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IN MEMORY OF H. P. BLAVATSKY
BY D. J. BUXEY

"We cannot  exaggerate  the debt we owe to H.P.B. She brought  us the Light
... and we can best carry on her work by r emember ing  the g ra t i t ude  that we
owe her ...”

- Dr. Annie Besant .
H.P.B. res igned  ("in utter disgust.”  as she ca l led  it) from the Theosophical

Society on the New Day of Spr ing,  March 21, 1985.
She ended her words on the mat ter  with.

I leave with, one and all, to every one of my f r i ends  and sympathiz-
ers, my loving fa rewel l .  I would imp lo re  you all ... to be true to the
Society  (this essay is being wr i t ten  only "to be true to the Society”, as
she puts it. - D.J.B.) and not to permit it to be over-thrown by the enemy.

Fra te rna l ly  and ever yours - in life or death .
H P. Blavatsky.

Adyar was happy to see her go. As she put it la ter ,  there  was ha t red  from
every depar tment  in Adyar towards  her.

Why did the Council  of the T.S . accept  her res ignat ion  .' Perhaps ,  as she put
it, (I am quoting from The Canadian Theosophist,  Sept.  -Oct. 1982, p.80, Vol. 63,
No. 4):

"Mankind  - the major i ty  at any rate - hates to think for itself.  It resents  as
an insul t  the humbles t  invi ta t ion  to step for a moment  ou t s ide  the old well-
bea ten  track, and, judging for itself,  to enter  into a new path in some fresh
direct ion.”

This essay is being wr i t ten ,  in her memory, precise ly  for the T.S. to move
“in some fresh d i rec t ion”  in the second century  of its ex is tence .

As I was writ ing my paper  for the In te rna t iona l  Conference,  as invited,
and came to this point ,  the b iographer  of H.P.B., my ne ighbour ,  came in. I



asked him why he ended his book on
H.P.B. with her res ignat ion and did
not go fur ther .  His answer  shook me.
He said, as invi ted he speaks  to the
lodges,  but never became a member
-( this  su rp r i sed  me) - “as so sordid  is
the his tory of the T.S. that I want no
part of it.”

I then remons t ra ted .  “You are then
presen t ing  only part of the pic ture .”

His reply was, “Be it so, but I can-
not wash dirty linen in public.”

After her resignat ion,  H.P.B. then
left India on March 30, 1885, aga ins t
her will as she put it later  to f r iends .
As she saw the shores  of her beloved
India recede ,  she wept like a baby.
She was car r ied  on board ship with-
out a change of c lothes ,  and, in her
own words, “. . . i ndecen t  haste .”

And now, with her out of the way,
Adyar  s t a r t ed  p l ay ing  games .  It
s ta r ted  “manufactur ing” Masters  in
their  factory, - not merely manufac-
ture, but commercial iz ing and sell-
ing “Them” also, much as the Chris-
tian miss ionar ies  sell Jesus  - their
American  T.V. programs  earn at least
a 100 mil l ion dol la rs .

In the last bu l le t in  of Convention
No. 4 that a f r iend sent to me from
Adyar, it ment ioned  that a p roper ty
in Hol land  reverted to Adyar, But I
happened  to read Dr. Besant ' s  Watch
Tower notes in The Theosophist of how
the property  was made to be dona ted .
The donor said that she was made a
member  or pupil  of the Great White
Brotherhood (Annie Besant’s eyes
widened  at this stage) and she was
put on probat ion  by the Master K.H.
This was Bishop Wedgewood's mis-

chief, - when I went to see him in
Camber ley  in 1950 he had a l r eady
gone mad (from ter t iary syphilis .  -
Ed.). Dr. Besant  said that she had
never heard of such a thing (that the
proper ty  was being donated) ,  - all
sorts of things happened  behind  her
back - but she was accept ing  the prop-
erty never the less .  This is just an ex-
ample to i l lus t ra te  the point. The
proper ty ,  Huizen has now come to
belong to Adyar.

H.P. Blavatsky now dec la red :
a. I cannot  now live at Head-

quar ters  from which the Mas-
ters and Their Spir i t  are virtu-
ally ban i shed .

b. The Presence of Their por-
traits will not help. They are a
dead letter.

(These por t ra i t s  are now in
the E.S. Shr ine  Room.)

c. No advice of mine on oc-
cult lines seems likely to be ac-
cep t ed .

d. The fact of my re la t ions
with the Mas te r s  is doub ted ,
even total ly  denied  by some, and
I myself having no right to the
Headquar t e r s ,  what reason is
there ,  therefore ,  for me to live
at Adyar?

This le t te r  has been kept secret
from Adyar- i tes  to this day. Only
when a Pa r see  judge ob jec ted  was it
pa r t i a l ly  r epea t ed  in The Theosoph st
of 1929. By then Annie Besant  was
lo s ing  her memory  (she a sked
Krishnamurt i  if they had ever metD,
and was near ly  dying, so they (Adyar
officials)  felt it was of no harm then.
But all de roga to ry  r e f e r ences  to
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Adyar, even until then (1929) were
removed.

After H.P. Blavatsky’s departure
from Adyar ,  the Masters  became
“alive”  atthe Adyar Convention.  Who
was to stop them? A member ,  Franz
Har tman ,  a s ton i shed  at all these go-
ings on, wrote to H.P.B. and I quote
from her very long le t te r  of April
1885:

“As to ... that por t ion  of your
let ter  where you speak of the
“army” of the de luded  (viz. T.S.
members  a t t he  Convention)  and
the “ imaginary”  Mahatmas of
Olcott - you are absolutely and
sadly right”.

(Note “sadly right” and “imaginary
Mahatmas,  Olcott’s Old Diary Leaves
is pure fantasy and imagina t ion  -
D.J.B.)

“Have I not seen the thing
for near ly  8 years? Have I not
struggled and fought aga ins t
Olcott’s ardent and gushing  im-
aginat ion and t r ied to stop him
every day of my life?”

(Note her words, “his gush ing  im-
aginat ion” on Masters .  - D.J.B.)

“W as he not told by me that
... if he did not see the Masters  in
their  t rue light and did not cease
speaking  and inf lamingpeople’s
imaginat ion,  that he would be
held responsible  for all the evil
the Society  might come to?”

(“Note the words, “inflaming peo-
ple’s imagina t ion”  by tall s t o r i e s
about Masters .  - D.J.B.)

Who s tar ted invent ing  all this? To
the German theosophis t ,  (Har tman)
H.P.B. exp la ined :

“Then came Damodar  and
several  other  fanatics (note this
word, - D.J.B.) ca l l ing  them “Ma-
hatmas” and l i t t le  by l i t t le ,  the
Adepts  were t ransformed into
Gods on ear th .

They ... were becoming  with
every day more legendary  and
miraculous .

The idea that Masters  were
mortal men never c rossed  any-
one’s mind, though They wrote
themselves repea ted ly .”

Why did she not stop all this 9

As she put it at the end.
“I was a lways  occupied  with

The Theosophist, and ever in my
room. All were left to Olcott and
Damodar ,  two fanat ics .”  (The
word “fanat ics”  appea r s  again, -
D.J.B.) “How I p ro t e s t ed  and
tried to swim agains t  the cur-
rent,  only Mr. S inne t t  knows, and
the Masters.”

The Masters  (made,  as H.P.B. says
omniscient ,  omnipo ten t  and omni
present)  leave the Society.  We wil
quote only three  ph ra se s  of what the
Masters  said, from Their  numerous
s ta tements :

1. “The Society  has l ibera ted
itself from our grasp and influ-
ence, and we have let it go.’’

2. “This policy (Olcott’s) has
done more harm to the sp i r i t  of
the Society than severa l  Cou-
lombs can do.” (What a s trong
and damag ing  s t a t emen t  to
make, “more than what severa l
Coulombs can do.” - D.J.B.)

3. “He (Olcott)  saved his body
(organization)  but the T.S. is now
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But Annie Besant  played poli t ics.
“Poli t ics”  means fighting for power.
She need not have, fo r judge  was to
die in a year, but she did not know
this. She would have come to power
in any case, and later  confessed to
many people ,  such as B.P. Wadi a that
she was misled.

An Aust ra l ian ,  Mouni Sadhu,  in
his In Days of Great  Peace,  says on
p.49:

“On my enqu i ry  late in 1926,
Mrs. Besant  wrote to me:

‘It is true that after the death
of Col. Olcott in 1907, the Mas-
ters wi thdrew  their  di rect  guid-
ance of the T.S.’ “
Besant  died broken-hear ted ,  and

as Kr i shnamur t i  was to tell me and
o the rs  la ter ,  she never the less  was
s ince re ,  but the others were not.

Olcott also rea l ized  this. In his bi-
ography, Hammer on the Mountain a
conversat ion appears  on page 299-
300:

Olcott  - “I have l ea rned
more, par t i cu la r ly  as regards
Judge - “

“Yes ,  Henry , ”  I (Lau ra
Langford - Holloway) said ea-
gerly,

Olcott - “I know now and it
will comfort  you to hear it, that
I wronged Judge- not willfully  or
in mal ice;  never the les s  I have
done this and I regret  it.”

“God bless you”, I said and
then thanked him for his brave
recan ta t ion .

H.P.B. tells her Masters  she wants
to s tar t  a new movement  in her be-
loved India,  the home of the Mahat-

a sou l l ess  corpse .”  (Or, he saved
the body but kil led the soul. -
D.J.B.).
Now with the Master  K.H. saying

“the T.S. has fai led”,  H.P.B. is asked
to start  a new movement .  Her words;

“Acting under  the Master’s
o rde r s ,  I began a new move-
ment in the West on the or ig inal
lines ... I founded  (the magazine)
Lucifer.”

Now the Lucifer was founded to at-
tack The Theosophist, otherwise  why
two magazines? How else would her
voice be heard?  How else could she
c rusade ,  a brave and lone war r io r
agains t  fa lsehood?  With this we must
slowly end her story.

History cont inues ,  as the story of
o thers  begins ,  and it is with her
memory that we are more concerned
about here.  Just as Krishnamurt i  told
me many a time, once with tears  in
his eyes, how he was thrown out of
Adyar at a moment’s  not ice  (he came
to cont inue  H.P.B.’s work), just as I
saw, year after year, the pain in his
eyes and words, we find from her
letters the pain coming, as in this
sentence:

“ ... those for whom I had the
deepes t  a f f ec t ion ,  r ega rd ing
them as a mother  would her own
sons ... have turned agains t  me

At this point we must stop: her story
is over. What about her successor?
His story would start .  H.P.B. had told
Wm.Q. Judge in July 1886 (and a
number  of t imes thereafter) ,  “Take
my place,  Judge,  ... r ep l ace  me at
Adyar.”
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mas, “of whom every Hindu school
boy knows”. (Mahatmas being true
sanyas ins  etc.), but not in Eu rope .
Mas t e r  K.H. asks  her  to go to
Pondicherry ,  but Adyar threa tens
ar res t  (as its ex i s t ence  is at s take),
and in utter disgust,  Master K.H.
asks Aurob indo  to go to Pondicher ry .

Was there any way to save the situ-
ation then? Yes, by reca l l ing  her, as
the Master told her “most p la in ly”

“Master  told me mostpla in ly
that if the Socie ty  did not recal l
me before  1886 (which it did not
- D.J.B.) They would re t i re  en-
tirely from any connect ion  it, sig-
nify it to the London Lodge and
other European and Amer ican
Societ ies ,  and break every con-
nection with every member .”

Conclusion
H.P.B. asks. “Whom do I b l ame?”

(for this mess). She answers ,  “Cer-
tainly not I.”

Obviously blame goes to Olcott, as
the Masters  p inned  the blame on him,
but she is so noble,  so chival rous ,
that she puts it this way, “Loaded
and heavy is his karma,  poor man ...”
but she does not blame him. Then
whom? “To human nature,  demand-
ing money.”

All this was done for money - for
organizat ion,  no t teach ings .  So far as
teachings were concerned ,  she had
said, as J. Kr ishnamurt i  had told in
pract ica l ly  the same words:

“I saw with terror  and anger
the false track they (the T.S.)
were all pursuing.”
When Judge started his magazine

The Path, she had said, so far as the

teachings  are conce rned :
“Bravo! Judge ,  ... your Path

outc lasses  my Lucifer any day.”
While for Adyar she said,

“Adyar is the laughing-stock
of the theosophis t s  themselves ,
let alone their  enemies .

Even Swami Vivekananda  had said,
“God knows what happened .  But
Judge was the best r ep resen ta t ive
the theosophis ts  ever had.

Post Mortem
Is there a post mor tem? Possibly

yes.
Annie Besant  died. She possibly

saw things in a be t te r  light, and as
repor ted  in The Theosophist Dee. 1941.
P.232, told Arunda le .  “The Lodges
have become confused  ... they have
forgotten what theosophy is. Their
members  run here,  there ,  and every-
where,  everywhere but towards  The-
osophy.”

“ ... everywhere but towards  The-
osophy”. This is why this paper  is
being wri t ten .  May there  be a new
turn of d i rec t ion  by 1991.*

* * *

* The approximate  time of wri t ing
of this essay. Add a p rayer  for a be-
lated new turn of d i rec t ion  in 1996. -
Ed.
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