SUPPLEMENT

TO

s T

ROSOPHIST.

YoL. 8. No. 3.

BOMBAY, DECEMBER, 1881.

No. 27.

OUR WORK IN THE N.-W. PROVINCES
AND OUDH.

Our work in the N.-W. Provinces this scason Las been of
an important nature.  Madame Blavatsky initiated during
the last month many gentlemen, European and native,
at Dehra Dun, Saharunpore and Meerut on her way from
Lahiore, where, by the way, there is every probability of
our having two Branches of the Theosophical Society.
Mr. 8. J. Padshah on his way from Bombay to Lucknow
was preseut at Allahabad on the Gtli ultimo, to assist at
the formation of the Praydg Branch. From Allahabad,
Mr. Padshah proceeded to Lucknow, where he was receiv-
ed by H. R. H. Prince Mirza Soliman Kadir Bahadur with
great cordiality. The Prince, the most enlightened mem-
ber of the famity of the ex-King of Oudh, was initiated as
a Fellow on the 11th. His Highness applied for and re-
ceived a Charter, empowering him to form a Branch at
Lucknow, andwe have no doubt that we shall be able to soon
announce that a powerful and active Lucknow Theosophical
Soclety has been inaugurated. Arrangements have been
made for hearing Mr. Padshali lecture twice in the his-
torical Kaiser Bagh. Mnr Padshah has been cordially

welcomed by the representatives of the Press in Lucknow.

From Lucknow, Mr. Padshah proceeded to pay o flying
visit to Bareilly, the capital of Rohilcund, where he met
Madame Blavatsky by appointment. There they initiated
several applicants into the Society, A Branch to be called
“The Rohilcund Theosophical Socicty ” was formed at
Bareilly also. The erection of a Theosophical Hall for the
Branch i3 seriously contemplated, and we are sure tue
Bareilly Branch will be the outcome of the immediate
future.

THE ADHI BHOUTIC BHRATRU THEOSOPHICAL
SOCIETY.

A charter for the formation of a Branch of the T'heoso-
phical Society, under the above name, at Berhampore
(Bengal), was applied for aud granted to Babu Nobin
Krishna Banerjee, Deputy Collector and Magistrate of
Berhampore, who had conie down to the Head-Quarters
specially for that purpose and for neccessary instruction,
He left Bombay on the 14th November to meet Madame
Blavatsky at Allahabad on his way to Berhampore. We
Lope to give in our next the bye-laws of the Branch, as
also the names ot the officers elected.

NATIVE LADIES THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETIES,

The rules for the formation of these societies, carefully
framed by one acquainted for long years with India and its
various castes and observances, will be printed in the Jau-
uary Nwinber. The first Zenana Branch that is about to be
opeued, will be at Berhampore, Bengal, where there are
already a few native ladies who have joined the Theoso-
phical movement,

BOMBAY THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY.

At the regular monthly meeting of the Society held at
the Parent Society’s Head-Quarters at Breach Candy, on
Sunday, the Gth November, at 4 p. M, Mr. Damodar
K. Mavalankar read a lecture on :  “ The Secret of Life.”
It Tusted for a little over half an houn,

After a short discussion between the President Dr.
Dudley and the lecturer on some of the points in the
lecture aud a vote of thanks to the young gentleman from
the audience, the meeting was adjourned.

Tth November 1881,

RULES OIf THE
PUNJAB UNIVERSAL BROTHERHOOD AND
THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY (LAHORE).
( President William Bull, Isq.)

L. To carry out its objects the Society has a body
of offizers, and a committee of management, who do all
the work connected with the Society.

II. The body of ofticers consists of one President, two
Joint-Secretaries and oune Treasurer, and the Committee of
Management of from seven to twelve Members, with ofticers
acting as er-officio members.

ITI. The ofticers and the members of the Managing
Committee are elected for one year at the Society’s annual
general meetings from among the Society’s members, and
by them they may be re-clected any nuber of times.

IV. The President of the Society takes the chair at
the meetings of the Managing Committee as well as at the
ordinary meetings of the Soclety, and delivers an address
at the beginning of the Society’s year giving a review of
the past year’s actions of the Society, and offering sugges-
tions for its future guidauce.

V. Tle Joint-Secretaries keep records of the proceed-
ings and actions of the Society, read reports of the last
meeting, and of the past year at the Annual (encral
Meeting, reply to all official letters, correspond with indi-
viduals and other Societies in sympathy with the objects of
their own, and convene ordinary as well as extraordinary
meetings of the Managing Committee as well as ordinary
meetings of the Socicty. The Joint Scerctaries work to-
gether.

VI. The Treasurer is in charge of all monies belonging
to the Society, keeps accounts of receipts and disburse-
ments, collects subscriptions and donations, makes pay-
ments under the sanction of the Secretaries, and renders a
quarterly account of income and expeuditure to the Manag-
ing Committee,

VIL The Managing Committee mects when oecasion
arises, considers all matters connected with the Society,
takes necessary steps for the accomplishment of the objects
of the Society, instructs the Sccretaries to convene cxtra-
ordinary gencral meetings, and appoints office-bearers
and members of the M. C. when any vacancies occur.

VIII. Mewbers only can vote at meetings of the So-
clety, the members of the Managing Committee at meetings
of that body, the general niembers of the Society ut the
general-meetings of the Society.

IX. All questions at all mectings of the Society ure
decided by a majority of votes. When the number of
votes is cqually balanced, the President has a casting vote,
which decides the question.

X. Each member will have to pay a minimum sub-
scription of annas four a month.

XI. The rules of the Society can be altered, modified
or changed at the annual general meeting of the Socicty
also at extraordinary general mecetings convened for the
purpose by the Secretaries with the sanction of the
Managing Committee, and at no other time.

XII. If a body of the Members of the Socicty larger
than the Managing Committee with its ez-officio members
send up a written requisition to the Seeretaries, requesting
them to call an extraordinary general meeting, they are
bound to convene it ; if they do not call such & meeting
within a reasonable period, the applicants can themselves
convene the same.

XIII.  All notices concerning meetings of the Society
are issued at reasonable periods before their date of meeting
with the objects of the mcetings stated therein,



) SUPPLEMENT TO0 THE THREOSOPHIST,

[Deccmbor, 1881,

{[V Members can be expelled only at the General
Mcetings of the Society.
PROSONNO COOMAR DELEY,

Secretary.

THE THEOSOPIIICAL SOCIETY AND ITS
DETRACTORS.

In closing our accouuts for the current year, we are
happy to give some substantial proofs to our many
sheietics and numerous Brethren, who have been lately
deploring the insults to which the Founders of the Society
have been so long subjected in India, that truth must
triumph,  There 1s asilver lining to every black cloud,
and, as they will sce, we have not remained without
friends or defenders.

TIHE “SATURDAY REVIEW” AND THE
“THEOSOPHIST.”

In the July number of the THEosoraisT appeared a pa-
per upon astrology, kindly communicated to this journal
by Sardar B. V. Shastree, of Poona, This gentleman, t}mu
whom few are more generally respected by Anglo-Indians
as well as by the natives, committed the mistake of
forwarding the number containing his article to the London
Satirday Review. It might have been anticipated thab
the Satirday Review would sce nothing but a subject for
satire in au essay, scriously dealing with so unorthodox a
topic as astrology ; it was, therefore, useless to count the
shallow and conceited criticism which was all that could be
expected from a journal of that class. But the Sardar could
not have foreseen, and is, therefore, wholly free from the
moral responsibility of having provoked the results that
actually ensued.  As it fell out, the Suturday Revicw
fastened on the TirosorHisT which contained the article,
specially intended for its inspectim} as a wlole, :'m(l as a
text for a comprehensive dintribe, aimed at occult inquiries
of every sort, at the Theosophical Socicty as counected
with these, and at the founders of the Thoosophical_ So-r
ciety in particular, and by name as guilty of the heinous
crime of recommending investigation into certain branches
of knowledge which the Saturduy Review does not deign
to explore and, therefore, conccives to be unworthy of ex-
ploration.  The intellectual attltn.d_e of. that ‘]ournal,‘m
discussing the value of occult inquiries, is thus too foolish
to excite any serious indignation; one can only suppose
that an orthodoxy thus resting its claims to respect on its
own indirect confessions of ignorance, must be unlikely to
retain its hold on the intelligence of the world at large for
very much longer. But the article in question, unfortu-
nately, is something besides an appeal to the public to
refrain from taking an interest in matters concerning
which the Suturday Review chooses to shul its eyes; it is
a very savage attack on the personal character of the
tfounders of the Theosophical Society whout it pleases to
designate as “ unserupulous adventurers” It would be
nseless to attempt to characterise the journal which can
apply such terms to people of whom it knows no more
than that they believe in the existence of various princi-
ples in Nature that the Scturday Review knows nothing
about. Fortunately it is unnecessary for the TiEosoPHIST
to argue the questions concerning the founders of our
Society which have thus been raised, as this has been done
on their behalf very kindly and very ably by Mr. A. O.
Hume. That gentleman has addressed to the Satwrday
Beview aletter which has meanwhile been very extensively
published in India. Scnt en premier liew to the Civil and
Military (Gazette of Lahore, it is as follows :—

Sir—ln a recent issue you vepublished an article from the
Sutirduy fieview which, amongst other equally erroneous state-
menls, designated Colonel Olcott and. Madame Blavatsky  unscru-

pulons adventurers.” _ g
I enclose acopy of a letter addressed by me to the Elditor of the

Saturdey Review, in regard to this article,

As you have scen fit to publish these false accusations, you will,
I am sure, see the propriety of similarly publishing my enclosed
refutation of them, ’
I am, Sir,
Yours obediently,
A, 0. Hums,

To the Editor of the* Saturday Rev'ew.”

Siry--In a recent issue (that of September 3, 1881) you noticed
a copy of a journal, the Tueosopmist, which had been sent to you
from India by some native gentleman ; and in commenting on
this publication and on the subjects with which it professes to deal,
you took occasion to call Madame Blavatsky and Colonel Olcott
a couple of “unscrupulous adventurers,” and you further expressad
a doubt as to “whether Coloncl Olcott’s title was earned in the War
of Secession or at the bar of a drinking saloon”

As regards Colonel Oleott's title the printed papers which I send
by this same mail will prove to you that that gentleman is an
officer of the American Army wlho rendered good service during the
war (as will be seen from the letters of the Judge Advocate-General,
the Secretary of the Navy, and the Assistant Secretaries of War
and of the Treasury), and who was sufficiently well known and
esteemed in his own country to induce the President of the United
States to furnish him with an autograph letter of introduction and
recommendation to all Ministers and Consuls of the United States
on the occasion of hisleaving America for the East, at the close of
1878.

Surely this is scarcely the kind of men to whom the epithet
“unscrupulous adventurer 7 can be justly applied.

1 may add, from my own knowlerdge, that a purer-minded, more
noble, or more self-devoted gentleman than Colonel Olcott daes not
exist. He may be right or wrong in his belief, but to the cause of
that belief he lias devoted his furtune, energies, and the remainder
of Lis life ; and while I can quite understand many treating him
as a fanatic, I confess that I am surprised at a papar, of the high
class to which the Saturdey [flsview belongs, denouncing such a
man as an “ unscru ulous adventurer,”

As regards Madame Blavatsky (in Russia still

¢ Son Excellence
Madame la Generale
Helene P. Blavatsky ”

though she dropped all titles on becoming a naturalized American
citizen). She is the widow of General N. V, Blavatsky, Governor
during the Crimean War, and for many years, of Erivan in Armenia.
She is the eldest daughter of the late Colonel Hahn, of the Russian
Horse Artillery, and grand daughter of Princess Dolgorouki of the
elder branch which dieill with her. The present Princess Dolgorouki
belongs to the younger branch. The Countess Ida V. Halin-Hahn
was Madame Blavatsky's-father's first cousin.  Her father’s mother
married, after her husband’s death, Prince Vassiltchikoff. General
Fadeyeff, well known even to English readers, is her mother’s
voungest brother. She is well known to Prince Loris Melikoff, and
all who were on the staff, or iu society, when Prince Miclhael S.
Woronzoff was Viceroy of the Caucusus. Prince Emile V. Sayn
Wittgenstein cousin of the late’ -Empress of Russia, was an
intimate friend of hers, and corresponded with her to the day of his
death, as has done his brother Ferdinand, who lately com-
manded some Regiment (Cossacks of the Guard I think), in Tur-
kestan. Ier anut Madame de Witte, who like the rest of her family
corresponds regularly with ler, and ind eed lier whole family, ave
well known to Prince Dondoukoff Korsakoff, at present Governors
General of Odessa. *

I could add the names of scores of other Russian nobles who are

_well acquainted with her; for she is as well kuown and counected in

Russia as Lady Hester Stanbope was in England; but T think I
have said enough to convince auy impartial person that she is
scarcely the kind of wonian likely to be an * unscrupulous adven-
turess.”

Ladies are not generally prone to taking fancies to outside ladies;
theve is very commonly a little suppressed sex-jealousy of those
especially who arve cleverer than thewselves ; but Madame Blavatsky
has lived for mnonths at a time in my house, awd is certainly one of
the cleverest women 1 ever wet, aud yet all the ladies in my house
have learnt to love dearly this energetic, crotchety, impulsive, self-
devoted old woman. Any one may set her down as a mystic or a
visionary, but no one who knows lier cau doubt her all-consuming
faith in the wission to which she has sacrificed her life.

But, after all, can you rightly call people adventurers who not
only make no money out of the cause they espouse, but, on the
contrary, spend on it every farthing that they can spare from theiv
private means? 1f not, then assuredly Colonel Olcott and Madame
Blavatsky are not adventurers, for to iy certain knowledge they
have spent on the Theosophical Society over £2,000 (two thousand
pounds) more than its total receipts. The accounts bave been
regularly audited, printed and publishel, so that any one may
satisfy themselves on this head,

But it will be asked what is this grand cause ? It is the formation
and development of the Theosophical Society, the objects of which,
as stated in the published rules, are as follows :—

* From whom, morecover, a fortuight ago, Mme. Blavatsky has unexpeot-
edly received a most friendly and sympathetic private letter, the origina
of which has been seen by many friends whose testimony on the subject
could easily be obtained, if necessary.—Xd, .
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First.—To form the nucleus of an Un'versal Brotherhood of
Humanity,

Second.—'To study Avyan literature, veligion, and science.

Third.—To vindicate the importance of this enquiry.

Fourth.—To explore the hidden mysteries of nature aud the
latent powers of man:

Now, these objects may be considered Utopian or visionary, but
they seem to me inuocent enough, and bardly the kind of objects
that would satisfy unscrupulous adventurers........occeivees.

............ sesessssers
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y other misconceptions involved in the article
under reference, to which objection might reasonably be taken ; but
these are perhaps of less importance. All I desire now to make
clear 1 that so far from being “ uuscrupulous adventurers,” Colonel
Olcott and Madame Blavatsky are very worthy, unworldly,
unselfish, pure-minded people, who arve devoting their time, their
swoperty, and their lives to a cause which even, if Utopian, is
unObjectionable, and way incidentally be productive (iudeed, it
alyeady has been so) of wuch good.

I remain, yours obedicutly,
A, 0. HIUME,
Late Secy. to the Govt. of India,

Before this letter had time to get to London, the Sctus-
duay Review seems to have been addressed on the subject
of its scandalous attack, by some champions of Madame
Blavatsky and Colonel Oleott in England.  For, inthe issue
of September the 17th,-it publishes the following explana-
tion :—

“We have received aletter from a friend of Colonel Olcott vbject-
ing to some strictures which we lately made upon that gentleman
and Madame Blavatsky as founders of the so-called Theosophical
Society of India. Our rewarks were based upon the published ac-
counts of their doings, which struck us as bearing « suspicious rescu-
blance to those of the ‘spirit mediums’ in Europe und dmerica. We are
quite willing to accept our correspondent’s statement that Colonel
Oleott occupied an honourable position in his own country and to
believe that both he and Madame Blavatsky are eredulous enthusiasts
and not unserupulous adventurers.  When, however, people proiul-

ate pernicious theories und adopt practices which, wnder another ndaine,
have been authoritatively pronounced illegal and mischievous, they
must not be surprised if, in the absence of private information as to
their biography, they lay themselves open to adverse criticism.”

The passage above italicised shows the Saturday Review
blundering in its facts again. But apropos to this un-
worthy onslaught it is unnecessary to go into the whole
question. We will not discuss the point as to whether the
theories which the Saturday Review erroneously conceives
to be promulgated by us, would or would not be pernicious
—if we did promulgate them, or as to whether the “ prac-
tices” which are present to the cloudy understanding of
our critics would be illegal, supposing us to recommend
them. Eighteen centuries ago, Pliny and other magis-
trates have “authoritatively pronounced” the practices
and theories promulgated by the early Christiany “illegal
and mischievous,” and the followers of Christ were, no
doubt, more than once accused of listening to, and be-
lieving in, the doctrines of an “ unscrupulous adventurer.”
The Saturday Review has mixed up Theosophy and
Spiritualism, two subjects in reference to the A B C of
which in both cases it is absolutely in the dark, and has
talked at them like a village scold in a passion. The
blunders it makes on the questions it pretends to deal
witli, do-not rise to the level of errors that can be refuted.
Its remarksare all up in the air and mere idiotic nonsense.

Anyhow, the age of the Inquisition has gone by. Now,
every man has a right, especially under the British con-
stitution,to his or her belief,—whatever it may be—without -
fear of molestation by either Church or State. Jour-
nalism, however, seems to stand on neutral ground. The
god of most editors being “ Mrs. Grundy’s” opinion, and
his prophet—subscribers, whose hobbies and prejudices
have to be humoured—many journalists will rather for-
get they are gentlemen than fail to satisfy their readers,
The Saturday Review, great and honourable a reputation
as it has, descrvedly for many reasons, was guilty of such
forgetfulness in its impression of Sept. 3, and descended
to the level—one cannot say anything more cruel,—of the
Civil and Military Gazette of Laliore, which paper, though
it copied the disgraceful abuse of the Saturday Review's
first article, shamelessly forebore to reprint its subsequent
retractation,

We have, however, to tender our best thanks to the
Saturday Review. Its attack upon us has called out an-
other defence. This once, it is the Lahore 7Tribune which
raises its friendly voice :—,

The Saturday Review, on a veceut occasion, took the oppor-
tunity when reviewing a uumbev of the Theosophist to attack
Madame Blavatsky and Colonel Oleott in the most unseemly
manuer, branding them amongst other thingsas “ unserupuloug
adventurers.” ¥

Now, bad as this was, some excuse may be made for the Saturda
Review, since with the chronic ignorance of all Indian subjects which
chavacterizes the European Press, the Editor may possibly have
written in good faith and believed what he said. ]

But the vl and Military (Lezette delibarately republished
this tissue of falsehood and libel, and, for the eredit of Indian
journalism, we should be glad to Lelieve that the Editor was ina
Lopeless state of ignorance as to the real facts of the case, which
alone conld relieve him  from the charge of bad faith that the re-
publication here without comunent of such outrageous statements
must prima facie involve. .

[owever, this is a question that we o not care to diseuss further.
There are, we fear, dirty corners in most earthly things ,even in
Indian journalism, and the less certain unsightly heaps ave stirved,
the less their emanations offend refined tastes. o

Me. Hume hal written to the Saturduy [:wiew, pointing out
that whatever view might be taken of the practicalility of Colonel
Olcott’s and Muwme. Blavatsky's scheme, they could not at any rate
possibly be classed as *“nnscrapulous  adventurers,” and he had
added the expression of his conviction, founded on loug aud in-
timate personal intercourse, that whether wise or foolish, of sober
judgment or fanatics, the founders of the Theosophieal Society were
at any rate, thoroughly honest, sineere aud well-intentioned, living
pure and blaneless lives and devoting themselves entively and un-
selfishly to their causc. .

ITu this verdict, every body who has watched the Theosophical
movement will, we believe, heartily coneur. There may Le Drothers
or there may not—-they may be a reality or the croations, in all
good faith of Madame Blavatsky’s enthustasm; thisis not a point that
can be argued in a journal lile ours. Dut we cannot but feel that
the whole tendency of this movement is to raise us in our owu
esteen, to awake “the pride of former days,’ and to drag us out
of our long lethargy to the perception that in our own ancieut
literature, science and veligion, theve yet hurk “ gems of purest ray
serene,” pems as priceless as any that glitter in the flashing coronet
of Western culture.

Nor can we fail to realize that to this work the founders of the
Theosophical Society, braving the sneers and calumuy of all the
self-sufficient disciples of Western science, relinquishing all that
to most mortals makes life sweet, good repute, position, fortune,
ease and rest, are unselfishly and, we fear, for the most part, un-
thankedly devoting themselves. Difter, therefore, as we may oun
other points, there are none of us who can be other than indignant
at vile attacks on the personal character of Madame Blavatsky and
Colonel Oleott, such as those embodicd in the Swurday Review's
article above referred to ; aud none but must feel a certain pride
aud pleasure in a temperate refutation of the worst of those slanders,
such as Mr. Hume has furnished in bis letter to the Suturday,
and which our erring contemporary has at last had the grace to
publish.”

Tt appears, however, that defence notwithstanding, the
Civil and Military Guzette has once more eased its viudictive
feelings by an indirect attack upon us. This once, 1t
comes under the safe guise of aletter written by a “Furo-
pean officer,” and rccently answered by Mr. Ross Scott,
F.TS, in the same paper. “ Spargere voces in vulyum
ambiguas” seems to be that un-Civil Gazette's motto,
and 1t is with beat of drum that it spreads such ncws.
Meanwhile the Lahore 7ribune vents its indignation
the words that follow—“In its correspondence columns
it published a letter the other day from, it says, a luropean
officer, charging the above Society with disloyal motives.
The wise correspondent even goes so far as to say that
Theosoplists were probably at the bottom of the riots al
Multan (!11) The C. § M. Gazetie isa standing disgrace
to the world of Indian Journalisni.”

AMEN ! Could some of our Punjabee Brothers inform
us by the way—(1) whether there is a lunatic asylum
at Lahore and if the answer is in the affirmative, (2)
whether that mad-house is furnished with cells and
straight-jackets strong enoughto Lold “ European officers”
afflicted with such hallucinations, and editors capable
of giving them room on their columuos ?

Again, the Amrita Buzaar Patrika of 27th- October
contains a mozt friendly editorial in our defenee, which
we reprint further on. When the Secturday Review
published its libellous and ungentlemanly attack on
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the Theosophists, it must have little thought what
service it was rendering us in turning attention to
Theosophy. We ought really to fecl grateful to the
Euglish Zeview. Instead of the hundreds of persons
who were before aware of the existence of our socicty, thou-
sands will now be filled with curiosity to know what, in
reality, is this much abused body and what are the crimes
which could have brought such a torrent of vituperation
upon it...Interest will be aroused, and the socicty will
grow in proportion to the violence of the abuse. Tu refer-
ence to the editorial we may remark that if not a little
surprised to find one of the best London journals disgrac-
ing its columns with such a slanderous attack as that
published in the Saturday, we were not at all astonished
to see it reproduced in full in the Civl and Military
Gazette. The action of the latter can only be regarded as
natiral and consistent with its usual policy. The Saturday
Beview can, the Civil und Military (as now conducted)
cannot disgrace itself. Even after baing forced to publish
Mr. [Tume’s letter, protesting against the uncalled-for and
libellous assertions, a few days later, the Lahore daily
appeared again with an editorial which, under the mask of
pretentious, heavy and as clunsy witticisms, was full of
msinuations directed against Colonel Olcott and Madame
Blavatsky—cvery one of them being cither a mnlicious
innuendo, or an impudent untruth. In such attacks it
plays a dangerous game, as aimed at us its sarcasms re-
bound and fall on itself. It pounces on Mr. Hume's kind
and friendly remarks in defence of Colonel Olcott, and
trying to be satirical asks, why to the epithets “ pure-mind-
ed,” “noble ” and “self-devoted ”, Mr. Hume does not add
“high-tonell” when speaking of the American Colonel.
Now, to hear the Lahore Gazette speak of “high-toned ”
suggests very strongly a Nicobaur islander asking a
Eurbpean sailor why lie does not eat with a silver knife and
fork insteadl of using his fingers. Tie Punjab Guzelte
talliing of what it has hitherto been as ignorant as a new-
born babe of the elements of Kuclid ! Tt is truly too ridicu-
lous. Welhave never known or heard even of a poorest
Hindu editor of a third-class native paper who has been
guilty in a whole year of such a number of gross vulgari-
ties, and of such bad taste as the Ciwil and Military Gazette
displays in any one of its numbers selected at random. 1t
is this spirit of rampant sycophancy, of loathsome flattery
and flunkeyism before every Anglo-Indian power, and at
the same time its vulgar and brutal abuse of every thing
and of all it thinks unable to defend themselves, that has
given it the reputation it now enjoys throughout the Punjab
and the N.-W. DProvinces. TIts sneers against the Tiro-
SOPHIST are, to say the least, absurd. That our journal
which has been little more than tvo years in existence and
is devoted wostly to philosophical and mystical sub-
jects, hias contained at times, in Mr. A. O. Hume's words,
« paragraphs ntterly indefensible both in taste and tone”
owing, for the most part, to our absence, 1s a fact which
we sincerely vegret. It was duc to the desire of the
managers to cnliven its columns, full of very abstruse—
heuce, for some, rather too dry metaphysics—by reprinting

scraps from American and ecven provincial English
newspapers. This, however, only leaves the journal

guilty of reprinting occasionally other pcople’s vulgari-
ties, not of filliug its columns with original abuse
and clumsy witticisms worthy, for the most part,
of & mountebank at a conutry fair as 1s the caze almost

daily with the Civil and Military. We have never hesi-

tated to admit the defects of our paper, and to gratefully
thank every well-meaning, respectable critic who with
courtesy points them out to us; but surely itis not the
editor or editors—Ieaven save the mark !—of the Civil and
Military Gazette who can be considered capable of what
educated people are accustomed to call fair and gentle-
manly eriticism. There are men to whom the instincts of o
born gentleman are as foreign as the smell of a violet is to a
negro'sskin and aswell expect kindaessand decentlanguage
from a hackney carriage driver who believes himself cheated
out of his full fare and knows there is a mile between him
and the nearcst policeman. ITence neither Colonel Oleott

nor Madame Blavatsky can be in any way the worse, either
as private individuals or as editors of the TurosopHIST for
being called “ quacks,” “impostors ” and what not by the
Civil and Military Gazette of Lahove. Colonel Oleott,
regardad in America and elsewhere as a gentleman by all
those who know him, cannot feel hurt at any thiug such a
rabid, ill-conditioned paper can say of him ; nor as one of
the late editors of the New York Tribune, for years the well-
known organ of Horace Greeley, can he feel dismayed by
any opinion the editor of the said paper may express re-
garding him and his “tone.” The conductor of the Civil
Gazefte, \aware that any thing he might say of the
Colonel and of Madame Blavatsky, would only amuse them
with a gallantry and courage for which he is so pre-
eminently distinguished—goes on attacking a woman and
a foreigner, whose peculiar and uwupopular views seem
to ensure him, as he thinks, perfect impunity. The too
sanguine editor may, perhaps, at some time discover his
mistake. M2anwhile, haviug, we are afraid, disfigured
our columns too much alveady,—we do hop for the last
time—uwith the mention of that very uneivil person, we
close our remarks to give placa to the elitorial mentioned
at the beginning of this article.

( From th2 Amrita Bazawr Patrita.)
THE RUSSTAN AND AMERICAN FRIENDS.

It is all very well to talk of Magna est veritas et pre-
valebit, and so it doubtless do=s it the end, but most truths
seem to take a very long tim= in establishing themselves,
and there is probably no truth which will have to wait
longer bafore it does prevail, at any rate with our European
Aryan brethren, than this, that all wislom and learaing,
science and truth, are not absolutely their exclusive birth-
right. As matters stand, the placid slf-complacency with
which almost all Western minds contemplate their owa
attainments and the supposed folly, ignorance, and super-
stition of their liastern representatives, would b2 really
delightful, were it not indirectly productive of so much
evil. 8o ingrained is this self-exaltation, that it is only
necessary for any Haropean, rending the fetters of horvedi-
tary prejudice, to discover and proclaim that there is soms-
thing good, something of value, something desirable of
attatnment in our Eastern literatuve, sciencz or religion
for his fellows at once to branl him a3z fool, mydman or
rogue,

Lzt it not be supposed that we attribute to them in
such cases any want of good faith—it is in all sincerity
that like the Jews of old they ask “can any good com= out
of Nazareth?” Their self-esteem is 83 overwnelming, their
satisfaction with their own limited materialistic knowledge
so intense, that honestly and truly they cannot conceive
any sang, sensible and upright man discovering anything
good and still less anything better than what they already
kunow—in either our literature, our science, or our religion.

It is well known that for some years past Col. Olcott
and Madame Blavatsky, the foundersof the Theosophical
Society, have been zealously labouring to revivify our in-
digenous learning and to convince an age, oblivious of past
gloties, that good as might be in its way of modern Western
physical science, there was a higher good, lying forgotten
in onr ancient Kastern psychical science.

These good friends of ours and of India actually per-
sisted that there were things in our old Eastern philoso-
phies not dreamt of by Western scicnce, that there were
traths, spiritual and scientifie still extant, though almost
forgotten amongst us, higher than any to which the
materialistic West has ever attained, that it behoved us,
the lineal descendants of the sages of old, the successors to
their priceless lore, to neglect no longer their precious
tegacy, but rather by earnest study aud patient investiga-
tions, to qualify ourselves to teach our Western masters,
lessons higher, deepet, sterner than anything they have
ever taught us.

Can it he wondered at that at such audacity the Euro-
pean community stool aghast, or that they heaped upon
the propounders of such a theory every injurious epithet of
which their meagre vocabulary was master ?
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Spies, knaves, fools, impostors, cheats and what not,
were amongst the titles so genevously bestowed on them ;
an Kuropean police officer dogged their footsteps from
Bombay to Meernt and back again; there was a gencral
consensus that Government really ouglt to deport them;
there was no language too severc in which to denounce
them ; but, as in the case of that «terriblc carse” which
has made the Avclibishop of Rlieims so famouns,

“What gave rise, to no little surprise

Was that nolody seemed one penuy the worse.”
The fact was that as time went on, the pure, unselfish and
self-denying lives led by the founders of the Socicty,
gradually caused a change in even that blundest of all
evolutes, Anglo-Indian Public Opinion. Tt began to be
realized, that though these people might be fanatics, and
enthusiasts, no moral delinquencies could be laid to their
charge, and, for some time past, except in a vory few ill-
eonditioned second-rate prints, we have seen no unseemly
abuse of either Col. Olcott or Madame Blavatsky.

People langhed at them and vidiculed their pretensions,
but they had come round to fecl that whatever the
founders’ qualifications for their self-imposed and vast
task, they were at any rate honestly labouring and at their
own cost, day and night, to achieve it.

Suddenly some scoundrel, we use the term advisedly,
for the man who insults and maligns an innocent woman,
from what he thinks is a safe asylum, 7s a scoundrel ; some
scoundrel, we repeat, obtains admission for an article in
the Saturday Review abnsing and v111fymgr both Colonel
Olcott and Madame Bl'w'mtsky, asserting that both were
unscrupulons adventurers, fit subjects to De dealt with by
the Pullce, &e. &e. As soon as t]ns article was noticed in
Tndia, a letter was addressed to the editor of the Satwrday
Review (which, despite the accidental appearance in its
columns of this discreditable article, is a respectable paper),
pointing out the erroneous and unwarrantable character of
the assertions made. This will doubtless appear in due
course in England, as the editor of the SzLizu{ ay Review
is plequmflblya. gentleman, and the article is distinetly
libellous, and wnh this refutation at home, the matter
might have ended.

But as there isalways some wretched dog that runs
across the race course just when it “ did’'nt ouglit,” so theve
is always some journal found to republish any article con-
spicuous for bad taste or malignity, or, as in the present
case, both, as no one else rushed forward to secure the
plume fallen from the wings of the loathly vulture scandal,
the Clvil and Military Qazette boldly came to the front
and 1ep10’duced the objectionable article in full.

Tt does not surprise us to perceive that on this the
editor was called on to reproduce also the refutation of
the original article that had been sent to the Satwrday
Reuww, nor, indeed, the article being clearly actionable,
that he complied with the demand. In our next we hope
to reprint this refutation (we will not disgrace our pages
with the article that gave rise to it) which is well worth
perusal, and perfectly counclusive.

Jonclusive that is to say so far as it goes, for Mr. Hume,
the writer of the reply in the Review only professes to
show that Col. Olcott and Mme. Blavatsky are not “un-
scrupulous adventurers” but, on the contrary, love-worthy,
and honest people, and this, no native of India, who has
watched the gradual development of theiv scheme will
question.

But there are many other points in the article in the
Saturday Review that we should like to see touched on,
and many other gross misconceptions that we could have
wished refuted.

Thus, the Satwrday remarks that Madame Blavatsky's
chief claim to attention, is the invention of a certain
mystic brotherhood, which with the customary western
assumption of omniscience, it sets down, being entirely
ignorant on the subject, as a pure fiction.

Can anything be more absurd when there are hundreds
and thousands, 1f not hundreds of thousands of us in India,
who know that this mystic brotherhood exists, aye, and,
have existed for thousands of years, who know the paths

- lessly and without canse.
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by which men hke ourselves rose to join that sacred fellow-
ship, and who have more or less knowledge of the spirit-
ual truths to which they have attained ?

But the West can conceive nothing to be possible of
whicli it is ignorant. It isunable to realize that Western
intellect working along one line, the physical, has indeed
in this made marvellous progress, but is yet gr oqqu igno-
rant of the even more marvellous results at which Kasfern

“minds, working for thousands of years along another line,

have arrived.  The blattant West has ever paraded every
serap of its so-called knowledge which deals only with
phenomena, to which 1t has att'uned but the silent East
that deals only with noumena, that has grasped the only
true knowledge, what we are, whence we come, whither
we go, has ever veiled her attainments in sacred secrecy.

The men of the West are brave, energetic, practical and
decply skilled in physical science, but they are material-
istie, ignorant of psychical science and the higher spiritual
truths, and so stecped in self-conceit that they decm every-
thing unknown or inexplicable to ¢hem, false Impos-
sible.

It Las l>eu1 good for us that they have bronght us peace,
fairly good Government and theiv Western cu]tme but it
18 bul for us that they have in their blind contempt for all
they donot know, trampled out or nearly so our national
pride in that veligion, science, and literature which we
have inherited {rom a thousand gencrations and that by
their materialistic Western system of edncation they have
almost blotted out from our cognizance the higher and
eternal spivitnal truths that lie veiled in our ancient liter-
ature:

Be it so.  All things in their appointed cyele.  The sun
is still there, though the carth turns away from him,

Bt are better times never to return 2 The night has
been long and weary ; will the dawn never come $

Tt may be but the dream of some fow tired watchers,
but to us it seems as if even now there were a glimmer iu
the East.......

MADAME BLAVATSKY AND COLONEL
OLCOTT.

TO THE EDITOR “ CEYLON TIMES.”

SR,—In taking over the paragrapli from the Bowbay
Guzette about Madame Bl avatsky and wmyself, you have
talen over at the same time that paper’s remark “suvely
the status of both these notable Theosoplisis 1s capable of
vertfication, and 1t is for the interests of both that 1t should
be placed beyoud all doubt or cavil by the production of
‘papers’ which would set the matter at rest for ever.”
And as your attitnde towards oursclves has always been,
so far as [ know, one of self-respectful impartiality, T will
do for you, what I have seorned and cver will scorn to do,
for the bigoted editors who have been abusing ns so shame-
I send you herewith for inspec-
tion o packet of original official documents, cmanating
from highly placed officers of the Amcrican War, Navy,
Treasury, and State Departments to and about myself,
which show that my personal, and official chavacter at
home, is without spot or blemish. They show that since
my arrival in India, and down to a very recent date—only
a few weeks, in fact—T have been doing favours for the
State Department, the Quarter-Master-General, U.SA.,
and the bmlthsonmn Institution, by the colloetion of in-
formation about commerce, A1my Tentage, and Ethnology,
I invite you to subject these documents to the closest
scrutiny of Taspector-General of Police, the Queen’s Ad-
vocate, the Bishop of Colombo, or any other pnhh ¢ officer,
or private analyst, who is suppo%ml to be eapable of se lect-
ing an “adventurer® at sight. Throngli the American
;onsul the American Minister at London, or any other
Lhanm,l you are at liberty to inquire into my ‘status’
aud my services to my country durirg, before, and sinee
the war.  Thesc papers show that I have been associated
on public committecs and on terms of perfect equality,
with the most eminent of American Statesmen (_Iln lud-



6 SUPPLEMENT TO THE THEOSOPHIST,.

et EEREY — S 1L S e i SHS s S S8 S SE S =

[December, 1881,

ing the late President Garfield), merchants and bankers.
If you will take the trouble to have enquiry made, you
will also find that as a lawyer T have had such great clients
as the Corporation of New York City, the N. Y. Stock
Exchange, the Mutual and Equitable Life and Conti-
nental Life Insurance companics, and the Gold Exchange
Dank, and Panama Railway Co.: and that in the year
1870 T was retained by the New York representatives of
the United steel-manufacturers of Sheffield to proceed to
Gngland and adjust & very large customs revenue claim
laid against them by the U, S. Government.  But I will
not enter into a eatalogue of the easily-found proofs that
go to show that the vile and libellous epithet of “unseru-
pulous adventarer,” flung at me by the Saturday Revicw,
is as little applicable to me as to any man living. The
last thing desired by the enemies of the Theosophical
Society is—I most sadly affirm—that the status of its

founders “should be placed beyond all doubt or cavil’e.

The sole weapon they can use against us is slander and
ridicule, and they neither want our characters cleared, nov
will publish the facts, Take, as an example, this very
libel of the Sutwrduay Revimr. The editor printed it on
the Brd of September, without a seintilla of evidence before
him that was prejudicial to onr good name. On the 17th
of the same month he published a retractation confessing
that the remarks “ were based upon the published accounts
of their doings, which struck us as bearing a suspicious
resemblance to those of the < spivit mediums’ in Furope and
America”  Upon such  warranty as this one of the
first journals of Fngland did not lhesitate to brand an
innocent lady and gentleman with the most oppro-
brious of epithets! I have just made a flying visit to the
Madras Presidency to organize a new branch of our
Society. On the day of my arrival at Tinnevelly, the
Missionary presses at Palamcottah  issued a pamphlet
entitled “ Theosophy,” without imprint or any other sign
of 1ts origin, whiell was simply a republication of the
Satwrduy's libel, and an equally disereditable one by the
N, Y. Times, based upon a letter I was falsely alleged to
have written to a gentleman at New York. The Mission-
aries had not the honesty to print the Saturday’'s re-
fractation after the libel, for that would have defeated
their object.  And rightly suspecting that their indecent
pampllct would be flung in the face of their colportewr,
the latter were ordered to say at every Hindu residence
where a copy was left, that it was “sent with the com-
pliments of Mr. Soondram Iyer’—the Seceretary of our
new branch. I nced not comment upon such conduct,
for I am addressing a British audience....

Pavdon, T pray you, the length of this letter. I have
for months, in silence and disgust, allowed the poor crea-
tures who delight in slander, to send broadeast their
wretched seed, for I have always been taught by the
lessons of history that such sced, being steeped 1n the
acrid juices of faleshood and malice, will rot in the ground,
enrich the soil for its veception as you may. 1 firmly
believe that a pure and honest life is its own best shield;
and that as time wears on and the results of our labours
in India and Ceylon show themselves, the eternal law of
compensation will vindicate the reputations of Madamne
Blavatsky and your obedient servant,

H. S. OLCOTT.

(folombo, 31st Qctober, 1881.

At the same time that our President—who, for a
period of nearly three years had abstained from answer-
mg his calumniators, wiscly treating the anonymous,
cowardly slanders with the contempt they merit—
was penning the above ; and while numerous letters of
congratulations from Hindu correspondents and messages
full of enthusiasm and gratitude from our Tinnevelly
Theosophists were pouring into our office, there appeared
a new proof of thie insatiable malice of our opponents.
That malice and the bitterness of their hatred of the
Theosophists have finally rcached that degree of blind
fury that vitiates the most ordinary perceptions.  To lie

openly and in the most impudent, shameless manner has
become their last expediency. When our readers will
have noticed the Ofticial Report of Tinnevelly Branch
whicli follows the present, and a few articles from
other correspondents, they will be able to judge for
themselves. In a letter from an unknown Tinnevelly
correspondent of the Madras Standard the following
truthful statement is given :—“ The natives of this place”
writes the informer, “are very sorry for all the hubbub
and commotion caused by the arnval of Colonel Olcott,
the Theosophist, among them. The Branch Society—the
members of which invited him here—wcere very disappointed
in thetr expeetations. They now call him * IMPOSTOR AND
PRETENDER—to use their own words”...... 1!

By this time our “ Branch Society” will have read the
above statement. We all sincerely hope our Tinnevelly Bro-
thers will not refuse themnselves the satisfaction of pointing
out publicly tothe “Tinnevelly correspondent of the Madras
Standard” that the greatest “ impostor” is that man who,
taking advantage of the voice of the press, imposes npon
the public bare-faced Lirs under the guise of news ; “ that
the term ¢ pretender,” is to be applied only to individuals
of his stamp, who pretending to the name of a “ corre-
spondent” have a right but to that of a “ penny-a-line”
slanderer, whose lies would disgrace any respectable paper.
A very reliable organ—-as a source of information—is the
Mudras Standard—we see |

DaMopAR K. MAVALANKAR,
Joint Recording Secretary,
Parent Theosophical Society.

TINNEVELLY THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY.
THE SECRETARY’S REPORT.

Having invited Colonel H. 8. Olcott, President Founder
of the parent Theosophical Society to visit and lecture at
Tinnevelly, and be having kindly consented to our request,
the Colonel, accompanied by a delegation of several Bud-
dhist members of the Colombo Tlheosophical Branch
Society, left Ceylon on the 2Ist ultimo and landed at
Tuticorin on the following day. The whole Hindu com-
nrunity of that seaport was assembled to receive the
Theosophists. Staying there the whole of that day, the Pre-
sident lectured in the A, V. School on “ The Civilization
that India needs.” Both Natives and Europeans crowded
the hall to suffocation. The Theosophists left Tuticorin
on the next day by the morning train for Tinnevelly,
where they found the platform and the railway grounds as
well as the roads near it, thronged by people eager tosee and
welcome our President. Iu the crowd, 5,000 men strong,
appeared the most educated and intelligent of the native
community to greet him. It was a rare and grand spec-
tacle, indeed, “ The American Pundit” delivered three
most interesting” and instructive lectures, two in the
Hindu College and one in the large temple of our town.
Numerous audiences, comprising the most learned and
influential Hindus, gathered cach time to hear him,
clieering and applauding the Colonel throughout. Unfor-
tunately for the Tinnevellians, his stay with them was
limited to only four days. Owing to his nuinerous en-
gagements at Ceylon and much to the regret of all the
Hindus, he sailed back for that Island, promising us to
return in January or February—with Madame Blavatsky
that tine.

During the Colonel's stay at Tinuevelly, the Apostles of
Christianity—true to their traditional customs—made
themselves unusually busy in crying down Theosophy,
and preaching to us “ poor heathens” the logical and
highly scientific doctrines of their Bible. At the same
time, appeared a publication by the Padris under the
shape of a small pamplet containing two scurrilous libels
about the Chiefs of the Theosophical Society—Madame
Blavatsky and Colonel Olcott,—one from the Saturday
Lieview, and the other from the New York Times. 1 must
not omit a very remarkable incident in connection with
this publication, nainely, that the Christian catechists liber-
ally distributed the pamphlcts among the people. in my
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name, and with my best complzmenta to ﬂw people bhame !
Shame to them who resort to such dishonest and cowardly
measures ! Beyond thisdastardly act of anonymous calumny
no missionary of our place ventured to boldly come out and
challenge the Colonel to a free discussion upon the anthen-
ticity of their facts, the characters of their prophets, the
nature and fulfilment of their prophecies, or the divinity
of their Clrist. Nay worse. Not one of them had the
moral courage to appear at his lectures though they were
all mvited to them ! TIs it their past. experiences at
Ceylon that, teaching them a sad lesson, has made them
so wiser 7 Our Socnety has now decided to publish—with
a Tamil translation appended to it, and in a pamphlet
form—the letter addressed to the Editor of the Satwurday
Review by A, O. Hume, Esq., C. B, late Secretary to the
Government of India, in vindication of the spotless cha-
racters of Madame Blavatsky and the Colonel, and his
testimony showing the dignity and uscfulness of the
Society founded by them. We will also translate into
Tamil the three lectures delivered here by Colonel
Olcott. Fraternal greetings to all the Bombay Brethren.
S. SunpraM IYER, Sccretary,
Tinnevelly Theosophical Society.
Tinnevelly, October 1881,

OLCOTT AND THE TINNEVELLY
THEOSOPHISTS
TO THE EDITOR OF THE MADRAS MAIL.
L.

Sir,--Thelettersinyourcolumns regarding Colonel Olcott’s
visit to Tiunevelly have attracted myattention. The follow-
ing no doubt will be edifying to some of yourreaders:—

1. Colonel Oleott did not declave himself to be a Hindoo.

2. Colonel Olcott never said Buddhism was superior to
Hindooism.

3. Colonel Oleott said not & word such as could betray
even an inclination on his part to persuade the audience to
embrace Buddhism,

4. A great deal, if not the whole, of what he said while
addressing the public, was that Hindooism wasa very an-
cient religion, and that his advice was “ Dive aud search
deep—and you will find all that is wanted to convince you
of the truth of that religion,” or something to this effect.

5. Lastly, and not the least of all, the cocoanut planted
by the Buddhists in the compound of the ’ Tinuevelly tem-
ple (not in the heart of the tewmple as alleged by some of
your correspondents) is still in existence, and in the same
spot it was first planted, it has as good & thriving appear-
ance as could be wished by the best of Colonel Oleott’s
friends, This is a stubborn FACT,

1L

Sir,—The account of Colonel Oleott’s visit to Tinnevel-
ly, given by your Tinnevelly “Native Christian Correspond-
ent,” isone tissue of misconceptious and misrepresenta-
tions. For, the Christian gentleman reports that the
Hindus of this place feel disappointed and imposed upon
by the Colonel | But, Sir, the trath is just the opposite.
The Tinnevellians, who heard before so much of Colonel
Olcott, and loved him so muel, have now learned to re-
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spect and love him the more upon their personal observa-

tions of his deep erudition, extraordinarily instructive aud
impressive orations, soldierly and vencrable appearance,
and pleasirg deportment. The educated Hindus are only
in deep grief that he did not stay Lere longer. Your cor-
respondent next proceeds to remark that some Native of
Tinnevelly who translated into Tamil Colonel Oleott's
lecture on “India; Past, Present, and Future,” has, in
his introduction to that translation,paid the founders of
the Theosophical Society “ unblushing adulation with
flourish of trumpets ! 7 Sir, I send you by this mail
a printed copy of Colonel Olcott’s testimonials, TPlease
to peruse it through and see if the vernacular trans-
lator with all his “ unblushing adulation,” and with
all his “ flourish of trumpets” has yet done the
American gentleman full justice. No ; he has done but a
part of his work ; he has not wholly removed the veil trom
ver the name of the Theosophist leader. These docu-
paents will testity to you that Le is even something morg

than a“ B‘Llllbtel Y a Co one] v« Specml Commissioncr
of the War Depal tment”, “ Chief Commissioner of Agri-
culture,” and “ Secretary to the National Insurance Con-
vention.” Thesc certificates were printed in the form of a
“supplement to the T'HEE0SOPHIST in January last; and cir-
culated along with the theosophical organ throughout the
whole world.  And Madame Blavatsky is too well kuown
now throughout the entire globe to require any notico
being made by me. As regards the comparative merits of
the religion, science, and philosophy renounced by Colonel
and Madame, and those embraced by them, it suflices to say
that those, who study Oriental and Western philosophies,
&c, for truth’s own sake, unbiassed by any race or creed,
or party predilections, become ardent admirers and advo-
cates of the former. The presentation of Koowblam is
simply a mark of esteem and salutation ; and the receipt
of it with respect is also simply a sign of returning the
salutation. It is simple ignorance and absurdity, there-
fore, to suppose that this one of the Aryan ways of
exchanging greetings, is an indication predictive of the
coming rain. If any one deems it to be such, it is his
own wmistalke; and he should luse no time to correct himselt,

Your correspondeut next asks “ what right the Theoso-
phists 1 this town had to use their influence as Govern-
ment officials to prevail on the temple authorities to
receive Colonel Oleott as they did, &e. 7 He knows not,
poor friend, that Government officials are after all ouly
nien ; and as men they have souls; and their souls, true to
their intrinsic nature, do, like those of the other people
who arc not Government officials, aspive to progress, and
thirst for salvation. It is no wouder then that those Gov-
ernment Officials joined a society as its members, which
professes, among other thiugs, “to cxplore the Indden
mysteries of nature, and to develop the latent powers of
man.”  The chicfs of the Tueosophical Society being
Europeans by nationality, and having renounced thheir
religion &c., and Orientalized thC‘l]lb(,lV(,S, the Asiatics
conceive great sympathy, love, and estecin tfor them. The
anthorities of the pagoda of Tinnevelly arc Ilindus, and,
therefore, have joined of their own accord, but were uot
compelled to do so, others who are also Hindus like them-
selves, in giving the Colouel that enthusiastic reccption
Le so richly deserves at the hands of all the sons of India,
Besides, it is a custom continued from a long time since
with the authiorities of the Siva pagoda of Tiunevelly, and
I supposc the same 1s the case also with those of all other
Hindu temples, to receive every European visitor, officially
or otherwise noted, with Thattumali Prasatham, and the
elephants, paraplhemalia &ec, belonging to the temple
Why, then, 13 it necessary that they should be prevailed
upou to do so by the official theosophists ?

The correspondent next says that the cucoauut tlee
planted in the pagoda yard “has been plucked up? T
really wonder at my Christian brother, for the tree does
still, at this mowment as I write this sentence, staud aud
thrive luxuriantly wlere it was planted ; and is sheltered
with two fenees, one (the inuer) of bamboo sticks, aud
the other (the outer) of prickly bushes. There grows,
Siv, in the temple yard, that proud young tree.  Further
on, your informant observes that “the cocoanut-tree was
planted by him, the Theosophist leader.” It was not
Colonel Olcott who planted it; but it was the Buddhists
who did 1t, simply as a mark of respect to the Hindu com-
munity, and as a memorial of their advent to 'lmnevdly
Colonel Oleott and the Sinhalese gentlemen told in plain
language the immeunse crowd of more than five thousand
p:ople that thronged to hear the Colonel that evening, the
object of planting it, Colonel Olcott visited, and will also
visit, numerous towns and cities in America, Europe, and
Asia; but surely hedid not, and also will not, take alongwith
him younyg cocoanut-trecs to plant them in those plices,

Your correspondent continues that the Tinunevelly Siva
temple was purified after Colonel Oleott had lectured in it.
This is true.  But the cercmony of purification ju this case
must not be understood as having been performed out of
disrespect or dislike to the Colonel, whom nearly all the
Hindus of this place love us the very apple of their own
eyes, but ouly as a wammool, or cystomary work of the
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priests attached to the temple. It is one of the duties of
the temple-priests to make punniygjancm (puritication
ceremony) to the pagoda whenever Europeans visit it ;
and this they do quite automatically and indiscriminately
in all cases, whether or no they are directed to ao so by
their authoritics, and whether it is necessary or not ncces-
sary to doso in any particular ecase.  Contingent charges
are allowed on such occasions and the priests get money
from the temple-cashier, and make expense of it at once,

Your correspondent concludes by saying that Coloncl
Olcott did not go to Madura froin Tinnevelly as he once
intended, beeanse he feaved the American Missionaries at
the former place would involve him in the ¢ tug of war’!
Docs he then mean that Colonel Oleott founded, for the
first time, the Theosophical Soceiety in Tinnevelly in the
month of October 18871, and had never been before abroad
into the world in the propagation of theosophy ?  Does
he not know that the Parent Socicty was organized in
the year 1875 in New York, the metropolis of that very
same country, from which the American Missionaries of
Madwra lLave comne, iu the midst of so many millions of
Americans 7 Does he not also know that he bravely faced
the enemies of Theosophy iu various parts of the globe,
and gloriously succeeded in organizing branch theoso-
phical socicties in many countries both in Christendom
and heathendom 7 How many Americans, your corres-
pondent thinks, are there in all in Madura ? Ten thousand
at the most.  But these ten thousand Americans are no-
thing to one, who fought with success with ten millions of
Ameaicans, all cenemies of theosophy, in Anerica itsclf.
Let your correspondent first read the history of the pro-
gress of theosophy, and then speak about the Theosophical
Socicty and its founders. And 1 tell him now that Colonel
Oleott went to Ceylon, not beesuse he feared the Ameri-
cans at Madura, but becanse he had so many engagements
alveady made by him in Ceylon that he could not stay in
Tinnevelly for more than four days without prejudice to
his promise to the Ceylonese.  Yours, &c,

SECRETARY, THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY,
TINNEVELLY.

COLONEL OLCOTT’S BUDDIIIST CATECHISM.

This little bool is calling out many a  valualile sugges-
tion in the papers in connection with Buddhist philosaphy.
A correspondent writes in the Ceylon Times that ho has
received an Iinglish copy of ‘“A Buddhist Catechism” by

Colonel  Oleott 1cgarding  which he wishes to make some
remarks, It appears”- he says, ¢ that it has been trans-
lated into Sinhalese, and that it has received the ‘impri-

matur, or vather sanction of no less a personage than the Vene-
rable 1. Sumangaly, 1ligh Priest of Adam’s Peak, and Princis
pal of the Vidyodaya College. The expense of publication has
been generously borne by a Sinhalese lady of rank, Mrs. Fred-
rika Ceeilin Dias Ilangakoon of Matara, who, as the initials
at the end of Ler name denote, is a fellow of the Theo-
sophical Socicty. In this respect the Buddhist Theosophists of
Ceylon may be congratulated on the rapid success of their pro-
paganda, and it is said that the enconragement the leaders of
tho Sociely have hitherto received in this conntry hns decided
them iu making Ceylon their Head-Quarters.® Be that as it may,
there is no donbt that great cfforts are being made by the
eneraetic President in advancing the eanse of Ceylon Buddhism,
A Sinlalese journal called the ¢ Sarasavisandavesa” has been
started and is floutizhing, and a “ Sinhalese National Buddhistic
Fand” dargely subseribed to by DBuddhists of all classes and
denominations threughout, the country, is being formed for the
purpose of establishing Buddhist schools and of promoting the
cause of Duddhism in every practicable way,

This “brochure” is oug of the first efforts of the President
in this direction, It is, I presume, principally intended for
the nze of Buddbist schools and beginners in the study of
Buddhist philosophy, although some portions of it, such as the
questions included between Nos, 68 and 75, aflord interesting
subjeets  of thought for the philosopher nand the Scientist.
Whether the main doetrines of Buddhistm are tu accord with
the results of the Modern Seience or not, there is one salient
feature in that system which must naturally attract the atten.
tion of the student, viz., that its range of thought is so wide and
comprehensive as to be capable of including within it and har.

* At Ceylon is  o«c of our Head-Quarters. as it is prnionetlrtlmt wo
should havo one, for every scason of the year, at Bombay, Calcults, Ceylon,
pud the N, W, Provinces,—£d, '
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~monizing  with it other schools of thought, divergent in soms

respects, but all converging towards the grand keystone of
Buddhism—the nniversal law of nature.  Viewed iu this light,
the Materialist and the Spiritualist, the Positivist and the

_ Rationalist can all take their stand within the precincts of

Buddhism ; and while cach is at liberty to pursue his own
course of thought ke has the pleasing satisfaction of knowing
that the tolerant hand of good-will, fellow-ship and assistance, is
extended to every one of them. I am myself inclined to belicve
with the Author of this little work, that “the signs abound that
ofall the world’s great ereeds, that oncis destined to be the much
talked-of Religion of the Future which shall be found iun least
antagonism with nature and with law,” and am tempted to ask
“Who daro predict that Buddhism will not be the one chosen ?”

The Author modestly disclaims originality in the composi-
tiom or matter of this small volume ; although, in my opinion,
the catechetienl form in which the information is conveyed and
the attempt at reconciling the main principles of Buddhism
with the discoveries of Modern Science are new and striking
features in a work on Buddhism. T do not wish to be hyper-
eritical in looking over a work the objectof whichisin the Lighest
degrec praise-worthy ; but as the Author himeelf has courted
friendly criticism with a view to benefit thereby when preparing
a second edition, I will make a few brief remarks in the hope
that they may prove useful tothe Author inasubsequent edition.

The answer to the 4th question.—* Was Buddha a man ?”

_does not in my opinion convey a definite idea “ in form a man ;

Lut internally not like other men.” Now, what does ¢ interoally’
gignify here? Does it refer to the mental and moral ealibre
of the great sage ? If so, why not say so 7 The refereuce by
footuote to the definition of “ Bodisat” Question 72 does not
elucidate the point. I would rather prefer an answer like the
following :—* ITe was a man, but of the highest type and perfec-
tion ameng men.”

Q. 7. Itis deubitful whether Buddha's veal name was Sid«
harthn Gautama, There are many grounds for supposing that
his “princely’ name was Siddharthas and that subgequent to liis
reaunciation of the worldhe assmmed the asceticname of Gautama,

Q, 8  ‘Maya, and not * Maia’ was his mother’s name,

Q. 35. et sequor. An important omission is made about
this part of the narrative.  Buddha’s fivst ascetic tenchers weve
two Bralmans, Atara Katama and Uddaka Ramaputta, who
were followers of the Yoga philosophy and initinted Buddha in
the mystic trances which the course of meditation prescribed in
that system, was iutended to produce. This incident in his
ascetic life is especinlly wmentioned by Buddha himself in the
discourses wherein he narvates his nscetic carecr.

I cannot here refrain from quoting Questions 90 and 91 as
the example of the racy and forcible mauner in which the
writer expresses his ideas :-—

Q. 90. If you were to try to represent the wholo spirit of
Buddhn’s doctrine by oue word, wlich word would you choose ?

A. Justice.

Q. 9. Why?

A.  Decause it teaches that every man gets under the operas
tions of universal Inw, exactly that reward or punishinent which
he has deserved 5 no more aud no less, No good deed ov had
deed, however trifling and however secretly committed, escapes
the evenly “balanced, scales of karma,” .

Q 98. I entertain a great regard for the wonderful learning
and research of tho High Priest Sumangala in all that pertaing
to Oriental literature, and especially for his deep insight into the
contents of the ¢ T'ripitiks,” but I wmust, with all due deference,
beg to differ from him in his translation of the title of Buddha’s
first cclebrated disconrse—¢ Dhammaceakka-ppavattana Sutram.’
The learned Iigh Priest ronders it—*The Definition of the
Rulo of Doctrine.”  Mr. Oleott must have felt some misgiving
in adopting this rendering, as he is carefnl to inform his readers
by a footinote that it is the transiation of his friend the Reveread
Prelate aforesaid.  Now, neither the words of the title, nor the
eubject-matter of the Satra will warrant the interpretation put
upon it.  Alabaster transtutesit as “ The wheel of the Law.”
But this is not strictly correct either ; for althongh ¢ cakka’ may
mean a wheel or discus, it is (requently the idea of Dominion or
Authority which that symbol represents, so that ¢ The Reign of
Law ” is the proper translation of the title, and one which fully
hiarmonizes with the grand and solemn subject of which it treats,
—the immutable, the inexorable Laws of Nature. T have no
doubt that this small book will find thousands and thousarnds of
eager readers, both in Burope and America.

Matara, August 1881, A NATIVE.
* Such is the claim of the Tibetan Buddhists. Savartha-Siddba wag

the Lord Buddba's name abbreviated to Biddhartha by his father, whose
wiah (artha) was fullilled (Siddha)--Z£d,




