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I may have said something in my rage, but I
swear on all that is sacred for me that I never said
Sfraud, secret passages, traps, nor that my husband
had helped you in any way. If my mouth has utter-
ed these words, I pray to the Almighty to shower on
my head the worst maledictions tn nature.”—Letter
Jrom Madame Coulomb to Madume Bluvatsky.—See
page 133,



For the consideration of the Cominittee.

TaE persons outside the ranks of the Theosophical
Society, who demand the publication of a pamphlet
giving an absolute demonstration that the letters
published in the Christian College Magazine are for-
geries, and that Madame Blavatsky never performed
any fraudulent phenomena, are asking for an evident
impossibility.

The fact is, that nobody ever saw the Coulombs
forging any letters, neither has any one ever
supervised the performance of occult phenomena,
most of which occurred under no test condi-’
tions, because they were not intended for tests;
aund, although many of them may have con-
vinced those persons who witnessed them, such
a conviction carries no weight with the general
public.

The proofs therefore consist entirely in the inter-
nal evidence which the phenomena aund the letters
present to the mind of the observer ; but the effect
produced on the mind of the observer varies accord-
ing to the standpoint of the investigator. Those,
who have studied the subject of Occultism and are
convinced of the possibility of the occurrence of such
phenomena, will be easily convinced ; while those,
who believe that such phenomena can only be produced
by fraud, will, under no circumstances whatever, be
convinced, unless they arc first made to study tho
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subject. Such people we cannot compel to study,
and if they are willing to do so, there is already suffi-
cient theosophical literature in circulation to explain
to them what Theosophyis. To put all such expla-
nations and discussions into this pamphlet would
defeat its object, because those whom we wish to con-
vince would not read it and those who are convinced
would not need it. Such a laborious exposition,
which would involve entering into innumerable side-
issues, would render the pamphlet useless for the
object in view.

But to bring before the public a pamphlet, which
does not possess these qualifications, and which can
therefore be neither conclusive nor satisfactory to
them, would only give rise to interminable fruitless

discussions.

Let those who feel a sufficient interest in having
the matter thoroughly explained to them, read our
books, and study the subject.

Those who are unwilling to do so have no right to
demand an explanation, neither is there any possi-
bility of giving them such an esplanation as would
satisfy them ; because no oune can by mere asser-
tions be forced to believe in a subject of which he
knows nothing, and which he does not desire to

investigate.

ADYAR, ’§ H.
January 27, 1885,
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Commitiee’s Report,
At the Ninth Annual Convention of the Theoso-

phical Society at Adyar (Madras), a Committee was
appointed to advise Madame Blavatsky as to the
best course to be taken by her with reference to
certain letters published in the September number
and the following numbers of the Christian College
Magazine, a sectarian paper published at Madras
under the auspices of the Scotch ¥Free Church Mis-
gion. In this Madame Blavatsky was denounced
as being an impostor and having performed so-called
‘¢ Occult Phenomena” in a fraudulent manner by the
assistance of a woman named Coulomb and
her husband, both of which persons had been for
some time residing at the head-quarters of the Socie-
ty in the capacity of house-keepers and servants,
but who bad been recently expelled from the
head-quarters and from the Society, and on whose
evidence the accusations brought forward by the
missionaries rested.

After a thorough and patient investigation, your
Committee finds that the charges contained in the
said numbers of the Christian College Magazine are
entirely unfounded, and that in no case has any
sufficient evidence been brought forward to show
that Madame Blavatsky ever committed any fraud
whatever.

They therefore propose the following resolution :

Resolved :—That the letters published in the
Christian College DMagazine under the heading
“ Collapse of Koot Hoomi,” are only a pretext to
injure the cause of Theosophy, and as these letters
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necessarily appear absurd to those who are acquaint-
ed with our philosophy and facts, and as those
who are not acquainted with those facts could not
have their opinion changed even by & judicial ver-
dict given in favour of Madame Blavatsky, there-
fore it is the unanimous opinion of this Committee,
that Madame Blavatsky should not prosecute her
defamers in a Court of Law.

Narenpro Nate SeN, Chairman.

Franz HARTMANY, M. D,

S. RAMASAWMIER.

Navarai1 DoraBir KHANDALAWALLA, B. A, L. L. Be
H. R. Morean, Major-General.

GyANENDRA NATH CHARRAVARTI, M. A,

NosiN K. BANERII.

T. Sussa Row, B. A., B. L.

Dewan Barapur R. RacooNatr Row.
RouporpH GEBEARD,

P. Ivacoo Natpu.

TrE Hon’BLE S. SuBrAMANT I¥ER, B. L,

P. Sarinivasa Row.

A. J. Coorer-OARLEY, B. A, F, R, IL 8., Secy.

Reasons.

The reasons which have caused the Committes to
adopt this resolution are as follows:

1. The fact, that ever since the beginning of the
Theosophical Society certain Protestant cler-
gymen have attempted to impede its pro-
gress.
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That they have not aiways been very careful in
the selection of their means for that purpose.

That the article in the Chrisiian College Maga-
zine was entitled The Collapse of Koot Hoomdi,
which seems to indicate that it was not so
much the desire of the missionaries to expose
Madame Blavatsky, as to overthrow the belief
of some of the members of the Theosophical
Society regarding the existence of the Mahat-
mas.

The absurdity of the charges, which are in no
way consistent with known facts, and the im-
possibility of performing such phenomena as
are known to have occurred, with the contri-
vances found at head-quarters.

The fact that circumstances, which may appear
suspicious to the missionaries, have been
shown to be no proof whatever of fraud to
those who are at all familiar with the con-
necting circumstances,

The unreliability of the testimony given by
experts as to the genuineness or imitation of
hand-writings.

The impossibility of proving in a Court of law
the possibility of the occurrence of occult
phenomena.

The non-existence of a law which would admit
any evidence proving the possibility of such
an occurrence,

The character of the accusing persons and the
absence of other witnesses,
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Sectarianism versus Theosophny.

Itis a fact, well known to every student of history,
that sectarianism has been at all times and in every
country opposed to every liberal movement which
had in view the expansion and freedom of thought.
Especially certain sectarian missionaries have conti-
nued to oppose the deductions of logic, reagon and
common sense. They have so far proved themselves
either ignorant of the teachings of a high and pure
Christianity, or unwilling to apply the teachings of
their church in their practical life, as to act in direct
opposition to the doctrines which they profess to
believe.

But while such sectarians attempt to replace the
true spirit of Christianity as well as ancient religious
systems of the East by a system of misinterpretations
and forms without life ; they are not ill adapted to
teach to the East the sciences and discoveries of the
‘West, and they are, consequently, to a certain extent,
looked upon as spreaders of civilisation ;—a civilisa-
tion which has spread in Europe not by the help but
in spite of the efforts of their prototypes to keep it
back.

Their position as teachers entitles them to a
certain amount of respect, and as long as they do
not abuse their position to obtrude their own
peculiar sectarian views by associating them with
the science they teach, they ought to be credited
for whatever may be their merit. But itis a well
known fact, that whenever they find any occasion,
they will not hesitate to promulgate their peculiar
religious opinions by every means, even going to such
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lengths as during the time of famines to make at
least pretended conversion to their peculiar system
a condition for salvation from starvation.

Looking upon freedom of thought as an enemy,
they have assailed the Theosophical Society ever
since its existence, in the press and in public, and
these facts are too well known to make it necessary
to go into details. It may however be said that
whenever they entered into any discussions with the
defenders of Theosophy, they invariably were forced
to retreat, and it could not well be otherwise, as the
¢ Theosophists” never attacked the true Christian
ethics upon which the so-called Christian system is
based, but on the contrary upheld and scientifically
explained the essential truths, which were misunder-
stood and misrepresented by the missionary party,
and attempted only to remove the superstructure
of superstition and error.

Soon after Col. Olcott and Madame Blavatsky
left for Europe in the month of February 1884, the
missionaries of the Scottish Free Church, evidéntly
thinking their time favourable, began a renewed
attack on the Theosophical doctrines by a series
of discussions in the public papers,—which were ter-
minated under the pretext that no more could be
written against the Missionaries without * hurting
their feelings,” but in which nevertheless they were
forced to a hasty retreat,—and by attempting to give
a series of lectures against Theosophy, which like-
wise came prematurely to an end. This was the
beginning of the warfare in true earnecst; and not
long after that retreat they held a meeting at
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Calcutta in which, it is said, means were proposed
to uproot Theosophy.) How far the Missionaries
in taking this attitude, were induced to do so by
religious fanaticism, to what extent they were driven
to do so for their own selfish considerations may be
left to the decision of those who desire to investigate
further; but one thing is certain, that when a
woman by the name of Coulomb, who had been for
some time the personal attendant of Madame Bla-
vatsky, offered them for sale a number of letters
throwing discredit on the honesty of one of the
leaders of the Theosophical Society, they, without
taking due precaution to investigate the probabilities
or possibilities of the facts referred to in those letters,
bought them, and published them under the title
* The Collapse of Koot Hoomi,” after sending ad-
vance proof-sheets to all prominent papersin India.(3)

The Missionaries claim that they thoroughly
investigated the genuineness of the hand-writing of
the so-called Blavatsky-letters; but if they did so,
it was from a partial stand-point and with the view
of becoming convinced of what they hoped to be
true and they evidently neglected what would have
seemed under such circumstances the most neces-
sary step, namely, to visit the head-quarters of the
Society and to inquire how far the facts corres-
ponded with the charges. But it seems probable
that the assailers of the Theosophical Society cared
very little about getting any information in regard to
Madame Blavatsky’s private character. Their object
was to root out a belief in the existence of the Mahat-

(1) Appendix I. II,
(2.) Appendix II
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mas,—a belief which they erroneously supposed was
essentially necessary to become amember of the Theo-
sophical Society, and which they considered the main
piilar upon which that Society rested® ; because,
having as foundation of their own rebglous system
nothing but the supposed declaration of an invisible
deity, it is not difficult to understand that they look-
ed upon our system of philosophy as resting upon a
similar weak basis of personal authority, which they
hoped to undermine,—to use their own expression,—
tn the interest of public morality.

The Existence of the Mahaimas.

To give to those who know nothing of the present
theosophical movement a complete comprehension
of thecauses which gaveriseto the missionary scandal,
it would be necessary to again rewrite the history
of the Theosophical Society from its beginning, to
give an exposition of its aims and its doctrires, to
review the labor performed, and especially to give
again an account of the recent events that occurred
at the head-quarters. To do the former would
require several volumes instead of a pamphlet and
would involve on the part of the reader a thorough
study of Theosophy—the latter has already been
done in a pamphlet written before the so-called
« exposure” took place, and entitled 4 Report of
Observations during a Nine months’ stay at the Head-
quarters of the Theosoplical Society at Adyar (Ma-
dras), India, and those for whom the present pamphlet
is destined, have undoubtedly read that report, and
the majority of them must have arrived at the con-

(3) Appeadix 1I.
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clusion, that if the Coulomb scandal, as described by
Dr. Hartmann, proves anything at all, it proves con-
clugively the existence of the Mahatmas. It proves
that neither Col. Olcott nor Madame Blavatsky were
at that time over-anxious to get rid of the Coulombs
and the letters, written by Madame Blavatsky from
Paris, bear sufficient internal evidence, that in her
goodness of heart Madame Blavatsky would have
been willing to forgive Mrs. Coulomb if the latter
bad shown herself worthy of such forgiveness;
while the letter written by Colonel Oleott to Mrs.
Coulomb contains a direct invitation to remain and to
be truthful. Neither was there a single member of
-the Board of Control or any other person in the
house, who had any inimical feelings against either
of the Coulombs,® and it was only when the Cou-
lombs, after having been expelled, obstinately re-
fused to leave the premises, that the members of
the Board were forced to take such measures as
the circumstances required. Now, if neither Ma-
dame Blavatsky, nor Colonel Oleott, nor any one
in the Society wanted to drive them away, why did
they attempt to get rid of them? They wanted
to get rid of them, because they followed the advice
emanating from those whom they consider their
superiors in wisdom, and which advice moreover
indicated the true character of the Coulombs and
showed—as was afterwards verified—that they then
and there were actively engaged in upsetting
Madame Blavatsky’s rooms and transforming them
into a conjuring shop.

{4) Appendix VIII, IX, X.
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This advice could not have emanated from Col.
Oleott or from Madame Blavatsky; for not only
was the advice given therein not at all in
accordance with—if not contrary to—the wishes of
Colonel Olcott and Madame Blavatsky, but these
letters also contained information about other
matters of which Colonel Olcott and Madame Blavat-
sky were at that time uninformed, and besides all that
the “occult letters,” containing this advice, were
received in such a manner, that the Founders could
have had nothing to do with them. Finally there
were other circumstances connected with the time
and place of their reception as precludes all
suspicion of confederacy, even if such suspicion
could have arisen in a small circle to whom such
experiences were nothing new, and who were all
equally desirous of obtaining the truth.(®)

It has been repeatedly asserted, that the doctrines
of the Theosophical Society are based upon scienti-
fic principles and not upon a creed or upon a belief
in the existence of Mahatmas.(® Yet the existence of
these Mahatmas is for many members of the Society
an undoubted fact and is based upon evidence
entirely independent of Madame Blavatsky, and it
must be borne in mind thab various people in different,
parts of the world have received letters from them
when neither Madame Blavatsky, nor Mrs. Coulomh
were near, and that such letters corresponded in
style and hand-writing with those received when
Madame Blavatsky was present and which were said
to come from certain Mahatmas, who were seen and

(5) Appendix V and VI,
(6) Appendix XI.
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conversed with on various occasions by different
members of the Society as also outsiders.(?

Evidence against Madame Blavatsky.

The charges brought by the Missionaries against
Madame Blavatsky may be divided into three
classes. They assert—

1. That at the Head-quarters of the Theosophical
Society certain trap-doors and sliding panels existed
by which, with the assistance of Mr. and Mrs. Cou-
loumb, fraudulent * occult phenomena” were per-
formed.

2. That a puppet dressed upand consisting of
bladders and muslin was made to represent a
““ Mahatma” through the instrumentality of Mr.
Coulomb.

8. That certain letters were written by Madame
Blavatsky to Mrs. Coulomb, which prove that the
so-called ““ occult phenomena” were produced by
fraud and with the knowledge and consent of
Madame Blavatsky.

The whole of the evidence rests:

1. On the credibility of the assertions of Mr.
and Mrs. Coulomb.

2. On the belief in the possibility or impossi-
bility of the occurrence of such phenomena.

8. On the opinion of experts as to whether the
letters produced are written in the hand-writing of
Madame Blavatsky, or whether they are forgeries.

(7) Appendix VI,
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Let us now examine the charges :

I.—As to the existence of trap-doors and sliding
panels at the Head-quarters of the Theosophical
Society.

In Dr. Hartmann’s private Report of Observations
an account of these contrivances is given,and it is also
conclusively shown how they came into existence.
At the time of their discovery they were all new
and unfinished, and the members of the Committee
as well as outsiders, including experts and engineers,
have examined them, and they all came to the
unanimous conclusion, that it was absolutely im-
possible to produce by these means any such pheno-
mena as had frequently occurred inside as well as
outside of the * occult room ;" because (a) the hole
in the wall was too narrow for any one but a small
child to crawl in, and such a child after having
crawled in—even if it had not suffocated in a few
minutes in the narrow enclosure—could have accom-
plished nothing, because it would not have had the
necessary intelligence to act without being imme-
diately detected in the attempt ;@ () because there
was no connection between the hole in the wall and
the shrine ® ; and (¢) even if all the conditions had
been favorable to fraud, there would have been no
explanation for the internal evidence which the
letters contained and the rapidity with which even
mental questions were answered.(10)

Mr. Coulomb asserts that he made these contri-
vances with the consent of Madame Blavatsky, that

(8) Appendix VII.
(9) Appendix VII.
(10) Appendix YV and XI,
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they had been used for fraudulent purposes, and
that they had been hidden or covered up before
the departure of Madame Blavatsky. This Madame
Blavatsky denies, and to support her denial we
have:

(a.) The unanimous statement of very reliable
witnesses, that they—previous to, and during
the Anniversary of 1883, at which many of the
said phenomena occurred;—ezamined thoroughly
the so-called “ shrine” and both sides of the wall
on which it was hung, and that then no open-
ing existed, while if it had existed, it could not have
escaped detection. Mrs. Morgan personally superin-
tended the papering of the wall in which the hole
was afterwards made by Mr. Coulomb.(2)

(b.) The extreme improbability, that Madame
Blavatsky would in such a case have given possession
of her rooms to Dr. Hartmann and Mr. St. George
Lane-Fox, both of whom were sceptical gentlemen,
who had come to India for the purpose of investi-
gation and to detect fraud instead of protecting it,
and that she should consent to have the persons
who were her supposed confederates driven away
and thereby make them her enemies.(13)

(c.) The evidence that Mr. Coulomb either was
not present when the phenomena which he wanted
to ¢ expose’ occurred, or, having forgotten how and
where they occurred, made the panels at the wrong
place.(14)

(12) Appendix VII.
(13) Appendix I,1I 8. VIII7,a, b.
(14) Report of ** Observations.”
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(d.)—The unreliability of the statements of the
Coulombs.(*3)

I1.—The second charge is that the appearance
of a Mahaima known by the name of Koot Humi,

was an artificial mask made up of muslin and
bladders.

This charge must appear very absurd to those who
ever saw the real appearance of the Mahatma in
question, and who were sufficiently able to judge
whether they were then talking to a mask of
bladders, or to Mr. Coulomb, or to a superior
person. We have therefore to refute this absurd
charge:

(a.) The evidence of Col. Oleott, Mr. Brown, Mr.
Damodar, and others who have seen that Mahatma
in his physical body and conversed with him.(16)

(b.) The evidence of many persons who have

seen and recognised the same person in his astral
form.1?)

(¢.) The extreme improbability that such intelli-
gent persons should mistake a mask of bladders
for a man and talk with him.18)

(d.) The circumstances which were connected
with such appearances and which rendered any
assistance of either H. P. Blavatsky or Mr. or
Madame Coulomb impossible on account of the
absence of these persons, and for other reasons too
numerous to enumerate.(19)

(15) Appendix IX.
(16) Appendix VI.
(17) Appendix VI.
(18) Appendix VI.
(19) Appendix VI
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(e.) The extreme unreliability of the statements
of the Coulombs who were forced by circumstances
to make a lie stick after they had it invented.(2®

IT1.—The third questionis : Whether or not the so-
called Blavatsky-letters, published in the ¢ Christian
Oollege Magazine,” are genuine.

This question would be easy enough to decide, if
there were any infallible experts who could decide
it; but unfortunately experience teaches, that in
every important law-suit it is usually only a question
-of money or position, whether the accused or the
accuser has a majority of experts on his side, and
the opinion of so-called experts is therefore of a very
doubtful and unreliable nature. In refutation of
this charge we have to rely on:

(@) The evidence of two experts in favour of
Madame Blavatsky against that of one Mr. Gribble
who thinks the letters may be genuine.(®)

(3.) The assertion of Madame Blavatsky thatthose
letters are mostly forgeries, against the assertion of
the Coulombs, and who have openly expressed their
desire for revenge, and who moreover could have
come into possession of some of these letters—
granting that they were genuine—only by theft.(22)

(c.) The circumstance that a letter, supposed to
have been written by Dr. Hartmann to Madame
Coulomb, has been proved a forgery.23)

(20) Appendix X,

1) Ap;mndixf VIIIL

(22) Report of Obgervations—A ppendix I, YIII 7, 9, X,
(23) Appendix. ], II. fpe »
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(d.) The fact that Mr. Coulomb’s ordinary hand-
writing resembles in some of his letters very much
the handwriting of Madame Blavatsky.(2¢)

(e.) The fact that Mr. Coulomb is a clever mecha-
nic and copyist who writes English very well,
although he cannot speak it correctly.(?%)

(f.) That some of the letters in the pretended
hand-writing differ from the genuine hand-writing of
Madame Blavatsky, while they resemble the hand-
writing of Mr. Coulomb.(}

(9.) The extreme improbability, that Madame
Blavatsky would have mis-spelled the names or
given the wrong initials of her most intimate friends
and correspondents.(?

(k) The extreme improbability that she would
have written entirely useless and unnecessary phrases
and repetitions. For instance a man, writing to a
riend, would not write to him: “Please tell your wife,
whose name is Katarina, and whom you see every
day, that I am well ;”’— because all these additions
are purposeless, as a man is supposed to know his
wife’s name, and to see her every day, provided he
lives with her. (Such a blunder ought not to have
escaped the sharp eyes of the Missionaries. )(2%)

(¢.) The facts to which the letters refer are
entirely irreconcilable with the circumstances under
which they occurred; they are only reconcilable

(24) Correspondence to Madras Mail.

(26) Mr. Coulomb acted as proof-reader for The Theosophist.
(26) Appendix VIII.

(27) Appendix VIII.

(28) Appendix I, VIIL,
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with what the Coulombs may have imagined those
circumstances to have been.(29

(k) MadameBlavatsky gives an entirely different
and more reasonable explanation of such passages
in the letters as may be genuine.(30)

(1.) Some passages have evidently been mistrans-
lated. ¢ Tomber sur la téte,” means to ¢ fall upon the
head,” if literally translated, but it is an idiomatic
French expression, which means to *take by
surprise.”’ (31)

(m.) There is every probability, that the letters
had no existence when the Coulombs left the head-
quarters. It seems to have taken two months to
prepare them.(32)

(n.) The Missionaries refused to show for inspec-
tion the originals of the most important letters they
published.(3)

(0.) The letters make Madame Blavatsky refer to
things that never existed and to events that never
occurred, It makes her speak of her dinners, at the
Governor’s house, where she never dined, and refer
to a Rajah who never has been known to exist.(39)

IV.—Legal Proceedings.
With such a mass of evidence in Madame

Blavatsky’s favour, it seems at first sight as if she
could do nothing better than to vindicate her cha-

(29) Appendix VIII.

(30) Appendix L

(81) Appendix1.

(32) Report of Observations.
(33) Statement of & witness.
(34) Appendix I,
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racter before a Court of law. But the matter is not
quite so simple, and the difficulty arises from the
following facts :

1. The evidence is necessarily of an entirely
circumstantial character, because no one saw the
Coulombs or any other person forge the letters.

2. The testimony of experts differs and cannot
be depended on.

8. The case would have to be therefore decided
according to the opinion of a judge or jury as to
whether the occurrence of occult phenomena is
primd facie possible or not.

4. The question as to the possibility of the
occurrence of occult phenomena can only be decided
by such persons as have studied occultism and are
Theosophists.

5. Such persons can at present not be found
among the average judges and jurors, and if found,
they would probably be considered as having pre-
conceived opinions and be challenged by the defence.

6. Even if judge and jury were Theosophists
and Occultists, the law would not admit any evidence
in favor of what is foolishly called *‘ supernatural”
phenomena, and could not accept the evidence of
such phenomena even were they to occur in Court ;
because there is no Statute for it.

7. A judicial decision in favor of Madame
Blavatsky would not change the opinion of those
who regard ocenlt phenomena as the work of im-
posture; neither could an adverse verdict change
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for a moment the opinion of an intelligent Theoso-
phist ; because-knowledge can neither be annihilated
nor enforced by the decision of a lawyer.

Similar cases have been in Court before and have
ended without the desired result. It is a mistake
to suppose that Henry Slade has been exposed by
a certain professor. Nothing wus exposed on that
occasion except the ignorance of that Professor in
regard to metaphysics, althougha hundred intelligent
witnesses, and some of them of no less position and
learning than the prosecuting witness, and who were
ready to testify in favour of Henry Slade, were not

permitted to put in their testimony; because the
“law” would not permit it.(35)

Neither has the ¢ medium” Bastian ever been

exposed, and those who will study the subject
impartially may form a different opinion.(36)

If Madame Blavatsky would submit in spite of her
old age and delicate health to the annoyances of a
law-suit, with cross-examining lawyers who, ignorant
of metaphysical science, could not do otherwise than
ask questions which must appear trivial and offen-
sive to every Theosophist, if she would by going
to Court make herself a target for idle curiosity,
and if she, in spite of all legal obstacles, should
obtain a verdict against the Missionaries and the
Coulombs—iwhat would she gain thereby ? Would
her reputation be vindicated in the eyes of those who
firmly believe that she must be an impostor ? Would

(35) *“The Slade-trial.”
(36) See Baron v. Hellenbach’s Pamphlet.
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ber friends who understand her and who know that
she is incapable of committing fraud, love her any
more for being victorious than for being a martyr ?
Whatever the decision of the law might be, it would
have no effect but that of gratifying personal feel-
ing, stimulating curiosity, or satisfying revenge.
These are not the objects which the Theosophist has
in view.

But there is another class of seemingly less
intelligent reasoners, and they clamour that Madame
Blavatsky must go to Court, since the public has a
right to know the value of the evidence, etc. Who
is this public that can claim any such rights? The
only public who is in any way concerned with the
character of MadameBlavatskyand the genuinenessof
occult phenomena, are the Theosophists themselves.
Those who have never studied the subject and yet
clamour for an opportunity to learn all about it by
means of a law-suit, are merely curiosity-bunters,
whose opinion is not worth consideration; because
an opinion formed in regard to a scientific subject,
simply on account of the decision of a judge,
i3 not based on knowledge, and is the more useless,
if it is proved that the judge knows nothing about
the matter which he attempts to decide. If
they think that they bhave any claims to know
anything about Madame Blavatsky’s opinion, let them
state the nature of their claims, and if they wish
to know more, let them put themselves into a posi-
tion by which they can learn more, by investigating
Theosophy. They must know the alphabet before
they can judge of the valueof a hock ; they must
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know how to count, before they can form a correct
opinion of the integral and differential calculus.

A story is told, that at the trial of a great
astronomer for having taught the ‘*heresy” that the
earth moved, his chambermaid gave testimony against
him before the Court and produced an instru-
ment which she had stolen from his laboratory.
She swore that the astronomer had pretended,
that by looking through that instrument he could see
the moon much bigger than it really was. The
Court looked into that magical instrument (after-
wards called a telescope), but could see nothing;
they examined it and found it to consist only of a
wooden tube with several pieces of glass (lenses)
inside. Thus was the frand exposed and the rotun-
dity of the earth judicially declared an impossibility.

‘What was possible then, is not only possible but
of frequent occurrence now. Ignorauce still exists,
only it manifests itself in a different manner; and
while a hundred years ago the theologians were
quarrelling about the rotundity of the earth, they
are now engaged in quarrels about other matters,
which appear no less absurd to those who know
something about them.

The annexed Appendices contain a few of the

documents upon which the above conclusion ‘is
based.



APPENDIX L

The Latest Attack on the Theoso-
phical Society.
ISSUED BY
THEY COUNCIL OF THE LONDON LODGE

THZIOSOPHICAL SOCIETY.

Cerraly letters have lately been published by a
magazine in India, imputing to Madame Blavatsky
gross impostures, alleged to have been practised by
her in furtherance of the Theosophic movement.
The following papers are now circulated by the
Council of the London Lodge of the Theosophical
Society for the information of Fellows and any of
their iriends who may be interested in the matter.

In the Times of October 9th, Madame Blavatsky
herself wrote as follows :—

THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY IN INDIA.
[1T0 TEE EDITOR OF ‘‘ THE TIMES.”]

Sir,—With reference to the alleged exposure at Madras of a
dishonourable conspiracy between myself and two persons of the
name of Coulomb—to deceive the public with occult phenomena,
I have to say that the letters purporting to have been written
by me are certainly not mine. Sentences here and there I
recognize, taken from old notes of mine on different matters,
but they are mingled with interpolations that entirely pervert
their meaning. With these exceptions the whole of the letters
are a fabrication.

The fabricators must have been grossly ignorant of Indian
affairs, since they make me speak of a “ Maharajab of Lahore,”
when every Indian schoolboy knows that no such person exists.

With regard to the snggestion that I attempted to promoto
“ the financial prosperity’” of the Theosophical Society by means
of occult phenomena, I say that I have wvever at any time
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received, or attempted to obtain, from any person ary money
either for myself or for the Society by any such means. I defy
any one to come forward and prove the contrary. Such mouney
as I have received has been earned by literary work of my own,
and these earnings, and whai remained of my inherited proper-
ty when I went to India, have been devoted o the Theosophical
Society. I am a poorer woman to-day than I was when, with
others, I founded the Society.

Your obedient servant,
H. P. BravaTsey.

77, Elgin Crescent, Notting Hill, W.,
October 7.

The same paper also contained, on the same date,
the following letter from Mr. St. G. Lane-Fox:

[ro THE EDITOR OF * THE TIMES.”’]

Sie,—In “ Tho Times” of September 20 and September 29,
you publish telegrams from gour Calcutta Correspondent refer-
ring to the Theosophical Society. As I have just returned
from India, and am a member of the Board of Control appoint-
ed to manage the affuirs of the Society dering the absence from
India of Colonel Olcott and Madame Blavatsky, I hope you
will allow me through your columns to add a few words to the
news you publish. First, then, these Coulombs, who, in con-
junction, with certain missionaries, are now trying to throw
discredit on the Theosophical Society, were employed at the
Society’s Head-quarters at Adyar as housekeepers, and the Board
of Control, finding that they were thoronghly unprincipled,
always trying to extort money from members of the Society,
discharged them. They had meanwhile been constracting all
sorts of trap-doors and sliding panels in the private rooms of
Madame Blavaisky, who had very indiscreetly given over these
rooms to their charge. As to the letters purporting to have
been written by Madame Blavatsky, which have recently been
published in an Indian ‘¢ Christian” paper, I, in common with
all who are acquainted with the circumstances of the case,
have no doubt whatever that, whoever wrote them, they are
not written by Madame Blavatsky. I myself attach very little
importanco to this new scandal, as I do not believe that the
true Theosophic cause suffers in the slightest degree.

The Theosophical movement is now well launched, and must
go ahead, in spite of obstacles. Already hundreds, if not thou-
sands, have been led through it to perceive that, for scientific
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and not merely sentimental reasons, {mrity of life is adrisable,
and that houesty of purpose and unselfish activity are necessary
for troe human progress and the attainment of real happiness.

Your obedient servant,

St. G. Lave-Fox, F.T.S.
London, Oct. 5.

Madame Blavatsky has sent to the Secretary of
the London Lodge a paper embodying some detailed
criticism on the letters published by the Christian
College Magazine. Her comments are as follows :—

The first letter is supposed to be written in 1880 or 1881.
It seems to contain in its first portion the original of a note I
wrote to the woman Coulomb, from Simla, and which was
shown to Colonel Olcott and others. She was asked to go and
see whether the cigarette had not fallen in some crevice. She
answered there had been a storm, rain and wind that night,
and that probably the cigarette was destroyed- As it is so long
ago I could not swear to the words; it is possible that down to
the signature the letter is mine. But the flyleaf spoken of in
the editor’s note, and the words quoted in the footuote, I pro-
nounce to be a forgery.

The second letter may be mine, or a reproduction of a por-
tion of one of mine, as far as the first paragraph is concerned.
The rest is either greatly altered or an entire fabrication.. I
vaguely remember the letter ; what I said was, that if any fresh
slanders should ba trumped np at Bombay, it would be dread-
ful. That Damodar should, if possible, see one of the Brothers,
and that I was going to write to him. Who “King” is I do
not know. I never called Padshah by that name. As Damo-
dar bad at the time quarrels with his relatives, I said that I
would beg of Mastercil. H: to write to him.—** Lui tomber sur
la téle” means simply that the letter ought to stan him; ¢ Zom-
ber sur la léte comme une tuile,” a common french expression,
which does not mean most certainly that the letter should fall
physically on his head! Again, the original lctter says, *il
doit bailre le fer,” &c., and the translation slters this to *“ We
must strike while the iron is hot,” &e. * I1” if I really wrote
this sentence, would have meant Damodar, but * we” means
quite another thing. A. request to M. Coulomb to “save tho
situation” and do what be was asked, might have referred, if
written, to a lawsnit then going on in which Damodar was inte-
rested, certainly not to any phenomena. This letter, in fact, is
either a forgery altogether or is full of interpolation.
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The third letter, supposed to be written from Poona, is an
entire fabrication.* I remember the letter I wrote to her from
Poona. It asked her to send me immediately the telegram con-
tained in a note from Ramalings if he brought or sent her one.
I wrote to Colonel Olcott about the experiment, He thinks he
can find my letter at Madras. I bope to either get back Rama-
linga’s note to me or obtain a statement of the whole matter
from him., How could I make a mistake in writing, however
hurriedly, about the name of one of my best friends. The for-
gers make me address him—“care of H. Khandalawalla’—
whleln there is no such man. The real nams is N. D. Kbandala-
walla,

The brief note which is fourth in the series has no signifi-
cance, except for the words “in a miraculons way,” which
assuredly are not mine. I have no recollection of the note at
all, which is given without any date.

The fifth letter I never wrote at all. All about a handker-
chief is pure nonsense. There is no ‘“ Maharajah of Lahore,”
hence I could not have spoken of such & person, nor have been
attempting mock phenomena for his deception. If such a sen-
tence as “do something for the old man, Damodar’s father,”
wag ever written by me, it would have referred to a wound in
his leg, of which he afterwards died. Madame C. boasted that
;he could cure him ; at any rate she nursed him, for I asked

er to.

The sixth letter is a pure forgery. The phrase * the Adyar
saucer will become historical like the Simla cup,” is a phrase
first pronounced by Madame Coulomb, as Colonel Olcott may
remember, and I have used it since. I do not know any * Soo-
broya’—perhaps “ Scobaya” is meant.

The seventh and eighth letters are forgeries again. I could
never, in writing to her who saw the man every day, use all
his names and titles. Ishould simply have said * Diwvan Baha-
dur,” without adding * Raghunath Rao, the President of the
Society,” asif introducing to her one she did not know. The
whole name is evidently put in now, to make it clear who is
meant. The niath letter, if possible, is worse nonsense still. I
never called any one * Christophe.”” That was a name given
by Madame Coulomb to her husband behind his back, and
¢ Christopholo” was a namo by which she called an absurd little
figure, or image, of hers. She gave nicknames to everything.

* It will be seon later on that Mr. Ezekiel, one of the persons to whom
is su pposed to relate, concurs with this opinion.
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Letter 10 : fabrication again. Letter 11. A letter was written
by me from the Nilgiris to introduce the General, bat it was
not ¢his letter, which appears to be altogether a fabrication.
Letter 12 is the only clearly genuine letter of the series. Letter
13 may have been written by me. All depends upon knowing
who is “Christopholo”—a little ridiculous figure in rags, about
three inches high ; she wrote to say it had accidentally been
destroyed. She joked over it, and I too.

The following passage occurs in a letter recently
received by Madame Blavatsky from Mrs. Morgan,
wife of the General Morgan referred to in the alleged
correspondence :

We have scen the letters—the capital letters carefully
copied—overdone, the General thinks; the whole writing is
more flowing than yours. I think she has copied parts of
original letters, and interpolated sentences to suit her book.

Major-General Morgan himself has also examined
one of the letters purporting to be from Madame
.Blavatsky to Madame Coulomb, and he pronounces
it to be a forgery.

The following letter was received in this country
by Colonel Olcott shortly before his return to India.

PooNa BrancE oF THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY,
21st September, 1884,

To Cor. H. S. Ouxcorr,
President Founder of the Theosophical Society.

Dear Sir AND BrorrER,—The Christian College Magazine, n
sectarian journal of Madras, has in its last number (published
on the 11th inst.) printed an article entitled the ** Collapse of
Koot Hoomi,” and given in it several letters alleged to bhave
been written by Madame Blavatsky to the Coulombs, who want
to make out that they were her sole confederates in showing
spurious phenomensa ; yourself and all the rest being dupes, and
having been cleverly deceived all along for the last nine years.

To those who have carefully read the alleged letters and who
know something about the Founders and the affairs of tho
Theosophical Society, tho absurdity of the concocted letters is
quite apparent. Dr. F. Hartmann, in his ¢ Report of Observa-
tions made during & nine months’ stay at the Head-quarters of
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the Theosophical Scciety,” bas prominently brought out several
facts as to how the Coulombs came to be expelled, bow the
nefarions plot that they were maturing was exploded, and how
in chagrin and revenge they have put forward suspicious letters,
which the missionaries of the Ckrisiian College Magazine have
been credalous enough to suppose to be genuine.

Dr. Hartmann deserves the thanks of our Society for so ably
and saccessfully drawing up a statement of facts, which cannot
fail to show to every impartial inquirer the utter improbability
of the allegations made by some of the missionaries and the
Coulombs to ruin the reputation of one of the respeoted Founders
of the Society.

Two of us know full well all the particulars of Madame
Blavatsky’s last visit to Poona ; and the absurd letter that is
made to hang upon a telegram that was received by ber at the
timo simply deserves contempt. Madame Blavatsky never at-
tempted even to place the telegram before any one at the time,
much less tried to create any impressior upon any one thereby.

It is well known to muny Theosophists, ag well as to some
outsiders, that several persons have received letters in a mys-
terious way personally from two of the adepis. One of these
writes with red ink in a rough and rugged way ; the other with
blue pencilin & beautiful and remarkable hand. Both hand-
writings are peculiar and unmistakeable. According to the
alleged letters of the Coulombs, Madame Blavatsky is supposed
to write the red ink and blue pencil letters herself, but what
would the doubters say if it were proved to them that lettersin
these same handwritings have phenomenally been received by
several inside and outside the ‘ Shrine,” even when yourself
and Madame Blavatsky bave been in Europe, and even since
the Counlombs have been expelled. Note, again, that Madame
Blavatsky is supposed to have written in Sanskrit a letter as
an answer in anticipation to a Sanskrit letter that was to have
been placed at the Shrine. Now all of us are aware that
Madame Blavatsky knows nothing of Sanscrit, and cannot
write the langnage nor form the letters. We know that one of
our Bombay members received in December last phenomenally
a letter addressed to him, written in the Mahrathi langnage,
and in the Modi characters. Are we to believe, therefore, that
Madame Blavatsky knows Mahrathi, and counld write in Afods,
when she knows nothing of either ?

Wo shall content ourselves by noting but one instance—of
which neither yourself nor Madame Blavatsky are aware—which
will satisfactorily show that letters have mysteriously been
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anawered in the ahsence of both of you, in the very same blue
pencil handwriting that is falsely attributed to Madame
Blavatsky.

Mr. Nawtramam Ootamram Trivedi, 2 member of our Branch
Society, now at Surat, went to the Head-quarters at Madras
simply to see a few friends. He asked Brother Damodar to
show him the portraits of the Mahatmas in the * Shrine;” bat
Damodar at that time did not accede to his request. Aftera
night’s rest it occnrred to him to note down a few questions, and
he wrote them out on a sheet of white foolscap which was simply
folded to the size of a fourth part of a sheet. He wanted
Mr. Damodar to get these questions answered, but Damodar did
not take any notice of them. At about noon he sat at 2
table with Mr. Damodar opposite to him, and his letter placed
upon the table with only his questions, and nothing else written
on the paper. In a few moments that paper disappcared, and
after a short while a letter placed in an envelope and addressed
to Mr. Trivedi was found lying on the floor. Ou opening the
envelope, the same foolscap, with the questious, was found
written over in several places in blue pencil in the excellent
handwriting of Mahatma K. H., and signed with his initials.
That paper is now before us.

Yourself and Madame Blavatsky left Bombay for Europe on
the 21st of February last. The phenomenon mentioned above
happened on or about the 20th of March, by which time you
were in Paris. The spurious letters of the Coulombs insinnate
that Madame Blavatsky used to guess beforehand what an
enquirer would ask, and prepare answers accordingly, and get
them cleverly placed in the Shrine through the Conlombs. Buat
bow about the letter of Mr. Trivedi, which was answered when
Madame Blavatsky was in Paris, and the answers were written
noton a separate piece of paper, but on the very question paper,
and close to each of the questions of Mr. Trivedi?

We would fain call the attention of all Theosophists and im-
ﬂartial inquirers to this fact, and also to the authentic letter of

adame Coulomb (published in Dr. Hartmann’s pamphlet),
written by her on the very day on which General Morgan saw
at Adyar, the saucer phenomenon. That letter shows that
Madame Coulomb was herself immensely surprised at seeing
the phenomenon; while in one of the spurious letters it is
insinuated that she and her husband were instructed to show a
false phenomenon to General Morgan by trickery.

We need not say more. We have carefully examined the
purport of the alleged letters, along with several facts within
our knowledge, and we are thoroughly well satisfied that the
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alieged letters are not gennine. To put it in the mildest form,
we might say that the missionaries of the Chrisisan Coilegs
Magazine have been very indiscreet in publishing such sospi-
cious letters behind the back of a highly-respected lady, about
whom they know next to nothing.

We are extremely sorry to see this good, open-hearied and
perfectly honourable lady maligned during her absence from
this conntry, for which she, along with yourself, has so unsel-
fishly been working, giving up everything to promote the
Eoral,fintelleotual and spiritual welfare of the inbabitants

ereof.

The cowardly attempt to misrepresent her character to the
public cannot, however, harm her, except causing a little annoy-
ance at the ungratefulness of the persons whom she had treated

so kindly, and who sealed their own faie through their owan
misdeeds.

You will, therefore, on behalf of us, the undersigned members
of the Poona Branch of the Theosophical Society, be 8o good as
to convey to Madame Blavatsky the assuranco of our unalterable
respect, gratitude, and love for her irreproachable and high
character, and the truly unselfish and great work that she is
trying to do for the welfare of this country. You will also
inform her that we look with a feeling of contempt, engen-
dered by the conviction of her innccence, upon the imbecile
attempt to injure her character.

Yours fraternally,
(Signed) N.D. Kraaxpauvara, B.A., LL.B.
A. D. EzegiEn.
Laxman N. Josmr.
Cowasyt DossaBHoY Davar.
Ramxa Linou.
P, Pavnanir.
MaNakIr KAIEHUSHRU.
DuoNDO BALERISHNA SAHASRABUDHE,
Barajr Basast GobsoLE.
PAxDURANG JANARDAN.
Bartast KHANDERAO ADHAV,
GaxcaraM Baau,
Ganeso KrisaNa Garpe, L. M. &. S,
RacHUNATHE Rascpnaxpra GOEHALE.
(SarpAR) CHINTAMANRAO YASHWANTRAO
Narru,
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APPENDIX II

_ TaeE following is from an article which appeared
in the Indian Mirror of September 20, 1884.

(ExTrACT.)
THE CHRISTIAN MISSIONARIES AND THE SO-CALLED
COLLAPSE OF THEOSOPHY.

On Saturday last we received the following letter
from the Editor of the Christian College Magazine
of Madras :—

[To TOE EDITOR OF THE * INDIAN MIRROR.”]

Sir,—1I send you by this post a proof copy of an article about
to appear in the Christian College Magazine, entitled the ¢ Col-
lapse of Kut Humi.,” May I ask the favour of a copy of the
paper containing your remarks and criticisms ?

I am, yours very truly,
GEeo. PATTERSON,
Editor, *“ Christian College Magazina.”

The above letter was accompanied by the proof
sheets therein referred to. It seems that these
proof sheets were sent much earlier to the T'imes of
India than to any other paper—although it was
known that that journal was notoriously hostile to
Theosophy ; for a telegram giving the purport of the
Times of India’s article had appeared in the States-
man two days before. We read the proof sheets
sent to us, and found that they were clearly libellous,
unless we were assured that the letters from
Madame Blavatsky to Monsieur and Madame
Coulomb, from which extracts were therein given,
were genuine. The extracts looked to us very
suspicious, as they bore no dates and were written,
half in ¥rench and half in English. In order to be
satisfied on the point, we sent a telegram at once
to a friend at the Head-quarters of the Theosophical
Society of Madras, enquiring what truth there was
in the statements contained in the article, and
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calling for all particulars on the subject. e took
the natural precaution not to say anything on the
point, until we ascertained all the facts connected
with the case. In reply we heard from Madras
that particulars had been posted to us the day
before. We have now got some of these particulars ;
and some of the letters, as we suspected, appear
not to be genuine ones. In the meantime, we see
that the Madras Mail, one of the most respectable
journalsin India,has,according to a Madras telegram
to the Pioneer, stated its opinion as follows :—

The article in the Madras Christian Gollege Magazine, with
correspondence alleged to have passed between Madame Bla-
vatsky and other Theosophists, has created a sensution here.
The Mail censures the Missionaries who conduct the Magazine
for making such a fierce onslanght upon Madame Blavatsky.
It says the Missionaries onght not to bave published private
and confidential letters written by a lady, withont her consent,
and in her absence in Englaod.

The Mail, we also find, in a telegram seut from
Madras to the Indian -Daily News; questions the
genuineness of the letters, published in the Christian
College Magazine. We do not know how to account
for the small discretion used by some of our contem-
poraries not only in reproducing in their columns
the most defamatory article of the Christian College
Magazine, but also in commenting on it in the
manner that they have done. They have only
aggravated the libel in the original publication, and,
we fear, they may yet have to repent the step they
have unadvisedly taken. The Christlan College
Maugazine may be a most respectable periodical,
though started, we think, scarcely 2 year ago. But
it has been very unwise in the course it has adopted
in the present instance ; and we have no doubt in
our mind, it will have one day to pay heavily for its
hastiness. This Magazine was desirous of becoming
sensational, and it has succeeded wounderfully in
thatline. The letters published were so transparent
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that we wonder that any man of common sense
could not see through their more than question-
able genuineness. Even the Englishman has been
forced to admit that he cannot understand how
guch a remarkably clever woman as Madame Bla-
vatsky could have written such letters, and that
the whole thing seems incomprehensible to him.
Also, another paper, the Indigo Planters’ Journal,
observes :— : '

On Sunday morning, the Siatesman bloomed out in blae, and
those who took their walks abroad in the city of patriotic Muni-
cipal Commissioners, were greeted by sensational posters and
sandwich men, announcing the collapse of Madamo DBlavatsky
and the reply of the Calcutta Maunicipality. The collapse con-
sisted of a series of letters, which, it seems (o us, Madame Bla-
valsky is far too clever a woman ever to have written.

‘We might remind our contemporary, the Stafes-
man, for whom we have much respect, that not very
long ago, he himself, with all his ability and long
experience as a journalist, was successfully de-
ceived into publishing a notice of the death of our
fellow-citizen, Babu Hem-Chunder Kerr, Deputy
Magistrate and Deputy Collector of Alipore, while
he was alive and well, as he is to this day. How
are we to believe that the Editor of the Christian
College Magazine was not similarly imposed upon in
the present case? The Statesman, probably to vie
with the Madras Magazine in the sensational line,
also republished the whole correspondence ¢n czten-
so; and we can quite believe when our contempo-
rary says :—

The sensation created by this early exposure of Madame
Blavatsky’'s “ occult phenomena” surpassed all expectation, and
the sale of the paper on Sunday and Monday mornitigs was
unprecedented.

It has come to our knowledge, but we cannot
vouch for the truth of our information, that the
Rev. J. M. Thorburn, the great gun of the Metho-
dists, and the Editor of that Methodist journal, the
Indian Witness, which makes it a poiut to altack
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Theosophy in almost every issue in a most virulent
spirit, has had something to do with the Statesman
office in the ¢ getting-up” of those placards, which
are posted in the streets of Calcutta, to inform the
public of what is supposed to be the collapse of
Theosophy. As in Madras, the Missionary zeal
against Theosophy broke out in the libellous article
in the Christian College Magazine, so it has mani-
fested itself in a milder form in Calcutta in the
placards, which are said to owe tbeir appearance to
Methodist enterprise. The Statesman, incorporated
with the Friend of India, has a traditional reputa-
tion for strong sympathy with Christian Missionary
work in India. While under the editorial manage-
ment of Mr. Riach, that paper narrowly escaped a
legal prosecution for defaming Madame Blavatsky
by eating humble pie. For the present Editor of
the Statesman we entertain the highest respect,
knowing him to be fair-minded and disposed to deal
justly by all interests. But, unfortunately, he
happens to be rather too impulsive, and too apt to
be led by surrounding inHuences. Whether in
London on Hyderabad affairs, or in Calcuttd in the
Pigot-Hastie case, he very unwarily fell into the
clutches of the law for allowing his belief to out.
strip his otherwise sound judgment, and, in the
present instance, we fear he has permitted himself
to be worked upon to join in a cry against a move-
ment, the nature of which he has as yet only very
dimly apprehended. It seems to us that, of all local
journals, the Statesman has the most cause to be
cautious before committing itself to a decided
opinion on any question, which has two sides in it
to be considercd. In the present instance, our con-
temporary, like other journals, which have com-
mented on the correspondence, should have waited
to hear the other side. It is noteworthy that none
of the Madras papers, which have not indentified
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themselves with either side, have moi commented
on the case, except the Madras Times, which is
edited by a Missionary gentleman. It is not, there-
fore, surprising that this journal ¢ defends the con-
duct of the Chrisitan College Magazine in exposing
Madame Blavatsky.” On the contrary, the Madras
Mail, a non-sectarian paper, has, as we have shown,
consured the action of the conductors of the
Christian College Magazine in giving premature
publicity to a correspondence, more than suspected
to be spurious. As for the Bombay papers, the
Bombay Gazette and the Times of India, which have
been always opposed to the Theosophical Move-
ment, have, it is generally known, been strongly pre-
judiced against Theosophy throngh the influence of
some expelled members; and we bad no doubt that
both, if they enquired for themselves dispassionately,
would find more than sufficient reason to change
their present sentiments,

Since the commencement, the Theosophical move-
ment has had to weather many storms, and it has till
now weathered them all successfully. But what is of
peculiar significance in this conneotion is that these
storms have in every instance been raised through
the direct instrumentality or through the indirect
influence of expelled members, and that the result
has been invariably that Theosophy has spread faster
and wider, and taken root deeper after every struggle
it has gone through. At the outset of its operations
it had to expel Mr. Hurrychand Chintamon of Bom-
bay, for maEing away with the Society’s funds, and
1t was to be expected that he would backbite its mem-
bers, and decry its objects. We need not refer to
the quarrels between the Society and Danund Sa-
raswati, or between the Society and Miss Bates and
Mr. Wimbridge. On neither of these two occasions,
or on the first, did the cause of Theosophy suffer, nor
do we think it will suffer from the present quarrel
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with Moansieur and Madame Coulomb, although all of
them left no stone unturzed to do it some mortal
injury. We are sure that the present controversy,
instead of doing any harm to the Society, will do a
world of good to the Theosophical movement, as it
will necessarily attract greater attention to it, and
excite more diligent enquiry into its nature and ob-
jects. And we are convinced that the closer the
serutiny, the clearer will come out the character of
theSociety ; and the movement, which hasbeen makin

steady progress hitherto, will be greatly accelerated.
So far as our experience goes, we can safely say that
there is no part,however little, in Theosophy that an

man, deserving the name, can possibly be ashamed of.
The Theosophical Society, having no cause to fear,
has always courted, and still courts, the fullest
enquiry : and its really beneficent character will,
some day, like truth, be found at the bottom of the
well. As for the alleged “ collapse’ of Theosophy,
over which the Christian College Magazine and the
whole horde of anti-Theosophists suppose they
have sung a requiem, we believe they have been in
too great a haste. The Christian Missionaries will
gee that it will yet take a much longer time to col-
lapse than they imagine. We remind them that if
anything should have collapsed so soon, it should
have been Mission work in India, immediately after
the Pigot-Hastie case in Calcutta. For what terri-
ble disclosures did not that case make during its
trial? For the Christian Missionaries to talk of
the collapse of Theosophy after the Pigot-Hastie
case, It comes with extremely ill grace from them.
After that case Christian Dlissionaries would have
done better, if they had left the country with their
bag and baggage. It is merelyan act of forbear-
ance that they are still allowed to continue playing
their trade here. Was not the Rev. W.Hastie the
leading champion of the Missionary cause here P



37

Was he not foremost and bitter in denouncing
Hinduism, as some papers are now bitterly dencun-
cing Theosophy? And what has been his lot? In
our opinion, it is not improbable, nay it is almost
certain, that the present Missionary aitack upon
Theosophy will terminate in a similarly disastrous
result to the cause of Missionary enterprise. We
shall not be very much surprised if Madras becomes
the scene of as much excitement as Calcutta was
lately. The effects of this excitement will not be
confined to India alone, but to all parts of the civi-
lized world, where there are Branches of the Theo-
sophical Society. The result of this case will show
to what lengths the Missionary body would go to
crush a movement which they suppose to he anta-
gonistic. And every movement they look upon as
antagonistic, that is not based upon * Christian”
principles. The Missionaries have with their eyes
open allowed themselves to be made the dupes of
two expelled members of the Society, who, by
their alleged disclosures, prove themselves to have
been accomplices in systematic fraud, and who, by
this very admission, put themselves out of any right
to be believed, especially when their charges are
directed against a lady of the highest birth and
rank, whose personal character has hitherto been
perfectly free from the slightest blemish, in what-
ever light it may be regarded. That fraud and
trickery have been at work against the Society since
the departure of Colonel Olcott and Madame Bla-
vatsky for Europe, will be seen from the following
letter we have received from Dr. F. Hartmann, a
Member of the Parent Theosophieal Society :—
[To THE EDITOR OF THE * MADRAS MAIL.”]

Sir,—Having been requested to give the details in regard to
a forged letter, which was received by Colonel Olcott, and sent
by him to me, I submit the following correspondence :—

My dear Dr. Hartmann,—The enclosure was received by me
without explanation in a cover post-markod Madras, some little
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time ago. An experience, such as mine, of the past eight or ten
years, making it impossible that I shonld be astonished at any
thing, and, least of all, be deceived by appearances, I oifset my
personal knowledge of you against this biackguard note. I laid
the latter away in my despatch-box to be shown you on my
return. But this morning, in going through my papers, I
noticed that the Master has been putting his hand on the doca-
ment; and, while reading his endorsement, I heard him tell me
to send it to you by to-day’s post. It ought to prove to you
and others that, whatever agency may bo at work against the
Theosophical Society, whether incarnate or disincarnate, vulgar,
forger, or Dugpen, there are those watching over its destinies,
who are stronger than they, and who can always be relied uion
to see us through. I shall not even venture to hint from what
source this forgery emanates. The trick wasstupid enough for
an idiot or a crazy woman. Whosever it was, mast have awfully
miscalculated m{ intelligence. Of course, ono cannot judge
very accurately by the handwriting of an envelope, whether it
came from a white man, a Eurasian, or & Native, but the aura
impressed me as that of some body very inimical to us. And
as the only interested party is not acquainted with the  Thinker”
crowd, probably it came from one of the willing helpers included
in the very Reverend Missionary body, &c., &c.

H. 8, OrcorT.
Lonpon, 10tA July, 1884.

The enclosare contained in Colonel Olcott’s letter is written
on a piece of paper, such as is usually used at the head-quarters.
It is written in pencil, and signed with my name. The following
isis w?at it says :—(Please observe the spelling and the punctua~

on) t~—

Private
Apvaz, dpril 28tk, 1884,

My dear Madame Coulomb,~I was very glad to receive
Your Kind warning : but I need a new and further explanation
before I will believe in Madame Blavatsky's innocence, From
the first week of my arrieval I know she wasa irickster, for I
had received intimation to that effect, and had been told so by
Mr. Lane-Fox before he went to Uty, and who added, moreover,
that he had come from England with this purpose, as he had
received secret instructions from the London Fellows, and even
sayed that he felt sure sho wasa spy., She is worse than you
think, and she lied to me ahout lots of things, but you may rest
assured that she shall not bamboozle me.

Ihoveto tell you more when I see {on upon your return
from Utakamund, and show youn that Colonel Qlcott is no beiter
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thano he should bLe. Excuse short letter. Iam writing in the

dark.®
Yours faithfully,
De. F. HARTMANN.
(Scrawl.)

On the back of this nonsensical letter which was ueithor
grammatically nor orthographically correct, and which, there-
fore, must have been written in the dark, but which was
executed in a tolerably good imitation of my own bhandwriting,
was written in the handwriting of a Mahatma, well-known to
me :—* 4 clumsy forgery but good enough loshow how muck an
enterprising enemy can do in that direction. They may call this at
Adyar, a Pioneer.”

After the arrival of such a pioneer, we have been expecting to
see the main army soon. We were rather amused to see the
colloction of letters alleged to bave been written by Mdme.
Blavatsky, and wbich appoared in the Christian Colleye Magazine.
And the question now ariscs whether or not a person who has
nothing in the world to loso but everything to gain and who
stands before the world a self-accused and'self-convicted swindler’
and counterfeiter, would be likely to hesitate to use any means in
her power with the benignant assistance of somebody who would,
moreover, be willing to pay her something for hor trouble. Bat
if we are correct in our surmises that the anthor of tho letter,
written in the dark, and of the letiers in the Christian College
Magazine, is one and the same person, it remains to be ex-
plained what motives that person had to give ventto * * feeling
of revenge by throwing dirt at Mdme. Blavatsky.

The reason why the Coulomhs were expelled from the Society,
how Mra. Coulomb tried to do “a little trading”, how Mr. Cou-
lomb was frightened away before he had finished his hole behind
the shrine, and other curious and interesting things have been
collected in a pamphlet, entitled A Report of Observations
made during a nine months' stay at the Hecad-quarters of the
Theosophical Society, It is in press,and will be ready to-morrow.

Respectfully yours,
¥. Hartyasy, M.D.
Apvar, 12th September 1884.
After reading the above, the reader can draw his

own inferences in the matter. We are certain that

# A letter from Madame Coulomb to Madame Blavatsky says:
GaLLE, 12th April.

My dear Madame Blavatsky,

1 wrote to you some few days ago a letter which I feel convinced, was
illegiblo. I wrote it 1 may say in the dark. I think I must hvao loft off
half tho lotters in some words and pat tvo many in olbers. I hopo you
will excuso mo for it, etc., etc.
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if the alleged letter of Dr. Hartmann, which Dr.
Hartmann himself declares to be a forgery, had
been tendered to the Editor of the Christian College
Magazine as evidence against Madame Blavatsky, it
would have been published in the correspondence,
which is supposed to have extinguished Theosophy.
We do not know how to characterize the corduct of
the so-called Christian conductors of the Christian
College Magazine, for they have overstepped all
bounds of propriety in publishing the article they
have done. They have attacked a lady of the
highest respectability and character bebind her
hack, while she is touring in Europe, and they make
themselves willing instruments in the hands of
persons who confess themselves to be infamous
accomplices in one of the grossest frauds ever per-
petrated upon humanity. The Missionaries accept
a8 genuine the documents that are placed in their
hands by such characters as these! Nothing could
be more mean and cowardly than the publication of
the present articie 1n the Christian College Magazine,
in the absence of Madame Blavatsky from India.
The pious Missionaries, who have mixed themselves
with such people and with such things, should be
ashamed of themselves. If Madame Blavatsky is
such an impostor, as she is described by these
people to be, which we do not for a moment believo,
she should be hooted out of society. If, on the
other haund, it should be proved that Madame
Blavatsky is what we know her to be, we hope that
the Missionaries, who have lent themselves to the
present blackguard attack upon that lady, may be
meted out the same measure of justice they are
wrongly seeking to mete out to her, but in vain.
The collapse of Theosophy means the collapse of
Aryan Philosophy ; and the occult phenomena of
the Theosophical Society may be wholly disbelieved
in by those who have not studied our Aryan
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Philosophy, and are not acquainted with the laws
governing the forces of nature. Totell them thas
these phenomena are produced by fraud and trickery
is something guite ridiculous, much more so to
those who have witnessed these phenomena repeat-
edly, under circumstances which do not admit of
the slightest doubt or suspicion, in places where
there could be no such aceomplices as the Coulombs,
and in the absence even of Madame Blavatsky.
These phenomena are nothing new to Hindus who
bave studied their own philosophy and science, nor
even is the existence of the Mahatmas, spoken of
by Colonel Olcott and Madame -Blavatsky. Any
Hindu will bo able to say that the existence of
these great beings is an admitted fact; for at
every religious ceremony, the mantras are addressed
to the Rishis and Munis, dead and alive, aud they
are invoked by name, these Rishis and Munis being
neither more nor less than those who are now called
Mahatmas. What Jesus Christ is to the Christians
the Mahaimas are to the Hindus,

Every Hindu is interested in this question, for if
Theosophy is to collapse to-morrow, then the very
foundation of the Hindu and Buddhist religion will
- collapse at the same time. The question is, there-
fore, a most important one, and what we want is the
fullest enquiry into all the circumstances connected
withthe present charges brought against Theosophy,
or, at least, one of its principal founders, as we
perfectly well know and are convinced what the
result of such enquiry will be. That the correspond-
ence is not genuine, will appear from the following
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letters from Mr. Ezekiel, a relative of the Sassoons,
and a well-known merchant of Puna, to the Times
of India. He is a fellow of the Theosophical Society,
and was present at the meeting, referred to in the
Puna letter, published in the correspondence. This
letter, coming from such a quarter, ought to open
the eyes of the conductors of the Christian College
Magazine and other journals to the real character
of the correspondence, on which they have based their
remarks :

[To THE EDITOR OF THE " TMMES OF INDIA."]

Sir,—In your issue of yesterday’s date you have quoted in full,
from the advance proofs of the Christian Colleye Magazine, an
article containing several letters alleged to have been written by
Madame Blavaisky to M. and Mdme. Coalomb, who were
expelled from the Theosophical Society several months ago.

In one of the letters my name has been mentioned, and you
will allow me to make a few observations. I know in detail
all the particulars of Madame Blavatsky’s last visit to Puna.
Some of the particulars have inaccurately been put into the
alleged letter. The telegram, referred to therein, was not as
all meant, even in a most distant way, to suggest the posses.
sion of phenomenal powers by Madame Blavatsky, and she
never atiompted to put before me or Mr. Sassoon the telegram
in any such light. On carefully reading this paper, I can plainly
see that Madame Blavatsky could not have written the letter,
much less have called for the telegram, ’

I need not TFecount all the partionlars here, for they will come
?nt ?Iong Wlt!l many other facts in their proper place, when
it will be satisfactorily shown to the public that the letters

alleg?d to have been written by Madame Blavatsky are not
genuine,
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Both Madame Blavatsky and Colonel Olcott are at present in
Germany, and they are espected to return to India by the end
of pext month, and I have no doubt they have been communi-
cated with by the members of the Theosophical Society in
charge of the Head-quarters at Madras, from which place I

have just been given to understand that the letters are absurd
forgeries. It is somewhat difficult to take immedinte action in
the absence of Madame Blavatsky, bat nothing will be left un-
done to expose the falsity of the defsmatory statements, which
1o one knowing the facts regarding the Coulombs could for a
moment believe in.

I have, &c.,

Puna, 13¢h September. A. D. Ezegisr.

While on this subject, we may give here the follow-
ing extract from a letter we have just received from
an esteemed friend :—

The so-called  Collapse of Kut Humi” in the Ckrisiian
Qollege Magazine for September, pablished in Madras, is no
collapse at all, except of the much-talked-of * explosion,” which
the fatuous brain of one or two Madras Missionaries had inti-
mated was coming. We do not believe that the leading lights
of the Christian establishment at Madras bhave countenanced
this, but have simply permitted a certain crack-brained fellow,
not unknown there, to take the responsibility of libel snits and
such pleasant things.

Well, then, what does it amount to ? A lot of mangled letters
alleged to be from Madame Blavatsky are published. It is
admitted in the article that they were supplied by one Madame
Conlomb, and also that she had been cxpelled from the Society.
It is plain, also, that this is the work of a traitor, and one who
is willing to be particeps criminis in & swindle. For if the
letters be true, then Madame Coulomb is, of course, proven to



44

be one of two swindlers; if they are shown to be false, then
Madame Coulomb is proven to be a person who was willing to
say that she could be a swindler. Ratber nnplezsant this is for
Madame Coulomb, and very damaging to her credibility in any
case,

On reading these letters, they impress onme as being not in
Madame Blavatsky’s style, as being very vulgar, and many of
them show such incoherency that suspicion is at once engendered
as to their genuineness, This s no Goubt the reasen why they
did not appear in the daily papers. No careful editor would
take such responsibility, Then they are net dated. Some of
them begin in French and end in English, when every one
knows that Madame Coulomb is an Englishwoman, and that
Madame Blavatsky prefers to write English. One of these letters
is very absurd, and transparently not Madame Blavatsky’s. Tt
goeson in French thus : “at dites o Damodar que j'a 1z promesse
do Mr. Webster, Chief Secretary tout to transfer Ramasawmy to
Madras,” Why such a fine French scholar a3 Mdme, Blavatsky
should suddenly and ridieulously drop inte English %o a place
in the sentence, where least needed, and for such simple words,
will probably come to light in the Police Courts. If this is the
best that the unreasoning enemies of Theosophy can do, then
we pity them. Too many phenomena have happened in the
absence of both the Coulombs, and Madame Blavatsky, not only
at head-quarters but in other places, for people to regard this as
o collapse. No doubt the writer of the article will be able to
explain how Mr. Sinnett found a cup at o great depth under-.
ground in a jungle, or how his wife found o reply to her question
just put, on a piece of paper, stuck on a twig of & neighbouring
tree,

It only remains for the Council to add that they
have the best assurance that Madame Blavatsky is
perfectly innocent of the infamous charges which
have been brought against her. They learn from
India that the article in the Christian College Maga-
zine has not produced the intended effect, There
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has net Dbeen a single withdrawal frem the Society ;
and two hundred and thirty of the students in the
Christian College have invited the Theosophist
leaders to lecture and reply to the Missionaries’
attack,

APPENDIX III.

Address of the Students of the Christian
College of Madras.

T ————

The following is the substance of the address of
the Students of the Colleges of Madras to Madame
Blavatsky :—

In according to you this our heartiest of welcomes
on your return from the intellectual campaigns
which you have so successfully waged in the West,
we are conscious we are giving but a feeble ex-
pression to the * debt immense of endless gratitude’
which India lies under to you.

You have dedicated your life to the disinterested
services of disseminating the truths of Occult
Philosophy. Upon the sacred mysteries of our
hoary Religion and Philosophies you have thrown
such a flood of light by sending into the World that
marvellous production of yours, the * Isis Unveiled.”
By your exposition, has our beloved Colonel been
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induced to undertake that gigantic labour of love—
the vivifying on the altars of Aryavarta the dying
flames of religion and spirituality.

While at one quarter of the globe you had been
with all your heart and soul addressing yourself to
the work of propagating eternal Truth, your enemies
on this side have been equally industrious. We
allude to the recent scandalous events at Madras, in
which an expelled domestic of yours has been made a
convenient cat’s paw of. While looking upon such
futilities with the indignant scorn which they cer-
tainly deserve, we beg to assure you that our affec-
tion and admiration, earned by the loftiness of your
soul, the nobility of your aspirations and the sacri-
fices you have made, have become too deeply rooted
to be shaken by the rude blasts of spite, spleen and
slander, which, however, are no uncommon occur-
rences in the history of Theosophy.

That the revered Masters whose hearts are over-
flowing with love for Humanity will continue as
ever to help you and our esteemed Colonel in the
discovery of Truth and the dissemination of the
same, is the earnest prayer of,

Dear and Revered Madame,
Your affectionate Servants,
Students of the Colleges of Madras,

- Mapras, December 1884.
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APPENDIX IV,
Madame Blavatsky.
1

The following letter was received by Mr. Sinnett
in 1881 :—

I certify by the present that Madame H. P.
Blavatsky, now residing at Simla (British India) is
from her father’s side the daughter of Colonel Peter
Hahn, and grand.daughter of Lieutenant-General
Absis Hahn VonRottenstern-Hahn (a noble family
of Mecklenburg, Germany, settled in Russia). And
that she is from her mother’s side the daughter of
Helene Fadeeff, and grand-daughter of Privy Coun-
cillor Andrew Fadeeff and of the Princess Helene
Dolgorouki; that she is the widow of the Councillor
of State Nicephore Blavatsky, late Vice-Governor
of the Province of Erivan Caucasus,

(Signed) Rosrestav Fapeerr, Major-Genl.,
Of H. 1. Majesty’s Staf,
Joint Secretary of State
at the Ministry of the Interior.

St. Petersburg, 29, Little Morskaya, }
18t% September 1881,

2.

The following letter was received from her aunt,
Madame N. A. Fadeeff, dated 20tk May 1877 :—

¢ The phenomena which have occarred through the instrumentality
of my niece Helen (Madame Blavatsky) are both very strange and mar.
vellous, veritable prodigies® * # o much power cuncentrated in a single
individual, this entire group of most extrnordinary phenomena coming
tbrough a singlo psychic agency, as is the case of Madame Blavatsky, is
beyond question an excessively rare oxception. My nieceis a being quite
apart,and who connot be compared to any living person, As child, as
young girl, as young woman, she was always sc much higher than the world
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to which she belonged, that she coald =ever be appreciated at her true
valze. Her education was the usual one of a yoang lady of high family,
but no more. Still the ancommon richness of her intelligence, the extreme
activity and intunitiveness (finesss et inobilild )of her thought, her mar-
veilous readiness to comprehend, seize upon, and assinilate the most diffi-
cult subjects, such as might require of others years of the most laborious
study ; an eminently developed perspicacity, and at the same times
character loyal, straightforward, frank and energetic :—these traits
always gave her so marked a superiority, one sohigh above the level of
the insipid majority of human society, that she could not fail to draw
upon hergelf general attontion, and consequently the hatred of all who
felt themselves woanded in their petty triviality by the grandeur of the
talents of this truly astonishing woman.

APPENDIX V.

———————

Occult P{zenomena.

Having been called upon to give an account of the
phenomena that have taken place independent of, or
during the absence of, Madame H. P. Blavatsky, I
beg to state as follows :—

1. T was present when Rawal Shree Hurreesinghjee Roopsin-
ghjee (of Varel, Kathiawar, Guzeratha) opened the shrine and
found a reply inside his unopened letter. This phenomenon is
described in the last paragraph but ono of his letters published
on page 87 of the Sapplemeant to the Theosophist for June 1884,

2. Onemorning in February, 1884, I was addressing wrappers
for subscribers to the Theosophist, at my desk in the Theoso-
phist Office at Adyar. Thers lay on my desk a bundle of about
one hundred wrappers to be addressed ; and next to it on the
desk was also stretched out the mailing register of subscribera.
In the course of addressing the wrappers, I suspected that a sub-
scriber had changed his address, and that tho change was omit=
ted to be noted in the register to satisfy myself on this point,
1 left my desk and went to the dosk of an assistant manager in
the same office-room. I returned within a minute to my desk. Da-
modar K. Mavalankar had not stirred at all, but was working
at his desk as usual, Yo were only three in the room. Onap-
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proaching my desk, Isaw distinctlyan envelope and paper form-
ing themselves, and in a few seconds, on the partly addressed
wrapper lay an envelope (or rather a closed letter) to the address
of Mr P. Sreenivas Row, Small Cause Judge of Madras. This
ghenomenon is recorded in paragraph £ of his letter, dated O9th

aly, 1884, published at page 113 of the Supplement to the
Theosophist for August, 1884.

3. Asimilar phenomgnon happened when we three alone were
in the office-room, and it is described in paragraph 2 of Mr.
Sreenivas Row’'s letter above quoted.

4. One cvening, my friend and brother, T. Vijiaraghava
Charloo Garn {whom we familiarly call here Ananda), was
sorcly troubled at heart by some private affairs. During the
night he slept in his usnal place on the verandah as myself and
Damodar. Early in the morning he rolled up his bed and put
it away. Damodar asked him funnily whether he could not
notice anything strange in his bed. I forgot the exact words.
In reply Vijiaraghava Charloo Garn rushed at once to examine
his bed, and found there where he laid his head 2 note from
Mahatma K. H. in a Chinese envelope, giving him the consola-
tion and encouragement he then so much needed. This
happened on the 27th Febraary, 1884, after Madame Blavatsky
and Colonel Olcott had left for Euarope.

5. On or about the Ist August, 1884, I was examining
whebher the wrappers addressed to subscribers (to the Theo-
sophist) were correct, sitting in the room next to our office-
room; on & large camp table were spread the addressed
wrappers. With some noise fell a heavy packet (with a cover-
ing letter to me) on the wrappers. The letter contained some
wholesome and timely advice to me, and directed me to hand
over the packet to Mr. St. George Lane-Fox. I accordingly
gave it and found that in tho packet was a Chinese envelope
and letter addressed both to Dr. F. Hartmann and to Mr. Lane-
Fox. When the packet fell on my table, there was nobody
then in the room or in the office-room. I was alome. The
letter and contents were in the well-known handwritings of
Mahatma K. H. and of B. D. S.

6. Mr. Peter Davidson (F. T. S., of 9, Arbeadic Terrace,
Baochorry, Kincardineshire), wrote a leiter, dated 27th
February, 1884, to the address of Mr. W. T. Brown, who is
now with ns here. Mr. Brown handed over the letter to
Damodar in the morning, as soon as the letter was reccived by
the mail, after reading it. The two Founders, Madame B.
nnd Col. O., had left India then. Damodar left Davidson’s
lotter on our office table. As I was all alone in the office and
writing at tho tablo, I know that the letter remained uninter-
fered with, until in the afternoon we found an endorsement
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in blae pencil by Mahatma K. H., directing me to answer Mr.
Davidson, to whom I accordingly wroie a letter, dated 21sé
March, 1884.

7. M. R. Ry. Q. Sreenivas Row Garn, Sob.Registrar of
Cambum, Karnool District, India, wrote a letter, daied 15th
Janunary, 1884, to the address of Damodar, who gave it to me
for reply. Early in the morning at 7. M. I arranged all
the papers to be answercd on my desk, with which nobody
ever interferes. I put this letter of Sreenivas Row in a
prominent place on the table, and then after locking the
office-room and taking the key with me, I went out to take
a bath; at about 8 A. . I returned and opened the office
door ; on approaching my table, what do I find ? Endorsement
on Sreenivas Row's letter in blue pencil, in the handwriting of
Mahatma K. H., ordering me to answer the letter. There is
mot the least possibility of doubt in this case.

8. Mr. Stanley B. Sexton, F. T. 8., No. 2, Park Row,
Chicago, 1., U. 'g., America, wrote a letter, dated 1st January
1884. It was received on the 18th February, 1884, by Damo-
dar, who, after reading it, put it on the large table in the cen-
tre of our office, where he and I were sitting and working oppo-
site each other. On the morning of the 19th idem (next dg)
at about 8 A. M., Damodar searched for the letter, but conld
not find it anywhers in the office-room! He asked me and
another brother (an assistant manager), working in the room,
if wo saw it. We did not even touch it, but still examined all
our papers, desks and drawers in vain. An hour or two after I
found Sexton's letter on my own desk, with an endorsement from
Mahatma K.H.,in his blue pencil handwriting, ordering me to
reply. Allthis I take down from the record then made by me of
the circamstances, My desk is in a secluded corner, with a large
-cupboard to its left, a table of mine to its right (a tin partition
well and wire-work behind the table), and in the front of my
desk a glass door with strong bolts, never opened for many
months. And, during the hour or two, nobody came into the room,
all of us three in the office working at ounr respeotive places
without stirring.

9. M. R. Ry. P.Iyaloo Naidoo Garu (retired Deputy Collec-
tor of Arnee, now at Chudderghat, Hyderabad, Deccan, India)
is an old and very devoted member of the Theosophical Society.
On the 20th April 1884, he wrote a letter to Damodar, enclos-
ing therewith a letter for Mabatma K. H. Damodar was then
at Ootacamund, and as I was in charge of the office, I sent the
letter to him. When it was returned to me, I found remarks and
endorsements not only on the envelope (of the letter to Damo-
dar), but also inside the letter to the Mahatma, in his well-
known blne ;encil handwriting. Though, of course, the letters
were received by me (opened) from Ootacamund, still this fact



51

proves that phenomena do occur during Madame Blavaisky's
absence. Under similar circamstances, I received endorsements
in Mshatma K. H.'s handwriting on the letters of Mr. M. A.
Lane (of St. Louis, U. S. A.) dated 25th Febrnary 1884, and of
Professor J. D. Buck, M. D. (Dean of Paltney Medical College,
Cincinnati, O., U. 8. A.) dated 18th March 1884.

10. On or about the 27th March, 1384, at about 10 A. M., one
moruoing, there were in the office-rcom, only (i), myseif, at my
desk ; (ii), Damodar, in his usual place at the large table in the
office ; (iii), Vijaiaraghava Charloo at his desk in a corner;
(iv), Mr. Navatamram Ootawram Trivedi (F. T. S., of Surat,
Bombay Presidency); and (v), a peon, who does not know
English, nor anything about phenomena or the Society. The
peon was taking copy of an official letter in a copying book,
by the copying machine, None of vs left our seats. I heard
o noise suddenly, and found a letter to Navatamram’s address
lying on the floor between Damodar and the addressee. The
letter contained allusions to some advices given by Mr. T.
Subba Row (at his house) to our guest and brother of Surat, as
well as some remarks on phenomena, which remarks our guest
stood in real need of.

11. Oune morning (I do not remember the date of eourse,
after the Founders left India), only three of us were in the
office-room : (i), myself; (ii), Damodar; and (iii), T. Vijaia-
raghava Charloo Gara. Damocdar told me to look at my table
for a communication from the Master. I searched everywhere,
but to no purpose ; I was not to be deceived by my senses, for
I heard a noise. Both Damodar and Vijaiaraghava Charloo
were ab their seats. I went from place to place, searched not
only my table, but the tables of the other two. Damodar told me
ab length to look inte a tin box which I had placed on my table,
and in which I keep postage stamps and some cash for sundry
expenses. A few minutes before, 1 opened it and took stamps
from it. There was then, of course, no letter of the Master in
it. Ilooked as desired, after opening the tin box, and found
there a letter.

12, In conclusion, I have to add that, even before Madame
Blavatsky had left for Enrope, I had received messages at dif-
ferent times and places, direct from Mahatma K. H., independent
of, and far away from, Madame Blavatsky and others at the head-
quarters ; and that I have seen and lived awhile in Thibet, and
seen the Masters in their physical body, and conversed with them.
But as a narration of the details of these experiences involves
much of my personal life, and as I am not prepared to adduce

proofs and evidences touching theso facts, I leave them out of
congideration.

ADTAR, (MADRAS, INDIA),} BasaJee D, Natm.” —

13tk September 1884.
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Having been asked to give an account of the
phenomena that have occurred during the absence
of Madame H. P. Blavatsky, I beg to state as
follows :—

1. In a few days after my arrival at the Head-quarters,
when Madame Blavatsky was at Ootacamund, and Colonel
Olcott was on his Southern tour, Mr. P, Sreenivasa Row, Judge
of the Small Cause Court, Madras, came to the Head-quarters,
and after a few minutes’ conversation, wished to see the Shrine
upstairs. Messrs, Damodar K. Mavalankar, Babajee D. Nath,
Babu Balai Chand Mallick and myself, went with him to the
occult-room and opened the Shrine. Then he said he wanted to
put a letter in it. He did so, and the doors of the Shrine were
shut and opened. The letter gone and there was a reply in a
Chivese envelope. The time expired between shutiting and
opening may be two or three minutes. To read that reply took
him more than a quarter of an hour. :

2. On early morning of the 27th February, 1884, after
Madame Blavatsky left India for Europe, I found a letter,
addressed to me in the familiar handwriting of the Mahatma
K. H., underneath my head in my own bed.

3. Suhbsequently, on two occasions, I found a certain remark
made by the Mahatma K. H.in newspupers, after I finished
reading and putting them on my table for the Scrap-book.

4. On two occasions (I do not remember the dates) I found
letters addressed to Mr. P. Sreenivasa Row, by the Mahatma
K. H, on my table when I was doing my office-work during
the day.

5. In March 1884, at about 10 A. 3., there fell a letter
in our office-rcom to the address of Mr. Navatamram Ootam-
ram Trivedi, F. T. S., in reply to letter when Messrs. Damodar
K. Mavalankar, Babaji D. Nath, N. O. Trivedi, myself and a
peon were present in the office.

6. One morning, at about 11 o’clock, I found on my table,
a letter addressed to Dr. ¥. Hartmann, Chairman, Board of
Control, in the familiar handwriting of the Mahatma K. H.,
containing certain instructions about the management of the
Head-quarters during the absence of Messrs, St. George Lane-
Fox and Damodor K. Mavalankar, at Qotacamund. I delivered
the message to the Doctor. Intuitively it struck me that thero
was. something more from the Master. There was none in the
office. I went to Mr. Babaji D. Nath’s table and just then

saw & letter wrapped up by a covering letter to the address of
Babaji D. Nath oo op 8
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7. I have also witnessed several other phenomena that
took place downstairs, though they did not ocenr on my table.
Therefore 1 have to say that phenomena, independent of the
Shrine and Madame Blavatsky, have occurred where there®could
not possibly be electric wires, trap-doors, panels, &c.

Aprar {Mapras), Ixpu, }

24th September 1884 T. Vua Ragrava Cracroo.

I11.

The following is from Dr. Hiibbe Schleiden, who
is & well-known German publicist. It should be
noted that Madame Blavatsky was in England at
the time of the incident :—

EvBERrELD, August, 1884,

*DearR MapaMe,—You request me to state to you the particular
circumstances under which I received my first communication
from Mahatma K. H. I bave much pleasure in doing so.

On the morning of the 1st of this month, Colonel Olcott and
I were travelling by an express train from here {o Dresden. A
few days before I had written a letter to the Mahatmas
which Colonel Olcott had addressed and enclosed to yon which,
however, as I now hear, never reached you but was taken by
the Masters whilst it was in the hands of the post officials, At
the time mentioned I was not thivking of this lotter, but was
relating to Colonel Olcott some events of my life, expressing also
the fact that since my sizth or seventh year I had never known
peace or joy, and asking Colonel Olcott’s opinion on the mean-
ing of some striking hardships I bave gone through. In this
conversation we were interrupted by the railway-guard
demanding our tickets. When I moved forwards and raised
myself partly from the seatin order to hand over the tickets, Col.
Olcott noticed something white lying behind my back on that
side of me which was opposite to the one where he was sitting.
VWhen [ took up that which had appeared there, it turned
ont to be a Tibetan envelope, in which I found a letter
from Mabatma K. H., written with blue pencil in his well-
known and unmistakable handwriting, As there were several
otherpersons unacquainted with us in the compartment, Isnppose
the master chose this- place for depositing the letter near me,
where it was the least likely to attract tho nnwelcome attention
and curiosity of outsiders. The envelope was plainly address-
ed to me, and the communication eontained in the letter was
a consoling reflection on the opinion which I had five or ten
minutes ago given on the dreary events of my past life. The
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stma explsined that such events and the mental misery
__ thed to it were beyond the ordinary run of life, but that
bardships of all kinds would be tho lot of one striving for higher
spiritual development. He very kindly expressed his opinion
that T bad aiready achieved some philanthropic work for the
good of the world. In this letter were also answered some of
the questions which I had put iz my first-mentioned letter, and
an assurance was given me that I was to receive assistance and
advice when I shounid be in need of it.

I dare say it wounld be unnecessary for me to ask you to
inform the Mahatma of the devoted thankfulness which I feel
towards him for the great kindness shown to me, for the master
will know of my sentiments without my forming them into
mors or less inadequate worda.

I am, dear Madame,
In due respect,
Yours faithfully,

Y'A Higse SCHLEIDEN.

}

To Mapaur BrLavaTsky,
Elberfeld, Plaizhoffstrasse, 12.

e

1v.
(From Hints on Esoteric Theosophy, No. 1, pp. 86—87.)

The following are extracts from some of the
papers, referring to a remarkable picture :—
¢ CrtY anp County oF NEW YoRK.

“William Q. Judge, being duly sworn, says that he is an
attorney and counsellor-at-law, practising at the Bar of the
State of New York; that he was present at the house of
Madame H. P. Blavaisky, at No. 302, West, 47th Street, New
York City, on one occasion in the month of December 1877,
when a discussion was being held upon the sabject of Eastern
Magic, especially upon the power of an adept to produce
phenomena by an exercise of the will, equally or surpassing
those of mediumship. To illustrate the subject, as she had
often done in deponent's presence previously by other
experiments, Madame Blavatsky, withont preparation, and in
full light, and in the presence and sight of deponent, Colonel
Olcott, and Dr. L. M. Marquette, tore a sheet of common
writing paper in two, and asked us the sabject we would have
represented. Deponent named the portrait of a certain very
holy man in India. Thereupon laying the paper upon the
table Madame Blavatsky placed the palm of her hand upon it,
and after rnbbing the paper a few times (cccupying less than
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a minute) with a circular motion, lifted her hand and gave
deponent the paper for inspection. Upon the previously white
surface there was & most remarkable and striking picture of
an Iudian Fakir, representing him ss if in contemplation.
Deponent has frequently seen it since, and it is now in
possesgion of Colomel Olcott. Deponent positively avers that
the blank paper first taken was the paper on which the picture
appeared, and that no substitution of another paper was made
or was possible,
WitLay Q. Juoge.

]8§181bscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of March,
78.
Samuer V. Seeyss,
Notary Public, New York County,

v.
{From the Journal of the T. S.)

I left Wadhwan on the 15th of February in com.
E?ny with Madame Blavatsky and Baboo Mohini

. Chatterjee. We were on our way to Bombay,
returning from a visit to His Highness, the Thakore
Saheb of Wadhwan. A few hours before we started,
Madame Blavatsky had read an article, which I
had written for the Theosophist, corrected a few words
and returned it to me. I read it carefully to see
what corrections she had made, and whether I might
not myself make some changes. I only found a
few words corrected, folded the paper, put it in my
pocket-book, deposited the pocket-book in my satchel,
locked the same, entered the car and put the
satchel on my seat, where it never left me and
never was out of my sight, until the event which I
am about to describe, occurred. We travelled on,
Magdame Blavatsky being in the same car. Towards
evening Madame Blavatsky requested me to let
her see that article again. 1 took it out of my
satchel, unfolding the paper before handing it to
her, and as I did so, imagine my surprise to find
on it four long lines written on a space which was
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blank before, in the well-known handwriting of
our Master, and in a different kind of ivk than that
used by Madame Blavatsky, How that writing
could have been done in my satchel and during
the shaking of the cars, I do not pretend to explain.

Another incident occurred when I was alone.
On the morning of the 20th of February, I receiv-
ed a curious Thibetan medal from our Master through
Madame Blavatsky. I then accompanied her on
board the steamer on which she was to sail for
Europe. On my return to the shore I went iato
native jewelry shop and bought a locket to deposit
my medal, but could not find a chain long enough
for my purpose. I then returned to my room, and
paced the floor, studying what to do in regard to
the chain. I finally came to the conclusion that I
would buy a rose-colored silk ribbon. But where to
get it, beinga stranger in Bombay : that was the
question. My pacing the floor brought me again in
front of the open window,* and there right before me
on the floor lay exactly the very silk ribbon, brand
new, and just the one I wanted.

Bownay, 1 F. HARTMANN,
21st Feb. 1884. §

VI

The following is the substance of a letter sent to
the Editor by Babu Parvati Charan Ghosh, a fellow
of the Satya Marga Theosophical Society of Luck-
now :—

At the request of Pandit Pran Nath, the Presi-
dent of our Branch Society, I beg to report an account

* This happened in a room on the third floor, near a window that would

have been inaccessible excopt by means of a very long ladder, and no
Cunlomb was near, ]
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of the following occurrence. When the Pandit left
Madras after the anniversary celebration, he stayed
a few days at Allahabad on his way home. Here it
occurred to him to write a letter to the Masters,
to obtain information in regard to certain matters.
He wrote the said letter, handed it to a probationary
Chela residing there, and that Chela sent it with an
explanatory note to Mr. Damodar K, Mavalankar,
asking him to submit it to his Guru.

When the explanatory note arrived, Mr. Damo-
dar was surprised not to find the letter in question
enclosed, and therefore wrote back to the Checla,
that he was glad the letter to the Mahatma was by
some oversight (as he supposed) not forwarded ;
because since the VIIth anniversary celebration in
Bombay he had received strict injunctions not to
accept any letters addressed to his Guru,

The fact, however, is that Pandit Pran Nath’s
letter was forwarded from Allahabad ; and the mys-
tery was solved, when, on opening Mr. Damodar’s
letter, it was found to contain a Chinese envelope,
addressed to the said Pandit, and containing a reply
from the Mahatma. The letter, as sent by Mr.
Damodar, was sufficiently stamped; but when it
arrived it required additional postage on account of
the Master’s reply. The paper on which it was
written was of a peculiar kind, such as cannot be
found in India. We merely mention these facts
with a view to stimulate our Brothers in their search
for truth, and to remind them that wheunever they
deserve the notice of the Mahatmas, such notice will
be taken. If any furtber information in regard to
the above related case is desired by any Theosophist,
it can be obtained by applying to our President.

Luckyow, 24tk Feb. 1884,
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I beg to place upon record certain phenomena
noticed by me after Madame Blavatsky and Colonel
Olcott left Madras to proceed on their present Euro-
pean tour.

1. On the 17th Februvary, 1884—(Madame Blavat-
sky and Colonel Olcott were then in Bombay)—I
was favoured with a kind letter from our Master,
Mahatma K. H. It was a long letter in the Mahat-
ma’s handwriting, showing me how the spread of
Sanscrit literature was likely to prove advantageous
tothecountry; directing meto assumethe superinten-
dence of the Triplicane Sanscrit School ; and giving
me wholesome instructions and advice as to the en-
couragement to be given to the school-masters and
pupils, &e. The letter was handed to me personally
by brothers Messrs. Damodar and Bawaji, who
furnished the following particulars as to the way in
which the letter reached them. That afternoon
Mr. Bawaji—who was for some time writing at a
certain table in the office-room of the Head-quarters,
—rose and approached the table at which Mr. Da-
modar was seated ; but the latter,—acting upon the
impulse which he just then had—immediately
desired the former to go back to the table which he
had left a few seconds before. Mr. Bawaji did as
he was told ; and found the above mentioned letter
on the table at a place where there was no paper
before. It was enclosed in a note addressed by the
Mahatma K. H. to Mr. Bawaji himself, desiring him
to hand over the letter to me personally—which was
accordingly done ; and I need hardly add that the
instructions of the Mahatma have been duly followed
by me. I may also add that the letter contained a
reference to a certain fact about the then working
of the school, of which nobody at the Head-quar-
ters was or could be aware, |
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2. On the 4th March, 1884—(Madame Blavats.
and Colonel Olcott were at this time on the ocea
having left Bombay on February 20th for Mar-
seilles)—1I, owing to certain domestic afflictions, felt
exceedingly miserable all that day. But in the
evening between 5and 6 p. 3. I proceeded to Adyar,
and was seated in the office-room of the Head-
quarters, talking to Mr. Bawaji, without, however,
mentioning to anybody the circumstance of my
being in an unhappy condition. In the meantime,
Mr. Damodar stepped in; and I at once expressed
to him my desire to see the * Shrine.” He conduct-
ed me to the occult room upstairs forthwith ; and
unlocked the * Shrine.” He and I were standing
hardly five seconds looking at the Mahatma K. H.’s
portrait in the ¢ Shrine,” when he (Mr. Damodar)
told me that he had orders to close the ¢ Shrine;”
and did so immediately., This was extremely dis-
appointing to me, But Mr. Damodar re-opened
in an instant the ¢ Shrine.” My eye immediately
fell upon a letter in a Tibetan envelope in the cup
in the ‘ Shrine,” which was quite empty before !
I took the letter, and finding that it was addressed
to me by Mahatma K. H., I opened and read it.
It contained very kind words conveying consolation ;
advising me to take courage; explaining how the
laws of Karma were inevitable ; and finally referring
me to Mr. Dameodar for further explanation of
certain passages in the letter.

How my presence before his portrait attracted the
instantaneousnotice of the Mahatma, being thousands
of miles off; how the Mahatma divined that I was
miserable and was in need of comfort at his hands;
how he projected his long and consoling letter
from such great distance, into the closed cabinet,
within the twinkling of an eye; and, above all,
how solicitous he, the great Mahatma, is for the
well-being of mankind, and more especially of per-
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sons devoted to him,—are points which I leave to
the sensible reader to consider and profit by.
Enough to say that this unmistakable sign of kind-
ness on the part of the great Master armed me with
sufficient energy to shake off the miserable and gloo-
my thoughts, and filled my heart with unmixed
comfort and excessive joy, coupled with feelings of
the sincerest gratitude to the benevolent Mahatma
for this blessing.

8. Two days before the current new year’s day
of the Hindus (26th March 1884), I wrote a long let-
ter to Mahatma K. H., soliciting instructions and
advice in respect of certain important matters, and
handed it to brother Mr, Damodar to be put in the
¢« Shrine,” at about 6-30 in the evening. And on the
following day, at about 2 p, ., brother Mr. Damodar
sent me a closed letter, which was in the familiar
handwriting of Mahatma K. H., containing replies
on all points referred to in my letter, besides valuable
information on other matters which he considered
necessary that Ishould understand. On enquiry
I learnt that the aforesaid letter had fallen upon Mr.
Bawaji’s table during the few seconds which inter-
vened between his leaving the table on some business
and re-joining it afterwards in the office-room, the
only two persons in this room, not having left their
seats in the interval.

All these three phenomena, transpiring as they
have done, during the absence of our Founders
from Madras, speak for themselves; and 1 record
them for the benefit of my Brothers,

P. SreENEVAS Row,
Maoras, 9tk July 1884.

VIIL

¢ In the year 1882 while I was travelling by Rail-
way between the Allahabad and Mogal Sarai stations,
a letter fell in the compartment of the Railway



61

carriage in which I was sitting. I was alone in the
compartment and the carriage was in motion. 1
had wished that Mahatma K. H. should give me
instructions regarding a certain matter about which
I was then thinking, and when I opened the letter I
found that my thoughts had been answered, and that
the letter was in the handwriting of Mahatma K. H.,
whose writing I know so well. Madame Blavatsky
was then in Bombay.”

Casava Prrrarg,
Inspector of Police.

——

IX.

“On 17th March 1884 I left Poona for the Theo-
sophical Head-quarters at Adyar. After remaining
there for two or three days, I asked Mr. Damodar
to show meé the *“shrine,” but he refused to do so.
The next morning it occurred to me to write
out a few questions, and I did so on a sheet
of white foolscap which was folded by me to the
size of a fourth part of a sheet. I wanted Damo-
dar to have the questions answered, but he did not
take any notice of them. At about noon I sat at a
table with Mr. Damodar opposite to me. This was
in the office room downstairs. I read over to
myself the questions that I had written out and
the paper upon the table. In a few minutes while
I was talking to Damodar the paper disappeared,
and I silently remarked this, but I kept on talking,
and in a short while an envelope was found lying
upon the floor. It was addressed to me, and on
opening it, I found my own sheet of question
paper, written over in blue pencil. The answers
to my questions were full and had been written
close to each of the questions on my own paper.
The bandwriting wasth:t of Mahatma K. H. Madamo
Blavatsky and Colonel Olcott were then not af
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Adyar but had proceeded to Europe and were pro-
bably in Paris.”
Navarrax Ooraxray Trivipr,
Late Contractor, Irrigation Department,
(Bombay Presidency).
X.

* I was at Head-quarters very often during my
gojourn with my friend H. H. the Thakore Sahib of
Wadhwan at Madras, whither we had gone last
March for the celebration of his marriage with the
daughter of the Hon. Gajapati Row. One day I
asked Mr. D. K. Mavalankar to let me put a letter
from me to my revered Master K. H. in the shrine.
It was in a closed envelope and was regarding
private personal matters, which I need not lay
before the public. Mr. Damodar allowed me to
put the letter in the shrine. The day after I visited
again the shrine in company with my wife. On
opening the shrine I did find my letter unopened,
but addressed to me in blue pencil, while my original
superseription : ¢ My Revered Master” had a pencil
line running through it. This was in the presence
of Mr. Mavalankar, Dr. Hartmann and others. The
envelope was intact. I opened it, and on the un-
used portion of my note was an answer to me
from my Master K. H. in his familiar handwriting. I
should very much like to know how others will
explain this, when as & fact both the Founders wers
thousands of miles away.”

HarisiNngEsr Ruesivemsr, F. T. S.
VaReL, 9th September 1884.
XI.
I attended the eighth anniversary of the Theoso-
phical Society held last December, in Madras. I was
at the Adyar Head-quarters several times on the
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occasion. I was also in the occult room. T witnessed
certain phenomena when in the room on the 26th
and the 28th of December last. Having been asked
to testify to them, I hereby do so :—

2. The room in question is situated upstairs. In
the room is the shrine—a wooden cupboard put up
against a wall. It isnot fixed to the wall but only
touches it. I have carefully examined the shrine
inside and outside and also the wall against which
it is put. I found nothing to suspect the existence
of any contrivances which could account for what I

saw. Inside the cupboard are two framed likenesses
of two of the Mahatmas overhung with pieces of |

yellow silk, a silver bowl, and some images.

oh

|

8. On the 26th, it was at about 7 p. am. that I :

went up to the shrine. Thers were 14 other Theoso-
phists present. We were all quite close to the shrine.

Madame Blavatsky opened the shrine with a key-

which she had and took out the silver bowl. It was
shown to the gentlemen present. There was nothing
in it. Mr. Venkata Jagga Row, B. A., N. C. 8., then
dropped into it aletter addressed by him to one of the
Revered Mahatmas. The bowl was then placed inside
the shrine which was locked by Madame Blavatsky,
In about 5 minutes the shrine was opened and the
gilver bowl taken out and shown. The letter put in by
Mr. Venkata Jagga Row had disappeared and in its
place there were 5 letters in the bowl. Four of them
were addressed to particular persons present and the
other to all the delegates from the different Branches
of the Theosophical Society. Thislast I saw. It was
in the handwriting known to or recognized by the
Theosophists as that of Mahatma K. H. I had seen
the same handwriting before in letters in the pos-
session of my friend Mr. 8. Ramaswamier at
Madura.

4. On the 28th, I went to the shrine at about
10-30 A. M. Seven persons were present. The
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windows were open and it was broad day light.

\ Madame Blavatsky gave the key of the shrine to Mr.

v
3
1

B

P. Srinivasa Row, Small Cause Judge, Madras, and
stood aside amongst us. Mr. Srinivasa Row opened
the shrine, took out the silver bow! and showed it to
all present. There was nothing in it. He put it into
the shrine, locked it and kept the key. About 5
minutes after, he was told by Mudame Blavatsky to
open the shrine, which he did. He then took out the
selfsame silver bowl and in it was an envelope well
gummed, addressed to Mr. Srinivasa Row. I saw
him open the envelope and found it to countain a
letter in the handwriting of Mahatma K. H. and
currency notes for Rs. 500.

5. I saw no room for deception, no wire, no
springs inside or outside the shrine. I requested
permission to examine the shrine and was allowed
to do so. Not only did I not see any wire or spring
or any contrivance, but I felt none when I put my
hand into the shrine and examined it.

6. What I may here say may not carry convic-
tion where the overwhelming testimony already
recorded by Mr. Sinnett aud others has failed to
produce any. Yet I may be allowed to subjoin my
testimony, however slight, in the hope that it may
not be altogether useless.

7. Iknow a very acute and able man, a friend of
mine, also jeered at me on finding my name appear
in the Theosophist asa member of the Society, but
who in less than two months from that time became
a Theosophist himself and the Vice-President of his
Branch.

S. SorraMania Iver, oo L.,
High Cowrt Valil, Madura.

Mapuna, 10tk January, 1884.
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XII.
Apyar, December 31si, 1884.

DEear Siz,

Complying with your request, I shall give you in
the following an account of a phenomenon as wit-
nessed by me in my father’s house some couple of
months ago.

Before I describe what has happened, allow me
to say a few words about myself ; it will serve to
show that [ am better adapted thao most other
people to advance an opinion on these subjects.

Since my earliest boyhood 1 have always had a
taste and a knack for conjuring tricks, When in
London, I took lessons there from a professional
conjuror, Prof. C. E. Field, a man whom I consider
to be one of the best sleight-of-hand-man I ever met.
Later on I made the personal acquaintance of our
leading performers in that line and exchanged tricks
with them. There is not a single line of conjuring
I am not acquainted with, may that be even a card
trick or the so-called anti-spiritualistic tricks in
imitation of a spiritualistic seance. I then think
that when such a phenomenon takes place in my
presence, it is quite a natural thing for me to keep
my eyes wide open in order not to be deceived by a
trick, and this is the reason why I think myself
especially qualified to advance an opinion about the
matter on hand.

Plenomenon that occurred in Elberfeld (Germany)
in September 1884.

About 9 ». a. of the abovenamed date, a small
circle of friends, theosophist and non-theosophist,
were sitting in the drawing-room of my father’s
house (Platzhoff Strasse, 12). Madame Blavatsky,
who was one of the party, was seated on a couch in
the middle of the room, and the rest were seated in
a semi-circle around her. Whilst the conversation
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was going on, Madame Blavatsky suddenlylooked up
and taking a listening attitude said there was some-
thing going on in the room, but that she could not
then make out for certain what it was.

Mrs. Holloway, an American lady and a clairvoy-
ant, said that she hadfelt aninfluence since some time
already, and Madame Blavatsky and Mrs. Holloway
then saw something like a ray of light going towards
a large oil painting hanging over a piano in the same
room.

My mother sitting with ber back to the piano and
opposite a looking glass, said that she had seen in the
glass something like « faint flash of lightning. After
a minute or so, Madame Blavatsky asked the party
what they would like to take place as she now felt
sure that the * Master’ would do something for us
that night. '

Different requests were made, but finally it was
unanimously resolved, * that a letter should be asked
for, addressed to my father, and ireating on a subject
that he should mentally wish for’ 1 draw your
attention to three points. Nobody knew beforehand
that the whole party must choose a letter! Second,
that my father should be addressed! Third, what
subject my father might be thinking of. Madame
Blavatsky did not influence our choice as she
did not advance any suggestion. Madame then
said she saw something going on with the
picture above spoken of, and that probably we
should find something there. I accordingly got
up and examined that picture, but could not find
anything. As the picture was fastened to the wall
in a slanting position, the top part hanging over,
X lifted it off the wall and examined carefully every
inch of it. Noletter! The space then between the
wall and the back of the picture was fully 8 inches
and perfectly lit up as there was a gas bracket on each
side of it. J let the picture fall back and said I could
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not find anything, but Madame Blavatsky told me
to try again and I repeated my examination in the
same way. Not contented with that, I got up on the
piano ( a grand Flugel) and there again looked be-
hind the picture and passed my hand along the top
of it twice, nothing ! (I had been searching =2ll this
time for a letter, not for another article—where per-
haps a slip of paper might have escaped my atten-
tion). T turned round to Madame Blavatsky, saying
that I could find nothing, when she exclaimed ‘¢ there
it is.”” I turned sharply round and a lstter fell down
from behind the picture on the piano. I picked i$
up; it was addressed to my father (Herr Consul
Gebhard) and treated of the subject he had been
thinking of.

Now I wish to draw your attention to some
important points.

1. There was no secret receptacle either in the
frame or at the back of the picture.

2. The letter was in size 5 X2} (inches), not fold-
ed up into & smaller compass.

3. Iwas the only one who came near the picture,
all the others kept their seats except one gentleman,
who got up, but whom I did not allow to handle the
picture : Madame Blavatsky seated all the time on
the couch, distance 4 to 5 yards.

4. Between the time I last touched the picture
and the moment the letter put in an appearance,
there elapsed from 15 to 20 seconds. After Madame
B. said, ¢ There it is,” I turned round. The
letter had then not appeared, but came in view one
second after that. %[ow could Madame B. have
seen it ?

5. The letter lay on the piano about 5 {nches off
the wall !

The picture frame at the bottom part touches
the wall, because, as I said before, the top part hangs
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over; now there may be space enough for a letter
being flat against the wall, to glide through, but
then that letter continuing its way ought to drop be-
hind the piano (i. e., between the wall and the piano,
and from there on to the floor) as the piano does
not touch the wall. How canit be found 5 inches
off the wall ¢

6. The subject my father had in his mind was
known to me, for I knew he had that very morning
received a letter from my brother in New York on
some personal matter, and when the letter had been
decided upon by the party, I whispered to my father
to ask for an answer on that letter of the morning,
He said he would.

I consider this a most complete phenomenon. I
challenge any conjuror of the day to repeatit, and
I am willing to pay £100 to see it done by a con-
juror under the same conditions. Perhaps Mr.
Maskelyne (Messrs. Maskelyne and Cook, Egyptian
Hall, Piccadilly) who has done already so much to
detect mediumistic fraud (?) will take up this chal-
lenge.

If there is any further information you want, I
am ready at your service.

I remain, Dear Sir,
Your obedient servant,
(Signed) R. GzpHaARD, F, T. S.
R. Hopcson, Esq.
XTII.

One evening at about six o’clock we went to the
Theosophical Head-quarters at Adyar. With Madame
Blavatsky’s permission we went upstairs to her room.
During the course of conversation, the topic turned
upon the present sceptical attitude of some of our
countrymen, who have had the benefit of what they
call Western *‘ education” and * civilization.” We
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were then taken to the ¢ SarINe” in the *“ Ocoor. = —

Roox,” which is a compartment in the same room
in which we were seated. In the SErINE, which is
an ordinary cubpoard hanging from a wall to which
there is no egress or ingress, are two portraits of
two of the Himalayan MaimaTMAS. We examined
all very carefully, and the SEHRINE was locked. We
did not however move from the place; and within
half a minute, Madame Blavatsky told us to open
it. We did so ourselves, and found the whole
cupboard—where there was nothing when we
looked at it hulf a minute before—filled with fresh
flowers and leaves. Each of us took a number of
them, and we found that there were also some pe-
culiar kind of leaves which could not be found
in any part of Madras, to our knowledge. We made
a careful survey of the whole room and its surround-
ings, and found nothing to warrant or justify any
suspicion of trickery,
T. RaxacaENDra Row.

The phenomenon, as described above, took place

in my presence.
R. Ru~xea Row, B. 4.

XIV.

StareMeENT oF MR, S. J, PapsEAm.
(B=tract.)

I have seen the article of the Christian Col.
lege Magazine reproduced in most Indian news-
papers. Recalling to my memory all the facts and
incidents that have transpired, and which have come
within my own observation, I cannot hesitate for a
moment to pronounce the letters embodied in that
article as fictitious outcomes of Madame Coulomb’s
mediumship.

The allegations of the Coulombs (warmly resented
in Madras) were left unchallenged in Northern India,
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and I therefore addressed a longletter to the Pioneer,
the editor of which kindly gave it a prominent
place in his issue of the 23rd. I am glad to be able
to say that the publication of this letter has had
a marked effect in non-theosophical circles,

Permit me to state a few facts in addition to
those I bhave already published in the Piomeer. I
have received two letters in all from the revered
Mahatma, whose name s so irreverently dragged in
the present controversy. The first I received at
about ten minutes to ten on the evening of the 15th
July 1881. 1 copy the endorsement which I im-
mediately made on the back of the envelope which
contained the letter :—*¢ Received about ten minutes
to ten—a little while after Madame had retired and
Baboola had left the lamp on the table. I had
just written the first two ?ines of a poem I was
composing on the Brothers, and was thinking how
to finish the third, when I heard a sound asif a
large butterfly had fallen on the table. It was this
letter. It fell from some height. The doors of
the room and shutters were closed. My gratitude
and thanks. 15-7-81., S. J. P.” AfterI had examin-
ed the room to see that there was no trickery in the
affair, and satisfying myself that none was possible,
I fell on my knees and uttered some words to
myself mentally. The following morning I saw
Madame Blavatsky in her study. After some con-
versation she told me she was satisfied that I was
devoted to the cause, for the Master had watched
me and she proceeded to relate all that had happen-
ed in my room after I had received the letter, start-
ling me at the same time by reciting word for word
my unspoken thought. This letter contained an
allusion to Mr. Sinnett and his wife who were then
in England.

The second letter from the Master I received
somewhere about the beginning of the following Scp-
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tember. I must relate the history of this letter. I
had composed a philosophical elegy on the death
of Baron Du Potet, which I wished to see published
in the Theosophist. Tt was anambitious attempt. I
forwarded it to Madame Blavatsky, who considered
it important enough to be seen by the Mahatma K.
H. The Master, after reading it, sent it with his com-
pliments to Mr. Sinnett for his opinion. Mr. Sinnett
attentively read the poem, but was of opinion that
it would be better not to publish it. This criticism
filled more than three sides and a half of the Pioneer
notepaper. Mr. Sinnett had evidently written more
on some other subject, but the writing (some traces
of which are still there) was made somehow to fade
away, and the Master begins his letter to me on the
last page of Mr. Sinnett’s letter and adds half-a-
page of notepaper of his own. He continues Mr.
Sinnett’s criticism, but in & much more kindly
manner.

“ Your spirit,” he writes, *is undoubtedly most
closely akin to and largely vivified by that of poe-
try, and your intellectual instinct pierces easily into
all the mysteries and abysses of nature, often giving
a beautiful form, verity and harmony to your verse,
as far as I am able to judge of English poetry. A
true seer is always a poet, and a poet can never be
a true one—unless he is in perfect unity with occult
nature,—*¢ a creator by right of his spiritual revela-
tion’ asthegreat Danish poetexpresses it. I was anx-
ious, therefore, you should learn, how far you had
succeeded in impressing others. For, it is not enough
to carry the true poetic instincts within the recessesof
one’s soul ; these have to be so faithfully mirrored
in verse or prose, as to carry the intelligent reader
away, wherever the poet’s fancy may wing its flight.
I sent your poem after reading it myself to Mr.
Sinnett who was at one time considered in the
London literary circles as one of the best critics of
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the day. Writing for me, and at my express wish,
his opinion is thoroughly unbiassed, and I believe
the criticism is caleulated to do you the greatest
good. Take up the suggestion, and work over the
poem, for you may make of it something grand. Bear
with the world and those who surround you. Be
patient and true to yourself and Fate, who was a
step-mother to you, my poor young friend, may vet
change and herpersecutions be changed into bounties.
Whateverhappens know—1 am watching over you.”

Ihave quoted this letter at such length for several
reasons, Madame Blavatsky, with all her accomplish-
ments, has hardly any partiality for poetry. I have
never succeeded in interesting her in any volume of
verse. She, aswellas Col. Olcott, has often chaffed me
about my partiality for Shelley ; and I have reason
to believe, from what has frequently fallen from her
lips, that she considers a poet to be a poor useless
creature. But examine the tone of this letter. The
critic, whatever else he is, is himself a poet. In
half a dozen lines he surveys the whole domain of
true poetry, and with all the authority of conviction
lays it down that a true poet cannot but be an
occultist.

The Master advises me to bear with the world nd
those who surrounded me. The advice came in good
time, for I was on the point of coming to an open
rupture with those that surrounded me at the Head-
quarters—the Coulombs!

The Master’s watchful care has since saved me
from many perils. Since my arrival at Lucknow
though receiving no favours from him, he has often
helped me in the hour of trial.

I have forgotten to relate the manner in which I
received thislast letter. It was about eleven o’clock
in the night.
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I bad just left Mr. Mavalankar and procecded
upstairs to my room. The lamp was burning on the
table. I examined the bed, and lifted the curtains
aside to see that no mosquitos had got in. There
was then no thing or person in the room except the
usual furniture. The house was unusually still. I
went to the door and closed it. After closing the
door 1 had to pass the bedstead before I could reach
the lamp to lower the wick. I noticed nothing.
After turning down the light I went to my bed, and
lo! right at my feet lay two white objects on the
floor. A moment ago there had heen nothing there,
and now there was my poem and the Mahatma’s
letter ! In falling they had made no sound. How
was it done ?

S. J. PapsHAL,

Fellow, Theosophical Sociely.

APPENDIX VI,

L
THE THEOSOPHICAL MAHATMAS.
To the Editor of the  Pall Mall Gazette.”

Sir,—Since an attempt is now being made by
the opponents of the Theosophical Society to discre-
dic the whole movement by circulating the report
that the ¢« Mahatmas” or Kastern Adepts are but
¢ crafty arrangements of muslin and bladders,” I
ask permissicn to say a word. I have sacrificed all
my worldly prospects, as is well known in my native
city of Calcutta, to devote myself to the propagation
of the esoteric philosophy of my race, in connection
with the Society so unjustly slundered. Ncedless
to say I should not have taken this step, with
many others of my conntrymen, if the Theosophical



74

Society were but a sham, and the Mahatmas vulgar
‘“ concoctions of muslin and bladders.” To a
Brahman, like myself, it is repugnant to speak of
the sacredly confidential relationship existing
between a spiritual teacher and his pupil. Yet duty
compels mein this instance to say that I have
personal and absolute knowledge of the existence
of the Mahatma who has corresponded with Mr.
Sinnett and is known to the Western worid as
“ Koot Hoomi.” I had knowledge of the Mahatma
in question before I knew Madame Blavatsky, and
I met him in person when he passed through the
Madras Presidency to China—Ilast year.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient servant,
Morint M. CEATTERIL

12, PraTzHOFSTRASSE, ELBERFELD, |
GERMANT, Sept. 30, 1884. )

O

II.
MY EXPERIENCES IN INDIA.
By Mz. T. Brown.
(Extract.)

Lahore has a special interest, because there we
saw, in his own physical body, Mahatma Koot Hoomi
himself.

On the afternoon of the 19th November, I saw the
Master in broad daylight, and recognised him, and
on the morning of the 20th he came to my tent, and
said, “ Now you see me before you in the flesh ; look
and assure yourself that it is 1,” and left a letter of
instructions and silk handkerchief, both of which
are now in my possession.

The letter is as usual written seemingly with blue
pc1cil, is in the same handwriting as that in which
15 written the communication received at Madras,and
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has been identified by about a dozen persons as
bearing the caligraphy of Mahatma Koot Eoomi.
The letter was to the effect that I had first seen
him in visions, then in his astral form, then in body
at a distance, and that finally I now saw him in his
own physical body, so close to me as to enable me
to give to my countrymen the assurance that I was
from personal knowledge as sure of the existence of
the Mahatmas as I was of my own. The letteris a
private one, and I am not enabled to quote from it
at length.

On the evening of the 21st, Colonel Oleott, Damo-
dar and I were sitting outside the skamiana, when
we were visited by......... (the Master’s head Chela,
and now an Initiate,) who informed us that the
Master was about to come. The Master then came
near to us, gave instructions to Damodar, and walked
away.

I11.
STATEMENT oF MR. BHAVANI SHANKAR.

The recent attack made by the Christian Mission-
aries counected with the ¢ Christian College
Magaazine,” to erove the falsity of occult phenomena
by imputing them to the fraudulent tricks of
Madame Blavatsky, forces upon me the duty of
relating some of my experiences,so that the educated
public may have a fair opportunity to draw their
own conclusions concerning these phenomena after
weighing all the evidences for and against their
genuineness. My experience of these phenomena
commenced so early as 1881, when the Head-quar-
ters of the Theosophical Society were not removed
from Bombay to Adyar, Madras. While I was at
Bombuy, I have had several occasions to visit its
Head-quarters at Breach Candy.
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(1.} One night while I was sitting with some of my
friends near Madame Blavatsky in the open verandah
close to her writing-room, a Mahatma, who was then
near Bombay, came walking through the garden
attached to Col. Olcott’s bungalow and stood silent
near a tree at the distance of some eight or ten yards
away from us. Madame Blavatsky then went downthe
wooden staircase leading into the garden, approached
the Mahatma and saluted him by touching the back
of his haunds with both of her open palms. He
delivered a packet to her and then disappeared.
Madame B. came wup afterwards and opened
the packet and in it there was a letter from
Allahabad. The envelope in question was quite
upaddressed, but .it bore the official stamp of the
Allahabad Post Office of December the 3rd, 1881,
and the official stamp of the Bombay Post Office of
the same date, viz., 3rd December. The two places
are 1,000 miles apart.

(2.) In a bright moonlight, on the night of the
13th July 1881, we were engaged in a talk with
Madame Blavatsky as usnal in the same verandah.
Monsieur Coulomb and Madame Coulomb were pre-
sent on the spot as also all the persons of the house
and Madame Blavatsky’s servant. While we were
conversing with Madame B., the Mahatma, known as
Mr. Sinnett’s Correspondent and the Author of the
letters published in the ** Occult World,” made his
appearance in his ¢ Mayavi Rupa’’ or * Double,”
for a few minutes. He was clad in the white dress
of a ‘“ Punjabee” and wore a white turban. All of
those, who were present at that time, saw his hand-
some features clearly and distinctly, as it was a
bright moonlight night- On the same night, a letter
was drafted to the ‘* London Spiritualist” about our
having seen the Muhatmas- As we were reading
the letter in question, the same Mahatma showed
himself again. The second time when he made his
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appearance, lie was very near us, say at the distant
of a yard or two. At that time, Monsieur anc
Madame Coulomb said, ¢ Here is our Brother,”
meaning the Mahatma. He then came into Madame
B.’s room and was heard talking with her and then
disappeared. Monsieur Coulomb and Madame
Coulomb signed the letter drafted to the ‘¢ Lon-
don Spiritualist,” testifying to the fact of their
having seen the ¢ Mahatma.” Since Madame Coulomb
now says that the Mahatmas are but “crafty arrange-
ments of muslin and bladders” and her husband
represented the Mahatmas, how are we to reconcile
this statement with the fact that in *“the London
Spiritualist” of the 19th August 1881, appeared a
letter signed by five witnesses, including myself,
testifying to the fact of their having seen a Mahat-
wma, while they were writing that letter; and that
this document is signed by both the Coulombs ?
There is, therefore, no doubt that they were with
the company who signed the paper. Who was it
then that appeared on that occasion as a Mahatma P
Surely neither Monsieur and Madame Coulomb with
their ¢ muslin and bladders” nor Madame B.’s ser-
vant who was also present, but the *‘ double” of a
person living on the other side of the Himalayas.
The figure in coming up to Madame Blavatsky’s
room was seen by us “to float through the air,”
and we also distinctly heard it talking to her, while
all of us, including her servant and the Coulombs,
were at the time, together, in each other’s presence.
(38.) In the month of March 1882, while I was
stopping at Mr. Sinnett’s house at Allahabad, some
occult phenomena occurred independent of Madame
Blavatsky, who was then at Bombay. One evening, Mr,
Sinnett gave me a note addressed to my Master,
“X.H.” I tookit to my room and kept it near my
pillow. Every care was taken in bolting and
fastening all the glass-doors of the room where my
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bed was. I placed a lamp by my bed and began
to read the article * Elixir of Life.” But I was not able
to devote my attention to the study of the article in
question as 1t became wholly directed to the letter ad-
dressed to the Mahatma, It was between 10 and 11
P. M, that this letter disappeared and [saw my Master
while he was leaving the room with the letter which
was placed near my pillow. The doors of the
room were well closed, and a light was burning by
my bedside and there was no one else in the room.
When I got up in the morning next day, I found
areply from my Master to the address of Mr. Sinnett
under my pillow and gave it to him. During my
short stay at Allahabad with Mr. Sinnett, I bad had
independent communication with my Master while
Madame Blavatsky was in another part of India.

From Allahabad I returned to Bombay. After
stopping at the Bombay Head-quarters for a week
or 8o, I left the place for the north in April 1882.
Since then, I have been working in the north. As a
pilgrim, I had to travel from one place to another.
Purposely I did not keep Madame Blavatsky or
Colonel Olcott informed of my movements on account
of some private reasons. During my travels in
the north, [ have received communications from
my Master direct, independent of anybody else and
have seen the Mahatmas in their ¢ double.”

(4.) On the 8th November, 1883, I was at Bans
Bareilly in N. W. P. and was engaged in a private
talk with a European friend of mine on some theoso-
phical subjects. At that time, I had a courier bag
with me suspended across my shoulder, which I did
not allow any one to touch as there was some private
correspondence in it. I took particular care to lock
it up in a carpet bag of mine whenever I removed it
from my shoulder., While I was conversing with
that friend, I received a direct communication from
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my Master in a Chinese envelope which I found in
that courier bag which was always with me. It
related to some subject of which I was thinking that
day, and contained some instructions to me how I
should work, &c. I showed it to some of my friends
who were then present. The contents of that letter
were in his well-known blue pencil handwriting.
All the communications whether received by me
direct or through any body else from him, bear the
same handwriting.

(5.) In the month of January 1884, I was at
Jubbulpore and putting up with Brother Nivaran
Chandra Mookerjee, who was then the Secretary of
the Bhrigu Kshetra Theosophical Society. One
night, while I was with him, I was explaining to
some twenty-seven members of that Branch, the
article *“ Elixir of Life’’ and they were listening to me
with great attention. On asudden, there was death-
like silence for some time. I then felt the influence
of Madame Blavatasky’s Venerated Master, and it
was so strong that I could not bear it. The current
of electricity generated by an electro-magnetic bat-
tery is nothing when compared with that current
generated by the trained Will of an Adept. When
a Mahatma means to show himself to a Chela,
he sends off a current of electricity to the Chela
indicating his approach. It was this influence
which I felt at that time. A few minutes after,
the Mahatma (Madame B.’s Master) was actually
present in the room where the meeting of the
members was held and was seen by me and Bro.
Nivaran while some of the members only felt the
influence. All the members would have seen him
much more vividly, had it not been for the fact
that he did not materialize himself much more
objectively, I have seen the same Mahatma, viz.,.
Madame B.’s Master, scveral times in his double
during my travels in the North. Not only have I
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seen Madame B.’s Master in his double but also my
Venerated Guru Deva “K. H.” I have also seen
the latter, viz., my Masterin BIs PEYSICAL BODY and
recognised him.

All the above experiences which I had gained in
the North, independent of Madame DBlavatsky or
Col. Olcott, who knew nothing about my movements,
are sufficient to show to the impartial and educated
public that these occult phenomena are genuine. It
is immaterial to me whether the statement of these
bare facts will carry conviction to those who,
instead of being inquirers after the truth, are ready
to suppress it and persecute those who give it to the
world.

BaavanisnanNgar, F, T. S.

IV.
A GREAT RIDDLE SOLVED.
By Daxopar K. Mavarankag, F. T, 8., CaELa.
(Batract.)

O~ my return to tke Head-quarters from the
North, where I had accompanied Col. Olcott on his
Presidential tour, I learnt with regret of further
strictures on the claims of the Founders of the
Theosophical Society to be in personal rela-
tions with the Mahatmas of the sacred Himavat.
For me, personally, the problem is of course now
solved.

At the outset I must state what is known to
many of my friends and brothers of the Theoso-
phical Society, viz., that for the last four yearsI
have been the CrELA of Mr. Sinnett’s correspondent.
Now and then I have had occasion to refer publicly
to this fact, and to the other one of my having seen
some of the other VENERATED ManatMAS oF TRE
Himarayas, both in their astral and physical bodies.
However all that I could urge in favour of my
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point, viz., that these Grear Masrters are not
disembodied spirits but living men—would fail to
carry conviction to a micd blinded by prejudices
and preconcepiions, It has been suggested that
either or both of the Founders may be mediums in
whose presence forms could be seen, which are by
them mistaken for real living entities. And when
I asserted that I had these appearances even when
alone, it was argued that 1 too was developing
into a medium.

In this connection a certain remark by Mr. C. C.
Massey in a letter to Light of November 17, is very
suggestive, inasmuch as that gentleman is not only
far from being inimical to us but is a Theosophist
of long standing, bent solely on discovering truth
and—nothing but the truth. The following extract
from the said letter will show how great are the
misconceptions even of some of our own fellow-
members :—

“ Nevertheless, were it an open question, free from authori-
tative statement, so that such o soggestion. could be made
without offence by one who would, if possible, avoid offence,
I should avow the opinion that these letters, whether they are
or are not the ipsissima verba of any adept, were at all events
penned by Madame Blavatsky, or by other accepted chelas.
At least I should think that she was 2 medium for their pro-
duction, and not merely for their transmission. The fact that
through the kindness of Mr. Sinnett I have been made familiar
with the handwriting of the letters, and that it bears not the
remoteat resemblance to Madame Blavatsky’s, would not influ-
ence me against that opinion, for reasons which every one
acquainted with the phenomena of writing under psychical
conditions will appreciate. But I am bound to admit {hat
there are circumstances connected with the receipt by Mr. Sinnett
of other letters signed * K. H." which are, as regards those, appa-
rently nconsistent with any instrumentality of Madame Blavatsky
herself, whether as medium or otherwise and the hand-writing is
in both cases the same.”

Bearing well in mind the italicized portion in
the above quotation, I would respectfully invite
the Spiritualists to explain the fact of not only
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myself, but Col. Olcott, Mr. Brown, and other
gentlemen having on this tour received severally
and on various occasions letters in reply to con-
versations and questions on the same day or the
same hour, sometimes when alone and sometimes in
company with others, when Mme. Blavatsky was
thousands of miles away ; the handwriting 1n all
cases being the same and identical with that of
the communications in Mr. Sinnett’s possession.

While ou my tour with Col. Olcott, several phe-
nomena occurred,—in his presence as well asin his
absence—such as immediate answers to questions
in my Master’s handwriting and over his signature,
put by a number of our fellows, These occurrences
took place before we reached Lahore, where we
expected to meet in body my much doubted MastEr.
There I was visited by him in body, for three nights
consecutively for aboul three hours every time
while I myself retained full consciousness, and
in one case, even went to meet him outside
the house. Tomy knowledge there is no case on the
Spiritualistic records of a medium remaining per-
fectly conscious, and meeting, by previous arrange-
ment, his spirit-visitor in the compound, re-enter-
ing the house with him, offering him a seat and then
holding a long converse with the * disembodied spi-
rit” in a way to give him the impression that he is in
personal contact with an embodied entity ! More-
ever Hix whom I saw in person at Labore was the
same I had seen in astral form at the Head-quarters
of the Theosophical Society, and the sume again
whom I, in my visions and trances, had seen at His
house, thousands of miles off, to reach which in my
astral Ego I was permitted, owing, of course, to
His direct help and protection. In those instances
with my psychic powers hardly developed yet, I
had always seen Him as a rathor hazy form,
although His features were perfectly distinct and
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their remembrance was profoundly graven on

soul’s eye and memory; while mow at Lahor , —

Jummoo, and elsewhere, the impression was utterly
different. In the former cases, when making
Pranam (salutation) my hands passed through his
form, while on the latter occasions they met solid
garments and flesh. Here [saw a living man before
me, the same in features, though far more imposing
in His general appearance and bearing than Him I
had so often looked upon in the portrait in Mme.
Blavatsky’s possession and in the one with Mr.
Sionett. I shall not here dwell upon the fact of
His "having been corporeally seen by both Col.
Olcott and Mr. Brown separately, for two nights at
Lahore, as they can do so better, each for himself, if
they so choose. At Jummoo again, where we pro-
ceeded from Lahore, Mr. Brown saw Him on the
evening of the third day of our arrival there, and
from Him received a letter in His familiar hand-
writing, not to speak of His visits to me almost
every day. And what happened the next morning
almost every one in Jummoo is aware of. The fact
is, that I had the good fortune of being sent for, and
permitted to visit a Sacred Ashrum where I re-
mained for a few days in the blessed company of
several of the Mamaryas of Himavat and their
disciples. There Tmet not only mybeloved Gurudeva
and Col. Olcott’s M aster, hut several others of
the Fraternity, including One of the Highest. I
regret the extremely personal nature of my visit to
thoseregions prevents my saying more of it. Suffice it
that the place I was permitted to visit is in the
Hixaravas, not in any fanciful Summer Land, and that
I saw Him in my own sthulasarira (physical body)and
found my Master identical with the form I had seen .
in the earlier days of my Chelaship. Thus, I saw |
my beloved Guru not only as a living man, but |
actaully as a young one in comparison with some |
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other Sadhus of the blessed company, only for
kinder, and not above a merry remark and conver-
sation at times. Thus on the second day of my
arrival, after the meal hour, I was permitted to hold
an intercourse for over an hour with my Master.
Asked by Him smilingly, what it was that made me
look at Bim so perplexed, I asked in my turn :—
“How is it MasTeR that some of the members of
our Society have tuken into their heads a notion
that you were ‘an elderly man,” and that they have
even seen you clairvoyantly looking an old man

. passed sixty P’ To which he pleasantly smiled and

said, that this latest misconception was due to the

: reports of a certain Brahmachari, a pupil of a
~ Vedantic Swami in the N. W. P.—who had met

last year in Tibet the chief of a sect, an elderly

- Lama, who was his (my Master’s) travelling compa-
nion at that time. The said Brahmachari having

spoken of the encounter in India, had led several
persons to mistake the Lama for himself, As to
his being perceived clairvoyantly as an *elderly
man,’”’ that could never be, he added, as real clair-
voyance could lead no one into such mistaken no-
tion, and then he kindly reprimanded me for giving
any importance to the age of a Guru, adding that
appearances were often false, &c., and explaining
other points.

These are all facts and no third course is
open to the reader. What I assert is either true or
false. In the former case, it will have to be admitted
that the Himalayan Brothers are living men aud
neither disembodied spirits nor the creatures of the
over-heated imagination of fanatics. Of course 1
am fully aware that many will discredit my account,
but I write only for the benefit of those few who
know me well enough to see in me neither a halluci-
nated medium nor attribute to me any bad motive,
and who have ever been true and loyal to their con-
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victions and to the cause they have so nobly

espoused. If these few lines will help to stimu-

late even one of my brother-Fellows in the Socicty

or one right thinking man outside of it to promote
“the cause the GREAT MasTERs have imposed upon the

devoted heads of the Founders of the Theosophical

Society, I shall consider that I bave properly per-

formed my dJuty.

Apyar (Mapras),
7th December 1883. §

V.
HOW A “CHELA” FOUND HIS “ GURU.”

(Being Extructs from a private letter t6 Damodar K. Mavalankar, Joint
Recording Secretary of the Theosophical Society-)

(Eztract.)

It was, I think, between eight and nine A. u. and
I was following the road to the town of Sikkhim
whence, [ was assured by the people I met on the
road, I could cross over to Tibet easily in my pilgrim’s
garb, when I suddenly saw a solitary horseman
galloping towards me from the opposite direction.
From his tall stature, I thought he was some military
officer of the Sikkhim Rajah. Now,I thought,am I
caught! He will ask me for my pass and what busines
T have on the independent territory of Sikkhim, and,
perhaps, have me arrested and—sent back, if not
worse. But—as he approached me, he reined the
steed. I looked at and recognised him instantly.
I was in the presence of him, of the same Ma-
hatma, my own revered Guru whom I had seen
before in his astral body, on the balcony of
the Theosophical Head-quarters !—It was he
of the ever memorable night of December 1st,
who hud dropped a letter in answer to one I
had given in a sealed envelope to Madame Blavatsky
—vwhom I had never for one moment during the
interval lost sight of—but an hour or so before!
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(The very same instant saw me prostrated on the
‘ground at his feet. I arose at his command aad,
‘looking into bis face, I forgot myself entirely in
~ the contemplation of the face I knew so well, having
seen his portrait (the one in Colonel Olcott’s posses-
sion) a number of times. I knew nct what to say : joy

- and reverence tied my tongue. 'T'he majesty of his
countenance, which seemed to me to be the tmper-
sonation of power and thought, held me wrapt in awe.
1 was at last face to face with “ the Mahatma of the
Himavat” and be was no myth, no * creation of the
imagination.” It wasnot night; it was between
nine and ten o’olock of the foremoon. - My hap-
piness made me dumb. Nor was it until a few
moments later that I was drawn to utter a few words,
encouraged by his gentle tone and speech. His
complexion is not as fair as that of Mahatma
Koot Hoomi; but never have I seen a counte-
nance so handsome, a stature so tall and so majestic.
As in his portrait, he wears a short black beard,
~and long black hair hanging down to his breast;:
' only his dress was different. lnstead of a white,
- loose robe he wore a yellow mantle lined with
fur, and, on his head, instead of a pagri, a yellow
Tibetan felt cap, as I bave seen some Bhootanese
weuar in this country, When the first momeats of
surprise were over and I calmly comprehended
~ the situation, I had a long talk with him. He
told me to go no further, for I would come to grief.
He said I should wait patiently if 1 wanted to
become an accepted Chela ; that many were those
who offered themselves as candidates, but that
only a very few were found worthy ; none were
;‘ejlected-—but all of them tried, and mest found to
all. . . o o s e e e e
. The Mabatma, I found, speaks very little
English—or at least it so seemed to me—and spoks
to me in my mother Tungue—Tamil. He told me
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that if the Chohan permitted Mdme. B.to go to
Pari-jong next year, then I could come with her.

. + . The Bengalee Theosophists who followed
the ¢ Upasika” (Madame Blavatsky) would see
that she was right in trying to dissuade them from
following her now. I asked the Mahatma whether
I could teill what I saw and heard to others.
He replied in the affirmative, and that moreover
I would do well to write to you and describe
all. . . . .

S. Ravaswayier, F, T. S.
Darieering, October 7, 1882.

VI.

HIMALAYAN AND OTHER MAHATMAS.
(4dn Open letter to Madame Blavatsky.)
By Rayma Sourinpro Garcya DEva.
(Batract.)

I most emphatically declare that the holy Sages
of the snowy range—the Himalayan Mahatmas—
do exist and Guru deva K. H., has one point in
common with his critics of the West, that he is as
much a living man as they. I have lived with Him,
and some of us, whose names from time to time have
appeared in your journal, still live under his protec-
tion and in his abode.

DarseeniNG, November 1883.

VII.

Mr. R. Casava Pioray who is referred to in
Madame Coulomb’s pamphlet at pp. 45, 49, 50 and
74 states as follows, in a letter to Mr. Damodar,
dated 27th January 1885 :*

* Tho whole letter being too long to priunt, we give an abstract of tho
chief points, Mr. Casava Lillay, being a Police Officer, is accustomed to
keop a regular daily diary from which he has takon all the material for
his present comwmunication.
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1. He first saw the Mahatma in a vision in 1869,

2. He again saw the same person, also in a
vision in 1873.

8. The samething occurred several times between
1876 and 1880, each of the appearances, as well as
those above mentioned being for the purpose of con-
veying definite instruction on philosophical subjects
to Mr. Pillay.

4, Tn 1881 Mr. Pillay joined the Theosophical
Society.

5. In 1882 Mr. Pillay and others received a
letter at Nellore from the Mahatma, which letter,
containing instructions respecting the formation of
the Nellore Branch T. 8., fell from the ceiling of a
room in a house in Nellore, Madame Blavatsky and
three gentlemen besides Mr. Pillay being present at
the time. This happened in broad daylight at about
3r.

6. About an hour after the falling of the letter,
some one present wanted an almanac in order to
verify a date. It was suggested that Madame
Blavatsky should provide an almanac—and within
three or four minutes the almanac “ 2 Pheenix Alma.
nac and Diary for 1882, was flung at us with some
force as if from the sky overhead.”

7. While Madame Blavatsky was returning from
Guntoor to Nellore, by canal, she received a letter
addressed to herself, from the Mahatma ¢ dropping
as it were from the cabin ceiling,” several persons
being present at the time.

8. Mr. Pillay visited the Society’s Head-quarters
at Bombay on the 13th September 1882, and was on
that day introduced to Madame Coulomb and after-
wards drove out with her to visit another member
of the Society, &c.

9. On the same afternoon, in presence of Madame
Coulomb and three members of the Theosophical
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Society, Mr. Pillay received a letter which fell on his
head from the ceiling. A letter in reply was placed,
also in Madame Coulomb’s presence, ncar the
statuette of Buddha on a shelf in the Hall. *“In
our presence the letter disappeared.”

10. The same night * while retiring to bed in
Colonel Olcott’s room, with all doers closed, and in
a good lamp light, I was startled to see, coming as
it were out of the solid wall, the form of my most
revered Guru Deva, and T prostrated myself before
him and be blessed me and, in good Telugu, desired
me to come and see him beyond the Himalayas. A
conversation of a private character then followed in
the Telugu language. He disappeared in the same
way as he had appeared.” Neither Mr. nor Madame
Coulomb speaks Telugu.

11. The costume referred to by Madame Coulomb
on p. 49 of her pampblet, is the ordinary one worn
by certain classes of chelas. As there were nene
suc(lil to be had in Bombay, of course it had to be
made.

12. Madame Coulomb says, *they started
very quietly, &c.” They were accompanied to the
station by Messrs. Damodar, Tookaram Tatya and
another member of the Society, besides Mr. and
Madame Coulomb, filling three carriages in all.

13. On this journey when near Sikkim, Mr.
Pillay saw the Mahatmas in their physical bodies and
found them to be identical with those whom he had
seen in dreams and visions or in astral form as
above stated.

14. On the 1st of October, at Gya, “ I received
a letter from my Guru Deva in the usual occult
manner.’’

15. ¢ The letter published at pp. 44 and 45 of
Madame Coulomb’s pamphlet, must, from its refer-
ence to my presence at Darjeeling, have becn written
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about 26th, 27th or 28th of September 1882 as 1
arrived there on the 27th. But from its mention of
Babula’s illness and the statement °that she would
leave Darjeeling within two or three days,’ it must
ciearly have been written about the 20th or 25th of
October. Babula fell ill two or three days prior to
my arrival at Darjeeling on the 27th September and
continued ill for a month. If the letter was written
towards the end of October, there was no necessity
for Madame Blavatsky (who knew perfectly well I
was at Nellore and had even written me letters, dated
9th and 13th October) to write about me to Madame
Coulomb (who saw me at Bombay on my return).”

16. ¢ At page 74, Madame Coulomb having found
I was one of the delegates from Nellore, goes on
expressing her regret at not recognizing me when I
went to salute her.

The fact is that she refused to recognize me

although I reminded her who I was and of her
introducing me to Mr. Tookaram Tatya at Bombay,
&c., (see 8-12 also 15 above). But I must declare
that Madame Blavatsky was not at the time in the
hall: nor did she come down for an hour after this
conversation took place.”

17. “In conclusion let me say that I am, owing
to the grace of my GuruDeva,in direct correspondence
with my revered Guru and have received several
letters from him since 1882, and that even so lately
as January 1885, I have received a letter directly
from Him permitting me to publish my travels. I
beg leave to mention that there are at this moment
several dozens of ¢Chelas’ who are not known to
the world—not even to the Theosophical world—nor
even to Madame Blavatsky as such.”

Attached to Mr. Casava Pillay’s letter are the
following certificates :

I. From T. Vijiaraghava Charloo, confirming the
statement in paragraph 6.
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1I. From Babajee D. Nath, confirming the state-
ment in paragraph 13, also adding that Mr. Pillay
keeps a diary, from which the above particulars have
been extracted.

III. From C. Aravamudu Aiyangar in confir-
mation of paragraph 16.

IV. From C. Aravamudu Aiyangar and B. Ranga
Reddy, to the effect that they bad heard from Mr.
Pillay, an account of the facts mentioned in para-
graphs 10—15 long before the accounts of Messrs.
Damodar and Ramasawmy Iyer appeared in the
Theosophist.

VIII.
(From the “Pall Mall Gazette.”)
(ExTrACT.)

The reason why Colonel Olcott abandoned his
professional career in the United States was as
follows :—One night he had been meditating deeply
and long upon the strange problems of Oriental
philosophy. He had wondered whether the mysteri-
ous teachings of Madame Blavatsky were after all
nothing more than the illusions of an overwrought
brain, or whether they had really been revealed to
her by those weird Mahatmas—a racc of devotees
dwelling in the remote fastnesses of the Thibetan
Himalayas, who are said to have preserved intact
for the benefit of mankind the invaluable deposits of
archaic spiritual truth to be revealed in ¢ the fulness
of the times.” His judgment inclined towards the
latter alternative. But 1f theosophy as expounded
by its latest hierophant were true, then was it not
his duty to forsake all that he had, and leaving be-
hind him the busy Western world, with its distract-
ing influences which indisposed the mind to the per-
ception of pure spiritual truth, hasten to the East, the
chosen home of repose and speculative calm? Yet
should a step so mowmentous bo taken without ample
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confirmation ; nay, without absolute certainty of the
truth for which he was expected to sacrifice all ? Could
such absolute certainty bevouchsafed to mortal man?
Colonel Olcott pondered long, revolving these and
similar questions, when suddenly be became aware of
the presence of & mysterious visitant in the room.
The door was closed, the window was shut, no mortal
footstep had been heard on thestair, yet there, clearly
visible in the lamplight, stood the palpable form of
a venerable Oriental. In a moment Colonel Olcott
knew that his unspoken prayer had been arswered.
He was face to face with one of the mysterious
brotherhood of the Thibetan mountains, a Mahatma
who from his distant ashrum had noted the mute
entreaty of his soul, and hastened across ocean and
continent to remove his lurking doubts. The Mahat-
ma entered into friendly conversation with his
American disciple, and in the course of half an hour
succeeded in convincing him beyond the possibility
of doubt that Mme. Blavatsky’s testimonies concern-
ing the existence of the Mahatmas and the mission
which invited him were simple transcripts of the
literal truth. Ere the sudden visit was over, Colonel
Olcott was a fast adherent of the new philosophy so
strangely confirmed. But when the Mahatma rose
to go, the natural man reasserted itself. * Would
you not,” he asked,  before you go, leave me some
tangible token of your presence, some proof that
this has been no maya—the illusion of overstrained
sense ? Give me something to keep that I may
touch and handle.” The Mahatma smiled kindly ;
then removing his turban he wrought upon it a
marvellous transformation. Colonel Olcott saw
the shadowy folds of the Eastern headgear thicken
and materialize under the fingers of his guest, until
at last the shadow became substance, and a substan-
tial turban rested on the head of the spectre. The
Mahatma then handed the turban to the astonished
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Colonel, and vanished as mysteriously as he ha
appeared. That turban Colonel Olcott carries about
with him to this day, he has it at the present
moment, and it can be seen by the unbelieving, * the
outward and visible sign” of the mysterious visit
that completed his conversion. With that turban
in his hand Colonel Olcott could doubt no longer.
He ultimately threw up all his business engage-
ments, and left New York for Hindustan.

Colonel Olcott, before he left India, enjoyed
another remarkable experience in the shape of a
visit from another Mahatma. It was at Lahore,
when he was in his tent at night, that he was visited
by the sago in question tn proprid persond. He
recognized the person in a moment, and they entered
at once into a lively conversation, at the close of
which the Mahatma said, “ You wanted something
tangible when first you met your present teacher.
You are going to Europe. Here, I will give you
something to take to Sinnett as a message from me.”
With that the Mahatma encircled the Colonel’s palm
with the finger-tips of his right hand, and there
gradually grew into substance, precipitated as it were
out of the thin air, a letter written in English cha-
racters, enfolded in Chinese silk, and addressed to
Mr. Sinnett.

IX.

1
KOOT HOOMI IN 1870.

In the year 1870, Madame Blavatsky having dis-
appeared from the sight and hearing of her family
for so long a time that they thought her dead, and
the relatives, after exhausting every source of infor-
mation, having determined to go into mourning for
her, news was brought to them in 2 most extraordi-
nary manner. Her aunt, Madame de Fadeeff, writes
as follows :—
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[ Translation of a letter to Col. Olcoit.)
* Dear Sie AND BROTHER,

I am always ready to render service when with-
in my power, and, above all, when, as in the present
instance, it merely requires the speaking of the
plain facts.

¢TIt is true that I did write to Mr. Sinnett some
two or three years ago, in reply to one of his letters ;
and I seem to remember that I nparrated to him
what happened to me in connection with a certain
note, received by me phenomenally when my niece
‘was at the other side of the world, and not 2 soul
knew where she was—which grieved us greatly.
All our researches had ended in nothing. We were
ready to believe her dead, when—I think it was
about the year 1870, or possibly later—I received
a letter from him, whom I believe you call ¢ K, H.,”
which was brought to me in the most incomprehen-
sible and mysterious manner, by a messenger of
Asiatic appearance, who then disappeared before my
very eyes. This letter, which begged me not to fear
anything, and which announced that she was in
safety—1I have still at Odessa. Immediately upon
my return I shall send it you, and I shall be very
pleased if it can be of any use to you.

Pray excuse me, but it is difficult, not to say im-
possible, for me, to comprehend how there can exist
people so stupid as to believe that either my niece
or yourself have invented the men whom you call
the Mahatmas! I am not aware if you have person-
ally known them very long, but my niece spoke of
them to me, and at great length, years ago. She
wrote me that she had again met and renewed her
relations with several of them, even before she wrote
her Isis.* Why should she have invented these per-
sonages ? For what end and what good could they

* In New York, in the year 1875,
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have done her if they had no existence 7 * * * *
If I, who have ever been, and hope ever to continue,
to be a fervent Christian, believe in the existence
of these men—although I may refuse to credit all
the miracles they attribute to them—why should not
others believe in them ? For the existence of at least
one of them, I can certify. Who, then, could have
written me this letter to reassure me at the moment
when I had thegreatest need for such comfort, unless
it had been one of those adepts mentioned ? It is
true that the handwriting is not known to me ; but the
manner in which it was delivered to me was so phe-
nomenal, that none other than an adept in occult
science could have so effected it. It promised me
the return of my niece,—and the promise was duly
fulfilled. However I shall send it you, and ina
fortnight’s time you shall receive it at London.

Accept, dear Sir and Brother, the expression of
my sincere esteem.

(Signed) Napespa FaDEEFF,
Paris, 26th June, 1884.*
2.

Ten days later, Madame de Fadeeff having re-
turned to her home at Odessa (Russia), she wrote as
follows to Col, Olcott :—

‘¢ DeaR S :—Scarcely arrived at Odessa, I count
it as my first duty to send you that which you asked
of me. Although this letter enclosed is not signed,
yet there is no doubt that it comes directly from
one of your masters. My only fear is that it should
be injured on the way, considering the brittleness
of the paper upon which it is written. Accept, Sir,
the assurances of high respect and consideration
with which I am your very devoted friend.

(Signed) Naprips FADEEFF.

® Addressed to Col. H. S, Olcott, London, and registered and stam ped
at the Paris P, 0., June 2Gth, 1884,
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The enclosure was a brief note written upon
Chivese rice-paper, 2 very brittle substance, often
used in China for fine paintings and formal writings.
It is backed with the glassy hand-made paper one
sees in Cashmere and the Punjib, and enclosed in an
envelope of the same paper. The addressis ¢ To
the Honorable, Very Honorable Lady Nadejda An-
driewna Fadeeff, Odessa.” In ane cormer, in the
handwriting of Madame Fadeeff, is the note in the
Russian language, in pencil, “Received at Odessa,
November 7th, about Lelinka (H. P. B.'s pet
name) probably from Tibet, November 11th, 1870.
Nadejda F.” The note says:

« The noble relatives of Madame H. Blavatsky
have no cause to mourn. Their daughter and niece
has not departed from this world. She lives and
wishes to make known to those she loves, thai she
is well and feels very happy in the distant aud un-
known retreat that she has chosen. ......... Let
the ladies of her family comfort themselves. Before
18 new moons have risen, she will have returned to
her home.”

Both thenote and envelope are written in the now
familiar handwriting of the Mahatma K. H. So that
those who pretend that Mme. Blavatsky has invented
both Mahatma and writing, have to disprove the fact
that both were known to the family of Madame Bla-
vatsky fourteen years ago, and five years before the
Theosophical Society was founded in America ! Many
persons, both in Europe and India, have carefully
compared this note with others received through the
Adyar shrine and in various other places phenome-
nally, as well as with the voluminous letters in Mr.
Sinnett’s possession, and find the handwriting
absolutely identical. Further comment is useless.
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APPENDIX VII.
FacTs REGARDING THE ¢ QccorT Rooyu™ ©e 1o JaNuany
1884, AND AFTER.

1.

“ When I was at the Head-quarters at Adyar last
January (1883), I went into the Occult room five
or six times. Of these, on four occasions during day
time. On two of these occasions during the day
there happened to come into the room several Theo- -
sophists from Southern India who were desired by
Madame Blavatsky on one occasion and Mr. Damo-
dar on the other to examine the shrine and the walls
of theroom. These persons, after very careful exami-
nation, found nothing suspicious. The shrine was
found attached to a solid wall behind, and there
were no wires or other contrivances which could
escapo the trained eye of a Police officer like myseclf
who was watching close by.

R. Casava Pirrar,
Inspector of Folice, Nellore.
2.

¢ T witnessed a phenomenon (on 1st April 1883),
a full account of which was published by me in the
Plilosophic Inquirer of the 8th April 1883. I went
up to the shrine with two sceptical friends of mine
and the doors were opened for me to inspect closely.
1 carefully examined every thing touching the
several parts with my hand. There was no open-
ing or hole on this side of the cupboard (shrine).
I was then led into the adjoining room to sec the
other side of the wall to which the shrine is attach-
ed. There wasa large almirah standing against
this wall, but it was removed at my request that I
might sce the wall from that side. I tapped it and
otherwise examined it to seo if there was no decep-
tion, but T was thoroughly satisfied that no deccp-
tion was possible,



98

On 14th September 1834, after reading the
missionary article, I again went to see the room at
8 A. M. and was met by Mr. Judge, Dr. Hartmann
and Mr. Damodar, who took me upstairs. On the
other side of the wall at the back of the shrine, I
saw close to the wall an ingenious, furniture-like
apparatus, to which was fastened a sliding door,
which, when opened, showed a small aperture in the
wall. Inside of this there was hollow space large
enough for a lean lad to stand in if he could but
creep into it through the aperture and hold his
breath for a few seconds. I attempted in vain to
creep in through the opening and afterwards stretch-
ed out my hand with difficulty into the smadll hollow
to see the internal structure. There was no com-
munication with the back board of the shrime. I
could see that the machinery had not been finished
and the sliding panels, &c., all bore the stamp of
the freshness of unfinished work.”

P. RuraNAvELU,
Editor, Philosophic Inquirer.
3

¢J first saw the occult room in August 1883.
Since then I have frequently examined the shrine
and the wall at the back of the shrine up to January
1884, when I left the Head-quarters, and I can
safely affirm that any trickery was impossible. Mrs,
Morgan was engaged in new papering the back wall
of the shrine and I frequently saw the work in
progress in December last, so that any tampering
with the back of the shrine would have been dis-
covered then if anything of the kind had occurred.”

H. R. Morcan,
Major-Genl., (Madras Army), retired.
19¢h Aug. 1884.
4

“I had a scientific education in my younger
days, and for the last 12 years or more 1 have been
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a teacher infer alia of Natural science. When 1
was in England in 1870, one of my favourite places
of resort was the Polytechnic Institution where
scientific lectures are delivered. One of these lectures
was—1I may mention—the raising of ghosts by Pro-
fessor Pepper and I am fully conversant with the
appliances and apparatus he used to illustrate his
lectures with. I have had considerable experience
in Parlour Magic, Prestidigitation, &c.

In May 1883, when I was a guest at the Head-
quarters, I had many opportunities of being in the
occult room, and of examining it and the shrine,
and once I very carefully examined the shrine at
the desire of Madame Blavatsky before and after
the occurrence of a phenomenon that I saw. I can
safely say without any equivocation or reservation

_that in the occult room or anywhére within tho
precincts of the Head-quarters, I never could find
any apparatus or appliances of any kind suggestive
of fraud or tricks.

J. N. Unwatry, (M. A))
Hd., Master, Bhavnagar High School
3rd Aug.1884.

5.

I went to the Head-quarters of the Theosophi-
cal Society, at Adyar, on 5th July 1883. I examined
the rear, top, bottom and side planking of the shrine
as also the walls in its vicinity most carefully
and minutely and found no cause to suspect fraud.”

C. Saysuan CHETTY,
17th Sept. 1884, Local Fund Bngr., Guntoor.
6.

Mrs. Morgan writes:—** I can state for a fact, that
during my stay at Adyar during December 1883,
Madame Blavatsky took Mr. C.— and myself and
showed us the back of the shrine and the wall she
had built behind it, where there had been a door and
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the people were welcome to inspect this aund sec it
was barred and bolted, yet she thought it would
remove the least occasion for suspicion, were it brick-
ed up, and so had it done. The wall then presented
a fine highly polished white surface. This wall I
shortly after saw papered, as I superintended the
hanging of the paper.”
7.

“1 have very often been at the Head-quar-
ters at Adyar before 18th May 1884 and have been in
the occult room and seen the shrine many a time. I
have carefully examined the walls and floor of the

room, but have never found any secret door, window
or trap of any kind.”

1st Sept. 1884, HarisiNGJEE ROOPSINGIEE.
8. 2

“ Examined the trap doors which very clearly

appear to have been newly made and in such a

clumsy manner that they could not be used at all.”

14¢h Sept. 1884. A. G. BaureisuNa IYER.
9.

“T have now seen two of the so-called sliding
panels, evidently manufactured not with the purpose
to assist phenomena, but with the object of bringing
discredit on them.”

2nd October 1884. W. BATCHELOR.

10.

¢ Previous to 18th May 1884 I had examined the
occult room several times along with the shrine and
its surroundings. I had an interest in so examining
as I wanted to be able to give my unqualified tes-
timony conscientiously to a prominent sceptical gen-
tleman at Madras who knew me well and who urged
me to state all my experiences about phenomena.
Madame Blavatsky herself asked me on several
occasions to examine. I knew more of the pheno-
mena of Madame Blavatsky than any outsider.
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Madame Coulomb was herself treating me as a
real friend, and telling me things which she would
not tell to others. I have no hesitation in stating
it for a fact that any contrivances like trapdoors,
&ec., had nothing at all to do with Madame Blavatsky
who had not the remotest idea of them. The
Coulombs are the sole authors of the plot.

I have witnessed the phenomena of the Mahat-
mas at different times and places where there was
not the least possibility of having trap-doors or
practising any trickery. I have seen and known the
exalted sages who are the authors of these pheno-
mena, and I could therefore confidently assert that

the phenomena that used to take place at Adyar
wero all genuine.”

30th August 1884. Bapasi DearBaGIRI NaTH.
11.

¢« I was present on several occasions when witness-
es to occult phenomena examined the shrine. There
was a ward-robe on the other side of the wall behind
the shrine, and this was removed on two occasions in
my presence that some Theosophists, who want-
ed to satisfy themselves, might examine the wall.
In July 1883, Madame Blavatsky went to Ootaca-
mund. During her absence, every week without fail,
I used to take out all the things from the shrine and
clean it myself from the inside with a towel. I
cleaned it several times in the presence of Madame
Coulomb and on other occasions in the presence of
others. T used to rub hard the frame with a towel,
and, had there been any workable panel at the time,
it would not but have moved under the pressure, It
was during that time that General Morgan saw tho
phenomenon of the broken saucer, and it was also
during that period that Mr. Shrinivas Row put
in his letter in the shrine and received an instan-
taneous reply. In December 1883 owing to the
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observation made by a visitor, Madame Blavatsky
asked me to examine the shrine, and I and Mr. Subba
Row very carefully examined it as well as the wall
behind ; and we were both thoroughly satisfied that
there was no ground for trickery.”

Davopar K. MAVALANEAR.
19th August 1884.

12.

Dr. Hartmanuo on the very day of his arrival (4th
December 1883), expressed a desire to see the shrine
and was taken there. He states: “ The so-called
shrine was a simpie cupboard hung loosely to a wall
in Madame Blavatsky’s room. I examined it on this
occasion and more carefully afterwards, and found
it like any other cupboard provided with shelves
and a solid unmoveable back, hung upon an apparent-
ly solid and plastered wall.”

13,

Apart from the numerous instances on which
Col. Olcott had occasion to see the shrine, he states
he had twice the opportunity of distinctly seeing the
surface of that part of the wall where the cabinet
(shrine) was hung up. About the 15th of December
1883 he returned from his northern tour, and, two
days after his arrival, feeling much indisposed, he
slept in the occult room upstairs. He had been told
to try a certain experiment by making some marks
¢ on the spots of the wall corresponding to the centre
and four corners of the cupboard.” This he did by
having the cupboard moved by the assistance of
servants. After the anniversary was over, he went
to Ceylon, whence he came back to Adyar on the
13th of February 1884 and was there up to the 15th.
At this time he again had the shrine moved to exa-
mine the marks.

Col. Olcott therefore could distinctly state that
from the 17th of December 1883 up to 15th February
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1884 there was no hole, or opening of any kind in
the surface of the wall which touched the back board
of the * shrine.”

14

Mr. Gribble, the gentleman employed by the mis-
sionaries as an expert, states as follows :—

1 was also shown two of the sliding doors and
panels said to have been made by M. Coulomb
after Madame Blavatsky's departure. One of these
is on the outside of the so-called occult room upstairs.
Both of these have been made without the slightest
attempt at concealment. The former is at the top
of a back stair-case and consists of two doors which
open into a kind of bookshelf. This gives the idea
of having been constructed so as to place food on the
shelves inside, ivithout opening the door. The other
contrivance is a sliding panel which lifts up, and
opens and shuts with some difficulty. It is evident-
ly of recent construction. Certainly in its present
state it would be difficult to carry out any pheno-
mena, by its means. Neither of these two appliances
communicate with the shrine which is situated on the
cross wall dividing the occult room from an adjoin-
ing bed room.”

APPENDIX VIII.

THE “LETTERS.”
I

STATEMENT oF Damopar K. MavaLangar, F. T, S.

In a local sectarian journal appears an article
purporting to be based on some letters alleged to
bave been written by Madame Blavatsky, which
pretend to expose “ trickery’ in regard to the ¢ occult
phenomena.” There are several reasons why I do not
believe Madame Blavatsky to have been the author
of those letters. But I shall confine myself only
to such as relate to me personally. Since no dates
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are given, it is difficult to determine exactly to what
period they refer; but from a knowledge of the
surrounding circumstances, I shsll endeavour to
see if particular periods can be fixed, and if at those
times Madame Blavatsky could possibly have
written those letters. The first letter having no
reference to me, I shall pass over with the remark
that it relates to circumstances that occurred about
the end of 1880 when Madame Blavatsky first
visited Simla. Approximately all the alleged letters
‘may be said to relate to circumstances between 1880
and 1883. Madame Blavatsky was last year in
Ootacamund. Now the second letter which is in
French, and the English translation of which begins
with ¢“In the name of heaven do not think that I
have forgotten you”—if genuine—must have been
written from Simla, for, therein Madame Blavatsky
is made to write as though she were in Simla. She
visited Simla only twice, ¢. e., about the end of 1880
and again about the end of 1881. The letter evi-
dently refers to the occasion of the second visit,
for Mr. Padshah is spoken of as though he were
living at the Head-quarters, and it was only in that
year that he was so staying with us. In the year
1880, he only occasionally came to us to the Head-
quarters, and so he could not be mentioned in con-
nection with matters which he came to know only
at a subsequunt date. If the letter refers to 1880,
it is senseless, forit mentions events out of date
and place; and hence we must take it to refer to
1881, the occasion of Madame Blavatsky's second
visit to Simla. I am not aware of any ‘* GREATEST
Crisis,” at that period as mentioned in the letter.
Then, at the end, a sort of postseript is put to
indicate that Madame Blavatsky had forwarded
by post two letters in the names of the MauaTyas
to be put * miraculously” for Mr. Padshah and
myself. Leaving that gentleman to speak for him-
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self, T shall here point out how such a staiement is
absurd, at least so far as I am concerned. It istrue
that during that period, in the absence of Madame
Blavatsky in Simla, I did receive a letter pheno-
menally in Bombay; but how and under what
circumstances ? In the Subodh Pairtka of August
21,1881, a Bombay Anglo-vernacular weekly paper,
appeared in the vernacular columns a malicious
letter directed against the honesty and uprightness
of the Founders of the Theosophical Society, and
casting a slur upon the MamaTaas, in regard to
my own private family affairs. In fact an attempt
was made to induce tlhe public to believe that I
was made a dupe of, to have me swindled out
of my property. This article annoyed me a little, but
I immediately sent a reply ; and paid no more atten-
tion to it, thinking that the abuse and slander were
limited to a small paper, and only in its vernacular
columns ; and hoping that my reply, which was ex-
pected to appear in its issue of the 28th idem, would
make matters all right. But on the morning of the
25th of the same month, I found that the matter was
mentioned by a correspondent in the Dombay
Gazette, and it was insinunated that no reply had
been given to the letter in the vernacular paper,
although his letter was written and published in
the Bombay Gazelte before the next issue of the
Subodh Patrika was out. I immediately sent in a
reply ; but the whole day felt unhappy. All my
family troubles were then crowding in; and this
attitude of the public which I believed to be due’
to my family connections greatly disheartened me.
All the recollections of my past misfortunes and my
attempts at being useful to my friends having
turned out to be harmful, and the slander and abuse
lavished upon the Founders of the Thecosophical
Society partly on my account—all these considera-
tions harassed me. Already my troubles had told
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upon my health, and this made me melancholy. The
whole day I was gloomy but attended to the Society’s
usual business. In the evening I sat at alittle table
near my bed. When I went there, there was not a
scrap of paper onit. I wasin a very desponding
mood, when suddenly I felt a peculiar magnetic thrill,
the presence—of Him I had seen before—and some-
thing forming before my eyes on the table. A letter
was formed before my eyes, and from it I make the
following extract :—

Do not feel so disheartened !...,..No need for that. Your fancy
is your greatest enemy, for it creates phantoms which even your
better judgment is unable to dispel. Do not accuse yourself
and attribote the abuse lavished upon.........to your imaginary
crimes. Abnse ! ! T tell thee, child, the hissing of a snake has
more effect upon the old, eternal, snow-covered Himavat, than
the abuse of backbiters, the laugh of the skeptics, or any
calumny upon me. Keep steadily to your duty, be firm and
true to your obligations, and no mortal man or woman will hurt
Fou....o.-

And then it goes on giving me some news about
Simla and a message for Mr. Sinnett about the
Simla Eclectic Theosophical Society. I wrote about
it shortly afterwards to Mr. Sinnett who I believe
still has my letter on the subject, or can at any rate
gubstantiate my statements above the Mahatma’s
letter and its contents. The above phenome-
non shows the uiter impossibility of any previous
or premedifated arrangement on any one’s part.
When I received the above letter 1 immmdiately
ghowed it to Mr. Padshah, who was then talking
with Mr. and Madame Coulomb ir another part of
the bungalow. Col. Olcott was then in Ceylon, and
Madame Blavatsky being in Simla, there was no
body else in the house. That is the only leifer I
received phenomenally during the absence of Madame
Blavatsky in Simla ¢n that year; and the above
account shows the impracticability of its being sent by
post to be thrown phenomenally before me..........
For these reasons I do not believe the above letter
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in the Christian College Magazine to have been
written by Madame Blavatsky. Parts of the same,
referring to her health, &c., appear to be facts,
but whether she actually wrote about them to
Mrs. Coulomb I am not in a position to say. The
handwriting of the Mahatma's letter, above re-
ferred to, is the same as that of the other letters pre-
viously and subsequently received by me from him.
I have not put down the dateson which I received
the letters, but I know the facts in connection with
which I have received the several letters; and by
referring to the dates of those facts I can easily
determine the date of this letter. Thus, the above
letter was received by me on 25th August 1881,
because the communication in the Bombay Gazette
—to which the letter referred—appears in that
journal of that date. '
The third letter in the Christian College Magazine
I shall pass over, as it does not relate to me. As
regards the fourth letter, it is very difficult to
determine the date of the facts related in the letter.
But, it must refer only to such periods when the
Coulombs and myself were at the Head-quarters and
Madame Blavatsky away. There were only four
such occasions, ¢.e., at the end of 1880, when Madame
Blavatsky was in Simla, at the end of 1881, when she
was again there, at the end of 1882, when she was
in Darjeeling, and at the end of last year, when she
was in Gotacamund. Of course on her way to and
back from those stations, she many a time stopped
or went to different places, but her absence from
the Head-quarters on those occasions was continued
for two or three mouths; and she left the Head-
quarters primarily with the idea of going to those
places, I mention them prominently. Now the
fourth letter in the Christian College Mugazine can-
not refer to the year 1881, for I have mentioned
the phenomenon above; it cannot refer to 1883
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either, for mention about the SmniNEg, &e., &e., is
made in subsequent letters. So the leiter must be
limited to the years 1880 or 1882, 1 must therefore
confine myself to the phenomernal occurrences in
those two years during Madame Blavatsky’s
absence from, and the Coulombs’ aud my presence
at, the Head-quarters. In the year 1880, several days
after Madame Blavatsky’s departure, 1 received
a letter from my father about certain family matters.
I was thinking deeply over it and did not know
how to answer. The next day he sent me another
note about the same matter, and I immediately sent
a reply, the best way Icould. Here I must state
that 1 bad begun to hive at the Head-quarters of the
Society a few months before the Coulombs arrived
there from Ceylon. My reply, not being quite
satisfactory, my father sent for me the next day
and I promised to see him as soon as I could finish
my work. I felt myself in 2 dilemma and did not
know how to act. I was greatly worried, and trusted
only to the Manaruas for a solution of the difficulty.
But then 1 again resolved to take a determined step,
core what may, I wrote down my resolve on a
piece of paper and locked it in one of the drawers
of my table, hoping that the MamaTMAS may con-
descend to take notice of the same. But then I
thought over the matter again and tore the paper
to pieces, in the firm conviction that if I was doing
anything wrong tkrough ignorance, I would be
corrected, as my motives and aspirations were pure,
With these thoughts I locked my room and went
to bed. I got up in the morning, and when I opened
the drawer I found a letter from the MamaTMa in
Hindi, 2 language very difficult for me to under-
stand! But I gathered what the substance was,
and immediately acted to the spirit of the instruc-
tions as far as 1 understood them. Madame Bla-
vatsky knows not a word of Hindi, she was entirely
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ignorant of my father's communication, and there
was no time for anybody to write to her and get
a reply—even if any one could know anything
about the contents of my father’s letter, which
nobody but himself and myself knew. That was the
only letter I received phenomenally ¢hen. Subse-
quently I had some other communication which
was not a letter; and that too could not have been
placed in my room by *trick.”” Both Madame
Blavatsky and Colonel Olcott were then in Simla;
and after finishing my work, I shut the door of my
room and was with the Coulombs for dinner. All
three of us were together ; and there was nobody
else in the house. The dining-room was opposite
to my writing-room ; and any ohe passing into the
latter could be easily seen or noticed by me. And
after finishing my dinner, when I went into my room,
I found a communication which was not a letter,
the Coulombs being all the time with me. 1 had no
other letter from the MaBATMAS during that time ; and
so the letter in the Christian College Magazine, if it
refers to that period, is an absurdity. But can it
refer to the year 18827 In that year, too, during
Madame Blavatsky’s absence in Darjeeling, I received
only one Jetter phenomenally. One evening, I was
thinking deeply over an idea that entered my mind;
I reached home ; the Coulombs had finished their
dinner ; and I was then the only onein the house to
dine. They, however, sat with me at the table, out
of politeness. I was talking now and then to them
somewhat incoherently as I was engaged in trying
to solve the idea in my head. When finished
eating, Mrs. Coulomb went into her room, and Mr.
Coulomb and myself went to the oper balcony.
We both went together and sat opposite each
other. 'While talking, he rolled a cigarette and
held it in one hand and, in the other hand, was
a match to light his cigarette with. At that instant
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I felt a magnetic shock and a peculiar crumbling
sound near my feet, such as I have heard oniy
when these occult letlers are integrated 2ad formed
in one’s presence. Immediately I stooped and picked
up a letter, where there was nothing hefore when I
sat down. It was addressed to me,and on opening
it I found it referred to some important matters in
coonection with a brother Theosophist at Nellore.
I wrote to him at once all these particulars, and he
has still that letter in his possession, 1 believe.
Moreover that letter contained a direct reply to what
I was thinking of that evening. These particulars
show the absurdity of the letter in the Christian
College Magazine, if it refers to this phenomenal
letter; and it has been shown already that it can-
not refer to any other.  Thus I cannot believe in
the genuineness of the said letter in the Christian
Journal. The fifth letter in that journal I must
again pass over, with this remark only, that as it
speaks about my father, it must refer to the occasion
of Madame Blavatsky’s first visit to Simla in 1880,
as he disconnected himself from the Society in the
beginning of 1881, before Madame Blavatsky left the
Head-quarters again. My father was bed-ridden from
May 1880 and, before Madame Blavatsky left the
Head-quarters about the end of that year, she had
asked Madame Coulomb in my presence to look after
his health. Whether she wrote about it again or
not, I cannot positively say. As regardsthe sixth
letter, I must say that domesiic imbeciles is a phrase
which could never seriously emanate from Madame
Blavatsky. It was on the contrary Madame Coulomb
who always talked of the Hindus in such acontemp-
tuous manner,and many a time we have seen Madame
Blavatsky get annoyed with her on that account.
As regards the seventh letter, Mr. Shrinivasa Row
will say what he has to say and I need not add any-
thing. I was of course present on the occasion. As
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regards the eighth letter concerning Diwan Bahadur
R. Raghunath Row, Ishall have to say something
further on, in connection with another letter. Now
to the ninth letter. Dr. Hartmann has already stated
in his pamphlet that the insinuation that Col. Olcott
was not allowed to have the key of the SmrINE is
not true. And I may add my testimony to the
same effect, without going into unnecessary details.
But I must say a few words in regard to the
SEpINE itself. As Mrs. Coulomb always promised
to look after the books and furniture of Madame
Blavatsky during her absence, the latter always
entrusted her with the keys of her room, so that
the former might be able to see that none of the
books and furniture were damaged. Accordingly,
when Madame Blavatsky went to Ootacamund,
the keys of her rooms and of the SHRINE were as
usual handed over to Mrs, Coulomb, with full per-
mission, to all of us, to use her rooms and things
whenever we liked. It was only in January 1884,
when Madame Blavatsky began to dine in the
room, next to the occult room, that the cupboard
was pub to the wall, so that dishes, plates, &c., might
be put in it. But this piece of furniture came into
existence after the phenomena were no longer pro-
duced in the SERINE. As regards the letter number
ten, I shall have to speak further on, but I may
say that my remark about domestic imbeciles 1s
also applicable to the pbrase familiar muffs. As
regards the eleventh letter, General Morgan and
Dr. Hartmanu have said enough of the cup
phenomenon to show that the letter cannot be
genuine. I was one of the witnesses to the pheno-
menon, and have for the present nothing to add to
what has been already stated. The twelfth letter
needs no discussion, and the thirteenth is ambiguous
and absurd. Tho fourteenth letter is ambiguous.
But if the writer thereof meant thereby to cover the
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case of the receipt by me of a phenomenal letter
while Madame Blavatsky was in Darjeeling, I
have already showa above how the fabricator has
entirely failed in his or her purpose. And since
there was nobody else at the Head-quarters at that
time, for wbom any phenomenon was or could be
done during that period, 1 fail to see the allusion
of the letter. And now comes the fifteenth letter.
As it is dated 13th July and refers to the Adyar
SeERINE, it could not be made to refer to anything
else but July 1883, when Madame Blavatsky was in
Ootacamund. Before leaving Madras, she had asked
me to allow Diwan Bahadur Raghunath Row to put
a letter in the SHRINE, should he desire to do so
during her absence. Sometime afterwards, when
T went to his house on business, I told him about
it during the course of conversation. He said he
would gladly take advantage of the privilege kindly
offered to him, and wanted to know if he could bring
with him certain friends. As they were not mem-
bers of the Society, I said I would have to obtain
Eermission for the purpose. So when I returned

ome, I wrote a letter about it and put it in the
SeERINE, in the evening when I went up as usual,
T used to go up every evening after seven, not before.
Thevery next morning I went up to see the fate of my
letter. It was taken away; but there was no
reply. The same evening, however, when 1 went
up, I had hardly time to open the doors of the
SERINE when on me fell a letter, My office
colleagues were then with me. I picked up the
letter; and, on opening it, I found it to be
my own, with the reply of the MamaTya on the back
of the same. Now even supposing that a letter
could be fraudulently taken out of the SarINE—and
sent to Madame Blavatsky to Ootacamund, where
was the time for it to be sent to her and her reply
to be thus received ? The letter had been putin the
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previous evening, ufter the mail had left for Ovtaca-
mund, and the very next cvening the reply was re-
cewed. Moreover, besides the reply to my ques-
tions, it referred to a future occurrence which came
to pass more than a month afterwards. The first
time I met Diwan Bahadoor Raghunath Row, T told
him about it and, soon after, he came one evening
with a letter to be put in the Sarmve. He put it in,
but his letter was not taken, although he waited there
for about an hour I believe. He then went away,
saying that his letter being in Sanscrit could not be
answered by any one here ; and moreover the ques-
tion was of such a nature as could be answered only
by @ MamAaTMA, And that, therefore, the nature of
the reply would in itself be sufficient for his satis-
faction. The next morning, as soon as I got up at
about five, I immediately went up to the SHRINE;
and on opening it, found the letter had been taken
away. I at once communicated the fact to Diwan
Bahadoor, adding that no reply had however been
received. When I next saw him, he told me that he
had a letter from Col. Olcott, & day or two after the
above occurrence, in which the Colonel only repeated
the words of his Guru without understanding what
they referred to; but that he (Diwan Bahadur) had
foundthat they were suited as a reply to his questions.
I may also add that during Madame Blavatsky’s ab-
sence in Qotacamund, I had put in other letters and
telegrams in the SnarINE ; and I received replies and
instructions without there being sufficient tiwe for
those papers to be sent to, and received back from,
Madame Blavatsky. I was lately informed that after
I had left Madras last October, Diwan Bahadur
Raghunath Row had put in another letter in the
Sarine. Al I know for certain is that when I met
the ManaTyA in Lahore, as mentioned in my account
published in the Theosophist, I was directed to give a
certain message to Diwan Bhahadoor on my return,
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which I did as soon as I saw him. I then learat that
that message was a reply to his questions. Now,
havingsaid so muck concerning the nonsensicalletters
in the Christiun College Magazine, I have to make a
few general observations on the same concerning
myself. Their general purport is to make of me
a dupe along with others, and to ask the public to
believe that at any rate since 1880 to 1883, Madame
Blavatsky had to continually play * tricks’” through
the assistance of the Coulombs so that my ¢ faith”
may be strengthened! In the first place I must
state that I applied for admission into the Society
on the 18th of July 1879 and was initiated on the
3rd of August 1879, as I find from the records of
the Society. In September I began to work at the
Head-quarters, and in January 1880 I began to live
Eyermanently at the Head-quarters of the Society.

n the month of October 1879, I received a letter
from a Parsi gentleman in Baroda, addressed to me
as the Librarian of the Theosophical Society. I have
not yet had the honour of making that gentleman’s
acquaintance, nor has he written to me since. He
has not yet joined the Society; and I do not know
whether he 1s still in Baroda. 'That letter of his was
handed over to me by the post peon. It contained
a remittance for subscription to the Theosophist ; and
in that letter is the writing of a MauaT™A conveying
to me a certain important message. Then in Decem-
ber 1879 when I accompanied the Founders to Alla-
habad and Benares, I met in the latter place a
certain Hindu lady, known to respectable people in
the town, who knows nothing of English, and who
had seen the Founders for the first time then. She
corroborated to me all I had read in Isis Unweiled
about the Mamaryas and also what Madame Blavat-
sky had told me verbally. She morsover told me
various things which only recently I have begun to
understand and comprehend rightly........vviruiiee
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cieesesesnrnn... All these events occurred before I ever
heard of the name of the Coulombs. Even after
their coming, I have seen numerous phenomena of
an unimpeachable character. Then in May 1880,
when I went to Ceylon with the Founders, I wit-
nessed several pkenomena. About all this, 1 wrote
several letters to Mr. Judge while he was in America;
and I believe he still bas those letters. Moreover
when both the Founders were away, I received
several letters at the Head-quarters, delivered into
my hands by the post peon, and on opening them,
I found them to contain messages from the Mamar-
Mas. When in July 1882, I was in Poona, and
Madame Blavatsky and the Coulombs in Bombay,
and Col. Olcott in Ceylon, I received several letters
through the post, containing similar messages. 1
was then the guest of Mr. E ,and I talked
to him as also to other brother theosophists about
these messages. Since the Founders left India and
since the expulsion of the Coulombs, I have been
continuing to receive the same kind of messages
as have also my friends and colleagues at the Head-
quarters. If such an astounding experience as the
receipt of letters, messages, &c ; independent of Ma-
dame Blavatsky and Col. Olcott, as 1 had, before the
Coulombs came to the Head-quarters, if the subse-
quent experience of a still stronger nature, if any
stronger were possible, if the independent testimony
of the people of my own race, such as the lady at
Benares, and several others, if all these were insuffi-
cient to *strengthen my faith,” which could be
achieved only through the clumsy trickery of a hyste-
rical old woman and her husband—if any sane person
isready to believe Madame Blavatsky, the author of
Isis Unveiled and the editor of the Theosophist, cap-
able of entertainingsuch aaabsurdity and ofbelieving
me such a fool as to require trickery for the authen-
tification of genuine incontrovertible facts, within
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my own knowledge and experience—and this
is the whole attempt that the alleged letters when
properly examined resolves itself into—if I say
any man can make up his mind to put credence in
such absurd twaddle, then further argument with
bim would be useless.
Daxopan K. MAVALANEAR,
F.T. S
ApYAR, (Madras),

19th September 1884,

Masor-GenEraL H. R. Moraan’s REPORT ON TEE
GRIBBLE VERDICT.
(Extract.)

IN a Report on the Blavatsky Correspondence, published
inthe Christian College Magazine, by J. D. B. Gribble, Madras
Civil Service, (Retired,) he tells us in his preface that he
conducted the examination of the letters at the request of
the Editors and Proprietors of the Magazine, who consi-
dered that the opinion of & person unbiassed either way,
and of some judicial experience, might be of value to the
public. He further goes on to say that he knows nothing
of the persons implicated, nor is he in any way connected
with the Theosophical movement, his only connection with
the Magazine, consisting of a few articles under his name
having appeared in it.

Mr. Gribble tells us, his enquiry is confined entirely to
the question as to the genuineness of the letters; but to
understand the position properly, it is necessary to clear the
ground, by showing the motives and intentions of the con-
spirators, before proceeding to examine the authenticity of
the letters. First of all, let us consider the position of the
Coulombs at the Head-quarters. They were received by
Madame Blavatsky, at Bombay, in & penniless state; were
befriended by her, becanse they had rendered her some
assistance in Egypt. The woman Coulomb became a sort
of confidential housekeeper, and as Mr. Gribble truly re-
marks, was the canse of Mr. Wimbridge, and Miss Bates,
leaving the Society at Bombay:—When at Bombay,
she tried to sell her knowledge of the Society to the
Guardian a Bombay paper, when she could have known
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very little, and when the correspondence now sold to the
Chriatian College Magazine was not inexistence. At thatvery
time she asserted to more than one Theosophist that she had
never thrown away a slip of Madame Blavatsky’s writing,
and had been the lucky-finder of mischievous letters blown
to her feet by the wind ! !! Why should she have laid sach
store by these scraps when she was the possessor of the
voluminous correspondence she bas now so profitably dis-
posed of ? When we consider the characteristics of this
woman, her eaves-dropping, purloining of letters, her
hatred of the members composing the Society, her swearing
she would be revenged, her incessant espionage the motive
and manner of her concocting these letters, is not difficult
to understand. Her object was to have sole possession of
the purse, aud access to the purses of others, and when her
plans were frustrated by Madame Blavatsky, she hated her
accordingly.

It may be asked why, any single member of the Society
tolerated her, knowing all this, The answer is—that she
is believed to be obsessed. Hence she was tolerated as a
person hardly responsible for her actions. Added to all
this, her babit of confiding her batred of the Society and
its objects, under the seal of secrecy, closed the mouths
of many who would otherwise have exposed her, and
have demanded her expulsion. Itwas ouly when matters
culminated in the Coulombs being expelled, that members
began to compare notes, and the cunning and iniquity of
the woman became apparent to all. Her husband nominally
was Librarian ; but really was employed in building and
other operations about the premises. What avails it that
members of the Theosophical Society assert that letters
from the Mahatmas continne to be received, that hundreds
of witnesses have testified that the trickeries of the man
Coulomb were puerile and incapable of being put in prac-
tice ? The Editors of the Christian College Magazine must
stick to their assertions per fas et nefas..........

Dewan Bahadoor writes as follows :—

“ My belief in the object of the Society, and my feelings towards
Madame Blavatsky, continue the same, whatever their opponents
might say. I have not yet had any direct communication with the
Mabatmas through the shrine in the Head quarters at Adyar. I
have examined the shrine, and found nothing to raise any suspicion.
My opinion is, that nothing has occurred which should make us
ashamed of being called Theosophists.

(Signed) R. RacoovatE Row.”
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This gives a flat contradiction to the Editors of the Chris-
tian College Magazine. They asserted thai the Dewan
Bahadoor bad leit the Society as President, and was no
believer in Madame Blavatsky, (see page 242, Christian
College Magazine.) To show how they collect evidence here
is a case in point. The Coulombs are expelled for being
caught flagranti delicto, making trap-doors and cup-boards,
andthis fact is eagerlylaid hold of to prove their case. Though
the puerility of the mechanism is clear to dozens, who have
inspected it, and who declared such absurd attempts at
deceiving could never have succeeded, yet they do not
hesitate to make use of, and convert to their own purposes,
such an absurd piece of evidence.

They reiterate, it is admirably adapted for the produc-
tion of the Adyar phenomena. What is the testimony of
gentlemen worth after this?

Even Mr. Gribble admits, after inspecting the sliding-
doorsand panels, ( the appliances admirably adapted for the
roduction of the Adysr phenomena,”) that it would certainly,
in their present state, be difficult to carry out any pheno-
mena by their means. In the Uctober number of the
Christian College Magazine, it is attempted to prove that
the whole of the phenomena are false; but how that is
possible, seems to me an attempt to prove the impossible,
for it is asserted that the man Coulomb has, on all occasions,
Eersonahed the Mahatma, so that in reality, he must have
een in two or three places at once, and according to the
Missionaries, Madame Blavatsky is also ubiquitous ; or else,
how can we account for the letters received by various per-
sons, in various places where neither of the above parties
were present ?

The correspondence under examination, corsists of some
twenty letters, and Mr. Gribble selects, as a fest, that dated
1st April, 1884, published on page 809 of the October num-
ber of the Christian College Magazine. The reason he gives
is, “ that it is far the longest of any published, and it is
““ of course far more difficult for a forger to continune a simu-
‘¢ lated hand through a long letter than a short one.” Now
this, if a person is unaccustomed to forging, may be true;
but this assumes that the woman Counlomb has never forged,
(admitting that she has not forged this long letter in which
there is nothing incriminating) yet it may so happen that
she is a practised forger. We know that for years, she has
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been collecting Madame Blavatsky’s letters : in fact, has
so stated. Why should she not be able to forge any amount
of letters ? She has had years and leisure to accomplish
herself in this particular branch of the felonious arts ; and
because her handwriting is angular, spiky, and not remark-
able for anything except in resembling that of a person not
““ highly educated,” it is no reason why she, with so many
opportunities, should not have forged the letter signed
* Luna Melanconica,”on pages 211 and 212 of the September
number of the Magazine. The letter in question, which I
examined in company with three others, quite as competent
as Mr. Gribble, to pronounce on the matter, is certainly a
forgery ; and if only one letter is proved a forgery, then
may we declare ez uno disceomnes. When the above letter
was compared with some genuine letters of Madame
Blavatsky, one thing struck me at once : it was written, as
Mr. Gribble says, currente calamo, and, at the time, I made
the same remark to Mr. Benson. Then again the capital
letters, which in the real letters are very peculiar, were
only too faithfully elaborated. They, in fact, were rather
overdone. The erasures were too few, as in the real letters.
there are generally three or four in a page. As for the
peculiarities in the formation of certain letters on which Mr.
Gribble lays so mach stress, it would be very astonishing
if a clever forger would fail in closely copying such ; but
what struck me at the first glance was the general character
of the forged letter, showed the letters to be more sloping
than in the true ones, and this is exactly what the forger
overlooked. Now, one’s first impressions of a person or a
writing, or of a picture, are generally the correct ones,
because they proceed from a species of intuitive knowledge.
Now, as the letter in question contains most incriminating
matter, it did not strike me that any portion of it had been
interpolated. Mr. Gribble calls this letter No. 11, and says,
““ this is the letter, the genuineness of which is disputed by
General Morgan. On being compared with the test letters,
the following characteristics are noted : —general appearance
of handwriting, the same as that of the test letter, though
written with a different pen ; in the formation of the letters,
the M. C. D. V. D. B. A. are exactly similar to those in the
test letter ; the gap in the ‘“ A” occurs frequently ; in the
second and third lines, it is found three timesin ‘¢ cachons,”’
“ part,” and * affaires,” and in these last two words the top
of the 1 has been added by a second stroke ; the abbre-
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vation “vs’” for “wous’ occurs once; the “Ez” in
“manguez’ reads like a “y,” also in ‘ sujrirez”’ and
“tournez.”” The letter was compared with the one, the
genuineness of which General Morgan admits, and although
the latter hasevidently beenmore carefully and slowly written,
the same characteristics in the capital and other letters ap-
pear. Inthe disputed letter, there is only one erasure, and no
interpolations or interlineations. In my opinion the letter
admitted by General Morgan, the letters in dispute, and the
test letter, have all been written by the same person ; and
when applying the different tests to the handwriting, it
appears to be the same as that admitted to have beeu written
by Madame Blavatsky.” Now I dissent entirely, * that
the general appearance of handwriting is the same as the
test letter, though written with a different pen.” It ison
this simple question that the whole thing haugs. Apparently
Mr. Gribble was struck by something which did not corres-
pond with the test letter, thongh what that ‘something’
was, he is unable to describe, but explains it “as written
with a different pen.” Had Mr. Gribble been possessed of
any intaition, the sloping character of the handwriting of
the forged letter must have struck him at once. As for the
formation of the capital letters correspouding with those
in the test letter, it would be very odd if they did not and,
consideriog the time at the woman Coulomb’s command for
simulating these letters and various peculiarities of Madame
Blavatsky’s style, she must be a clumsy forger indeed if,
after- six or seven years of practice, she had not arrived at
some degres of perfection.

It is not surprising that in forging Dr. Hartmann’s letter
she was not quite so perfect in her task, aud the imitatioa
not quite so successful; but her evident desire to cause a
split in the camp, points her out most nnmistakably as the
author of the letter in question, as she, and she alone, has
an interest in the matter. Mr. Gribble admits that if the
criminating letters are forged, the Coulombs are the only
persons who could have done it,—therefore, why not Dr.
Hartmann’s letter also, which is admitted to be a forgery ?

Now, it is a curious thing that of these incriminating
twenty letters, most of them ave short ones ; and why Mr.
Gribble, on page 25, should assume,  that it is a moral im-
possibility for a forger to have written eight sides of closely-
written quarto paper,” when nobody said she had, is absard,
and intended to throw dust in the eyes of the public.
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The simple question is, for it is best io narrow it to a
point, not whether the mass of correspondence is all forgery
—which Mr. Gribble assumes that the Theosophists say it
is,—but whether the letter on page 211 of the September
number of the Christian College Magazine is a forgery or not.
If it is a true letter, then Madame Blavaisky must stand
or fall by it ; there is no necessity for arguing the question
any further, and as I am, the very best evidence, touching
this point, no amount of special pleading on the part of
Mr, Gribble, can alter the facts of the case connected with
this letter. I shall now proceed to detail all the circum-
stances connected with that letter, and show how the Coulombs
hava lind concorning all the circumstances attending the
ailuir, and how utterly impossible it was for Madame
Blavatsky to have written the letter under consideration.
In the month of August 1683, I was obliged to go to Madras
on some business, entirely unconnected with Adyar affairs.
Madame Blavatsky was then stuying in my house, and
urged me to stay at the Adyar during my visit to Madras.
This I declined, as the place was too far from my business.
She then advised me to see the picture of the Mahatma in
the shrine, as it was a very peculiar work. I replied that
I should make a point of going to see the picture ; but the
day was not mentioned. Two or three daysafter my arrival
at Madras, I went to visit the Head-quarters, and found
that the woman Coulomb was out, and was requested by
Damodar to await her return. She came in about one hour,
having been out shopping in Madras. On my mentioning
the purpose for which I had come, she took me upstairs,
and instead of going through Madame Blavatsky’s room,
woe went round outside to the Occult room, as she stated
that the rooms of Madame were locked, and the doors
blocked up with furniture. On entering the room, sho
burriedly approached the shrine or cupboard, and quickly
opened the double doors. As she did so, a China saucer,
which appeared to have been placed leaning against the
door, fell down on to the chunam floor, and was broken
to pieces. On this she exhibited great consternation,
oxclaiming that it was a much cherished article of Madame’s,
and she did not know what she should do. She and her
husband, who had come with us, picked up the pieces. Sho
then tied them up in a cloth and replaced them in the
shrine, in the silver bowl, not behind it. The doors wero
shut, and Damodar took up his position on a chair right in
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froot of the shrine, and only a few feet distant from it. He
sat intently regarding the shrine, and ina listening attitude.
I was not then aware, as I am now, of the fact that the
astral electric current causes a sound exactly like that of the
ordinary telegraph to be distinctly heard in the shrine.
Unaware of this, I resumed conversation with the Coulombs
regarding the accident. When, Iremarked, that it would
be well if he got some mastic or glue and tried to put the
pieces together, he started to get some, which, he said, he
had in his bungalow, sitnated about 100 yards from the
house ; and I, turning to his wife, remarked, * if the matter
is of sufficient importance, the Mahatmas could cause its
repair. 1f not, you must 40 the boat yon_can.” Hardly
had I uttered this, when Damoder said, ‘“ There is a mes-
sage, and he immediately opened the door of the shrine,
and took down the silver bowl (in which the letters are
generally found) and sure enough there was a note, which,
on opening, contained the following lines :—

“ To the small audience present as witnesses. Now, Madame Con-
lomb bas occasion to assure herself that the devil is neither as black
nor as wicked as he is generally represented. The mischief is easily
repaired—X. H.”

We then opened the cloth containing the broken saucer,
found it intact and whole! Three minutes had not elapsed
since I had suggested that the glue should be procured !
and shortly after, Coulomb returned with the glue in his
haond. If he could have gone all round the upper rooms,
got behind the shrine, removed the broken saucer, tied up
the parcel, having placed a whole one in its stead and
written the note regarding the repair of the saucer, (my
remark about which he had not heard,) then, I say, his feat
rivalled that of the Masters! When I spoke to the woman
about the wonderful manner in which the saucer had been
restored, she replied, “It must be the work of the devil.”
Here is her note on the subject, written to Madame
Blavatsky, then in Ootacamund. "The Printer’s devil has
left out 2 whole line in the letter, which makes nonsense
of it, both in Dr. Hartmann’s pamphlet and in the copies I
have seen (taken from this) elsewhere. Below I give a

correct copy :—
Apvar, 13th Aug, 1883,

My Dear FRIEND,

I verily beliove I shall go silly if I stay with you. Nowlet mo
toll you what bas happened. On my arrival bome, 1 found Gune-
ral Morgan sitting in that beautiful office of ours, talking with
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Damodar and Mr. Coulomb, Afier exchanging a few words, I
nsked whether he would wish to see the ¢ Shrine,! and on his answer.
ing iao the affirmative, we went upstaire, passing on the outside on
accouut of the furniture of your sitting room being beaped u to
block the doors, and prevent thieves breaking in, ’

The General found the portraits admirable; but I wish I had
never gone up, because on my opening the ‘ Shrine,’ I, Madwine
Coulomb, who never cares either to see or to have anytbing to do in
these matters, as you well know,—must needs go and open the
Shrine, and see before her eyes, and through her fingers pass, the
pretty saucer you 8o much cared for.

It fell Jown and broke in twenty pieces. Damodar looked at mn
as mauch as to say, “ well, you are a fine gnardian.” I trying to con-
ceal my sorrow on account of General Morgan’s presence, took up
the debris of the cap, and put them in 8 piece of cloth which I tied
up and placed it behind the silver bowl. On second consideration,
I thought I hnd better take it down, lest some vne should throw itdown
again and veducs il tnto powder this ttime. Sol asked Damodar to
reach it for me, and to our unutterable surprise, the cup was as per-
fect as though it had never been broken, aud more, there was the

enclosed note :—
[(Then follows the Nota already quoted from the Master, to which

the General added the fow lines, and sizned as an eye-witness. Now
make what you like of this, I say you have dealings with old

Nick.]
Yours very affectionately,
(Signed) E. Couvods,

There is a discrepancy between my account and that con-
tained in the above letter, as to why the doors of the Shrine
were opened the second time. This was done by Damodar,
of himself, and not by the Coulombs’ desire. I may here
observe that, on this occasion, every thing done by the
Coulombs, was done mechanically, as if impelled to do
certain things, and as directed by me. Forinstance, it was
on my suggestion Coulomb went for the glue. I remarked
that the masters could repair the saucer if they chose, and
it was Damodar who said “there was o wessage,” and

opened the Shrine accordingly.

Coulomb’s assertion that the saucer was put in at tho
back of the Shrine, I have shown that, to do this, in the
short time allowed him, was simply impossible. Numbers
have testified to the fact that the back of the Shrine has
never been tampered with. In the letter under discussion,
I am said to expect a phenomenan ““becaunse I told”” Madame
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Blavatsky so. I never didso. I really went to see the
picture of the Mahatma. DMadame Blavatsky knew perfectly
well that I was intimately acquainted with spiritualism, and
knew all about phenomena, and had no childish curiosity on
that head ; therefore, she was very unlikely to have thought
I wanted one. Then again the Mabatma’s short note is not
addressed to me at all, but to the woman Coulomb, so that
the Editor’s supposition ‘ that it is quite possible that I
travelled down the Ooty ghat iu the Mail Tonga that carried
the letter destined by Koot Hoomi for my edification,” has
about as much foundation, as the rest of his hypothesis, and
carries in itself its own refutation. The man Counlomb
asserts he has got the broken saucer. That might easily
be l—indeed he might have a dozen,

At page 25, Mr. Gribble says :— for Madame Counlomb
to have written merely the test letter alone, implies a feat of
skill and ingenuity which is probably unparalleled in the
annals of forgery.” I am not aware that anyone ever
accused her of having written that letter. Again he writes
(same page) ¢ Mr. Coulomb may at once be relieved from
any suspicion; he is only imperfectly acquainted with
English, and it would have been an impossibility for him to
have written the letters.”

Cousidering that all the twenty letters are written in
French, which incriminate Madame Blavatsky, and that
Coulomb is a Frenchman, where is the impossibility ?

......

1st.—That “all the letters show & strong similarity to
her admitted bandwriting, not only as regards general
appearance, but also as regards especial peculiarities.””
Now, this is just where, those who consider them forgeries,
disagree wtth you, because the general appearance is not
similar. There is no mistaking the sloping handwriting ;
but as regards “ especial peculiarities,” he or she is a clumsy
forger, who, having practised for five or six years, with
every opportunity of perfecting him or herself, fails to note
and to copy, only too closely, the “ special peculiarities”. I
have already pointed out how the capital letters have been
slightly overdone. It is to be observed that the incrimi-
nating letters have all been written since Madame Blavatsky
came to Madras, with the exception of one, so that Dr.
Hnrgma.nn’s theory is correct, and Mr. Gribble’s incorrect ;
for in para 2, he says  they extend over a very considera-
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ble period of time, and if they have been forged, they must
have been forged at comsiderable intervals.” Now, this
supposition is contrary to facts. It is a remarkable circum-
stance that none of these letters are dated, which goes very
much against their anthenticity. Having thus disposed of
two of Mr. Gribble’s counts of indictment, I now proceed
to the third. In No. 3, it is stated “ a very large portion of
the disputed letters refer to matters entirely unconnected
with any phenomena, and in no way contain admissions of
a damaging character, supposing it to have been posssible
for all these letters to have been forged by Madame
Coulomb.” Now, here again, Mr. Gribble sets upan hypo-
thesis perfectly untenable. The quarrel is with the
incriminating letters,—twenty in number,—and if Iprove
one of these a forgery, the rest may be considered the
same. I again dissent from the following deductions:—

1st. “That the Morgan letter was written by the writer of the test
letter,” and if Mr. Gribble’s arguments are no stronger regarding
this letter, than they are regarding the others, then his deductions
are ansound. 1 shall not follow Mr. Gribble any further, asg
sufficient has been proved by me to invalidate his remarks and
verdics regarding tho Morgan letter.

On his dictum, the woman Coulomb “could not possibly” have
forged Dr. Hartmann’s letter, becanse it is 20 * badly done,” though
many people who were acquainted with the Doctor’s handwriting,
mistook it for that of his own ! In the same way the Blavatsky’s are
‘g0 well imitated,” that it was “impossible,” according to Mr.
Gribble, that *“ she could have forged them.” This style of argument
may be ingenious, but isnot convincing. On the same principle, the
man Counlomb * because he does not know English” (page 25)
* could not possibly” have written any of the twenty Freach letters !
This logical deduction is made by a self-constituted expert.
On page 28, in the P. S., Mr. Gribble observes that all he was con-
cerned in was the genuineness of the letters, and though he partially
admits that the letters of the Mahatmas shown him at the Adyar,
had not the characteristics of the test letter, he cannot help, on page
29, trying to efface this by saying the letters had a ribbed appearance
as if written on the cloth-binding of a book, which the woman
Coulomb confirms by saying * messages coming from the Mabatmas
were always written that way.” He also admits (same page) that
such sliding panels as he saw * could not bave been used for pbeno-
mena.” Again, though he is assured by Mr. Ezekiel that Madame
Blavatsky could not have written the Sassoon letter, No. 3, his
ingenuity does not desert him, and he immediately sets up an
hypothesis that Colonel Olcott may have told Madame Blavatsky
the day before, and that she may bavo written and despatched it
before Mr, Ezekiel camo up. If all Mr. Gribble's suggestions and
verdicts rest upon a *may’ or an *if;’ of what value are they P

—
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I11.
STATEMENT OF P. SeeENIvass Row, Esq., JuDGE
orF THE CouRT oF SmaLL Cavuses, MADRAS.

The Christian College Magazine for September
1884 contains, inter alia, a letter, which its Editor
has with some hostile remarks published, as being
the one written by Madame Blavatsky to Madame
Coulomb, in regard to myself.

Not having seen the original of the said letter,
I cannot undertake to declare that it is & forgery.
Tudeed such a declaration, to be of any weight, must
proceed from Madame Blavatsky herself. But there
1s very strong presumptive testimony, sufficient to
justify my arriving at the conclusion that the letter
in question could not be genuine.

It is to be gathered from the said letter that
Madame Coulomb wrote a lelter to Madame
Blavatsky, who was then in Ootacamund, soliciting
her sanction to let me see the Shrine; and that
Madame Blavatsky sent the required sanction to
Madame Coulomb by means of a letter, enclosing in
it another letter to be delivered to me as if coming
direct from Mahatma K. H. to my address. Now, it
is to be particularly remarked that all this is said to
have been done by means of leiters nnd not telegrams ;
and this must therefore bave occasioned a delay of
at least four days ;—whereas the fact, to the best of
my recollection, is, that my wish to see the Shrine
was expressed to Madame Coulomb, because she had
the key with her,—one evening after six o’clock,
when she had come to my house; and on the very
next day I went and put my letter in the Shrine, and
received a veply almost instantaneously. This
reply was from Mahatma K. H., and exactly suited
my letter, which I had written just an hour or two
previously, and had not shown to anybody. It was
under these circumstances physically impossible for
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Madame Coulomb to write to Ootacamund, and get
from Madame Blavatsky a letter to be handed to
me,—all this within 24 hours !

Further, the handwriting of the reply which I
received from the Shrine on the said occasion corres-
ponds exactly with that of numerous other letters
received by me from Mahatma K. H., both before
and after tge said occasion, and both in the presence
and in the absence of Madame Blavatsky, and even
after she proceeded to Europe on a tour.

Moreover, if Madame Blavatsky had written the
letter published in the Christian College Magazine,
she must have doue so to devise means to satisfy
me that the Mahatmas exist, and that they had taken
a kindly notice of my letters and myself. But I had
long, long ago been fully satisfied on all these points
from the letters of the Mahatmas and various other
circumstances ; and Madame Blavatsky knew for
a certainty that I was so satisfied, so that there was
hardly any necessily for her to procure any addi-
tional proof for me on these subjects.

If, however, at any time she had deemed such
additional proof necessary for my edification, she
was perfectly able to procure it from the genuine
fountain sources, without having recourse to fraudu-
lent practices. For, on the very first day, on which
I was allowed to open correspondence with Mahat-
mas K. H., T had the good fortune of receiviug the
most convincing proof of Madame Blavatsky’s power
to communicate with the Mahatmas, however distant
they might be from her; and subsequent events
have tended to strengthen my conviction in this
respect.

And lastly, I beg to add what I know personally
to be a fact, that Madame Blavatsky was always
averse to make a display of the ‘ phcnomena” as
the means of satisfying the curiosity of the Theoso-
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phists or others; and, as a rule, no phenomena in the
shapeof letters, &c., have occurred, except when the
Mahatmas bad to convey instruction or advice to
those who were devoted to them and to their cause.
Moreover, the Theosophists do not attach much
importance to the phenomena. Mahatma K. H. has
stated in one if his letters that ;—*¢Let it be known
¢ that your Society is no miracle-mongering or ban-
‘ queting club, nor especially given to the study of
‘ phenomenalism.” And both the founders of
our Society, Madame Blavatsky and Col. Oleott,
have been echoing these sentiments very frequently;
and hence there was not the slightest necessity for
Madame Blavatsky to produce phenomena per fas et
nefas, as the Christian College Magazine writer
seems to suppose. Theosophy stands on a firm
rock which none can shake ; and my belief in it and
in the Mahatmas, under whose auspices the Theoso-
phbical Society is established and maintained, is so
strong, and my confidence in the honesty, veracity,
and unselfish benevolence of the founders, is so
great, that nothing in the world would tend to
induce me to swerve one inch from the path which
I have taken during these several years,—notwith-
standing anything which the Christian College
Magazine writer, or any body else may choose to
say to the contrary.

—

IV.
STATEMENT oF Miss FLYNN.

Ia the September Number of the Christian College
Magazine, a portion of a letter said to have been
written by Madame Blavatsky to Madame Coulomb
is published, and in the October Number of the
same Magazine the whole of that letter appears as
the ¢ Poona letter’” asI find. In that letter reference
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is made to myself as **Mary.” Now I distinctly
remember reading the real letter from Madame
Blavatsky, in which I was mentioned and which
was shown to me by Madame Coulomb in December
1883 while I was at Madras, and this original differed
entirely from the one published in the Christian
Cbllege Magazine, which is therefore a concoction.

Bouzay, Mary Fryxw.
November 29th, 1884. §

I recollect many of the passages in the original
letter shown to me by Madame Coulomb as those
which are published in the October Number of the
said Magazine.

Mary Frynw.

V.
MADAME COULOMB'S CONTRADICTIONS TO STATEMENTS
MADE IN HER PAMPHLET.
(Translation.)
a.
Dear Madame,

My wife has just returned [from Octacamund] and
has brought me this short paragraph which concerns
you ;* and I, out of friendship, send it on to you.
She tells me that it is the general rumour that if
Mr. L. F. should take your place, your Society, which
has cost you so much trouble to build up, will
suffer. * Our dear Colonel and our dear Madame

®This was o newspaper paregraph, iusinunating & possible split in the
Theosophical Society.
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Blavatsky,” say the majority,  can never be replaced
by any others.”

I beg you not to give any credence to anything
bad they may report to you zbout us before you hear
us, and we have the chance to explain the truth.
Those who are attacking us are only using it as a
pretext for a covert attack upon you. And all they
are doing is simply to make themselves masters of
the situation and overthrow you.

I have already written you not to permit the
meeting of the 18th June to take place,* and it was
in your own interest. Do net believe anything (you
hear): we have done nothing wrong ; disabuse your
mind of such a thought. Do not rush into any one’s
open arms before knowing what sori of characters
they are; and I implore you not to take away from
me the care of your rooms—which is just what they
are trying to effect; and I warn you it is only that
they may have free field during your absence to
accomplish all their intrigues.

Your devoted friend, &c.,
May 1884. (Signed) A. CouLoms.

e,

b.

When Messrs. Damodar, Lane-Fox and Dr, Hart.
mann wrote to Col. Olcott and Madame Blavatsky
that Mme. Coulomb was making insinuations about
trickery, and Mme. Coulomb was writter to from

* This was a convention of representatives of the Bociety’s Braoches,
ordered to meet on the date specified, for the purpose of legally ratifying
a Deed of the Adyar property,
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Europe about her strange behaviour, she wrote to
Madame Blavatsky as follows :—

“1 may have said something in my rage, but I
swear on all that is sacred for me that I never said
JSraud, secret passages, traps, nor that my husband
had helped you in any way. If my mouth has utter-
ed these words, I pray to the Almighty to shower on
my head the worst maledictions in nature.”

Writing to Col. Olcott on 27th April, she says : «“ I
never spoke about tricks. I never said that my
husband was a confederate to Madame, at best I
would be a fool if I myself accused my husband, the
only one I love on earth of lending a hand in such
degrading practices.”

————

VI
Letter from Mrs. Coulomb, showing that Madame
Blavatsky could not have been indebted to her in

June 1879.%
GaALre, 10¢h June 1879.

My dear Friend,

Now I will tell you what happened after you left
Cairo. You know that you sent me the cloth by
Mrs. Sebire, well she left it ina third person’s house
took some money on it and T did not get one penny
and was obliged to pay the momney to the man who
had lent me the divers sums you know ; besides which
Mrs, S. behaved very badly with me who had been
so kind to her, she wrote letters against us and used
to make mischief when she returned from—she camo

* See also Appendix IV, p. 48,
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VII.
Statement of * Baboola,” Madame Blavaisky's
Servant.
I (Vallah Bulla) commonly called * Baboola,” do

by this paper declare and set forth: That I am
Madame Blavatsky's personal servant, and have
been such for over five years; that I know Mr.
and Mrs. Coloumb, and that those persons have been
in charge of house and household arrangements at the
Theosophical Head-quarters for four years in Bom-
bay and Madras; that I went away to Europe with
said Madame Blavatsky in Feburary, 1884, and have
been continuously away until the 20th day of Sep-
tember, 1884 ; that when I went away all the walls of
the rooms upstairs at said Head-quarters, at Adyar,
were unbroken, and not one of them had any holes
or trap-doors of any kind whatever, and that
Madame Blavatsky never used any such things in
those rooms for any purpose, and I never was asked
by Madame Blavatsky or Mrs. Coulomb at any time
to aid in or perform any trick. That the holes and
panels now to be found in the walls of those rooms
ure quite new to me, and have been constructed
since I left India with Madame Blavatsky.
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to us and told my husband that she had the secres
of a treasure which was buried in the catacombs cf
Alexandria. We believed this folly and wentwith her
there, she made us spend no end of money and finally
bad to give it up, losing Frs. 2,000. Madame 8. is
therefore better dead than alive, so, as you say, peace
to her ashes. Now I must ask you the favor of help-
ing me with the loan of Rs. 200 for a short time
and I will tell you what I want this sum for. We
have taken a nice garden and villa which we are
going to open to the public, we are going to have an
Hotel there or rather a restaurant and to carry this
plan out we are obliged to pay license of Rs, 250.
Now we have managed to settle all right, but we
cannot afford to pay this license. I consider you as
a good friend and therefore take the liberty to ask
you this favour. If it is not in your power to do so,
try to obtain it for me some how. If not all the sum
as much as you possibly can and I'll return it in two
months.: You know well what is to be in trouble and
in a strange place. I was in Calcutta and there
made my way well, but that climate does not suitus;
my hushand was always suffering with fever, so we
cannot go there. I trust you will not deny me the
favour I so much need.
Hoping to hear from you soon.
I remain,
Yours very truly,
E. Courous,
P, S.—I'll give a Promissory note.

an

-
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nerais jamais dans ma vie,” and “je ferai tout le
mal que je puis pour elle.” On another oceasion inDr,
Dudley’s house in Bombay, she said that she hated
Madame Blavatsky. In French * Je la deteste,” re-
ferring to Madame Blavatsky.
(Varra= Bowral)

We, the undersigned, declare that the above paper
was carefully read and explained to the signer in
our presence, and that he then and there expressed
himself as having a full understanding of it, and that
ho signed it of his own free will and accord.

Winniax Q. Junce.

Basasee DrARBacirI Nartw, F.T.8.
Dasopar K, MAVALANEAR.
Nivaran Cmaxpza MOOKERJIEE.
V., Coorooswany IYER, Pleader

Madura.
September 21st, 1884,

—_—

APPENDIX IX,
Proceedings of the General * Council.”

As per notice, dated May 13, 1834, a meeting of
the General Council of the Theosophical Society
was held at the Parent Society’s head-quarters at
Adyar (Madras), on the evening of Wednesday the
14th of May, 1884, at 6 p. a.
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Europe about her strange behaviour, she wrote to
Madame Blavatsky as follows :—

“I may have said something in my rage, but I
swear on all that is sacred for me that I never said
Jraud, secret passages, traps, nor that my husband
had helped you in any way. If my mouth has utter-
ed these words, I pray to the Almighty to shower on
my head the worst maledictions in nature.”

Writing to Col. Olcott on 27th April, she says: <1
never spoke about tricks. I never said that my
husband was a confederate to Madame, at best 1
would be a fool if I myself accused my husband, the
only one I love on earth of lending a bhand in such
degrading practices.”

VI
Letter from Mrs, Coulomb, showing that Madame
Blavatsky could not have been indebted to her in

June 1879.*
GaLLe, 10th June 1879.

My dear Friend,

Now I will tell you what happened after you left
Cairo. You know that you sent me the cloth by
Mrs. Sebire, well she left it ina third person’s house
took some money on it and T did not get one penny
and was obliged to pay the money to the man who
had lent me the divers sums you know ; besides which
Mrs, 8. behaved very badly with me who had been
so kind to her, she wrote letters against us and used
to make mischief when she returned from—she camo

* See also Appendix IV, p. 48,
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to uy and told my hushand that she had the secret
of a treasure which was buried in the catacombs of
Alexandria. We believed this folly and wentwith her
there, she made us spend no end of money and finally
had to give it up, losing Frs. 2,000. Madame S. is
therefore better dead than alive, so, as you say, peace
to her ashes. Now I must ask you the favor of help-
ing me with the loan of Rs. 200 for a short time
and I will tell you what I want this sum for. We
have taken a nice garden and villa which we are
going to open to the public, we are going to have an
Hotel there or rather a restaurant and to carry this
plan out we are obliged to pay license of Rs, 250.
Now we have managed to settle all right, but we
cannot afford to pay this license. I consider you as
a good friend and therefore take the liberty to ask
you this favour. If it is not in your power to do so,
try to obtain it for me some how. If not all the sum
as much as you possibly can and I'll return it in two
months. You know well what is to be in trouble and
in a strange place. I was in Calcutta and there
made my way well, but that climate does not suitus;
my husband was always suffering with fever, so we
cannot go there. I trust you will not deny me the
favour I so much need.

Hoping to hear from you soon.

I remain,
Yours very truly,
E. Courous.
P, 8.—Tll give a Promisgsory note.
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VII.
Statement of * Baboola,” Madame Blavaisky's
Servant.

I (Vallah Bulla) commonly called ¢ Baboola,” do
by this paper declare and set forth: That I am
Madame Blavatsky’s personal servant, and have
been such for over five years; that I know Mr.
and Mrs. Coloumb, and that those persons have been
in charge of house and householdarrangements at the
Theosophical Head-quarters for four years in Bom-
bay and Madras ; that I went away to Europe with
said Madame Blavatsky in Feburary, 1884, and have
been continuously away until the 20th day of Sep-
tember, 1884 ; that when I went away all the walls of
the rooms upstairs at said Head-quarters, at Adyar,
were unbroken, and not one of them had any holes
or trap-doors of any kind whatever, and that
Madame Blavatsky never used any such things in
those rooms for any purpose, and I never was asked
by Madame Blavatsky or Mrs. Coulomb at any time
to aid in or perform any trick. That the holes and
panels now to be found in the walls of those rooms
ure quite new to me, and have been constructed
since I left India with Madame Blavatsky.

I further desire to state that when Mrs. Coulomb
was leaving the steamer after bidding Madame
Blavatsky good bye, she, Mrs, Coulomb, said to me
that she would be revenged upon my mistress,
Madame Blavatsky, for preventing Harrisinghji
from giving her, Mrs, Coulomb, twothousand rupees.
$She said this in French, as follows ¢ Je ne pardon-
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nerais jamais dans ma vie,” and *“je ferai tout le
mal que je puis pour elle.” On another occasion inDr,
Dudley’s house in Bombay, she said that she hated
Madame Blavatsky. In French  Je la deteste,” re-
ferring to Madame Blavatsky.
(VarraE Burral)

We, the undersigned, declare that the above paper
was carefully read and explained to the signer in
our presence, and that he then and there expressed
himself as having a full understanding of it, and that
heo signed it of his own free will and accord.

Wirtian Q. Junce.

Basasge DrARrBaGIRI NATH, F.T.8.
Dasopar K. MAVALANEAR.
Nivaran CrANDBA MOOKERJEE.
V, Coorooswany IYER, Pleader

. Madura.
September 21st, 1884.
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APPENDIX IX,
Proceedings of the General * Council.”

As per notice, dated May 13, 1884, a meeting of
the General Council of the Theosophical Society
was held at the Parent Society’s head-quarters at
Adyar (Madras), on the evening of Wednesday the
14th of May, 1884, at 6 p. M.

Present.—Dr. F. Haortmann, Diwan Bahadoor
Raghunath Row, T. Subba Row Garu, P. Shreenivas
Row Garu, St. George Lane-Fox, Wm. Tournay
Brown, B. L., L. V., V., Naidu Garu, M. Singaravelu
Mudalyar Avergal, Members. Damodar K. Mava-
lankar, Sccretary.



Upon motion of Dr. Hartmann, seconded by M.
Shreenivasa Row, Mr. Subba Row was voted to the
chair. Dr. Hartmann then produced the charges
against Mr. and Madame E. Coulomb.

The following is a summary of the charges
brought against Madame Coulomb,

I, It was shown by four affidavits, that
Madame Coulomb repeatedly said to
members of the Theosophical Society as
well as to outsiders, that the Theoso.
phical Society had for its object the
overthrow of the British rule in India.*

* The following are Specimens,

Afidavit.~I am prepared to afirm that Madame Coulomb has frequent-
ly said that the Theosophical Society was a movement for the over-throw
of Dritish Rule in India and of the Christian Religion. She has also insina-
ated that Madame Blavataky and Colonel Olcott were hypocritical desigu.
ing people actuated by selfish motives.

Apyaz, 18th May, 1884. Y. T. Brown.

Affidavit.—I, St. George Lana.Fox, hereby declare on my word of honor
that Mdidame Coulomb has repeatedly told me that she kaew all the
“ Phenomenn'’ to be the resnlt of trickery, and that Madame Blavatsky
“had gone too far’ in that line to be able to withdraw and turn over
a new leaf. On several occasions Madame Counlomb said that she coald
say a great deal more againat the Suciety and against Madame Blavatsky,
were she not dependent for her living on the welfare of the Society ; other-
10iso she assured me that she wonld not remain silent. She told me also that
her conscience forbade her from sympathizing with the work of the
Socioty, as she believed that it was altogether subversive of true religion.
She further said that she believed the Scciety had political motives, and
that what it was really wishing for, was the overthrow of the British Rule.

Moy 2nd, 1884, Sr. G. Lane-Fox,

Afidavit,—On the avening of March 7th, 1884, I asked Mr. Coulomb
for the use of Madame Blavatsky’s rooms ; but he said he counld not grant
my tequest, a3 Madame Blavatsky was very strict abont her rooms,
books, etc., and that he would have to be responsible for them. Madame
Coulomb repeatedly eaid that she had a grievance against Madame Blavat-
oky and was determined to bavo ber “ revenge.”” She said thac she did not
feel in sympathy with the Society and that her conscience revolted against
it. A few days after that, sho said that she would burst up the Society.

April 29th, 1884, Daxopan K. MAVALANRAR,
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Nine affidavits gave evidence that she said
that the objects of the Society were
inimical to what she believed to be true
religion.

Ten affidavits proved that Madame Cou-
lomb frequently said that the ¢ occult
phenomena” occurring at the head-
quarters were frauds, while at other

occasions she said they were the works
of the devil.

Four affidavits went to show Madame
Coulomb guilty of attempting to extort
money from members of the Society.

Three affidavits proved that she had wast-
ed the funds of the Society.

All the affidavits showed her guilty of
lying and backbiting.

One affidavit proved her guilty of having
grossly slandered H. P. B.

Two affidavits stated how she had disuad-
ed people from joining the Society.

All the affidavits agreed unanimously that
her presence at the head-quarters was
causing an immense waste of time,
energy, money, and that her continuance

there was against the interests of the
Tl S'
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X, Leiters proved that a blackmailicg letter
was sent to H. P. B- by Madame Cou-
lomb.

The charges against Mr. Conlomb were :

I. Aiding and abetting his wife in the above
described machinations.

II. Disobedience to orders of the Board of
Control.

The Coulombs were sent for, to make their de-
fence, but they entirely failed to bring forward
anything in their favour- Madame Coulomb neither
acknowledged nor denied any of the charges, but
gave only evasive answers.

Only the first three charges against Mrs. C. were
tried, and Mrs: C- neither admitted nor contradicted
them, but the evidence was of such a conclusive
nature that no doubt about their truth was pos-
sible. It was therefore considered unnecessary to
investigate the remaining charges. Mrs. Coulomb
was unanimously expelled from the membership of
the Society. Mr, Coulomb was requested to resign,
but as he could not make up his mind, whether he
would do so or not, he was expelled likewise.

Signed by all the members present.
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APPENDIX X,
1.
StaTeMeENT BY MR. axD Mgzs. CooPer-OAKLEY.

As one or other of the undersigned has been with
Madame Blavatsky night and day almost continu-
ously for the last six months, during which time,
owing to her illness she has required much care and
attention, we take this opportunity of recording our
conviction that whatever else may be urged against
Madame Blavatsky’s character, she is not an impostor
or a charlatan. One or two * phenomena’ occurred
on the journey to Indis, but these were simply of
the nature of personal communications from a
Mahatma to Madame Blavatsky. The means employ-
ed in the transmission of these communications were
not more unusual to those concerned than the use of
the telephone in London and as easily and satis-
factorily explainable to those acquainted with certain
laws of nature asis the action of the telephone to
the readers of this pamphlet. As to the existence
of the Mahatmas we have the same evidence for
their existence as that of any other living persons
whom we have not seen, viz. the testimony of
intelligent people who have seen and conversed with
them. Moreover it has been satisfactorily proved
to us by actual occurrences that the Mahatmas while
in the Bast are able to read the thoughts of persons
in England. We have every reason to believe that
Madame Blavatsky is in direct communicawon with
Mahatmas with whom she passed somo years of her
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life in Tibet. Madame Blavatsky is by no means
faultless, but if her occult phenomena are a fraud she
is herself the greatest of her dupes.

H. IsaBeL-Cooper-O4ELET,

ArrFrep J. CoorEr-OAKLEY.
ADYAR,
February 1885.

D e

STATEMENT OF A VISITOR.
2.

Having been requested to state my opinion in re-
gard to the so-called Coulomb affair and to give the
reasons, on which this opinion is based, I will say,
that although I consider the contrivances made by
Mr. Coulomb as perfectly useless for the purpose of
trickery and the letters published by the Chiistian
College Magazine as fabrications; still I see in the
Coulomb eaffair only the result of causes that pro-
duced unavoidable effects.

I arrived in India in the month of December 1883,
and I found soon after my arrival that Mr. as well
as Mrs. Coulomb possessed the unbounded confidence
of Colonel Olcott and Madame Blavatsky; but I
could also not fail to see what had been apparent to
almostevery one at Head-quarters, that the Coulombs
were entirely unsuitable persons to have such confi-
dence conferred upon them, and that a great error
had been committed in trusting those persons.
The fault lay in the want of practical judgment of
human nature on the part of the President-Founder
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and Madame Blavatsky. Similar mistakes had been
committed before ; incapable persons had been
received and been allowed to meddle with the
affairs of the Society; when a few weeks or a few
months afterwards their incompetency became evi-
dent.

The Coulombs were, so to say, the factotums
in many respects. If a buiton had to be sewed on,
a fence-post needed repair, or a document was to
be published, the Coulombs were often called upon
and consulted. But while Mrs. Coulomb knew all
about buttons and Mr. Coulomb all about fence-
posts ; they both knew absolutely nothing about the
principles of the Society.

Theosophy—in the opinion of Madame Coulomb—
seemed to consist in uttering what she considered
blasphemies, and producing somehow or other pheno-
mena that would astonish people, How these pheno-
mena were produced, Madame Coulomb never ex-
plained and knowing nothing of the philosophy that
explains them, she assumed that they must be either
produced by trickery or by the help of the devil,
and attempted to imitate them by inventing tricks and
by the practice of incantations and black magic.

Failing in this and being of an exceedingly vain,
envious and jealous disposition, too ambitious to
see another woman succeed, where she should fail ;
having her religious ments daily hurt by what
she keenly resented as insults to her system of
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*Christianity,”* and being possessed of the malig-
nancy of a fiend, it is not to be wondered at, that
she went to see certain clerical gentlemen, offered
her services to them and entered into a conspiracy
to ruin the Theosophical Society by ruining the
reputation of Madame Blavatsky.

Everything was arranging itself towards that end ;
but still there may bhave been on the one hand a cer-
tain feeling of affection on the part of Madame
Coulomb towards her benefactor ; on the other hand
a certain vague hope of making money out of some
of the members of the Society, and these con-
siderations caused Madame Coulomb to hesitate ;
but when all her anticipations were brought to a
climax by a misunderstood promise made rather
rashly by one of the members, and when she saw
her hopes come to nought by the interference of
Madame Blavatsky ; then her feelings of hatred and
revenge were roused, she looked upon Madame
Blavatsky as her rival and determined to ruin her by
all means,

Blinded by rage and now firmly believing that
the devil was the source of all these phenomena,
she concluded to fight the devil with his own wea-
pons and she had recourse to fraud.

I am certain that Madame Blavatsky had no
knowledge of the trap-doors and sliding panels
which Mr. Coulomb was secretly preparing; but
it is a question, whether the idea of making these

* Soe page 133, letter b,
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parels was not first called into life by a desire on
the part of Mr. Coulomb to ingratiate himself in
Madame Blavatsky’s favor by making a surprise for
her; for believing that these phenomena could only be
produced by fraud, Mr. Coulomb in his simplicity
may have thought to please Madame Blavatsky
by facilitating ber supposed tricks. However this
may be, his benevolent object came to a premature
end, and the conjuring apparatus was discovered
before it was finished.

Still there was some hope that Madame Blavat-
sky might relent, or that Colonel Olcott might receive
them back again; but when the last straw was
broken, when they were forced to leave the com-
pound and no presidential order came to call them
back ; then it became their object to look at the
matter from a financial and commercial stand-point;
to get their revenge and money at tho same time;
and the letters in the Christian College Magazine
were the result.

Such is undoubtedly the true history of the case.
The friends of Madame Blavatsky have done her
harm, by attempting to prove that she did not
have any faults. The Coulombs attempted to prove
too much, and as the absurdities which they brought
forward could not be believed by reasoning people,
they defeated their own object; and the missionaries,
who had rushed into print with undue haste, will
earn what they deserve ; while the mistakes of the
leaders of the Theosophical movement may trouble
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for a moment its progress. Still the errors and
evils which have been thus brought to light, will
necessarily induce reforms; and the Tkeosophical
Society will step into a mew intellectual era, and
be of real benefit to humanity as a whole.

The greatest mistake that Madame Blavatsky
ever made, is, that being herself sincere and generous
to a fault, she expected to find these qualities in
others and implicitly trusted to persons, who did
not deserve to be trusted. Another error—if it may
be so-called—the consequences of which she is now
suffering, is that she attempted to bring certain
matters which can only be understood by intuition,
within the reach of the reasoning powers of materi-
alistic minds, and thereby encountered their com-
bativeness. Such has been the case of all reformers,
who forgetting that the old Rosicrucian motto
not only enjoins to know, to will and to dare; but
also to keep silent, thereby sacrificed themselves for
humanity.

As to my own convictions of Madame Blavatsky’s
sincerity and the existence of the Mahatmas, I have
stated them so often, that it seems useless to repeat
my assertions. No amount of material reasoning
can convince me of the error of what I know to be
true, and if there had been any room for doubt, the
occurrences caused by the Coulomb-scandal, would
have been themselves sufficient to remove all doubts ;
because the events which took place were entirely
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independent of any interference on the part of
Madame Blavatsky and proved to me beyond all
doubt the existence of the Mahatmas.

F. Hartuaxy, M. D.

ApYaRr, Febiuary 1885.

APPENDIX XI.

OCCULT PHENOMENA.

(Theosophist.)

Ever since the advent of the Theosophical
Society in India, the occurrence of ¢ Occult Pheno-
mena” has been a thorn in the flesh of those who
do not know to discriminate properly. Many an
¢ honest inquirer’’ has come to Head-quarters for
the purpose of * investigating,” and made the most
frantic efforts to obtain a * test,” without any other
result than that of being thoroughly disappointed.
Some have vainly asked for advice from the * Mas-
ters,” and their assistance in what seemed to them
most important personal affairs ; but which on closer
examination were found to be such as had best be
left to the consideration of the applicants themselves.
Others threatened seriously that they would refuse
to believe in the existence of the * Masters,” unless
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the “ Masters” would come and comply with their
conditions ; and others again have gone away,
having their vanity deeply wounded, and their sense
of self-importance stung to the quick by the appa-
rent negligence of the Mahatmas to take any notice
of them or grant their requests, and it is but
natural that such should denouace the ¢ Occult
Phenomena” because only in this way can they
express their indignation for having been disap-
pointed.

Some look at the ¢ Occult Phenomena” in the
same manaer as the Spiritualist upon messages from
the departed as “‘test,” and believe that without
these phenomena Theosophy could not exist. They
therefore extol the ¢ Phenomena’” and wonder why
the Mahatmas do not come and perform a public
exhibition in their astral bodies, or convince the
hardened sceptic by some knock-down argument.
Others, who are perhaps of a more gushing and
sentimental nature, and are taking a more exalted
view of the sanctity of everything that they expect
to come from what they call the * Spiritual World,”
denounce the * Phenomena” as frivolous and un-
pecessary ; they say that our *holy cause” is ma-
terially injured by such trivial performances which
do not at all agree with their ideas of what the
nature of such a communication ought to be. All
these show a want of proper discrimination.

‘¢ There is only one step from the sublime to the
ridiculous.” If we notice a phenomenon, which is
not within our every day experience, we are liable
to look at it as a ‘“miracle” and invest it with an
air of solemnity and importance, which was never
claimed for it by its authors. Man in his present
conditioned state is now just as much ¢n the * Spi-
ritual” World as he ever will be, and that what may
be subjective to one, may be objective to another,
but being trained by a fase education to look at
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everything coming from the so-called **spiritual
world” with the greatest awe and respect and as
something ‘* supernatural” and strange, forgets
entirely to apply to such things the same mananer of
reasoning, which it applies to the common occur-

rences of his every day life, and which is the only
advisable one.

The Mahatmas have often enough assured us that
they are not Gods; neither are they anything super-
natural. They claim to be only human beings, and
we must look upon them as such, although they are
far more advanced on the road to perfection than
we are, and therefore know a great many things,
which are stiil unknown to our pbilosophy. Being
men, they have evidently the right to write letters
to whomsoever they please, and about whatever sub-
ject they may choose, and if they have means to do
80, without making use of the ordinary methods
used for that ptirpose, and if they can transmit those
letters independently of H. M. Mail Service, it would
be obviously foolish to offer any captious criticisms
on their methods. They may of course write to
whom they please and whenever they please, and
write in what manner and on what subject they
may find necessury, useful or convenient. The only
thing that is astonishing to new investigators is the
manner in which those letters are written and the
(to them incomprehensible) way in which they come,
and the recipients of such letters therefore consider
it sometimes useful to make public the fact of
huving received such letters, without deeming it
necessary to reveal their contents in full, and the
astonished new investigator consequently often fails
to see the connection between the apparently in-
significant character of what little has been shown
to him, and the imaginary solemnity and importance
with which he invests the supposed *miracles.”
Those who see these phenomena every day, look
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upon them as thcy do upon other common occur-
rences, and they cease to be astonished ubout them.
If we would apply the same standard to the occur-
rences of every day, with which we judge these
so-called ‘‘supernatural” phenomena, its absurdity
would at once become evident. If I am here in
India and have a friendin New York, who would
occasionally write me a letter, I would certainly be
glad to get a letter from him, partly on account of
the information which it would contain, and partly
on account of its being a symbol of the continuance
of the relations existing between my friend and my-
self. I would not look upon that letter every time
as being a * phenomenon” or go into ecstasies abous
haviog the possibility demonstrated to me that:
letters can be written and that they can be sent
from America to India. But if some ignoramus,
who had never heard of such things as letters and
mails, the mere fact of the arrival of such a letter
might appear almost incredible to him, and if
to convince him that letter did come from
New York, I would show him some very unimport-
ant sentence in the said letter, without letting him
see the more important and perhaps confidential
contents of the same, he would undoubtedly be
surprised that such (to him) abnormal and extra-
ordinary * feat” as the sending of a letter from New
York to India would imply, should have been per-
formed to accomplish sach a small result.

This comparison may appear ridiculous; but it is
certainly true, and the ignorance of the above hyp-
othetical ignoramus does not appear more pitiful to
us, than our ignorance about occult matters must
appear to those who are in full possession of ocerult
knowledge ; and the same line of reasoning may also
be applied to the other phases of occult phenomena,
which are only * Occult,” because the majority of
mankind have not sufficiently progressed to under-
stand the processes by which they are produced.
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Those persons who know neither the contents of
letters, said to have been received from the Mahat-
mas, nor the process by which they have been written
“ or precipitated,” have no right to complain about
g waste of power,” etc., about which they know
absolutely nothing, and which may exist only in
their imagination. They talk about our relation to
tke Mahatmas not as it really exists, but only as
they suppose it to be, and the sooner they accustom
themselves to look upon our revered Masters as
teachers and friends and wise men, insteed of look-
ing at them with the same feeling of awe and super-
stition and fear with which the Fiji Islander looks
upon his Deity; the sooner will they find that the
so-called  QOccult Phenpmena” are neither intended
to convert incredulous sceptics, nor are they produc-
ed for the purpose of astonishing the public ; but are
principally methods of communication or instruction.
To appreciate a thing properly and according to its
true value, we must neither depreciate its import.
ance, nor over-estimate the same.

As to those persons who have been disappointed
in their expectations of obtaining letters or presents
from the Masters they—unless superior reasons ex-
isted for the non-compliance with their demands—
have probably only to blame themselves for
not having made themselves sufficiently promi-
nent (in a spiritual meaning of the term) to
attract the Masters’ attention or to deserve their
consideration. No amount of ** tests” could possi-
bly convince them, because spiritual things can only
be grasped by ourrising above the sphere of mate-
riality, and material natures can do that only to such
a limited extent as their limited powers will permit.
They may perhaps be surprised and startled by some
(to them) inexplicable fact, but soon pew doubts
arise, new ‘* tests’ will be asked for, and the ‘*honest
investigator” will only be perplexed and dissatisfied.
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To arrive at the truth or to become worthy of the
attention of the Mahatmas, we must rise up to their
sphere, instead of attempting the impossible task of
dragging them down to our level. They cannot put
that into us, which we have not the power to assi-
milate ; they cannol grant any personal favours;
because the fact of their doing so would imply an
injustice and be incompatible with the high standard
of morality necessary to constitute a Mahatma.

There 1s a general misunderstanding on the part
of new beginners, who ¢ want to become Chelas”
and force themselves upon the attention of the Mas-
ters, instead of developing their intellectual faculties
and waiting uutil Chelaship descends to them.
High spiritual developement is impossible without
intellectual development. To live in a cave or
jungle, to stand on one leg or to stare may develope
a state of useless sensitiveness or insanity, but
to develope spiritual powers the intellectual faculties
must be strengthened first, because upon them as
a basis rest and from thence grow as a necessary
result the Occult powers of the spiritual man.

APPENDIX XII.

THEQOSOPIIY AND CHRISTIANITY.
(Theosophist.)

From time to time articles appear in India, Europ-
ean and American papers, comparing Theosophy and
Christianity, which show an entire misconception of
the meaning of the word * Theosophy’ on the part
of the writers.

What is meant by the term ¢ Christianity ?’ Is
it the Roman Catholic, the Episcopal, the Baptist,
the Methodist, the Mormon Church, or any other of
the many denominations, each of which claims to be
in the possession of the only. true doctrine; is it
Christianity in its highest aspect, defined as ‘¢ The
doctrines and precepts taught by Jesus Christ.” 1f
50, then if we closely examine the matter, leaving
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aside the gquestion whether or not the biblical Jesus
ever existed, we will find that pure Christianity,
divested of all extraneous matter, is nothing else
but pure Theosophy. Remove all the ornaments (or
disfigurements, whichever you please), which in the
course of time have been hung around the shining
body or true Chritianity by the prejudices and
misconceptions of unenlightened writers and the
naked truth will stand forth, proving that the
real founder of Christianity, whatever his name
may have been, cannot have been anything else
but a being full of divine wisdom, or in other words
a real Theosophist.

Taken in this sense—and only in this sense can
it have any consistent meaning,—Thecsophy and
Christianity cannot be compared with each other,
because Theosophy is simply the complement or the
perfection of Christianity as well as of every other
religion. Take away from Christianity the element
of Divine wisdom, and there will be nothing left
but a formless mass of unauthenticated tales, mis-
urderstood allegories, myths copied from other and
more ancient systems, clerical dogmas and priestly
assumptions. ¢ Theosophy” is the divine light (at
least that is what we mean by the word), without
which no religious system can exist, and every reli-
gion is more or less permeated by its rays, which
can be seen in spite of all the ¢ theological” rub-
bish, wherewith ignorance has covered them in its
blind éffort to hide truth from the sight of the
unenlightened masses.

Theosophy in its highest aspect is Religion con-
firmed by Science, and Science confirmed by Religion.
The union of Religion and Science produces know-
ledge and knowledge establishes faith. The highest
development of the intellect leads to understanding
and Faith; but Faith does not belong to the plano
of mere intellect. Men of the highest intellect may
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have their faith confirmed by Reason ; but reasoning
from the material sphere alone does not necessarily
establish Faith. Faith belongs not to the mere
Intellect, it belongs to the spirit and can be obtained
to a certain extent by the ignorant as well as the
wise. Butin the case of the ignorant, their faith
is always liable to be overturned by the injudicious
use of their reason, while in the case of the true
Theosophist, faith is firmly built on the rock of
knowledge and understanding.

Truth is intuitively perceived by every healthy
and unperverted mind. ¢ Out of the mouth of babes
shall come wisdom,"” &c., and ** Blessed are the pure
ing eart, for they shall see God.” But as a child
hrows up, Dogmatism, Bigotry, and Sophistry step
in and lead the mind astray. They dress it up and
cut its wings and prevent its flight to the true source
of all being ; they blind-fold it and lead it from one
door of the lodge-room to another, and fortunate is
he, who in spite of all those * guides,” finally finds
his way to the light.

Those that are gifted with spiritual wisdom will
find their way; but those who desire to arrive at .
the truth by intellectual reasoning, have a long and
weary road to travel. If they wish to find out
which religious system is right and which is wrong,
they must not only study one religious system, but
they must study them all. They must study * com-
parative theology,” ( and in the end they will find
- that each of the various religious systems, has a
certain amount of truth, on which it is based, and
that this truth is one and the same in all systems,
and only differs in degree; while the different
superstructures which have been built upon this
eternal {ruth, and upon which they all rest, are all
more or less imperfect. These superstructures
reared by imperfect man are the ones about which
priests and bigots, materialists and ¢ theologians,”
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have been wrangling and fighting and burning and
killing each other for thousands of years. They
are the ornaments hang around the beautiful form
of the naked truth; but instead of adding to its
beauty, they often only desecrate its body and hide
its shiniog light under a more or less elaborately
manufactured cloak, and its worshippers become
idolators; because instead of beholding the truth,
they adore the dress in which they have put it
themselves.

To perceive the truth, or, in other words, to become
a Theosophist in fact and not only in name, is to
enter the right path iu the life and to progress
forward unimpeded by any inherited or artificially
acquired hauvkering after old superstitions ; it is to
meke persistent efforts, on the part of Man’s higher
nature, to arrange and organise into a system the
various delusions and superstitions (the nett product
of human ignorance) of the different races in such a
manner as to lessen or destroy their retarding and
otherwise baneful influence on mankind. Theosophy
attempts to rebuild the temple of the Spirit that has
been destroyed. 1t is not her object to dispute
about absurdities.

To restore Christianity as well as all other religions
to their original purity, to infuse Divine Wisdom
into the cold material forms of dead systems, or
perhaps better said, to guther what life is left in
all the various systems and to counstruct from that
oie all embracing universal system of love and
brotherhood, infused by wisdom and devoid of super-
stition to strive to get rid of the hallucinations
of the middle ages and to elevate man to the proper
8phere to which he belongs, is the object of Theo-
sophy, and those that properly understand the terms
will not only find the same not contradictory to their
highest religious sentiments but eminently expressive
of the same. To understand what Theosophy means
is to become a Theosophist,





