventh hvpotheses.
"Those,who do not acept the combinzation
of telepathy and secondary personality
extending the term ‘ telephy’ to meet the
exigencies of the problem, have no ra-
tional alternative to the spiritistic unlesas

. ‘they resort to the first, (hypothesis,) that
of conscious fraud and then accept the
responsibility of applying it In detail to
both the evidential and non-evidential
phenomena. ‘ ‘

“To me the real alternatives are pre-
cisely fraud and spirits, with the con-
victlon that conscious fraud is quite as
fully excluded from the account as any of
the more preposterous suppositions, un-
less. the conspiracy and collusion of many
others be admitted into the case. I do
not see any better reasons for admitting
this than I 4o for asserting frauvdulent
collusion In all other scientific work.”

Inasmuch as Dr. Hyslop remarked at the
.outset that he disregarded fraud entirely
in this report, we find from the above
statement that he' is committed irrevoc-
ably to the spiritistic hypothesis. That
being the case, we will proceed to the in-

_cident of * the broken wheel,”” In order to
afford a fair example of what he con-
siders to be evidential phenomena.

t should be explained first, however,
that: the communication is made by means
of the so-called automatio writing, Mrs.
- Pipey' belng the medium. The matter
which is not contained in brackets ig that
of the automatic ~writlng. That is pa-
rentheses represents what was sald- or
asked by Dr. Hyslop. Here 13 the collo-

quy between Dr. Hyslop and what he be-

lieves to be the spirit of his uncle, Dr.
Hyslop beginning, diverting the communi-
cations by a question:

(I think the walks- were with Aunt
Eliza. You and I took something else
together, you remember, just after father
passed out.)

You are thinking of that ride. Guess
I do not forget it. I think I do not. My
"head is troublesome in thinking. I hope

- 10 be clearer soon,*

 (Very good. You can tell me what
~happened in that ride when you can
‘make’ it clear.)

I xwill gladly. Do you remember
Storm - we put together?-- y
. Bupposed interwention by another spirit
known to Dr. Hyslop as “‘ Rector’:
*“ Not. quite right, friend. Let him re-
peat. 'I'll see you again, my boy.”

-i. Here follows an explanation by Dr

“Hyslop:

s The next day after my father’s death

*we-had to take a ride.into the country on

anzMreent mission for a friend, -and- an

peelient ‘happened “which: s ‘indicated: in
-Feommunicatio
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neéss up with a bit of it. | We- tiéd up ' the

which; sufficed as string. '__Qh.- I am your

l‘
(All right] uncle. I agree,: unclgy)
I remember that ride: well,: and I}

remember dark * * * _gettirig late,: and

1! we dld not gét back ,until late,

[ . 1

Q-

[Secretary- of the]

the|
Piper Phenomenaj
o m’s;_?klnlfe. .

harpness with & -bit of rope. Remember |
1.1 the - shaft. was lowered. - We tied it ‘up|.
1 | With 2 bit of string, ¥es, 'a part of the|"
1:] harness. - We made @ hole, remember, and !
hitched it together: with--a_ part-of ity

~ (Yes, that. is right, uncle;)) > -~ - o
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The Late Dr. Richard Hodgson.

shows that my uncle in mentioning a
ride had in mind a different one, as the
clearing up of the confused. reference to
‘*Storm,’ read also ‘Stone’ at the time,
will shcw.

*On the next (at a sitting) he started
in evident confusion, but cleared up in

a little while. He first sald that he
‘came to rest Afamie,” my wife, follow-

ing her communications and those of
 my father. He then attempted his name,
[though it had been correctly given the
‘day before as Mrs. Piper came out of
the trance. He said: ‘* Do you remember
Car bes * * * T'ncle Car * * * leths,” and
Rector added: * Friend, T do not believe I
can speak this properly. He will glve
me no peace till I give his message.” My
uncle then went on to tell me that he
had given me some books when I was
in college erd that I had one time gone
in swimming and caught cold from {t. I
Ido not remember -either of these events.
The former is rot at all probable, and
the latter is very probable, but worthless.
I then pressed the question that I had
asked the day previous.”

(I do not recall it, but please tell me
something about that ride Just after fa-
ther passed out.)

Your father told you before,
it on his mind, Eliza.*

H

but had

sage. If wvou can tell it, please do so.)
Do you remember the stone we put
there, James? -~
I (Put where?)

At the grave.

(Yes, father. Yes, uncle. YWhose grave?)
Father's. * * * Your father’'s.

(Yes, I remember {t well.)

You mean this ride?

(No.)

Do you mean when we went to see
Nannie?

(No, not to see Nannie. But can you
tei] what happened to you and me?)

e

— - -

Q

! (If father told me I did not get the mes- ‘

I am thinking of the day we went and !
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put the stone at thelr graves, James, can-
not you remember getting in the water?

(Yeg, many times in my life, but not on
that occasion.)

I think we are thinking of two different
things. Do 3»ou remember what I said to
you about George the Sunday we went
* = * T et me think. You don't mean the
Sunday afternoon, do ou?

(Yes, uncie, thiat’s right.)

Why, ves, I remember well. Do you re-
member the little breakdown we had near
the creek?

(Breakdown 1= right.)

Hold op a minute, James. Breakdown I

Waitine for a ** Communica}ion."

Yes, about evening., Do I not remem-
ber? Remember the red horse, Yes, I‘
remember how he 8toocd * 2 * 5t = ¢ »
while we hitched up.

(Yes. Right. Do you remember what
it was that frightened the horse?) .
~ Shot or dog. 1 do not at the moment'
recall.

(Now, uncle, I shall prove that I re-
member one thing about {t. Do. Yyou re-
call the boy with * ¢ ?

A wheel?

(Goat wagon.)

[AMuch excitement.] Oh, ves, T do recall
It very well. I could only think of dog.

Ehe New Jork Eimes
Published: June 12, 1910
Copyright © The New York Times

Dr. Hyslop explains the whole incldent
as follows:

“I had put a stone at my father's
grave, and after it had been done my
uncle and I drove out to the cemetery to
see It This suffices to explain the
drive which he had in mind. while I had
another incident in view which prevented
my seeing at once what he was thinking
about. The incidents of the drive whizh
I had in mind are as follows:

**The next day, Sunday, after my
father's death we received a telegram
from a friend in Chicago saying that a
son was dangerously {ll and asking us to

—&

'} fact. We took & horse and buggy to de-

l
'

‘uncle at once said:

‘the sittings making up my first report

'"the wheel of onr wagon and who triea to

J either ride or not. It Is possible.

‘ter .the mishap resolved to say nothing
‘about it, ag we did not wish to alarm

Dr. James H. Hyslop.

find the brother and Inform him of the

liver the telegram. When near the rail-
way, not a creek, a negro boy with a
goat and wagon was In the road. As-.we
passed the horse shied and began to run.
He took the velicle on a slope and it was
upset, dragging it over both of us, Injur-
ing me rather badly and -bruising my
uncle considerably. The shaft was broken
and we had to tie it up very much 2s he
described here.

‘T do not remember the detalls exactly.
But the harness was badly broken and
injured, and we had to repair it as best
we could. The horse was a red bay horse.
We arrived home late In the evening. We
went to my uncle’s nephew to get another
horse. Apparently this is what s meant
by *‘ Nannie,’ possibly referring to his
wife’s name, though I doubt it. Her name
was ¢ Annie,” not * Nannle.” I rather in-
cline to think that the ‘ Nannie '’ referred
to some one else. My aunt Nannie was ;
at his own house at the time, and the
reference may be a confusion. The refer-
ence to thre horse «standing while wa
hitched it up is not exactly accurate. The
horse after the fright was so excited that !
we secured another that was very quiet,
but we had a great time getting the flery
horse to become calm. I do not remem-
ber whether we talked about George on

** But one of the most interesting feat-

ures of this long series of communica-!
tions i{s the misunderstanding at the out-‘
set which existed in his mind as to the
incident which I had In mind, and the
natural explanations of it which came to
clear up a previous confusion and appar-
ently false fncident. The reader will no-
tice that the communieator dal@ not =at
once perceive what I was trying to get,
but when he. all at once dlscovered that
we must be thinking of ‘ different things’
he came direct to the incildent which I
wanted. The failure to percelve what I
wanted at first was perfectly natural
from the poiﬁt of view which he evidently
had tn mind.

** The reader should notice carefully that
when I referred the second time to * the
ride just after father passed out,” my
‘Your father told
you before, but had it on his mind, Eliza.’
This {s a remarkable statement. It means
that my father had attempted to tell the
incident before, as an intermediary, and
got it confused with my Aunt Eliza, In

my father, referring to my Aunt Eliza
by name in another incident and confus-
ing his own identity, said: [

“*I have something better. Ask her if
she recalls the evening when twa broke

cover it up so it would not leak out, so
to speak.” On July 3, 1899, he reminded
me, through Dr. Hodgson, In my absence,
that I should be sure to look up the
'broken wheel.” On Feb. 5, 1800, in the
present report, my father says more dis-
tinctly: * What T now ask is that Eliza
should recall the drive home and * * #)
let me sce 28 moment * * ® I am sure
* & ¢ bhut it was one of the shafts: but|
the wagon broke, some part of {t, and we
tied it with a cord. I remember this very
well.?

** This 1s evidently the passage to which
my uncile refers, and it is apparently an
attempt of my father to tell for my uncle
an Incident which would prove his i{denti-
ty to my aunt, who was opposed to this
work, and he evidently supposed on my
question about the ride that the incident
had been made sufficiently clear, which
it had not. It 1s remarkable that he should
indicate so clear a consciousness of my
father's confusion of the incident with
Eliza, his wife. But for that the meaning
of the previous incident would never have
been known. It s no wondex that he
thought of another ride.

*In reference to my father's first al-
Iusion to the incident, an allusion con-
fused with the attempt to mention in-|
cidents in his early lite wvefore I was
born, it is interesting to dilscover a
meaning to the mention ¢f the effort to
conceal the accident. My uncle and I af-

any one with what was In fact a dan-
gerous accident. But we were s0 in-
jured that we could not conceal it and
had to finally tell all about it. I -did not
get over tho effects of it for six monthg,
any my uncle was perhaps as long re-
covering. We had to .la.u_gh at our own
efforts to. conceal the acclident,

¢ Ny uncle made no further attempt to
communicate In thils serles and no more
reference was made to him. 'The last
ir.cident, with its details, was sufficient to
redeem - all his previous communications
from discredit, and there seemed to be
reasons for permitting others to do most
of the work.” -
"Dr. Hyslop stated to a Tiv®s reporter
that: the spirit of the late "Dr. Richard
Hodgson -of Boston, the well-known In-
vestigator - of -alleged = spiritistic phe-
nomena, - had informed him that the

-

-and pamper respectable orthodoxy,  sclen-

-
S

trouble spirits had in communlcating and.| ‘ ain. ' do 1@
erwesulting -confusion-was specauseof=gonvincmptherrhelsnotto-blames™

a?the difficulty of concentration. The stDe

posed spirit of Dr. Hodgson expressed-ig
in this way:

“It 1s as though you were trying %o
learn to ride a Dicycle, and you wera
going along on {t, and somebody came’
up and tried to tell you about a game
of marbles you played when you were &
boy..’ .

This would mean, presumably, thag

| when a spirit was trying to communicate,

or trying to learn to communicate, other
spirits interfered—** butted In,”” to use &
forceful slang phrase.

As evidence of this gdifficulty here are
a few brief extracts from Dr. Hyslop’'s
discussion of theories as to the methods
of communication between the spiritistio
and materialistic world. Spnace will not
permit of a more extended review of the
subject. ,

“ Now when we know the enormous
difficulties associated with the *‘come
munication’ of {deas normally and that it
requires a long evolutionary process or
education to effect it, we may well ime-
agine the obstacles to a more direct pro-
cess,’”’ savs the writer. * We have found
it. impossible to transmit thoughts nor-
mzlly and that only a laboriously con-

Istructed process of artificial symbols ever.

enables us to establish intellectual rela-
tions netween minds at all. What we
suppcse to be an easy and natural means
of ascertaining each other’s thoughts is
an exceedingly difficult one, in fact, as
Iindiczted, Impossible, and only long ages
of evolutiorn have brought about a deli-
cale conventional relation btetween minds,
How much more difficult must be the
mcre direct mode of communication ine
volved in tslepathy! '

‘* Now, where a discarnate spirit comes
to communicate with the living he has
to do it either through organic or inore
ganic matter. The -phenomena of come-
munication by means of inorganic repree
sent the physical type, and aside from the
evidentlal question of thelr valdlty opr
reality are extremely rare, and presenf
more obstacles to their attainment than
perhaps any other type.

* Communication through organic agenw
cles represent the various forms of me-
dlumship and involve some sort of Ine
fluence upon the living organism more o
less simllar to the action of one’'s own
consclousness upon his body when living.
But the attempt to control or possess
an organism not our own is complicated
with all the difficulties of habits which
we have not developed in that organism,
and the problem of displacing the corne
nection of another soul with its own body.

‘* Possibly the subliminal or subcone,
scious functions of the mind point to
this view. We know Mr. Myers advance® ~

| the hypothesis that as the: subliminal

functions of ths mind showed no usefu}

purpose in the struggle for existence they®
seemed to Imply another order of reality}

toward which we are moving. If wg

may treat the subconsclous as the latent .
powers of the mind, waiting for the ree

birth into a higher life, which death may

be, analogous to the bodily senses of the

infant before birth, we have many pose

sibilities for disturbed Iinteraction boe

tween the spiritual and material.

“ Often we get evidence that two oy
more discarnate spirits are necessary tg -
prcduce the desired effect, and as often
the person who seems to be the agent in
effecting the result Is not the one con-
cerned at all. The real agent remalnsg .
unknown or rarely manifest. If then the
agents In the transcendental world have
to employ the subliminal functions of the
Hving medium—and these may be called
the spiritual senses—for effecting their
purposes, we may Iimagine that the pro-
cess of communication might be a ropro-
duction of our own methods of acquiring -

} knowledge. only In forms that do not ap-

peal to our grosser senses. 'The diffi-
culties then would be caused largely by

the want of adjustment between splrituzal .
and physical senses, the alternative terms

for subliminal and supraliminal fung-

tions.*’

Dr. Hyslop holds that physical sclence
with {ts ether, lons, and electrons, has-
proved the existence of a transcendental
world, and that normally we are more
or less insulated from that transcendental
world. He then supposes for argument’'s
sake that insulation may be partially sus-
pended In hysterical or other conditions,
so that .the sounl is partly released from
its ‘* cohesive ' existence ~ith the body.
Then, he reasons, we might have a con-
dition in which telepathfic communication
migut occur between the living without
the intervention of foreign agencies. Tha
condition of the medium, he argues, may
be one of partial release of the soul from
the body and it (the soul) may becoius
rapport with discarnate splirits.

Possibly, he argues, the soul of the
medium 1s entirely released from the
body to effect communlcation with the.
discarnate.

** That 138, he continues, ‘ the com-
munication between a gpiritual and a ma-
terial world may require such & connec-
tion between soul and body as yill {involve
rapport with the spiritual on the ono
hand and the use of automatic functions
of the organism on the other, or rapport
with the physical. The great chasm 1o
be bridged is that between subliminal and
supraliminal functions, which Is possibly
widened by the removel of the normal in-
sulation of the soul, or the suspension of
its usual control of the organism. It
should be apparent from this conception
that i{nterfusion of discarmate and Incar-
nate influences would most naturally oc-
cur, and, so far as it {s assumed or made
evident by the facts, it implies s0 much
{fn favor of the co-operative action of the :
transcendental and material in. the phe-
nomena which we have to explain.”™

Here i3 what Dr. Hyslop has to say to
his critics:

““ In this conclusion, however, I must
emphasize one fact where it 1S most likely
to be observed. It is that 1 must not be
held responsible for the fallure to con- :
vince the critic or skeptic. That is hig '
affair, not mine. )

The indolent class that simply eits
in its library and Indulges in Jlearned
imagination is not to be feared or-re-
spected. It can write magazine articles

tific and otherwise, or feel safe in the em-
ployment of ridicule, but if never adds to .
human knowledge. My obligations do not
extend to this class. If it desires to-be-:
convinced its business s investigation, not

cavilling. '
‘““ The duty of the sclentific man is to

collect facts and to try rational exfxlana-‘-. fe
If they convince any one his xwork .-

may not have been in vain. If they do mot :::

tions.
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