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XIV

T H E  O R G A N I S A T I O N  O F  T H E  T .S . ( C on tin u ed )

B y  H . P . B .

TH E  complaints—“  submitted to those interested in the 
progress of true Theosophy ”— which seems to mean 

“theosophy divorced front the Society” — may now be noticedin 
Order and answered. They specify the following objections :— 

I. To the language of the Rules with regard to the 
powers invested in the President-Founder by the General 
Council. This objection seems very right. The sentence . . .

• The duties of the Council “  shall consist in advising the
P. F. in regard to all matters referred to them by him ”  may be 
easily construed as implying that on all matters not referred 
to the Council by the Pres.-Founder . . . its members will 
hold their tongues. The Rules are changed, at any rate they 

1 are corrected and altered yearly. This sentence can be taken 
out. The harm, so far, is not so terrible.

II. It is shown that many members ex-offcio whose 
names are found on the list of the General Council are not 
knrnn to the Convention ; that they are; very likely, not even 

} interested in the Society “  under their special care ”  ; a body 
| they had joined at one time, then probably forgotten its 

. existence in the meanwhile to withdraw themselves from 
the Association. The argument implied is very valid. Why 
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not point it out officially to the Members residing at, or visitia 
the Head Quarters, the impropriety of such a parading« 
names? Yet, in what respect can this administrative Wunder 
or carelessness, interfere with, or impede “  the progress of/w 
theosophy ”  ? x

III. “ The members are appointed by the President- 
Founder . . . it is complained ; the Gen. Council only ahm 
on what is submitted to it ”  . . . and “  in the meantime 
that P. F. is empowered to issue “  special Orders ” and 
“ provisional rules,”  on behalf of that (“ dummy”) Council, 
(Rule IV, p. 20.J Moreover, it is urged that out of a number 
of 150 members of the G. Council, a quorum of 5 and 
even 3 members present, may, should it be found necessary ij 
the President, decide upon any question of vital importance, 
etc., etc., etc.

Such an “  untheosophical ”  display of authority, is objected 
to by Messrs. . . . , on the ground that it leads the
Society to Cesarism, to “ tyranny”  and “ papal infallibility,” 
etc., etc. However right the two complainants may be in 
principle it is impossible to fail seeing, the absurd exagger- 
ations of the epithets used ; for, having just been accused on 
one page of “ tyrannical authority,”  of “  centralization of 
pow er”  and a “  papal Institution”  (p. 9)—on page 11, the 
President-Founder is shown “ issuing special orders ” from that 
“  centre of Coeasarism ” — which no one is bound to obey, unless 
he so wishesl “ It is well known”  remarks the principal writer- 
“  that not only individuals but even Branches have refused to 
pay this (annual) subscription . . . “ of . . . two Shillings” 
fp. 11); without any bad effect for themselves, resulting out 
of it, as appears. Thus, it would seem it is not to a non• 
existent authority that objections should be made, but simply 
to a vain and useless display of power that no one cares for.

1 Furlhermore the writer of the complaints in “  A Few words, etc.,”  is himselii 
member on the General Council for over two years (see Rules 1885) why hashenot 
spoken earlier ?
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II The policy of is s u in g  “  s p e c i a l  O r d e r s  ”  w i t h  s u c h  s o r r y  

f results is indeed o b je c t io n a b le  ; o n l y ,  not on the grou n d  o f  a 

tendency to Ccesarism, b u t  s i m p l y  b e c a u s e  it  b e c o m e s  highly  

ridiculous. T h e  u n d e r s ig n e d  f o r  o n e ,  h a s  m a n y  a  t i m e  o b je c t e d  

to it, moved h o w e v e r , m o r e  b y  a  s p i r i t  o f  w orldly  p r id e  a n d  a n  

mtheosophical fe e lin g  o f  s e l f - r e s p e c t  t h a n  a n y t h i n g  l i k e  Y o g i  

humility. It is a d m itte d  w i t h  r e g r e t  t h a t  t h e  w o r l d  o f  s c o f f e r s  

and w »-th e o so p h ists  m i g h t ,  i f  t h e y  h e a r d  o f  i t ,  f i n d  i n  it  a  

Capital matter fo r  fu n . B u t  t h e  r e a l  w o n d e r  i s ,  h o w  c a n  

certain European T h e o s o p h i s t s ,  w h o  h a v e  b r a v e l y  d e f ie d  t h e  

world to m ake th e m  w i n c e  u n d e r  a n y  a m o u n t  o f  r i d i c u le ,  o n c e  

they acted in a c c o r d a n c e  w i t h  t h e  d ic t a t e s  o f  t h e i r  c o n s c i e n c e  

and duty— m a k e  a c r i m e  o f  w h a t  i s  a t  t h e  w o r s t  a  harm less, 

even if r id icu lous, b it o f  v a n i t y ; a  d e s i r e  o f  g i v i n g  i m p o r t -  

ance— not to th e  F o u n d e r ,  b u t  to  h is  S o c i e t y  f o r  which he is 

ready to die any day. O n e  k in d  o f  r id ic u le  i s  w o r t h  a n o t h e r .  

The W estern  t h e o s o p h is t ,  w h o  fo r  c e r t a in  m a g n e t i c  r e a s o n s  

wears his h a ir  lo n g  a n d  s h o w s  o t h e r w i s e  e c c e n t r i c i t y  in  

his dress, w il l  b e s p a r e d  n o  m o r e  t h a n  h is  P r e s i d e n t ,  w i t h  

his “ special O rd ers O n l y  t h e  la t t e r ,  r e m a i n i n g  a s  k i n d l y  

disposed and b r o t h e r ly  to  t h e  “  i n d i v id u a l  T h e o s o p h i s t  a n d  

even a B ra n c h  ” — th a t  s n u b  htm  a n d  h is  “  o r d e r ,”  b y  r e f u s in g  

to pay w h a t o th e r s  d o — s h o w s  h i m s e l f  ten -fold  more Theo- 

sophical and true to the principle o f  Brotherhood , th a n  t h e  

former, w h o  tr a d u c e s  a n d  d e n o u n c e s  h i m  in  s u c h  u n c h a r i t a b le  

terms, in stead  o f k in d l y  w a r n i n g  h i m  o f  t h e  b a d  e f f e c t  p r o -  

duced. U n fo r t u n a t e ly , it  is  n o t  t h o s e  w h o  s p e a k  t h e  lo u d e s t  

of virtue an d  t h e o s o p h y ,  w h o  a r e  t h e  b e s t  e x e m p l a r s  o f  b o t h .  

Few of th e m , i f  a n y ,  h a v e  tr ie d  to  c a s t  o u t  t h e  b e a m  f r o m  

their o w n  e y e ,  b e f o r e  t h e y  r a is e d  t h e i r  v o i c e s  a g a in s t  t h e  

mote in th e  e y e  o f  a  b r o t h e r .  F u r t h e r m o r e ,  it  s e e m s  to  h a v e  

become q u ite  t h e  t h e o s o p h ic a l  r a g e  in  t h e s e  d a y s ,  to  d e n o u n c e  

vehem ently, y e t  n e v e r  to  o f f e r  to  h e lp  p u l l in g  o u t  any  s u c h  

motes.
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T h e  S o c i e t y  is  b i t t e r l y  c r i t ic iz e d  fo r  a sk in g  every well t 

d o  t h e o s o p h i s t  ( t h e  p o o r  a r e  e x e m p t  fr o m  it, from the first 

to  p a y  a n n u a l l y  t w o  S h i l l in g s  to  h e lp  d e fr a y in g  the expensesat 

H e a d - Q u a r t e r s .  I t  is  d e n o u n c e d  a s  “  u n th eosop h ica l,” “ un- 

b r o t h e r l y ,”  a n d  t h e  “  a d m i s s i o n  f e e  ”  o f  £ 1 ,  is  declared no better 

t h a n  “  a  s a le  o f  B r o t h e r h o o d  ” . I n  t h is  o u r  “  Brotherhood" 

m a y  b e  s h o w n  a g a in  o n  a  f a r  h i g h e r  le v e l  than any othei 

a s s o c ia t io n  p a s t  o r  p r e s e n t .  T h e  T h e o s o p h ic a l  Society has 

n e v e r  s h o w n  t h e  a m b i t i o u s  p r e t e n s i o n  to  o u ts h in e  in theosopk 

a n d  brotherliness, t h e  p r i m i t i v e  B r o t h e r h o o d  of Jesus and bis 

A p o s t l e s ,1 a n d  t h a t  “  O r g a n i s a t i o n ,”  b e s id e s  asking and being 

o c c a s i o n a l l y  r e f u s e d ,  h e l p e d  i t s e l f  withont asking, and as a 

m a t t e r  o f  f a c t  in  a  rea l  c o m m u n i t y  o f  B r o t h e r s .  Nevertheless, 

s u c h  a c t io n s ,  t h a t  w o u l d  s e e m  h i g h l y  untheosophical and 

p r e j u d ic ia l  in  o u r  d a y  o f  c u l t u r e  w h e n  n a tio n s  alone are 

p r i v i le g e d  to  p o c k e t  e a c h  o t h e r ’ s  p r o p e r t y  a n d  expect tobe 

h o n o u r e d  f o r  i t — d o e s  n o t  s e e m  to  h a v e  b e e n  a n  obstacle in the 

w a y  o f  d e i f ic a t i o n  a n d  s a n c t i f ic a t i o n  o f  t h e  sa id  early “ Bro-

t h e r l y  ”  g r o u p . O u r  S o c i e t y  h a d  n e v e r  c e r ta in ly  any ideaof 

r i s i n g  s u p e r io r  to  t h e  broth erlin ess-a n d  ethics  preached by 

C h r i s t ,  b u t  o n l y  to  t h o s e  o f  t h e  sham  C h r is tia n ity  of tbe 

C h u r c h e s ,— a s  o r i g i n a l l y  o r d e r e d  to  b y  o u r  MASTERS. And 

if  w e  d o  n o  w o r s e  t h a n  t h e  G o s p e l  B r o t h e r h o o d  did, and far 

b e t t e r  t h a n  a n y  C h u r c h ,  w h i c h  w o u ld  e x p e l l  a n y  rnember 

r e f u s i n g  to o  lo n g  to  p a y  h i s  C h u r c h  r a t e s , it  is  re a lly  hardto 

s e e  w h y  o u r  “  O r g a n i s a t io n  ”  s h o u ld  b e  o s tr a c iz e d  b y  its own 

m e m b e r s .  A t  a n y  r a t e , t h e  p e n s  o f  t h e  la t te r  o u g h t to show 

t h e m s e l v e s : l e s s  acerb ,  -in  t h e s e  d a y s  o f  tr o u b le  w h en  every 

o n e  s e e m s  b e n t  o n  f i n d in g  fa u lt  w i t h  t h e  S o c ie t y , and few to 

h e lp  it , a n d  t h a t  t h e  P r e s i d e n t - F o u n d e r  is  a lo n e  to work and 

to i l  w i t h  a f e w  d e v o t e d  t h e o s o p h is t s  a t  A d y a r  to  a ss ist  him.

1 Y e t ,  th e  T h e o s o p h ic a l  B r o th e r h o o d  d o e s  s e e m  d o o m e d  to o u tr iva l the group of 
A p o s t le s  in  th e  n u m b e r  o f  it s  d en yin t  P e te r s , i t s  u n b e lie v in g  T h om a ses , and evet 
I s c a r io t s  o c c a s io n a l ly ,  r e a d y  to  s e i l  t h e ir  B r o th e rh o o d  fo r  le s s  than thirty sheciels 
o f  s i l v e r !
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o IV. “  There is n o  s u c h  in s t i t u t i o n  in  e x i s t e n c e  a s  t h e  

) Parent Society w e  a r e  to ld  ( p p .  2  a n d  3 ) .  “  I t  h a s  d is -

appeared from the R u le s  a n d  . . . h a s  n o  lega l  e x i s t e n c e  . . 

The Society being u n c h a r t e r e d , it has not— l e g a l l y ; b u t  n o  

More has any T h e o s o p h is t  a le g a l  e x i s t e n c e ,  f o r  t h e  m a t t e r  

o! that. Is there o n e  s in g le  m e m b e r  t h r o u g h o u t  t h e  w h o l e  

globe who would be r e c o g n is e d  by law  o r  b e f o r e  a  M a g i s t r a t e —  

ist theosophist 1 W h y  t h e n  d o  t h e  g e n t l e m e n  “  c o m p l a i n a n t s ”  

call themselves “  th e o s o p h is t s  ”  if  t h e  la t t e r  q u a l i f ic a t io n  h a s  

no better legal s ta n d in g  th a n  t h e  s a id  “  P a r e n t  S o c i e t y  ”  o r  t h e  

Head Quarters itse lf ?  B u t  t h e  P a r e n t -b o d y  does e x i s t ,  a n d  w i l l ,  

so long as the la st m a n  o r  w o m a n  o f  t h e  p r i m i t i v e  g r o u p  o f  

Theosophist Founders is  a l i v e .  T h i s — a s  a  b o d y ; a s  f o r  

its moral c h a r a c te r is t ic s , t h e  P a r e n t - S o c i e t y  m e a n s  t h a t  

small nucleus of t h e o s o p h is t s  w h o  h o ld  s a c r e d l y  t h r o u g h  

siorm and b lo w s to  th e  orig inal Program m e  o f  t h e  T . S . ,  a s  

established u n d er th e  d ir e c t io n  a n d  O r d e r s  o f  t h o s e ,  w h o m  

they recognise— a n d  w i l l ,  to  t h e i r  la s t  b r e a t h — a s  t h e  r e a l  

originators of th e  M o v e m e n t ,  t h e i r  living, H o l y  MASTERS AND

Te a c h e r s .1

V. T h e  c o m p la in t s  t h e n ,  t h a t  t h e  T . S .  “  h a s  L a w s  w i t h -  

out sanction,”  a “  le g i s l a t i v e  b o d y  w i t h o u t  l e g a l i t y ,”  a  

“Parent S o c ie ty  w i t h o u t  e x i s t e n c e ,”  a n d , w o r s e  t h a n  a l l— “  a  

President above all rules  ” — a r e  t h u s  s h o w n  o n l y  partially  

correct. B ut e v e n  w e r e  t h e y  a l l  a b s o l u t e l y  t r u e ,  it w o u ld  b e  

easy to ab olish  s u c h  r u le s  w i t h  o n e  s t r o k e  o f  t h e  p e n , o r  to  

modify th e m . B u t  n o w  c o m e s  t h e  c u r i o u s  p a r t  o f  th a t  s e v e r e  

Wippte a g a in st  t h e  T . S .  b y  o u r  e lo q u e n t  D e m o s t h e n e s .

l Tne m em bers o f  th e  T .S . k n o w , a n d  t h o s e  w h o  d o  n ot s h o u ld  be  t o ld , th at th e  
•rm "M ahatm a,”  n o w  s o  s u b t ly  a n a ly s e d  a n d  c o n t r a v e r t e d , fo r  s o m e  m y s te r io u s  
asons had n e v e r  b e e n  a p p lie d  to  o u r  M a s te r s  b e fo r e  o u r  a r r iv a l  in  In d ia . F o r  y e a r s  
ny were k n ow n  a s  th e  “  A d e p t -B r o t h e r s ,”  th e  “  M a s te r s  ”  e t c . It i s  th e  H in d u s  
.emaelves w h o  b eg a n  a p p ly in g  t h e  t e rm  to  th e  t w o  T e a c h e r s .  T h is  is  n o  p la c e  f o r  an  
ymological d isq u is it io n  a n d  th e  f i t n e s s  o r  u n f i t n e s s  o f  th e  q u a li f ic a t io n , in  th e  c a s e  
taad. A s  a state M ahatm aship  i s  o n e  th in g , e s  a d o u b le  n o u n , M aha-atm a  (G r e a t  
hjI) quite a n o th e r  o n e . H in d u s  o u g h t  to  k n o w  th e  v a lu e  o f  m e ta p h y s ic a l  S a n s k r it  
mes used ; and  it  i s  t h e y  th e  f i r s t ,  w h o  h a v e  u s e d  it  to  d e s ig n a te  th e  M a s t e r s .
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Jül!

A f t e r  s i x  p a g e s  ( o u t  o f  t h e  t w e l v e )  h a d  been  filled withta 

s a i d  c h a r g e s ,  t h e  w r i t e r  a d m i t s  o n  th e  7 th ,— thattheyhm 

b e e n  s o  m o d i f i e d  !— “  T h e  a b o v e  ”  w e  learn  (rather late, 

“ w a s  w r i t t e n  u n d e r  m isapprehension  th a t  th e  “  Rules ” bea:- 

i n g  d a t e  1 8 8 5 — w e r e  t h e  l a t e s t .  I t  h a s  s in c e  been found tk 

t h e r e  i s  a  l a t e r  V e r s i o n  o f  t h e  R u l e s  dated 1886 which 

h a ve m odified  th e older ru les  on a great many Points”. 

S o  m u c h  t h e  b e t t e r .— W h y  r e c a l l ,  in  su c h  case mistakee 

i n  t h e  p a s t  i f  t h e s e  e x i s t  n o  l o n g e r  ?  B u t the accusen 

d o  n o t  s e e  i t  in  t h i s  l i g h t .  T h e y  a r e  d e te rm in e d  to actasi 

t h e o s o p h i c a l  N e m e s i s ; a n d  in  n o  w a y  daunted by the 

d i s c o v e r y ,  - t h e y  a d d  t h a t  n e v e r t h e l e s s  “  it is necessary It 

e x a m i n e  t h e  e a r l i e r  r u l e s  to  a s c e r t a i n  the underlying prinrifn. 

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

r e m i n d s  o f  t h e  f a b l e  o f  “ t h e  W o l f  a n d  th e  L a m b ” . But- 

y o u  s e e — “  t h e  c h i e f  p o i n t  i s ,  t h a t  t h e  C on v en tio n  has k  

P ow er to m ake a n y  ru les ,  a s  s u c h  a  p o w e r  is opposed to tk 

sp ir it o f  Theosophy , ”  . . . e t c . ,  e t c .

N o w  t h i s  i s  t h e  m o s t  e x t r a o r d i n a r y  a r g u m e n t  that couit 

b e  m a d e .  A t  t h i s  r a t e  n o  B r o t h e r h o o d ,  n o  Association, no 

S o c i e t y  i s  p o s s i b l e .  M o r e  t h a n  t h i s ; n o  th e o so p h is t , however 

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

h i m s e l f  o n e ; f o r  w e r e  i t  a l w a y s  f o u n d  necessary to examine 

his ea r lie r  l i f e ,  “  to  a s c e r t a i n  t h e  underlying principle ”  which 

r u l e s  t h r o u g h  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  m a n — ten toone.be 

w o u l d  b e  f o u n d  u n f i t  to  b e  c a l l e d  a  t h e o s o p h i s t ! T h e  experi- 

m e n t  w o u l d  h a r d l y - b e  f o u n d  p le a s a n t  to  t h e  m a jo rity  of those 

w h o m  a s s o c i a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  T . S .  h a s  r e f o r m e d ; and of such 

t h e r e  a r e  a  g o o d  m a n y .

A f t e r  s u c h  v i r u l e n t  a n d  s e v e r e  d e n u n c ia t io n s  one might 

e x p e c t  ; s o m e  g o o d , f r i e n d l y  a n d  t h e o s o p h ic a l ly  practicd 

a d v i c e .  N o t  a t  a l l ,  a n d  n o n e  i s  o f f e r e d ,  s in c e  w e  have been 

a l r e a d y  t o ld  ( p .  9 )  t h a t  it  w o u l d  b e  “  o u t  o f  p la c e  to suggest 

a n y -  s p e c i f i c  m e a s u r e s ,  a s  n o  o n e  w h o  h a s  a n y  faith in
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B r o t b e r h o o d — and in  th e  p o w e r  o f  T r u t h  w ill fa l l  t o  p e r c e i v e  

w b a t  is necessary T h e  P r e s i d e n t - F o u n d e r ,  h a s  no fa ith  in  

e i t h e r  “  ßro th erh o o d ,”  o r  “  t h e  p o w e r  o f  T r u t h  ” — a p p a r e n t l y .  

T b i s  is made e v id e n t b y  h is  h a v i n g  fa i le d  to  p e r c e i v e  ( « )  t h a t  

t h e  H e a d  Q uarters— o p e n e d  to  all  T h e o s o p h i s t s  o f  a n y  r a c e  o r  

s o c i a l  Position, b oard  a n d  lo d g i n g  f r e e  o f  C h a r g e  t h e  w h o l e  

y e a r  r o u n d — w a s  an  unbrotherly  O r g a n i s a t i o n  ;  ( £ )  t h a t  “  t h e  

c e n t r a l  o f f i c e  at A d y a r  fo r  k e e p i n g  r e c o r d s  a n d  c o n c e n t r a t i n g  

I n f o r m a t i o n  “  w ith  its  E u r o p e a n  a n d  H i n d u  i n m a t e s  w o r k i n g  

intuitously and s o m e  h e l p i n g  i t  w i t h  t h e i r  o w n  m o n e y  

w h e n e v e r  t h e y  h a v e  i t — o u g h t  to  b e  c a r r i e d  o n , a c c o r d i n g  to  

t h e  m e t h o d  and p r in c ip le  o f  G e o r g e  M i l l e r  o f  B r i s t o l ,  n a m e l y ,  

t h e  n u m e r o u s  h o u s e h o ld s  a n d  s t a f f  o f  o f f i c e r s  a t  A d y a r  h e a d e d  

b y  t h e  P r e s '-F o u n d e r  o u g h t  to  k n e e l  e v e r y  m o r n i n g  in  

p r a y e r  f o r  th eir  b r e a d  a n d  m i l k  a p p e a l i n g  f o r  t h e i r  m e a l s  to  

“ m i r a c l e ” ;  and th a t  f i n a l l y ,  a n d  ( c )  a l l  t h e  g o o d  t h e  S o c i e t y  is  

d o i n g ,  i s  n o  g o o d  w h a t e v e r  b u t  “  a  s p ir i t u a l  w r o n g ,”  b e c a u s e  

i t  p r e s u m e s  to c a ll  “ a  limited, l i n e  o f  g o o d  w o r k — ( t h e o s o p h y )  

D i v i n e  W is d o m

[To be continued)


