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Field Theory and Survival

6, GARDNER MURPHY :

"o In the January and April issues of this JOURNAL “an
attempt was -made to sketch some of the miore cogent evi-
dences for survival' and some of the difficulties’ which
appear to confront the survival hypothesis. It -was felt that
these opposed approaches to the survival problem 'might be
. of some interest and might stimulate constructive criticism;

judging by the correspondence published,” and the many

comments received, it seems fair to conclude that this pur-

pose has in some-degree been fulfilled: It will-be recalled,

however, that the conclusion was reached at the end of the
. second article that there may be something wrong with the
“.way in which the survival problem is ordinarily approached,
f‘ and-a promise was made to suggest other ways of formulat-
“ing the issue. The present article is’an effort to fulfill this
oblization, Like the foregoing papers, however, it will

1“An OQOutline 6f Survival Evidence,” by Gardner” Murphy, JourNaL
A.S.P.R., Vol, XXXIX, January/c1945, pp. 2-34.

2 “Difficulties Confronting the” Survival Hypothesis,” by Gardner Murphy,
7 Jovrwar AS.P.R., Vol. XXXIX, April, 1945, pp. 67-94.

o, 3 “Cofrespondence on ‘Difficulties -Cofifronting the Survival Hypothesis,! "
¢/, JournAL A.S.P.R. Vol. XXXIX, July, 1945, pp. 160-172.
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assume a tentative and groping form; and criticisms will
be most welcome. 2

Evolution and <the Paranormal

Believing that the longest way around’may be the short-
est way home, it has seemed to many students of psychical
reséarch that before searching for final ansers to ultlmatr:
qut:atlﬂm we need to explore very fully the nattire and thE
origin ‘af hitman paranormal powers. These are the firsty
problems tosattackoif a really’adequate basis is to be E::t:ib-@[
lished upon which to build any specific theory. Putting aside
preconceptions and looking ntmdﬂ} at the living organism,
perhaps the most extradordinary thing about it is its posses-
sion of two fundamentally differént kinds of abilities for
adaptation to its environment. Most of the time it responds
to objects 4rom which energies radiate and impinge upon
it—light waves, mund waves, etc. These, as physical energy-
sources, buffet its sense organs, and through a well- -*JIr:hr;f:-:%Q
action system lead it to‘behave in ways more or less ap-,
propriate to, its/survival needs. It would probably be no.
exaggeration ‘to- say that 99.99 ‘percent of the time it re-
sponds to objects from which physical energies are being
received, just as do nomzliving thinggs. Thus the action of
the retina involves a photochemical process, somewhat like
that svhich takes place on a phutug'mphic plate.” Living
things select and organize these energies ifvtheirown w Ay,
as wherca child interprets its mother’s smile i terms ‘6f ItS
experience; but to do so there must first be“the physicab
energy of“the light wave. What has come to be called

experumental biology deals very largely today with t};e
physical and chemical energy systems of the organism, and
vear by year such systems seem less and less different from
the systems known generally to alliphysiés and chemistry.
Ta give a single example, viruses/act like liviag things, but
recent research shows that they often take the form of
crystals. They can rapidly increasé their quantity, when in
afavorable medium, as if “reproducing””’ £

/_Dcc.iﬁmnall_;. however, the living organism, makes, con-
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tact with events in a way which, as far as we know, in-
volves no transniission of physical energies (in any ordinary
use of the term “physical”) between the object and itself;
somehow it reaches out to portions of space remote from
it. These events are called telepathic, clairvoyant, etc. Occa-
sionally, also, the organism makes some sort of contact, we
know not how, with future events (precognition) and ap-
parently also with past’events (retrocognition) in a way
not involving the impact of physical energies. Neither
biology nor physics as systems of knowledge can ‘readily
find-a place for such contact with events at a time other
than the present. For the theory to be developed here-it is
important to make clear that animals below .the human level
of complexity seem to participate to some degree in, these
powers, which are inherent, as far as we know, in life, not
simply in human life,

Now from the evolutionary point of view these powers
are a.ltc}gethf:r extraordinary. Evolution has in general pro-
‘¢eeded in accordance with physico-chemieal principles, and
here we have something at work outside the physico-chemical
system as we know it. Moreover, such powers, whenever
they manifest themselves, are not “flukes™; they obviously
perform an important function in bringing the organism
into ‘eontact, with  things related to its needs, and on a
Darwinian basis we should eéxpect those organisms which
possess such gifts to survive and reproduce their kind more
effectively than those which lack them: We should expect,
therefore, on a Darwinian basis, to' find a rapid magnifica-
tion of these abilities. The point has often been made, as,
for example, recently by Thouless,* that these powers are
in some measure outgrown by organisms which find an-
other method—namely, the physical method—more effec-
tive. The logic of this point, however, seems hard to follow.
For paranormal powers, though less common, appear, as
we have encountered them in research, to be no less specific,

“The Pr:mt
Phenomena,”

4 Presidential Address to the Society for Psychical Research:
Position of Experimental’ Research into Telepathy- and Related

by Robert H. Thouless, ProcOS,P.R, Vol. XLVII (1942), pp. 1-19.
< ‘-/) 5(/ K / 'L
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no less effective in making adjustments to life, than the
powers of the senses; they bring us real information about
real events. There may be paranormal powers which are
biologically superfluous, but our onlyknowledge of the
paranormal lies in a definite correspondence of impressions
with facts relevant to the life of the individual organism.
How can the senses do more than this, or serve life better
Suppose a’deer is about to drink from a spring and a
lion approaches.: Can it be denied that a deer with a para-
normal ‘awareness of the lion’s approach would 'hegae-‘i;:}ﬁ’.
speaking in ‘the Darwinian manner; and that deer should;
on this basis, be expected to develop more and more of the
“psi” (ESP) ability ?-But ‘these powers are in most cases
rudimentary, at least among creatures below the level of
man. They constitute a profound bidlogical enigma.

Another way of stating the biological problem of the
paranormal ‘is to say that the closed system of the time<
space-energy cofitact which the organism makes with its
environment is somewhat leaky; that impressions which
do not “belong” slip through into the physical system.
Experimental work in human paranormal abilities directly,
reveals what is meant by the word “leaky.” A subject tak-
ing part in an ESP experiment calls a series of cards in a
casual mood; not, as far as‘the experimienter can see,
especially strongly motivated nor in‘any peculiar-mental or
bodily state. Suddenly, however, the stbject begins to call
correctly and maintains the successful streak until a fan-
tastically 'high score is attained—not just a'score which is
one.of the ordinary variations which theory of probabili ¢
leads us to expect, but a score which one would not expect;
on a chance basis, to encounter in a lifetime. Then, having
proved itself, having had its fling, the odd capacity departs,
and scoring goes back again to its, former humdrum level.®

* To illustrate, we might refer to the casecof Miss, L. 1.0a Hunter College
student, who took part in an ESP experiment. conducted at ‘the, A.S.P.R. in
the Spring of 1943. This subject at her firét sitting obtainedl.a scire of seven-
teen correct guesses out of twenty-five, the first fifteer cards of the deck ﬁnin;s
correct, MissCL. L. gave no evidence of being “especially /strongly motivated,”
la further experimentation Miss L. L's scores were pf a chance nature, Sée /
JoUrNAL ASP.R.. Vol, XXXVII, July, 1943, pp. 116-117; .
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But behind these apparently capricibus expressions r:nf a
power beyond the ordinary, there is good reason’to believe
that there exists a deeper level of function, a level at which,
perhaps, the paranormal is the normal. Research has more
and more ehcouraged the view that these “capricious™ epi-
sodes are merely thé occasional ‘flashes thrown into con-
sciousness by an enduring“capacity which, in the depths of
the organism, may indeed be in, contact with all of space
and with all of time. The suggestion is that there are two
ways of functioning, two systems of life activity; the time-

»and-space way of functioning is just one of the cways in

which life manifests itself. There may of course be'still
others, perhaps even a continuum between these two which
are contrastéd. Some of the laws which apply in paranormal
perceptiofie—laws relating, for example, to the role of moti-
vation and to the most effective ways of grouping material
to be perceived—appear to apply generally to all perception.’
But it does not appear to be fruitful to melt down the dis-

finction as it appears today between those processes which
" use known physical energies to make contact with the en-

vironment and those which appear to make contact more
directly.

The Interpersonal

Now, if we Took closely,’we find another—and perhaps
deeper—respectsin which the paranormal violates our usual’
habits of thoughts, and -this, 1 think, has been rather
neglected in recent years. Paranormal ‘events appear to
depend not simply upon the powers of individuals but upon
powers set free by the relations’ between persons, they are
interpersonal. The awareness of sharpeparation from one’s
fellows, and the distinctiveness of individual ego and pur-
pose are often attenuated in states which appear to'he con-
ducive to the paranormal; states, for example, of relaxation
so profound that oné finds’gne’s awareness of self pushed
away from the center té the fringe of consciousness or

6 “Position Effects as cPsychological Phenomena,” by Gertrude Raffel
Schmeidler, Journal of Parapsychology, Vol VIII, June, 1944, pp. 110-123.
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almost completely extirpated. It is not maintained that los
of self-awareness is completé; the pnmt is simply that it §
greatly reduced. The practical cultivation of these states i
the Far East, and among oracles and seérs in classica
antigquity, is paralleled by the development of crystal gazin
and trance practices in Europe and America. Now thes
states'seem’ to have been cultivated in these many dlffer
cultural situations partly because often they actua]l}r
help the paranormal to appear. In another paper’ an’eff
was made to) show that profound relaxation p-ernutti
complete absorption ina task, with minimal attention 4g
self, may be a favorable state for telepathy. There is mucl
to suggest some real basisin fact for the ancient belief that
loss of sharp awareness of self'may actually bring one intg
paranormal contact with one’s fellows—just as it may somes
times do normally, and without reference to a paranorma
factor. c

In a sense this seems to mean that we can be closer to i~=;'
another at a level of psychical functioning which is de¢
more ‘stable; than 'ordinary awareness. Myers® sl:ruggl ¢
with this problenyin his effort to show how the subli
of one may merge with that of another. Warcollier’ ma
an effort to portray the intercommunication of individus
at a subconscious level, and Mrs, Sidgwick', perhaps most
clearly of all, undertook to show that paranormal processes

are best understood if we give up the idea of transmission
'70 y

..[.

7 AConcentration Versus Relaxation in Relation to Tel
Mmép!;g and L. A. Dale, Jourxar A.SP.R., Vol XXX
Ppe &=l

8 Human Personality ond its Swrival of Bodily Death, by F. W. H. Mye
Green, and Co., New York and London, 1903. See especially ‘Jnl.'
Chapter '4.?'1' “Sensoty Automatism.” 7 -

9 Experimental Telepathy, by René Warcollier, Boston Society for Psychié
Research, 1938

10 “Phnutasms of the Living: An Exanination’and Analysis of Cases o
Telepa xy between Living Persons . . " by Mrs/ Henry Sldqwmlc. Proc. S.P.F
Vol. K XTIT (1923), pp. 23-429. See espécially :15 419 following. In spea ng
here of reciprocal dreams, Mrs. Sidgwick says, “Dréam cases though they be
1 am' disposed to regard [them] . . . a5 the fullest mamfestation we have in
the collection of telepathic communication. Tno other awords,” I think the keind
of unjon of minds, the thinking and feeling together, here shown ma
regarded as the type or norm of telepathic communication to which all c
cases, conform in varying degrees,”

/
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from one mind to another and speak simply of the fusion
of agents' and percipients ideas. (Whately Carington’s
recent theory'' has mueh in common with this view, but for
the present I should rather cling to the conception of the
loss of sharply defined® individuality, the interpersonal
nature of the mental ‘operations during those activities
which we call paranormal.)- Twolindividuals seem to be-
come psychically one—or’indeéd in some cases there ap-

. pears to be a group of three or/more individuals ‘who some-

how, while remaining themselvés,. yét’ hecome a single
psychical entity. We in the West deeply. fear; and:indeed
resent, thisapproach, for our individualism'in all its phases
dreads any loss, of self-awareness—just as many persons
dread to/lose consciousness under ether, or to be hypnotized:
Actually, however; this approach, long cultivated in the East,
has forced its way into recognition in psychical research
simply because the evidence seems to permit no other valid
interpretation.

“But whereas the spontaneous cases are very likely to

~ decur in relaxed states where the ego i5/ill defined~~with
i ’j‘ F

many examples of reciprocal and collective éxperienges'* =
the ‘experimenial instances often show us a tense individual
competing strenuously with other individuals, conisciousness
of self seeming to be at a’high level. Ts there a contradiction
here? We'cannot answer with confidence, for we do not
know what is really happening to Self-consciousness in such
states, nor what the altered self-consciousness may be doing
to the deeper levels of activity, Perhaps-there are some
kinds of self-awareness that make one psychically closer
to another person and some self-absorbed states which are
favorable because they free one of one’s fears., At any rate,
there 1s an mtemersnnal factor to be noticed in passing.
If one looks closely: at what a successful subject’ in an
experiment is doing, one often finds, I believe, that he has

11 “Experiments on the Paranormal &ng‘uitinn of Drawings, IV. Section B:
A Theory of Paranormal @ognition jand Adlied Phenomena,” by Whately
Carington, Proc. S.P.R; NVol. XLVII (1944), pp-, 155-228.

12 “Visions and Apparitions Collectively “and Reciprocally Perceived,” by
Hornell and Ella B. Hart, Prop;, S.P.R., Vol.UXL1 (1932-313), pp. 205-249.
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“identified with” the experimefiter or with the other per
sons taking part; if so, he has aclieved some degree ol
interpersonal function. And experimental results are what
we should expect. The Duke laboratory has‘given us evi
dence that paranormal scores may run high with one ex
peﬂmenter, and at a lower level with another; the sam
precautions “being taken.” B. S, nub]e;:t i’ the notable

Soal“Goldney'* éxperiments in precognitive telepathy, -E_
tained h!ghly significant results with three dgents, bu
failed to score above charee when working with ten uth
agents; that is, only three out of thirteen individuals wefe
able to influencé him’ paranosmally. Whately Carington®
has repeatedly been able to ébtain results by his own method;
while our A.S.P.R. group of investigators, following essens
tially the same procedure, ¢ould not.'® Dr. Gertrude R
Schmeidler'” has now repeatedly obtained significant re-
sults avhich’ the reader may compare and contrast with the
results of’one 6f our own experiments (designed especially
t0/ test the theory of the “Midas touch™), in which, ‘since
our stbject§ were wirtually all “sheep” (believers ‘in the
possibility7of paranormal experience), a positive result
might have been expected.” Thé. fact seems to be thal
throughout psychicakjresedarch the personality of the experis
menter plays a signi ificant rolé, Oné reason for this is th at
subjects identify with some ‘expérimenters and, not with

Q)

13 “The Experimenter-Subject Relationship/in - Tests far ESp~ by J. & _.-
Pratt and Margaret Price, Journal of Parapsychivlogy. Val 11, }mll: 1938,
pp./205-249, Tt is truc that in this rescarch the hitherto “unsuccessful™ expe "
menter, by changing his psychological aEprmch was able to/raise his subjécts
scoring level. But this may have been because the subjects weére ther/able 1o
identify, with ‘him. / ,:

14 “Experimentsoin Precognitive Telepathy,” S. G. Soal and K. M
Goldney, Proc. S.P.R, Vol. XLVII (1943), pp. 21-150. ’

15 “Experiments on lhc Paranormal Cognition of Drawings, IT1: Steps in the
Development of a Repeatable Technique,” by Whately Carington, Prog
ASP, Vol. XX1V, January, 1044, ’

16 "-"'a.m{-rlcﬂn E_xperlmmts on the annnnml Cognition of Drawings,” by
Ernest Taves, Gardner Murphy, and 14 A. Dale,  Jotexar A.S.P.R., Ve 1‘
XXXIX, July, 1945, pp. 144-150,

179} Separating the Sheep from the Goats,” by Gertrude, Raffel Schmeidler,
JourxaL AS.P.R., Vol. XXXIX, January, 1945, ppe 47-49.

18 “Resﬂrth Nﬂtes A Short Report on a Series of Exploratary Stisdies ™

Dale, ‘Ernest Taves, and Gardner Murphy, Joursaw, A.S. P’R Vol
EE‘KXVIII July, 1944, pp. 160-170.
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others: but a number of other intérpersonal factors are
probably involved.

The argument is, of course, fragmentary and suggestive
only; it is offered tentatively, and as an hypothesis. But
looking back over the history of the last seventy years,
there seems reason to believe that the subject-experimenter
relationship is connected -with‘the fact that subjects do,
under certain circumstances, reflect paranormal capacities
which are expressions of aparticular ‘interpersonal situ-
ation and do not occur elsewhere. It is” entirely likely
that we are dealing here with something analogous to'the
cases of collective veridical hallucinations; in which pérhaps
@, group of “persons merge their individuality, at-a, deep
level,/in observing the same apparition, on the basis of the
capacity of one of those present to identify with a loved
person who 1§at the fime dying, or who has just died. It is,
of course, not asserted’that the loss of the sense of indi-
viduality 1s complete. The term can be taken in its rough,
everyday sense. As, for example, the mother identifies with
the ‘child which is going through an ordeal, or the wife with
the:distant husband facing unknown dangers, and becomes
more likely to receive from the distant doved-one a tele-
pathic impression, so the child or husband i/ turn becomes
more, likely at the same moment to make contact with the
mother or wife, Many normal insights are facilitated b
this type of identification; so also the paranormal types of
awareness. A very striking and well-evidenced case from
Human Personality'® will serye to-illustrate the point:

In October of 1863 Mr. Wilmot sailed from Liverpool bound for
New York. For eight days a storm had raged. Towards morning of
the ninth day, during a refrushmg sleep,” Mr., Wilmot vividly
dreamed that he saw his wife (then in the United Statés), clad in I‘IEr
nightgown, come to the door of his stateroom, which he shared with
a Mr. Tait. The apparition seemed to become aware that someone
was occupying the upper berth, JFinally she apprnm:heﬂ Mr. Wilmot,
stooped down, and kissed him. Next morning Mr, Tait said that,
while wide awake, he had seen 4 lady enter the cabin and caress Mr.

19 Vol. I, pp. 683-685,
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Wilmot. Apparently Mr. Tait belieyed that a flesh-and-blood woman
had actually entered the stateroom,

Almost immediately upon reunion with’his wife in America, Mr.
Wilmot learned that she believed. she ‘had paid himi’acvisit on the
night/in_question. She explained that on account of the ‘severity of
the weather she had been very much worried about him; about four
o'clock’/in the morning she seemed to go out/to seek her husband.
Finally shé came to'a low, black steamship, whose side she went/up,
then descénded to the main cabin, and thence through ‘the stérn_until” 2
she came to her husband’s/stateroom. In it she saw a strange ‘ma
looking at’ her, felt disturbed at, his presence, but bent down and
kissed her hushand before going away. The description which Mrs.,
Wilmot gave of the:steamship, and of her husband’s stateroom, was
correct in every particular, although she had never seen it.

The point we wish to insist upon is not that selfhood
disappears, but that one thing which prevents paranormal
contact is our psychological insulation one from another.
Though we know extremely little about this, there is evi-
dence that this insulation can in varying degree be re%
moved,?’ It'is likely, in fact, that the frequency of collective
veridical “impressions carises. from a sort of “induction
effect”—a fusing or merging process by which two or more”
persons, sharing to some degree the ssame experience, act
to make contact with a distant event more easily than could
one of them alone. This, it will"be, récalled, 1s more like
Gurney's®! theory of collective apparitions than like- Myers’;
but® instead of believing that one person-perceives para-
normally and transmits the impression to thé-others, we
should -be inclined to believe that the very fact that there,
1s a‘grouprhaving much in common makes the likelihood
of their’experiencing a veridical impression so much:the
greater. We shall, of course, be told here not to resort tnfc
analogies. The term “induction,” or “field,” or “fusion” is,
of course, a mere groping gesture to define a process only
dimly glimpsed; but the whole language of such matters

J

20 “Removal of Impediments to the Paranormal”" by Gardner Miurphy,
JournaAL AS.PR., Vol. XXXVIII, January, 1944, pp. 2-23 i

2V Phantasms of the Living, by E. Gurney, F. W. H. Myers, and F. Pudmnn:.
Tritbner and Co., London, 1886,
: ;
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has to be based on analogies, which can only be put aside
when our knowledge is far more exact.

The Time Dimension

So far we have considered chiefly the interpersonal
nature of the télepathic and clairvoyant processes. Suppose
now we extend the hypothesis to relate to the future and
to the past. The present hypothesis would assert that there
is‘'no barrier against traveling to’a future pomt or to a
past point (we cannot here enter into a theoretical ‘discus-
sion of time), provided that individuality is'mot completely
absorbed’in the physical or biological present. The fact‘that
stich a large number of precognitive cases appear/in dreams
(compare Dunne*) would probably be paralleled by an
equally large number of dream contacts with the past (re-
trocognition) if we had given equal attention to the study
of such cases. (We refer here not to telepathic contact with
memory streams of living or deceased personalities, but to
actual perception of past events in exactly the same way
in which one makes contact with future events,) The hypo-
thesis now suggested would say with regardto the' Moberly-
Jourdain' Adventure” that these women may well ‘have

~ glimpsed  directly 'some events which had taken place in

Marie, Antoinette’s garden over a hundred years earlier;
in connection with the “intérpersonal,” is it entirely accj-
dental that this extraordifiary experience, in its most strik-
ing aspects, was shared by two persons? Our hypothesis
would also say that many of the cases of so-called “deferred
impressions,” where there i15-a long intérval between death
and apparition, are due not to any deferment but to retro-
cognitive contact with the tragic episode itself.

There are several other types of experiences for which
retrocognition seems a reasonable working hypothesis. In
the case of collectively experienced apparitions of animals,
for example, séen in the haunts where once they lived, it

ly;;du Experiment ‘with Time, by T, W, Dunpe, Macmillan Co,, New York,
23 See “Time and the Trianon,” this_issue/ pp. 216-234,
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may be easier for some to believe/that the human nbservm,,
made contact with the past than to take any other view of
the matter. A well-corroborated case of ‘this sort was pre-
sented in the Proceedings of the’S,P.R* It concerned the
apparition of a cat which was seen by four people:

Miss H. G. had a favorite cat, Smoky, a pure-bred blue Pcraiaﬁ*nf/o.
pq:c:uhar shade. There was no other cat in the ncighlmrhnﬂd that, was |

in, the least like her. Shortly before her death in June;, 1909, Smoky,
had becomie lame ds a result of an altercation with a dug Miss H. %
was not“sentimental about animals, and, although fond of Smoky//
did not grieve unduly over her death. One day in July Miss H. G,/
looked out of the ‘window and saw Smoky, looking very ill, hmpmg‘
across the grass. She called her sister; Miss B. ., who also saw the
cat. One sister ran outside/after the cat while the other remained at
the window and saw Smoky ‘disappear into the shrubs. About ten
minutes later Miss H. G. and a ‘friend living with the family saw
Smoky again, going through a hedge in front of the window. Miss
H. G. went'6ut after her, but could not find her. Half an hour after
this, a servant saw th:: cat in the kitchen passage. She ran to get h
some hilk, bitt the cat walked away, and from that moment on dis
appéiared completely, The percipients began to think that there had
been some mistake about Smky's death; the gardener, therefore
dug up the body. The neighbors' were qucstmncd but no one hag
seen Smoky, or any other cat like her.

The ordinary procedure of science @t this point would
appear to be one of heSitation to draw large conclusions,
while probing and investigating in“the fullest possible way
all these telepathic, clairvoyant,“precognitive, and retro-
cognitive powers. Hypotheses should be bold, but methods
of ‘verification cautious. It is the present hypothesis that’
these various powers are not solely derived from'the pwchn-
logicalb makeé=up of individuals; that they depend in some
degree upon interpersonal relations—indeed, that such inter-
personal powers aré much richer and more complex than
any possessed by the individual when isolated from his
fellows. When a group of indiyiduals functioning as an
interpersonal entity is involved, they may have really
extraovdinary capacity to makeccontact with phases of
reality which transcend time and space,

24 Proc, SP.R, Vol XXXIIT (1923), pp. 381-387.
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Mrs. Sidgwick® made a first approach to a-similar inter-
pretation of hauntings over fifty years ago. The Carington™
theory of hauntings resemb!ea the present theory, but we
need have no ideas functioning as mdependent units, out
of a context: we have'ideas’anchored in the past, but ac-
cessible to the ‘present retrocognitive powers of the living.

From the preseént. viewpoint{.most, mediumistic phe-
nomena also fall into order. The sitter and the mediumistic
consciousness are focused upon a deceased individual, and
constitute a team or center of induction in’the senge de-
scribed earlier. An explanation must be found for the fact
that there are good sitters and poor sitters; and here we
have Mrs, Sidgwick’s suggestion®” that the subcofiscious
make-up of sthe sitter may permit or fail to permit para-
normal material‘to come through the sitter to the mediam.
This way of thinking is crudely represented in Figure 1.

Sitter Medium

conscious level - conscipus level

- )

_)' subconscious _*_ subdonscious

level

personality ?)
Fic..1. "
In the proxy caseés, again, there is much to suggest that
a sitter and a note-taker”are both imiportant. The theoretical
possibilities of the Sidgwick theory are‘suggested in Fig-
ure 2.
But the figures are too static, and ‘the flow is not neces-
sarily in one direction. The present theory‘would state that
all these entjties interact.

25 “Notes on the Evidence, Collectéd by the Society, for Phantasms of the
Dead,” by Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, Proc. S.P.R., Vol. ITI (1885), pp. 69-150.
26 See reference '11,cespecially pp. '208-209.

27 “Discussion of the “Trance Phenomehn of Mrs. Piper,” by Mrs. Henry
Sidgwick, Proc. S.P.R., Vélo XV " (1900-01); pp. 16-38.
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Distant Sitter Note-Taker

conscious level conscious fevel conscions
source
; subconscious subconsciotis #
(Jeceased ' level | a level
“personality ?) |
Fic. 2. 2 (

The Development of Field Theory

So far, an attempt has been made to show that para-
normal phenomena may éxpress something other than the
sharply defined and individualistic aspects of human per-
sonality; they appear to express a kind of reality which,
as far as our own limping words can describe it, is “inter-.
personal.” Now it happens that this way of thinking has a°
great deal in common with a way of thinking which char-
acterizes, much of modern science, a way of thinking called’
“field theory.”’ I shouldlike now, in the most tentative sort
of way, tooutline the implications of field theory, and when
this is done, to/see how far they agree with the sketch we
have just been drawing. The reader may recall a somewhat
similar venture carried®out by, Margaret Pegram Reeves™
in this Jour~aL; but the present outline deals not so much
with the topological developments which interested Mrs.
Réeves as with the broader foundations of field theory.

When, during the latter part of the nineteenth century,
the study of electromagnetism had advanced sufficiently to
permit Clérk-Maxwell to formulate mathematically the
nature of electromagnetic waves, it proved possible to‘en-.
vision electromagnetic activity as a distribution of energ v
in space and time; this distribution, ¢onceived as a unitary
structural whole, is a “field.” Instead of proceeding (as
classical physics had done) to study elementary particles
and to record big events as summations of little events, it

28 “A Topological Approach to Parapsychology.” -by Margarét Pegram’
Reeves, Jovenar ASP.R., Vol. XXXVIII, April, 1944,/ pp. 72-82,
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became possible to approach directly the structure, or form
of organization, of the energy distribution. Indeed, as Ein-
stein and Infeld have put the matter in The Evolution of
Physics,” the entire classical attempt to work from parts
to wholes broke down’dn relation to many fundamental
problems. The “traditional analytical method of working
proved to be insufficient."Field theory—the theory of the
structure and organization of  distributions of energy—
found itself free to develop without primary concern for

‘ingredient parts of any sort. Knowledge of what one particle

alonedis doing, added to a knowledge of what another par-
ticle is doing, will not in any way predict what will happen
in the total interaction. In fact, it is an embarrassment and
an obstruction of research if we try to explain the laws
of such interaction in terms of the dynamics applicable to
single parts. The structural whole is not the sum of the
parts, and the attempt to state its problems in terms of parts
confuses the issue.

“’Tt likewise became evident in the biological sciences early
in the present century that the field manner of thinking was
of value, because a fundamental unity of nature began“to
appear in which'the laws of physics and the-laws ‘of biology
proved to have mafiy formal similarities. An effort was

‘made in,_embryology, notably by Spemann,” to show the

operation ‘of  the” field principle during embryonic growth.
[n his fascinating experiments, tiny loops were passed over
the various microscopically observed regions on the sur-
faces of an embryo, and the’material rémoved from the
embryo and then transplanted immediately to another em-
bryo. By this and other methods_ it was possible to show
what happens to the same kind of tissue when 1t grows in
several different environments—an environment provided
by the first body, an environment provided by the body of
another embryo to which it has been transplanted, and the
environment of a test tube. The result was to show that the

/

29 Simon and Schuster, New York, 1938,

30 Embryonic Development and’ Induction, by “Hans Spemann, Yale Uni-
versity Press, New Haven, 1938 ‘
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same kind of cells, removed at thé same time from the same
growing individual, would become, in ene environment, skin
cells; in a second, muscle cells; in a 'third, nerve cells:
Growth is an expression of @ held.

Spemann and his pupil Paul Weiss were able to show
first' that’such action of living matter, on’ hving mattewi
never a ‘one-way affair; such influences are reciprocal/The
interdactions proved 40 be no mere summationsof the sepa:
rate”reactions oceurring, between pairs, but took:on
properties of structural wholes or fields. Most important of
all, Spemann’and Weiss showed that the mother’s body and’
the embryo are physiologically;,a single unit; there is no
meaning in trying to ‘describe, mother and embryo as two
sharply defined and separate forms of organization. The
pre-natal environment—uterus, or whatever it is, depending
upon the form of life involved—is not separate from the
thing “whose’ environment it is. A single energy field 1§
involved. i 6

It became evidént during the 1920’s that field theory 31'59/-
had much to offer in‘psychology.’ In studies of perception
the various colors and shapes in the field of vision proved®
to be not so many discrete objects interacting on one an-
other, but aspects of“a, unitary field i the full sense. It
became clear that the miotives” which struggle with one
another, as in the case of human conflict situations; are not
always sharply defined, nor do they necessarily “‘block” or
“représs” one another; they may form highly complex
orgamized units in which the analytical method  suffers
exactly the same fate in practice which we noted.above as
occurring to the analytical method in late nineteenth-céntury®
physics. Mathematical analysis is feasible, but structural:
analysis, or what Dilthey called “the dismembering method,”
will no longer work. All the varipus phases of the indi-
vidual's actions, whether he perceives or feels or remembers
orcthinks, have proved to be moreantelligible“when seen
in terms,of unitary fields. Psychology “has found that in

- M 4 Dypamic Theory of Personality: Selected Papers by Kurt Lewin,
McGraw-Hill Book Co:, Inc., New York, 1935,
s -
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various experimental studies, notably those on memory and
will,-field principles make a practical difference in predict-
ing what htuman action will be.

But psychologists, ‘being ardent individualists, as are
men of our culture génerally, have proved by and large to
be content with the application ©f feld principles to the
individual as a system“of activities., They have not yet
learned what they might have learned from Spemann and
Weiss; namely, that there are instances in which two indi-
viduals may constitute aspects of an indiyisible field. Social
psychology has been influenced in someslight <degree, by
the effort to apply field principles to the behavior of ¢rowds
and other sacial groups, but the effort has not carried us
far. There is not the slightest doubt that anthropology and
sociology: within the next decade or two will learn’ more
and more to see the individual as an aspect of the social
field—far indeed from ‘the sharply defined and autonomous
little capsule of energy which he is likely to imagine himself

“tp be. If feld theory is a sound approach tothe study of
nature, it is probably sound in relation to’all of. nature’s
aspects=-though of course the degree to 'which it will-alter
our eéxisting outlook will vary from one aréa.of study to
another,

Implications. of ‘Field ©Theory for Psychical Research

At this point the implications-of field theory for psychical
research may be suggested. 1f it i a general principle of
nature—that is, a principlé which is independent of specific
subject matter—that complex organized wholes cannot be
fully understood in terms of ingredient parts, and if it is
true that the life sciences have Shown successful applica-
tions of this broad principle, it would certainly seem reason-
able: to look, at least in a tentative way, for evidence
regarding the operation of field principles in telepathy, in
mediumship, in psychokinesis, etc. From this point of view,
it seems odd that we have made as much progress as we
have in our efforts to-study the “transmission of thought”
from “one mind to another mifid,” and so on, assuming a
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priori a certain absolute cleavage which in all probability
does not exist. It might be of practical '.ralue in research if
individuals—and cultures—could be chosen for intensive
study in terms of their possession of rich potentialities for
‘an unself-conscious approach, a capacity for interpersonal
responsc.

We have already pointed out that Myers, Warcollier,

Mrs. Sidgwick, and others groped towards théconception” /
of a deep-level unity, an interindividual reality—a field, we,

may now say—of which all sp-r:mﬁc paranurmal processes

are ar:tual!y aspects. From this point of view a subject and 4

an experimenter in @ telepathy experiment represent phases
of an organic whole both at the ordinary normal level of
interaction and also, more profoundly, at the deeper level
at which the paranormal processes occur. If there be two
or three subjects taking part simultaneously or successively,

they constitute a larger unit, polarized to some degree per- ©
haps by the r.*cpenmenter What Warcollier has called “‘con-©

tagion” between percipients,’” and what Mrs. Rhine” found
in groups-of competing children in an ESP game situation,

may well be aspectsof a sort of deep-level psychic inter-°¢

action which gives’ results when, no‘single percipient can
make an independently -significant score.

The Sidgwick hypothesis‘ regarding the interaction of
medium and sitter takes on richér meaning in these terms;
and such ‘complex structures as are found in the proxy
sitting, ‘where there is a physically presént note-takeras

well as a distant sitter, offer great possibilities for such©

field participation, as we hinted above. Indeed, instead of
thinking of the position of the note-taker, between the
medium and the distant sitter, as a sort of barrier or ob-
stacle, we might think of the influence of the note-taker as
depending largely upon his own psychological make-up,
éspecially upon his deep-level makeé-up, and as‘contributing

32 Op. cik, pp. 7792, 241-246, 247-251,

33 “Same Stimulus Variations in Extra-Sensory Perception with Child Sub-

pecuim!:ﬁal.nmm E; Rhine, Journal of Parapsychology, Vol 1; June, 1937,
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to the situation. In such situations certain note-takers might,
far from interfering, actually enhance considerably the
functmnmg of the. field as a whole. We seem to have
reached, via field theory, the point reached by a direct study
of paranormal phenomena.

Two extensions in field theoryare, however, required for
psychical research purposes. First, it must be recalled that
the phenomena with which we are dealing comprise contact
with remote points in time-as well as with rémote points in
space; such contacts with reniote points in' time are even
more difficult to admit, from the physical point of ‘view,
than those involving space. Retrocognitive and precognitive
phases of the field are involved, so that quiteliterally what
happened long ago and what will happen at a remote future
time become phases of an organized unitary psychic activity.
Secondly, there is'nothing whatever in the psychical field
which would make the discarnate either especially likely or
especially unlikely to be found participating in a given field.
Their activity would not be required by the theory; it would
not’be necessary to believe, for example, that they are the
messengers which carry telepathic, impulses "between, the
living, for the living themselves are fully capable of‘operat-
ing ‘in the ‘psychical field as described. On ‘the other hand,
field theory may quite properly be stated in terms of the
processes known to/psychical research, which, as we have
seen, are not biological processes of the ordinary type; and
if, on independent grounds, there is reason to believe that
the discarnate exist and are capable ‘of contact with the
living, there is no theoretical difficulty involved in their
participating jointly with the living inan interpersonal
psychical feld.

It will be noted that aspects of an interpersonal field do
notchave that capacity for independent existence which we
usually like to assign to ourselves. While there is nothing
in field theory as ‘sketchéd which in any way weakens or
argues against the existence of human entities independent
of their biological organization, it is, on the other hand,
reasonable to believe that with'the loss of biological indi-
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viduality —including the competitive individualistic life
which plays a part in what we call human personality—
every remaining and continuing psy-::hicaf activity must tend
to be articulated more closély into the complex structural

wholeoof which it is an aspect. “This would not mean that
it would cease to exist. It might mean, however, that it
would be less readily identified in terms of sharp-differenfia-

tion from itsspsychical context. It is hard to know what a-,
living - poet, or an Eastern mystic, or a commumcatm;y

through a sensitive, rEalI}r means when he uses phrases

about the gradual merging of the individual into some sort”

of cosmic whole. Indeed, they may mean different and
contradictory things, and théy.may all be wrong. What they
say does, nevertheless, seem:to have much in common with
the implications of field theory. df there is such a thing as
a rigidly fixed and invariable entity continuing without

changein a varying environment, such a thing is difficult ©
to coriceive ;it would be contrary to the dynamic principles,
of interaction as understood by science, and in the light of
a relativity approach difficult even to define. Human per-"
sonality during lifecheré is an’aspect of the field in which:

it appears. After death; the field must surely be very dif-
ferent. No fixed unit recognizable in/one field can be
transferred, as by surgical transplantation,”except into a
new environment to which it 1§ assimilable. The example of
the embryonic grafts mentioned ‘above may be useful.
Whatever within us may exist under conditions other than:
the biologital will reflect these other field conditions. Indced,
if we were to carry over into such other conditions the

type of biological individuality which we have here and/

now, it is hard td see what we should do with it. Like the
characters in Mark Twain's Captain Stormfield’s Visit to
Heaven, we should find ourselves, equipped with powers
irrelevant to our environment, and with attributes mean-
ingless in relation to the tasks to be done. Even the term
“personality” will be misleading tuinless defined in terms of
each context in which it is studied. Whatever exists. under_

othér time-space-energy conditions, conditions in. which
e
\
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physics and biology as we now know them no longer directly
apply, will be aw aspect of these new conditions realized so
fully that it may be hetter to start with a new terminology.

A final effort at an analugy will be made. As you watch
the sunset, fiote a‘patch’of red which persists more stably
than the oranges and yellows which are rapidly changing
about it. Disentangleé this red, get it out of the sky, bring
it home and put it among’the émbers in the fireplace in an
attempt to make it fit with the other colors., But under the
conditions of the illumination of “the sky, and under the
conditions of the atmosphere, a certain red ‘was produced
which cafinot be carried home; it cannot be seizéd and put
in‘the fireplace; and even if it could be, the embers and the
firebrick about it, and the little eddies of orange and crim-
son smoke behind, will make it a very different thing. Itis
an aspect of a field. No aspect of a field can be identical in
structure or process with/any aspect of a field which 1s

constituted in a fundamentally different way.

It must of course be remembered that the individpal him-
self is a-salient aspect of any structured whole in which he
appears; his environment—the context ‘of his-life—derives
attribntes ‘fromhim just as he derives attributes fromit.

. The field is not the énvironment; it is the pattern of mdi-

vidual<in-environmeént, Now just as the various features of
the environment differ in their importance, their influence
upon the individual, so individualscdiffer in their influence
upon their surroundings.’Some’are almost formless and
fluid; others may be likened ‘to storm-centers, modes of
concentrated energy. The interdependence of personalities
does not imply the absence of individuality, nor the varying
influence which different individuals ‘may “have upon the
world of which they are a part. But our ‘thesis is that no
personality can fail to exert some interpersonal effects, nor
can it exist solelv-in and thrnugh itself without influence
from others.

Does personality survive bodily death or not? The ques-
tion presupposes a rigiditv,a sharpness, a distinctiveness,
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an encapsulation, which simply;is not an attribute of the

thing we know as personality, The field properties of per-
sonality from infancy to old age change profoundly as con-
tacts change. With the change ealled death; there is every
reason to believe that in so<far as, psychical operations
continue, they must, as aspects of larger fields, take on new
qualities, néw_structural TE]'Ltiﬂl‘l‘-‘-hf]‘.l‘- The cenly way in
whiech  individuality could survive unaltered wnuid bé to
cling forever torthe biological organization first determined

under ‘evolutionary cconditions—something perilouslyclose”

to what the spiritualists.call “earthbound” conditions.

So far, the theory has emphasized the almost unexplored
interpersonal life of man’ But precisely what is it that
ordinary psychological processes.accomplish in that universe
of reality in which the paratiormal’exists; what is the in-
fluencecof psychological activity upon’the world of the
parangrmal? The simplest way of conceiving the matter
mu:{ht be to say that activity in time and space leaves a tr'u:g:
ina wdrld which is not defined in terms of time and space.”
(A crude analogy” a dymamo cuts through fields of forceo
and in thivway is.able"to generate electric current passing,
out over a wire. Such’glectromagnetic effects, once set up,
may persist for a considerable time: indeed, from a theo-
retical point of view, thev may persist indefinitely.) Ts it
not possible that every psychological event has made an
impression in this wav upon that‘interpersonal world which
we have tried to describe? With such an impression the
present psychological activity may make contact. (Telepa-
thy, and clairvoyance would make such contidcts directly.”
while retrocognition might, perhaps, as we earlier suggested,
reach back to the ﬂrlgmal events without needing contact,
with enduring impressions.) Through one means or another,
we have the possibility that all the psychological processes
of the past are somehow permanently assimilated to or
organized within a single great context, with which our

present activity is in touch and to which it makes its own
infinitesimal contribution.

We come now to a pair of alternatives which constitute.an
X "
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essential phase of this approach to ‘the survival question.
The term “surviving entity” may be used in a neutral sense,

implying neither activity nor inactivity. Is the entity left by
earlier psychic activities something which remains static,
just as it'wvas until recaptured by a retrocognitive process?
Or are such entities continuously -active? If the former is
true, the continuing existence of deceased persons would
be like the continuing existence of all other things which
haye manifested themselves in time and space. These things,
be it moted, are “real” from the present poifit.of view. They
are not things located in the past only; they are also located
by definition'in a non-temporal order of existence, Accord-
g to the second hypnthes:s however—the hypothesis of
activity—such surviving entities are not only located in time
in the Sense defined, but interact continuously with the
deep-level activity ‘of the living.

It may appear that these two hypotheses are in flat con-
tradiction. One hypothesis emphasizes the powers of the
“living, with retrocognition playing an especially important
rolé’— retrocognition which illuminates - the +feelings,
thoughts, and purposes of men long gone, and histrioni-
cally presents these men as still living. The other hypothesis
seems to imply a continuing personal life articulated into an

© interpersonal existence. But perhaps the two theories both

contain’some’ truth and some confusion, owing to the pre-
suppositions whicl still enter into our ways of thinking and
into our language. Let us reserve judgment about this and
look at the matter in another way. If any paranormal event
is to occur, there must be a cosmic system of psychical laws
and psychical realities; the universe had to be the kind of a
universe in which the paranormal could emerge. We may
conceive the world of the paranormal‘as a sort of matrix
from which proceed impressions which influence the specific
psychological events awhich happen from day to day, and
upon which they inturn make some impression. The impres-
sions may be like the ‘creases. in a garment which long
afterwards reveal theopostires and habits of the one who
has worn it, so that they ¢an bé' retrocognitively caught by
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the psychical activity of a sensitive; they may, on the other
hand, be phases of a continuing cosmic activity. This is a
question which there is no way of/answering at present.
Indeed, it is doubtful whether the two figures of speech tell
the ‘whole story. Assuming that “‘active” is more or less
equivalent to “personal” and “passive’ to “impersonal,” the
crease in the garment seems to be an impersonal thing, and"
a surviving memory seems to be a personal thing, so that
from our’ present frame of reference they may seem to be
utterly Antithetical. But it is conceivable that these impres-
sions left on/the ‘cosmic ‘matrix are both personal and im=
personal—both and neither—depending upon how we wish
to define the word “personal.” Psychical they certainly are,
but sharply defined in individualistic terms they probably are
not. The degree to which such surviving organized impres-
sions resemble the memory, thought, and other impressions
in our'mind$ today, which distinctively mark us off from
one another, and'the degree to which they represent inten-
personal“events 1s semething there is no possible way o
deciding- now: Vo

But it is‘definitely feasible for research to study the role,
of interpersonal‘or supérpersonal factors, and to define here
and now the extent to which personality does function as
an aspect of an interpersonal mode of ‘organization; we may
approach this problem both in ESP/research and.in refer-
ence t0 mediumistic communications. The, two fields of re-
search are not so dissimilar as they may seem. For it"is
likely that it is not only after death, but here and now, that
the.deep-level aspect of the self is an interindividual reality,”
exactly as Myers suggested throughout his writings; and
perhaps in a seénse even more profound than he guessed.
Perhaps both before and after death individuals are aspects
reflecting trends of the whole; and survival may be a con-
tinuity of these aspects of the whole; though undergoing
gradual change. From this point of view, the apparent
sharpness of individuality is not only a biological faet, it is
also®a biological artifact; that is, we seém to’ be midre
sharply individuated than we actually arel Yet in view of "
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the intercommunication between surface and deep-level
processes (as shown in psychiatric experierice as w;l! as
in psychical-research), it is likely that biological individu-
ality involves some bifiding or restraining influence at work
in the organism which keéps even the deepest activity from
becoming fully interpersonal, and therefore that the process
of dying not ofily weakens biplogical individuality at the
surface level, but also accelerates'the process of liberation;
i.e., facilitates the process, of ‘artictlationbetween selves

_ which we have already attempted toodescribe.

In terms of the tentative viewpoint developed here, the
question for science in dealing with evidence for. post-
mortém existence might be phrased not in terms of a ques-
tiony such as “Is this Myers or not?” but in térms ofothe
questions ‘“What are the similarities between this com-
municator and the old Myers we used to know? What are
the differences between this communicator and the old
Myers?” The question appears to be not whether the fluid
and complex thing which we call personality exists as
exactly the same thing after death, but” specifically what
continuities and what changes can be observéd. According
to the altérnatives sketched above, theére would be; on any
basis, somie resemblances; but on no basis would, there be
complete identity. The question is not whethercwe stirvive
or not; but what points of continuity there are, what-points
of functional comparability between those things which we
call individualities as'we know them, and those aspects of
the interpersonal manifold sketched invarious forms here.
The question is to discover ‘the aspects of individuality
which remain, the degree of continuity i the way of think-
ing and feeling, and above all the balance between activity
and passivity. If the types of research just referred to as
urgent are intensively followed, notably if the interpersonal
aspects of such experiences are earnestly pursued, we_may
well discover that loss of the “boundaries” of the self is
just as rich and just’as interesting a form of existence as
preservation ‘of rigid self-boundaries. At any rate, our
wishes in the matter are no safe guide. We may well find,
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as science has usually shown us, that the specific things that
we want for ourselves are not waiting-there in nature for
our use, but that many undreamed things—often far more
interesting—come to surprisecand intrigite us.

Criteria for Survival Evidence .

Now_ in“spite 0f all the reservations and qualifications
expressed here, many will wish simply to put the question
whether individual memories and purposes continue active’”,
after death. In attempting to answer this question, we ought
to state what types of evidence would be most cogent. The
answer would be that at least three types of evidence would
be of the highest importance.

(1) The first kind of evidence needed is evidence regard-
ing the actual scope of the paranormal powers of the living
who are invelved in obtaining the evidence—notably more
evidence on)the influence of the investigator and the in-
fluence of the sitter, with a view to substantiating or refut-
ing the field ‘conception of  the interpersonal powers de-
veloped heré.oWhen this has been adequately done, we might .
find in what degree purporting survival evidence i1s a func-
tion of interpersonal-processes attributable to the living.
Highly important in such ancenterprise cwould be the
discovery of cases of colleetive ‘veridical hallucinations
occurring long after death, hence pointing to the probability
of activity on the part of the deceased rather “than to
activities assignable to a group of living persons. If there
are @ considerable number of good cases occurring long ©
after death, under conditions making it implausible that the ,
living could have engineered the matter, they will add
greatly to the concéption of active rather than passive
residues.

(2) Another type of evidence which would bear directly
on>the problem would be a type of medigmistic material
ity which a communicator would assume thé “form under
which‘he was known some time prior to his decease; rather
than the form in ayhich he was known at the time of death.
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In most instances, of course, the surviving entity is repre-
sented as going on beyond death essentially’as he was just
before dedth. If, however, the retrocognition theory sketched
here should be sotind, we should expect to find cases in
which the medium/sitters, and others involved in the com-
munication’ make contact with the deceased as he was some
time—perhaps a matter of years—before death. There have
been a few cases in which apparitions took the form in
which the individual was known some time prior to his
death : but these are rather ambiguous, because the deceased
may at the time have been remembering himself as of a
certain period. The critical question ds to find 6ut by one
means or another whether contact is made retrocognitively
with the different periods of the communicator’s life, or
only with the personality as it was at the end of life. If only
the latter kind of evidence appears, the fact must count
against the retrocognition theory.

(3) Our third type of evidence seems to me most im-
portant of all. In discussing the Ear of Dionysius™ case
(in the January article), we encountered something which
certainly looks like a purpose taking shape in Dr. Verrall's
mind aftér his death, and consequently we concluded that
to’ explain the cepisode in terms of telepathic ‘information
from the living is a forced hypothesis. The surviyal case is;
however, made much stronger by the part represented as
played by Proféssor Henry Butcher. The whole drama ‘takes
the form of eomtiunications jointly expressing the two
friends; the commanications make sense in terms of a plan
worked out by them post-miortem. If the reader will make
the attempt at a systematic interpretation of this case as
expressing only the subconscious paranormal activity of the
living, he will find the task of introducing Henry Butcher’s
part in the plot excruciatingly difficult. The process of
planning looks, atoleast, like a process which was/actually
initiated by the'fact of death and the opportunity to com-
municate.

M “The Ear of Dionysius: Further Scripts affording Evidence of Personal
Survival” by the Right Hon. Gerald 'W. Baliour, Prec. S.P.R,, Vol. XXIX
(1916-18), pp. 197-286. ¢
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Now this way of approaching the problem leads to a way
of answering the question: “What is the most cogent type
of survival evidence?” The answer, L believe, is that it is
evidence which by definition takes the form of post-mortem
interaction of two or more communicators, It is specifically
a field expression ; not expression of a splitary individuality,
but of an enduring relationship. Some years ago I tried

t6.contrive a plan for survival evidence based on, this prin-
ciple : Let us say that Paul Kempton, of Tulsa, Oklahoma,
Pierre Leélere, 0f Pawtucket, Rhode Island, Angus Mac- “
Gregor, of Stirling, Scotland, and Leslie Durand, of the

Isle of Wight, meet.on the “‘other side.” They wish to give
evidence to their families. Checking over their various life
activities, they discover that they ‘all had one thing in com-
mon : they all had made collections of ‘rare old Wedgwood
china. Noliving human being ever knew that they had this
in common; it'is the kind of fact that could be ascertained

post-mortem, but nét before. It is true that the method would/

be laborious, and that the practical difficulties of carrying
out the plan would be great; indeed, an attempt to give
just such a test throngh Mrs. Leonard did not meet with
a notable success.*® But if such a plan-did succeed it would
be worth almost any amount of labor. Generalizing, 1 would
say that to me the strongest of stirvivalevidences would be
this kind of evidence of continued purposeful interactions
of personalities after death. Conversely, I'would be inclined
to say that the rarity of such evidence, and, in general, the
feasibility of interpreting much purporting survival évi-
dence as amexpression of the extended powers of the living,
constitutes a difficulty in accepting the case for surviyal
One of the “next Steps” is to try to contrive a “favorable
situation” for the development of the kind of evidences

suggested.
Summary :

In summary, we have discussed the suggestive evidence
that paranormal processes are not necessarily the processes

35 See the “Note" by/Mrs. Allison, this issue, pp. 210-215;

(o>
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of isolated individuals, but may express interpersonal sys-
tems of forces; and have tried to show that stich a finding
calls for the application of field theory, a scientific tool
devised expressly to study systems of forces which are not
mere sumimations of separate and distinct activities. While
field theory is simply a way of formulating observations,
and cannot solve the sirvival problem, it suggests that any
personal activity which has ever Occurred does continue to
have cosmic context and ta be part of cosmic processes;

personal activities constantly / change contexts, become

phases of the activities of other pérsonalities. The result is
to, make the sharp yes-or-no question as to htiman survival
very ‘unsatisfactory. There is some reason to believe that
personality continues after death to be, as it is now, an
aspect of an interpersonal reality, and to doubt whether it
could survive as an encapsulated entity. But the question
for science is to define’just how fixed, just how fluid it is
in respect to each of its characteristics. Paradoxically, the

»best survival evidence appears to be evidencé (such as that

afforded by the Dionysius case) of the survival of an inter-
personal relationship capable of being brought‘into relation
with the living.



