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Victims of Words 

First published in: The Theosophist, Vol. V, No. 5 (53), February 1884, p. 117. 
Republished in: Blavatsky Collected Writings, (VICTIMS OF WORDS) VI pp. 141-43. 

HE saying has become trite that we are oftener victims of words than of facts. 
The Theosophical Society has been credited with atheism and materialism, 
because the philosophical system, to which the Founders of the Society and 

many of their fellow-students owe allegiance, refuses to recognize what is popularly 
called a “Personal God.” We have maintained and shall continue to maintain until 
our dying day that a being possessing the range of associations, or to speak more 
learnedly, the connotations of the word “God” does not exist anywhere in the Uni-
verse or beyond it — if a beyond were possible. This is the negative side of our 
knowledge. The positive side of it may be formulated in the words of the Upanishad: 

“That from which all forms of existence emanate, in which they endure and into 
which they return and enter, is Brahma.” 

This Brahma when viewed as the fons et origo of the Substance of the Universe is, as 
has been repeatedly said in these columns, Mulaprakriti — a term which, in the pov-
erty of English metaphysical vocabulary, has been translated as “undifferentiated 
cosmic matter.” It has also been said that the differentiation of Mulaprakriti produces 
infinite forms of being. The utter absence of God-Idea from our philosophical creeds 
with which we are charged, is due entirely to the misconception of the single word 
“differentiation.” It is this which has given rise to a perfect deluge of controversy. 
“Brahma” — our opponents argue, — “the Mulaprakriti, is made to undergo a differ-
entiation, like matter, of which we have a physical conception, to form the visible 
universe. Therefore, Brahma is subject to change and exists only in a state of latency 
during the period of Cosmic activity. Therefore their (our) philosophy is merely the 
gospel of the apotheosis of dead brute matter and they are refined materialists.” But 
would our critics remember that Mulaprakriti or Brahma is absolutely subjective, 
and, therefore, the word “differentiation” is to be transferred to the purely subjective, 
or as it is more commonly called, spiritual, plane before its significance can be 
properly comprehended. It must not for a single moment be supposed that Mulapra-
kriti or Brahma (Parabrahm) can ever undergo change of substance (Parinama). It is 
the Absolute Wisdom, the Only Reality, the Eternal Deity — to dissociate the word 
from its vulgar surroundings. What is meant by the differentiation of Mulaprakriti is 
that the primordial essence of all forms of existence (Asat) is radiated by it, and when 
radiated by it becomes the centre of energy from which by gradual and systematic 
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