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“‘;:_ence Oliphant, was afterwards regarded by his disciples

Ma, a‘;g !ﬁnything but an immaculate High Priest ; and
Pleasan:] lavatsky, also mentioned here, and not always
her, Y, seems to have left some similar record behind
man;): the_ other har}d, spiritualism has bee_n {‘egar(.led by
devil - N dl'ng' a species of Black Art, of tra.ﬁl.ckmg with the
ar;:tn- 1t is quite certain that some of its phenomena
an riking resemblance to some of the practices describ-
not initicondeu-med in the Pentateuch. Indeed to persons
"Otariesmed in the mysteries of splrlbqahsm, some of its
i l‘sseem like the students (?f a cert':am l_)ook, of whom a
mad oy lefmm'ked that the book in question either found them
o not ¢ }(l%_t them so. At least, many so-called spiritualists
do, Ink and judge as ordinary rational human heings

c]usizngtl.]mk we are 3‘ight ix} saying that the general con-
omethin, lmpartial thlnkfars is to the eﬂ'egt, that there is
hut thaty In all these spiritualistic and mystical pnenomena ;
Deen cona good d?al of unreality or even of falsehood h'as
theogg hne_cted with them. To the out'a..nd out mystic,
tue fOrpr}i'!% an important auxiliary to religion or a substi-
€liglon as ordinarily understood.
how bef e can be no question that the subject of the memoir
ona} att(,) I us was a very remarkable woman—of great per-
der, lmctxons.a.nd with mental ability of a very high or-
Clergym ¢ married the Rev. Mr. Kingsford, an Anglican
Soop aftan’ In 1867, when she was twenty-one years Of' age.
ere tlerwa_l‘dls she was present at a spiritualistic séance
she diq 1ehSp1r1t, of Anne Boleyn was supposed to appear. 1f
pmb&bi she gave utterance to some statements which were
¥ false ; but this seems to be the trouble with ma-

teria}j o
tru:{lhzed spirits that they may just as well lie as tell the

that ?hn"]% Kings_ford had one child, a daughter, and after
at 05 Wved chiefly away from her husband. Tn 1872 she
in an e;- to the Church of Rome ; but this did not l'ong re
ity d%{ .‘01(1 upon her; and in later vimes she explained all
car th"lnes In a very mystical .and non~na,tu.ra,l manner.
hated ¢ end of her life, she writes in her diary that she
Priestg °$e, “ hated the peasants most of all, and the
With ll;e he whole place and its influence left a bitter taste
8raded orte A great horror and contempt of the de-
fort,}, t Cult', called Christianity, which from Rome has gone
P"Otest? PO}SOH_ the whole earth, seized me. Worse even than
) toant1§ln in this, that it has taught the people to be
Yesem}) t}lelr bea'.sts And the priests ! Pah'! they
igione” hlack flies buzzing about the putrid corpse of a dead
“npleas' A_t the.end of the second volu_me phere is a very
With 1 DU discussion as to whether she died in communion
tOme, into which we here forbear to enter.
ieVe(iwws in 1873 that she first began to receive, as she
Win{es l:lmt_%Ssages from the invisible world, a certain Anna
her ws aving “received from the Holy Spirit a message for
Yireg llfh was to be delivered in person.” This message re-
hag er to go on with the study of medicine, which she
Whichegun’ remaining in retirement for five years; after
fr tine, she says, ¢ the Holy Spirit would drive me forth
Workmy seclusion to teach and preach, and that a great
Would be given me to do.”

el‘.o\: may be as well to give her conception of her work in
ave nn words, written some years later.  She says: ¢ I
they ogc?ult power whatever, and have never laid claim to
ﬁlg,ir‘;o ~Veither am I, in the ordinary sense of the word, a
knOWs)ivanb.

%ultv-nbultively, and not by any exercise of any trained

All that T receive comes to me by ¢illumination.’”
oing l())w, as we have said, this is no new thing. Without
"ePrege ack ‘to the Neo-Platonists, we think at once of two
three Otative men, who are mentioned more than once in
bOI'g dagefl\Jakob Boehme (d. 1624) and Emaunuel Sweden-
in Part;. 1772).  These were both remarkable men. Boehme,
of hig t‘}?“lar, was a man of profound intelligence ; and many

rg w Oughts are surprisingly deep and beautiful. Sweden-
legg, 28 also a man of capacious intellect and wide know-
hig v.2. 20d many striking and original thoughts are found in
beys. " Mings.  But the great buik of what he left is little

m“er than gibberish to the orlinary reader; and the net
mystiﬁls extremely little ; so that perhaps, on the whole, the
Cation is a great deal more than the illumination.

With g1y, C0Ud not honestly put Mrs. Kingsford on a level

Granting her sincerity, her magnetism,

ther of these.

T am simply a ¢ prophetess '—one who sees and -
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her very remarkable intelligence, when we ask what she has
actually contributed to the information or edification of the
race, we are at a loss for an answer.  The only or the prin-
ciple speculative doctrine that she sets forth is that of re-in-
carnation—a kind of transmigration of souls. ~We are not
sure that such a doctrine is necessarily opposed to the teach-
ing of the scriptures ; but the examples given in the book, do
not much incline us to a belief in the theory. For example,
Mary Magdalene is said to have been re-incarnated in the
Fmpress Faustine. This is evidently based upon the popular
notion that Mary Magdalene was a woman of loose character,
for which there is not a tittle of evidence.

And we fare no better when we pass from the specula-
tive to the practical. A woman specially called out by God,
to do a needed work for Him, would surely leave some prac-
tical results behind her.  This lady gaveup her life mainly
to the advocating of vegetarianism and the denouncing of
vivisection.

As regards vegetarianism, it is perfectly well ascertained
that, whilst it may suit some few persons, it is not advanta
geous for human beings in general. The vegetarians are
generally the most anwmic and powerless of living creatures.
Indeed, it seems almost certain that Mrs. Kingsford’s life
might have been extended, if, in obedience to her physicians,
she had taken some animal food.  But she could not bear
the thought of putting any living creature to death—unless
it was human beings, as we shall see.

The second crusade was against vivisection.  Now, if
outrages such as she mentions were actually perpetrated, it
was high time that some one should take the matter in hand.
But we must question a little whether Mrs. Kingsford had a
right to will the death of three French men of science, be-
cause they practised vivisection. According to her own be-
lief, she actually killed two of them by willing their death.
Tn the case of the third, M. Pasteur, she was worsted in the
conflict ; and, instead of killing, was killed.

These are wonderful things and not easy to judge. It
might be that a human being has power to kill a fellow-crea-
ture by his will, just as he might with a knife or pistol ; but
it is perfectly clear that no one has a right to do this unless
he has received a divine command.  This, then, is substan-
tially what comes of the prophetic work of Mrs. Anna Kings-
ford ; and, although this lady had her merits and her friends,
yet, on a candid review of the whole story, we cannot see
what good she did. 'We can see some mischief that she did;
and if any lady should fancy that she receives a similar call,
we should strongly advise her to regard it not as a message

+from God, but as a temptation from the devil, C.

* * *
Froude on the Council of Trent*
rTYHESE lectures, delivered by Mr. Froude, in his capacity

of Professor of Modern History at Oxford, were left by
him in manuseript, and are now published by his represen-
tatives ; and we thank them for their discharge of this pious
duty. The volume might have been slightly improved, if it
had received the author’s last touches: but, as it is, it dis-
plays its writer’s characteristic excellences and defects ; but,
what is more important, it will convey a fairly accurate
notion of the nature and work of the Council of Trent to
many persons who otherwise would have known hardly any-
thing about it.

As we have said, the book is Mr. Froude’s. It has his
point of view, it has his remarkable prejudices (for example,
it makes out that the Reformation was, for the most part, a
contest between clergy and laity, which is far from true),
and it has, like all his works, some errors in detail. Yet it
has many merits.

For example, we find here a more living and a more fav-
ourable presentation of the Emperor Charles V. than we re-
member to have met with elsewhere. Doubtless Robert-
son is excellent, but the sympathy of Mr. Froude with the
great Emperor is, so to speak, more genial. He is hardly
justified in calling Charles a Spaniard. It is true his mother
was one; but his father was an Austrian, although he
was Philip I. of Spain, and Charles himself was born at
Ghent. This however is a small matter.

Mr. Froude has many excellent remarks on the great

i “Lect*\:r“e?;r-xwti;bouncil of Trent, at ()qurd. By J. A.
Froude. Price $2.0n. New York : Scribner’s. 1896




