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REPORT OF THE SEIBERT COMMISSION

T he “Preliminary Report” of the Seybert Commission, 
recently published, has attracted general attention, and h is 
received quite copious notices from the newspaper press, 
both secular and religious, not only throughout this coun­
try, but also in Great Britain and other countries ; and in 
nearly all these notices, the work of the Commission has 
been held up as a fair, thorough, and especially acute and 
able examination of the claims of Modern Spiritualism, by 
ten distinguished and learned i
al

professional
also—are

men, the result being the 
>se claims, and a demonstra­
te, mediums—if not private 
posters, and that there are,

? phenomena presented through them th 
called spiritual, the whole investigation

merely a ** simple question of legerdemain.99

Reme has been
forty

ispheres,
journalistic

converts, among them distinguished representa- 
very learned profession, and of every branch of 
d literature, that its phenomena, physical and
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mental, have been subjected to repeated investigations by 
some of the best scientific experts in the world, resulting 
uniformly in the endorsement of the reality of these phe­
nomena, and usually in the complete conversion of the in­
vestigator, however hostile previously, to a belief in the 
claims of Spiritualism—bearing these facts in mind, the 
American Spiritualist Alliance could not but feel very 
great surprise at the published account of this late inquiry, 
ostensibly by the ten distinguished gentlemen who append
their names to this report. ■

The Alliance has, therefore, through a committee of its 
appointment, caused a careful examination of this report to
be made, todiscover the novel facts which it has disclosed,
at this late day, in regard to this interesting subject, differ­
ing so widely from those attested by so many other ex­
plorers ; and, as its members are anxious only for the truth, 
to ascertain whether it may not be necessary for the Alli­
ance, after this revelation, to disband, its deluded members 
acknowledging their errors, and retiring from the whole 
movement, with which many have been connected for over 
a generation, wiser if not better and happier men and wo­
men. After, however, a careful analysis of this “ report,” 
the result of which we here submit to all our fair-minded 
fellow-citizens, and to all unprejudiced friends of truth and 
justice everywhere, we have concluded not to suspend the 
work of the Alliance, because we have been more thorough­
ly convinced than ever by the contents of this volume, callt d 
the report of a fair and thorough investigation of Spiritual­
ism, that this organization was never more needed than now 
for the vindication and diffusion of Sp ir it u a l  T r u t h .

First, we will call attention to the
O R IG IN  O P  T H E  S E Y B E R T  C O M M IS S IO N .

The Seybert Commission was appointed - in 1883, on the 
receipt by the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 
of an offer by Henry Seybert, a wealthy gentleman of Phila­
delphia, to donate by bequest to that institution, the sum of 
$00,000, in order to found a chair of philosophy, to be named, 
in honor of Mr. Seybert’s father, the “ Adams Seybert
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Chair.” Coupled with this offer was the condition, M that 
the incumbent o fih e  chair should, either individually or in 
conjunction with a commission o f the University Faculty. 
make a thorough and impartial investigation of all systems of 
morals, religion, and philosophy, which assume to represent 
the truth, and particularly Modern Spiritualism.”

In accepting this offer, the Board of Trustees, July 3d, 1883 

appointed a commission to carry out the wishes of the donor, 
consisting of the following named persons: Dr. William 
Pepper, Provost of the University, and, ex-officio, chairman; 
Rev. George S. Fullerton, Professor of Moral and Intellect­
ual Philosophy ; Joseph Leidy, M. D., Professor of Anato­
my ; Robert E. Thompson, Professor of History and English 
Literature; and George A. Koenig, Ph. D., Professor of 
Chemistry. All these were, as will be seen, members of the 
Faculty, as the terms of Mr. Seybert's offer required. The 
ten signers of the report aie these five members of the 
Faculty, and five other persons not belonging to the Faculty. 
These are all facts which the report omits to mention.

The Trustees, in accepting the “gift” of Mr. Seybert,re­
quested the Provost to return thanks to the donor, and to 
state that they accepted his ” liberal gift ” subject to the 
conditions mentioned in his letter (as above stated).

The decease of Mr. Seybert occurred a short time after­
ward, and his will was found to confirm the gift by bequest.

T. R . H A Z A R D  A N D  T H E  COM M ISSION.

The relation of Mr. Thos. R. Hazard to the Commission 
may best be explained here; and it is necessary to do so, as 
he is the only friend to Spiritualism whose testimony we are 
able to invoke in regard to any of the circumstances of the 
investigation. Fortunately, we have Mr. Hazard’s own ex­
act statement of the facts that occurred previous to his 
being obliged to leave for the Pacific coast, early in May,
1884. This statement is found in his well-known Protest 
(dated Santa Barbara, Cal., May 5th, 1885), printed in the 
N orth  Am erican, of Philadelphia, under date of May 18ih,
1885. Mr. Hazard gives the following explanation of his con­
nection with the matter:



8 A  R E V IE W  O F  T H E  R E P O R T

„  For gon)e weeks previous to bis decease, Mr. Seybert was la the 
practice of consulting me In matters germane to bis establishment 
of the ‘ Adams Seybert Cbair,’ both before and after the arrange­
ments were completed; and tbe f60,000 was, or is, to be paid over 
to tbe trustees of tbe University only upon tbe condition that ‘ tbe 
Incumbent of said chair, either Individually or in conjunction with a 
commission of tbe University Faculty, shall m ake a  thorough and 
impartial investigation of all systems of morals, religion, and phi- 
losopby which assume to represent tbe truth, and particularly of 
Modern Spiritualism/ Mr. Seybert bad repeatedly solicited me to 
become bis representative and assist In tbe proposed Investigation, 
wblcb request I always declined for reasons given, until a  few days 
before bis decease, when I was called upon by a special messenger 
from Mr. Seybert, asking me to come to bis home and meet Dr. Wll 
Ham Pepper, tbe Provost of tbe University. Shortly after my arrl v 1 
at his bouse, Mr. 8eybert earnestly renewed his request, which I 
Dually consented to comply with, with tbe full, distinct understand- 
log that I should be permitted to prescribe the methods to be pur- 
sued In tbe Investigation, designate the mediums to be consulted, 
and reject tbe attendance of any person or persons whose presence 
I deemed might conflict with the harmony and good order of the

spirit circles."
This proposition was agreed to, Mr. Hazard allege5, and 

he cites the following letter from the Provost in confirma-
tion thereof:

M N e w po r t , It. I , July 27tht 1883.
My Dear Sir: 1 have yours of the 27: b. The Commission has had 

no meeting, and of course no plan has been adopted for proceeding 
In the Investigation. As you are aware, I have already Informed you 
that I shall expect your advice In reference to the subject, and In 
accordance with our conversation at Mr. Heybert’s, I shall be p eased 
to receive any assistance In the work of the Commission that you
may be able to render. Yours truly, W i l l i a m  Pe p p e r .

To Thomas R. Hazard, Esq.M

Mr. Hazard also says, In this p ap er, after e n u m e r a tin g  th e  

above-mentioned Jive Commissioners:
“ To these have since been added tbe present chairman [called In 

Up* II 'port th e" Acting Chairman M], Horace Howard Furness [one 
of the trustees of the University]; and, according to the statement 
m idf In the North American of the 14th Inst. [May, 1885] Mr. Cole­
man Sellers, whom I have never bad the pleasure of meeting or see-
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ing to my knowledge. The first meeting of the Commission that I at­
tended w.'s at Dr. William Pepper's house, on the 8th of February, 
1884, on which occasion all the original members were present. Since 
then at all the official meetings with mediums that I have attended, 
or am aware of being held previous to my leaving the city, early last
May [1884], Messrs. Koenig, Fullerton, Leldy, and Furness were alone 
present.’9

T H E  B E  P O R T  M IS L E A D IN G .

In the Report, these facts are not mentioned, indeed they 
seem to be carefully suppressed. It says, after merely men­
tioning the gift of Mr. Seybert and the condition annexed 
to it (in part only), “ a Commission was accordingly appoint­
ed, composed as follows : Dr. Wm. Pepper, Dr. Joseph Leidy, 
Dr. Geo. A. Koenig, Prof. R. E. Thompson, Prof. Geo. S. 
Fullerton, and Dr. Horace Howard Furness ; to whom were 
afterward added Mr. Coleman Sellers, Dr. James W. White, 
Dr. Calvin B. Knerr, and Dr. S. Weir Mitchell."

C O N D IT IO N S  O F  T H E  B E Q U E S T  V IO L A T E D .

Now the fact is, that the Commission originally appointed 
in 1883, as Mr. Seybert was duly notified, consisted of only 
the Provost and the four professors first mentioned in the 
above list, and could not properly have contained the other 
five, as they were not members of the Faculty, the language 
of Mr. Seybert's expressed condition being that “the in­
cumbent of said chair, either individually or in conjunction 
with a commission of the Faculty," should make the investi­
gation, which he evidently desired to be made by the learned 
representatives of the University, not by this, that, or the 
other physician, dentist, civil engineer, or other person, who 
might be called in to satisfy the notions or schemes of par­
ticular individuals. Mr. Seybert was a man of education 
and culture, and as the Report says, “an enthusiastic be­
liever in Modern Spiritualism "; and he evidently was con­
vinced that a thorough and fair examination of its claims 
by members of the Faculty, whom he thought he knew to 
be honorable and enlightened men, could not but result m 
showing the truth of Spiritualism, as every other such ex- 
amination had previously resulted; and thus the truth w< uld
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. the endorsement of one of the great American uni- 
16061 Indeed, if this investigation had reached the

. . testator, his design would
versities. muccu, ■ — 7  ^
esult anticipated by the testator, his design would never-

Seless have been frustrated; for the very first point made
ainst it by the opponents of Spiritualism would have been

that the investigation was not made, according to the con­
dition o f  the gift, by a co-^B ■

Moreover, the | incumbent of the Adams Seybert Chair.”
either himself or with the assistance of such a committee, 
was to make the required investigation—a fact which has 
been sedulously kept out of the Report; neither is there 
the slightest allusion to any such incumbent, or to the ap­
pointment of any, or the establishment of any chair such as 
the bequest and its conditions call for. This it was that 
constituted the chief point of Mr. Hazard’s protest in the 
North American, which we here cite in proof:

ittee of the Faculty.

I hereby most emphatically object and protest, in the name of 
justice and my deceased friend, Henry Seybert, against h is money 
or bonds being retained by the Trustees of the Pennsylvania Uni­
versity, or paid over and delivered to the Board by the executors of 
Mr. Seybert’s will until after the aforementioned sum of $60,000 h is  
been fairly earned by said Trustees, through a full and faithful per­
formance of all the requisitions and conditions specified in the con­
tract legally entered into by my deceased friend H enry Seybert, on 
the one part, and the Board of Trustees of the U niversity of Penn­
sylvania on the other p a rt; the terms of which contract clearly  
impiy that the aforesaid Board of Trustees are strictly bound b y the 
terms of the gift to see that the occupant o f the Adam s Seybert Chair 
is, in every respect, including the allowance o f a sufficiency o f tim e , 
t° perfect a thorough and impartial investigation o f the phenom ­
ena andphUosophy of Modem Spiritualism , and that sa id  occu- 
pant of the Chair shall make the investigation singly or in  con­
junction with a commission of the University Faculty, w hose q u a li­
fications in all respects are as fitting fo r  the purpose as h is o w n ”

song n o t 8t Un^eede^ > on the contrary, other per­
mission Thlo K '8 0f the Paculty were added to the C o H  
the whole invest^Iwf § p  .case» !|would clearly appear that
a nullity, as the^condh.-^V116 80' called reP°rt» is, legally, 
violated. 10n of S 16 ^eq Qest has been grossly
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A  D E L U S I V E  R E P R E S E N T A T IO N .

In the Report, the names of the ten persons who signed It 
are mentioned as if they had all been originally appointed, 
and had served from the beginning, which as has been 
shown is not the case. Mr. Hazard says a meeting was held 
on February 8tb, 1884; but Mr. Fullerton's minutes, as 
printed in the Appendix to the Report, mention no meeting 
earlier than March 13th, 1884, at which he says the “ Com­
mission" were present, clearly implying that the whole ten 
signers were present, while, in fact, only five were present, 
including Mr. Furness, who was not a member of the orig­
inal commission, and, as it would appear, had no legal right 
to serve at all. How, when, or why Messrs. Sellers, White, 
Knerr, and Mitchell were added to the Commission does not 
appear anywhere in the Report. The minutes, however, 
show that Mr. Sellers did not attend any meeting previ j u s  

to Nov. 5th, 1884; and Messrs. White, Enerr and Mitchell 
attended no meeting till Feb. 19tb, 1885, nearly a year after 

the com m encem ent of the investigation. Nevertheless, these 
four persons append their signatures to the Report as if they 
had participated in the whole inquiry ; while in the Report 
which they signed we find the statement, “ We decided that, 
as we shall be held responsible for our conclusions, we must 
form those conclusions solely on our own o b s e r v a t io n s [Ital­
ics ours.] In the Report, Mrs. Patterson, Mr. Briggs, Mrs. 
Kane, and Dr. Slade are all condemned, and placed before 
the public as mere tricksters and vulgar charlatans and 
cheats; and these four honorable gentlemen sign it without 
having attended a single meeting of the Commission when 
those mediums were examined. Comment is unnecessary.

R E V . M B . F U L L E R T O N 'S  M IN U T E S .

By a simple analysis of the reverend secietary’s record of 
the proceedings, it is designed to correct the misleading 
representations of the Report, by means of which the public 
have been made to believe that there were ten investigators; 
while, in fact, there were less than half of that number. It 
is quite fortunate that we possess these minutes of the pro-



12 A  R E V I E W  O F  T I I E  R E P O R T

c e c d i n g s  I n  o r d e r  t o  c o r r e o b  t h e  g e n e r a l  s t a t e m e n t s  o f  t h e  

R e p o r t  p r o p e r .

THE WORK OF THE COMMISSIONERS.

T h e s e  m i n u t e s  s h o w  t h a t  w h a t e v e r  w o r k  w a s  d o n e  w a s ,  

i n  t h e  m a i n ,  p e r f o r m e d  b y  o n l y  t h r e e  o f  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n ­

e r s — M e s s r s .  F u l l e r t o n ,  F u r n e s s ,  a n d  S e l l e r s  ( t h e  l a t t e r  a f t e r  

t h e  f i r s t  s i x  m e e t i n g s ) ,  t h e  o t h e r s  h a v i n g  a t t e n d e d  b u t  a  

s m a l l  n u m b e r  o f  t h e  eighteen m e e t i n g s ,  o r  s i t t i n g s ,  a t  w h i c h  

t h e  m e d i u m s  w e r e  e x a m i n e d .  I n  t h i s  r e g a r d  t h e  f a c t s  a r e  

a s  f o l l o w s :

D r .  P e p p e r  a t t e n d e d  six o f  t h e  e i g h t e e n  m e e t i n g s ;  D r .  

L e i d y ,  ten ;* P r o f .  K o e n i g ,  nine; M r .  F u l l e r t o n ,  twelve; P r o f .  

T h o m p s o n , eight; M r .  F u r n e s s ,  sixteen; M r .  S e l l e r s ,  eleven; 
D r .  W h i t e ,  five; D r .  K n e r r ,  four;  D r .  M i t c h e l l ,  three.

r .  F u r n e s s  w a s  t h e  o n l y  o n e  t h a t  a t t e n d e d  a l l  t h e  s i x  

s i t t i n g s  w i t h  S l a d e ;  M e s s r s .  P e p p e r ,  L e i d y  a n d  F u l l e i t o n  

a t t e n d e d  o n e  e a c h  ;  K o e n i g ,  W h i t e ,  K n e r r ,  a n d  M i t c h e l l ,  n o t  

a  s i n g l e  o n e .  T h i s  w i l l  s e r v e  t o  s h o w  t o  w h a t  e x t e n t  t h e y  

* *  f o r m e d  t h e i r  c o n c l u s i o n s  s o l e l y  o n  t h e i r  o w n  o b s e r v a ­

t i o n s . ”  * *  We distinctly saw ”  t h e  p r o c e s s e s  a d o p t e d  b y  t h e  

e d i u m  ( S l a d e ) ,  i s  t h e  s t a t e m e n t  o f  t h e  R e p o r t ,  l e a v i n g  t h e  

r e a d e r  t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e r e  w e r e  t e n  p a i r  o f  s h a r p  e y e s  f i x e d  

u p o n  h i m ,  w h i l e  t h e  A p p e n d i x  s h o w s  t h e r e  w a s  o n l y  o n e  

p a i r  t h a t  c o u l d  s e e  a l l  h e  d i d ,  a n d  f o u r  t h a t  s a w  n o t h i n g ;  

w h i l e  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r  w h o  c o u l d  s e e  a l l  t h a t  w a s  v i s i b l e  

w a s  t o o  d e a f  t o  b e a r  w h a t  w a s  a u d i b l e .  Y e t  t h i s  C o m ­

m i s s i o n  h a s  b e e n  l a u d e d  t o  t h e  s k i e s  f o r  i t s  s u p e r l a t i v e  c o m ­

p e t e n c y  f o r  t h e  t a s k  w h i c h  i t  a s s u m e d .

THE VERDICT OF THE COMMISSION.

T h e r e  a i e ,  h o w e v e r ,  o t h e r  c i r c u m s t a n c e s  t h a t  i n v a l i d a t e  

i t s  c l a i m s  t o  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  a s  b a s e d  o n  t h e  n u m b e r ,  s t a n d ­

i n g ,  a n d  a c c o m p l i s h m e n t s  o f  i t s  m e m b e r s .  A l l  t h a t  t h e y ,

KrBl#

a s  a Commission, c l a i m  t o  h a v e  d o n e  i s  t o  h a v e  h e l d  e i g h t e e n  

s i t t i n g s  w i t h  s e v e n  m e d i u m s ,  e x t e n d i n g  o v e r  m o r e  t h a n  t w o  

y e a r s — f r o m  M a r c h  13th, 1884, t o  M a r c h  30th, 1886. T h i s  c o n -

•H e s a y s , In his letter in the Appendix, “ a  dozen” ; but the minutes 
show only ten at which mediums were present.
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s t i t u t e s  t h e  w h o l e  b o a s t e d  I n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  b y  m e a n s  o f  w h i c h ,  

I h e  s e c u l a r  a n d  r e l i g i o u s  n e w s p a p e r s  h a v e  t o l d  t h e i r  r e a d -  

e i s ,  a l l  t h e  c l a i m s  o f  M o d e r n  S p i r i t u a l i s m ,  a c c e p t e d  d u r i n g  

t h e  l a s t  f o r t y  y e a r s  b y  s o m e  o f  t h e  m o s t  a c u t e  a n d  a c c o m ­

p l i s h e d  m i n d s  i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  h a v e  b e e n  t o t a l l y  a n d  d e f i n i ­

t i v e l y  d i s p r o v e d ,  a n d  a l l  m e d i u m s h i p  h a s  b e e n  d e m o n s t r a ­

t e d  t o  b e  n o t h i n g  b u t  d e l u s i o n  o r  t r i c k e r y T h e  r e v i e w e r  

o f  The New York Tribune, a p p a r e n t l y  n o t  h a v i n g  n o t i c e d  

t h e s e  f a c t s ,  r e m a r k s :

"  T h e  R e p o r t  I s  o f  s u c h  a  c h a r a c t e r  t h a t  I t  w o u l d  a p p e a r  h a r d l y  

w o r t h  w h i l e  t o  c a r r y  t h e  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  a n y  f u r t h e r .  T h e  c o n c l u s i o n s  

r e a c h e d  a l m o s t  I n v o l v e  t h e  J u d g m e n t  t h a t  M o d e r n  S p i r i t u a l i s m ,  I n  

s o  f a r  a s  I t  r e s t s  u p o n  w h a t  a r e  c a l l e d  '  p h y s i c a l  m a n i f e s t a t i o n s , ’  I s  a  

g r o s s  d e l u s i o n ,  f o s t e r e d  b y  t h e  m o s t  p a l p a b l e ,  c o a r s e ,  c l u m s y ,  a n d  

I m p u d e n t  f r a u d  t h a t  w a s  e v e r  s y s t e m a t i c a l l y  p r a c t i c e d . ”

T h i s  i n d e e d  i s  t h e  i m p r e s s i o n  g i v e n  b y  t h e  R e p o r t  t o  t h o s e  

w h o  c u r s o r i l y  e x a m i n e  i t ,  a n d  r e a d e r s  i n  g e n e r a l  d o  n o  m o r e .  

T h e  r e v i e w e r s  o f  t h e  P r e s s  s e e m  r o t  t o  h a v e  l o o k e d  b e y o n d  

t h e  few pages t h a t  c o n s t i t u t e  w b a t  i s  p r i n t e d  a s  t h e  R e p o r t .

T h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r s ,  i t  i s  t r u e ,  h a v e  b e e n  c a r e f u l  n o t  t o  

assert p o s i t i v e l y  a n d  d i r e c t l y  a s  m u c h  a s  t h i s  ( t h o u g h  t h e y  

p e r m i t  t h e i r  r e v e r e n d  s e c r e t a r y  t o  a s s e r t  i t ) ;  b u t ,  i n  g u a r d ­

e d  a n d  q u a l i f i e d  l a n g u a g e ,  t h e y  s a y  t h a t  a s  f a r  a s  t h e y  h a v e  

g o n e ,  t h i s  i s  t h e  r e s u l t .  “  W e  h a v e  n o t , ”  s a y s  t h e  R e p o r t ,  

“  b e e n  c h e e r e d  b y  t h e  d i s c o v e r y  o f  a  s i n g l e  n o v e l  f a c t . ”  N o t

e-
e v e n ,  w e  m a y  a s k ,  b y  t h e  f a c t ,  a s  a l l e g e d ,  t h a t  s p i r i t -  

d i u m s  a r e  o n l y  t r i c k s t e r s  ?  I f  n o t ,  t h e y  m u s t  h a v e  h a d  t h e  

c o n v i c t i o n  b e f o r e  t h e y  c o m m e n c e d  t h e  i n q u i r y ,  a n d  t h e y

serv-were, therefore, unfit, by previous bias of mind, fro 
ing on the Commission. This, it is quite evident, w a s  actu-

ally the case.
Outside of the Report, and going beyond his coadjutors, 

which was certaioly a gross impropriety, to say the least, 
Secretary Fullerton takes occasion to interject into the pre­
amble to his printed minutes of the proceedings, ih e  o p in io n  

that “ Spiritualism presents rto him] the melancholy specta­
cle of gross fraud, perpetrated upon an uncritical portion of 
the public.” That is to say, Hare, Crookes, Wallace, Var ey,



De Morgan ■ oiy. Robertson, Mopes Edmonds, Brittan, 
rgEiit, Trollope, Whoiely, Elliotsou, Thackeray, LordC .r - .,

jndhnrst, Prof. Challis, Aksakoff, Wagner, Bntlerof, Zoell- 
ner and his associates, Du Prel, and Hellenbach, with Hou- 
din, Jacobs, BeHachini, Hermann, and Kellar—the great 
masters of prestidigitation—all these, including some of the 
brightest lights in science, medicine, law, literature, the­
ology, and prestidigitative art, are pronounced “uncritical ”
by the Rev Fullerton, Professor

'oral Philosophy in the University of Pennsylvania 
Certainly it would be of very little importance tl

the persons had been attending a few  se­
ances with mediums, and had arrived

oomena called spiritual had n 
esolvable into “  legerdemain,

because
competent experts, and under incomparably superior con­
ditions, have invariably resulted in showing the contrary. 
This Report, however, though in the main a mere statement 

of individual opinions, based on individual examinations, 
is issued under the fallacious appearance that it represents 
the united researches and consentaneous convictions arising 
therefrom of ten persons, while the fact, as we have partly  

shown, is far otherwise. A  statement of the

WOBK OF EACH COMHISSIOITEB

will clearly demonstrate this. It  appears from the Record 
that Dr. Pepper attended six scattered meetings— two in  

1884, and four in 1885. That was the whole of his investiga­
tion. a t t e n d e d

ually three promiscuous stances w i t h  public m e d i u m s .  I t  i s  

a curious fact that Dr. L. s h o u l d  speak of a t t e n d i n g  with  

his fellow commissioners stances w i t h  f o u r  m a t e r i a l i z i n g  

mediums, when the minutes s h o w  t h a t  the C o m m i s s i o n  d i d

n o t  e x a m i n e  i n t o  m a t e r i a l i z a t i o n  a t  a l l .  H e  a l s o  s p e a k s  o f  

a t t e n d i n g  w i t h  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  “ two s t a n c e s  w i t h  a s  m a n y  

r a p p i n g  m e d i u m s / '  w h i l e  M r s .  K a n e  w a s  t h e  o n l y  m e d i u m  

a t  b o t h  f i n a n c e s .  T h i s  s e r v e s  t o  s h o w  w i t h  w h a t  i n d i s t i n c t -
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ness some of the signers of this Report remembered the in­
cidents of the so-called examinations that occurred between 
March, 1SS4. and March, 1SS6, when they, in May, 1887 (more 
than a year after the last sitting), solemnly appended their 
signatures to the document, and thus at tested their personal 
knowledge of its truthfulness and accuracy.

Dr. Koenig attended seven stances with other commission* 
ers, and individually one stance, at Col. Knse’s house, in 
Philadelphia, with Mrs. Thayer and Mr. Copeland, at the 
end of his account of which, he exclaims n Quelle betise I "  
That was the whole of his investigation.

Rev. Geo. S. Fullerton attended thirteen out of the eight­
een sittings, and individually one stance with Mrs. Wells, 
one with Mrs. Beste, and one with Mrs. Thayer. Besides 
this, he undertook a mission to Germany in order, as it 
seems, to prove that Prof. Zoellner was not in a sane condi­
tion of mind when lie conducted the investigation with Slade 
described in “ Transcendental Physics.” To this reference 
will be made further on.

Mr. Furness attended sixteen out of the Commission’s 
eighteen stances, being absent from one of Mrs. Patterson's 
sittings and one of Mr. Briggs’s. Besides this, in a jocose 
and bantering spirit, he experimented individually with 
Dr. Mansfield and three o:her mediums for answering 
“ sealed letters”; and, in the same temper of mind, attend­
ed some promiscuous materializing stances. Under the in­
struction of the medium Caffray, he tried, he says, to become 
a medium himself for independent writing, using magnetized 
paper supplied by Caffray to facilitate the process. As a 
part of the report of the Commission, with a singular want 
of logic and propriety, he publishes three articles giving an 
amusing burlesque of the subject rather than a serious ac­
count of his experiences.
( Dr. Knerr attended only four of the investigating stances, 
but individually had a private sitting with Mrs. Patterson. 
Mr. Sellers. Dr. White, and Dr. Mitchell made no individual 
examinations. Nothing was done by the Commission in its 
collective capacity between March 30th, 1886, and May, 1887,
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th e  date o f  the Report, ft does n o t a p p ea r  that the articles 
giving an account of tin ho individual experiences were at all 
of f ha r ature of reports to the Dow mission, or that the lat­
ter formally atithoi I awl them, or adopter! them as a part of 
Its proceedfrijs ; and therefore the publication of them as 
In part the basis of the Report was wholly Irregular, illogi­
cal, arid Improper, and betrays a spirit of antagonism to the 
cause under investigation, and a determination to crush it, 
If possible, at all hazards.

The above summary of the work performed by the several 
members of this much'lauded Commission shows how futile 
and inadequate its so-called investigation has been, as com­
pared with that of other scientific explorers, whose work 
they choose to Ignore. For example, Prof. Zoellner had at 
least twenty five carefully arranged sittings with Dr. Slade, 
employing a great variety of ingenious scientific devices to 
test the reality of the phenomena presented, and to exclude 
all possibility of delusion on his own part as well as decep­
tion on the part of tbe medium ; while the Rev, George 8. 
Fullerton, Dr. Pepper, and Dr. Leidy after a single sitting, 
are ready to accept, without any personal verification, all 
the statements of the two or three commissioners who were 
pr< sent at the sittings, and to brand the medium as an im­
post or. From what is here adduced it will be quite obvious 
that lhe honorable Commissioners did  not make the InventU  

{/atton w hich they a llege In  the J teport that they m a d e ; and 
that this much vaunted document, signed by these ten dis­
tinguished gentlemen, Is, therefore, a m isrepresentation*

I n  t h e  n e x t  p l a c e ,  I t  w i l l  b e  o b v i o u s  t o  e v e r y  c a r e f u l  a n d  

d i s p a s s i o n a t e  r e a d e r  t h a t  t h e

JIKFOKT IS NOT SUSTAINED HY THE MINUTER,

i u  t h e  s w e e p i n g  v e r d i c t  o f  c o n d e m n a t i o n  w h i c h  I t  p r o -  

n o u n c c H  u p o n  t h e  m e d i u m *  e x a m i n e d ,  a n d  i n  f a c t  u p o n  a l l  

r o e d l u m a b l p .  T h o r o  » « . ,  „  u , o  m i n u t e ,  » b o w ,  m a o l f e a t a .

b,u. at the rdttln«. wblcb could not bo lair), attributed to 
fraud or legerdemain. It U obvlou* r w  « .
tbolr protection, to tho cou r v th l  T  
wor. determined to Unorc, „r explain a ,, , .
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s t r u c t i o n  h o w e v e r  f o r c e d  a n d  i r r a t i o n a l ,  e v e r y  p h e n o m e n o n

t h a t  s e e m e d  t o  a n t a g o n i z e  t h e  p r e c o n c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e i r  p r e j u ­

d i c e d  m i n d s .  A  f a i r  a n d  c r i t i c a l  a n a l y s i s  o f  t h e i i 1
o w n

a t e s ,  f o r t u n a t e l y  a p p e n d e d  t o  t h e  R e p o r t ,  s h o w s  t h a t  t h e i r  

p u b l i s h e d  c o n c l u a i o n  i s  g r o s s l y  u n j u s t  t o  t h e  m e d i u m s  w h o m  

t h o y  c o n s u l t e d ,  a n d  w h o m  t h e y  n o w  h o l d  u p  t o  u n d e s e r v e d  

r e p r o b a t i o n  a s  c u n n i n g  a n d  c o n s c i e n c e l e s s  t r i c k s t e r s .  W e  

w i s h  t o  s a y  h e r e  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  o u r  d e s i g n  a t  t h i s  t i m e  t o  d e -

Rev
d i r e c t l y  d o  s o .  W e  e x p r e s s  n o  o p i n i o n  a s  t o  t h e i r  c h a r a c t e r  

o r  c l a i m s ,  a s  t h i s  i s  n o t  t h e  p l a c e  f o r  s u c h  e x p r e s s !  n .

I n  t h i s  a n a l y s i s ,  w e  w i l l  b e g i n  w i t h  M r s .  P a t t e r s o n ,  t h e  

f i r s t  m e d i u m  e x a m i n e d ,  w i t h  w h o m  t h e r e  w e r e  f o u r  s i t ­

t i n g s :  t h e  f i r s t  o f  w h i c h  w a s  a t t e n d e d  b y  f o u r  m e m b e r s  o f  

t h e  C o m m i s s i o n ,  M e s s r s .  L e i d y ,  K o e n i g ,  J u l l e r t o n .  a n d  F u r ­

n e s s  ; •  t h e  s e c o n d ,  b y  t h e  s a m e ;  t h e  t h i r d ,  b y  L e i d y  a n d  F u r  

n e s s ;  a n d  t h e  f o u r t h ,  b y  K o e n i g  a n d  F u l l e r t o n ;  s o  t h a t  P e p ­

p e r ,  T h o m p s o n ,  S e l l e r s ,  W h i l e ,  K n e r r ,  a n d  M i t c h e l l  h a d  n o  

k n o w l e d g e  a t  a l l  o f  w h a t  o c c u r r e d  a t  t h e s e  s i t t i n g s ,  e x c e p t  

f r o m  i n f o r m a t i o n .  I n  r e g a r d  t o  t h e s e  o c c u r r e n c e s ,  h o w ­

e v e r ,  w e  f o r t u n a t e l y  h a v e  t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  t e s t i m o n y  o f  M r  

H a z a r d .

T h e  m i n u t e s  o f  t h e  f i r s t  m e e t i n g  s a y  t h e r e  w e r e  " n o  r e ­

s u l t s , "  a n d  M r .  H a z a r d  s t a t e s  t h a t  t h e y  "  s a t  t w o  h o u r s  

w i t h o u t  g e t t i n g  a  s c r a t c h  o n  t h e  s l a t e s . ”  T h e  s a m e  w a s  t h e  

c a s e  a t  t h e  s e c o n d  s i t t i n g ; t  b u t  a t  t h e  t h i r d  t h e r e  w a s  a  

m a n i f e s t a t i o n ,  w h i c h  t h e  c o m m i s s i o n e r s  e n d e a v o r  t o  e x p l a i n

a w a y ,  b y  i n s i n u a t i n g ,  n o t  a l l e g i n g ,  t r i c k e r y .  T h e  m i n u t e s  

s t a t e :

Tburgday- March mb, 1884. the Commission

s n t e m i m n n -  “ Al i ' r d n 1,refllT 'yl to; bat tbe '»tter- '« *>»Published 
ton. and Furne.,] w a r e Z ^ a c -  Koenig, Pm ier-

4 “  “ A i  th 0  ^ l e n t e n  o f  t h e  
•6 a c e r o o m  »  1  , l !  g   ̂ b  ! ’  1 r e t u n iw l  w ith  t h e  m e  l lu m  to  th e

remCd,ed- W °  « “  overcome tbe.nfln-
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“  The slates used belonged to the medium, and were, as she told 
them, in daily, almost hourly use. The frame of one or them was far 
from sound, and the hole which admitted the screw [the slates were 
fastened together by a screw] was more than well worn. Within 
these slates, after being held for a long while by both hands of the 
medium under the table, two or three barely legible words appeared. 
The screw was by no means as tight after the writing as before. This 
fact, together with the prolonged concealment, rendered it impossi­
ble to attach any real importance to the attempt to write, as far as 
could be made out, the name of Henry Seybert. Under the same 
conditions our colleague, Mr. Sellers, produced writing for us very 
satisfactorily.”

That is, Mr. Sellers, who had attended none of these sit­
tings, was able to produce a counterfeit of what he had not 
seen, which, of course, gave great satisfaction to the two

issioners who had attended the sitting, and who were 
in that remarkable manner fully convinced that, while the 
medium was holding the slates with both hands under the 
table, she took out the screw, separated the slates, wrote 
upon one of them, put them together again accurately, and 
inserting the screw fastened them together, leaving only the 
screw a little loose in the “ well worn" hole; and yet none 
of this, or any indication of it, was seen by these alert ex­
aminers, and they could only in fe r  it from tho fact (if it was 
a fact) that the screw was a little loose. Obviously, there 
was a “ screw loose” somewhere, especially as we notice 
that the published minutes of this important sitting are 
signed by “ Geo. S. Fullerton, Secretary,” although Mr. Ful­
lerton was not present. Who informed him of the proceed­
ings is not stated; bat it seems to us quite a i% novel fact99 

that the minutes of so important a meeting should have 
been prepared by an absentee on information from an un­
known source Who is responsible for the statement that 
the screw was loose, or that there were any grounds for the 
suspicion entertained, which alone militate „ I  

absolute fact that the name “ Henry Seybert "  w8aiD8t th®
between the slates by some superhuman now Wntten 
ligence ? n pjWer and intel-

Fortunately, we have the published tesK™
ie*»mony as to what
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o c c u rre d  of one who was present, and whom we may accept 
as at least a veracious reporter. Mr. Hazard says :

“ TheCommission it. e.% Messrs. Leldy and Furness] brought two 
new slates, hung on hinges, within which a small piece of Mate pen 
ell was placed, when the Commission fastened the slates so tightly 
together by means of a screw that nothing whatever could pass be- 
tween the frames. In a very short time the pencil appeared on the 
outside of the upper slate, when the Commission removed the screw, 
and on opening the slates a plainly written sentence was on one of 
the slates, thus giving a fair test In slate writing, and proving at the 
same time the power spirits possess to pass solid matter through 
solid matter.”

Now between this statement and that of the unknown in­
formant of Secretary Fullerton there is a wide and serious 
discrepancy, involving, indeed, a question of veracity. Mr. 
Hazard was too earnest an observer to make so great a mis­
take, and most certainly was an honest and truthful man. 
Did the Rev. Mr. Fullerton make a mistake in drawing up 
the minutes of a meeting which he did not attend; and if 
so, why did not Dr. Leidy or Mr. Furness correct him ? The 
record is, however, seriously impeached; but even as it 
stands, it shows that there was a manifestation, which only 
a forced and unfair construction of the facts, based on mero 
suspicion or inference, could invalidate; and on this sus­
picion they positively, in the report proper, brand this wo­
man as an impostor. They dare to say :

“ There is really wo step In the hare processor producing this 
writing, as we have observed it, which might not he accomplished 
by trickery or by legerdemain.”

This sentence, as will be seen, is craftily constructed so 
as to give the impression that it positively states a fact of 
observation, while it only expresses a mere opinion or sus­
picious inference.

What, we ask, If Mr. Sellers could subsequently show Ills
genius for, or accomplishment In, trickery, or In imitating 
what he never saw, does that, according to the logic of these 
learned Commissioners, prove Mrs. Patterson a trickster? 
Do they know that this woman was as expert In sleight-of- 
hand as the accomplished civil engineer ? We have no proof
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that the conditions were the same in both cases as stated;
for the assertion is made by a man who was not present.

At the fourth sitting, attended by Messrs. Koenig and 
Fullerton, the minutes prepared by the latter say : “ The 
medium declared herself unwell. No results were ob­
tained.”

Mr. Hazard says: *
“ The next day Mrs. Patterson extended through me an invitation 

to Messrs. Fullerton and Koenig to come to her rooms and accept a 
seance gratis. This Invitation the Commission declined to accept.”

This meeting, of April 17th, was the last at which there 
was any friend of Spiritualism present.* There is, however, 
in the minutes of the subsequent meetings considerable ma­
terial to support the proposition that heads this section 
material which a fair construction of the facts indubitably 
affords.

We will refer to the case of Mr. Fred. Briggs, to whose
“ examination” two sittings were given—the first on the
26th of March, 1884, and the second on the 30th of March,
1886—two years apart. At the former sitting, three of the

,

Commissioners were present—Messrs. Leidy, Furness, and 
Fullerton, together with Mr. Hazard, and, a part of the 
time, Dr. Koenig. There was an attempt to obtain slate- 
wiiting. The minutes state:

“ Mr. Furness now put bis hand under the table on the hand of the 
medium, which was pressing the double slate up against the tâ le. 
Mr. Furness declared that he heard a certain buzzing noise. The 
slate being taken out, there was found written on the inside of the 
under slate: ' I will help you all. R. Dale Owen/ and something that 
looked like ‘ Henry Furness is here.’ The slate on the floor being 
examined, there was found on the outside [it was. a screw slate), ‘ I 
am heie with you I will help you. R. Dale Owen/ Some other [sic]

* Mr.-Hazard, as already stated, had been obliged, on account of h:s 
health, to seek a mere genial climate. At the commencement of this in­
vestigation he was in his eighty-eighth year. His decease took place in 
March, 1886. It is much to be regretted that he did not survive the publi­
cation of this Report, to reply to the statements of the Commission in 
which he is so disparagingly referred to. We feel assured that the gentle­
men who belonged to the Commission at the time of his connection with
it did not, in their imperfect knowledge of the subject, understand some 
of his remarks and suggestions.
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illegible marks were found on the sla^e. Nothing was obt ined on 
the inside of either screw*slate. The bandwiitlng on the two slatt s 
purporting to be from B. Dale Owen was much alike.”

In this case neither the Commission nor the Secretary 
makes any attempt to impugn the genuineness^ this mani­
festation ; nor does the account which Is given of it afford 
any basis for the imputation of trickery. The direct writing 
on the slate held jointly by the medium and Mr. Furness, 
and simultaneous with it that on the slate lying on the floor, 
constitute a fa it  accompli, which obviously could not have 
been done by the medium under the circumstances. Let us 
examine it analytically:

1. The medium and Mr. Furness were holding the folding- 
slate, pressing it against the under side of the table.

2. Mr. Furness heard a buzzing sound; but as he is deaf, it 
might have been the sound of the writing.

3. The writing appeared on the inside o f  the under slate— 
not a mere mark, but eight legible words, and four others 
somewhat illegible.

4. Daring the same time, a slate lying under the table was
inscribed with twelve words and some " illegible marks.99

TheseA x i v o v  j i a o v i  i p v x v u v  v -  w  w w w m w *  ^  w  ^  r -------- ------------

R. Dale OweD, being so signed; and the handwriting in each 
was “ much alike.”

And yet this Commission—not only the four present but 
with them the six who were not present—allege in the Re­
port that nothing was exhibited in the sittings which was 
not explicable by the snspicion of trickery. Mr. Briggs is
included in the general statement:

“  All that toe [the whole ten] are sure o f  Is that the writing down 
of these communications, be their substance what It may. Is per­
formed m a manner so closely resembling fraud as to he lndtstln-

gulsbablefrom it.”
We cannot refrain from remarking that, in view of their 

own record, that positive statement so closely resembles a 
positive untruth as to be “ indistinguishable from it. Be
sides let it be kept in mind that of the ten persons who 
signed that statement there were four who did not attend a
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single sitting held by tbe Commission for Investigating the 
reality of independent writing ; for tbe seoond sitting with 
Mr. Briggs was a u dark stance” for physical manifestations, 
though there were occurrences of independent writing in 
the course of it. •

Secretary Fullerton's minutes of the seoond meeting con­
tain the following statements:

“  Tbe medium asked Dr. Leldy to put his baud also upon a slate 
which tbe medium was holding under tbe table. Attention was then 
called to the scratching sound, which might have been writing* The 
slate was taken out by Dr. Leldy and the light turned up* The fol­
lowing was written upon It: ‘ John Smith Is with you like a young 
sop. JntmLydy.’ ”  The minutes add: “ It was of course possible 
that the writing was done before Dr. Leldy put bis band on It, as tbe 
sljte was not then examined.”

What foolery was this on the part of the sagacious com- 
miss loners 1 Why, we may ask, was not the slate examined, 
so that such an objection could not have been made ? Was 
it in order to afford them this loop-hole to creep out of? But 
certainly, they have no right to assume fraud, in the posi­
tive words of the Report, when, through their own negli­
gence, they possess no certain knowledge of the actual result 
of the experiment*

Again, in regard to the same sdance, we have the follow­
ing minute:
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Secretary) afford no Indication that the manifestation wan 
regarded as fraudulent at the time of the Kitting. Mow, 
Indeed, could It have been when the elate wan held by Dr. 
Koenig)* It le thue obvious that the commissioners wore 
predetermined to condemn In spite of evidence.

This spirit Is very manifest in the sittings with
MUH. MAUOAUBT BOX K A N  in,

A medium that during nearly forty years has undergone In­
numerable tests all showing Indisputably the genuineness 
of the phenomena presented through her organism. No hos* 
tile report can now effect these thoroughly established facts. 
The minutes show that, at the two sittings with this me­
dium (Nov. ffth and 0fch, 18H4| the rapplngs were co p io u s; nnd 
it is obvious that they were audible, because the commis­
sioners questioned, by the alphabet and otherwise, the 
spirits that purported to be present. The objection they 
make is that the raps were always near the medium. The 
minutes say:

“  lisps were produced as members of the Committee stood with 
the medium around the desk In the library, and close to it book cm*. 
Uaps were produced, according to the medium, on the glass door of 
a bookcase, upon which Mr. Heller* placed his hand. Mr. Hellers 
felt no vibration on the glass, but ra p t wart hoard tomovihort in  

the v to tn ity ."  > ' -v;?

At tlx© second sitting, of which we have a "stenographic 
report," the minutes say:

" T h e  ‘ spirit rapping*’ varied materially In quality and character, 
being at time* faintly, and at other time* distinctly audible."

Mr, Hellers, who seemed to be extremely skeptical and
captious, and constantly manifested a  sneering, bantering 
spirit, at last remarked to bis colleagues:

’ * It h a s  been very clearly shown to-night (hat certain sounds, of
greater or less volume, have been produced. W t ham hoard the 
toaruU. We are conscious that they are raps, ft I* exceedingly 
important, In deference to the medium herself, that sre should prove 
that she has nothing to do with the production of the sound* other 
than In a spiritualistic capacity, I would like to ask her If there I* 
auy test that she herself can propose which would he capable of sat- 
tsIvliiK us that she does not produce the sounds,"
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T h e  m e d i a r n  r e p l i e d :

** I eoald name a great msay testa, b a t  they might not be 
tact ary to joa; for Instance. the o n e  o f  standing on glass tumblers, 
■ here the raps are produced on the fl-aor.”

T h i s  g l a s s  t u m b l e r  t e s t  w a s  a c c e p t e d ;  a n d  w h i l e  p r e p a r a ­

t i o n s  w e r e  m a t i n g  f o r  i t ,  M r .  S e l l e r s  r e m a r k e d  t o  t h e  m e ­

d i u m :

“ WiH yon repeat the experiment of last wight, that of standing 
near the table and not touching tt, to see If the same character of 
•rods then produced eaa be again beard7 Last evening we had a
verm taZOfadUsry ezhif/Uion of that.”

T h r u  f t  i s  a d m i t t e d  t h a t  t h e  r a p s  w e r e  p r o d u c e d  u n d e r  

t h a t  c o n d i t i o n ,  a n d  t h a t  t h e  m a n i f e s t a t i o n  w a s  s a t i s f a c ­

t o r y — h e n c e ,  o b v i o u s l y ,  r o t  f r a u d u l e n t  o r  s e e m i n g  s u c h .

I n  t h e  f i r s t  a n d  s e c o n d  e x p e r i m e n t  w i t h  t h e  g l a s s  t u m ­

b l e r s ,  t h e r e  w a s  n o  s u c c e s s ,  b u t  i n  t h e  t h i r d  t h e r e  w a s ,  r a p ­

p i n g  b e i n g  h e a r d  s e v e r a l  t i m e * .  A t  o n e  t i m e  M r .
S e l l e r s

t h e  r a p p i n z  e a m e  f r o m  t h e  w a l l  b e h i n d

m e d i a n s ,  a n d  a s k e d . s p i r i t  r a p  a g a i n

r a p ,  t h e  m i n n t  s  s a y .

a n d  3fr.m e d i u m  i n v o k e d  M r .  S e y b e r t  t o  

“ T h r e e  r a p e  w e r e  d i s t i n c t l y  b u t  i 
S e l l e r s  r e m a r k e d ,  “  1  b e a r d  t h e m -  T h e y  s o u n d e d  s o m e w h a t  

l i k e  t h e  o t h e r s . * *  W h e n  t h e  r a p s  w e r e  r e p e a t e d ,  M r .  F u r ­

n e s s  “  p l a c e d  b » s  h a n d  n p o n  o n e  o f  M r s .  K a n e ' s  f e e t ; ’ *  a n d  

t h e n  e x c l a i m e d :  “  T h i s  i s  t h e  mo n i wonderful tldng o f  all, 
M r s .  K a s e  J  I  d i s t i n c t l y  f e e l  t h e m  i n  y o u r  f o o t  T h e r e  i s  

n o t  a  p a r t i c l e  o f  m o t i o n  i n  y o u r  f o o t ,  b u t  t h e r e  i s  a n  umuouU
imitation-This closed the investigation as far as Mrs. Kane was c o n ­

c e r n e d ,  or as far as it bad a n y  reference to the rapping
pha*« of mauif estation---- “  The Commission,”  it is stated
by Mr. Pollerton, “  commissioned Mr. Faroe** to lay b e f o r e  

Mrs. Kane t h e  question of continuing or dosing t h e  investi­
gation. ao far as she was concerned.** Mr. F a r o e a s  reported 
to Mr. FoDertoa that be told the m e d i a r n  that the Commis­
sion bad come to the condado* t h a t  ’  the totalled r a p s  a r e  

confined w h o l l y  t o  h e r  p e r s o n  ;  whether p r o d u c e d  b y  h e r  

v o l u n t a r i l y  o r  i n v o l u n t a r i l y ,  they had a d  o U e m p f e d  t o  d e -
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meeting of the Commission, probably had not been appoint­
ed ; but they sign the Report, which says of these tw o H H  
aminations of the famous rapping-medium :

"T o  the subject of • spirit-rappings’ w e have devoted some time 
and attention, but our investigations have not been sufficiently ex­
tensive to warrant us at present in offering a n y  p o s itiv e  co n c lu sio n s . 
The difficulty attending the investigation of this mode of spiritualis­
tic manifestation is Increased by the fact, familiar to physiologists, 
that sounds of varying intensity may be produced in  a lm o s t a n y  p o r ­

tio n  o f  the hum an body by volu n ta ry  m u sc u la r  a c tio n . To  deter­
mine the exact location of this muscular activity is at all times a 
matter of delicacy.”

T h a t  t h e  " f a c t ”  r e f e r r e d  t o  h e r e  i s  “  f a m i l i a r  t o  p h y s i o l o ­

g i s t s , ”  o r  t h a t  i t  i s  a  f a c t  a t  a l l ,  i s  i n d e e d  q u i t e  a  “  n o v e l  

f a c t , ”  t h o u g h  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  m a y  n o t  b e  “  c h e e r e d  ”  b y  i t s  

d i s c o v e r y .  I t  i s ,  i n d e e d ,  b u t  a n  a t t e m p t  t o  r e v i v e  t h e  t o e -  

j o i n t  o r  k n e e - j o i n t  t h e o r y ,  s l i g h t l y  m o d i f i e d ,  w h i c h  w a s  e x ­

p l o d e d  m a n y  y e a r s  a g o .  S u c h  a  s t a t e m e n t  i s  b u t  a  c o n f e s ­

s i o n  o f  i g n o r a n c e ,  a n d  a  p r o o f  t h a t  t h e  p e r s o n s  s e l e c t e d  f o r  

t h i s  C o m m i s s i o n  w e r e ,  a n d  s t i l l  a r e ,  t o t a l l y  i n c o m p e t e n t  t o  

d i s c h a r g e  t h e  d u t y  a s s i g n e d  t h e m — a s  m u c h  s o ,  i n d e e d ,  a s  

w o u l d  b e  a  c o m m i s s i o n  o f  p e r s o n s  e n t i r e l y  i g n o r a n t  o f  m o d ­

e r n  a s t r o n o m y ,  a p p o i n t e d  t o  i n v e s t i g a t e  t h e  t r u t h s  o f  t h a t  

s c i e n c e .  O f  c o u r s e ,  i f ,  l i k e  t h e s e  t e n  savants, t h e y  i g n o r e d  

a l l  t h e  w o r k  a n d  a l l  t h e  d i s c o v e r i e s  o f  o t h e r s ,  t h e y  w o u l d  

n e c e s s a r i l y  r e p o r t  t h e  e x p l o d e d  d o c t r i n e s  o f  t h e  P t o l e m a i c  

S y s t e m ,  t h e s e  b e i n g  m o r e  i n  c o n s o n a n c e  w i t h  t h e  o r d i n a r y  

o b s e r v a t i o n s  o f  u n i n f o r m e d  p e r s o n s — o f  u n e n l i g h t e n e d  c o m ­

m o n  s e n s e ,  w h i c h  t h e  G r e e k  p h i l o s o p h e r  t a u g h t  i s  “  b u t  

l i t t l e  b e t t e r  t h a n  n o  s e n s e  a t  a l l . ”

B u t  t h e s e  c o m m i s s i o n e r s ,  t h o u g h  t h e y  s a y ,  i n  t h e  para- 
g r a p h  q u o t e d ,  t h a t  t h e y  a r e  n o t  “  w a r r a n t e d  i n  o f f e r i n g  a n y  

p o s i t i v e  c o n c l u s i o n s , ”  y e t  a r e  b o l d  e n o u g h  t o  s p e a k  o f  t h e  

m a t t e r  a s  f o l l o w s :  f  *

“  W h a t  w e  c a n  s a y ,  t h u s  f a r ,  with assurance i s  t h a t ,  i n  t h e  c a s e s  

w h i c h  h a v e  c o m e  u n d e r  o u r  o b s e r v a t i o n ,  t h e  t h e o r y  o f  t h e  p u r e l y  

p h y s i o l o g i c a l  o r i g i n  o f  t h e  s o u n d s  h a s  b e e n  s u s t a i n e d  b y  t h e  f a c t  

t h a t  t h e  m e d i u m s  w e r e  i n v a r i a b l y  a n d  c o n f e s s e d l y  c o g n i z a n t  o f  t h e  

r a p p l n g s  w h e n e v e r  t h e y  o c c u r r e d ,  a n d  c o u l d  a t  o n c e  d e t e c t  a n y



OF THE SEYBERT COMMISSION. 27

spurious rapplngs, however exact and Indistinguishable to all other 
ears might be the imitation.”

It requires a very nice discrimination to discern the dif­
ference between this "assurance”  which these gentlemen 
thus avow and the “  positive conclusion ”  which they dis­
claim. Their theory of the origin of the sounds, in the 

uscular activity ”  of some portion of the medium’s body 
(which in the case under examination delicacy prevented 
them from prying into), is, in the last degree, absurd ; and

" r a p s ”  h a sf u r t h e r m o r e  t h e  p h y s i o l o g i c a l  o r i g i n  o f  t h e  

b e e n  p o s i t i v e l y  d i s p r o v e d  b y  a n  a m o u n t  o f  r e c o r d e d  e x p e r i ­

e n c e  t h a t  c a n n o t  b e  g a i n s a i d .  T h e  E n g l i s h  p a p e r  Light, 
e d i t e d  b y  t w o  m e n  o f  h i g h  c u l t u r e  a n d  l o n g  e x p e r i e n c e  i n  

m e d i u m i s t i o  i n v e s t i g a t i o n ,  i n  r e g a r d  t o  t h i s  a b s u r d  dictum 
o f  t h e  R e p o r t ,  s a y s :

“ R I3 an indication of the perfect ignorance with which the gen­
tlemen forming that Commission approached their investigation that 
they should have thought it wise to say anything so simple.”

T H E  COMMISSION A N D  D R . S L A D E .

W e  p a s s  n o w  t o  a  b r i e f  c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  t h e  d e a l i n g s  o f  

t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  w i t h  t h e  f a m o u s  m e d i u m  D r .  S l a d e ,  t h e  

d e s t r u c t i o n  o f  w h o s e  r e p u t a t i o n  s e e m s  t o  h a v e  b e e n  a  s p e c i a l  

o b j e c t  a n d  desideratum w i t h  i t s  l e a d i n g  m e m b e r s .  H e n c e ,  i t  

i s  i n  q u i t e  a  t r i u m p h a n t  t o n e  t h a t  t h e  R e p o r t ,  s i g n e d  b y  t h e  

t e n  c o m m i s s i o n e r s ,  a n n o u n c e s  t h e  v e r d i c t  o f  t h e  e m i n e n t  

j u r y m e n :

*' However wonderful may have been the manifestations of his me- 
dlumship in the past, or elsewhere, we were forced to the conclusion 
that the character of those which passed under our observation was 
fra u d u len t throughout.”

s u p p o s e

S l a d e

p o r t e d  b y  t h e  o b s e r v a t i o n s  o f  t h e  t e n  s i g n e r s  o f  t h e  R e p o r t ,  

f o r  t h e r e  i s  n o t h i n g  i n  t h e  d o c u m e n t  t o  i n d i c a t e  t h e  c o n ­

t r a r y ;  b u t  t h e  m i n u t e s  p u b l i s h e d  i n  t h e  Appendix s h o w  t h a t  

t h i s  i s  v e r y  f a r  f r o m  b e i n g  t h e  t r u t h .  T h e  f a c t  i s ,  t h e  “  w e  ”  

i u  t h e  s e n t e n c e  w h i c h  w e  h a v e  q u o t e d ,  r e p r e s e n t s  o n l y  t h r e e  

persons— M e s s r s .  F u r n e s s ,  S e l l e r s ,  a n d  T h o m p s o n ,  t h e s e  a l o n e
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having attended a sufficient number of the six seances with 
Slade to be entitled to entertain any opinion of the facts. 
Mr. Tr.ompwn attended foar of the sittings; Mr. Sellers, 
five* Mr Furness alone attended all. Messrs. Pepper, Leidy, 
and’ Fullerton attended one each; while Messrs. Koenig, 
White, Knerr and Mitchell were present at none of them; 
and yet they could not only sign the above condemnatory 
statement, speaking of that as having passed under their 
observation which they never saw, but also attest that the 
Report “ describes the processes which we [the signers] dis­

tinctly saw th-smedium adopt” ;  and also allege that “ every 
step in the process we have distinctly seen ”  All these state­
ments, as will be noticed, are, as far as the four absentee 
Commissioners are concerned, absolute falsehoods, as they 
could see nothing; nothing at all came under their observa­
tion. Measurably, they are also false as regards Messrs. 
Pepper, Leidy and Fullerton, who attended’ but one sitting 
out of six. Only one man (Mr. Furness) could be truthfully 
and honorably able to allege that “  the manifestations were 
fraudulent Ikrovejhout.

Noihing can more conclusively show the prejudiced and 
hostile animus with which this investigation was entered 
upon and conducted than this unwarranted attestation of

A REVIEW OF THE REPORT

f t

r> serious a charge by those who really had no knowledge 
of what they certified to as true of their own observation.

If a sub-committee were necessary, as seems to have been 
the case, the public should have been presented with a re­
port of the members who did really see the alleged “ fraud­
ulent manifestations"; for the Report, as it now stands 
looks itself very like a “  fraudulent manifestation"- it i.’
certainly, untrue and misleading,.being signed by /alee wit 
ne*ne$, ^

It is a legal maxim, as regards principal and agent tt s
r/u ifa d l per alium /aclt per se; but the CommjMi ’ ,!lt
have made it a rule of evidence that qul vi<Ul per Tu Wem t0
per se, which is truly a “ novel fact," though am  

Jrig"one for him whose reputation was nnj  A c*leor"
verdict again at Dr. Blade in the main rest* 1 4  *

9 we?er# upon
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bat preposterous dictum, which reminds us of the “  crown-
r'a quest law," or that of the court of the immortal Dog­

berry. .
The account which is given us of the conference meeting 

held by the Commission a week after the last of the Slade
sittings (who were present is not stated), is a stenographic 
statement of "  written notes and verbal comments upon 
the stances,”  chiefly by Mr. Sellers, Mr. Fullerton furnish- 
ing the minutes of the second sitting, the only one he at­
tended. This “  compilation 99 as it is called is, indeed, a 
curious conglomeration of somewhat contradictory verbal 
testimony and opinion; yet, at the close, a resolution was 
unanimously adopted, as follows:

“ R esolved, That the reports [?| of the Slade stances held lo Phila­
delphia, as described by Messrs. Fullerton, Furness, Pepper, and 
Sellers, are In accordance with the observations of each of the mem­
bers of the Commission who were present.

The record shows that no such correspondence of observa­
tion and unanimity of recollection and opinion existed; but 
it seems that there was an agreement that whatever one of 
the commissioners should allege that he saw, all the others, 
present or absent, would solemnly affirm that they dis­
tinctly ”  observed also. In this way the public are favortd 
with a unanimous verdict from ten learned and respectable 
gentlemen against all the mediums examined, and against
phenomenal Spiritualism.

The Report describes with great particularity'the pro­
cesses employed by Dr. Slade, the chief of w c 
substitutes for tbe slate exhibited to t b e s i t t e r , t t a s .
one upon which be has assert

This substitution tbe Conacre. T in s su d iu i/uuuu -----

they have 8eeD; a“ ^ ^  be holds

«■  r  M  ‘ ' 1 1 1  » r r  ;~ r . T

1 H *» b  ■ ■ intered Eh
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this was done from certain appearances or circumstances 
which excited their suspicion. The "steps” of which they 
so confidently speak were merely conjectural, or purely fic­
titious conceptions, perhaps we may say inventions. It is 
true that, in the "compilation of notes and comments,”  we 
are told of incidents and circumstances that were calculated 
to excite suspicion, but they are capable of quite another 
construction; and we must bear in mind that these " notes 
and comments”  are not, by any means, the combined con­
clusions of careful and impartial observers, but of certain 
individuals whose minds were not only filled with a sus­
picion of fraud, but with an intense desire to confirm their 
preconceptions, and even convictions, that mediumship is 
fraud, and that only. This is rendered indubitable by the 
character of all the proceedings. Thus in the " compilation ” 
we find a "special minute” of the stenographer in which we 
are told that "aslate which had been noted as standing 
against a leg of the table and behind the chair of the me­
dium, but conveniently within his reach, was dexterously 
substituted by the medium for the slate taken from the 
table and the one upon which ostensibly writing was to ap­
pear. This xoas observed by one member. In another in­
stance a member (Mr. Sellers) observed the same substitu­
tion, so fa r  as the motion of the medium's hand and arm was 

concerned”  That is, the substitution was merely ah infer­
ence from a circumstance that seemed suspicious. The ste­
nographer’s note also says :

“ By certain private marks, adroitly applied, the same member 
noted the fact that the slate on which the writing was exhibited was 
not, as the medium represented It to be, the same slate which had 
b”en taken from the table.”

Why then, we ask, did not that member call the attention 
of his colleagues to the fact at the time, and confront the 
medium with it ? As it stands in this remarkable "special 
minute.” it was an incident not observed by the other me 
hers—a mere individual device and observation, and could 
not be adopted, as it was, as a part of the Commission’s 
testimony, without the stultification of its members.
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Bat this “ special minute ”  i s  e n t i r e l y  i n v a l i d a t e d  b y  t h e  

f o l l o w i n g  p a r e n t h e t i c a l  n o t e  s i g n e d  G .  S .  P .  •

„ The foregoing note by the stenographer Is somewhat incoherent, 
owing to his unfamiliarity with Slade's stan ces; yet we prefer to let
It remain as it Is.”

Thus w e  s e e  w h a t  t h a t  e v i d e n c e  a m o u n t s  t o .  W e  s h o u l d  

l i k e  v e r y  m u c h  t o  c r o s s - e x a m i n e  t h e s e  l e a r n e d  g e n t l e m e n  

u n d e r  o a t h  i n  a  c o u r t  o f  j u s t i c e .

W e  w i l l  h e r e ,  f o r  t h e  s a k e  o f  i l l u s t r a t i o n ,  t r a n s c r i b e  t h e  

n e x t  f e w  p a r a g r a p h s  f r o m  t h i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  €t c o m p i l a t i o n 9 9 :

“(Mr. Sellers adds, parenthetically): That is, I watched the me­
dium’s operations specially with a view of informing myself whether 
the slate used in both instances was the same.

“ (Resuming, from notes): The medium proposed that the Com- 
ittee should retain the slate upon which the long message appeared* 

The slate was accordingly retained by the Committee. [That is the 
slate with the11 private marks but we are not told what they are, 
nor whether the other members saw th?m.]

“ Professor Thompson (addressing Mr. Sellers): Was not that slate 
the one I held at the time referred to?

“ Mr. Seilers : It was. The slate held by you at the sam e tim e that 

it was held by the m ed iu m .
“ Prof. Thompson : Then there is an additional fact to be noted in 

regard to It. That fact is this: When the sounds indicating the 
writing process bad ceased. I endeavored to pull the slate away from 
under the table, but the medium resisted my effort, and by powerful 
exertion jerked the slate out toward himself. The substitution of 
one slate for the other was probably made at this time, and the slate 
so substituted was then placed on the table.”

T h u s  i t  i s  e v i d e n t  t h a t  M r .  T h o m p s o n  k n e w  n o t h i n g ,  a n d  

s a w  n o t h i n g ,  o f  a n y  s u b s t i t u t i o n .  H e  i n f e r r e d  i t  a s  “  p r o b ­

a b l e  " f r o m  t h e  m e d i u m ’ s  " j e r k i n g  t h e  s l a t e  o u t  t o w a r d  

h i m s e l f , " *  after M r .  S e l l e r s  a s s e r t e d  i t .  B u t  M r .  S e l l e r s  i s

* As p rof. Thompson made this “ jerking “  of the slate by the medium
the basis of his assertions that there -was an exchange of slates, we wo id
rtfer to page 53 of the minutes in which this Jerking occurred under very
different circumstances, no one holding the slate i ut the medium. This
we refer to farther on. We transcribe also as pertinent to the matter the
fo llow in g from notes of stances held in Germany, and reporter toProl.
Zoeilner. ( T r a n s . P h y s ic s . p .  191):

“ Occasionally at a sitting wo saw a materialized hand; it would tear the
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The minute*, however, show that writing was executed in 
h manner that precluded the possibility of substitution, 
la  the minutes of the first sitting, prepared by Mr. Sellers
(p ag e  S3). tad the following statement:

Taking s slate In Ms ■ Ms held It beneath the table lea
to bis right U  
faintly audible
the stair

tr

ibe table. A I

of
by writing on 

that the writing bad 
to withdraw the slate, feat In

by a  Jerk,
If

V bleb was at

the tedewtag: * My Meads,

Stress weo was 
Inspected, ap- 
with a pencil 

ell to the
trash. I truly, J Clark.I f!

Now this statement U entirely in conflict

m e m . a p l i n l f i t  
•  * s k m « hiad,
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. * TnP<j hv the ten commissioners. There was, mani-
Deport J

B0 6QCh process as is there elaborately described. 
There was no substitution after the slate was held under 
the table; and if the slate so held was not the slate shown 
totbe three commissioners present (and this they do not 
claim), they must have been strangely stupid and derelict. 
Y et the writing was executed with no delay, after the 
founds described. It is not a question here who “  James 
(/talk ” was, but was the writing executed by Slade himself. 
This, in the instance referred to, is not alleged by the wit­
nesses.

Again. Mr. Sellers states:
* The writing was obliterated from it [the abovementfoned slate], 

sod tbe slate again held under tbe table, when the question was 
a*ked lby tbe commissioner]. ‘ Will you do more?* An Interval of 
perhaps one or two minutes elapsed when tbe slate was exhibited, 
and upon It appeared tbe word • Yes.*”

Here again is a manifestation explicable by no such theory 
as tbe Report offei a— by no legerdemain; for how could Slade 
write upon the inside of the slate, or even the outside, while 
holding it against the table with bis right band while his 
left was upon the table, in fall view ? The committee make 
a point against it that the writing was different; but that 
is totally, and absurdly, irrelevant. As they have chosen to 
describe this incident, there was no substitution; there 
was no legerdemain. It is a question of something very 
different from either. Thus tbe report is again discredited 
and contradicted by their own minutes. We shall spend 
d o  more time at present upon this most extraordinary ex­
hibit of bow prejudice and hostility can dim the Intellect­
ual percept ions and eclipse the reason of even learned and 
cultured men, so as to render it possible that to monstrous 
an abortion as this so called Report should be presented to 
tbe public as tbe comb ned work of ten distinguished 
scholars. Dr. Slade's medieinship bad previous1/ been 
proved to be genuine—so clearly proved that nothing which 
this Commwsiim  could report, or declare, pro or con, could
affect it in the least.
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As a contrast, we will cite a brief passage from Prof. Zoell- 
ner's great work, "  Transcendental Physics/' premising that
the investigator had purchased a number o f slates o f such
dimensions—the length being about thirteen inches, and the 
width four inches—that it would be physically impossible for 
any human hand to hold it and reach every part o f its sur­
face with one of the fingers. The follow ing occurrence is
related by the eminent scientist:

“  Slade now desired me to take two of the new slates, to lay a splin­
ter of slate-pencil between them, and then to se a l*  these two slates 
firmly together. I did this, after having again satisfied myself that 
the slates were perfectly clean. The sealing was In four places on 
the long sides, and now I laid these slates, with the bit of pencil be- 
tw en them, on the corner of the card-table m ost rem ote fr o m  ou r  
hands. The latter we Joined over one another on the table, so that 
Slade’s hands were covered by mine, and were thus prevented from 
moving. Scarcely bad this happened when the untouched slates 
were raised many times upon one of the edges, which was clearly 
perceived by us both by the bright light diffused by a candle standing 
on the middle of the card-table. Then the two slates laid them­
selves down again on the card-table In a somewhat altered position; 
and now writing between the slates began to be Immediately audi­
ble, as If with a slate-pencil guided by a firm hand. After the well-
known three ticks had announced the conclusion of the writing, we 
■UDdered our hands, which up to this tloie had been co n tin u a lly  a n d  

firm ly jo in ed , closed the sitting, and betook ourselves with the 
double-slate, wh-ch I had Immediately seized, to the next room, 
where Herr von Hoffman and his wile awaited us. In presence of 
these persons the slate shortly before sealed by me was opened. 
B oth aides were completely written over w ith E n g lis h "

The following is the oomplete message:
This Is a truth—not for seleef—hni- «.•

respect of rank or race—no matter how nnn m ®ttnklQd“"w,Ml0uft
secuted by his Investlgatlon-lt will not take fr e *“ 8ultedor per*
no more than a blind man’s words • by savin* *hem the trmh’ 
It does not prevent the sun from shining or brtng dLS D°  8Un9hlIle,

aay: lhe M",d m,° a>° - >  i„t l T .  °0-°°;
•Wo arc told In the Commission's mlnutn. SH 

that he had boon •• forbidden to wrlto upon that BI“1o rtatecj
settling wttH ivt bis own suggestion, " ta 8lafc®B,»» But boro fcho
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- the guo. The man that says this Is not true, be says so 
tbe 118 hA has not had proof of Its being true; people that cannothfcause u

do not chide them, but help them by showing them the way to 
“  djvlne truth; we are not able to say more now as our space Is

__ in  tm n r  I d v o b H o o M n n  q n rl o n n  m i l l  _ _ _ _____this
gee do not

ow full; go on In your investigation, and you will receive your re­

ward.”

E v e n  t h e  d e f e c t s  i n  t h e  e x p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e s e  t h o u g h t s  m a y  

b e  i n s t r u c t i v e  t o  t h e  h o n e s t  a n d  c a n d i d  i n q u i r e r ,  a s  i n d i ­

c a t i n g  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  i n v o l v e d  i n  t h i s  m o d e  o f  c o m m u n i c a ­

t i o n .  T h i s  i s  b u t  a  s m a l l  s p e c i m e n  o f  t h e  t e s t i m o n y  g i v e n  

b y  o n e  o f  t h e  m o s t  e m i n e n t  s c i e n t i s t s  i n  t h e  w o r l d ,  c o n ­

f i r m e d  b y  s e v e r a l  w i t n e s s e s ,  b u t  w h i c h  t h i s  C o m m i s s i o n  h a s  

s o u g h t  t o  d i s c r e d i t  b y  s e n d i n g  M r .  F u l l e r t o n  t o  G e r m a n y  

t o  f i n d  p r o o f s  o f  Z o e l l n e r  s  i n s a n i t y . *  I t  i s  u n n e c e s s a r y  f o r  

n s  t o  r e v i e w  t h e  s t a t e m e n t s  m a d e  b y  t h e  r e v e r e n d  e m i s ­

s a r y ,  o r  t h e  c o n c l u s i o n  w h i o h  h e  r e p o r t e d ,  a s  t h e y  h a v e  

r e c e i v e d  a  s u f f i c i e n t  r e f u t a t i o n  i n  t h e  p u b l i s h e d  r e p l y  b y

M r .  0 .  C .  M a s s e y ,  o f  E n g l a n d .  I f  t h i s  honorable C o m m i s s i o n  

h a d  s t u d i e d  t h e  a b l e  s c i e n t i f i c  r e c o r d  o f  P r o f .  Z o e l l n e r ,  

a n d  a l l o w e d  t h e m s e l v e s  t o  b e  g u i d e d  b y  h i s  e x p e r i e n c e ,  

t h e y  m i g h t  h a v e  b e e n  "  cheered b y  m a n y  a  n o v e l  f a c t  

a n d  s p a r e d  t h e  i g n o m i n y  o f  p r e s e n t i n g  t o  t h e  p e o p l e  o f  

t h i s  a n d  s u c c e e d i n g  g e n e r a t i o n s ,  a  R e p o r t  s o  m a n i f e s t l y  

u n t r u t h f u l ,  u n s o i e n t i f i o ,  a n d  s e l  f  -  c o n t r a d i c t o r y .  T h e y ,  

m o r e o v e r ,  w o u l d  n o t  h a v e  m i s r e p r e s e n t e d  P r o f .  Z o e l l n e r ’ s  

m e t h o d s ,  a s  t h e y  h a v e  d o n e  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p a r a g r a p h  i n

the Report: . ■'

99

W e  t h i n k  I t  w o r t h y  t o  b e  r e c o r d e d  t h a t ,  I n  r e p l y  t o  a  q u e s t i o n ,  

H r .  B l a d e  s a i d  t h a t  P r o f .  Z o e l l n e r  w a t o h e d  h i m  c l o s e l y  o n l y  d u r i n g  

t h e  f i r s t  t h r e e  o r  f o u r  s i t t i n g s ,  b u t  t h a t  a f t e r w a r d s  P r o f .  Z o e l l n e r  l e t  

h i m  d o  J u s t  a s  h e  p l e a s e d ,  f u l l y  a n d  u n r e s e r v e d l y  s u b m i t t i n g  t o  a l l

t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  d e m a n d e d  b y  t h e  s p i r i t s . ”

A s  f a r  a s  t h i s  I m p l i e s ,  a s  i t  i s  d e s i g n e d  t o  i m p l y ,  n e g l i ­

g e n c e  o r  o v e r - c r e d u l i t y  b y  Z o e l l n e r ,  i t  i s  s h o w n  t o  b e  f a l s e

• Wo may ho excused for asking why this Commission especially selected 
n dflOMMd omluent sclontltlo witness of the truth of spiritualistic phe­
nomena. llaro was thus stlgmatliod before his death; but we bavo 
Crookes and Wallace and many ethers still living, whoso testimony It 
would be worth while to invalidate, it  Is u’ t, however, quite so safe and 
easy to attack the living as tho dead.
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by the record contained in the book. The experiments, of 
which we have given an example, were such as involved a  
most complete test, and were perfectly scientific, though in 
some cases they were suggested by the spirits themselves. 

The records of the stances held with the

OTHEB CONDEMNED MEDIUMS

afford similar proofs of unfairness, prejudice, and injustice. 
Though the minutes of the proceedings record no facta

based

Report
sters and impostors. The Report refers especially to Mr.

ascn
“ trick” ; while the record clearly shows that there was no 
proof of i t ; it was merely the conjectural opinion of the 
writer of the Report, endorsed by the other Commissioners,

tf
three of whom were not present at the seance. The ** trick! 
spoken of rests upon the supposition that the medium d i^  
engaged his hand from the arm of the lady—one of the cir­
cle; but the lady herself alleged that he did not, so that 
the basis of the Commission’s strong accusation is merely 
the supposition that the lady was mistaken. Whether the 
performances described as having taken place behind the 
curtain at the back of the medium—the movements of the 
guitar, the twirling of a tambourine, the drumming with  
.clothes-pins; and the writing of notes and throwing them  
over the curtain from behind—whether all these things 
could have been accomplished by tbe medium, even if his 
right hand had been disengaged, without a manifest effort 
and contortion of body, may well be questioned. Of course, 
the Commission had the logical right to deem the proof 
insufficient, and to demand further investigation in order 
to clear up uncertain points, and to satisfy their conjec­
tures ; but they had no right to report as an observed and 
established fact what was merely a supposition, and it may 
be a very unreasonable supposition, by Saying: “ The trick 
is simple, and highly deceptive.” He is very far from being 
a truthful witness who reports as a fact of observation
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vfhat he knows to be only a conjecture of his ow n  mind, 
however plausible such conjecture may appear to him.

The same remark is applicable to Mr. Rothermel s stance. 
The medium in this case had both his hands tied by D r. 
Thompson, and a lady member of the circle “ sewed the 
ends of the ribbonand tape with which he was tied.”  “  H is  
right hand was also fastened to bis right leg and his left 
hand to his left leg.”  Similar performances to those of 
Keeler's stance occurred behind the curtain at his back. 
Still the Commission conjecture that his hands were disen­
gaged, and that all was done by him self; and they again  allege trickery. The Report says: | l| i

* 6 We had no means of knowing whether the tape was cut at the
•  - 9 A  ~ ^beginning of the stance or not. 

toyed, Mr. Rother;
re­

free. The hands
were cot, and we had no difficulty in believing that the hands which
were dexterous enough to play the zither with very remarkable
skill, under such conditions, behind the curtain, were deft enough 
to sever the cords.”

Here we have a “ begging of the question ” that would be 
a disgrace to an unlettered peasant. I f  his hands were  
free, he could play the zither; and if he could play the 
zither with his hands tied, he could certainly cut the bands 
and set his hands fre e ; ergo, he severed the cords, set his 
hands free, and played the zither him self; no ghost was 
needed, and none was there; Spiritualism is ruled out, 
and trickery demonstrated! Is this, we may ask. the logic 
taught in the great University of Pennsylvania ? B ut It 
would seem that spiritualistic truth is not entitled to re­
ceive the benefit of the simplest fairness and justice, or the 
most rudimentary logic. Let respectable conventionality
hoot it off the stage. The guiding text of the Reverend 
Mr. Fullerton and his learned compeers seems to 
the remarkable words of St. Paul to the Romans:

“ For ,f the truth of God bath more abounded through 
bis glory; why yet am I also judged as a sinner?”

The answer to that question may come hereafter.

been

>y He unto

Lord the inconsistency between
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the minutes and the Report is reversed, as the Report speaks
of this medium quite respectfully, while Mr. Fullerton in 
his minutes attributes all the manifestations at her seance 
to the meanest and most contemptible and heartless trick- 
ery. Thus the Report says :

•‘ Our stances with Mrs. Maud E. Lord were acknowledged by the 
medium herself to be altogether unsatisfactory. This is much to be 
regretted. Mrs. Lord is one of the few  professional mediums whose 
excellence is acknowledged by all Spiritualists alike, and who, in 
her attitude toward the Commission, displayed every desire to aid a 
full and complete Investigation into the manifestations peculiar to
her medlumshlp, and furthermore without remuneration.”

In the minutes Mrs. Lord is a trickster p a r  excellen ce, or 
else the phenomena are genuine spirit manifestations. Mr. 
Fullerton finds no difficulty, with this alternative before 
him, in making a proper interpretation of the incidents of 
the stance. Mrs. Lord sits in the middle of a circle of 
eighteen persons, placing her feet against those of a mem­
ber of the circle, and keeping up H an almost continuous 
clapping of hands.” Mr. Fullerton adds, “ The noise was 
not loud, but sufficient to aid in hiding any rustle of the 

edlum’s dress, or creaking of a chair.”  Mrs. Lord de­
scribes spirit forms present and gives names—hut the Sec­
retary says, “  The number of successes, compared with the 
number of failures, was not strikin g." This is very indefi­
nite, certainly. It seems, however, there were su cce sse s . 
Whispers were heard—but they were only “  one at a tim e,”
“ never simultaneous with the remark of the medium 
and the Secretary observes:

ft

“  In tbe interval between the whisper and the succeeding remark 
by the medium, I  distinctly heard, on many occasions, a rustle of 
clothing* and once or twice a s lig h t crea k  of the chair, as though 
the medium had moved her body from one side to the other, which 
she could easily have done without taking her feet away from those 
of the person she faced.”  .. y§g£

Lights appeared and disappeared—but they -were •• appar­
ently phosphorescent, and passed bo quickly th a t  th e y  could 
not be examined” ; or “ such as can be produoed in a  dark
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room by rubbing a match-head, or by exhibiting an object 
rubbed with a match.” A ll these conjectural observations, 
it must he borne in mind, are but the opinions of a single 
individual. There is no record that they were discussed 
and compared with those of the other commissioners; there 
is no record that these minutes were ever even read to the 
Commission, in meeting, and formally adopted. This is but 
a specimen of the unscientifio character of the investiga­
tion, and the looseness and irregularity of the proceedings. 
Unless the manifestations presented through Mrs. Lord, 
|  without remuneration,” were genuine, she is an abomi­
nable impostor, entirely undeserving of the respect with 
which the Report, as well as “ all Spiritualists ” treat her. 
Of course the manifestations were "unsatisfactory” to 
her, as she is accustomed to so much better; otherwise 
her "  excellence ” would not be "  acknowledged by all Spir­
itualists.”  These commissioners, however, know too little 
of the subject which they undertook to investigate, to be 
aware that the manifestations always depend—even through 
the finest instruments—upon the character of the cirole 
upon the state of the spiritual and mental atmosphere in 
whioh they are given. After reading this so-called report, 
and learning from the proceedings which we have here 
reviewed the mental and spiritual condition of these com­
missioners, no failure, with the best of mediums, would 
have surprised us; rather are we surprised that any me­
dium was permitted to sit for them, or that any attempt at 
the production of phenomena was made. But it was a good 
thing to give them an opportunity to display to the publlo 
their pretentious Ignorance and ineptitude, and to make a 
record, which, however worthless per se, is yet oapable of
teaching some useful lessons.

The Report tries to make a strong point of

THE REFUSAL OF MEDIUMS

to appear before the Commission; but, after looking at this
record, thero can be but little difficulty In solving the mys-

Of course the Commissioners consider this reluot-tery
ance, or refusal, on the part of the mediums to sub it the
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evidence of their "spiritual gifts" to the august Seytert 
tribunal to be a proof of fear that the dishonesty of their 
claims would he exposed by persons of so great and unusual

ission could scarcely be made toi ama perspicacity. The Co 
see that, in complaining that they were shunned by the 

ediums, they condemn themselves.- Mere tricksters would 
have been willing to exhibit their expertness, as Sellar 
was; and as the Commissioners could not see through his 
tricks (though they at once saw through Slade’s and the 
other mediums’), so they would have been "  baffled ”  by 
theirs. But being mediums—intermediaries between em­
bodied and excarnated spirits—instruments employed by 
those who are no longer of this world to communicate with 
those still belonging to it—they must be, as such instru- 

ents, dependent upon the will of those who employ them, 
at least as far as the spirit manifestations are concerned ; 
and, like the Athenian sage, they are under guidance, and 
must listen to the monitory voice that tells them what to 
avoid.

The Commission could not, logically, ignore this consid­
eration in dealing with this subject, whether they accept 
the fact or not. They must treat the mediums as possessing 
the mediumistic function in order to test the existence of 
that function. This in part they did. They talked to the 
spirits, accepting for the time their mode of communica­
tion; though the colloquial efforts of the Commission were 
scarcely of the wisest. When spirit Seybert announced his 
presence, they dealt with him in the most puerile manner : 
"  Will you rap here, Mr. Seybert ?”  “  Will you rap there ?” 

Does Mr. Seybert know the names of the Commission?”  
"  Will the spirit rap again?”  And other such trivial ques-

II

tions. had
—  iS. -------------------- w

as if believing in the presence of their friend and benefac­
tor, they would have obtained the proof that many others 
have received.

When the Commission treat the mediums as if they are 
mere tricksters, they beg the whole question. The fact, as 
it indubitably appears to us, is, that these instruments of
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those who, in the spirit world, are working for the spiritual 
enlightenment of mankind, were purposely withheld from 
this Commission, because it was clearly seen by these in­
visibles that, with so unfair and prejudiced a set of men, 
nothing could be done of any use to the world—that Truth 
would be assassinated, while the mediums would be insulted 
and disgraced, as, indeed, every one was that appeared be­
fore them, notwithstanding the protestations of these gen­
tlemen that the mediums were fairly and courteously 
treated. This courtesy was of the thinnest kind—a mere 
veneering of conventional refinement, covering feelings of 
disrespect and dislike, often plainly showing through. The 

ockery with which the mediums were beguiled into giv­
ing expressions of satisfaction with the treatment received, 
in order to impart an appearance of fairness and impar­
tiality to the proceedings, and cover up the prejudice and 
hostility really existing, is one of the most disgusting fea­
tures of this whole matter. One of the commissioners 
really displayed a high degree of talent for this kind of 
polite dissimulation ; but through this feline softness and 
purring geniality, the sharp claws sometimes emerge, and 
make some fearful scratches and t earing of the flesh—all, 
however, in seeming play and exuberant mirthful ness. We 
shall have more to say of the fairness and impartiality of
this Co aim ission farther on; that the mediums shunned its 
flattering attractions and its seductive advertisements 
seems to us strong proof of the genuineness of their gifts, 
and the excellence of their guidance. If the treatment re­
ceived was not “ harsh,” it certainly l( antago­
nistic/’ to a very high degree, as the proceedings show 
throughout; and only ignorance on the part of the Com­
mission can excuse the psychological repression which was 
brought to bear on every medium, and which, in a measure, 
paralyzed the efforts of the spirits to manifest The min­
utes give unmistakable evidence of this fact; and it was

proceedings
Hr. Hazard very properly protested.

We will now take up the consideration of the boasted



42 A REVIEW OF THE REPORT

fairness and impartiality of the Commission; and shall 
p, int to facts that show conclusively that it was

A  PACKED AS WELL AS A  BIASSED JUBY.

The Report states (page 5):
“ As a befitting preliminary, at one of our earliest r

each member In turn expressed his entire freedoi
meetings, 

from all prejudices 
against the subject to be investigated, and his readiness to accept 
any conclusion warranted by facts; one of our number, the Acting 
Chairman, so far from being unprejudiced [sic], confessed to a lean­
ing in favor of the substantial truth of Spiritualism.”

The last clause of this statement seems to  be a humorous

stroke of the always humorous acting chair Furness, in
view of the part which he took in the proceedings.

But when was the meeting referred to held ? There is no 
allusion to it in the published minutes, nor do we know 
who were present. There were, as we have stated, origin­
ally only five Commissioners appointed ; Mr. Furness was 
added before the investigation commenced. Mr. Sellers at­
tended his first meeting Nov. 5th, 1884; and the other three 
were present at no meeting previous to February, 1885. 
Who then made that avowal of impartiality? Evidently, 
the statement of the Report is only ia part true.

In connection with this point, it is a very significant fact 
that the Philadelphia papers were constantly kept informed 
of the proceedings of the Commission, and each artic'e 
published was an attack upon Spiritualism, or announced a
hostile intention or conclusion of the Co 
but the me

mission. No one
and

g i’ors of the press in these publications. Thus just after
the appointment of the Commission, we find a notice in the
pipers, in which it is stated that “ a committee has been
appointed to do the work [of investigation], which will be
in the nature of an attack, since the members are to attempt
the exposure of frauds in mediums.”  So, after the Slade
slaoces, special Philadelphia dispatches appeared in the
pipers announcing what had taken place ; and the Kellar
e x p l o i t  g a v e  r i s e  t o  e x t e n d e d  n o t i c e s  c o n d e m n a t o r y  o f  

S p i r i t u a l i s m .
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Pi of. Thompson must have been known to be hostile to 
Spiritualism, as he said in 1880, in P en n 98 Monthly :

“ Even if Spiritualism be all that ics champions claim for it, it b is 
do importance for any one who holds the Christian faith. The con­
sideration and discussion of the subject Is tampering with notions
and condescending to discussions with which no Christian believer
has any business.”  :

Dr. George A. Koenig was qnoted by Mr. Hazard as say-
eing to a representative of the Philadelphia Press, some ti 

before his appointment on the Commission :
“  I must frankly admit that I am prepared to deny the truth of 

Spiritualism as It is now popularly understood. It is my belief that 
all of the so-called mediums are humbugs without exception. I have 
never seen Slade perform any of his tricks, but from the published 
descriptions I have set him down as an impostor, the cleverest one
of the lot. I do not think that the Commission view with much favor 
the examination of so-called spirit mediums.”

Thus the Commissioners are contradicted by one of their
number; and we see why this man attended none of Slade's
stances. His mind was made up. He was, emphatically, a 
biassed juryman. ’:

Prof. Fullerton, in March, 1885, delivered a lecture at 
Cambridge, in which he endeavored t o  discredit or explain 
away the spiritualistic phenomena. N o  wonder that Mr. 
Hazard said, in his memorable protest:

“ Without aiming to detract in the slightest degree from the un­
blemished moral character that attaches to each and every Individ­
ual of the Faculty, Including the Commission, In public esteem, nor 
to the high social and literary standing they occupy In society, I must 
say, that through some strange infatuation, obliquity of judgment, or 
perversion of Intellect, the Trustees of the University have placed on 
the Commission for the Investigation of Modern Spiritualism, a ma- 
lofty of Its members whose education, habit of thought, and preju 
dices so singularly disqualify them from making a thorough and Im­
partial investigation of the subject, which the Trustees of the Uni­
versity are obligated, both by contract and In honor, to do, that bad 
the object bad In view been to belittle and bring Into discredit ha- 
tred. and general contempt the cause that I know the late Henry gey 
bert held nearest bis heart, and loved more than all else In the world 
beside, the Trustees could scarcely have selected more suitable In-
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•truments for the object Intended f r o m  a l l  t h e  d e n i z e n *  o f  Philadel­
phia t h a n  a r e  the gentlemen w h o  c o n s t i t u t e  a  m a j o r i t y  o f  tbeHey- 
bert Commission. And this, I  r e p e a t ,  n o t  f r o m  a n y  c a u s e s  t h a t  a f f e c t  

their moral, s o c i a l ,  o r  literary s t a n d i n g  In s o c i e t y ,  b u t  s i m p l y  b e c a u s e  

o f  their prejudice against the c a u s e  o f  S p i r i t u a l i s m . ”

T h i s  a r r a i g n m e n t  w a s  b r o u g h t  e s p e c i a l l y  a g a i n s t  M e s s r s ,  

F a l l e r t o n ,  T h o m p s o n ,  a n d  K o e n i g ;  b u t  w e  s e e ,  n o w  t h a t  t h e  

e v i d e n c e  i s  a l l  i n ,  t h a t  i t  i s  a p p l i c a b l e  t o  a i l  t h e  m e m b e r s  o f  

t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  a s  t h e n  c o n s t i t u t e d ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t o  t h e  f o u r  

o t h e r s  s u b s e q u e n t l y  a d d e d .

W h y  w e r e  t h e s e  a d d e d ?  L e t  u s  s e e  w h e t h e r  t h i s  q u e s ­

t i o n  c a n  b e  a n s w e r e d  t o  a n y  e x t e n t  f r o m  t h e  R e p o r t ,  o r  

r a t h e r  f r o m  t h e  m a t e r i a l  b o u n d  u p  w i t h  t h e  R e p o r t  t h o u g h  

n o t  r e a l l y  b e l o n g i n g  t o  i t ?  M r .  H e l l e r s  s e e m s  t o  h a v e  b e e n  

s e l e c t e d  a s  a  s p e c i a l  e x p e r t  i n  t h e  d e t e c t i o n  o f  t r i c k e r y ,  

w h i c h  e v e r y  k i n d  o f  p h e n o m e n a  s e e m e d  t o  s u g g e s t  t o  h i s  

m i n d ;  a n d  i n  s o m e  c a s e s  h e  w a s  v e r y  a p t  i n  r e p r o d u c ­

i n g  s o m e  o f  t h e  s i m p l e s t  c h a r a c t e r ,  o n  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  t h a t  

a n y  p e r f o r m a n c e  w h i c h  c o u l d  b e  a c h i e v e d  b y  M r .  H e l l e r s  u n ­

d e r  i l l s  c o n d i t i o n s  i t  w o u l d  b e  t h e  h e i g h t  o f  f o l l y  t o  a t t r i b ­

u t e  t o  s p i r i t  i n t e r v e n t i o n  u n d e r  a n y  c i r c u m s t a n c e s .  O n e  

o f  t h e  r e a s o n s  a d d u c e d  f o r  c o n d e m n i n g  M r s .  K a n e  w a s  t h a t  

M r .  S e l l e r s  c o u n t e r f e i t e d  t h e  r a p s  I n  h e r  p r e s e n c e ,  a n d  s h e  

d e t e o t e d  i t ,  I l o w  s h o u l d  s h e  k n o w ,  t h e y  a s k e d ,  w h e t h e r  i t  

w a s  M r .  H e l l e r s  o r  t h e  s p i r i t s  w h o  r a p p e d ,  u n l e s s  s h e  m a d e  

a l l  t h e  r a p s  f o r  t h e  s p i r i t s  ?  T h e  C o m m i s s i o n ,  w i t h  t h e  o b ­

j e c t  w h i c h  t h e y  h a d  I n  v i e w ,  c e r t a i n l y  h a d  a  s t r o n g  a l l y  i n  

M r ,  C o l e m a n  S e l l e r s ,

I n  r e g a r d  t o  D r ,  K n e r r ,  t h e r e  i s  q u i t e  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t ,  

I n d i c a t i n g  p e r h a p s  h o w  h e  a c h i e v e d  t h e  f a m e  a n d  g o o d  f o r -

Inno of belonging to the renowned Heybert Commission. 
The Report says (page 15):

In Independent Slate-Writing, In our experience, there is a 
period, of longer or shorter duration, when the slate is concealed.
firing tbli period the Investigator’* eyo must not watch It. [.This 

I • very f a r  from b e i n g  a universal fact.] When the slate j f  hold un- 
*.er the table,knees and f e e t  a n d  clothing exert no deleterious e f f e c t

should they?], but the gaze of a human eyo is fatal to all 
spiritual manifestation la singular error on the part of the learned
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Oonifi) I ftftloo]; although to one of our number, ou three occasions, a 
pocket mirror, carefully adjusted, unknown to the medium, gave 
back the reflection of fingers, which were clearly not spiritual, open* 
frig the slates and writing the answer.11

Such a piece of testimony is, Indeed, self-condemnatory of 
the witness, Inasmuch as a person must be strangely obtuse 
to afford any such chance of Imposition. Spiritualists are 
not thus made. Finding this statement in the Report, we 
naturally looked all through the minutes to learn the par­
ticulars of this extraordinary incident, but we could dis­
cover no reference to it. Reading, however, the accounts 
of the individual experiences given by some of the mem­
bers, we found a narration of this incident in the article 
furnished by Dr. Knerr; and, singular to say, It refers to 
what he says occurred to him In 1884; whereas he attended
no meeting of the Commission till February, 1880. We
naturally asked ourselves, had this incident anything to do
w i t h  t h e  " a d d i t i o n  ”  o f  Dr. Knerr t o  t h e  C o m m i s s i o n  at
that late period ? Was this the cause of his being received 
Into it ?

Dut what are we to think of the oonduct of the Commis­
sion In Inserting in their Report as a faot of their Investiga­
tion, the unconfirmed statement of a person In regard to an 
alleged experience that occurred before he was a member 
and with which the investigation bad no aotual connection* 
and could have had no seeming connection except by mak­
ing the observer a member? Was this the act of fair- 
minded,'impartial Investigators ? Especially was It the act 
of persons who had resolved to be influenced only by the 
result of their own observations ? It really looks as if they 
were ready to grasp at anything that seemed calculated to 
strengthen tbelr arraignment of Spiritualism before the 
publio. In regard to the mirror Incident we believe that 
l)r. Knerr was entirely mistaken as to what he saw, or el e 
ho must have been a wholly incompetent investigator. rsflft
our citation from Zoellner.]

Dr. White's appointment seems also quite mysterious 
made as it was about the same time as that o f  Dr. K n e r r ,  u s
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appears from the minutes ; though there is nothing in the 
Report to indicate that he did not participate hi the entire 
investigation- hooking into a work that emanated from 
the same Philadelphia press as the ** Preliminary Report/ 
and nearly at the same time, we seemed almost to stumble 
on a solution of what appeared so singular. The first para­
graph in this work supplies the basis for at least a very 
probable conjecture. We read:

“ Dr. W., a friend and acquaintance of the writer of these pages
a relation which has existed for thirty years, is the medium in the 
spiritistic illustrations here offered- This gentleman is an active 
member of the Seybert Commission-”

Looking farther into the contents of this e, we find
an account of 
through media

ena similar to those presented
hieved,

wonderful adroitness and ingenuity of Dr. W., who, far 
from claiming mediumsbip, affirms that these astonishing 
feats were performed by him solely by means of an acquired 
skill in legerdemain. All this being antecedent to the Sey­
bert investigation, we again ask ourselves, can this pro­
fessed ability on the part of Dr. W. to produce or counter­
feit the Bpirit-manifestations by means of legerdemain, have 
been the reason for making him a member of the Commis­
sion, so long after the commencement of the investigation? 
The record is very far from showing that Dr. White was
an "active member, already mj 

eighteen seances,
report any individual experiences. But was it his private 
connsei and influence that led the Commission to report 
ttat toe investigator has to deal only with a simple qoes- 
tion of legerdemain.”  in inquiring into the genuineness of 

independent writing ” ? However, be this as it may it is 
obvious, from the facts we have here stated, that the Com­
mission was, like a “  packed jury,”  constituted by the oriel 
iual appointmeut and subsequent addition of those known 
to be biassed against the subject which they were to inves­
tigate. As for Dr. Mitchell, he essentially took no part to 
the investigation, but showed bis hostile zeal, if not his
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honorable fe e lin g  and love of truth, by being willing to 
sign aseries of statements as of facts coming under his own 
personal observation which yet he really had no o p p o rtu ­
n ity  of observing or knowing at all, except by information. 
This would be sufficiently reprehensible, even if only ab­
stract propositions were concerned, but when it is tanta­
mount to the reckless signing away of several persons’ rep­
utation, bolding them up to the scorn of the world, or, as 
Dr. Furness might say, making them

scorn
To point his s*o w u amoving finger at W

it aproxi mates very closely to what the law regards, and 
punishes, as a criminal act.

The Co IfIK ission triumphantly report the

FEAT OF A  PBOFES3IOJTAI, JCGGTEB

as if it were an ezperimenium cruets which most definitively 
establish the truth of their reported statement, that in “ in­
dependent writing ”  we have only an act of legerdemain. 
“ For one of our number," gays the Report, “ the juggler 
subsequently repeated the trick, and revealed its every de­
tail "  Why, we may properly ask, were not these details 
given to the public, or at least to the full Commission, so 
that all might have been able to judge whether or not the 
counterfeit was really a fa c  simile of the original; whether, 
moreover, the process was capable of “ baffling”  those who 
were not willing, and did not expect to be baffled; and 
whether the joggling performance was truly “  far more re­
markable than any which toe have witnessed with medi­
ums " ;  so that the Commissioners might have truthfully at­
tested the fact by their signatures ? Only three of the
Commissioners witnessed Sellar's performance—PurneM,
Thompson, and FoUerton-of whom the latter had no right 
to make a comparison between Sellar and Slade, as he at­
tended only one of the latter's six seances; and most of the 
remaining members attended the stances of neither the jug­
gler nor the medium. We have therefore only the opinion" 
of the three men who were “ baffled "as to the perform-
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ance, and that of one man as to whether “ every detail ”  0f 
the trick was revealed. As described in the minutes it 
must, indeed, have been very simple legerdemain. Mr. Kel- 
lar was permitted to give the performance in  E gy p tia n  Hall, 

the scene of his nightly trickery; “ nine slates were found 
lying on a small stand,”  all of which the conjurer seemed to 
wash on both 6ides, and placed on the table; then, the 
guileless Secretary innocently records:

“  a  slate was taken from the pile, both sides washed, another 
slate placed upon it, and both held together under the edge of the 
table. A  long communication appeared upon one of them (or w hat 

seemed to be one o f  them ) [Well interjected, Mr. Fullerton.], purport* 
ing to come from the spirits.”  [False; it bad no such purport, but 
was ostensibly a crafty  trick.]

In continuation it is said:
“  Two more slates were taken and a p p a ren tly  both sides washed,”

etc.. . .  “ Writing was produced in similar manner on two other
slates without the committee detecting the manner in which it was 
produced.”

One of these slates was found to have upon its surface 
writings in various languages, the last being, “ Ic h  bin ein  

Geist und ich liebe mein Lagerbier— H ans S c h n e i d e r This 
latter funny travesty seems to have given the grace and  

wise Commissioners great satisfaction, as they quote it in 
full in their dignified Report, in which they are particular 
to disclaim solemnly all “ indifference or levity.

In this account of that mock stance held in the “ profes­
sional juggler s own workshop, with all his paraphernalia 
about him, with nine slates of his own choosing (none of 
which the Commissioners appear to have scrutinized), and 
with his own table and stand, with besides three spectators, 
eager to overlook any and every suspicious circumstance, 
no wonder the prestidigitative artist should have achieved 
so great and useful a success. The only wonder is, that he 
should have been put to the trouble of “  repeating the 
trick and explaining every detail” to the “ one of our num­
ber ”  who was honorably elected to be the faithful deposit­
ory of so profound and valuable a secret in the trade of 
legerdemain. We are reminded of Horace's sage remark:

99
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“  Dum stu lli vitant v itia  in  contraria currunt

Had these Commissioners given but a slight attention to 
the records of Modern Spiritualism, so as to prepare them­
selves for the task which they so rashly undertook, and far 
more rashly reported on, they would not have placed them­
selves in so ludicrous position as that in which they now 
stand in the view of every intelligent student of this im­
portant subject. They would scarcely have wholly disre­
garded the experiences of such investigators as we have re­
ferred to, and employed as a part of the basis of a report,
intended to be scientific, the mere trick of a “ professional
juggler.”  They would have known that nearly “ every de­
tail ”  of this “ baffling” trick was totally at variance with 
the test processes employed by competent investigators in 
establishing the fact of “ independent slate-writing ” —that 
such investigators often supply their own slates, seal them, 
and often hold them continuously in their hands, or keep 
them in view, during the whole process of writing, leaving 
no opportunity whatever for the exercise of legerdemain. 
We recommend to the perusal of these gentlemen a work 
entitled “ Psychography” (London, 1878), by one of the 
most cultured gentTemen of his time, and at present one of 
the editors of L ig h t; also r  The Scientific Basis of Spiritu­
alism,”  by the late Epes Sargent, of Boston; for evidence 
as to the reality of direct writing by the spirits.*

As to this contemptible trick of the “ professional jug­
gler,” it was but an absurd travesty of a genuine case of 
such writing, through Slade, that occurred in Berlin, and 
was described by Prof. Zoellner in “ Transcendental Phys-

• T h e r e  a r e  m a n y  p u b lis h e d  w o r k s  that t r e a t  of the subject of direet 
spirit writing, th a t  is . w r i t in g  a c c o m p lis h e d  without the Intervention of 
a n y  human h a n d . W e  n e e d  n o t g o  back to the account, iu the ancient 
Scriptures, o f  th e  w r i t in g  In B e ls h a z z a r ’ s  pala-e. hut may confine our 
w iv e s  to th e  records o f  M o d ern  S p iritu a l!?  m. AmoDg these works one of 
t h e  m o s t  in te r e s t in g  a n d  c o n v in c in g  is , “  La Realiti den E s p r it s , ft la 
Phenomine mf.rveilleux de Lur tcritvre direrte damontrtfs, par le 
Karon de G v .ld en stv .h M  ( P a r is ,  1857). R e c e n t ly  a  w o r k  h a s  ap p eared  
written by Mr. Theobald, a Spiritualist of L o n d o n , a n d  p r e s e n t in g  a la r g e  
massof very Interesting testimony as to t h i s  p h e n o m e n o n . I t  i s  e n tit le d  
“ spirit Workers in  th e  Home Circle,”  th e  p h e n o m e n a  b e in g  d u e  e x ­
c lu s iv e ly  t o  m e d iu m s  b e lo n g in g  to  Mr. T h e o b a ld ’ s  fa m ily .

5
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ics.9f Z^ellner states that the slate, “  written upon in six
"  was "never in Slade’s custody

afforded
different languages
nor was there the si 
ing an exchanged How different this from the Egyptian
Hall feat, in which the conjurer had the means to manipu­
late nine of his own slates, all “  apparently ”  washed, with 
the opportunity to select by dexterous legerdemain the one
previously prepared

have already shown 1S-
presented

Slade, and of these only one saw the whole; while as a sub-
ittee they attest nothing. There was no proper re­coin

p o r t ; there was only a "  compilation of notes and com­
ments ” ! 
ance, we

perform 
Observers

Sargent Experiment 

1.1880” :
“ At the bouse of Epes Sargent, on the evening of Saturday, 

March 13th. the undersigned saw two clean slates placed face to
i. We all held our
ites. The hands of 
es. In this position 
>n onenine the slates

face, with a bit of slate pencil between the
clasped

clasped
pencil

message asculine hand
to a question asked by one of the company.

“ Afterwards, two slates were clamped together with strong brass 
fixtures, and held at arm’s length by Mr. Cook [Rev. Joseph Cook], 
while the rest of the company and the psyeblc had their hands in 
full view on the table. After a moment of waiting, the slates were 
opened, and a message in a U ' ‘  ~ “

surfaces. There were five lighted at
the time.

these facts any theory
see bow the writing can be explained 
ciL was moved without contact.”

Latter

This careful and definite statement is signed by F. E. 
Bandy, M. D., Epes Sargent, John C. Kenney, Henry G. 
White, and Joseph Cook.

But the learnei and honorable Commission, who are will-
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fog to sign even what they know nothing about, positively 
aver that this mysterious writing is only a Question of 
** simple legerdemain.”

But what does the

TESTIM O N Y OF PRESTIBIGITATETJIiS

themselves show ? Houdin, in a letter to the Marquis de 
Mirville, said: “ The more I reflect upon them 'the spirit- 
manifestations] the more impossible 1 find it to rank them 
among those which belong to my art and profession.” Her­
mann, Jacobs, and Samuel Bellachini made similar state­
ments. The latter, the court conjurer at Berlin, made an

witnessed
presence

est observation and investigation of the surroundings” ; 
and that he had not, “ in the smallest instance, found any­
thing to be produced by means of prestidigitative manifesta­
tions, or by mechanical apparatus,” and that “ any ex­
planation of the experiments which took place by any refer­
ence to prestidigitation is impossible.”

Even Harry Kellar, the very performer of the great “ baf­
fling” feat in legerdemain, so exultingly reported by the
Co

erdemain.

ted to have placed himself, in 1882, 
h the other distinguished experts 
itter to the Indian Daily TVetc*, undi 
1882, Mr. Kellar describes certain 
he had witnessed at the residenc

private gentleman of Calcutta, the evening previous, 
through the mediumship of Mr. Eglinton. His letter con­
cludes with the following paragraph:

“ In respect to the above manifestations I eao only say that I do
to gain general eredenee. Forty-not expect account

eight hours before I should not have believed any one who bad de
manifestations circumstances. I still

rf main a skeptic as regards Spiritualism, but I repeat ray Inability 
to explain or account for what m u st have been a n  Intelligent fo rce  

th a t produced the w riting on th a t sla te, which, if my senses are to 
be reiied on. was In no w ay the result o f  trickery or sieigh boffh a n d.

(Signed) Kellar
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I n  v i e w  o f  t h e s o  f a c t s ,  w o  m a y  o o n o o l v o  o f  t l m  q u i n t ;  l a u g h  

I n  w l i t o l i  t l i o  « r o a t  c o n j u r e r  m u s t  l i a v n  I n d u l g e d  a t  t l m  o x -  

p e m  o  o f  t l i o  “ ( I n o o  w i s e  m o n ”  o f  t l i o  f a r n  u i n S o y b e r f c  C o m ­

m i s s i o n  q u i e t l y  a n d  s a g e l y  s t a n d i n g  I n  E g y p t i a n  H a l l  t o  b o  

f o o l e d ,  o r  a n  t h e y  n a y ,  ”  b a i i i o r t , ”  b y  a  j u g g l i n g  e x p l o i t ,  

w h i c h  l i e  k n o w ,  a n d  b a d  s o l e m n l y  a t t e s t e d ,  w a s  b u t  t h o  

“ c o u n t e r f e i t  p r e s e n t m e n t "  o f  a  g r o a t  r e a l i t y  ;  a n d  b o  m u s t  

l w o  g r i m l y  m u l l e d  a s  b o  p o c k e t e d  h i s  f o o ,  p a i d  o u t  o f  t h o  

$ K i o , o o o  w h i c h  t h o  c e a l o u s  P h i l a d e l p h i a  S p i r i t u a l i s t  h a d  

g i v e n  t o  t | |  P e n n s y l v a n i a  U n i v e r s i t y  f o r  a  t h o r o u g h ,  s o l -  

e n t i t l e ,  a n d  I m p a r t i a l  I n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  t h o  o n u s e  h o  b e l i e v e d  

I n ,  a n d  h a d  s o  m u o h  a t  h e a r t .  T h o  l o g l o  o f  t h e  p r o c e e d i n g  

I s  s o  w o r t h y  o f  s u o h  a n  e m i n e n t  a n d  s c h o l a r l y  n e t  o f  m e n  

t h o  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a  c o u n t e r f e i t  I s  a  c o n c l u s i v e  p r o o f  t h a t  

t h e  o r i g i n a l  d o e s  n o t  e x i s t !

W e  p a s s  o v e r ,  f o r  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  t h e  a r t l o l o s  a t  t h e  d o n e  o f  

t h e  C o m m i s s i o n ’ s  p u b l i s h e d  v o l u m e ,  w h l o h  r e o o u n t  t h o  

v a r i o u s  a d v e n t u r e s  o f  s o m e  o f  I t s  m e m b e r s ,  I n  t h e  “  r o v i n g  

c o m m i s s i o n  ”  o n  w h l o h  t h e y  w o r n  p e r m i t t e d  t o  g o ,  a f t e r  t h e  

o l o s o  o f  t h e  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  a t  t h e  B r i g g s  s d a n o e  i n  M a r o b ,  

1 8 8 0 .  T h e y  h a v e  n o  p r o p o r  c o n n e c t i o n  w i t h  t h e  i n q u i r y  

w h l o h  t h e s e  g e n t l e m e n  w e r e  a p p o i n t e d  t o  m a k e .  T h e y  

m i g h t ,  a s  I n d i v i d u a l s ,  g o  r o u n d  a m o u g  t h e  m e d i u m s ,  a n d  

a m u s e  t h e m s e l v e s ,  w i t h  t h e  h u m o r o u s  p h a s e s  o f  t h e  s u b *  

j e o t ;  t h e y  m i g h t  e v e n  c o n t r i b u t e ,  a s  C o m m i s s i o n e r  F u r n e s s  

s o  c l e v e r l y  d i d ,  t o  t h e  a m u s e m e n t  o f  t h e  o c c a s i o n  b y  h i s  

f u n n y  s h a m s  a n d  p r e t e n o e s  w i t h  t h e  s e e m i n g  i n t e n t  t o  bamboozle t h e  I n n o o e n t  “  s p i r i t s  ”  ;  b u t  w h a t  h a s  t h i s  t o  d o  

w i t h  a  s e r i o u s  i n v e s t i g a t i o n  o f  a  s u b j e c t ;  t o  w h i o h  s o  m a n y  

a b l e  m i n d s ,  d u r i n g  t h e  l a s t  f o r t y  y e a r s ,  h a v e  g i v e n  t h e i r  

s e r i o u s  a t t e n t i o n ,  d e v o t i n g  y e a r s  t o  i t s  o a r e f u l  e x p l o r a t i o n  

a n d  s t u d y ,  a n d  g i v i n g  i t ,  a t  l a s t ,  t h e  e n d o r s e m e n t  o f  t h e i r  

f u l l e s t  b e l i e f ?  T h e  A o t i n g - C h a i r m a n  m i g h t  h a v e  g a t h e r e d  

s i m i l a r  m a t e r i a l  f o r  t h e  e x e r o i s e  o f  M s  e x u b e r a n t  m i r t h f u l ­

n e s s  b y  m a k i n g  t h e  r o u n d  o f  s o m e  o f  t h e  o h u r o h e s  o r  r e ­

l i g i o u s  m e e t i n g s  w h e r e  i g n o r a n t ,  u n c o u t h ,  a n d  s i m p l e -  

m i n d e d  p e o p l e  d i s p l a y  t h e i r  m e t h o d s  o f  r e l i g i o u s  d e v o t i o n —  

t h e  S a l v a t i o n  A r m y  a s s e m b l i e s  a n d  p r a c t i c e s ,  f o r  e x a m p l e ;
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but ho would soarcely hovo Inserted hU experiences In i

na

rlous treatise on the evidences of Christianity, 
plooo of humorous literature," the Now York Kpoch mlVdly

a at 
A.s|

says, "  this book is a great )oaat but an a report of Helen*
t Iflo investigation It In open to orltlolsm." Thl* U 
oially true of the Aotlng-Chalrman's part In It; and hi* la 
the largest part. His attempt to develop himself Into a 
medium, under the tutelage of the notorious Caffray, If 
true, an described, displays another feature of hla charac­
ter, besides that of the humorist; but we suspect that the 
whole matter, description and all, Is but a “ big Joke a 
piece of amusing fiction, that would have been far more 
suitable In a volume of light literature than In a work 
claiming to be the serious report of a scientific Commission.

What is to be thought of a man who, In an addendum to a 
report of this character, and apparently as a sacrifice of 
unpopular truth to conventional respectability, burlesques 
and turns Into ridloulewhat In private circles he has wit­
nessed with the recipient feelings of an "almost persuad­
ed "  neophyte—agitated sometimes with Irrepressible emo­
tions—affected even to tears
presence of the "  loved and lost"  through mortal Inter

manifested
e-

dlarles ?
“ Who but must laugh, If such a man there be? 

Who would not weep, If Attleus were be?"
This criticism might be extended much farther, but it is 

unnecessary. We have already shown that,
1. There has been no sufficient or proper compliance, on 

the part of the Trustees of the University of Pennsylvania, 
with the terms imposed by the founder of the Adams 8ey- 
bert Chair and the conditions preacibed by him, and agreed 
to by the University on the acceptance of the fund of $60,- 
000 bequeathed by Mr. Sey bert, on the condition that the 

incumbent of the Chair," aided or not as he desired, by a#4

iinCommittee of the Faculty,” should make the investigation. 
2 It was a Rross violation of those conditions, after the 

original appointment of five members of the Faculty to act 
as a Commission, to appoint five additional persons who
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were not members of the Faculty; and especially to appoint 
four of these persons, not connected with the University at 
all, several months after the investigation had commenced.

3. The Commission were obligated to investigate the 
claims of Modern Spiritualism not merely as to its phe­
nomenal basis but as a system of “ morals, religion, and 
philosophy and this they have not even commenced to 
do ,* but have only, in a most unfair, superficial, inconsid­
erate, and we might almost say irrational, manner, exam­
ined the manifestations of a few mediums, whom they have, 
most unjustly, according to their own record, held up to 
pnblic scorn and indignation. Under such circumstances, 
to rush into print with conclusions so lame, imperfect, and 
ill founded, should subject them to the censure of every im­
partial and intelligent mind, as we doubt not it eventually
will.

4. They have presented to the public a series of state- 
ents, called a Report, crude, imperfect, sweepingly con­

demnatory, and wholly unscientific, neither correctly rep­
resenting the facts of their own investigation, as a Com­

ission, nor making those distinctions and discriminations
as to incidents, principles, and methods which a proper 
knowledge of the subject would have dictated.

5. Their Report is contradicted in many essential partic­
ulars by the minutes of their proceedings, which they have 
chosen to keep in the background, and away from the gen­
eral reader, by inserting them in an Appendix.

6. Instead of conducting the investigation by sub com- 
ittees, whose carefully constructed reports could have

been attested by the signatures of those making them, they 
have been guilty of the gross impropriety of presenting a 
Report Bigned by ten persons, which contains statem ents 
that only three or four could truthfully attest. In this way 
they have misled the public, and especially the newspaper 
press, and given a seeming importance to their investiga­
tion and the Report which they do not really possess.
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