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refused to members of the Anglican Church whoare known to belong to the T .S .  The largestconference of Anglican bishops which has ever,as far as I know, met in one p lace ,  is going to beheld in Lambeth Palace this summer and at thatconference the subject  of Theosophy is going to beformally considered.  Possibly some public  pro-nouncement will be made upon it, as a resu l t ,  and,if so, I imagine that the pronouncement  will hardlybe sympathet ic .  From one aspect this is a greatcompl iment ,  and shows that our movement isbeing taken very seriously by those in authorityin the churches,  though from another it is verysad as showing how absolutely Theosophy and theatti tude of those who accept its teaching with re-ference to the Christian churches , are misunderstood .
The worst of it is that in the process of trying todiscredit  our teaching  , the old attempts will probablybe renewed to discredit  our teachers  , and all the mudthat has been flung in the past at them in prodigalquanti t ies  will be raked over aga in .  And so Iam going to tell you of some of the accusations andcalumnies  launched against Madame Blavatsky,and quote in refutation of them words uttered bythose who knew her best through close associationand participation in her work.  I shall deliberatelyrefrain from quoting Mrs. Besant,  because she isas much discredited as Madame Blavatsky herself ,and possibly even more mud has been flung at herthan has been flung at Madame Blavatsky. Anytestimony of hers quoted to outside opponentswould certainly be met by some such scoffing replyas, Oh, natural ly ,  of course she would say t ha t . ”So I am going to refer you to people who were asclosely associated with Madame Blavatsky asMrs. Besant herself ,  and in some cases for a muchlonger t ime,  and whose good faith, so far as I know,has never been impugned, nor their impartiality

questioned .
First I take Col. Olco t t ,  who worked with heralmost from the beginning  of her career as aTheosophical teacher and was co -founder with herof the Theosophical Society,  and its first president  ,as to* the genuineness of the phenomena whichoccurred so frequently in the earl ier  days in anyplace in which Madame Blavatsky was. 1 amquoting from a few unsol ici ted tes t imonia ls  byfriends of hers,  given just before her death andpublished in a volume called H.  F.  B . ”  Atpp. 84-5-6 you will find these words :

“ Often and often,  when we two were workingat our desks far into the n ight ,  she wouldillustrate her descriptions of occul t  powers inman and nature by impromptu experimentalphenomena.  Now that I look back to it, I cansee that these phenomena were seemingly chosenwith the specific design of educat ing me inpsychical science,  as the laboratory experimentsof Tyndal l ,  Faraday or Crookes are planned so asto lead the pupi l  seriatim through the curr iculumof physics or chemistry . There were no Coulombsthen above the mud,  no third part ies  to befool ,none waiting for jewelry presents or Yogapowers, or special  tips about the short cut toNirvana;  she merely wanted my literary helpon her book ; and , to make me comprehend theoccult laws involved in the moment’s  dis-cussion,  she experimentally proved the scient if icground she stood upon . More things were thusshown me than have ever been writ ten about ,than all the wondrous works the publ ic  has readabout her having done in the presence of otherwitnesses.  Is it s trange,  then ,  that all thehumbugging tales and reports  by interested cr i t ics  ,abouther trickery and charlatanry,  fai led to shake
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s tanding.  They unanimously  reported againstH .P .B . ’ s  going to law ..................................................The Convention adopted unan imous ly  the viewsof the Commit tee ,  and H .P .B .  was forced toyield to the majority and nerve herself up tobear the consequences.  . . . Though re-strained,  H .P .B .  was not convinced ,  and but forthe constant opposition of her best f r iends ,  wouldhave gone into Court at several  later stages ofthe controversy, when the grossest personalinsults were used as bait  to ent ice her into thetrap set by her enemies ,  whose bit terest  spitehas ever been against her pe rsona l ly .  Shechafed like a caged l ioness,  and thus aggravatedher physical a i lments ,  v iz . ,  a form of Br ight ’sdisease,  an affection of the hear t ,  and a tendencytowards apop lexy .”
Next ,  I will invite you to consider  the t e s t imonyof Mr. A. P.  S inne t t ,  who sacrificed a greatposition in Anglo-Indian Society in the world ofAnglo-Indian journa l i sm,  to col labora te  withH.P .B . ,  but who is the last person to d imin i sh  onejot or t i t t le of the truth in order to bols ter  up thereputation even of a f r i end .  I am quo t ing  fromthe Occult World,  pp. 43 and 44:

“ One conviction we felt had been fullya t ta ined .  This was the convic t ion  of her (1 1 . 1\Blavatsky’s)  own good f a i t h .  It is disagreeablemerely to recognise that this can be impugned ,but this has been done in India  so recklessly andcruelly by people who take up an a t t i t ude  ofhostility to the views with which she is i den t i -fied,  that it would be affecta t ion to pass thequestion by. On the other  hand ,  it would be toogreat a concession to an ignoble  at tack to gominutely over the evidence  of her hones ty  ofcharacter with which my int imacy with Madame

my knowledge of her real psychical powers ?And what wonder that I , who have been favouredbeyond others in the Theosophical Society withthese valid proofs;  who was shown by her thereal i t ies  of transcendental  chemistry and physics ,and the marvel lous  dynamic potencies of thehuman mind,  will ,  and soul ;  who was led byher into the del ightful  path of truth which Ihave ever since joyfully t rodden,  and who waspersonal ly  made to see, know, and talk withthe Eastern Teachers-—what wonder that I haveloved her as a f r i end ,  prized her as a teacher,  andevermore keep her memory sac red?  Liv ing ,  Imight  quarre l  with her, but dead,  I must onlybewail  her irreparable loss, and redouble myexert ions to push on our joint work.Much has been made out of the fact that shedid not go into court to vindicate  her characteraga ins t  the palpable  libels of the Missionary andall ied pa r t i e s .  For this she is not to blame,quite  the cont ra ry .  But for my vehementprotes ts ,  she would have dragged the adversariesinto the Madras Courts as soon as she got backfrom London,  via Cairo,  in 1884. A friend hadoffered her Rs. 10,000 to cover the expenses .  Itwas then barely a fortnight before the t ime for theAnnual  Convention of our Society— December27th,  1884 —and I insis ted upon her waitinguntil  a Special  Jud ic ia l  Committee of theConvent ion should advise  her as to her propercourse .  We were— I told her— the property ofthe Soc ie ty ,  and bound to sink our preferencesand selves for the publ ic  good . She was stubbornto that degree,  that I had to threaten to quit myofficial position before she would l isten to reason .The Convent ion met,  and the case was referredto a Commit tee  composed of Hindu Judges  andother legal gent lemen  of high official  and private
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direction of the Theosophical Soc ie ty .”
Next I call before you as a witness,  Mr. G . R.  S.Mead, one of the most learned,  serious and com-petent students we have ever had in the Society,who will give you his testimony as to her writings  ;I quote from pp. 139 and 140 of The TheosophicalReview, of April 15th ,  1904, which you will findin the library in bound volume 34.

” Some ten years ago or more the lateProfessor Max Mul l e r ,  to whom all lovers of theSacred Books of the East owe so deep a debt ofgratitude, published his most instructive set ofGifford Lectures, entitled ‘ Theosophy or Psycho-logical Rel ig ion . ’  These 1 reviewed in muchdetail in a series of three articles in this review .The aged Professor wrote to me a k indly  note onthe subject ,  taking exception to one or two points ,and we exchanged several letters.He then expressed himself as surprised that Ishould waste, as he thought, what he was goodenough to call my abili t ies on ‘Theosophy , ’when the whole field of Oriental studies laybefore me, in which he was kind enough to thinkI could do useful work.  Above all ,  he waspuzzled to understand why I treated seriouslythat charlatan, Madame Blavatsky, who haddone so much harm to the cause of genuineOriental studies by her parodies of Buddhismand Vedanta, which she had mixed up withWestern ideas .  Her whole theosophy was arechauffe of misunderstood translations of San-scrit and Pali texts.To this I replied that as I had no object toserve but the cause of truth,  if he could convinceme that Madame Blavatsky’s Theosophy wasmerely a clever or ignorant manipulation of

Blavatsky has gradually  supplied me. At varioustimes she has been a guest of ours for periodsnow amounting in all to more than threemonths out of nearly two years.  To any im-partial  intel l igence it will be manifest that,under these circumstances,  I must have been ableto form a better opinion concerning her realcharacter than can possibly be derived from thecrude observations of persons who have perhapsmet her once or twice .  I am not ,  of course,at t r ibuting any scientific value to this sort oftestimony as accrediting the abnormal characterof phenomena she may be concerned in producing  .With such a mighty problem at stake as thetrustworthiness of the fundamental theories ofmodern physical science,  it is impossible toproceed by any other but scientific modes of in-ves t iga t ion .  In any experiments I have t r ied ,  Ihave always been careful to exclude,  not merelythe p robab i l i t y ,  but the possibi l i ty ,  of tr ickery;and where it has been impossible  to secure theproper condi t ions ,  I have not allowed the resultsof the experiment to enter into the sum total ofmy conclusions.  But ,  in its p lace ,  it seemsonly right —only a s l ight  attempt to redress thescandalous  wrong which ,  as far as mere insultand s lander  can do a wrong,  has been done to avery h igh-minded and perfectly honourablewoman — to record the certainty at which inprogress of t ime both my wife and myselfa r r i ved ,  that Madame Blavatsky is a lady ofabsolutely  upright nature,  who has sacrif iced,not merely rank and fortune,  but all thought ofpersonal welfare or comfort in any shape,  fromenthusiasm for occult  s tudies  in the first instance,and la t t e r ly  for the special  task she has takenin hand as an ini t ia te  in, if relatively a humblemember of, the great occult  fraternity — the
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Sanscrit and Pali texts ,  I would do everythingin my power to make the facts known to theTheosophical world ; for I naturally  did not wishto waste my life on a ‘ swindle ’— the epithethe once used of ‘ esoteric Buddhism ’ at anOriental  Congress  . I therefore asked him to beso good as to point  out what in his opinionwere the or ig ina l  texts in Sanscrit  or Pa l i ,  orin any other language,  on which were basedeither the ‘ Stanzas of Dzyan ’ and theircommentaries in the ‘Secret Doc t r ine , ’  or any ofthe three treatises contained in the 'Vo ice  of theSi lence. ’  I had myself for years been searchingfor any trace of the originals  or of fragmentsresembling them,  and had so far found nothing.If we could get the or ig ina ls ,  we asked fornothing be t te r ;  it was the material  we wanted.To this Professor Max Muller replied in a shortnote,  po in t ing  to two verses in ‘The Voice of theSi lence,’  which he said were quite  Western inthought ,  and therefore betrayed their ungenuine-ness .I answered that I was extremely sorry he hadnot pointed out the texts on which any sentenceof the ‘ Precepts ’ or any stanza of the ‘ Book ofDzyan ’ was based ; nevertheless,  I should like topubl i sh  his cri t icism, reserving to myself theright of commenting on it .To this Professor Max Muller hastily rejoinedthat he begged I would not do so, but that Iwould return his letter at once, as he wished towrite something more worthy of -the review.  I,of course,  returned his letter,  but I have beenwaiting from that day to this for the promisedproof that H.  P.  B. was in these marvellousliterary creations nothing but a sorry centonistwho out of tags of misunderstood translationspatched together a fantastic motley for foolsto wear.  And I may add the offer is st i l l  open

for any and every Orientalist  who desires tomake good the,  to me, ludicrous contention ofthe late Nestor of Orientalism . ’ ’
Also I will quote from Mr. Mead as to what Ihave termed the “ inconvenient frankness ” of hertemperament and methods ,  as instanced by hertreatment of him when he went to her three yearsbefore her death,  an unknown young man,  to actas her private secretary. You will find thisextract at pp. 135-136 of the above-mentionedvolume 34 of the Theosophical Review.

“ To all intents and purposes,  as far as anyobjective knowledge was concerned,  1 went towork with H .P .B .  as an entirely unt r ied  factor .I might ,  for all she knew to the contrary,  havebeen a secret emissary of the enemy,  for she wasto my knowledge spied on by many . In any case ,supposing she had been a cheat ,  she must haveknown that it was a very dangerous exper imentto admit  an untried person to her most in t imateenvironment .  Not only ,  however ,  did she dothis ,  but she overwhelmed me with the whole-heartedness of her confidence.  She handed overto me the charge of all her keys , of her MSS . , herwriting desk and the nests of drawers in which shekept her most private papers ;  not only th is ,  butshe further, on the plea of being left in peace forher wri t ing,  absolutely refused to be botheredwith her let ters ,  and made me take over hervoluminous  correspondence, and that too withoutopening it first herself .  She not only meta-phorically,  but sometimes ac tual ly  flung theoffending missives  at my head . I accordingly  hadfrequently to open all her letters and not only toread them, but to answer them as best I could ;for this strange old lady cried out with loudoutcry to be relieved of the burden of letter  -
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us any testimony from outside in her favour? ”Yes ; I think I can : I can give you the testimonyof a writer in Mr. W. T.  Stead’s  publ ica t ion,Borderland . The art icle was unsigned,  but itappears clear that it was written by Mr. Steadhimself .  At any rate ,  it was not written by oneof H .P .B . ’ s  followers,  or known supporters .  Itwas published in 1894.
‘‘ In this sketch I have no intention of revivingthe controversy about the s l id ing  panel and theCoulombs. If everything be true that Dr. Hodgsonand the Psychical Research Society say about her,it only heightens the mystery and adds to themarvel of the influence which Madame Blavatskyundoubtedly has exercised,  and is exercising atthe present moment . For the most irate of thesceptics cannot deny,  and will not d ispute  thefact that the Theosophical Society exis ts ,  that itis far and away the most influential  of all theassociations  which have endeavoured to populariseoccultism, and that its influence is, at the presentt ime,  felt far and wide in many lands ,  and inmany churches. The number of pledged Theo-sophists may be few, although it is probablygreater than most people imagine .  But theTheosophical ideas are subtly penetrating theminds of multitudes who know nothing aboutTheosophy, and are profoundly ignorant of allthe controversies which have raged roundMadame Blavatsky.This is eminently the case with the doctrine ofreincarnation, and with the altered  est imate  whichthe average man is beginning to form of the mysticteachers and seers of Ind i a .  Reincarnation mayor may not be true . Whether true or false it has ,until  the last decade,  been almost unthinkableby the average Western.  This is no longer the

wri t ing ,  that she might write her articles andbooks,  and would wax most wrathful and driveme out whenever I pestered her to answer themost pressing correspondence or even to give mesome idea of what to reply in her name.Now, I am not saying it was right of a womanwho , day by day, received a large batch of letters,some of them —many of them —containing themost private thoughts of men and women all overthe world ,  admitt ing the reader to the intimacyfoftheir inner life, thus to entrust them to a youngman comparatively ignorant of life and almostentirely unable to deal with them , otherwise thaneach morning,  so to speak,  to beard the lion inhis den —for the old lady was leonine—and persistin parading the most important of this corres-pondence before the eyes of H .P .B . ,  to her ever-increasing annoyance and a regular periodicaloutburst  , when both correspondence and secretarywere first committed to an infernal w .p .b . ,  andfinal ly  some sort of compromise arrived at .  Butbe this as it may be, it convinced me wholly andsurely that whatever H .P .B .  may have been, shewas not a cheat or a trickster  ; she had nothing tohide;  for a woman who, according to the mainhypothesis of the S .P .R .  Report,  had had con-federates all over the world and had lived thelife of a scheming adventuress, would have beennot only incredibly foolhardy,  but positively madto have let all her private correspondence passinto the hands of a third party, and that,  too,without even previously opening it herse l f . ”
But perhaps a critic will say,  ” This is all verywell;  but I observe that you have carefully chosenas witnesses three of her co-workers, who, for allI know may have been co -plotters and co -tricksterswith her in her varied deceptions. Can you give
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case. Multitudes who st i l l  reject  it as unprovedhave learned to recognise its value as a hypothesisexplaining many of the mysteries of human life.Altogether  apart from the question of the actualtruth of the doctr ine,  it is indisputable that thesympathetic recognition of the possibil i ty ofreincarnation has widened the range of popularthought,  and infused into rel igious speculationsome much needed chari ty.  And this, which isunquestionably a greater achievement,  will everbe associated with the name of MadameBlavatsky.Sti l l  more remarkable has been the success withwhich this remarkable woman has succeeded indriving into the somewhat wooden head of theAnglo-Saxon the conviction— long ago arrived atby a select circle of students and Oriental is ts ,  ofwhom Professor Max Muller may be said to be themost dist inguished l iving representative—thatthe East  is — in matters of rel igious and meta-physical  speculation,  at least entitled to claim asmuch respect as the West .  ‘ The snub-nosedSaxons , ’  as Disrael i  used to love to describe therace which made him Prime Minister,  are learn-ing somewhat of humi l i t y  and self-abasementbefore the races whom, by the use of materialforce, they have reduced to vassa lage .
These two achievements,  even if they stood alone,would have made Madame Blavatsky notableamong the leaders and moulders of the thoughtof this generation  . But they did not stand alone .Perhaps even more important was the impetuswhich she gave to the revival  of the doctrine ofthe continuity  of existence  beyond the grave ,  andthe Div ine  just ice  which enforces the law of moralresponsibi l i ty ,  unthwarted and uninterrupted bydeath. In an age when material ism has entrencheditself in the churches, she made men realise that

the things which are seen are but temporal andevanescent,  and that it is the things which areunseen which alone are e t e rna l .  “ The futurelife ” which had become a mere phrase to many,has acquired a fresh and awful s ignif icance;  andthe essential  spir i tual i ty  of man has been assertedwith no uncertain sound in the midst  of a carnaland material civil isat ion  . Nor must it be for-gotten in the midst  of the clash of polemicalstrife tha t ,  despite all r id icu le  and mis-representation and abuse ,  Madame Blavatsky,  byher unswerving and passionate assertion of thereality and continuity of her communicationsfrom the Mahatmas,  has revived the almostextinct belief of Christendom in the constantpresence and active intervention of guardianangels and saints in the affairs of men .
Those who, after duly considering what MadameBlavatsky accomplished,  s t i l l  cling to the beliefthat they have ‘ demolished the whole fraud , ’ bytheir conclusive demonstrations of the s l id ingpanel at Adyar ,  brought to light by theCoulombs,  are welcome to their conclus ion.For us, and for most men, Carlyle’s  terse andweighty words in reference to the complacents tupidi ty ,  which for centuries deal t  in s imi la rfashion with the Apostle of Arabia ,  suffice as awarning . ’’
I do not,  of course,  pretend that by the aboveextracts, or others to the like effect which I couldquote ,  I am solving the many problems whicharise from the life and character of MadameBlavatsky.  Persons even with first-hand know-ledge on the subject admit  they cannot solve them.
The fact is that Madame Blavatsky was a Sph inx ,
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a human enigma,  a wonderful inexplicable person-a l i t y ,  and she remained so to the day of her deathand to her best and nearest friends and intimates.
But there was one note which she struck aboveand louder than all the many others she sounded,which everyone,  friends and enemies a l ike ,  couldnot fail to hear .  Mr. Mead describes this noteadmirably on p. 8 of the “ H.  P.  B . ”  collectionalready mentioned.

“ H. P. Blavatsky is dead, but H .P .B . ,  ourteacher  and friend is a l ive ,  and will live for everin our hearts and memories.  In our presentsorrow, it is this thought especially that weshould keep ever before our minds .  It  is truethat the personality we know as H . P . Blavatskywill be with us no longer ;  but it is equallytrue that the grand and noble individuali ty,the great soul that has taught all of us men andwomen to live purer and more unselfish l ives,is stil l  ac t ive .  . . .  As we all know sowell,  the one great purpose of our teacher's lifein this her present incarnation, a purposewhich she pursued with such complete unselfish-ness and singleness of motive,  was to restoreto mankind the knowledge of those great spiritualtruths we to-day call Theosophy.Her unvarying fideli ty to her great miss ion,from which neither contumely nor misrepresen-tat ion ever made her swerve,  was the key note ofher strong and fearless nature . To her who knewso well its true and inner meaning,  Theosophy wasan ever-present power in her life, and she wasceaseless in her endeavours to spread the know-ledge of the l iving truths of. which she hadsuch full assurance, so that by their ever-widen-ing influence the wave of materiality in Scienceand Religion might be checked, and a real and

lasting spiritual foundation laid for the trueprogress and brotherhood of mank ind . ”
And that is the final answer which the youngermembers of the Society— I mean younger inmembership—should make to anyone who asks,“ Why do you believe in H .P .B .  ? ”
They should say, “ We nevei* knew her;  we areonly imperfectly acquainted with the facts of thecontroversies which raged round her; we have notall of us had time to study either her writings or thepast history of the Society  . But we have that forwhich she lived and that for which in truth she died .We believe in her because she was the foremost , mostprofound teacher of the truths which to us meaneverything, which have become to us a light toil lumine our path through life as no other lighthas ever done . ”
And no one has emphasised the debt of gratitudewhich we owe her in this respect more than ourpresent President, Mrs. Besant ,  and our presentVice-President,  Mr. Sinnett .
As Mr. Mead put it once in the TheosophicalReview,  Vol. 34, p. 131:

” It is Theosophy in which we are interested ,and this would remain an immovable rock ofstrength and comfort, an inexhaustible source ofstudy, the most noble of all quests ,  and the mostdesirable of paths on which to set our feet,  evenif it were possible ,  which it is not ,  conclusivelyto prove that H . P . Blavatsky was the cleveresttrickster and most consumate charlatan of theages .’'
Or take what was said by Mr . Herbert Burrows ,that distinguished co-worker with Mrs. Besant in
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progressive reforms long before either of them knewMadame Blavatsky or had joined the TheosophicalSocie ty ,  and who was, in fact ,  Mrs. Besant’scompanion when she paid her first visit  to herwhom she is proud to acknowledge as her earl iestteacher .  You will find what I am quot ing onp. 37 of the “ H .P .B .”  col lec t ion .
“ Of the real H .P .B . , we only caught occasionalgl impses ,  and so necessarily we are thrown backon that human side of her life which appealsmost to the human in us . Of her vast andprofound knowledge this is not the t ime to speak ,and if it were, how could one speak?  Only itsr ipples  ever reached us, but those would makean ordinary ocean.  Probably we shall  neverknow all the why and the wherefore of herrecent incarnat ion.  . . Be that as it may,  thereal key for us is to be found in the example ofher self-sacrificing devotion to her work.  Thisis the note which was struck in the hearts ofthe hushed crowd who but yesterday gathered forthe last t ime round the body of their lovedteacher .  That body has vanished from ours ight ,  but the work r ema ins .  No great thoughtcan ever die, no great effort for humanity canever cease, but thought and effort can beaccelerated by faithful  service  for mankind . Morethan ever now is that service needed ,  and theywho would read aright the lesson of H .P .B . ’ s  lifewill give that service  unst int ingly  , ungrudgingly ,if need .be, to the bitter end . ”

And thus bel ieving in her, what is our du ty?I give it to you in her own words written in herletter of res ignat ion  of her pos i t ion  as correspondingsecretary of the T .S . ,  on the 21st March,  1885, onleaving India  for the last t ime :
16

‘‘ Should this be my last word , I would imploreyou all as you have regard for the welfare of theworld and your own Karma, be true to theSociety, and do not permit it to be overthrownby the enemy.”
Aye 1 True to the Society ; true to it by theconstant personal effort at self -purification whicheach of us should make,  aspiring to be an everwidening and more unobstructed channel for thepower of the Masters to pour through into the world ;true to it in that we never fail by word and exampleto spread the teachings which are so dear to us.


