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*s Wealth and beauty, scented flowers and ornaments like these are not to be compared for 
ce with moral! rectitude.——Fo-sho-hing-tzan- King, v. 
_ Whosoever harms living beings, and in whom there is no compassion for them, let us 
ww such as “‘base-born.”—Vasala sutta, v, 2 
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f No Theosophical Society, as such, is responsible for any opinion or declaration in this 
une, by whomsoever expressed, ‘unless contained in an official document. 

_ Where any article, or statement, has the author’s name attached, he alone is respon- 
ible, and for those which are unsigned, the Editors will be accountable. 

DO AS THEY DO 
HAT was ever thought sublime by men of Christian nations 
has been relegated to distant regions, remote of sight or 
touch or feeling. And even we, to whose groping minds 

ae sublime idea of living Masters has been presented like Light once 
cnown, still think of Them as impeccable angels on snow-capped 
dimalayan heights. The clear truth proclaims They are in us, and 
em Them. But never shall we know that truth; never shall we par- 
ake of Their communion to be had in the sanctuary of the soul, so 
mg as we think the road to Them lies outside—over the ocean to 
ndia; so long as we think that the Master in Their hearts and ours 
3 separate and distinct. 

When for one moment we have sensed the regnant fact that in 
he heart of every being is the Master, then we have started on the 

id of the higher mind, the road on which we shall find Masters 
the Bridge to the ALL-SELF. They who have attained to Their 

livinity seek ever to guide us on, and henceforth, we walk in a quasi 
companionship with Them, albeit we stumble and srow confused by 
logs drifting in from below, by the fogs of false thinking and 
srroneous ideas. 
_ We have not yet rid ourselves of the Christian notion of the 
Master Jesus—that He was created by miracle to be unique and 
eparate from all mankind—and we await a like miracle to translate 
from our unworthiness to His high place. Masters’ high place was 

10t attained by miracle, but by self- -energizing Will and ‘Effort. No 
miracle will ever lift us, but we can, as They did, translate sordid, 
vetty, selfish thoughts to thoughts on the Great Scheme of Life, and 
wir place and part in it—our duty to all that lives. There is no 
ne sO mean, nor small, but who can, just from where he stands, do 
They do. Confined within the walls of one narrow room, we can do 
s They do: we can have all Nature for our object, for our loving 
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thought, our tender compassion. If no selfish thought enters thos: 
prison walls, we are free, as They are free. . : 

Every day that passes on its winged way sees us doing as They 
do, or, as Devils do. Every hour which presents a choice to us sees 
us one more step attained toward our divine estate, or two steps 
leading to Avitchi. Do we act for all humanity, for all of Nature? 
Do we sacrifice ourselves to weaker selves? Then, we are doing as 
They once did, as They now do. Do we look to benefit ourselves, 
our wife, or child, or brother, as against wife, child, or brother of all 
other men? Do we seek knowledge for our own pre-eminence alone? 
Thus choose those who perfect themselves in Evil and are scourges 
to mankind. 

Would we see the Masters? Then, must we do as They do and 
first find the Master dwelling within our own hearts, by acting for 
Him, come weal or woe to us. When we have made our natures like 
unto Theirs, unseeking for ourselves, unmindful of our wrongs, or 
any “right,” save the right to do right, then we shall know the mean- 
ing of that mysterious phrase, “The day be with us’; then our 
Thought, Will, and Feeling are one with Theirs, and there is no 
separateness at all. Then, all that we do is of Their doing, and we 
are doing nothing. | 

The road to Them is not the low road marked by particular 
signs of this is evil; that-is good. It is the high road of principles. 
It is the high road of universal duty; it is an unmarked course only 
to be traveled with the compass of selfless motive. The only happi 
ness is in following Their line; the only sorrow in deviation from it 
Darknesses we must pass through to reach Them truly, but the 
Light of the Radiant Self shines ever in us as in Them, and one day 
we shall find Them—doing as They do. 

THE WILL 
There is no such thing as the “human will.” There is that_ 

energy of consciousness—of the Spirit—that is set in motion along 
the line of human desire. As our desires are low and restricted—of 
our bodies and our environment—so the force flows. The power that 
we call the Will has no qualities whatever ; it is neither good nor bad; 
it is, in fact, force—energy—the energy, or force, of consciousness” 
in action. We must not think that the will is something different 
from us, separate from us; it is, in fact, inherent in every being. 
It is the thought—the motive behind the action—that makes what- 
ever flows from it good or bad. The highest will—the greatest— 
the most powerful that there is—is the Spiritual Will. Our ordinary 
modes of thought and desires cannot arouse it. It can only be 
aroused by a recognition and realization of our own spiritual nature. 
Then the Spiritual Will flies like light and cuts all obstacles like a 
sharp sword.—R. C. f 
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THE POWER OF SUGGESTION* 
FPONHE power of suggestion means many different things to many 
| minds. It is coupled with the idea of hypnosis, where the 

operator is able to make the subject think, say, do, or imagine 
anything he chooses. That is possible through the abnormal condi- 
tion of the subject. The means and methods of inducing this abnor- 
‘mal condition are not generally known, although some practitioners 
have hit upon various ways of bringing on hypnosis in some subjects. 

But what is to be considered is the fact of suggestion itself, gen- 
erally considered, and as it affects all men. People are not aware 
that they act almost entirely under suggestion. From our birth we 
are surrounded by those who suggest certain ideas to us as being true, 
and we follow those suggested ideas. 

There is very, very little original thought anywhere, and par- 
ticularly is this true in those lines to which the public pays the most 
attention, that is, politics, religion, science. Whatever system of 
thought is presented to us, that we adopt. We follow the suggestion 
given with no attempt to reach to the basis of that which is suggested. 
The foundation upon which the suggestion rests is taken for granted, 
even in the most important things in life. 

Our religion, for example, is stated to us to be a “revelation.” 
We accepted it in childhood, accepted it as a fact, without looking into 
it to see what it is and on what it is based. Our powers of thought 
and action being based upon a false suggestion does not inhibit their 
exercise, but it means that all our possibilities of thought and action, 
all our mental creations, the whole superstructure of our existence, 
will be false, because, thinking from false premises, our thinking will 
inevitably lead to false conclusions. 

And this is just as truly the fact as in the case of the hypnotized 
subject. He is thrown into an abnormal condition; he has nothing 
before his mind; the operator presents a given idea and with it the 
suggestion of a certain mode of action. Immediately the subject 
adopts the suggestion, goes to work on it, and will continue working 
along the suggested line cumulatively until the suggestion is changed. 

Those who are born into any particular sect ought to know this. 
With our first sense of understanding ideas are presented to us, 
instilled into our minds as absolute facts. We proceed from that 
basis, and however long it is followed, no true understanding or con- 
clusion can be reached. What do we know of the truth or falsity of 
these ideas when presented to us in childhood? Nothing whatever. 

_ What do our parents and teachers know of them? Nothing whatever. 
They have merely passed on to us the suggestions which they received 
in childhood and which have operated in them cumulatively ever since. 

We must learn not to accept statements, no matter by whom 
made, simply because they are made to us. We must get at the basis 
of whatever is presented to us, know what its principles are, whether 

*From the stenographic report of a talk by Robert Crosbie, here published for the first time. 
—EprrTors. 
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those principles are self-evident. If they are not self-evident, how 
can they be basic? 4 

The idea is common to everybody in the Western world that there 

is a Creator of this universe. What do we know about it? Does the 
acceptance of that idea give us any understanding? If it is true that a 

being created the universe and all the beings in it, then we are not 
responsible. In continuance of that idea other ideas follow it: the 
idea that man is here but once, that this is his only birth, and that from 
here he knows not where he goes. We have followed the suggestion 
that a man lives but one life, that he is fundamentally irresponsible - 
for his being here, and we have built up our thoughts and actions on 
that basis. Does it make us wiser, happier, while we live? Does it 
produce peace and happiness for others? Does it bring us to the end 
of life, any wiser, any better off? For we know that when we come — 
to the end of life we leave every earthly thing we have gained 
while here. = 

But this earth is only one of many earths. What of the other - 
planets, the other solar systems with which space is filled? Have 
we any vital knowledge in regard to them or the reason for their 
existence under the suggestions that have been handed to us? 

And when our religious impressions are changed, when other sug- 
gestions are given us, are they not handed to us in the same way? 
Whatever they are—‘‘Mental Science,” “New Thought,” “Christian 
Science,” and so on—we adopt them, move along the lines suggested 
by those who give them to us, and what do we really learn? Nothing. 
We come to the end of life just as encased in ignorance for all the 
“revelations” ever given us. What do we know of their bases? Are 
they true or only partially so? We are never asked to look into 
their fundamentals to see for ourselves if they are true, self-evident. 
No; we are asked to accept what is given us and go to work on that. 
That is suggestion. 

Our municipal life, our national life, our political life, are all 
under suggestion, and they are but few who try to go to the root of 
things and understand what the nature of being is, so that they can 
know for themselves and thus act with power and knowledge. As we 
look the field over we will find that we are all prey to the power of 
suggestion in every direction. 

What is the criterion which we should apply to every suggestion 
presented to us? Just this: If we have the truth, it will explain 
what was before a mystery. And as we are surrounded by mysteries, 
the Truth must explain them all. 

This power of suggestion must still be used, whatever line may 
be pointed out tous. If Truth exists and is possible to us—the Truth 
in religion, science and philosophy—it must first come to us by sug- 
gestion from those who know. If it were not possible for this to be 
done, were not possible for us to avail ourselves of it, then there 
would be no use in talking of these things. But when the true is sug- 
gested to us, there is always a means presented by which we may see 
and verify it. That means is not in anyone’s authority or endorse- 
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* nt, but in the fact that we can perceive it and test it for ourselves. 

The final authority is the man himself. 
j An outside God is an idol. We have to reach into the very 
recesses of our own being and understand that it is ourself that 

chooses and determines for itself what it shall accept and what reject. 
5: The very power of Divinity—the power of choice—is in each one 
of us. When we begin to understand that, we get the first clue to 
our own immortality. So we may see that that which lives afd thinks 

in man is the Eternal Pilgrim. If you want to accept the idea of 
God, you may say, “So many men on earth, so many Gods in heaven.” 
There are many beings below man, and perhaps some will admit 

that there may be, that there are, beings greater than man, None 

)f these beings can be omnipresent, none of them can be the Supreme. 
What is that which is omnipresent and supreme in each and every 
being—in man, in the beings below men, in the beings above man? 

Is it not this Power to perceive, to think, to choose, to act upon the 

thinking and the choosing—upon the Intelligence which the being has? 
That Power transcends all beings, all conceptions. It is that Power 
that lies at the root of all evolution, and is the very Essence of every 
being. No one is separate from That. No one is without That. All 
are rays from and one with That. There is no possibility of any 
existence apart from That. 

Man stands in the midst of a vast and silent evolution—the 
evolution of Intelligence, of Soul. All the beings below man must be 
coming up the ladder of being to our stage, and whatever beings 
may exist beyond man, they must have passed through our stage and 
gone still further up the great ladder. They are our Elder Brothers 
and have passed through civilizations before ours, many, many ages 
before ours, and have reached a point of development far higher than 

ours. It is they who have carried forward all the knowledge gained 
in that vast evolution which has preceded ours. 

These Elder Brothers of the human family are not spirits in the 
ordinary sense of the word, nor are they hazy beings, “gods,*-or_. 
“angels.” They are men, Mahatmas (Great Souls), who are per- 
fected beings physically, mentally, morally, psychically, spiritually— 
who stand now where we shall one day stand, when we have per- 
fected ourselves in the same way that they have done through self- 
induced and self-devised exertions. 

_ These Masters stand to us in their knowledge and power, in their 
ability and efforts to help and guide us, as the greatest and most 
powerful suggestion that could be made to any human being. They 
are willing and ready to help whenever and wherever we are willing 
and ready to receive. They never ask for anything. They never ask 
for anything; they are always ready to give to those who may be 
willing to follow the lines indicated, so that we in our turn may 
become as they are—may know for ourselves. 

If we take their philosophy as given to us in Theosophy, if we 
take it as a theory to be examined on its merits, we will find that it 
explams. It explains why there are so many different kinds of 

people: it explains different natures; it explains why some suffer 
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more and others suffer less. It explains why each one is born in that 
place, in that family, in that nation, at that time. It explains every 
inequality in life, every injustice, every mystery. It will enable a man 
to realize his own immortality, to live a conscious existence in Spirit, 
even while here incarnated in a body on this earth. At present we 
live in matter; we think that we exist in matter and are depe ] 
on matter for our existence. We think in matter. Our religion is” 
materialistic; our science is materialistic; our philosophy is mate- 
rialistic. All this is due to the misuse of the power of suggestion and 
to our acceptance of ideas without investigation, without comparison, — 
upon authority. We believe; we do not know. 4 

There is no Divinity, save it has evolved as such from the One 
Spirit. Every Divine being is an evolution. Wherever divinity is 
spoken of it means an evolution of a being. All intelligence is based 
in the Power to perceive, and that exists in every grade of being. © 
Intelligence is the extension of the power to know. That puts aside 
a great many suggestions that we have perhaps depended upon. It 
would be well for us if we did not depend upon anything save our ~ 
own inherent power to learn, to extricate ourselves from our difficul- — 
ties. All our powers are born with us; all our past experience is with ~ 
us, but they are crowded out by the suggestions given to us when we — 
were children, and by the false ideas which we still entertain. Noth- — 
ing but the Truth can ever set us free, and that Truth each can find 
and follow and thus come to know for himself. | 

FROM ISIS UNVEILED* 

We believe in no Magic which transcends the scope and capa- — 
city of the human mind, nor in “miracle,” whether divine or diaboli- — 
cal, if such imply a transgression of the laws of nature instituted 
from all eternity. Nevertheless, we accept the saying of the gifted — 
author of Festus, that the human heart has not yet fully uttered it- — 
self, and that we have never attained or even understood the extent — 
of its powers. Is it too much to believe that man should be develop- 
ing new sensibilities and a closer relation with nature? The logic of © 
evolution must teach as much, if carried to its legitimate conclu- — 
sions. If, somewhere, in the line of ascent from vegetable or ascid- 
ian to the noblest man a soul was evolved, gifted with intellectual 
qualities, it cannot be unreasonable to infer and believe that a faculty — 
of perception is also growing in man, enabling him to descry facts 
and truths even beyond our ordinary ken. Yet we do not hesitate 
to accept the assertion of Biffé, that “the essential is forever the — 
same. Whether we cut away the marble inward that hides the statue 
in the block, or pile stone upon stone outward till the temple is com-— 
pleted, our NEw result is only an old idea. The latest of all the 
eternities will find its destined other half-soul in the earliest.” 

*Original Edition Isis Unveiled, Vol. I, pp. v and vi, Preface. 
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jae CHAPTER XXIX 

OLONEL OLCOTT?’S two letters of March 20, 1894, to Mr. 
Judge—the one to him as General Secretary of the American 

| Section and the other addressed to him as Vice-President of 
the T. S.—as detailed in the last Chapter, were drawn up immediately 
following the receipt of Mr. Judge’s cabled denial of the “charges,” 
and just prior to Mrs. Besant’s departure from India. They were 
the President-Founder’s only communication to the Convention of 
the American Section—the largest, the most active, the most influ- 

ential of all the three Sections of the Society. When one contrasts 
the length and character of his Annual Address at the preceding 

_ Adyar Convention with the nature of these two letters, but one infer- 
ence can be drawn: The President-Founder was determined to 
“fight it out’ once more, and this time to the hilt; he had burned 
his bridges behind him; it was to be a fight without quarter that should 
leave the victor in undisputed possession of the field. The spec- 
tacle of a living H. P. B. continually upsetting his most cherished 
plans to make of the Theosophical Society a world force with him- 
self as its world-wide Head, had been well-nigh intolerable. Her 
continual insistence on Brotherhood as she understood it; her con- 
tinual interference “in the name of the Masters” with his “practical” 
guidance of the Society ; her “Esoteric School” pledged to Theosophy 
and the Theosophical Movement instead of the Society, pledged to 
follow her instructions instead of his “revised Rules’’—all this had 
been a continual thorn in his side. But each time that the “moment 
of choice” has been precipitated he had avoided the final wager of 
battle: the odds were too great, the liens established too strong. 

But now—now he was no longer dependent on H. P. B. for 
“messages from the Masters;’’ Mrs. Besant, the “sweet spirit and 
the guiding star’ of the Esoteric School, the strongest factor in the 
Society as well as in the School, the most potent influence on the 

_ world at large as well as in the Society—Mrs. Besant was now his 
firm ally. Opposed to his ideas, his plans and policies, stood out only 
Judge. Two years had shown that Judge could not be moved from 
his firm allegiance to H. P. B. and all that H. P. B. had represented. 
Sinnett, Bertram Keightley, Old, Sturdy, Edge, the Countess Wacht- 
meister, the Hindus en masse, the great bulk of the English and 
European Theosophists—all these he could count on as imbued with 
the same ideas as himself. The time was come to banish the spectre 
of H. P. B., to force Judge into exile—to make of the Theosophi- 
cal Society what it should have been and ought to be. 

The letters to Judge were well calculated to create confusion, 
bewilderment, uncertainty, among the American Theosophists—to 

* Corrections, objections, criticisms. questions and comments are invited from all readers on 
any facts or conclusions stated in this series.—EprrTors. 

oo 

a 



264 THEOSOPHY > Jury, - 

throw Judge on the defensive, a helpless defensive, far more 
helpless defensive than had paralyzed H. P. B.’s activities following: 
the Coulomb-S. P. R. bombshell in 1884-5. So much for the Amer- 
ican field. Remained England, Europe and India to be aroused to 
an offensive as energetic as America had been presumably stupefied 
in defense. Mrs. Besant was returning to England, whence she 
could not only direct the battle there, but could reasonably be 
expected to muster succors and strong levies in the United States 
in spite of all that Judge or his friends could avail. And Walter 
R. Old was no mean understudy; he, too, was returning to England 
at the same time as Mrs. Besant. 

The Supplement to the “Theosophist” for February, 1894, had 
contained a printed slip pasted to its pages and headed “To Mem- 
bers and Friends.” It was dated January 29, 1894, and signed by 
“Walter R. Old, Rec. Sec. T. S.” Mr. Old’s notice informed the 
members that, “acting under medical advice received during a recent 
illness,’ he was going to England for the summer and would leave 
India at the end of March. The familiar “explanation” of his 
departure merely cloaked the fact that as his part of the tactics — 
planned he was to return to England, aid in spreading among the 
English Theosophists the slanders dignified as “charges” against 
Mr. Judge. Old was well known in England, where he had many 
friends and much influence as a “psychic,” as an “astrologer,” as a 
former member of the “E. S. T. Council,’ as a friend of H. P. B.’s, 
and as an intimate in high favor with the President-Founder as well 
as with Mrs. Besant. For it must be remembered that the “sus- 
pension” of Old from the E. S. T. was unknown at that time except 
by rumor among the general membership of the Society, while his 
intimacy with Col. Olcott and Mrs. Besant was a matter of com- 
mon knowledge. 

The two letters to Mr. Judge were immediately followed up by 
Col. Olcott in the April, 1894, ‘“Theosophist,” with an eight-page 
article devoted to “Annie Besant’s Indian Tour.” It is given over 
to the most fulsome laudations. We say “fulsome” because, like 
his similar remarks in his preceding Presidential Address, these reiter- 
ated encomiums on Annie Besant, her abilities and status, must neces- 
sarily be construed, not merely as extraordinary tributes of per- 
sonal regard and esteem, but, in the light of collateral circumstances, 
as carefully planned, deliberately carried out steps of a predetermined ~ 
march. Step by step with the belittlkements of H. P. B. and the 
criticisms and canards published and circulated about Judge, marched 
the public culmulation of official and personal tributes to Mrs. Be- 
sant. A few quotations from Col. Olcott’s signed article mentioned 
will show both his method and his manner. He treats of Mrs. — 
Besant’s elaborate bid for Brahmanical alliance in these words: 

“As regards the question of her keeping within the constitutional 
limits of our Society’s policy, I do not see how there can be two 
opinions. True, she has declared herself virtually a Hindu in relig- 

-ion almost from the beginning of the Indian part of her tour. What 
of that? If she had chosen to declare herself a Mussalman, a Jew, a 
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es Christian, nobody could have ventured to call her to account. What 
»” could be more clear than our printed declaration that ‘no person’s re- 
- ligious opinions are asked upon his joining, nor is interference with 

them permitted?’” And should Annie Besant be denied the liberty 
which is enjoyed as an acknowledged right by the humblest member ? 

. . - Her theme was ever Theosophy, and she ever declared herself a 
thorough-going Theosophist. ... I do not enjoy the company of 

- muzzled slaves. Dr. Salzer and other esteemed colleagues in the 
Society have publicly protested against the T. S. having been made 

responsible for Mrs. Besant’s Hinduism. But the fact is that, in in- 
troducing her to her audiences, it was almost my invariable custom 
to warn the public that, under our constitution, the Society repre- 
sents no one religion, and is not in the least degree responsible for the 
utterances of any of its officers or members upon questions of religion, 
politics, social reform, or any others about which people take sides.” 

In the foregoing, as on so many other occasions, Col. Olcott 
speaks with exactitude the “letter of the law” while in the very act 
of violating its spirit. On the basis of his last sentence above quoted 
the whole “‘case’”’ against W. QO. Judge falls to the ground, as he who 
runs may read. Col. Olcott .describes the wonderful reception 
accorded Mrs. Besant wherever she traveled, speaks of her answer- 
ing “offhand the most difficult and abstruse questions in science, 
philosophy, symbolism and metaphysics ;” of her “grand orations ;” 
of her “formal meetings with pandits for discussions: “this for five 
months on end.” Then begins his panegyric: 

“Over all, through all, and lingering with me like the strain of 
a sweet symphony dying in the distance, the recollection of the most 
splendid series I ever listened to in my life, and of intimate compan- 
ionship during these sunny months with one of the purest, most 
high-minded, most intellectual and spiritually elevated women of our 
generation, or of any previous age, of whom I have read in history. 

“Unlike as H. P. B. and I were in many respects we were akin 
in more ways than Annabai and myself can ever be. My praise of 
her is not tinged with blind partiality. She is religious fervor and 
devotion personified, the ideal female devotee who in time evolves into 
saint and martyr. ... Her ‘Hinduism’ is the lofty spiritual con- 
cept of the Bhagavadgita; a splendid, perhaps unattainable, ideal. 
... As the lark sings in soaring, so Annabai’s heart is filled with the 
overwhelming joy of finding in the Secret Doctrine of Aryan philoso- 
phy all her intellect had ever craved, and in the Aryan religion even 
a greater field for devotion than she had ever yearned for in the days 
of her youth. H. P. B. and I had no spark of this love of worship 
in our constitutions, though, I believe, that, as regards the actual 
sentiment of religion, we were not more deficient than others. Of 
the two paths which S’ri Krishna says must be followed in the seek- 
ing after Mukti (salvation), that of knowledge and that of devotion, 
H. P. B. and I, in this incarnation at least, have trodden the former; 
Annabai has trodden the one, but is now by preference treading the 
other; and, but for her controlling impulse of self-effacement and her 
sense of the duty she owes to the sin-burdened and ignorant masses, 
she would, I think, retire to some quiet spot where she might com- 
mune with the soul and more speedily gain liberation. A more con- 
sistently religious woman I never met, nor one whose life is a more 
joyful self-sacrifice. My blessings attend her wherever she goes.” 

The investigator of today will naturally compare and contrast 
these declarations of Col. Olcott in the quoted article and in his 
Presidential Address, with the numerous statements made by him in 
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regard to H. P. B., both those hitherto quoted and those ple 
which the whole series of “Old Diary Leaves” is larded. He | 
off-set the President-Founder’s strictures on H. P. B. and Mr. Judge 
with his laudations of Mrs. Besant and his scarcely less veiled extol- 

ments of himself. He will consider scrupulously the attendant cir- 
cumstances and the ‘controlling impulse” governing Col. Olcott in 
his “Old Diary Leaves’ as recounted by himself in his phic: : 
to the first published volume. He will compare them with the vari- 
ous statements and acts of H. P. B. and Mr. Judge, and he will be 
under no illusions as to the workings of consciousness in the one 
case and in the other. 

The extraordinary article on Mrs. Besant was followed in the 
Supplement to the May “Theosophist” by something more extraor- 
dinary still. In it will be found the text of an “Executive Notice,” 
the real significance of which has never yet been grasped by Theoso- 
phists at large, any more than it was at the time. We give it in full: 

ADYAR, 27th April 1894. 
“The undersigned avails of Mrs. Annie Besant’s forthcoming 

visit to the Australasian Colonies, to invest her with the functions of 
President’s Commissioner, with authority to represent him in all cur- 
rent Society business during her tour, and act for him and in his name 
in disposing of the same, as perfectly as though it were his individual 
act. Mrs Besant‘is empowered to organize a Section or Sections; to 
authorize the formation of Branches; to admit persons to the Fel- 
lowship ; to regulate disagreements and disputes within the Society; to 
remit at her discretion in cases of great poverty the whole or any part 
of any fee or other pecuniary contribution chargeable as a condition 
of membership; and, generally, to exercise the same powers as are 
constitutionally enjoyed by the undersigned in his Presidential capacity. 

Mrs Besant will, of course, make or cause to be made to the 
undersigned a full report of her official actions under the above 
special commission and according to the revised rules of the Society. 

H....5. OLCOTT SL, Bir Seca 

This “Executive Notice” shows for itself the tremendous gulf 
between the ostensibly “democratic” basis of the Theosophical — 
Society—a democracy which never had an existence except in the 
American Section and the British as originally constituted—and 
that democracy as interpreted and applied by Col. Olcott in the 
Indian Section in particular and, through his plastic “General Coun- 
cil” to the Society as a whole by means of his personally “revised” 
Rules and his personally devised “discretionary powers.” | 

{n this particular instance, the Presidential “discretionary 
powers” are officially stretched to give Mrs. Besant his official sane- 
tion in advance to a range of arbitrary and unchecked authority that — 
becomes the more astounding the more closely it is examined. She 
can organize at will, and upon terms named by herself, “a Section © 
or Sections,’ under “revised Rules” that will give such Section or 
Sections the same voice and standing in the “General Council” as 
the existing democratic Sections. She can “authorize the formation — 
of Branches” to an extent and upon terms that will control the Sec- 
tion or Sections she 1s to organize. She can “admit persons to Fel-_ 
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~ lowship”—or vem them, inevitably—upon terms that will control 
«th Branches. She can remit dues in whole or in part. Finally, she 

can “regulate disagreements and disputes within the Society.” What 
does this mean, if it does not mean that she can exercise absolute 

and unappealable authority, root, stalk and branch, to any extent 
- necessary to organize and control a Section or Sections wholly pliant 

- to her own will and purposes? What becomes of “democracy,” of 

“neutrality,” of individual liberty of conscience, under such canons 

of organization and government? That at any time, in any event, 

under any circumstances, such powers should be claimed, such 
authority desired, by any one soever, Master or man, is a categorical 

negation of every Object for which the Theosophical Society was 
supposed to stand. Yet the text of this “Executive Notice” is the 
unimpeachable proof that it was precisely such powers and authority 
that Col. Olcott was determined to have and to exercise, and to dele- 
gate to those who might be of service to him in his determination. 
The student has but to examine into the original Preamble and By- 
Laws of 1875, the Rules adopted in December, 1879, the Constitu- 
tions of the American and British Sections of 1887 and 1889, and 
compare them with the “revised Rules” adopted by Col. Olcott’s 
obedient “General Council’’ in December, 1893, to discern how, in 
the interim, the Society had been engineered into an absolute 
autocracy wherein, under the forms adopted, the Members had no 
rights whatever, “constitutionally,” save such as the “General Coun- 
cil” might choose to allot them, no voice and no appeal save as the 
“discretionary powers’ of the President might be “exercised” as 
an “act of grace.’’ Contrast of the actions, official and personal, 
of Col. Olcott and Mrs. Besant with those of H. P. B. and W. Q. J. 
does but make more sheer the absolutely irreconcilable principles 
embodied in the respective protagonists: On the one hand “official 
authority,” the “divine right of kings,” “government” of the “infer- 
ior” by the “superior;” on the other hand, self-reliance, democracy, 

» freedom of conscience, Universal Brotherhood in actu. 
So much for the general significance that must be attached to 

this “Executive Notice;’’ it is integral with the battle openly begun 
at the Adyar Convention at the end of 1888, the “Revised Rules” 
of 1893 but the full bloom of the “revised rules” of 1888. But what 
of its special portent? That also must be inquired into. 

The answer is simple. Judge’s circular and that of Mead and 
Keightley had reached Adyar; the news of the action taken by the 
Convention of the American Section had been received. The plans 
of the accusers were completely upset; the tables were turned; what 

was to be done? To appreciate Colonel Olcott’s dilemma, to under. 
stand his consternation, the student should marshal the opposing 
situations as before him at the end of April, 1894. Thus: 

| 1. Backed by the “revised Rules,” confident that the prestige 
of Mrs. Besant and himself with the membership and the world 
would make their “charges” carry the assumption of guilt, and con- 
vinced of that “guilt’’ themselves, the unavoidable inference was 

oz 



that Judge would avail himself of the “option” to resign. On the 
contrary, Judge had denied absolutely any wrong-doing and, instead 
of retiring to the shelter of silence, had himself made public the full 
facts, and had announced his determination to meet the issues: first 
that the whole proceeding was utterly unconstitutional; second, that 
he would not oppose but would submit himself to any competent 
investigation that did not involve the neutrality of the Society or 
set up a dogma; in other words, try out the facts of who was and 
who was not “in communication with the Mahatmas.” 

2. Mead and Keightley, counted on as allies and aids in the © 
fight on Judge, had risen in rebellion; had declared that it was the 
President-Founder himself who was guilty of gross violation of the 
Constitution and the neutrality of the Society; had appealed to their — 
respective Sections—the European and Indian—with a statement of 
the facts, and had announced their opposition to any attempt to set 
up a dogma on the subject of Mahatmas, and had demanded of the 
President-Founder a categorical official reply to the points raised 
by them. -@ 

3. The Convention of the American Section, with all the cor- 
respondence before it, had, as a democratic body, unanimously voted 
its protest against the spirit and the substance of Col. Olcott’s actions; 
had re-elected Judge its General Secretary; had declared its entire © 
confidence in him as a man, as a Theosophist, as an officer in the 
Society ; had taken a firm stand against any official interference with 
the freedom of speech and conscience of any member, high or low; 
had declared, if any “Judicial Committee’ were to sit upon the ques- — 
tion of Mahatmas and communications from them, that such investi- 
gation must be complete and must include Col. Olcott, Mrs. Besant, 
Mr. Sinnett and all others as well as Judge who had claimed to be 
in receipt of “messages from the Masters.” 

Olcott had counted with the confidence based on fifteen years 
experience that the Indian Section would follow his lead and sup- 
port any action he might choose to take. He had counted that 
since the members and the other Sections had not hitherto actively 
opposed his repeated tampering with the Rules and his repeated 
executive ukases, no organized resistance would be offered to his 
plans to force Judge into exile by charges that in their very nature — 
would paralyze any defense. Mrs. Besant had counted that her influ- 
ence was strong enough with the British-European Section to make 
the members accept as proven any charges she might make, merely 
because she made them. Both she and Olcott had counted that Mrs. 
Besant’s prestige was so great in America that no concerted defense 
could be made of Judge in the American Convention by those who 
might still believe in him. Sure of India, sure of Britain, sure at — 
worst of a split in America, they had nothing to fear even when — 
Judge cabled on March 10 his denial of the charges and his refusal 
of their “options.” If the matter came to a trial before a “Judicial — 
Committee,” they held that Committee in the hollow of their hands 
by a majority. If the matter should go before the Sections they 
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controlled two out of the three absolutely, with the assurance that at 
best Judge could count on nothing more than a division and a split in 
the American Section. Mrs. Besant and Mr. Old, therefore, sailed 
confidently for England toward the end of March to complete their 
preparations at home for the forthcoming “trial.” Olcott, on his 
part, went forward as confidently in India. 

Now, in a little month, the whole situation was reversed. Des- 
peration took the place of confidence. The conspirators were divided 
by distance; deserted by two of their strongest allies; America 
unanimous in support of Judge; counter-issues raised that they 

could not meet. What was to be done? 

This was the situation in which Colonel Olcott found himself 
toward the close of April, 1894. Yet he could not retreat; the battle 
was joined; he must go forward along the route chosen by himself. 
What hurried interchanges took place between the conspirators any 
thoughful reader can infer for himself from merely visualizing: the 
status of affairs and studying the President-Founder’s consequent 
steps. The first of these was the “Executive Notice” given. Its 
purpose is clear: if the warfare should be carried before the Sections, 
as it was certain now that it must at last, two Sections were absolutely 
requisite even to assure a “drawn battle.” India was safe for the 
conspirators; America had already declared for Judge; Britain was 
still a hopeful prospect, but no more. Judge had friends there; who 
could say what might happen? But if Australia were organized into 
a Section—organized by Mrs. Besant robed with the Presidential 
“discretionary powers” to accept. or reject whom she would—then 
the new Australasian Section could be made as safely and entirely 
a “pocket borough” as India was already. Hence the “Notice” 
dated April 27th, 1894. 

Chakravarti was a lawyer along with his other accomplishments ; 
N. D. Khandalavala was a Judge in one of the Indian Courts. Them 
and others the President-Founder consulted and the result was still 
another “Executive Notice,” published in the Supplement to the May 
“Theosophist” immediately following on the “Notice” transferring 
to Mrs. Besant his extraordinary, emergency-planned “discretionary 
powers” to organize an Australasian Section. Because of its tell- 
tale significance, both in connection with the preceding events nar- 
rated and with what followed, we give it in full for the careful study 

of all students. It is dated on the same day as the “Special Com- 
mission” to Mrs. Besant—April 27th, 1894—and reads: 

“The following facts are published for the information of mem- 
bers of the Society :-— 

“On February 6th last, while at Allahabad, Mrs. Annie Besant 
handed the undersigned a written demand that certain accusations ‘with 
reference to certain letters and in thé alleged writings of the Mahat- 
mas,’ injurious to the public character of Mr. W. Q. Judge, Vice- 
President of the Society, should be dealt with by a Committee as 
as provided by “Art. VI, Secs. 2, 3 and 4. 

“On the following day, from Agra, a copy of this letter was for- 
warded by the undersigned to Mr. Judge without the expression of 
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any opinion as to the validity or otherwise of the accusations in 
question. No specific charges having then been filed, this was merely 
a preliminary measure. ) 

“From a motive of delicacy no question was asked the accused as 
to his guilt or innocence, but the undersigned, in the exercise of his 
discretion, gave Mr. Judge the option of resigning his office or sub- 
mitting the case to investigation. The implication being, of course, 
that if guilty, he would wish to retire quietly, or if innocent, to 
brought before the Committee, and thus set at rest, once and for all, 
the injurious rumors afloat, in different parts of the world. 

“The alternative offered carried with it, as will be clearly seen, no 
intimation that the rumors were true, nor that the undersigned be- 
lieved them so, or the contrary. 

“Mr. Judge having cabled a denial of his guilt, the first step 
prescribed by the Constitution for such cases was then taken, viz, the 
ordering of a ‘Judicial Committee’ as provided for under Art. VI; 
the official notification of the same to the accused and the members 
of the General Council; and the serving upon each of a copy of the 
detailed charges and specifications, then drafted by Mrs. Besant as 
-Accuser. The provisions of our Constitution were thus strictly fol- 
lowed out, and there has been no deviation whatever. 

“Tt was hoped by the undersigned that the whole matter would 
have been kept private until the Committee had met, disposed of the 
charges and rendered its verdict, which would then have been offic- 
ially promulgated by him. 

“But the opposite policy having been adopted by the accused and 
the General Secretaries of the European and Indian Sections, and 
printed circulars having been distributed by them throughout the whole 
world, secrecy is no longer possible, and hence the present Executive 
Notice is issued, with the deepest regret for its necessity. 

“The undersigned deplores that his colleagues Mr. Mead and Mr. 
Keightley, should have acted in such haste as to have committed the 
indiscretion of censuring him for breaches in procedure and a viola- 
tion of the Constitution of which he was not guilty. He regrets also 
that the fact of Mrs Besant’s being the accuser should not have been 
mentioned, if the public was to be taken into confidence at all at this 
preliminary stage. 

“A detailed reply to Messrs. Mead and Keightley’s letter is in 
preparation and will be circulated to all Branches. 

“To correct misapprehensions, the undersigned has to state that 
in the opinion of eminent counsel (Members of the Society) the trial 
of the charges against Mr. Judge does not involve the question of the 
existence or non-existence of the Mahatmas or their connection with 
the Society. 3 

“The Judicial Committee is notified to meet in London on June 
27th and the undersigned finds himself compelled to attend, contrary 
to his wishes and expectations. He will leave Adyar about the mid- 
dle of May for London, via Marseilles.” 

“HS. OLCO TE, Ei ee 

Taking this Notice of the President-Founder seriatim, careful — 
examination and comparison will disclose,— | 

That it is published officially as a statement of the “facts” and — 
for “the information of the members;” 

That its second paragraph conveys that Mrs. Besant made a 
“demand” for the Committee. The fact being, as we shall soon see 
over Col. Olcott’s own signature that the alleged “demand’’ was 
made at his own request; . . 

That his own letter to Mr. Judge, conveying the same “demand” 
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was forwarded “without expressing any opinion as to the validity 
or otherwise of the accusations in question.” The fact being, as 
we shall abundantly verify over Col. Olcott’s own signature, that 
he was at the time and for more than a year had been, firmly of the 
opinion that Mr. Judge was guilty of transmitting bogus messages. 
The third paragraph discloses that such was the prejudgment of Col. 

Olcott and Mrs. Besant that both the “demand” was made and Col. 
Olcott’s letter of Feb. 7th written when no specific charges had been 
filed, even; yet Col. Olcott did not hesitate to require of Judge that 
he should either resign or be tried for charges not yet even formu- 

mulated. By referring to Col. Olcott’s two letters to Mr. Judge 
dated March 20, 1894, and reproduced in full in the last Chapter, 
the student will note that in the intervening period the charges had 
been formulated and the two letters drawn up on the eve of Mrs. 
Besant’s departure from India. On the strength of these “formu- 
lated” charges Col. Olcott arbitrarily “suspended” Mr. Judge from 
the Vice-Presidency, in advance of any evidence, any trial. ‘These 
items all show unmistakably both bias and conspiracy, to conceal 
which and give the impression of impartiality and legality to the 
steps taken is the manifest purpose of the “Notice” of April 27, 
put out for the “information” of the members. 

_ The ensuing paragraphs are obviously so to twist the facts as to 
cause the members to believe, not only that he had acted impartially 
and only as compelled by the constitutional provisions on Mrs. Be-_ 
sant’s demand, but that Mr. Judge and Messrs. Mead and Keightley 
had behaved in a manner to be “deplored” by making known the 
actual facts and conditions to the whole theosophical world; fur- 
thermore, he evades and denies his own-«primary responsibility «in 
the phrase that he “regrets that the fact of Mrs. Besant being the 
accuser should not have been mentioned.’ The fact being that Mrs. 
Besant was merely a private member of the Society and President of 
the “Blavatsky Lodge,” a London Branch, she had neither duty, right, 

nor privilege, under the Constitution and Rules of the Society, to 
bring any charges against any officer of the Society, or against any 
member, save of her own Branch. 

The “detailed reply to Messrs. Mead and Keightley’s letter,” 
that the Notice states is “in preparation and will be circulated to all 
Branches,”’ was never, so far as we know, either “prepared” or “‘cir- 
culated.” 

It will be noted that the “eminent counsel (Members of the 
Society ),” in whose “opinion” the trial of the charges “does not 
involve the question of the Mahatmas or their connection with the 
Society,” are not named. They were, in point of fact, Chakravarti 
and, others, as stated, and although Col. Olcott lugs in this ‘‘opinion” 
to “correct misapprehensions” the fact is, as again we shall soon see, 
that he completely reversed himself and the said “eminent counsel” 
at the meeting of the Judicial Committee. | 

Finally, the reader should compare and contrast the concluding 
paragraph of the Notice, in which Col. Olcott*announces that he 
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“finds himself compelled to attend” the meeting of the Judicial 
Committee, “contrary to his wishes and expectations,” with the state-_ 
ment in his letter to Mr. Judge of Feb. 7th: “TI shall in all probabil- 
ity be represented by proxy, unless something now unforeseen should 
arise to make it imperative that I shall personally attend.” The 
whole procedure had been so carefully planned, and looked so entirely 
certain to the conspirators in the beginning, that there had been no~ 
thought other than, if Judge should have the effrontery and the hardi- 
hood to refuse to resign and, instead, stand “trial,” the controlled 
Committee would find him “guilty” out of hand, on the mere pre- — 
sentation of the “charges” sponsored by Mrs. Besant, backed by 
the President-Founder from Adyar, who could then, “after the 
Committee had met, disposed of the charges and rendered its ver- 
dict,” have “officially promulgated” the pre-arranged “decision.” 

Now, in view of all that had happened to set awry their well-laid 
plans, it was not enough to make Mrs. Besant the Presidential “Spe- 
cial Commissioner ;” it was not enough to publish another “Executive - 
Notice” for the “information of the members;” it was become “im- 
perative” indeed that Col. Olcott should “personally attend” the meet- — 
ing of the Jud.cial Committee, lest worse befall than had already oc- — 
curred : lest the Committee not only find Judge “not guilty,” but pro- 
ceed to investigate on its own behalf the actions of the President of the ~ 
Society in his usurpation of powers, the claims of himself and his — 

fellow accusers to “messages from the Masters.” So, skipping the 
intervening period of public silence and private wagging of heads, 
of external decorum and secret diligent planning of ways and means 
to avoid a defeat or a fiasco, we may attend the meeting of the — 
Judicial Committee and then the immediately following Convention 
of the British-European Section, and observe what took place. The 
entire proceedings are officially reported in a record published in ~ 
full in the “Path,” in “Lucifer,” in the “Theosophist,” immediately 
following the Convention, and also in a pamphlet officially issued 
under the title “THE NEUTRALITY OF THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY. 
An Enguiry INTo CERTAIN CHARGES AGAINST THE VICE-PRESI- 
DENT, HELD IN Lonpon, Jury, 1894. WitH an APPENDIX. PUB- — 
LISHED BY THE GENERAL COUNCIL OF THE [THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY, 
FOR THE INFORMATION OF Members. Jury, 1894.” So runs the ~ 
title-page. Let us first examine the “Enquiry” and then the “Ap- 
pendix.” 

The President-Founder arrived promptly in London, but the — 
Enquiry was not held on the date set, June 27th. The time until 
July 7th was accupied in various abortive attempts to reach a com- 
promise that would obviate official disposition, but Mr. Judge insisted 
that since the whole procedure up to date had been taken officially — 
by the President-Founder, with himself as defendant against charges — 
of dishonorable conduct, and with issues raised prejudicial to the 
Society as well as himself, it could only properly be disposed of by 
formal official action. Accordingly, Col. Olcott summoned a meeting 
of the General Council on July 7. There were present Col. Olcott, 
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Council meeting, G. R. S. Mead, and Mr. Judge who took no part 
in the proceedings. Col. Olcott read to the meeting a formal letter 

by Mr. Judge, stating (1) that he had never been elected Vice-Pres- 

ident of the Society, and was not, therefore, legally the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Society; (2) That even if adjudged de facto Vice-Presi- 

_ dent of the Society, he was not thereby amenable to charges of “mis- 
use of Mathatmas’ names and handwriting,’ since, even if guilty, 

such offenses would be those of a private individual and not as 
an Officer of the Society; hence not subject, under the Constitution, 
to trial by a Judicial Committee of the Society as an official mal- 
feasance. A legal opinion from a New York lawyer, Mr. M. H. 
Phelps, a member of the Society, was then read in support of Mr. 
Judge’s contentions. 

The mattér was then debated, Mr. Judge remaining silent. Col. 
Olcott informed the meeting (1) that at the Adyar Convention of 
1888 he had himself “appointed” Mr. Judge Vice-President by virtue 
of his own “prerogative” to make such an appointment and had pub- 
lished such title in the official list of Officers of the Society, and that 
this appointment was unanimously “confirmed”’ by vote at the Indian 
“General Convention” of 1890, although the“ official report” of that 
convention “did not record the fact.’ Hence, he declared, Mr. 
Judge “was and is Vice-President de facto and de jure.” 

Having heard what Col. Olcott had to say as to the first point 
raised by Mr. Judge, the Council meeting made no decision, but 
passed to the second question. On this point renewed discussion 
took place, Mr. Judge remaining silent as before. The minutes read: 

“The matter was then debated. Bertram Keightley moved and 
G. R. S. Mead seconded : 

“*That the Council, having heard the arguments on the point 
raised by William Q. Judge, it declares that the point is well taken; 
that the acts alleged concern him as an individual; and that conse- 
quently the Judicial Committee has no jurisdiction in the premises 
to try him as Vice-President upon the charges as alleged.’ 

““The President Concurred. Mr. Judge did not vote. The 
motion was declared carried.’ 

““On Mr. Mead’s motion, it was then voted that above record 
shall be laid before the Judicial Committee. Mr. Judge did not vote.’ ” 

This proceeding having been had, Col. Olcott then laid before 

the Council meeting a further point raised by Mr. Judge, to-wit: 
that Mr. Judge’s election by the American, the British and Indian 
Sections, as successor to the President in 1892 (at the time of Col. 
Olcott’s resignation), “became ipso facto annulled upon the Presi- 
dent’s resumption of his office as President.’ ‘On motion,” reads 
the official minutes, “the Council declared the point well taken, and 
ordered the decision to be entered upon the minutes. Mr. Judge 
did not vote.” 

Col. Olcott then called the meeting’s attention to the resolution 
of the American Section Convention which declared in effect that 
the suspension of Mr. Judge was without warrant in the Constitu- 
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tion and transcended the President’s discretionary powers. On ol 
it was moved, seconded and passsed, Mr. Judge not voting, that “the 
President’s action was warranted under the then existing circum-— 
stances” and that the American Section’s “resolutions of protest are 
without force.” q 

Next, by motion (Mr. Judge not voting), “the council then — 
requested the President to convene the Judicial Commitee at the ~ 
London Headquarters, on Tuesday, July 10th, 1894, at 10 a. m.~ 
The Council then adjourned at call of the President.” 7 

The Judicial Committee met on July 10, as required. There — 
were present all the members of the Committee, as follows: Col. 
Olcott as President-Founder, in the chair; G. R. S. Mead and Ber- 
tram Keightley as General Secretaries of the European and Indian 
Sections; A. P. Sinnett and E. T. Sturdy as Delegates of the Indian — 
Section; Herbert Burrows and W. Kingsland as Delegates of the — 
European Section; Dr. J. D. Buck and Dr. Archibald Keightley as 
Delegates of the American Section; Oliver Firth and E. T. Har- 
grove as special Delegates representing the accused—all as provided 
for under the “revised Rules” adopted at the Adyar Convention in 
December preceding. Mr.. Judge was present as the accused, but 
not voting as General Secretary of the American Section. Mrs. 
Besant was present as the accuser. It should be noted that of the 
eleven members of the Judicial. Committee, the Chairman, Col Olcott, 
EK. T. Sturdy and A. P. Sinnett were already fully convinced in 
advance of the guilt of Mr. Judge; Bertram Keightley’and G. R. S. 
Mead convinced of Judge’s guilt, but equally convinced that he 
could not be “tried” for his offenses; Herbert Burrows, W. Kings- 
land and Oliver Firth, strong friends of both Mrs. Besant and Col. ~ 
Olcott, but still in doubt as to Judge’s guilt and the legality of the © 
whole proceedings. Of the remaining members of the Judicial Com- — 
mittee Dr. Buck and Dr. Archibald Keightley were fast friends of 
both the accused and the accuser, as well as of Col. Olcott; E. T. 
Hargrove was a young Barrister of excellent family just then coming 
into prominence among the London members of the Society, friendly 
to all parties, but, as the after events showed, well assured in his — 
own mind, like Dr. Buck and Dr. Archibald Keightley, both that 
Judge was innocent of any wrong-doing and that the whole affair 
was a colossal blunder as well as legally defective. 

The meeting of the Judicial Committee being opened by the 
President-Founder, he read to the assembled Committee a formal — 
letter from Mr. Judge as General Secretary of the American Sec-— 
tion, stating that in the opinion of the Executive Committee of the — 
American Section that Section was entitled to an extra vote in the 
Judicial Committee by reason of the fact that its General Secretary, — 
being the accused, would not vote in the proceedings. On motion 
James M. Pryse, well-known both in New York and London, ~ 
was added to the Judicial Committee as a substitute for the General | 
Secretary of the American Section. 3 

Col. Olcott, as Chairman, then declared the Judicial Committee — 

is x 
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to be duly constituted, and at once proceeded to read the following 
_-rema remarkable address as ‘‘President-Founder” of the Society. We give 

it in full, omitting only those parts already covered in the various 
- documents quoted from :— 
. “GENTLEMEN AND BROTHERS, 

4 
4 

“We have met together today as a Judicial Committee. . . to con- 
sider and dispose of certain charges of misconduct, preferred ‘by Mrs. 

Besant against the Vice-President of the Society, and dated March 

24th, 1894 [it should be noted that the two letters to Mr. Judge, pur- 
porting to give the “charges” as an enclosure, and “suspending” the 
Vice-President in consequence, were both dated March 20th, 1894, four 

days before the date here given]... 
“In compliance with the Revised Rules, copies of the charges 

brought by the accuser have been duly supplied to the accused and 
the members of the General Council. ... 

“Upon receipt of a preliminary letter from myself, of date 
February 7th, 1894, from Agra, India, Mr. Judge, erroneously taking 
it to be the first step in the official enquiry into the charges, from my 
omission to mark the letter ‘Private,’ naturally misconceived it to be 
a breach of the Constitution, and vehemently protested in a public 
circular addressed to ‘the members of the Theosophical Society,’ and 
of which 5,000 copies were distributed to them, to all parts of the 
world. The name of the accuser not being mentioned, the wrong 
impression prevailed that I was the author of the charges, and at the 
same time intended to sit as Chairman of the tribunal that was to in- 
vestigate them. I regret this circumstance as having caused bad feeling 
throughout the Society against its Chief Executive, who has been the 
personal friend of the accused for many years, has ever appreciated 
as they deserved his eminent services and unflagging devotion to the 
Society and the whole movement, and whose constant motive has been 
to be brotherly and act justly to all his colleagues, of every race, 
religion and sex.” 

Having thus followed up the line adopted in the Notice of April 
27th which we have given, Col. Olcott proceeds in his Address to 
the Judicial Committee to argue and give his own opinions and con- 
clusions on the various questions raised by Mr. Judge at the meeting 
of the General Council three days preceding, as recited, and concludes 
this portion of his address by stating: 

“From the above facts it is evident that W. Q. Judge is, and 
since December, 1888, has continuously been, de jure as well as de 
facto, Vice-President of the Theosophical Society. The facts having 
been laid before the General Council in its session of the 7th inst., my 
ruling has been ratified; and is now also concurred in by Mr. 
Judge. He is, therefore, triable by this tribunal for ‘cause shown.’ ” 

The President-Founder then passes to the second point raised 
by Mr. Judge. It is interesting to note that in this passage he en- 
larges the original charge as contained in his letter of Feb. 7. He 
says: 

“The second point raised by the accused is more important. If 
the acts alleged were done by him at all—which remains as yet sub- 
judice—and he did them as a private person, he cannot be tried by any - 
other tribunal than the Aryan Lodge, T. S., of which he is a Fellow 
and the President. Nothing can possibly be clearer than that. Now, 
what are the alleged offences? 

“That he practiced deception in sending false messages, orders 
and letters, as if sent and written by ‘Masters’; and in statements to 
me about a certain Rosicrucian jewel of H. P. B.’s. 
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“That he was untruthful in various other instances enumerated. 
“Are these solely acts done in his private capacity; or may they 

or either of them be laid against him as wrong-doing by the Vice- 
President? This is a grave question, both in its present bearings and 
as establishing a precedent for future contingencies. We must not 
make a mistake in coming to a decision. 

“In summoning Mr. Judge before this tribunal, I was moved by 
the thought that the alleged evil acts might be separated into (a) 
strictly private acts, viz., the alleged untruthfulness and deception, and 
(b) the alleged circulation of deceptive imitations of what are sup- 
posed to be Mahatmic writings, with intent to deceive; which com- 
munications, owing to his high official rank among us, carried a weight 
they would not have had if given out by a simple member. This 
seemed to me a far more heinous offense than simple falsehood, or 
any other act of an individual, and to amount to a debasement of his 
office, if proven. ... The issue is now open to your consideration, 
and you must decide as to your judicial competency.” 

Although the original charge was “misuse’’—1. e., imitating— 
“the handwriting of the Mahatmas,” yet Col. Olcott proceeds to give 
it as his opinion that— 

“The present issue is not at all whether Mahatmas exist or the 
contrary, or whether they have or have not recognizable handwrit- 
ings, and have or have not authorized Mr. Judge to put forth docu- 
ments in their names. I believed, when issuing the call, that the 
question might be discussed without entering into investigations that 
would compromise our corporate neutrality. The charges as formu- 
lated and laid before me by Mrs. Besant could, in my opinion, have 
been tried without doing this.” 

After this extraordinary admission and affirmation, Colonel 
Olcott proceeds to hasten to his own defense for having brought 
matters thus far and for what he now finds himself compelled to do, 
that is, to reverse himself completely : 

9 . I must refer to my official record to prove that I would 
have been the last to help in violating a Constitution of which I am, 
it may be said, the father, and which I have continually defended at 
all times and in all circumstances. On now meeting Mr. Judge in 
London, however, and being made acquainted with his intended line 
of defense, I find that by beginning the enquiry we should be placed 
in this dilemma, viz., we should either have to deny him the common 
justice of listening to his statements and examining his proofs (which 
would be monstrous in even a common court of law, much more in a 
Brotherhood like ours, based on lines of ideal justice), or be plunged 
into the very abyss we wish to escape from. Mr. Judge’s defense is 
that he is not guilty of the acts charged; that Mahatmas exist, are 
related to our Society, and in personal connection with himself; and 
he avers his readiness to bring many witnesses and documentary 
proofs to support his statements.” 

The reader should engrave the foregoing upon his memory. It 
is Colonel Olcott’s and.therefore Mrs. Besant’s own admission, first 
that the constitutional questions raised by Mr. Judge were raised for 
the sake of the Society and not to evade “trial; second, that his 
“line of defense” which makes the real “dilemma” for his accusers, 
is simply that Judge “avers,” as Col. Olcott states, not only that he 
is not guilty, but that he is prepared to prove his connection with the 
Mahatmas. And although these very constitutional questions and 
Judge’s very avowal of innocence and readiness to meet an investiga- 
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tion were stated in Judge’s circular of March 15, and although Col. 

Olcott six weeks later (in the Notice of April 27) declares that in the 
opinion of “eminent counsel’ as well as himself the trial can properly 
take place as summoned, the President-Founder at London finds 

himself in a dilemma indeed. What if the trial should proceed and 
_ Judge actually prove his messages? Not to listen to Judge’s defense 
would be so “monstrous” that not even the dullest or most prejudiced 
would fail to see its inequity, however they may have been blinded 
to the monstrous inequity of bringing these hearsay “‘charges” in the 
first place. Now let the reader witness how Colonel Olcott himself 
evaded the real issue and at the same time did in fact what he had 
just characterized as “monstrous even in a common court of law, 
much more in a Brotherhood like” the Theosophical Society. He 
proceeds: 

“The moment we entered into these questions we should violate 
the most vital spirit of our federal compact, its neutrality in matters 
of belief. Nobody, for example, knows better than myself the fact 
of the existence of Masters, yet I would resign my office unhesi- 
tatingly if the Constitution were amended so as to erect such a belief 
into a dogma: everyone in our membership is as free to disbelieve 
and deny their existence as I am to believe and affirm it. For the 
above reason, then, I declare as my opinion that this enquiry must go 
no further; we may not break our own laws for any consideration 
whatsoever. It is furthermore my opinion that such an enquiry, 
begun by whatsoever official body within our membership cannot pro- 
ceed if a similar line of defense be declared. If, perchance, a guilty 
person should at any time go scot-free in consequence of this ruling, 
we cannot help it; the Constitution is our palladium, and we must 

‘make it the symbol of justice or expect our Society to disintegrate.” 
‘ Thus, in this one paragraph, is the admission in Col. Olcott’s 
own words and decision, of the impropriety and illegality of the 
original bringing of the “charges;” the admission that every consti- 
tutional contention raised by Mr. Judge was correct; the admission 
that Mr. Judge was ready and willing to produce his proofs of Mahat- 
mic intercourse; the admission that such a “line of defense’ upset 
the whole procedure, and that the Enquiry “must go no farther”— 
thus debarring Mr. Judge, foully accused of dishonorable conduct, 
even from being “entitled to enjoy the full opportunity to disprove 
the charges brought against you,” as Col. Olcott had written him 
March 20th, when suspending him from the Vice-Presidency pend- 
ing the meeting of the Judicial Committee. In thus himself ignobly 
retreating from the field of battle the President-Founder in the bit- 
terness and humiliation of his enforced reverse, cannot forebear a 
Parthian shot at his still untouched target as a prelude to his final 

- admission: 
“Candor compels me to add that, despite what I thought some 

preliminary quibbling and unfair tactics, Mr. Judge has traveled hither 
from America to meet his accusers before this Committee, and an- 
nounced his readiness to have the charges investigated and decided on 
their merits by any competent tribunal.” 

We have asked the reader to impress these remarkable state- 
ments on his memory for the reason that when we come to the final 
debacle we shall find both Col. Olcott and Mrs. Besant solemnly 
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affirming over and over again that Judge was “guilty,” as if that 
“ouilt” had been proven; that he evaded a trial; that he escaped a 
trial through pleading what the lawyers call a demurrer. Still more, 
because in the quarter century since these lamentable episodes, not 

once but a hundred and a thousand times have Mrs. Besant and Col. 
Olcott repeated the same statements to those who believed in all good 
faith their utterly untrustworthy—to use the mildest possible expres- 
sion—testimony in any matter where the whole truth would show them > 
grossly at fault or grievously in error. The reader should remember 

that the impeachment of their subsequent statements is out of their 
own mouths, not from other witnesses: Col. Olcott’s as just given, 
Mrs. Besant’s as shall follow in the extracts to be given from the ~ 
Appendix to the “Neutrality” pamphlet. é 

After these remarks Col. Olcott’s argues in extenuation of him- 
self against the resolutions adopted by the Convention of the Ameri- 
can Convention, and proceeds: 

“Tt having been made evident to me that Mr. Judge cannot be 
tried on the present accusations without breaking through the lines 
of our Constitution, I have no right to keep him further suspended, 
and so I hereby cancel my notice of suspension, dated February 7th, 
1894 [here again is a significant admission, albeit unintentional; for the 
date of the letter of suspension, as officially forwarded, was March 
20th,] and restore him to the rank of Vice-President.” 

The remainder of the President-Founder’s Address to the Judi- 
cial Committee is a half-apology for the ‘inconvenience’ caused the 
members and others by the convocation of the Committee, and a 
plea for “brotherhood.” 

Mr. Mead then submitted to the Judicial Committee the minutes 
of the General Council meeting of July 7th, as given. The Judicial 
Committee then adopted the following resolutions: 

“Resolved: That the President be requested to lay before the 
committee the charges against Mr. Judge referred to in his address. 

“The charges were laid before the Committee accordingly. 
“After deliberation, it was: 
“Resolved: that although it has ascertained that the member 

bringing the charges [Mrs. Besant] and Mr. Judge are both ready to 
go on with the enquiry, the Committee considers, nevertheless, that the 
charges are not such as relate to the conduct of the Vice-President in 
his official capacity, and therefore are not subject to its jurisdiction.” 

It will be observed from the foregoing that the report merely 
states that the resolutions were “adopted” by the Committee without 
giving the votes, pro and contra. The reader should understand that 

the delegates favorable to Mr. Judge left it to the others to decide 
whether to proceed or not. 

Another resolution affirmed that a trial of the kind under inquiry 
would violate the neutrality of the Society in matters of religious 
opinion. On this “four members abstained from voting,” according 
to the report. Their names are not given. Another resolution 
adopted. the President’s address, and still another resolution was 
adopted asking the General Council to print and circulate a report 
of the proceedings. The question was then raised whether the charges 
against Mr. Judge should be included in the printed report. On this 
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_ Mr. Burrows moved and Mr. Sturdy seconded a resolution that “if 
§ _ the Proceedings were printed at all the charges should be included.” 
_ We think, in view of all the circumstances connected, and more par- 
_ ticularly the step subsequently taken by them, that this resolution 

yas introduced with the full knowledge and acquiescence of both 
Mrs. Besant and Colonel Olcott. But when the assembled Delegates 

- came to see the full iniquity of officially spreading broadcast a series 
of charges after having denied the accused the opportunity of meet- 
ing and rebutting them, this motion was too much for even the most 
Samet to stomach and be responsible for. The report says: “On 
being put to the vote the resolution was not carried.” Once more, the 
report carefully abstains from mentioning who voted for and who 
against this infamous resolution. After this, the report states, “The 
Minutes having been read and confirmed the Committee dissolved.” 

It will be noted that every resolution adopted by the General 
Council in its session of the 7th July, and all the Proceedings of the 
session of the Judicial Committee on the 10th were taken in exact 
accord with the remarks of the President-Founder in his addresses to 
the two bodies. This shows two things, first, that the sessions were 
the mere carrying out of a “cut-and-dried” program arranged in 
advance by Col. Olcott and Mrs. Besant; second, that they controlled 
the majority action of both bodies. A third matter is still more 
worthy of note: that in the entire proceedings, both of the General 
Council meeting and those of the Judicial Committee, Mr. Judge and 
those representing him took an entirely passive part. Having in 
formal letters addressed to the two bodies, raised the necessary legal 
questions, and avowed his readiness to meet directly any trial of the 
real issues at stake, Mr. Judge remained silent throughout, leaving it 
to his persecutors to take what steps they would. He made no attack 
on any of his enemies; he demanded no inquiry into the gross mal- 
feasance shown by the President-Founder; he brought no charges 
against those present whom he knew to be manipulating the proceed- 
ings ; he did not ask that those who had themselves claimed to be “in 
communication with Masters” to be put upon their voir dire and sub- 
mitted to the same ordeal that had been thrust upon him; he made no 
comments, raised no objections, demanded no retractions, no apology. 
He had simply met squarely all that had been rumored, circulated, 
charged against him; that done, he had taken no advantage of the 
dilemma and the wrong-doing of his opponents. He had fulfilled to 
the uttermost scruple the rules of Occultism, the requirements of 
simple Brotherhood, and uttered no word of complaint or reproach - 
at their violation by those sworn, like himself, to the First Object 
of the T. S., the Pledge and Rules of the School of the Masters. 
His enemies he did not look upon as his personal foes, nor as inten- 
tionally dishonorable, but as probationers in the fiery furnace of 
Pledge Fever, knowing not what they did. As they had broken away 
from the lines, he could not help them, but he could, and did, abstain 

from pushing them further afield. He knew that now all the facts 
were of record, so that no student need be misled by partisan or 
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corrupted testimony. The whole Theosophical world could know 
that those high in the counsels of the Society had brought charges, 
had racked the world for évidences to sustain them, had had the entire 
proceedings in their own hands, and had themselves been forced by 
the hollowness and inequity of their own conduct to reverse them- 
selves completely, in order to save, not Judge, but themselves. We 
have seen Olcott’s volte face. In the Appendix to the “Neutrality” — 
pamphlet we shall witness Mrs. Besant’s self-impeachment. 

(To be continued ) 

STU DIES* 
PARACELSUS III 

ODERN medicine, while it has gained largely in anatomy, 
M physiology, and pathology, and even in therapeutics, has lost 

immensely by its narrowness of spirit, its rigid materialism, 
its sectarian dogmatism. One school in its purblindness sternly ignores 
whatever is developed by other schools ; and all unite in ignoring every 
grand conception of man or nature developed by Mesmerism, or by 
American experiments on the brain—every principle which does 
not conform to a stolid materialism. It would require a convocation 
of the hostile physicians of the several different schools to bring to- 
gether what is now known of medical science, and it too often hap- 
pens that after the best practitioners have vainly exhausted their art 
upon a patient a mesmerist or “healing medium” will effect a cure. 

The explorers of old medical literature, from the time of Hippo- 
crates to that of Paracelsus and Van Helmont, will find a vast number 
of well-attested physiological and psychological facts and of measures 
or medicines for healing the sick which modern physicians refuse to 
employ. Even with respect to surgery, modern practitioners have 
humbly and publicly confessed the total impossibility of their approxi- 
mating to anything like the marvelous skill displayed in the art of 
bandaging by ancient Egyptians. The many hundred yards of liga- 
ture enveloping a mummy from its ears down to every separate toe 
were studied by the chief surgical operators in Paris, and notwith- 
standing that the models were before their eyes they were unable 
to accomplish anything like it. 

“Who,” honestly exclaims Pfaff, “what man has ever taken 
more comprehensive views of nature than Paracelsus? He was the — 
bold creator of chemical medicines; the founder of courageous 
parties ; victorious in controversy, belonging to those spirits who have | 
created amongst us a new code of thinking on the natural existence of © 
things. What he scattered through his writings on the philosopher’s 
stone, on pigmies and spirits of the mines, on signs, on homunculi, — 
and the elixir of life, and which are employed by many to lower his 
estimation, cannot extinguish our grateful remembrance of his gen- 

* Collated from Jsts Unveiled and The Secret Doctrine. 
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_ eral works, nor our admiration of his free, bold exertions, and his 

noble, intellectual life.” 
: “The mundane God, eternal, boundless, young and old, of wind- 
ing form,” say the Chaldean oracles. This “winding form” is a figure 
to express the vibratory motion of the Astral Light, with which the 
ancient priests were perfectly well acquainted, though they may have 
differed in views of ether from modern scientists; for in the A‘ther 

they placed the Eternal Idea pervading the Universe, or the Wall 
which becomes Force, and creates or organizes matter. 

“The will,” says Van Helmont, “is the first of all powers. For 
through the will of the Creator all things were made and put in 
motion . . . The will is the property of all spiritual beings, and 
displays itself in them the more actively the more they are freed from 

matter.’ And Paracelsus, “the divine,” as he was called, adds in the 
same strain: “Faith must confirm the imagination, for faith establishes 
the will. . . Determined will is the beginning of all magical opera- 
tions. . . Because men do not perfectly imagine and believe the re- 
sult is that the arts are uncertain, while they might be perfectly 
certain.” ‘ 

Both Van Helmont and Paracelsus agree as to the great potency 
of the will in the state of ecstasy; they say that “the spirit is every- 
where diffused; and the spirit is the medium of magnetism;” that 
pure primeval magic does not consist in superstitious practices and 
vain ceremonies, but in the imperial will of man. “It is not the spirits 
of heaven and of hell which are the masters over physical nature, but 
the soul and spirit of man which are concealed in him as the fire is 
concealed in the flint.”’ 

“O, young girl, a god possesses thee! It is either Pan, or 
Hekate, or the venerable Corybantes, or Cybele that agitates thee!” 
the chorus says, addressing Phceedra, in Euripides. This form of psy- 
chological epidemic has been too well known from the time of the 
middle ages to cite instances of it. The Choroe a sancti Viti is an 
historical fact, and spread throughout Germany. Paracelsus cured 
quite a number of persons possessed of such a spirit of imitation. 
But he was a kabalist, and therefore accused by his enemies of 
having cast out the devils by the power of a stronger demon which 
he was believed to carry about with him in the hilt of his sword. 
The Christian judges of those days of horror found a better and a 
surer remedy. Voltaire states that in the district of Jura, between 
1598 and 1600, over six hundred lycanthropes were put to death by a 
pious judge. 

The fact alone that theology dreaded a great deal more the reve- 
lations which might come through the mysterious agency of phe- 
nomena than all the threatening “conflicts” with science and the cate- 
gorical denials of the latter ought to have opened the eyes of the 
most skeptical. The church of Rome has never been either credulous 
or cowardly, as is abundantly proved by the Machiavellism which 
marks her policy. Moreover, she has never troubled herself much 
about the clever prestidigitators whom she knew to be simply adepts 
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in juggling. Robert Houdin, Comte, Hamilton, and Bosco slept 
secure in their beds, while she persecuted such men as Paracelsus, 
Cagliostro, and Mesmer, the Hermetic philosophers and mystics—and 
effectually stopped every genuine manifestation of an occult nature by 
killing the mediums. 

While many of the medizval Hermetists were profoundly re- 
ligious men, they were, in their innermost hearts—like kabalists of 
every age—the deadliest enemies of the clergy. How true the words 
of Paracelsus when worried by fierce persecution and slander, mis- 
understood by friends and foes, abused by laity and clergy, he ex- 
claimed: “O ye of Paris, Padua, Montpellier, Salerno, Vienna, and 
Leipzig! ! Ye are not teachers of the truth, but confessors of lies. 
Your philosophy is a lie. Would you know what MAGIC really 
is, then seek it in St. John’s Revelation. Then let your farces have 
anend. The Bible 1s the true key and interpreter. John, not less than 
Moses, Elias, Enoch, David, Solomon, Daniel, Jeremiah, and the rest 
of the prophets was a magician, kabalist, and diviner. “If now all or 
even any of those I have named were living, I do not doubt that you 
would make an example of them in your miserable slaughter house, 
and would annihilate them there on the spot, and if it were possible, 
the Creator of all things too!” 

That Paracelsus had learned some mysterious and useful things 
out of Revelations and other Bible books, as well as from the Kabala, 
was proved by him practically ; so much so, that he is called by many 
the “father of magic and founder of the occult physics of the Kabala 
and magnetism.”’ 

He was the founder of the School of Animal Magnetism and 
the discoverer of the occult properties of the magnet. He was 
branded by his age as a sorcerer, because the cures he made were 
marvelous. ‘Three centuries later Baron Du Potet was also accused 
of sorcery and demonolatry by the church of Rome, and of char- 
latanry by the academicians of Europe. 

As the fire-philosophers say, it is not the chemist who will con- 
descend to look upon the “living fire’ otherwise than as his col- 
leagues do. “Thou hast forgotten what thy fathers taught thee about 
it—or rather, thou has never known . . ._ itis too loud for thee!” 

Paracelsus was murdered by some unknown foe at the early age 
of forty-eight. So firm was the popular belief in his supernatural 
powers that to this day the tradition survives among the simple- 
minded Alsatians that he is not dead, but “sleepeth in his grave” at 
Strasburg. And they often whisper among themselves that the green 
sod heaves with every respiration of that weary breast, and that deep 
groans are heard as the great fire-philosopher awakes to the remem- 
brance of cruel wrongs suffered at the hands of his cruel slanderers 
for the sake of the great truth! 

(To be continued ) 

ee 



THE SPIRIT IN THE BODY* 
For Spirit, when invested with matter or prakriti, experienceth 

the qualities which proceed from prakriti; its connection with these 
qualities is the cause of its rebirth in good and evil wombs. The 
Spirit in the body is called Maheswara, the Great Lord, the spectator, 
the admonisher, the sustainer, the enjoyer and also the Paramatma, 

_ the highest soul.—Bhagavad-Gita, Chapter XIII. 

HAVE your letter of Sunday. Sorry that the trip was hard and 
I immediately fruitless, but we know that there is no blame for re- 

sults, if the best we know is done. So we can rest on that, and go 
on to the next duty free from any anxiety. 

I have read the extracts you send: they are all good, and we can- 
not have too many of them. Even if we do not use them all in the 
prospective pamphlet, they will be at our hand in compact form for 
reference and use for others. All this research must have its effect 
on your perceptions as to what the intention of the Messenger was 
and is. You have found for yourself and cannot be accused of tak- 
‘ing any other’s statement. It places you in a position which is unas- 
sailable, and that is good for you for the benefit of others who have 
accepted other ideas, and followed other courses. 

on “The Self of Spirit and the Self of matter can never meet.” 
The trouble is as you say—materialization of concepts. When we see 
that the trouble lies in that, we are on our guard against it, and all 
the time endeavor to correct that personal tendency, and as results 
always follow effort, the difficulty is finally overcome. If we have 
confidence in our power to learn, and reliance on the law of our being, 
we can never feel discouraged even though we seem to be falling 
back, or making no progress. ‘The result of the effort is not in that 
with which we identify ourselves when we are impatient or discour- 
aged, but of, and in, the inner nature which impelled the effort, and 
which in reality was then in action. We are not our body, brain, cir- 
cumstances, duties nor any changeable thing; they constitute our 
instrument and opportunities only ; they change and pass away; 1 
them all, “duty is the royal talisman.” I think it would be better 6 
take the position that you never fail nor fall nor slip back, but that 
you have not been constant and careful in guidance of your respon- 
sive, but irresponsible instrument ; hence, you feel the effects through 
it of your lack of care. Get hold of it, take care of it, guide it, use it, 
but be the Self,—‘‘The man that is, that was, that ever shall be’ to 
whom all these things are but fleeting shadows. 

The fight against the personal idea is a long one. The personality 
has to be watched that it does not insidiously take to itself what zt has 

no claim to. Theosophy was given to us; we but pass it on. People 
are naturally grateful to receive it, and this is right, but the one who 
passes it along knows where gratitude belongs. He can say “Thank 
Theosophy as I do. It enables me to help others; it will also enable 
you.” In that way he helps himself as he helps others. 

Now as to your extracts on which you want me to say some- 
* From the Letters of Robert Crosbie, here published for the first time.—Eprrors. 

a a 
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thing: “I establish this whole universe with a single portion of my-_ 
self and remain separate.” 

The finite mind cannot understand many things, and being | ite 
and conditioned myself, I cannot explain that which is beyond 
power of sages, but if I were endeavoring to form an idea for myself 
in regard to the above, I would take that of Abstract Space as the basis" 
of that “I” which establishes the universe as a portion of “itself.” 
That portion could not be formed by any other cause or inherency 
than the Absolute (Space), and yet Space is illimitable, notwithstand- 
ing innumerable universes; that space not only being around such 
universes, but in and throughout every particle of manifested matter. 
Our bodies are in space, and space is in our bodies, so that while 
bodies are formed from and in space, yet space remains space and 
hence separate. These are words only, yet may serve to convey an 
idea—grasped but not materialized. 

“T am the origin of ail,’ would have its explanation in the above; 
the Self as All and in All. 

The eight-fold division of my nature is inferior even though it — 
includes Manas, Buddhi, and Ahankara; these divisions are inferior © 
because they are divisions, conditioned aspects, progressively change- 
able, hence non-eternal. The superior nature is different because 
eternal and unchangeable—the origin, nature and basis of all beings; 
while all these conditioned aspects exist, that which perceives in them 
all is the Self; there is nothing but the Self. Take ourselves: what 
perceives in waking; what in dream; what in sushupti; what in 
Manas; what in Buddhi; is it not the same consciousness per se under 
varying conditions? This consciousness is no one of the aspects or 
conditions, nor all of them put together, but is the cause of all evolu- 
tion of matter and form, and the perceiver and knower in all. It is 
said that the universe is embodied consciousness. Consciousness must 
be the Knower of all embodiments and superior to any embodiment 
or conditioned aspect of perception. Our bodies are made up of 
innumerable and varying small lives, through. which we obtain con- 
tact with this plane. Our conditioned aspect of consciousness is so by 
reason of this contact and attraction of lives; their aspect is expanded ; 
and both are corsciousness differently conditioned. We might con- 
sider it this way: All is Consciousness, either Unconditioned or con- 
ditioned in innumerable degrees, and yet that consciousness is One—_ 
the power to perceive. The more any aspect expands, the more 
the sense of Oneness in it—“the Self in all things and all things in 
the Self.” It cannot be explained, but it may be felt. The Condi-— 
tioned has its origin, basis and being in the Unconditioned, but the 
conditioned is not the Unconditioned. 3 

“Know that Purusha and Prakriti are eternal.” This is the same 
as saying “Spirit and Matter are co-existent and co-eternal.” Spirit 
and matter are not to be regarded as independent realities, but as — 
two facets or aspects of the Absolute, which constitutes the basis of 
conditioned Being, whether subjective or objective. 

If nothing in these, call again. Must retire; love to you and 
every success. As ever— 



REWARDS 
O the honest Soul on its own high level, unsullied by the smirch- 
ing thought of personal gain, “reward” for meritorious 

com action is inconceivable as a thing separate and apart from the 

action, and is seen clearly to be implicit in it. In high moments, rigor- 

ous doctrine appeals. Uplifted beyond the personal self by high 

_ endeavor, we see the folly of our prudent, honesty-is-the-best-policy 

brothers, like fowl scratching, eyes groundward, looking for “reward.” 

ust and true appears the stern old saying, “Virtue is its own reward.” 

But come dark moments when the soul struggles, deep enmeshed 
coils of matter. Then, wearied with effort after effort over a 

desert blown with the futile sands of apparent failure, we thirst 
for just one little oasis of achievement and recognition. There we 

might find rest,-and hope, also, to cheer us on the further journey. 
And so, we strain from mirage to mirage, seeing ever fairer ones 

beyond. Always the water of life eludes us, if we continue searching 
for ourselves. The pursuit is vain, for, even were the well-spring to 
bubble forth before our eyes, we would mutter “’tis a poisoned 
stream,” and turn aside. 

Yet this very reward we crave is none other than to achieve 
without reckoning debit and credit. It is to pour forth the wealth 

_we have acquired, to bestow fortune on those who will receive it, to 
cheer others on to victory, to act always with that wisdom which is 
evident wherever Krishna and the Mighty Archer may be. ‘Fortune, 
victory, wealth, and wise action” are to be free from doubt, firm— 
with delusion destroyed, and to act to benefit mankind. 

When we shall become capable of recognizing as reward only 
those possessions which “are shared by all pure souls equally” ; when 
our sense of gain has finally burst all the cramping bonds of the lim- 
ited personality and expanded to the Infinite Self; then, the hope of 
reward regards no belittling devachanic cul-de-sac for ourselves, but 

_is hope for the world—the only hope for the world of suffering men. 
If the final reward must be the complete renunciation of all de- 

sires that have hitherto bent us like trees before the winds; if it is the 
willingness to “appear as nothing in the eyes of men’; if it is the 
ability to be a beneficent force in nature; then, as we travel the un- 
numbered desert sands of apparent failure, should we not constantly 
remind ourselves that the Water of Life flows within the depths of 
the Soul itself, and to find the living Stream is the Great Reward, 
ever obtainable. 

TIME IN ETERNITY 
If eternity is eternal, it includes and supercedes every moment 

of time. Then why bother with Time? As a word, let us blue- 
pencil it from our dictionaries; as a mischievous suggestion of Mara 
forget it, discard it, consign it to the waste basket of the Soul with 
everything appertaining to it. 



ON THE LOOKOUT 

IDAHO ANTIQUITIES 

Three forms of prehistoric writing have been discovered on rocks in 
Owyhee County, Southwestern Idaho. The oldest is undecipherable. The next 
most recent is pictographic, a stage which in the development of a language is 
most recent is pictographic, a stage which in the development of a language is 
ages older than the ideographic. 

This rather parallels the fact that the oldest human skull found (the 
Broken Hill Skull) has certain modern features not found in the intervening 
ones. 

We have dealt with the Chinese nature of symbols in regard to those 
found in Mexico in this magazine for March, 1922. 

The chief question in that respect, as will be noted by turning to the number 
mentioned, is that of the age of the relics. It is stated in regard to those of 
Idaho that, “They may be anywhere from 400 to 30,000 years old.” It is prob- 
able, however, that the archaeologists would reject with scorn any age we might 
place besides these “exact” figures. However, in addition to the ludicrous 
mistakes of some scientists in these matters, which were exposed by H. P. 
Blavatsky, we have more modern instances, such as the fact that certain cliff 
dwellings in Grand Canyon National Park, considered by scientists to be cen- 
turies and perhaps milleniums old, are well known by the local Indians and 
settlers to be the product of the grandfather of “Big Jim,” a local chief. 
(This, of course, does not apply to all such ruins in that vicinity; but the 
instance is interesting as showing how difficult it is to tell the real age of such 
remains.) But local traditions count for nothing against scientific preconcep- 
tions; otherwise the fact that the Idaho Indians, while claiming the latest char- 
acters to be the work of their forefathers, say that the two older forms are the 
work of spirits; this is hardly the case, of course, but does indicate that said 
writings were produced either by people of such antiquity as to be entirely lost 
from tenacious local tradition, or of seemingly superhuman powers. 

THINKING WITH THE REVERSE ENGLISH 

This discovery is taken to substantiate the theory that “the North American 
Indians descended from a race which came from Asia by way of Behring 
Straits.” In view of the fact that the Mexican Chinese characters are “primi- 
tive” in nature, and therefore older than the Asiatic Chinese, since little of the 
“primitive” appears there, why should not the reverse have been the case? 

Perhaps the fact that to accept such a theory would lead to the teachings 
of the “Secret Doctrine,” printed in 1888, may have something to do with the 
matter. For how could a Russian mystic have known more of anything than — 
later scientists? Nothing: Therefore, away with her, and never mind what the 
facts may say! 

For if she and her Brothers knew in advance all that science is painfully 
learning day by day, the Great God Progress has feet of clay. But the prestige 
of the priesthood of science must be maintained, and the god must not be ques- 
tioned, though all the spiritual aspirations of the race, all its possibilities of 
altruism, and even its material happiness, be hurled into the brazen belly of 
this red hot god. 

“SUPERSTITION” 

A few scientists, recognizing that popular “superstitions,” however much 
perverted, are often founded on solid facts, sometimes of great importance 
to the welfare of the race, are beginning to study them with the idea of learn- 
ing something instead of merely displaying their ability to account for their 
origin by erudite but impossible hypotheses. | 
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Prof. Joshua C. Gregory, Prof. McDougall, Prof. Scott Elliott and the 
omniscient and ubiquitous H. G. Wells disdain such childish weakness. The 

_ dread of the dead, universal in other times, and lacking even now in only a 
portion of our civilized populations, is merely a superstition to them; and it 
therefore becomes necessary that they draw from the depths (?) of their 
minds, theories to show the origin of this “baseless” belief. The doctrines 
of the philosophical and rational scientists of old Asia (repeated in Theosophy ) 
are calmly disregarded, in spite of the fact that the dead, or rather portions of 

their constitution, are dreaded worse there than anywhere else. The aforesaid 
gentlemen arrive at the satisfactory theory that primitive man, being closely 
ound together in groups, regarded the dead man as no longer belonging to the 

group, therefore an enemy; said superstition having arisen in the Neolithic 
age, and man before that having no idea of immortality. Even laying aside the 
trifling facts that the older Paleolithic man was more civilized in every respect 
than the Neolithic, and that this idea gives no answer to the question as to how 
primitive man first got the idea of immortality, it is obvious that this is all 
unproven hypothesis; and Professor Gregory so admits; however, we shall 
very soon have a certain type of “scientist” preaching this as truth, and having 
it so accepted by the “thinking” public. 

SUPERSTITION OR EXPERIENCE? 

This is a matter having vital bearing on public welfare. These theorists 
are hardly to be blamed for their conclusions, since they are the inevitable 
product of the pitiful paucity of Western knowledge in regard to the real 

make-up of the human being. Seeing only Omnipotent Matter, with a vague 
“spiritual” or “mental” something as a secondary adjunct to its functioning in 
the human body, they could not in the nature of things see in this a dread, not 
of the true and spiritual “dead,” but of a dangerous and often vicious secondary 
and invisible corpse; the lower passional principle animating the etheric and 
magnetic astral body, devoid of the Real Self, soul, and conscience. 

These theorists have evidently not considered the moral hazard of spiritism. 
If they had done so, they might have found in the terrible results of certain 
phases thereof upon mediums, and the great dangers in all cases, as well as the 
utter lack of consistency or advanced knowledge received, something significant. 

CORPSES 

We have no interest in proving our point as a mere matter of scientific 
knowledge ; but it is evident, not only from theosophic teachings, but from the 

- facts available, that the animal and sensual part of even very noble human 
beings, when devoid of the restraint of the spiritual man, are dangerous, in the 
case of others, they may be deadly. Worse than this, in the case of suicides 
and murderers, whose higher elements are still in coadunition with the astral 
body and passional principle, there are possibilities, for the dead man, of the 
worst fate which the personality may meet in this solar system; and sometimes 
even the spiritual man may be disturbed in the deep mental realm to which he 
has drawn himself. 

No man will voluntarily enter into any kind of close relationship with a 
corpse, even though his repulsion be on purely sanitary grounds. Why should 
not there be unseen corpses emanating more deadly effluvia, carrying more 
sinister germs, than any on the physical plane? The graveyard air about the 
spiritualist seance—when the medium is really in contact with a dead or dying 
shell—is sepulchral and depressing; and the moral records of spiritualism 
are horrible. 

There is only one remedy for these errancies; the inculcation of a spiritu- 
ality which, on one hand, will be able to see that there is more in the human 
being than matter and a vague “soul’’—even when the latter is conceded; and, 
on the other hand, the fact that there is more in the after death state for the 
real man than the petty affairs of his relatives. 
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With this must go an altruism which will permit the scientist to recogni 
in the common man and his “superstitions” an eternal spiritual eit if 
an innate and untaught perception of certain truths; and which will permit t 
spiritualist to abandon his selfish and blind desire to disturb the happy “d ac 
in order to satisfy his own longings for communication; longings r 
solely upon lack of real faith, real spirituality, and true know ledge. 

ELECTRICAL MEMORY | 

Dr. Crile finds that the brain mechanism is operated by electricity. - Orie 
Science said the same some thousands of years ago, and H. P. Bla atskey 
peated it in 1877. Sensations, according to Dr. Crile, when weak the. 4 
organ are amplified by the firing of successive cells on the pathway ‘to - 
brain, every cell, according to him, being an electrical battery, which is e 
nently correct. ‘Electricity is Life,” said H.P.B. over and over. ie 

According to the Doctor, “as the passage of electricity through the = 
causes the sensation of light, so the passage of electricity through the: ¢ 
causes the sensation of sound.” H.P.B. said: | 

“To the commonly known properties of electricity, must, in this case, ) 
added others, including intelligence.’ (Secret Doctrine, I, 85.) And, 

“The seven primary forces of Electricity. . . These include, amon 
other things, Sound, Light, Color, etc., etc.” (Secret Doctrine, L 554. 

FACT VERSUS THEORY 

Curiously enough, as soon as Dr. Crile steps into the realm of theory, I 
transgresses the primary rules of philosophical thinking. He believes tha 
the white matter of the brain functions as a phonograph matrix upon whic 
each incoming stimuius has made its electrical record. When the brain cells ar 
again aroused to action by a repetition of any one of the original stimuli, th 
outgoing electric impulses reproduce the original action. “Just as a phone 
graph record will give back the same words or tune in after years, so Dr. Cri 
conceives varieties of magnetic phenomena to be written on the white 
the recording tissue, which is the matrix upon which the action patterns ar 
written.” 

This theory is not in itself incorrect; but leads the casual reader to tt 
inference that conscious memory is merely that electrical response, and nothin 
else; also that memory, hence consciousness, is a function of the gray matte 
merely; as, indéed has been taught by many so-called “psychologists.” 

If so, what 1s it in the cell which recognizes the original stimulus? What i 
its matrix? Also, in the case where a man recollects after long years sor 
trifling circumstance, with not an electron of his body the same as whe 
the original impression took place, where is the matrix of memory in this case? 
Recently a man recovered the memory of his identity after living as anothe 
personality for seventeen years. Not only does the above apply, but in thi 
case the man must have been for seventeen years daily and hourly wv - 
stimuli familiar to his other personality, without arousing a glimmer of i 
memories. 

POST-HYPNOTIC MEMORY 
Upon this theory of memory no memory can arise without a 7 

of stimulus; but in the case of action taken under post-hypnotic suggesti 
where 1s the material stimulus ? 

Finally, in any case, how does the “I,” the personal consciousness, recogni 
the reproduced action as the same as the original : ? Science cannot answer thes 
questions ; Theosophy can and does. But before science gets much farther, i 
will have to recognize that every electron and every cell has memory and cor 
sciousness within its own sphere; that these “attributes of matter” are use 
by a higher and dominating central consciousness which once was as they no’ 
are; and that’ this consciousness, like theirs, is eternal and indestructible, 1 
virtue of its unity with the ONE CONSCIOUSNESS. : 


