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Key concepts

Since the mind of every religionist of whatever faith, is firmly impressed with the su-
periority of his own creed, his mind is firmly closed to the truths of other beliefs. This
is the root-cause of sectarianism and intolerance.

Theosophists, instead of preaching they own religion, they implore everyone to first
study his own and remain in it, whatever it is — for Theosophy is not only compati-
ble with every religion, nay, being the pristine stream from the Mother-Source, it is
the informing life and creed of all religions — pure and convincing in its simplicity.

While modern science has no knowledge of an “Intelligent Being” or “Spirit,” the sci-
ence of metaphysics rejects entirely the possibility of the Infinite having any relation
whatsoever with the finite, whether conscious or otherwise.

CARL ONION

Series Editor
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Madame Blavatsky pinpoints the
root causes of sectarianism
and intolerance

An answer by Babu Raj Narain Bose.

First published in The Theosophist, Vol. IV, No. 11 (47), August 1883, pp. 274-75. Republished in Bla-
vatsky Collected Writings, (THE ESSENTIALS OF RELIGION) V pp. 95-100. Frontispiece: Mr. Lunt as Ham-
an, by Cmanflip.

I have read your able, wise, and discriminating remarks on my article in the Tattwabodhini Patrika,
the “Essential Religion,” in the June number of The Theosophist with the greatest attention. The
great liberality of tone which marks those strictures does you much credit. I am sorry, however,
that I cannot agree with you in all the opinions broached in your article. You have expressed your-
self, in the same, as hostile to religious proselytization and conversion. Every man, who has a re-
gard for the sanctity of truth must fed it his duty to propagate that which he considers to be true.?
This holds good in religion as in all other branches of knowledge. It would show disregard for truth
and would be a dereliction of duty if we do not propagate what we consider to be true and confine it
to ourselves. You are of opinion that religion does not require to be propagated, it is a mere matter
of emotion and human weal or woe does not depend upon it. Granting that it is a mere matter of
emotion, does not emotion influence human conduct and thereby human weals or woes? Religion
should therefore be propagated, but the propagation [96] should be made by means of argument
and gentle persuasion, not using the least compulsion. Do not you, Theosophists, propagate your
opinions which are of a semi-religious character and try to convert others to your views? Do you
not “impose your own personal views,” to use your own words, upon people who do not believe oc-
cultism to be true, and who disbelieve in the existence of spirit and a future world?? The opinion

' And since few of us have identical beliefs, and every religionist of whatever faith is
firmly impressed with the truth and superiority of his own creed, with no regard
whatsoever for the truths possibly contained in that of his brother — the result is
that sectarianism is kept ever alive, with no chance in it for mutual toleration —
least of all, feelings of Brotherhood. There are many atheists in our Society, as deeply
impressed with the correctness of their negations, as our esteemed correspondent is
with that of his affirmations. Would our atheists be welcome, or likely to be listened
to, in the Brahmo Mandirs? Then why claim for one what is refused to the other?
There never was a time yet, when a Brahmo preacher could not have had the chance
to discourse before the Theosophical Society, upon Theism, nor ever one when the
like courtesy has been given to Col. Olcott, or any other Theosophist speaker. For
years, we lived near the Prarthana Samaj in Bombay, but its platform was ever
closed for, and refused to us, even when asked for. — Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]|

% We can assure our correspondent that we do nothing of the kind. When challenged
to give out our views, we do so, adding every time that they are our own personal
views; and as such — since we do not believe ourselves infallible — are not to be tak-
en as final truths. Instead of preaching our own religion, we implore everyone to first
study his own and remain in it, whatever it is. Besides which, theosophy is compati-
ble with every religion, the world over. There were thaumaturgists in every creed, and
mysticism has as much room in idolatrous as in monotheistic systems. Theosophy is
the culmination and the practical demonstration of the truths underlying every

Page 4 of 12


http://www.philaletheians.co.uk/

that God is impersonal is, I understand, your personal opinion and not that of the general body of
Theosophists Do you not try to impose this personal conviction of yours on others although it has
little connection with Theosophy, or else why do you return to the subject again and again in the
columns of The Theosophist?1 Propagandism and conversion you cannot avoid, but it must no
doubt be made by gentle means. You say that religious propagandism carried in any way leads to
bloody wars and fiery persecutions, but do not differences of opinion in matters of politics and sci-
ence also lead sometimes to fiery persecution? There is need of tolerance in politics and science as
in religion. Among persecutions in the province of science may be mentioned that of Homeopaths
by Allopaths. What I meant to say in my article on “Essential Religion” [97] is that we should be
tolerant of all forms of religious faith, but at the same time propagate our own individual views by
means of argument and gentle persuasion. This certainly will not lead to bloody wars and fiery per-
secutions. If, after trying to convert others by such means, we fail, we should not be sorry. The
Sanskrit proverb is “if a man exerts and does not succeed, where is the blame?”

You say in one place in your article:

With the exception of those above-mentioned cases of the universally recognized code of mo-
rality, the furtherance or neglect of which has a direct bearing upon human weal or woe, we
have no right to be influencing our neighbours’ opinions upon purely transcendental and
unprovable questions, the speculations of our emotional nature.

Is religion a mere matter of emotion? You believe in the existence of an Eternal and All-pervading
Principle, and you certainly consider its existence as a scientific truth. But science extends a little
further. It includes the knowledge of that Principle as a Spirit, or in other words an Intelligent Be-
ing, and not only that but as a Perfect Spirit. I refer the reader to my views on this subject in my
little treatise The Science of Religion. I can adduce the same sort of proof for the existence of a Per-
fect Spirit as you can do for that of an Eternal Principle.3

You are of opinion that religion does not influence the moral conduct of mankind. A few individual
atheistic philosophers, such as Hume and Huxley, may not require belief in a God and future state
to influence their moral conduct, but the mass of mankind does. Consider, for instance, the fright-

creed. It requires but sincerity and a firm will in the application to the Essentials of
any of them — whether they be Theism or Advaitism or even Atheism. Theosophy is
simply the informing life of creed and of every religion and goes to prove their raison
d’étre, instead of their negation. — Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]|

! Denial of a personal god is no personal belief of ours, but that of all our Buddhist,
Advaiti, Jain and Freethinking members. We defend our position and welcome all
others to do the same. — Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]|

2 [Quoting from Blavatsky Collected Writings, (A FEW THOUGHTS ON SOME WISE WORDS
FROM A WISE MAN) IV p. 500; published under the title “Godless Buddhism is philo-
sophical agnosticism,” in our Living the Life Series, — ED. PHIL.]

* A “Perfect Spirit” is an abstraction, a non-being, and can have no gunas or attrib-

utes which alone make up the entity. Science has no “knowledge,” we beg leave to
state, of an “intelligent Being,” a “Spirit” — not modern science at any rate. And the
science of metaphysics rejects entirely the possibility of the Infinite having any con-
scious relation whatsoever with the finite. Moreover “Perfect Spirit” and “Eternal
Principle” are synonyms and identical, and if both our esteemed correspondent and
we are adducing proofs — one for the Existence (implying consciousness) and the
other — for the Presence (implying unconsciousness or absolute consciousness,
which is the same thing) it becomes a question between us to be decided by other
and unbiased persons as to which of us is right and which wrong. — Ed. [H.P. Bla-
vatsky]
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ful mischief done to Society by the prevalence of Atheism at the time of the French Revolution, and
which will no doubt be done by such prevalence among Nihilists, Socialists, (98] et hoc genus om-
ne,1 in future, if those revolutionary classes ever gain predominance.

You maintain that the doctrine of Karma has a greater influence on human conduct than the doc-
trine of propitiation of God by repentance, but is the effect of Karma eternal? You certainly would
not say so. You see then both of us agree in the opinion that punishment does not last for ever.
What objection then can there be to believing that repentance is expiation for sin?? Granting for the
sake of argument that God does not exist and depending only on nature, we see that when pain is
short-lived in the universe, some provision must have been made by beneficent nature for the expi-
ation of sin and the placing of man in a position in the future state leading to spiritual improve-
ment and progress. I do not believe in the usual cant® of the day of nature, “red with tooth and
claw.” Even if there were no God, there is clearly discernible a beneficent purpose running through
the whole system of nature.” [99]

I believe in the strong power of will, mesmerism and yoga powers as testified to by such authenti-
cated cases as Runjeet Sing’s Yogi and the Sunderban Yogi, and am an advocate of the cultivation
of ancient Sanskrit learning. I am not therefore unfriendly to Theosophy, but I have a word of
humble advice to offer to the disinterested leaders of the Theosophical movement, for whom I enter-
tain every feeling of respect. The more they keep Theosophy and Theology distinct from each other,
and the less they mix up their personal opinions on the subject of religion with their legitimate
province, Theosophy, the better. I think it would be better for the cause of Theosophy if they do not
discourse of their “godless Buddhism,” as they love to call it, before a nation so pre-eminently reli-
gious as the Hindus a nation of devoted lovers of Bhagavan or God, Advaitism so often appealed to
by yourself in questions of Theology being but Philosophy and not religion. There is a difference be-
tween philosophy and religion. Such discussion augurs ill for the ultimate success of Theosophy in

! [and all that sort of thing]

% It will be a sufficient answer to draw our friend’s attention to the revelation con-
tained in the statistical tables given in the article “Suggestive Comparisons” in The
Theosophist for June 1883, page 217. They show that so far from an “irreligious be-
lief,” i.e., free-thinking Agnosticism or Atheism being provocative of crime, the crimi-
nal offenses chargeable to this class were immeasurably less than those of the
rough-going Orthodox Christians and Theists. It appears that of crimes to the
100,000 of population, 2,500 were of Catholics, 1,400 of Church of England mem-
bers, 150 of Dissenters, and S of Infidels. And, to bring the thing nearer home, the
recent census of Bombay shows that while among 408,680 Hindus, idolaters and
pantheists, there were 18,950 criminals; there were 2,343 crimes committed among
the 34,724 Christians and theists or 6.74 per cent of the whole criminal offenses — a
much greater percentage than is shown by the class of pantheists and idolaters. —
Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]|

* None whatever. But where is the necessity? — Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]

4 [Singing in a whining way, from the Latin cantare, to sing. Cant was at first a beg-
gar’s whine, hence hypocritical and sanctimonious talk, typically of a moral, reli-
gious, or political nature. Cf. W.W. Skeat’s Etymological Dictionary of English, 1835-
1912. — ED. PHIL.]

> A pleasant expression, but highly optimistic. It is equivalent to affirming that alt-
hough the moral law in nature may be offended, yet punishment is not logically inev-
itable. Penitence may take the place of expiation, and prayer restore the equilibrium
of nature. The repentant culprit may go scot-free, but the victim or victims of his
crime suffer its consequence without recompense! — Ed. [H.P. Blavatsky]|
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this country. I am at a loss to understand why the leaders of the Theosophical movement preach
Agnosticism and express deep sympathy with Atheism and, in the same breath, deprecate the
prevalence of atheism, scepticism, and materialism in this country. This appears quite mysterious
to my humble self. I am perfectly disposed to tolerate Atheism, that is, abstain from persecuting
Atheists in any shape whatever, since every man has a right to his own opinions, but there is a dif-
ference between toleration of Atheism and deep sympathy with it.

DEOGARH, E.I. Ry.,
14t June 1883
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Editorial Note by H.P. Blavatsky.

Religion does not imply belief in a personal God, or any kind of
God in it. The noun religion was first coined by Cicero from the
Latin verb relegere, to “bind” or collect together. Thus whether
people pursue a common idea with or without a deity presiding
over it, if they are bound together by the same belief, that creed
is their “religion.”’

While Theosophy blesses the world, Theology is its curse. Theolo-
gy without the vital warmth of Theosophy is a corpse without life.

Buddhism and Advaitism are as much religions as any theistic system. A “religion”
does not necessarily imply the doctrine of a personal God or any kind of God in it.
Religion, as every dictionary can show, comes from the Latin word relegere, to “bind”
or collect together. Thus whether people pursue a common idea with, or without, a
deity in it, if they are bound together by the same and one belief in something, that
belief is a religion. Theology without the vital warmth of Theosophy is a corpse with-
out life, a dry stick without sap. Theosophy blesses the world; Theology is its curse.
Our whole endeavour is to test Theology by the theosophical experimentum crucis.”
The affliction of India is, that it lost [100] theosophy when the persecuted adepts had
to fly beyond the mountains.

! [The noun religion was first coined by Cicero from relegere “go through again” (in
reading or in thought), from re- “again” + legere “read.” However, popular etymology
among the later ancients (Servius, Lactantius, Augustine), and the interpretation of
many modern writers, connects religion with religare “to bind fast”, via the notion of
“place an obligation on” or “a bond between humans and gods” In English, the mean-
ing of a “particular system of faith in the worship of a divine being or beings” is by
c. 1300. The sense of “recognition of and allegiance in manner of life (perceived as
justly due) to a higher, unseen power or powers” is from 1530s.

— Cf. https://www.etymonline.com /word /religion]

2 [An experiment capable of determining whether or not a particular hypothesis is
superior to all other hypotheses, widely accepted.]
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And true religious living can never be again prevalent until their help is invoked to il-
lumine the Sastras.® Our Brother has had many years’ experience of the hopeless-
ness of converting India to even the benign form of theism which his Adi Brahmo
Samaj teaches. The saintly characters of Ram Mohun Roy, Debendra Nath Tagore,
and a few others of his colleagues, have not won the Hindus from their exoteric wor-
ship — we think, because neither of them has had the Yogi power to prove practically
the fact of there being a spiritual side to nature.

No religion can stand close analysis, unless founded on the tenets
of Eastern Philosophy and Science, and the mathematical laws
that govern Nature and rule Man.

Search not for God upwards on in “heaven.” Begin looking in-
wards, with a pure heart and unselfish mind, and you’ll soon find
all that you ever sought.

If we hold so strongly to esoteric Buddhism and Advaitism, it is exactly because no
religion can stand, save on the foundation of philosophy and science. No religion can
prove by practical, scientific demonstration that there is such a thing as one personal
God; while the esoteric philosophy, or rather theosophy of Gautama Buddha and
Sankaracharya prove and give means to every man to ascertain the undeniable pres-
ence of a living God in man himself — whether one believes in or calls his divine in-
dweller Avalokitesvara, Buddha, Brahma, Krishna, Jehovah, Bhagawan, Ahura-
Mazda, Christ, or by whatever name — there is no such God outside of himself. The
former — the one ideal outsider — can never be demonstrated — the latter, under
whatever appellation, may always be found present if a man does not extinguish
within himself the capacity to perceive this Divine presence, and hear the “voice” of
that only manifested deity, the murmurings of the Eternal Véch, called by the North-
ern and Chinese Buddhist Avalokitesvara and Kwan-Shai-yin, and by the Christians
— Logos.

YRR LS TN W VNEETRAN

! [The Sastras are the repository of the opinions of fallible men.

Cf. “The Sastras can be regarded identical with the Vedas as little as the many
hundred of conflicting commentaries upon the Gospels by the so-called Chris-
tian Fathers are identical with the Christianity of Christ. The Sdstras are the
repository of the many individual opinions of fallible men. And the fact alone
that they do conflict in their endless and various interpretations with each oth-
er, prove that they must also conflict with the subject they comment upon.
Hence, that they are distinct from, and not in the least identical with, the Ve-
das.”

From Blavatsky Collected Writings, (VISISHTADVAITA PHILOSOPHY) IV p. 426. Full text
under the title “Blavatsky on the Visishtadvaita Philosophy,” in our Blavatsky Speaks
Series. — ED. PHIL.]
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Suggested reading for students.
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She being dead, yet speaketh.

BLAVATSKY ABOUT TO UNVEIL ISIS

BLAVATSKY AGAINST ECCLESIASTICAL CHRISTIANITY

BLAVATSKY AGAINST SPIRITUALISM

BLAVATSKY CUTS DOWN TO SIZE A CARPING CRITIC OF HETERODOXY
BLAVATSKY CUTS DOWN TO SIZE A SHAM ADEPT AND VULGAR BULLY
BLAVATSKY DEFENDS ISIS UNVEILED

BLAVATSKY ENLIGHTENS THE SCEPTICS OF HER MOTHERLAND
BLAVATSKY EXPELS A FRIEND OF COMMUNISTS

BLAVATSKY HATED BALLS

BLAVATSKY ON A CASE OF OBSESSION

BLAVATSKY ON A CHRISTIAN MINISTER WHO WAS LOST IN GOD
BLAVATSKY ON A HEAVY CURSE

BLAVATSKY ON AN INTRO- AND RETROSPECTIVE DREAM
BLAVATSKY ON ANIMAL SOULS

BLAVATSKY ON BULGARIAN SUN WORSHIP

BLAVATSKY ON CHRISTMAS AND THE CHRISTMAS TREE
BLAVATSKY ON ELEMENTALS AND ELEMENTARIES

BLAVATSKY ON FOETICIDE BEING A CRIME AGAINST NATURE
BLAVATSKY ON HINDU WIDOW-BURNING

BLAVATSKY ON JESUITRY IN MASONRY

BLAVATSKY ON MARRIAGE, DIVORCE, AND CELIBACY
BLAVATSKY ON NEBO OF BIRS-NIMRUD

BLAVATSKY ON OCCULT ALPHABETS AND NUMERALS

BLAVATSKY ON OCCULT VIBRATIONS

BLAVATSKY ON OLD AGE

BLAVATSKY ON OLD DOCTRINES VINDICATED BY NEW PROPHETS

BLAVATSKY ON PLATO’S TIMAEUS
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BLAVATSKY ON PROGRESS AND CULTURE

BLAVATSKY ON RELIGIOUS DEFORMITIES

BLAVATSKY ON RITUALISM IN CHURCH AND MASONRY
BLAVATSKY ON SHAMBHALA, THE HAPPY LAND

BLAVATSKY ON SPINOZA AND WESTERN PHILOSOPHERS
BLAVATSKY ON SUNDAY DEVOTION TO PLEASURE

BLAVATSKY ON TEACHINGS OF ELIPHAS LEVI

BLAVATSKY ON THE BOOGEYMEN OF SCIENCE

BLAVATSKY ON THE BOOK OF ENOCH

BLAVATSKY ON THE DOOMED DESTINY OF THE ROMANOVS
BLAVATSKY ON THE ELUCIDATION OF LONG-STANDING ENIGMAS
BLAVATSKY ON THE HARMONICS OF SMELL

BLAVATSKY ON THE HIDDEN ESOTERICISM OF THE BIBLE
BLAVATSKY ON THE HISTORY AND TRIBULATIONS OF THE ZOHAR
BLAVATSKY ON THE INTROVERSION OF MENTAL VISION
BLAVATSKY ON THE KEY TO SPIRITUAL PROGRESS

BLAVATSKY ON THE KNIGHTED OXFORD SANSKRITIST WHO COULD
SPEAK NO SANSKRIT

BLAVATSKY ON THE LETTERS OF LAVATER

BLAVATSKY ON THE LUMINOUS CIRCLE

BLAVATSKY ON THE MODERN NEGATORS OF ANCIENT SCIENCE
BLAVATSKY ON THE MONSOON

BLAVATSKY ON THE NEW YEAR AND FALSE NOSES
BLAVATSKY ON THE NEW YEAR’S MORROW

BLAVATSKY ON THE QABBALAH BY ISAAC MYER
BLAVATSKY ON THE QUENCHLESS LAMPS OF ALCHEMY
BLAVATSKY ON THE RATIONALE OF FASTS

BLAVATSKY ON THE ROOTS OF ZOROASTRIANISM
BLAVATSKY ON THE SECRET DOCTRINE

BLAVATSKY ON THE SIR ORACLES OF ORIENTAL RELIGIONS
BLAVATSKY ON THE TEACHINGS OF ELIPHAS LEVI
BLAVATSKY ON THE VISISHTADVAITA PHILOSOPHY
BLAVATSKY ON THEOSOPHY AND ASCETICISM

BLAVATSKY ON WHETHER THE RISHIS EXIST TODAY
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BLAVATSKY REBUKES A SHAM THEOSOPHIST AND BIGOTED ASS
BLAVATSKY REBUTS UNSPIRITUAL CONCEPTIONS ABOUT GOD
BLAVATSKY'S LAST WORDS

BLAVATSKY'S OPEN LETTER TO HER CORRESPONDENTS

GEMS FROM THE EAST

INDUCTIVE REASONING LEADS TO FAKE DEDUCTIONS

MADAME BLAVATSKY ENLIGHTENS THE SCEPTICS OF HER MOTHERLAND
MADAME BLAVATSKY ON THE PHILOSOPHICAL MIND OF THE CHINESE
OBITUARY TO MIKHAIL NIKIFOROVICH KATKOV

OBITUARY TO PUNDIT DAYANAND SARASWATI

OPEN LETTER TO THE AMERICAN SECTION OF THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY
OPEN LETTER TO THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY

OPEN LETTERS TO THE AMERICAN CONVENTION

PAGES FROM ISIS UNVEILED

PAGES FROM THE CAVES AND JUNGLES OF HINDOSTAN

PAGES FROM THE SECRET DOCTRINE 1 - ABRIDGED

PAGES FROM THE SECRET DOCTRINE 2 - FULL TEXT

PANTHEISTIC THEOSOPHY IS IRRECONCILABLE WITH ROMAN CATHOLICISM
ROSICRUCIANISM WAS AN OFFSHOOT OF ORIENTAL OCCULTISM
ROSICRUCIANS EMERGED AS AN ANTIDOTE TO THE MATERIAL SIDE OF ALCHEMY
THE HERMETIC FIRE OF THE MIND IS THE KEY TO THE OCCULT SCIENCES
THE REAL MEANING OF THE FIRST LINE OF GENESIS

THE SECRET DOCTRINE (1888) VOL. 1 OF 2 ON COSMOGENESIS

THE SECRET DOCTRINE (1888) VOL. 2 OF 2 ON ANTHROPOGENESIS
THOTH IS THE EQUIVALENT OF HERMES AND MOSES

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON CRITICISM AND AUTHORITIES

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON THE EIGHTH WONDER

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON THE MORNING STAR

WE ARE MORE OFTEN VICTIMS OF WORDS RATHER THAN OF FACTS

WITHOUT THE REVIVAL OF ARYAN PHILOSOPHY, THE WEST WILL FALL TO
EVEN GROSSER MATERIALISM
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Deity is Life and Law, and vice versa.'
e ADORATION OF MALE GODS LED TO PHALLICISM
— in our Black versus White Magic Series.

e BLAVATSKY REBUTS UNSPIRITUAL CONCEPTIONS ABOUT GOD

e THE CATHOLIC CHURCH IS FAR MORE DREADED BY THE DEVIL THAN BY GOD HIM-
SELF

— in our Blavatsky Speaks Series.
e GODLESS BUDDHISM IS PHILOSOPHICAL AGNOSTICISM
e LET YOUR DAILY LIFE BE YOUR TEMPLE AND GOD
e OUR GOD IS HUMANITY AND OUR CULT, THE LOVE OF OUR FELLOW-MAN
e THE KINGDOM OF GOD IS WITHIN YOU BY TOLSTOY
— in our Living the Life Series.
e SYMBOLISM OF THE CIRCLE DANCE OF THE PLANETS AROUND THE SUN-GOD
— in our Planetary Rounds and Globes Series.
e PROPOSITION 1 - GOD DWELLS IN THE HEART
— in our Secret Doctrine’s First Proposition Series.
e A MASTER OF WISDOM ON GOD
— in The Masters Speak Series.
e ALETHEIA IS OUR GOD AND DOGMA

— in our Theosophy and Theosophists Series.

1

Students may consult with profit the metaphysical concepts, study notes, and learning aids set out in our Se-
cret Doctrine’s First, Second, and Third Proposition Series. Also, C.A. Bartzokas (Comp. & Ed.). Compassion:
The Spirit of Truth, Gwernymynydd: Philaletheians UK, 2005; v. 100-2023. This is our first Major Work.
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