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Ladies and gentlemen, this is going to be quite differenit from
what Fordinarily ask you to listen to, I hesitated a long time before
deciding on this topic. I know that you rightly e;pcrct something
nngmnl you expect.something that is not to bé/found somewhere

ouexpect something which, however. controversial, will at
l:aat eave you, with the fcchng that there is évidence somewhere
that you ought to take seriously.

Now actually I come here tnda to do quite a dlﬁerent ﬂart of
t.hjng I am going to talk about a book* whlc:h I believe to be very
important for psychical research, the very essence of which is to
mmm a cautious, high, dispassionate position on a topic very,

ry closé-to our deepest human needs. And this is a very hard
thmg to do. It is doubly hard for an author like'Hornell Hart to do
this when he himself has definite convictions. How:in the world
c.can a man present a topic with sugh intense and profound implica-
tions, a problem which arouses so much intense fecling, pro and
con,. maintaining ubjemﬂty and fairness, and at the same time,
.allowing, you to see from timé to time his own personal beliéfs,
never: allnwmg those personal beliefs to sweep aside the cogent
force “of drguments wnth which he pefsonally disagrees? I think
that question invitself is important. I thmk the fact that 1t has been
w.rcrnl decades since we had a compact, scholarly, weﬂ-nrganucd
book devoted simply to the survival issue as such, is another
reason.
. So I thought I would ask your indulgence in talking tonight
about this book, with the feeling, ‘partly, that we will be talking
about Hofnol,l Hart, partly tallung about evidence; and largely we
shall be attempting to find a stand, a position, a frameof reference
for our own ﬁlﬂher study, discussion, and thought, And if I leave
you with a feeling that'Hornell Hart has closed any, issues, this
would be the opposite of what I'would attempt to do.

I'm going to attempt, in the time that we nrdmanl}r allow here,
to show you the structure of the book; the basic philosophical and
scientific spirit with which this éffortis made; the ways of marshall-
ing wld:ﬂﬁe upon the survival que&ﬂun thc kinds nf conclusions
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/. /be réached. 8 ‘ ¢ " The Greek actors, as you know, had thr:u"
S - 18 mnasks w?ﬁ]:,‘ lips on them that seem to have acted as
Cr | 1I {80 wu known by his mask. And the word
' i ni' smany ways of n:mmplmhmg tl'lm purpose; ’OSJ,C :m used Wm?ﬁémtn;h;::tugm?ﬁ; ’Rulr!nitmﬁr
1 dn m,l: ::Jmfn ﬂnf the m&wﬁ: or logical way is the only. way. Buyt 7, L A "Pemn.:," in Latin,’ 18 the role of & &\ﬂm character. Now this
I do n.ﬁturzﬂnt it i aué‘?m}'. and réhﬂt Hart has done this so well as' , . has to be stable. The'same Hercules, in the'plays of Euripides, who
to be worthy of at eﬂt an é‘mm close dissection, if not further "¢ /' - ’ohl man of great sublimity of chmctcr ds représented in one of the
rea 9.
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which can be drawn, ﬂrn and con; and tht ‘ways in which further
.evidence might consolidate the nf g:;m might improve
‘the research so that more confi tunt:ll.i‘n’mm mld ulumat:ly

Now I'd like to r:mtﬁd yuu that éven without taking into account
the thought of ancient Inﬁﬁ, or the thinking around the Mediter-
ranean basin before the rise of Greek philosophy, without even
taking into account the great Hi!h:;\:w‘ tznﬂjuun, without even
:nnmd:nng the mythologies which swept oves the Roman Empire
from the Germanic and Celtic and other peoples, there have been
two basic theories of the mind which have helung:d consistently and
regularly to Western ciyilization as such. run right through
our whole tfadition' in such a way that I think you will believe, as
I try to state thi tlmtgthe?* are both more or less self-cvidently
true; and yet; on oty they are starkly in o tion,
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other point of view, @s particularly developed in the
discourses as we have tﬂmn fromy Plato, assumes that
gral “self,’" basically an unchanging, fundamental, and

, Hercules Mad, as being/overpewered with Sudden insanity,
hh wife and ch.lldrcn Now you Have to believe; if you are
nilate Greek tragedy, that it was'the sdme Hercules, the same

tal person from the cradle to the grave. Because if it is

an cpmm:le there is no particular human meaning in it If a
other seriously disturbed person is just a _corglomera-

:W this is indeed a tragedy; but it has no’such tragic

as when you see a strong man, who is for you shill that

~strong man, become a weakling or a coward. If you see a mother 'l};
~or womanly woman behaving in a frightened or confused way wi

reference to the needs of the child, itis a tugcd}r, yes, but nutlu

5, like the tragedy it would be if the sarie) person.is thought to run

1/
g

Y

VIS e
V@O/ ly
?f[ O&J

*
A/A
-Q/
/
2
)
SC
ol
4
Sq
')b/

Slhngh all these things. Now the ¥ " orctmask™ is the
g anging and stable element incthe Greek ‘dramas. The same
s that you find chained on.thé rock and the: same

s rotests against Zeus gives you a continuity based
):l:h!’iﬂ;ﬁ?ll ess of the person. Now which of tbllémewu

ﬁlﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ‘;hﬂ: related to survival ? S

uestion answers itself. If the mind is nothing rifore than, a
con ion’of states, attitudes, feclings, and thoughts whick
bounce up and down I1k: the bubbles of a fountain, or the spray of
a cascade, then there is“no cenitral continuing unity on which we
could confer responsibility in this life, or continuity after death.

pposi
% The first thtngcﬁf the mmd i8 l:hiﬂ which was put forward by
““c;.  the Sophists in just before the brilliant discourses of
Eucrntcu——tn the cﬁtct ﬂum the ‘mind s a um.-., of associations.
N Tbi: reason why we think of th,undér whun thcrﬂ is- l,lght:ung. or
o Scyice versa, is that these two things are m&mﬂ*m our experience.
v %y ’[‘hg;-e 18 a flash of lightning and we hnm and-wait mnﬂ&eﬁti for
the thunder.In the same way, we learn by watching people’ fam
 what to “éxpect, and rightly or wrongly, we, expeéct, different
" behaviors from’smiles and from frowns. The little child véry early
learns to scan and understand the tone of the voice. He knows that
tmuhle i’ tuqmﬁg, or that he is going to get an embrace or‘spme- v

/
9ty
/ O/

\ thing nice to mtmhtn The mind, in other words, is artificially ) But if there is, as Plato argues,/a furidamental, unchanging self,
0y created by associations moment by moment. There are no inborn 194 something which, despite the euum:gctnt :ha.ngm around I‘l.. u
%5,  structures in the mind, The child is not born with ideas regarding Uy, recognizably the same person all the wag tl then this gi
W %, 4/;@th= relation of a frown and a spanking, or the rélation of lightning €/, some sort of a conception such as Pldto ﬂ:ga:d.mg the
tnclhundur The mind is a web, or a pattern, mtcdf riences, immortality @f/tche soul,
/l% by hour, methnpnmtufﬂew.innld m]’ﬁn ng back 1 /\,g oy Iy
Qi!;gf puts together the experiences of various . He / e ¢ ' s, I
thuwul"nhtlnukalf:.nufﬂ photey h”@f

I:.I{lgqlﬁ?( ants and he laughs and says:

" fitle fellow!” He re-crea W“"M 4

Now’ ﬂg;mcﬂ Hnrt lm;;l:rl‘nlﬁm at the very beginning of this book
tes on the assumption that the cﬁnunurr}f

to show you mﬁ of the, phllﬁmphlnl assumptions that have

i 4 the S0 entered into qg olur/ mud:vgs !md;r:n, particularly psychical
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research, and to show you that most of/the people, for exam d;:le,
Edmund Gurney, and particularly Fsr/;nk Podmore, who stu
experiences ecssentially as associations, ‘had ffo such belief in
mrggxrnlnFrednnnM who from, the earliést years asked
tly whether there is within til;mpeﬂml an‘unchanging and
inuing self, and who of course answered this question with a

tﬁund.erh nﬂ?rgutwe in his book ( ;oathumnml ublished at the
g,m:f nf,,;hr. ﬁmtux??yllcd Human 17 Emﬂd of

Hart,&:m utht;: w:imh, riilgll the curtain in order to !ﬁl:lw us the
same two gru hn/r.hz philosophical stage which haveé’been
there before, and w /predcmrminc the approach of a modern
psychical rescarchér. He ‘may say, “I'm an empiricist. I take data
wherever they lead me," but l'm' likély to have a basic assumption.
He's likely to believe thdtthe 'mind is a conglomeration, or
kaleidoscopic series of bits, stuck together and endlessly changing,
or, on the other hand, that there is a-central first person singular,
what Ha.rr. qlllis the “I—Persunn," something #h;t:h i8 "I" in the
grammarian's sénse, which goes on despite periphéral changes, to
give a fundamentd] gontinuity from cradle to grave and beyond.

Now a8 for the orgfnization of Hart's book, he undertakes, in
each of the major portions, to show first the classes of svidence that

exist to support either of th rm:t:;:urﬂ;u of view, and then to quote
S back and forth“from moderti/scholirs who have used one or
i the other position. H; for esamplé;syou'take the case of “collective

' hallucinations,” as they are ¢ Horpell / and his wife El.ln

S published many years agm /a, fascinating, ltbt]r. atudy on
A . collective hallucinations,* that s casés/in T{:‘

!pcmﬂhldbccnmnntldutunmﬁymm:mu re

ﬁﬂh ﬂlrl: study

togethut at the

,, Aré not many such cases but there are a‘fey, &hﬂg
. OF mllmw cases in which the people are presen
“gime there i8'a study of cases in which there is the same apparition
of drowning, for example, seen independently by dﬂeupt persons
at different points.
Now sti) we assume, as Frank Podmore would ha?zdm;u:
in the early collection’of spontancous cases, that the basic concept
s ttlaptl.h that is to say,/the flashing of an impression from one
tg:uth:r.ﬂu thatuﬁdm B and C catch the
& 3 m‘hprman Or even if the impression comes “some hours after
A say even 24 hours, you can say if you wish that some sort
Ve ”/0£O£= e imprmmnwurecmv:dquhuum:ﬁfﬂnﬂibuluﬂy
0, K ‘

‘&f
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we]ludu urmldﬁlumf/mtnmmuumm.hgoodmmr
had to do with dreaming or a ‘quasi- state; a
% sort of brown study. A woman, for uun@h,

over a ro?: and knows snmﬂhuw or other that
%Jmhng lhpludmwnmthewattrbéfw
Unga 2

n comes to her she is not asleep; she is in
i state, a sort of brown study, 4t Wﬂuld
Ii‘mmnnmrcrgnu would explain lII of the cases
pot as dllﬁ {ﬁtfl-hfma’ﬁf the dying person n::r:hmg out at
death or even after death, but rather to a telepathic impact alone. If
ﬂﬁmerpedcm ﬁpémtnmm person, perhaps one
erson receives the telepathic impact, iu:u:’f then another receives it
the first. : |

Q% thn contrary, says Frederic Mjrcru, mid thzhr. sdme cases,
)7 et us try another view, s there not intrinsic ﬁwdenm heré that
&Q’Fﬁ?m the dying person in a slightly different Wﬁy?,ﬁn a
@g fact, doesn't each person see anmtﬂnhg/ coloréd by his

ity? We have very curious cases in which. d:ﬂ‘ﬂrem

Ii.-c/nt fferent pnmta actually apperceive the vision, i in“‘a
way. Theére is one dramatic case in which one sees the

image reflected in a mirror, and nowt is seen not as if it were an
exact duplicate of what the first person sees. One person sees it
directly, but the other person, standing a feyy feet apart in the
Siroom, sees it as if reflected. Each person t!:iun is "mkmg a dramatic
pémyll reality out of this—not as if one ‘were ' telepathically
£ the other. This is what Frederie Myers had originally
£ mmmn of space” by the dyinig person. And since ‘each
fh,zg ipies & d,lg:nn:m t;;;rl:nn of space, ﬁhuf; vﬁﬂé stmmcmr&

or t to apparition in or 0
ﬁﬁm%l:ruﬁﬁg njrnp;lnm agreeing with Myen‘}’ is not
momentary assnciations i/the mind, but the deeper, t:eptri‘l
mhinﬁ, personal rﬂiﬂy of the dying person in interactipn
with a mn reeciving the iffipression. “
Just m:-:n y in dnew’ muﬁ“gtn to gathEu cases, thudhmmm
Society for a:hmal Reésearch ‘drew one intrigued me very
much—in wlur:h a girl whosé chief'interest is a farm in Wisconsin
midrcun,tnmkcl : Bm.yl; Mrm&mcrwhnu
tﬂchmg school out in Montana. A 2 in the morning,
mm;htr. working at her 1mnmg She’ secs the daughm-
in, s if'to say, “Why are you visiting me at 270’clock in the
mumm;,?" There is/g momentary interchange in what we would
call a ¢ ocal’ lclcpltl'ur: experience.

H&Wb@gfﬁ'gn jrmbgct says this point of view, with the theory
ofloxm ﬂlg,mptdﬂfrnmhtnﬂ?ﬂuhcr
if thm wure n,rul’re@rab‘uy between the deep levels of
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two persons. There is an 1-Persona for each person; the two are
: interchanging. To this the first schogl of thought would im-
mediately say: “How do you know what would be the ultimate
evidence of an unchanging personalityp an [-Persona After all,
doesn't the girl see from the point 8f view of what she herself is
in lier teens? l/}aﬂn't her mother see in terms of whidt gshe is/as a
school teacher who has to earn a living out in Montana fof/a few
fﬁlﬂﬂtﬁ&'ﬂf the, yedr’ away from the family ? Doesn’y each of them
ink in térms of personal gssocrations exactly as the Sophists would
have said? Isn’t thecexperience a pattern of the intérwovén
associations, rathér than’an unchanging expression of a stable
personality ' 'V . U e
~ From this Hornell Hart'goes on to consider a variety of other
instances in which he gradually strengthens, a step at a time, the
discussion of the problem of activity as constrasted with passivity
in the telepathic or other spontaneous’ cases. I want to illustrate
this by reference to two cases, one old andone new, in which I
think I can make more clear what is méant by *activity” and by
“passivity’’ in these impressions. Y,

There is orig of these collective cases in which no less than six
persons saw,an apparitién, each one from an appropriate point of
view. Thig is the case of R.C. Morton published 70 years ago in
the British Proceedings. Miss Morton was a medical student who
got interested in the scientific problém of a wraith, or a spectre, or
“haunt,” or whatever you want to call itpwhich would appear in

2 the garden; people would/lgok 6ut of the upper story window and
k sge it coming up the gudfn—a(ppl.li.“"r.'hﬁn people’ would see the
c/ figute come in through the open’dpor. Others’at thé head of the
1k stairs would watch the figure climbing the‘steps. ‘Miss Morton
¥ s, " bersélf, not in the least bit bothered by any of thﬁ took a, piecé/of

)

ni?n‘ing andattached it with fish glue about a twofoot height from
‘the nt‘!irlnrpc'md watched the figure walk through' the thread. She
sat erself that this was not a solid person making /a- practical
Jjoke at the expense of those present. 9
Here then/we have from these six different points of view

5 something that ‘acts like; an entity (as Hart would say, an “I-
g, Persona) and not like a reéflection of different images or impres-

W ] sions. 1 » /:

, Yo, &, s Tyrrell, in his interesting collection of cases, his gone so far as

o, , /L{Qtt’inf report instances in which there is an a¢tual obliteration of part

g ~ Of the image if it is out of sight from the pointof view, of the
oy, ' 70f thé person at the  the £ fo e,

f ey time. One person sees the figiire, for'example,

CO/.W@%( S KOf A, Co Neg Tk
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_eut off, in part, and it turns out actually that the room in which the
w@’?‘f! (a dog in this particular cdse) is seen, had been
“hmlg'@ ‘E{dn,g ran where the floor used to be the lower part of
‘the /dog’s) four/legs was obliterated because the floor has been
%ﬁ/ i8,/in other i;vurdiu, is a m;: invuti;ing quite }ltcrﬂlfjv:‘
| o “peychological space” from the point of viéw o
?l;q:bchllflhnd %5.»,muivcr. ik I
Now I%Bﬁ’ t kriow if T}rr@.(l[ is aware of the verbal play that he is
indulging in here. It is‘a fascinating one, He says that any theatrical
' ce depends not only Upon a producer and a director,
‘assistants having to do with props and lights €te., but upon a "rlgv
cgarpenter.” That is to say, somebody must be résponsible for the
1. filling-up of the space (the actual cabinet making, if it is
‘that, the actual change in structure: bannister, rails; walls, and the
Oractual floo

%

r itself), Now, in each pcrsnn"i{?'und,:;:;herc is not just
a i;rh?. but there is a s:fc carpenter. If you prefer to say this
in Freud's language and talk about the unconscious and dream-
censorship, etc., you can. There is a dramatic process that is
co ly re-working the passively received material so“that all
gpa.riﬁnm and all ‘dreams are actively re-created by the I-Persona
the receiving person. The stage carpenter, in other words, is
what intervenes (in the production of an’ ition) between two
o, personalities which otherwise would be flopping about helplessly,
Z . % 'PPIDE
ble to make contact with one another. ” / {ios
There is, moreover, in Tyrrell<and Tere thete is a frank avowal
N neé-sided point of view—an implication, that there ‘must be
“/ choth in the agent and in percipient; both‘in the sendef and in the
§ _ receiver, d stage carpenter. And the two stagecarpenters must get
together, This, if yow like, is like the old theory of telepathy which
Warcallier and others offered; he says that the unconscious
portions‘of two minds must interact (not the conscious minds, but
the unconscious portions of two minds) if there is to be a telepathic
reciprocity. . Oally pedon il ail
What can we conclude? We here utilized the Gurney and
Podmore approach, the Myers ‘and Tyrrell approach, constantly
turning this to the light nﬁﬁﬁjﬂg“'}m that actually, aside from
endless verbalization, you cannot scttlé’the question in any final
. Way by spontaneous cases alone. It se¢ms to thie that that conclusion,
lltgm.lgh it is offered very cautiously, is almost'dinned into your
ears as you read, When you read it, drop me a post‘card tell
me whether you agree,or not. I'm going to ask you to consider the
possibility that thespontancous cases, rich, important and valuable
as they dre, cannot ledd 1o a final conviction here except at a verbal
level. Now Ican tell you that I prefer one of these theories to the
other, and I can give you yerbalizations, but since I cannot climb

ese,- e
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q down, like a super stage-carpenter, into the lower terrain, and
cannot discover the unchanging I-Pémsona;/ I can only see the
:anmuntl}' changing Gardner Murphy, whois not the same person
thit talked to you last year, and wery much ‘not thé ssme person
that studied psychical research out of his grlnd-dnddjr’a Home
UniiGersity nga book by Sir William Bagrett fifty yeurs ago. My

gction-attributes, the potentials/the beaming of the message
directly ‘to you so that several other p[:mm:ltltthanme
t]iﬁ is not the kind of k}ung which a killeidoscopic serics
of upmiﬁu would be expected to produce, but it is the sort of
thing which &n I-—Ptrannn beyond death should approach. This
cannot be ‘made thore conyincing by purely verbal argument; but

subjective experignce that I'm constantly chinging does notCscttlé this mﬂuﬁtﬂ evaluation of the spontaneous cases is, I/thinky Z S
@yﬁug Orif 1 tcllr %'uu, “I am the same. I'm not just & series of ‘Thighly mge:mﬁun, and one of the few really mew things that have .
5 won't convince you either. You'll be left been said in the matter of survival mdmce from spontaneous cases A,
mth :I‘n-. f:clmg tlmt these are interesting philosophical arguments: for quite a long time/: y
and spontdfieous Cases cin _be mmlmlid to support one of the 2 ea. T - S
other; but this is not'the directior/in which final conviction is F ch ' IV' ‘s U

likely to be achieved.
At this point, Hart rédorts to’a highly ingenious point, which he
only gives bricf space to here‘because the argument is of a statistical

:harmcr. and he knows this is hard going. Actually he published
this material in two earlier papers§-and only very tangentiall
handles it l'u‘:rl;:f He undertakes to show that thnac qualities whic
an aren st-mortem apparition will possess when it
r;:hgph h ?tngi?rml value {t}?nrr is, when it convinces you
by internal, evidence that it is not just a fluke, not just a
chance ﬁpmmdenu} are ‘the same attributes which a spon-
tmum@mﬂpmemwhmmmdulmgmtmthpm-
mortem communication, but avith®known inter-communication
between the living.‘And he goes o to this very daring argument:
if the same natural history applies' to the interaction between

ng;uﬁ ‘when we reach this point in the argument, we begin to say,
ods there not any more direct kind of evidence? And on_this; of
! uﬁm Hart mobilizes the evidence from mediumship beginning
¢ wq%h t period which began when William/James in 1884
Mrs L. E. Piper, a s 1ntua1ut medium ; through her

mlved ‘messages coming from his wife's family which hé‘and his
wife were certain ‘had never been normally :ummumutcd “and
which could not be attributed to any easy device like unconscious
whispering or any other trick. During the period of the 80’s and
,, 90's the mediumship of Mrs. Piper, fi wed in the first decade of
 century by the mediumship of half @ dua:% fv other persons,

an extraordinary series of soi-divant ¢ 'I.Imﬂ:l'ﬂﬂnl from
ceased. Now this story, althoigh it 'has been toldca great

- persons when they're both aliye as/a whefi one of them is 1 times, isn't known as well as it should be//Dr. Hynlop Br,,
¢/ offered us as living and the othér as Lmamdua,e  if by an inner y , dévoted books to the history of the afalysis &f the
: i;mlym of their attributes we discover that, dnth doesni’t make :? latér on thp Soule and other mndlummﬂ: phenomena,
¥ any” differénce in the attributes—if we discover tharthe mmc in@ to show in great detail that the material is pot of the
‘attributes, hold for the cases when the two ‘people are living, sort which telépathic fmpulées could produce. Weknuwmlﬁmhlﬁf X
awhen’one is‘living and one is deceased, doesn tEin argue that th: said the late Dr. ﬁyﬂnp (4nd later Dr Walter Franklin Prince said Il
sheer fact of dcath in itself does not akter the form’ of telepathic the same thing) about the natural history of telepathy—not very £
commutiication ? much, but we know what sorts 6f things are casy and hard to g
If you find that yeridical apparitions occurring days or weeks communicate; we know something about the unconscious rather o &
after deith are’like those which come at the time of death or than the conscious nature of the telepathic impulse; we know SJ/O/I

29 before death, doesn't thisCcontain at least a potential challenge
that maybe the same thing is happening, i.e,, telepathy for an

o, , b existing I-chnai' Now if you should happen to feel this way,
0, ?ﬁllownuld be sa;rmg that the I-Persona, theory, fits‘and that the
=T thft? theory dmré: fit. The mucutmn ﬁhﬂnr]r mmtiﬂl say
e ge 80 much even in a year ur lives, €
e /I% I;xam-l’ e apiam o

something about the histrionic skills uth entranced mind of the
Inndmm which make it possible to ﬁw;t the part of the deceased
© person and play-act through a communication. We know something
about the limits'ta this play-acting business. And ‘ds-this sort of
tlung 18 mﬂjm:d more and more closely, it shows that the two
major theories which We have presented up until now in 2 nnﬁa
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talks to you through a medium is simply’a histrionic, play-acting
pose which, for the moment, and under the influence of trance,
believes itself to be a deceased entity; it fishes about, picks up odds
and ends of information—perhaps through unconscious hints, but
‘even through telepathic cues, and puts over successfullya replica-
. tion;.a simulation, of a deccased nality, That is theory nember
one. And this was the theory which Richard, Hodgson, the great
>ﬁ;‘u’tulun scholar] deyeloped when he first had his sittings with
Ars. Piper. The pérsanalities that appeared to “communicate
through MrsPiper, he said; are simply dream-processes.””,

The other theory, however, which Hodgson gradually espoused
—rejecting the first theory as the result of communications from
his friend George Pelham who had died suddenly just before this—
was that somehow theré g aninvasion of the sleeping body of the
entranced medium; that this invaded body is now capable of
talking or writing automatically;.or conveying mess which,
although colored and distorted, do“spmehtw verily represent the
continuing personality of the deccased. ,

Now it is rather a sﬁmk to realize that almost all serious scholars
working with, the Hodgson material came to the conclusion early
in this century ‘that beth views, the play-acting theory and the
invasion theory, wére unténable, Nevertheless there are two forms
of survival theory’which/were developed, more or less at the same
time, one by Mrs. Henry Sidgwick, and the other by the elder
Dr. Hyslop, which seprésent ways of bringing to bear upon the
evidence certain rather more coomplex, notions of what survival
might mean. I will tell you'in;advince that they dre something like
this stage-carpenter idea from Tyrrell that I discussed’a minute ago.

Mrs. Sidgwick's theory is that the entity Which comminicates is,
to be sure, simply a histrionic pose, but that it canstantly draws the
ficeded information either from living or frém deceased minds in
grdeér to complete the sense of the I-Persona, if ordétito give, a
continuity recognizable by the living. Dr. Hyslop ‘pushed this a
little firther, arguing that there was fusion of the minds/of living
and deceased, that at times the trance personality is actually like
the fusion of colors, for example, an orange that is so perfect that
you can't decide how much is red and how much is yellow. It is
not half-red and half-yellow; it is a fusion of the two. In this case

¢, we have the notion of a deep-level collahoration between living
. medium and deceased communicator to prodice the fusion which
“vappears in the replication of the soi-distant personality, which is
. Not/quite the deceased personality, nor'is it a histrionic posebut
‘it ds a new creation for the moment.

£

, Naw,at this poirit Hart seems rather close to Dr, Hyslop; for he
iﬁm%&u#/lhg general view that we are strait-jacketing ourselves
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unnecessarily by clinging to either of the nilive positions first
stated. He is somewhat nearer to the I-Persona theory; he is some-
what mare Socratic or Platonic than the view which I first quoted;
but he is unmistakably closer to this kind of survival position than
he is ‘to the ‘sssociationist position which originally I quoted ‘dpn
npﬁil” ition '

£

Now this might séem complicated enough. Yes, it is; but the
task of a man working a8 Hornell Hart is working is to go beyond
“%the simple and to create all the difficulties that hﬂ can get people to
&, face. And considering that the Book is‘small, simple,-direct, well-

" writtert; I think it is extraordinary to‘haye gotten even to this point.
‘ _But'he attempts one more complex issue. And T will' ask you, to

/. struggle ‘with it MY,
=/ /glghﬂ?ﬂ the study of what has come to be calléd in recent years
thé ‘modus operandi of mediumistic trance, the psychology _‘mf Flh:s
process of intéfaction between medium’s mind and communicator’s
mind. It is no longer enough to say that there are histrionic poses
(play-acting, or roles, aceepted and used by the entranced medium});
it is no longer enough to say that somehow the deceased gets
through. Neither of these states the facts, T‘hehr:tl are at a higher
B level of complexity. What happens is-that @ seriesor chain of com-
)., munications can actually be observed if you are patient enough
f%: low this. The material here is drawn rather hrfcly ‘from the
sstudy) of afother medium, Mrs. Osborng Leonard,”particalarly
ﬁ/wuﬂ:’. done by, C. Drayton Thomas in & remarkable series of
%;fffn.puhﬁsh;;l by the British S.P.R. WA I o
there 1aoalsd some material from several other persons: some
very interesting work-done‘by Troubridge and Hall,* who made
one of the earliest studies, (right after the First World War) of
modus operands of trance, There is Earl Balfour's celebrated study

S
!
Q

test of all mediumistic Utterances, the “Ear of Dionysius.”

ut basically what is happesning hiére is that Hart is giving us the

kind of evidence that Drayton Thomas offers us on this matter of

modus operandi. You start by setting up an’hypothesis to the effect

& that if the thing communicating were an ‘entity, with certain human

associations, having lived a certain life with certain’deep affections,

certain habits, fears, hopes, and expectations, then not only would
/ (Y

¢ V‘ / / / i
. idge and M., Radelyffe-Hall, “On a Series of Sittings with Mm,
Onborme Lochont, ™ Frve, Bl Val. 30, 1918-1919, pp. 339-554,
* G, W. Balfour, ""The Ear of Dionysit ; Further Scri :Enuﬂ_ﬁz Evidence of
Personal Survival,” Prec. ﬁﬁﬂ% \F’nlcrlﬂﬂﬁ;__ﬂlj-lill, pp. 197-286. :

of Mrs. Willett's communications,’ as exemplified in one of the
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the words, the mannerisms, the form ‘of speaking, the expressive 4 time and trouble to quote E. R Dodd at great length, particularl
machinery by which we recognize onl¢‘another be recognizably the from an article called *“Why I do not Believe in Survival,”® whi
same, but it would be possible for the investigator to ask the is one of the strongest, solidest, clearest stateménts of the associa-
communicator, step by step, to describe what the process of com.- tion theory which exists. In other words, just when you get to the
munication seems like to him. Instead of believing it or rejecting it, ﬁiﬂ of saying the debate is nearly over (this is the 1948 election :
-the thing to do is to get it down, study it, analyzeit, publish it; and d we cin.go Home now and don't have to worry how things are”
ifnvite the collaboration of others. We haven’t spread our Afiierican going to come out !Joit becomes perfectly evident that‘there“is 7 &
wings very much inour Society's publications, but Dorcthy Berg? 5, always another human word as long as human beings struggle with .
not very long ago; made astudy of modus operands in mediums i incomplete, fragmentary, and distorted materials, as they must 1
which ‘is; an ‘attempt<to bring together what has been ‘done By 7/ when such an issue and such limited kinds/of material exist. Dodds (
several différent inivestigators stadying both British and Amefican ", i ,, argues strongly for the unknown:limits of the-association principle. o
material, AlS- ol el " i g “cHe reminds us that there are some) yery ‘curious cases in which 2l
In the volume now under discission there is an attempt on the i @ persons actually alive at the time have appeared and communicated {
part of Hornell Hart to utilize these concepts; to show that there is Or have been thought to be giving post-mortem mgn:?en There
more than a web of associations, more than a sheer reiteration of Orare at least two very dramatic cases, Onéds ﬂmm a French
personal identity, but rather the expréssion in the mediumistic Ca, feur named Réallier'® who was at Salonika during the First
séance of the point of view of an entity struggling frantically to ~ World/War and who appeared through Mrs. Halsey in New Yark
make itself clear, This has the errors, the confusion and the mﬂrvp very good evidence for hi-]ﬁmtiw- The only trouble was
difficulties whicly you will expect a person, tryirg to use an that he Wasn't deceased, as he said he was, but was at the Salonika
organism other than /his own, and working with very complex Z8 front, The second’is the equally dramatic case of Gordon Davis
material which hé‘-mus’t"&xprun if he wants to convey the sense of % published by S. G. Soal™ The materials in this case are com-
his own/identity, will have'to _deal with, and will have to have Yo, municated through Blanche Cooper/in Landon on the basis of the
“played back"-to him so that he‘can correct the misunderstandings 9 1 ,, assumption that the man is a boyhood friend/sho has d on.
in such a way that finally sométhing’ ¢an be recorded as a mass of g %uﬂ?; he is living in another ﬁm-t of London. This fit the
evidence that is mor€cthan that which can be simply attributed to Co 7, assoeiation theory; it does not fit the [-Persona theory, What are
the belief of the sitter. 7/, "o , SV % ., You going to do about it? A 8,
- Does it follow from this thiit,the ‘case is closed? Far from it. If 4 ¢, One thing you can do is to look for’still more complicated
Hornell Hart were interested simply in“d Jegal presentation, if he evidence.’ Anothér is to look for still more “sophisticated philo-
were intergsted in being counsel for ene p rather than the dhics.cAnd @ll of ‘this Hart gives us. He evenc takes you, in
‘other, this would end the book in a grand’ climax. You would say this ‘relatively short book; through a sort of a tunnel;cs maze of
the |-Perdona theory wins, hands down. Not so Hornell Hart. both evidence dnd argument: terse presentations of the evidence
Brecause: you ‘have forgotten something. You have forgotten that and then summariés of thetwo peints of view which I have been S
there/are a‘large number of very careful, critical, wellsinformed 0/, trying to describéto yous, . s, Ve,
investigdtors who have listened to all of this and still remain of theifr If you don’t happén to have had the enormous pleasure—and if Oq,
own opinion. And Here are some of the reasons why. Hart takes 7 you Exvm't. 1 hope that yquiwﬂtmglﬁétimﬁ—-uf exposing yourself )S_j/ 4
particulary seriously E./R. Dodds, who is one of the classical gy to what has been known as the Lethe case,'®, '* here will be a 0/7/6
“‘;,J":hh"ﬁ" o ]i‘_‘““ been f‘ﬁﬁ]ﬂ{imﬂi@ﬂ- As d};uu know, a great deal * Proc. S.P.R., Vol. XLII, 1934, 147- 172
of the British survival evidence to /with the classicist ERTIRE S d¥y, VOB Ly Falar £5 7, TN
,/F:E"-'dﬂ‘fi'ﬂ Myers :réd u;h:;d cLlammts‘ ists whé' have r:gémmuni:ated i b J-“?lyfﬂ:ﬂmgﬁ?{:m A MLH:&@" C{Puu:;mp'n"
3 fragmentary Gree atin messages or in othér ways have “A Report on“Some Communications ived through Blanche
ﬁm their identification with the Graeco-Roman |i¢sﬂiﬂ}:= and P Pkdimaris s Expesmint with Mis. Piper in 1908 : 11, Three’
h;sgnrir w%u\éh"mo t so much to them in life.;He therefor# takes the S ;‘!i'um-ﬁaz ai’:il:im: 55- e the Sibyl; the Homace Ode Question,” Proc. ,
o v / | XXIV, 1§ Y :
/'be# [‘"l‘hr Modus 'Y ow Cotufnunicafion s A o -n:%?rgi# Aﬁ%ﬁﬁm . SPTR Vol. XXV, 1911 o 14 i
/# s i, : 8 3 in | . JL, . } » PP- >
Comparison of Theonies,” Jounsay, A.S.P.R., January, 1951, pp. 17- ~Q Y, s 175, Wi = Sty i T 58 ] it fy %
& Q 4 / Sy
S ol b o S
, U S 2 5
‘b % = / SOl U &
V. Ho ~ C/u B, ' Cy




x\yp Oor -
] OO

> O /.
16 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Rekeuré; 13/

fragment to whet your appetite. The wopd “‘Lethe,” the river of
forgetfulness in the underworld, was regarded by one investigator
as a good way of ﬁndmﬁl out whether Frederic Myers, purporting
to’ communicate, is really the €lassicist that he prétends to be.
Therefore, ﬁmrgc Eﬂrrdm in adsii'ﬁ‘nﬁ nicar - Boston, asked the

urporting Myers what word Letheosuggésted. After a' gopd
m.* Sparring around, the purporting Myffi.‘mgivﬂ what appg::rn

to be‘along string of meaningless associations. Buta good manyof

thém, were,Greek words or proper names. Finally, the _mﬁa]a,;ig ry
team warking on thiw did pick out the place in Ovid's Metamore,

phoses in which all-these fiames’ that were given by the purpﬁrdn%
Myers appear in gonnection with a journey to Lethe. This wasn
enough, however, to satisfy the T-Persona school of thought, and
s0 the question was sent/over to be présented by Sir Oliver Lodge
to Mrs. Willett, the English medium. And in this instance the
package was opened which contained, the question, and im-
mediately the purporting Myers said'that this concerned a question
asked before; and went on to make fragmentary ¢eplies. Finally he
wrote in capitalletters, “D-0-R-R- This is the lgurr to which I
found no key,” evidengcing simultancous knowledge of the American
experiment and of the need to say something about Lethe, The
Myers ‘personglity then goes on to give a long series of very
appropriate associations with Léthe, this time not from Ovid, but
from Virgil. If you don’t have the pleassure of knowing the Lethe
case, do expose yourself to that beeause it is a really great literary
puzzle, whether you believe this supports one or the other view,
It is one of those rare delights which the British sgholarship back
of psychical research has produced. |

'PDoes this case mean, for Hornell Hart, just a museum: piece !
No. This means: let's struggle some more avith-this evidence. For
example, let’s see whether any living person could haye been the
telepathic sotrce of this material. Who might havecinfluenced it?
After going through the various data, one could say that it might
have come in part from here, in part from there. Just as inf the Ear.
of Dionysius the aftempt is to find a living source for the material.

VI

~ Now perhaps you will be disappointed if you have been occupy-
ing very high middle ground here to find two final stegs which Hart
“thinks he _must take as an honest man;, The‘first is to recapitulate
all the evidence, and then to recapituldtesall the arguments,cand

tliisn{»_tq state whj:,j‘!mmunally takes a particular view, while if

your €ars thére is stll ringing the discord, the babél; ?f this
conifysed and uncertain debate. You won't catch Hart saying; ‘T
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tagged the base this time.” You will ﬁmi’fh.lm only saying, “In the
Big League we have more than one umpire, and we have to
decide which umpire is going to decide regarding the men runfi !

the bases”, “Who of you,” Hart is essentially saying, "i"”"!‘:% *

enoughito the evidénee to have the right to say that you are right
and ‘somebody else is wrong?” Hart believes in the I-Persopa
theary but does not think thit this closes the mouths or the-minds
or the hearts of anybody else, "o, :
I want to leave,you“then, with asbook which essentially re-
capitulates the kinds of evidence, the kinds of points of view which

,_are legitimate in this field, Now if1 have/zonvéyed to you any of the
“/fecling of this effort, I hope that at the same timeé I have done two

: the first is to induce you toread s$ome of the miaterial which

eﬁ?@:ﬁtﬂtﬂd here second-hand by Hart; the second’is to convince
%/ you that we need more than verbal : W
9, of ‘evidence. We need, in particular, types of ‘eyidence which are

t, We need’new kinds

manifestly beyond the scope of any of the considérations brought
forward, When people say that we have had all the ‘evidence for
seventy-five years, they have overlooked the fact that there is'a
: that s new under the sun. When Mrs. Piper appeared,
she was new; when Mrs, Willett appeared, she had a new kind of
evidence; when the cross-correspandences occurred, they were

. new; when Tyrrell presented his very dramatic-study of the stage-
m and interaction in ‘W;nus cases,- he presented
4 ing very new. Some peop ug “Why do you ‘want to

ck and toy with these old things?"” Quite a number of-people

l@obe&vtqthnt‘ft.h;rt are still new things th"hg,fuﬁnd out by going

h the literature in our field; new angles, new ways of inter-

‘preting new ‘éxperiments to be tried. This psychical research’of
nuﬂ'?i:\s&n_pr& cut- _:.lari!d,and completed issue. It ig'a 'grnwjng
It iznpﬁem'tn be’a field’in which final decisions are not easily

made. Are there any other fiélds of which this is true ? There are ©/

few other fields in the sciefices, in the humanities, in history, in
which we think the evidence i$all in. Maybe, in the course of
pursuing survival evidence more fully, we will not only get new
methods and new arguments, but, if the process is vigorous, maybe
we will get a stretching of our minds; a broadening of our per-
spective, an elevation of our ways of understanding; to a level that
will m:kc/hcttcrsequ out nfwf':t already exists as well as to find
new ways of marshalling fresh evidence. [ hope, however, that in),
our tl:g’ the dssue will not-be closed, because I believe that it is like
a prematurely closed woundy like a scab that forms too early.
There are some things i nature ' that happen before the ‘full
implications have been wnr!ﬁda‘@%'nugbf L‘ nk there is nothing
‘o / 7 C
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