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SPIRITUALISM.— WOAT LT IS NOT.

Lord M axsfield used to say, that a good
Saxon statement of a case In court was lhe
best argyment for it or against ilyas 1ls merits
might be. Such Is pre-emiuently thc fact re-
spectiug Spiritualisai. For tbe praclical pur-
poses of sober meu, the case lies In a uutshell.

Spiritualisal Is uot science. It Iris uever
yet assumed the order, the self-consistency, or
the diguity of a science. Open Its authorities,
and what do you find that will bear the search-
Ing of such Investigation a. that whieh lias
built up astronomy, chemistry, geology, or eveu
thc more mobile science of political economy ?
In comparison witli thcse, Spiritualisal plauges
us headlong Iinto “ chaos and old night." Spe-
cially, 1ts laws of evidenee arc not those which

science Is wont to honor In other thiugs.
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The first thing which repels a sober 1uquirer
who dips Into I1t, if he Is able to suspend his
moral sense and his asthetic taste the while, Is
the (Mariute substitution of ultra-inundaue testi-
mouy In place of that which common sense com-
merids to men of afFairs. Take the question of
the personal 1deutity of “ spirits, 7 for example.
How eau you answer 1t? Who 1Is wise enough
iIn the laws of spiritual being to tell us what iIs
logical evidence of spiritual i1deutity? Ilow do |
know the resourees of chicanery In otherspheres
of existence? | bave tolérable means of protec-
tion against the trickery of tliis world ; but,
when 1t cornes to the possible trickery of the
“ seven spheres,” woe IS me! Nothing but
downrigdit miracle can settle tlils elementary
question of 1deutity. Yet, till this is determiued,
we bave not the first cobblc-stone for a founda-
tion of sucli a superstructure a. shall deserve
the name of scieuce. |

llave Bacon, Newton, Franklin, their mes-
sages for my privatc car? Very well : my vanity
IS liugely pleased at the uotion of a call from his-

torié dignitaries ; but the i1deutity of the per-



sons, — how about that? Tbey corne In ghostly
fashions to me who bave no ghostly tests. Y our
credentials, gentlemen, if you please ! Till you
corne solidlv withiu raoire of mundaue laws of
évidence, I must ask for sorae celestial token,
équivalent to the huraan face, voice, gait, figure,
by which questions of i1dentity , determined
IN earthly courts. Am | referred to tlie Internai
evidence of the message? Worse aud vvorse.
Bacon | know, aud Franklin I know ; but who
are you ?

Dr. Frauklin, timed exactly by good chro-
nometers, with allowance for the difféerence of
longitude Dbetween the two cities, lectures to
wouderiug circles at the same moment In Al-
bany and In Chicago. Ilow 1Is this? We are
told, In answer, that “spirits have power to as-
sume any appearauce at will,” and that i1t i1s the
u Eidolon of Franklin ” which appears. What
Is that? There 1Is a cheat here at any rate.
Which of hiraisit? Who would stand a lawsulit
on the testimony of wituesses who should swear
to such au astonishiug alibi1?

Yet It Is amazing that multitudes of tuquirers,



quick-witted In other thiugs, 1guore tliis whole
question of’spiritual 1dentity, In testing the Rev-
elation of the Séance. Men not used to the
meltin®hymood break down In tears at the assu-
rance that a departed mother, wife, child, Is ad-
dressing them In tbe harangue of a medium ;
but, when pressed for the proof of i1dentity,
they point to thiugs which they would laugli at
IT used as evidence of fact In the sale of a horse.
They would not buy so much as a jack-kuife on
. uch evidence.

The late Jeremiah Mason was once eugaged
In a famous trial, iIn which sorne good Methodist
l:;rethren were coucerned. One morning when
the court opeued, an over-zealous frieud of Dbis
clieut came to him, aud In soletrm whispor said,
“ Mr. Mason, Mr. Mason, | had a vision la.st
night. Gabriel appeared to me, aud told me
that Brother A. was Innocent. NoOo mistako
about 1l.” — u Very well,” said the man of law,
not so much as lifting lus linge head from over
the table on which lie waswriting, — “ very well ;
botter bave Gabriel subpccuaed Immediately.”

So we say to the Spiritualists, “ With ail due



respect to your iutuitions, \ve would like to have
Lord Bacon aud the rest subpccuaed, aud put
luto the witness-box. Yourcraft iIs uot a scieuce
till 1t can stand a trial by jury.” The rnost
scholarly of Ainericau defenders ot’ Spiritualism
IS evidaatly staggered Dby tins questiouing of
iIdentity. He honestly says, “ If spirits have
the powers attributed to thein by mauy secrs, of
assuming any appearance at will, 1t 1s obvious
that some high spiritual seuse must be developed
IN us before we can reasonably be sure of tho
Ideutity of auyspirit, even though It corne bear-
Ing the exact resemblauce of the persou It may
claim to be.” Aud agaiu, “ It may be that we
must bc In a spiritual State before we can really
be wisely confident of the i1deutity of auyspirit.”
But this seems to us to vyield ail that we atfirm
as to the daims of Spiritualism to science. If,
where 1dentity Is asserted, It can bc neither
trusted nor tested, except by some uuknown
spiritual seuse undeveloped In ordinary mortals,
wliat Is aill the rest good for? Bardou us, Iil, In

ourpoverty of “ spiritual sense,” we have to lail

back ou oulr* common seuse.



Spiritualism is not religion. It commends

Itself as feebly to the religions instinct as to sci-
entific research. A System of religion, to be
worthy of a sane man’s faith, must, In the first
place, be a System. It must bave conciunity.
It must bave a Dbeginuiug and a muidle and
an end. A jumble of Incohérences commauds
as little houor from faith as from rcason.
Then 1t must also be from God. It must
be worthy of God 1u I1ts aims ; It must Dbe
worthy of God In its iInternal évidences ; it
must be worthy of God In the occasions of
Its revelation ; 1t must be worthy of God 1u the
choice of I1ts Instruments ; It must be worthy
of God In I1ts methods of working. Above
al!, 1t must be cousonant with othcr révélations
of God to mankiud. God cannot coutradict
God.

The modem soothsayiug does not bear auy
one of these tests. As a source of religions
kKnowledgeg 7 Its wituesses coutradict each other.
The Dbcst that eau be salid of It, eveu ou the
credit of 1i1ts own authorities, Is, that It iIs a

discordayt mutteriug of voices from over the



Spiritualisvi. — What it IS not. <

gulf which secludes us from tlie dead. u We
are taught that God I1s a persoa ; that lie Is Im-
persoaal ; tliat everv tliiug 1s God ; that there iIs
uo God ; that we are gods. W e are taught that
the soudl 1s eterual ; that It commences Its exist-
ence at conception, at birth, at maturity, at old
age ; that ail are immortal, that some are Im-
mortal, that noue are I1mmortal ; that the soul
IS a wiuged monad, In the centre of the brain ;
that 1t gets tired, and goes dovvu i1uto the stomach
to rest ; that 1t I1Is material, that 1t iIs immaterial ;
that 1t Is uuchangeable, that 1t changes like the
body ; that It dies with the body ; that i1t develops
the body ; that It I1s developed by the body ; that
It IS INn but one place at a time ; that It IS In
all places at the same time ; . . . that ail spirits
progress, that some progress, that noue progress ;
that ail spirits are good, that some are bad ; .
that there iIs uo high, uo low, no good, no bad,”
and so ou.

Moreover, It patters about things 1ufiuitesimal-
ly small ; yet eveu In these It laids crumbs for
wrangliug betweeu Ilying spirits and true, of

whorn we mortals have uo means of determining
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which 1Is \vhich. Thesong of

Macbeth, —

“ Black spirite and white,
Bine spirite and gray,
Mingle, mingle, mingle,
You that mingle may,” —

Is a symbol of much of the material which tlie
modem uecromautic oracles furnish as food for
religious thought.

Who, 1u any sober, not to say prayerful mood,
eau tiud any thiug like God 1u the peculiarities
of tlicir teaching? Who or wliat I1s there 1u them
to worship? What tliey borrow Is uothing to tlie
purpose. That they recognize a spiritual world
goes for nothiug. Why make so much ado about
that? We kuew It before. Are we to Dbe
wheedled 1uto the belief that it I1s a discovery just
uow hursting upou our astonished vision? |If
we hear not Moses and the prophets, are we to
be persuaded by one risen from the dead, and
capering In the fashion of these modem gliosts?
In the thiugs original to Spiritualism, who feels
the présence of the God-like? Is it like God to

reveal himself 1lu dancing tables, battered wiu-

the
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dows, uneasy pokers, tlie rattling of kuuckle-
bones, and the falling of turuips from the sky?
Is 1t like God to set goiug the machinery of the
supernatural world, for the sake of recoveriug a
lost ear-ring? Is 1t likc God to send * spirits
from the vasty deep,” as In the case of one of
the afflicted, to discourse upon pumpKkiu-pies?
Are there more respectable phcuomeua than
these among the divinations of the new faith?
Very truc. But these are a veéritable part of its
vagaries. | have as mueh reasou to accept
these as the rest for a divine révélation. Aud
as for the rest, wimt am | to do with my old
Bible? It bas doue sonie service to the world.
A good mauy men aud vvomen have died for It.
It deserves a respectful, If not a reverent hand-
ling ; but the hostility of Spiritualism to the
Scriptures Is boastful and truculent. Using
vvimt it pleases of the Christian oracles, It scouts
the remaiuder as only the relie of au eifete su-
perstition. We hear one of I1ts prophets gravely
questioniug whether the world would not have
been happier aud botter if Jésus Christ had

uever been boni. In another of I1ts tangents, It
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flics ofFIn a derfication * of the forces of Nature
formerly called God.” A Parisian gendarme,
In the fury of au atheistic revolution, lias shocked
ns With sorae sucli blasphemy ; but 1t bas been
eft to Spirttualism to make Worshi? ont of It
Excuse us, gentlemen.  Whatever else thiis may
pe, It 15 not religion. It boots at our grana
Biblical theology. It degrades our beautiful
Christian 1ceal of lieaven. It bedrajirics our
Inost sacred liopes of immortality.

3. Splrltua“Sm |S nOt <jood viorals GOOd
men and Womeu are amoll, 1tS believers, no
gount.  Afflicted ones seek In It communion
with their sainted dead, with no thougnt of
wrong.  Restless Inquirers search 1t for some
Wiser adjustment of nature to the supernatural
than they have foumi elsewnere, with Uo profane
culosity. - Christian believers, of pure lives aud
Biplical faith, tlink they eau accept a fragment
of It herc and there, In an eelectic fashion, With-
out damage to thelr holier experience. But
after all, and to these exceptional believers It
should be said In sad faithtulness, the drilting

of this modem theurgy IS to loosc morals.
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Sonie of the “ spirits ™ teach, In toeory, the
slulessness of revoltiug crimes. \Whatever s,
s right.  Man 1s @ machine.  Responsibility IS
a Uctiou. Puuishment Is tyrauny. — Siuuer or
saint, It makes no difference : both are ouly
working ont the destiny of development
Thieves, drunkaras, liars, murcercrs, are ouly
victims uow, and augels Iin the end. We arc
all augels, If we can ouly thiuk so. - The eternal
mill must griud out just suell augels. In their
place, nothiug clse would co as well.  Repent-
ance, atonement, redemption, are myths; for
there IS nothiug to repent of, nothiug to atone
for, nothiug to redeem.  The world IS outgrow-
Ing theologie whiras : Spiritualism s the heralo
of Its mannood ; and Jesus Christ was ouly the
Prince of mediums.

We fiud, therefore, as such a theory would
lead US to expect, a huge vein of practical Im:
morall nmnln? Up and down and across this
now religion. [ this respect, It Is siugularly
ike the old mythologies. |

Profaneness I onc of the piquat elements 1
ts cespatches from tlie other worlds. The
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Spirits  come chattering about US with a

?rea_t ceal of Impish talk.  They jeer, with olc-
asnioned 1uficeels, at the sacreduess of the san-
path.  Thelr Inspiration shows a inali%u Dear-
Ing towards the restrictive morality of the Bible.
More tlian all else, they breathe a aeadly autip-
atlly to the Christian theory of the relations of
the sexes.  \Where else o denunciations of the
servituae of marriage find so congenial a home
as In a spiritualistic iorary?  \Where else such
loose theortes of divorce?  Where else so mucli
NONSEUSe anout Jdlurties,” “ spirrtual
“ twin-spirits,” and the like?

Not that the majority of its adherents are at-
tracted to the uew gospel by this obliquity, but
that the thiug Itselfsomenow wallows by Instinct
U this kiud of Inire.  Whoever else may cabble
with It, Iree-lovers are sure to 0o so. Set It
going In any community, and, If there 1@ Inan
of scusual life or prurieut Imagination there
who lias braius euougn left to feel intellectual
curiosity about any thing, lie Is sure to fiud bis
wiy, 10 the seance, aNd t0 get from It sonie
nuietus to Ius conscience. | fling no charges




|
I m . Il V. h a t i | i s n o t . 15

proadcast ; ut, as a “looker-ou 1u Ventce,” | see
this fact, and make a note of 1t. IS Ihere an?]/
other development of modem thought whic
men of easv Virtue and a certain grushing,, erotic
temperameut take to with Sueh loviug spouta-
ity as o this?

4. Spiritualism, taken as a whole, IS not
sense.  NOt that the admission of a certain mod-
leum of fact In Its alleged phenomena IS unress-*
ouable. A man Is not to e browbeaten out of
trust In bis owu eyes. A belief 1u phenomena
as historie facts, explaiucd or uneXﬁIained, S
oUe thing ; rehglous faith 1u those pheuomcua,
as the vauguard of a uew and revolutionury dlis-
closure of trutn from heaven, IS another.  This
faith, and nothing less, IS Spiritualism.  And
this, | repeat, takcu as a whole, IS not good
s?u_se, whatever may e true of aD cclectic dlose
OT It

| lere should e observed, In passiug, & singu-
lar streten 1u the reckoning of the apostles of
this faith, by wnich they multif)ly enormously
the numbers of their alleged foliowers.. Their
arithmetic 1s as marvellous as that of political
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pulletius beforc election.  They bave a cool
way of appropriating, as proselytes, ail lookers:
on who admit the phenomeua IU question as
facts of which tirey attempt no explanation.
Physicians, scleutists, clergymen,  statesinen
noolemen, Kings, emperors, are claimed as be-
1evers, stinply because tliey have not ceuled the
evicence of thelr owmu Seuses to ph)(sical facts.
In the statistics of the new sect, tlie numbers
are thus swelled to millions.  Not a teuth part
of them probably would concede more than that
thiey have seen what they have scen, and heard
what they have heard. Multitucies thus claimed
have, like Loras Lyndnurst and Brougham, ex-
plicitly ceuied the charge. In Spiritualism, as
a revelation of scientifie and religious truth, they
have no more faith thiau 1u alchemy.  Their good
Seusc revolts wnen they are asked to accept the
sinn total ofthe thing, as set forth by ItS devo-
tees and Scers.

It 1S not good sense to accept as science that
Wwhich eau bear the tests of no other sclence :
we miglit as seusioly believe Iu astrology. It
S not good seusc to trust religiously that which
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Seorns or purlesques sorae of the aeepcst reli-
glous Instincts of mankiml : we might trust
Mormonism as well. It I not good sense to re-
celve the rhapsodies and Inconerences of clair-
voyants as a substitute or a supplement of the
Christian Scriptures. [t 1s not good Sense to 1U-
terrogate @ mocem witch of Eudor, to get some-
thing botter tliau Paul’s testimony to the Immor-
tality of the soul. It IS not good sense to ask or
answer the Irreverent question whether Jesus
Christ ags any tliiug more than a spiritualistic
medium, aud whether his miracles were like the
tadle-tippings. IS the wnole history of Christi-
anity for eignteen centuries to go for notniug to
the Judgment of @ man of sense? - More than all
else, 1t 1S Uot good sense to be eozened hy that
which 1s uot Sound In the grain of Its moral
alliuities. 1 a mau Is kuown by the company
e keeps, a sensible man will juage of a System
Dy the company It draws. A certain mentai 00-
iquity Is Implied In a faith which Ignores such
tests as these.  The links of logic In @ nmn’s
mental constitution are unriveted by such a faith.
The vagrant wnimsies of tne brain are set 1o
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capering by It, IIke the musce ~ OF @
elck-neadache. 1t IS not compatible with toat
full, hearty, balanced licaltli of the mental fac-
ulties, wnich Locke calls * farge, rounc-about
seuse.”  Spiritualism, therefore, bullds ou the
road to the mackhouse.  Let It become perva-
sive and chronic In the social temperament of a
country, and one mignt say, as Mr. Pettl%rew
sald of Soutn Caroliua at the outbreak of the
retellion to a etranger iuquiring tlie way to the
nsane asylum, “Go anywnere, SIr: you can-

ot RO Wrong.

The notlon, for Instance, tnat our old philos-
ophy IS to e uprooted, our medical science to be
shefved, our Jurisprudence to be reconstructed,
our Biblical refigion to be antiquated, and our
practical outlook upon life In this world and
the Uext to e revolutionized by the “ circles ”
and the “ mediums™ and the ™ clairvoyants”
and the “ ﬁsychomctnmans " and the © CFroph—
ate ” and the “seers” who (o Up and down
n the earth In these cays, —wnat IS It
put the fantasy of au addled mind? lgnorant
men may believe 1t till they kuow better. Silly
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women may oe led captive by It till they are
WISCr.  SICK nerves may aance to such music
till thelr possessors get more protoxice of Irou
nto thelr blood.  Minds of ecccntric oroit, tan-
Jrential minas, Iniuds afflieted with achronic Iu-
ability to believe with majorities ma}/ naturally
enough form an Intellectual cormet of this sort,
the tail of wliich shall e very large aud propor-
tioately thia.  To these may as naturally e
attracted a certain \oroportlou of 1dle minds, aud
of those Whose Iutellectual processes are taugl ed
py their moral obliquities.  But solid, sober,
sensible men and women, whose fathers ana
mothers were of healthy stock, and who have
nherited a ri?ht to large, well-palauced brains,
“lookiug before and aller,™ bave no proper
place In that assemplage.



SPIRITUALIS.M PROBABLY OF
SATANIC ORIGIN.

Probably, we say, because It Is one of those
auoinalies 1u history of whieh we may be able
to forin ouly a hypothetical theory till tithe bas

sifted tliem, and cleared tbhem of excrescences.

At this polut,caucdor rcquires Some concessions
to Spiritualists on the part of their opponents.
We must concede to them a certain basis of
Bsénqménal facts. Precisely how niuch must
yielded may not et be certain ; but fair
criticism will grant something.  Bad and foolish
as the mocdem necromancy IS, It IS not an un-
mitigated humoug.  Bees co not swarm upon
notbing.  Nerther co believers pluuge In crowas
INto au ansolute vacuum
\We abould be unreasonable, for instance, In a

denial oo OF the credibilify of testimony as
A
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applicadle to the pnenomeua U question.  Be-
lievers 1u Biblical miracles ou the evideuce
of testimony must uot question the possidility
of credible testimony to necromautic marvels.
The Egyptiaus aid somethiug with thelr euenaut-
meuts,  The spectators saw what they saw.
Come wnat may of It, eyes and cars and fiugers
are tougrn witnesses to facts.  The eyes and cars
and fingers of @ Iniuared other meu are of more
value thau the solitary evideuce of vours or
mine.  \We \oractlse an unconscious evasion of
the poiut Iu logic wheu we say, “ 1 will Delieve
wheu | see.” We lose vastly more thnn we
gain Dy auy a priori 1€ASOUILY, OF DY AUy VEry
reconalite reasoulug, agaiust the biunt testimony
of the senses of a regiment of meu

As little reason have we to cavil at the cnar-
acter OF @ CEMAIU portion of the testimony by
wiiich the tougnest facts of Spiritualism are sup-
ported. - Some of that testimony, o far as It re-
sgects the sanity, tne culture, the |nte?r|ty, an
the opportuuties of the witnesses, would convint
a murcerer In any court 1u Christenaom, out-

side of New-York City. <
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It 1s loo late also to set down the spiritual-
ISTe phenomena as only a re-vampiug of old,
or an Invention of new, feats of Jugglery.
Thelr advocates are not to e censured, If they
decline to argue WIth @ man who comes to them,
s frora the detective police, with the logic of In-
visible wires, and of sleight-of-nand, and of
leaden plummets concealed uncer crinolings.
We might have beeu excusable for such Inno-
cence twenty-five years ago ; ut it will not co
now.  Signor Blitz, who pronably Knows s
much as raost raen of tne capacitiesof jugglery,
las beeu heard to say, that uothing on record Iu
the history of his profession could account for
that class of facts on which Spirituaiism chiefly
puilds.  Robert Houdin also, who daims to be
tne Inventor of most of the tricks performed by
tre frateruity of modem jugglers, bas dedared
nis Inanility to equal or to account for the So-
called spirtual occurrences which lie lias wit-
nessed. — Similar testimony 1S borne by M
[lamilton,a Parisian expert In legcrdemain, and
oy M. llnys, @ maker of the conjuring Imple-
ments used by Houdin.
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Moreover, the theories of scleutists thus
far amiouneed eanuot fal rl?/ pe henl to cover all
the facts of tne case.  Electricitv. magnetism,
0liC force, Uervous clisease, ULICOUSCIOUS Cerenra:
[lon.— 0o not auyorall of them exnaust the -
manas of candid science Iu explauation of the
phenomena? Tliey are adequate causes of tnauv
of them.  llow mauy IS yet au opeu question
|ts decisiou”vill depena Iargely Upon the Intell-
?ence of the observer, and pronably still more
argely upou bis temperament, and IS predis-
position 1u the matter.  The history of SPmt-
Ualism Illustrates signally the tendency of the
humau miud to believe wliat it wishesto believe.
We may uot say, witl Sir David Brewster,
“ Spirit 1s the last thiug | will give 1 to ;™ out
a temperate thinker, accustomed to juage by
weight of evicence, and not givett to gaping at
the marvellous, will probably attribute the Im
Mmeuse majority of these Eheuomena which are
not Impostures to the workiug of disease and of
the clements and [aws of nature.  To this view,
the more cousiclerate Spiritualists give thelr as-
sent.  One of their authorities aamits (liat
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* seven-tentns of the alleged spiritual ?henomena
may be of mundaue origin.”  Aqintelligent com-
mittee of Spiritualists, who met at Clevelaud 1u
18C7, reported, that “ what at present passes for
Spirit-commuulou amoug tlie people IS a mixed,
and, for the most part, unanalyzed mass, render-
Ingthe |dent|r%/of SpIFIt-preseuce Very uucertain.
... Mauy, It uot ail, of the disoraerly manifes-
tations your committee deem wholty uuspiritual,
haviug their origiu 1u- half-controlled  diseased
Nerves, poor cligestion, torpid liver, and general
discord of mind and boay. . . \We cannot suppose
that a majority of the phenomeua under consicer-
ation 15 projected and directed oy spirits.”  So
much, theu, IS Clear.

But the case which Spiritualism as a religions
System preéesents to us concerna chiefly a certain
residue of facts, aller very abundant déductions
from Its daims as a whole. Take the crude
mass of the phenomena alleged, and set aside
a certain proportion, large or small, as you
please, to the accotait of the rascality which the
System somehow attracts to itself as a ship’s

bottoin does barnacles. Strike olF auother por-
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tion, as probably due to the houest exagéra-
tions of credulous or prejudiced observers. Cau-
cel auother sectiou, as explicable by electric
laws, or by principles of the animal economy,
and spccially by laws of disease well kuown to
science. Ignore, If you must, every thiug else
which 1s purcly physical, as likely to be oue day
explaiued by physical laws yet to be discovered.
Eliminate sometlilug more for the incertitude of
psychological research, when pressed beyond the
facts of tlie general consciousucss. After alil
these deductions, Spiritualism is apparently
right in claiming that a residuum of fact ro-
mains, which goes straight to the point of prov-
lug the présence and activity of extra

telligence. For one, 1 must concédé this, at least,
as a plausible hypolhesis.

The uumauageable dillieulty with auy purcly
naturalistic theory of the case iIs, that éléments
and laws of nature canuot create miud. 1 must
deuy tlits power to occult principles of matter,
as well as to those uow kuown to scieuce. If,
then, the spiritual theory explaius this otherwise

Inexplicable residue of fact, why should L uot
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admit 1t uutil physical or mental science, or
botli In concert, suggest somc more probable hy-
pothesis wbich commauds the situation as well?
| must do so on the saine priueiple ou wbich, if
| recoive au Intelligent message at one end of a
téeléegraphie wire, | 1ufer, even if I kuow nothing
about electricity, tliat tbere 1Is an Intelligent
mind at the other end.

Two things sbould bere be specially noted by
Cbristiau Inquirers. One is, that it will not do
to overlay this wbole subject with a scepticism
wbich begins and ends In metapbysics. When
you talk of the possible workings of buman
INluds beyond and beneatb tlie consciousness of
everybody coucerned Iin them, you talk of tliat
of wbich nobody kuows any tbing at ail. It Is
a practical nullity. You and | ktiow as little
of 1t as the most Illiterate disciple of Jackson
Davis. We can never bang np Dbis illiterate
faith on tliat crudité born of the dilemma. Il
thiat i1s ail thiat we bave to offer him, the com-
mun sensc of the world will side with him radi-
er tliau with us. The other fact is, tliat no very

attenuated bypothesis of any kiud, in explana-
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tiou of the phenomena I1u question, can meet the
case as It presents itseif to the popular mind.
Shadowy conjectures ou the suhject will seem so
glaringly Inadequate, that they will only shift
the charge of credulity to ourselves. We must
see to It that we do not swallow the eamel ou
our own promises.

But we are perfectly safe In conceding, at
least as a probable theory, that of extra-human
Intelligence. Why should we not stand upou
the admitted priuciple of philosophy, that we are
not bouud to go beyoud a suj/icient cause for a
given effect? We may push to the front, theu,
the old Biblical doctrine of a personal devil.
llow stands the case now? What are the facts
of our faith on thig doctrine? Ou the saine testi-
mony ou which we hold other Scriptural facts,
we hold these : that a maligy belup) exists In the
universe, who iIs distinct in his pcrsonality ; that
he Is at the hcad of a vast organization of sub-
ordiuate Kkiudred spirits; that they have a
limitcd, yet immense, spiritual power ; that they
are especially malignant lowards the persou and

doctrine of Jéesus Christ ; that they have pccu-
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llar ammties with the raost grovellingy of human

mvices ; tliat to a certain extern the élements and
laws of nature are subjeet to their use ; tliat
they have access to the abodes and hearts of
meu ; tliat a prescribed range of freedom Is per-
mitted to them, to tempt and to afflict mauhiud ;

that they have been, and that the Biblical evi-

dence does not affirm that they are uot now, cou-
cerned I1u certain pathological affections of the
human body, even to the exteut of persoual pos-
session ; that this possession iIs evineed by at least
a partial surreuder of the miud to their control,
Iits thought answering to their thought, its will
to their will, and its speech au echo, therefore, to
their words ; that, by the potversaud liberties thus
permitted to tliem, they are able to work mar-
vels resembliug miracles ; that they work largely
by fraud, assumingthe disguise of human graces ;
that they thus extend a colossal empire over the
wliole earth, by which the probation of mau is
Intensified ; and that some periods In history have
been, and some Iu the future are to be, sigualized
by their infernal campaigns. Such are the well-

known facts of the Biblical doctrine of evil auirels.
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Now, do they not fit in with admirable corre-
spondence to the facts of the case 1u hand?
What more do we need to aceouut l'or thosc
phenomeua of Spiritualisal which are iuexplica-
ble by uatural and mental science? AVhat Is
more probable than tliat, under such a System of
things, the facts of the Biblical demouology
should be coufusedly 1utermingled with the facts
which are coguizable by science? Why should
It be thought fucredible that evil augels may
and disuse, intermitteutlv, diseased or abnormal
States of the liuman body, or peculiar condi-

tions of the muudane atmosphere? Such Instru-

ments thus used should seem, as they do scem,

to be endued with extra-haman Intelligence.

At other times, when not thus used, they sliould
fall, as they do, 1uto dormaucy ; or should frisk
IU meaningless phenomeua, as the lightning plays
with the telegraph In a thuuder-storm.

Have we not, then, Iu the “ devil and his
angels,” of wliom the Scriptures forewarn us,
the “ sufficient cause ” w'hich philosophy requires
for ail that there Is 1u Spiritualisal which science

cannot othenvisc explain ? Are we, ou the oue
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hand, asked to Imagine unkuown and unknowa-
ble laws of mind and of matter? What for?
Are we, ou the other haud, required to muddle
ourselves with extra-biblical conjectures of the
organisation of llades? What for? Must we
be set trooping through the “ splieres” of Swe-
denborg? What for? |If the old Biblical faith
cxplaius ail that we know to be true In these
modem soothsayiugs, aud a good deal more,
why not be content with 1t? Enough I1s enough
Iu ail good logic.

But it I1s claimed that Spiritualism Is not
devilish 1u 1ts moral spirit. Not only do some
good meu aud womeu believe Iit, whicliis nothing
to the purpose, but some Inspiriug truths, It Is
sald, are affirmed by I1it. Some beuign sensibili-
ties are cultivated by 1t. Some bcuevolent deeds

are fostered by i1t. The spirits themselves say

and do some very worthy and beautifui thiugs :
they are really genial and comfortiug fellows.
llence the claim that they arc good spirits.
Very cloguent they are too, — what sublime

ellusious! what poetry ! what music! what

art |
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W ell, tastes differ : but be 1t so. Admit that

the query Is a pertinent one, | f evil augels
corne, why not good angels?” "We answer,
they do. “ Are they not aill miuistering spirits ?”
But not after this table-tipping, lylug, sweariug
fashiou. The evidence of evil 1u the phenomena
iIs superabuudant : the evidence of good IS no
more thana device of temptation jnust have. Do
you suppose that Satan would aim at any thing

less than tliis, If lie sliould set about creating a

wide-spread delusiou for the capture of souls ?

“ Oftentimes, to win us to our harm,
The Instruments of darkness tell us truths,
Win us with honest trifies, to betray us
IN deepest conséguence.”

The devil and bis subordiuates may do a great
mauy silly things, but they are not fools. lie
will uever concoct, nor they execute, a System
of temptation wliicli is all falsehood or all vice
or all uouscuse.- Ile will uever organize a set
of agencies which shall show ithemselvcs up at
the outset as pure maliguauts. That would

tempt uobody, aud would make Iliini the laugh-
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Ing-stock of the universe. I|le kaows better thaa
to paint himself with horns and hoofs.

No: If Spiritualism be the vvork of Satan, It
must be socontrived as to work in human ways,
by human modes of thought, through human
affections, and very largely with the help of hu-
man weaknesseg and vanities, In order to ac-
complish any thing. It must make some show
of goodness, of truth, of beauty. It would be
unlike Satan If 1t did otherwise. Specially, If lie
would succeed In It on any broad scale of num-
bers, he must aim low in h13i*ange of expédients.
lle must set his minions of the rank and file at
mwork ou a certain fantastic level of character, at
wkich men are won by the childish, the petty®
the silly, If sugared with a eoating of the mar-
vellous. Men who would feel no interest In the
cure of a blind mau will stand agape at the feats
of ajuggler. Lord Rosse’s telescope, ou Boston
Common, on a Fourtli of July, would stand no
chance by the side of Punch and Judy. So the
fooleries and antics of u (he spirits ” beguile a
volatile classof men and woineu who could uever

be caught by a lofty or a recoudite delusion.
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Spiritualism, then, we daim, on the hvpoth-
esis, that, so far as It daims religious authority,
It IS of Satauile origiu, IS cunningly adapted to
Its end. Seuseless as It seems to sedate and
Christian logic, 1t I1s very crafty as a compound
of temptations. Look at the ingredients. V'’hat
are they? Illere are some trnths for the houest
oncs, — converse with the dear departed for the
bercaved, gushing messages for the affectiouate,
Inarvels for the curious, reveélations for the
credulous, gossip for the i1dle, mummery for
the frivolons, swelling words for the mystical,
a looseniug of marriage-ties for the Impure,
aud au auti-Christian superuaturalism for minds

famished Dby life-long scepticism. Surelv, so

far as It goes, It Is a cunningly-laid snare. Very
foolisli 1t may bc to be cauglit In It, yet it iIs
a subtle thingy In the hands of the fou ler. Cou-
sideriugy the material lie lhas to deal withgis it
not worthy of the grcat hierarch of evil ?

Let the case lie put plainly to tliose Chris-
flan mcu and Ivomea who are dazed by It ; Is
there any more In it of truth, of beauty, of sub-

limity, of coinfort, or of any thing clse wliich
3
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your souls crave thau It Is reasouable to suppose
that Satan would put 1uto It, if hc contrived itas
a device of temptation? Does it uot, Iu the
graver developments of It, bear the marks of
oue of those predicted delusious In which false
prophets sliould “ show great signa and won-
ders ” ? |If auy thing more Is to corne of It, may
It not be the precursor of such marvels that, “ if
It were possible, they should deceive the very
elect ” ?

Wheu the late Pres. Day, of Yale Col-
lege, first had his attention called to Spiritual-
Ism, a quarter of a century ago, said lie,
“ Eilther nothing is In it, or the devil Is U It.”
No caudid mao, who knows its history during
these twenty-five years, will uow affirm the first
wiug of the president’» alternative. The second
IS as philosophical as 1t I1s Scriptural.

It IS coufirmed also by the testimony of mis-
sionaries who have been long familiar with the
old idolatries. To their couverts these modem

prodigies, which are so novel to us, are an old

story. They recognize them Iinstantly, as the

signs ” of the old religions of their youth.
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Dr. Gulick, late of the Hawaillan Islands.
says that American Spiritualism has no marvels
which equal those of the Hawaillan Paganism,

testified to by eye-witnesscs of them not long ago

living, aud used by the Pagau priesthood as
miracles In support of the natioual religion.
That religion was distinctly recognized as

worship. Hawaiian Christians of to-day are be-
ginning to Inquire whether America Is about to

re-establish It.














