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PRE-VEDIC BUDDHISM LIES AT THE HEART OF ALL MAJOR RELIGIONS
ABSTRACT AND TRAIN OF THOUGHTS

Abstract and train of thoughts

Judaism, Gnosticism, Christianity, Christian Masonry, secret communities, and certain
short-lived sects, have all been erected upon identical cosmical myths, symbols, and
allegories which, over time, became pervaded by perplexing incongruities, polluted with
impurities, and vitiated by error and fraud.

The Bible is the latest receptacle of this scheme of disfigured allegories which have been
erected into an edifice of superstition. Allegory metamorphosed becomes sacred history,
and Pagan myth is taught to the people as a revealed narrative of God’s intercourse with
his chosen people.

The mystery of number Seven is shrouded in the Brahmanical traditions and the
Chaldeeo-Judaic Kabbalah.

The sacredness of numbers begins with the great First — the ONE, and ends only with the
nought or zero — symbol of the infinite and boundless circle which represents the
universe.

Number Seven is the most sacred of all.

Have the seven prismatic colours of the rainbow, seen by Noah, no other meaning than
that of a covenant between God and man to refresh the memory of the former?

Impenetrable are the secrets of Rig-Veda without the help of the
Brahmanas.

Vach, the sacred word or speech, is personified in Sarasvati, the consort of Brahma, who
is the goddess of the sacred or “Secret Knowledge.”

It is impossible to study with profit the Brahmanical and Buddhistic sacred books
without having a perfect comprehension of the esoteric meaning of the Pythagorean
numerals.

Number Eight is the first cube, squared in all senses, as a die, proceeding from its base
two, an even number; so is man four-square or perfect.

The chief problems of every theology lie concealed beneath an imagery of
fire and the varying rhythm of its flames.

Every sin becomes incarnated and, like an avenging fiend, persecutes its perpetrator. For
every sound awakens a corresponding one in the invisible world of spirit, and the
repercussion produces either a good or bad effect.

The Vedas, established long before the great wave of emigration from Asia all over the
Occident, proclaim their parentage of every philosophy and every religious institution
developed later among Semitic peoples.
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The numerals most frequently occurring in Sanskrit chants, those sublime hymns to
Creation, to the unity of God, and to the countless manifestations of His power, are
One, Three, and Seven.

A hymn to Him who represents all the Gods.

Our object is to show the existence of a religious system in India for many thousands of
years before the exoteric fables of the Garden of Eden and the Deluge had been invented,
hence the underlying identity of doctrines.

Reunion is a flight of the alone to the Alone.

The Hindu gods are masks without an actor, names without being — not beings without
names.

Without esoteric interpretation, the Old Testament becomes an absurd jumble of
meaningless tales — nay, worse than that, it must rank high among immoral books.

Philology is not philosophy.

What the world-renowned and subtile intellect of the ancient Hindu sages failed to
understand, no modern scientist, however learned, can hope to fathom.

Unlike its critics, the Atharva-Veda is neither childish nor foolish.

The word veda is synonymous with the Greek 6gooefeia, which Plato uses when speaking
of the wise. To banish the Brahmanas is to fling away the key that unlocks the door of the
Rig-Veda.

Are Max Miiller’s “Whoish” hymns of the Rig-Veda less reverential than the
“I-amish” psalms?

Why the contemptible disdain of a conclave of European and especially German savants
for Hindu scholars?

Let us still hope that we may find at last, even though it be in the dim future, a
European philosopher to sift the sacred books of the wisdom-religion, and not be
contradicted by every other of his class.

Let us now consult the Pythagoreans and the Kabbalists to learn the
potentiality of number Seven.

The Pythagorean Tetractys was the square placed below the triangle; the latter, or the
Trinity, embodying the invisible Monad or Unity, was deemed too sacred to be pronounced
except within the walls of a sanctuary.

The Jews borrowed their Sabbath from the ancients, who called it Saturn’s day and
deemed it unlucky, and not the latter from the Israelites when christianized. The people of
India, Arabia, Syria, and Egypt observed weeks of seven days; and the Romans learned
the hebdomadal method from these foreign countries when they became subject to the
Empire.

Number Seven will now be examined kabbalistically, from the standpoint of
the Judaico-Christian Sabbath.

With every new quarter, the moon brings changes in the atmosphere, hence certain
changes are also produced throughout the whole of our universe, of which the
meteorological ones are the most insignificant. On this day of the seventh and most
powerful of the prismatic days, the adepts of the “Secret Science” meet as they met
thousands of years ago, to become the agents of the occult powers of nature.

Sheer religious tyranny was the Christian Sabbath introduced by Protestants.

There was no need of the observance of Sabbaths before Moses, neither now is there any
need of them after Jesus Christ.
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Who are these Elohim but the euhemerized powers of nature, the faithful
manifested servants, the Laws of Him who is immutable law and harmony
Himself?

Matter is defied Spirit and the subordinate of Spirit. The allegorical curse under which it
labours is that it only procreates, it does not create.

The curse will last until every single particle of matter on earth shall have outlived its
days and, by gradual transformation, re-integrates into the One Living Soul.

The “days” of Genesis are the same as the “days” of Brahma, i.e., periods of cosmic
activity where worlds are being evolved, passing through four ages of existence.

Properly speaking, the story of the formation of our earth, or “creation,” as it is very
improperly called, begins with the rescue of Noah from the deluge.

How the Progenitors of the human race, the “Mind-born Sons” of Brahma,
were degraded from their exalted positions of gods into mere patriarchs.

Noah is pure spirit, floating on the waters in his ark, and becoming intoxicated with the
fumes of earthly life as soon as it is finally imprisoned in matter.

The Hindu accounts of the “deluge” maintain that a partial cataclysm occurs at the close
of every “age” of the world, which does not destroy the latter, but only changes its
general appearance.

New races of men and animals and a new flora evolve from the dissolution of the
precedent ones.

The allegories of the “fall of man” and the “deluge,” are the two most important features
of the Pentateuch.

The very absence of all mention of the deluge from the oldest books of the Hindus
suggests that the Vedas would never have failed to contain a few hymns on the terrible
disaster which, of all other natural manifestations, must have struck the imagination of
the people who witnessed it.

The fullest account of the deluge is found in the Mahabharata of Veda-Vyasa, a poem in
honour of the astrological allegories on the wars between the Solar and the Lunar races.

The Mahabharata by far antedates the age of Cyrus, a Zoroastrian. Astronomical
calculations show that it is at least 20,000 years old.

There are no proofs of the twelve tribes of Israel having ever existed; that of Levi was a
priestly caste and all the others imaginary. Herodotus, who was in Assyria when Ezra
flourished, never mentions the Israelites at all.

The story of the conquering army of Alexander penetrating into Northern India, itself
becomes more doubted every day. No Hindu national record, not the slightest historical
memento, throughout the length and breadth of India offers the slightest trace of such an
invasion.

More biblical incongruities, crude impurities, and profane fables.

Heathen fables are far less preposterous and blasphemous than those imposed upon
Christians, ever since the Church accepted the Old Testament, and the Roman Catholic
Church opened its register of thaumaturgical saints.

The Christian clergy, instead of allowing the interpretation to those who have the key to
these seeming incongruities, they have assumed to themselves the office and right to
interpret these in their own way. They have thus deprived the Hebrew clergy of the
means to interpret their scriptures as their fathers did.

It is well known that the Masoretes while transcribing the oldest manuscripts put
themselves to task to take out, except in a few places which they have probably
overlooked, all the immodest words and put in places sentences of their own, often
changing completely the sense of the verse.
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Myths are now proved to be fables, just in proportion as we misunderstand
them; truths, in proportion as they were once understood. Our ignorance
has made a myth of history; and this ignorance is a Hellenic inheritance, the
result of Hellenic vanity.

The Mosaic Laws are copies from the code of the Brahmanic Manu.

Max Miller cannot make up his mind about the condition of nirvana. What is certain is
that nirvana is an impersonal but actionless state, and a refuge from rebirth.

Leaving the profane horde of unrecognized scholars, those who yet wait their turn to be
chosen for public worship as idols symbolical of scientific leadership, where can we find,
among the sanctioned authorities of the day, two that agree as to the age of Zoroaster?

Speculations about the migration of the Vedic and Zendic Aryans.
Many learned Brahmans found traces of the existence of the Vedas as early as 2100 B.C.
At the time of Apollonius, Aryan India did not extend beyond the Punjab.

Out of the sacred writings of all nations, that sprung from the primitive
stock of mankind, Christianity picked out for its guidance the records and
scriptures of a people perhaps the least spiritual of the human family. A
strange and most unfortunate choice!

For the Christianesque Orientalists the biblical Noachian ark has been a Procrustean bed
to which they had to make everything fit.

Egypt owes her civilization, commonwealth, and arts, especially the art of
building, to pre-Vedic India.

She was a colony of dark-skinned Aryans, those whom Homer and Herodotus term the
eastern Athiopians, i.e., the inhabitants of Southern India, who brought to her their
ready-made civilization.

Ethnology would have been the gainer if the three sons of Noah had been washed
overboard and drowned before the ark reached land!

Edward Pococke belongs to that class of Orientalists who believe that
Buddhism preceded Brahmanism and was the religion of the earliest Vedas,
Gautama having been but the restorer of it in its purest form, which after
him degenerated again into dogmatism.

Homer’s Iliad, and much of his account of the Trojan war, is plagiarized from the
Ramayana.

The Athiopians were originally an Indian race, compelled to emigrate from the mother-
land for sacrilege and regicide. Hence the consanguinity between the Athiopians and the
Aryan, dark-skinned races, and between the latter and the Egyptians. The earliest form of
Egyptian religious worship and government, theocratic and sacerdotal, habits and
customs, they all indicate an Indian origin.

Of all the dialects and tongues alleged to be Semitic, the Athiopian alone is written from
left to right, like the Sanskrit and that of the Indo-Aryan people.

Light to the legend of the two Indian dynasties, the Kings of the Sun and the
Kings of the Moon.

Edward Pococke, in his most ingenious work, advocates and endeavours to establish the
identity of the Egyptian, Greek, and Indian mythologies.

History and Science remain as much as ever in the dark as to the origin of the Jews. They
are a hybrid race, for the Bible shows them freely intermarrying, not only with the
Canaanites, but with every other nation or race they come in contact with.

King David is the Israelitish King Arthur.

The stories of Samuel and David and Solomon are mythical.
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There are two parallel streams in the religious worship of the Israelites: one belonging to
the state religion and adopted to fit political exigencies; the other, pure idolatry resulting
from ignorance of the esoteric doctrine preached by Moses.

Hezekiah was the expected Messiah of the exoteric state-religion. But he tore violently
away the people of Israel from the religion of their fathers, and the secret rites instituted
by Moses.

There is no real history in the Old Testament, and the little historical
information one can glean is only found in the indiscreet revelations of the
prophets.

George Smith on Sargon I, the Babylonian monarch.
Every action, once performed, has a tendency to be repeated.
Noah, like all the euhemerized manifestations of the Unrevealed One, was androgyne.

The primordial “moisture” is the sea, an infernal goddess. In the world of stars and
planets she is known as Ishtar or Astoreth. She is identical with Venus and every other
Queen of Heaven, with Eve, the mother of all that live, and with Mary.

The Ark, in which are preserved the germs of all living things necessary to repeople the
earth, represents the survival of life and the supremacy of spirit over matter, through the
conflict of the two opposing powers of nature.

To the eyes of the hypocrite and puritan, certain old Pagan symbols appear scandalously
immoral, thus perverting the purity of ancient thought.

Woman stands in cosmogony in relation to primordial matter, or the great deep as the
“Virgin of the Sea,” who crushes the “Dragon” under her foot.

The multifaceted meanings of treading upon the “serpent” and crushing its
head explained.

The biblical allegory of Cain and Abel is embodied in the philosophical conception of the
eternal struggle of good and evil.

Deeper insights about Noah and his Ark.
Noah is Logos. The animals shut up in his ark are the human passions.

Shiva is the destroyer, but he is also the regenerator. Cain is a murderer, but he is also
the creator of nations, and an inventor.

Twelve great gods preside over the twelve months of the year and the
twelve signs of the zodiac.

Adam is the prototype of Noah. Adam falls because he eats of the forbidden fruit of
celestial knowledge; Noah, because he tastes of the terrestrial fruit: the juice of the grape
representing the abuse of knowledge in an unbalanced mind.

Anak is Enoch, the patriarch, who “dies not,” and who is the first possessor of the “mirific
name.”

The biblical patriarchs are mirrored backwards in the vedic patriarchs, who are the
primitive types upon which all the others were modelled. But before comparison is
possible, the Hindu myths must be comprehended in their true significance.

We do not see why the clergy, especially the Catholic, should object to our statement
that the patriarchs are all signs of the zodiac, and of the old gods of the “heathen” as
well.

The Jewish Adonai and the Hindu Ardhanari are one the same, symbols of
Humanity’s hermaphrodite Third Race.

Enoch is the type of dual man, spiritual and terrestrial. He and Michael are one and the
same. He “walked with God” and “did not die” for he is eternal in spirit and eternal in
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flesh, though the latter undergoes endless death and rebirth. His place is the centre of the
astronomical cross.

There is one God for all, not for a handful of Christians.

The gross materialism of the Pentateuch exceeds any theistical conception in Pagan
literature.

Who were those who dared to reject the dogma that Jesus was the son of God?
Nearly all the prophecies about Christ are credited to patriarchs and prophets.

Only the Zodiac, when interpreted esoterically, will shed light on the relation of its signs
to the progenitors of the human race.

The key to unlocking the relationship between the biblical patriarchs and
the mind-baffling Wheel of Ezekiel lies in the Hindu Cosmogony.

Two mystical signs were inserted into the Zodiac as blinds, to conceal the true names
which gave the key to the whole secret of creation.

According to the esoteric doctrine of the Wisdom-Religion, Scorpio is the patriarch that
degraded the whole universe by leading the cosmic evolution downward and outward,
from the subjective realms of being to the objective, physical existence.

The sign of Libra was invented by the Greeks.

The scales stand for equilibrium which is necessary in a universe of harmony, of exact
justice, of the balance of centripetal and centrifugal forces, darkness and light, spirit and
matter.

Though the Book of Genesis belongs to an immense antiquity, it is of a much later date
than the invention of Libra.

Oannes is the emblem of priestly, esoteric wisdom; he comes out from the sea, because
the “great deep,” the water, typifies the Secret Doctrine.

Water represents the duality of both Macrocosmos and Microcosmos vivified by Spirit —
which Spirit (Nous), by agitating the mighty mass, unfolds and evolves our beautiful little
world from the Universal Cosmos.

The ten biblical patriarchs are identical with the Hindu Prajapatis, and the Sephiroth of the
Kabbalah.

By converting one name into another, the Masorah has helped to falsify the little that was
left original in the primitive Scriptures.

It is no accident that in the Sethite table Enoch comes second from Adam, and is father
to Cain. This inversion of paternity is intended to create confusion and baffling inquiry.

The Wheel of Ezekiel explained exoterically and esoterically.

Let us then write down the patriarchs as they ought to stand in their relation to the
Zodiac, and see how they correspond with the signs.

Libra is identical with Enoch and Hermes.

When woman issues from the left rib of the second Adam of dust, the pure Virgo is
separated and, falling “into generation” or the downward cycle, becomes Scorpio, emblem
of sin and matter.

Aries is the Adam of dust.

The names of the patriarchs were not originally Hebrew, though they may have been
Hebraized later on; they are evidently of Assyrian or Aryan origin.

Cain presides over the Taurus.

Abel is the female counterpart of Cain, for they are twins and probably androgynous; the
latter answering to Wisdom; the former, to Intelligence.
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The antediluvian dynasties of the Prajapatis reigned for 4,320,000 human years.

Each of the twelve “hours” of Nychthemeron typifies the evolution of a new
man, and in its turn is divided into four quarters or ages.

The book of Genesis and the other books of Moses were tampered with and remodelled by
more than one author. In their original state they were faithful copies from the Hindu
sacred books.

In each of the four yugas-ages of the world, which proceed in succession during the
manvantaric cycle, human life loses one-fourth of its lifespan.

Like the stars, the shape of the archetypal man was spheroid for, being a pure spiritual
entity, he had no use for limbs.

The real Hebrew Bible is a secret volume, unknown to the masses.

Four arguments against the exoteric Bible.

83
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From H.P. Blavatsky, Isis Unveiled, Vol. II, ch. 9: THE VEDAS AND THE BIBLE, pp. 405-72. Edited and ty-
pographically enhanced by Philaletheians UK.

All things are governed in the bosom of this triad.

— JOANNES LYDUS, De mensibus, 20

Thrice let the heaven be turned on its perpetual axis.

— OVID, Fasti, iv, 179

And Balaam said unto Balak, build me here seven altars, and
prepare me here seven oxen and seven rams.

— Numbers xxiii, 1, 2

In seven days all creatures who have offended me shall be de-
stroyed by a deluge, but thou shalt be secured in a vessel mi-
raculously formed; take, therefore . . . and with seven holy men,
your respective wives, and pairs of all animals, enter the ark

without fear; then shalt thou know God face to face, and all thy
questions shall be answered.

— Bhagavata-Purdna, Slokas 32-38, adhyaya 24, skandha VIII

And the Lord said, I will destroy man . . . from the face of the
earth . . . But with thee will I establish my covenant . . . Come
thou and all thy house into the ark. . . . For yet seven days, and
I will cause it to rain upon the earth.

— Genesis vi, 7, 18; vii, 1

The Tetractys was not only principally honoured because all
symphonies are found to exist within it, but also because it ap-
pears to contain the nature of all things.

— THEON OF SMYRNA, Mathematics, etc., p. 147

Judaism, Gnosticism, Christianity, Christian Masonry, secret
communities, and certain short-lived sects, have all been erected
upon identical cosmical myths, symbols, and allegories which,
over time, became pervaded by perplexing incongruities, polluted
with impurities, and vitiated by error and fraud.

Our task will have been ill-performed if the preceding chapters have not demonstrat-
ed that Judaism, earlier and later Gnosticism, Christianity, and even Christian Ma-
sonry, have all been erected upon identical cosmical myths, symbols, and allegories,
whose full comprehension is possible only to those who have inherited the key from
their inventors.

In the following pages we will endeavour to show how much these have been misin-
terpreted by the widely-different, yet intimately-related systems enumerated above,
in fitting them to their individual needs. Thus not only will a benefit be conferred up-
on the student, but a long-deferred, and now much-needed act of justice will be done
to those earlier generations whose genius has laid the whole human race under obli-
gation. Let us begin by once more comparing the myths of the Bible with those of the
sacred books of other nations, to see which is the original, which copies.
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The Bible is the latest receptacle of this scheme of disfigured al-
legories which have been erected into an edifice of superstition.
Allegory metamorphosed becomes sacred history, and Pagan
myth is taught to the people as a revealed narrative of God’s in-
tercourse with his chosen people.

There are but two methods which, correctly explained, can help us to this result.
They are — the Vedic-Brahmanical literature and the Jewish Kabbalah. The former
has, in a most philosophical spirit, conceived these grandiose myths; the latter bor-
rowing them from the Chaldeeans and Persians, shaped them into a history of the
Jewish nation, in which their spirit of philosophy was buried beyond the recognition
of all but [406] the elect, and under a far more absurd form than the Aryan had given
them. The Bible of the Christian Church is the latest receptacle of this scheme of dis-
figured allegories which have been erected into an edifice of superstition, such as
never entered into the conceptions of those from whom the Church obtained her
knowledge. The abstract fictions of antiquity, which for ages had filled the popular
fancy with but flickering shadows and uncertain images, have in Christianity as-
sumed the shapes of real personages, and become accomplished facts. Allegory, met-
amorphosed, becomes sacred history, and Pagan myth is taught to the people as a
revealed narrative of God’s intercourse with His chosen people.

“The myths,” says Horace in his Ars Poetica, “have been invented by wise men to

»1 While Horace endeavoured to make

strengthen the laws and teach moral truths.
clear the very spirit and essence of the ancient myths, Euhemerus’ pretended, on
the contrary, that “myths were the legendary history of kings and heroes, trans-
»3 It is the latter method which

was inferentially followed by Christians when they agreed upon the acceptation of

formed into gods by the admiration of the nations.

euhemerized patriarchs, and mistook them for men who had really lived.*

1 . . . .
[Note 55 by Boris de Zirkoff: The text of the Ars pcetica of Horace does not disclose any such statement at all.
There may be some error here in the reference given.

We couldn'’t trace this statement either, but see lines 38-38, also from Ars Poetica, on combining instruction
with pleasure, as translated by A.S. Kline:

When you give instruction, be brief, what’s quickly
Said the spirit grasps easily, faithfully retains:
Everything superfluous flows out of a full mind.
Fictions meant to amuse should be close to reality . . .

ED. PHIL.]
2
|Fourth century B.C. Greek mythographer, at the court of Cassander, king of Macedon.]
3
[Cf. Plutarch, On Isis and Osiris, § 23]

4
Cf. Blavatsky on the true meaning of the term Patriarch.

The pure cult of Nature in the earliest patriarchal days — the word “patriarch” applying in its first origi-
nal sense to the Progenitors of the human race, the Fathers, Chiefs, and Instructors of primitive men —
became the heirloom of those alone who could discern the noumenon beneath the phenomenon. Later,
the Initiates transmitted their knowledge to the human kings, as their divine Masters had passed it to
their forefathers. . .

The word “patriarch” is composed of the Greek word Patris (“family,” “tribe,” or “nation”) and Archén (a
“chief”), the paternal principle. The Jewish Patriarchs who were pastors, passed their name to the Chris-
tian Patriarchs, yet they were no priests, but were simply the heads of their tribes, like the Indian Ri-
shis. [Blavatsky Collected Writings, (THE ORIGIN OF THE MYSTERIES), XIV p. 252 & fn.]

Also c¢f. Commentary on the Watchers, “there being one placed as the Guardian or Regent over each of the seven
divisions or regions of the earth, according to old traditions, as there is one to watch over and guide every one of
the fourteen worlds or Lokas.”

This is the secret meaning of the statements about the Hierarchy of Prajapatis or Rishis. First seven are
mentioned, then ten, then twenty-one, and so on. They are “Gods” and creators of men — many of them
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But, in opposition to this pernicious theory, which has brought forth such bitter
fruit, we have a long series of the greatest philosophers the world has produced: Pla-
to, Epicharmus, Socrates, Empedocles, Plotinus, and Porphyry, Proclus, Dama-
scenus, Origen, and even Aristotle. The latter plainly stated this verity, by saying that
a tradition of the highest antiquity, transmitted to posterity under the form of various
myths, teaches us that the first principles of nature may be considered as “gods,” for
the divine permeates all nature. All the rest, details and personages, were added later
for the clearer comprehension of the vulgar, and but too often with the object of sup-
porting laws invented in the common interest.

Fairy tales do not exclusively belong to nurseries; all mankind — except those few
who in all ages have comprehended their hidden meaning and tried to open the eyes
of the superstitious — have listened to such tales in one shape or the other and, after
transforming them into sacred symbols, called the product RELIGION!

The mystery of number Seven is shrouded in the Brah-
manical traditions and the Chaldaeo-Judaic Kabbalah.

We will try to systematize our subject as much as the ever-recurring necessity to
draw parallels between the conflicting opinions that have been based on the same
myths will permit. We will begin by the book of Genesis, and seek for its hidden
meaning in the Brahmanical traditions and the Chaldeo-Judaic Kabbalah.

The first Scripture lesson taught us in our infancy is that God created the world in
six days, and rested on the seventh. Hence, a peculiar [407] solemnity is supposed to
attach to the seventh day, and the Christians, adopting the rigid observances of the
Jewish Sabbath, have enforced it upon us with the substitution of the first, instead
of the seventh day of the week.

%

the “Lords of Beings”; they are the “Mind-born Sons” of Brahma, and then they become mortal heroes,
and are often shown as of a very sinful character. The Occult meaning of the Biblical Patriarchs, their
genealogy, and their descendants dividing among themselves the earth, is the same. Again, Jacob’s
dream has the same significance. [ibid., (THE DOCTRINE OF AVATARAS), XIV p. 380 & fn.]
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The sacredness of numbers begins with the great First — the ONE,
and ends only with the nought or zero — symbol of the infinite
and boundless circle which represents the universe.

All systems of religious mysticism are based on numerals. With Pythagoras, the Mo-
nas or unity, emanating the duad,® and thus forming the trinity, and the quaternary
or Arba-il (the mystic four), compose the number seven. The sacredness of numbers
begins with the great First — the ONE, and ends only with the nought or zero —
symbol of the infinite and boundless circle which represents the universe. All the in-
tervening figures, in whatever combination, or however multiplied, represent philo-
sophical ideas, from vague outlines down to a definitely established scientific axiom,
relating either to a moral or a physical fact in nature. They are a key to the ancient
views on cosmogony, in its broad sense, including man and beings, and the evolution
of the human race, spiritually as well as physically.

Number Seven is the most sacred of all.

The number seven is the most sacred of all, and is, undoubtedly, of Hindu origin.
Everything of importance was calculated by and fitted into this number by the Aryan
philosophers — ideas as well as localities. Thus they have the:

Sapta-Rishis, or seven sages, typifying the seven diluvian primitive races (post-
diluvian as some say).

Sapta-Lokas, the seven inferior and superior worlds, whence each of these Ri-
shis proceeded, and whither he returned in glory before reaching the final bliss
of Moksha.”

Sapta-Kulas, or seven castes — the Brahmans assuming to represent the direct
descendants of the highest of them.?

Then, again, the Sapta-Puras (seven holy cities);
Sapta-Dvipas (seven holy islands);
Sapta-Samudras (the seven holy seas);
Sapta-Parvatas (the seven holy mountains);
Sapta-Aranyas (the seven deserts);

Sapta- Vrikshas (the seven sacred trees); and so on. [408]

1 [Note to Students: Monad (novadav, in Greek) is the accusative case of povag. However, as the term is here
used in the nominative case (uovag), i.e., the subject of the verb, it should be transliterated as monas (pl. mo-
nases), i.e., the object of the verb, and not as monad (pl. monads). The same grammatical rule applies to duad,
triad, tetrad, pentad, hexad, heptad, ogdoad, hebdomad, decad, etc. — ED. PHIL.]

2 The Rishis are identical with Manu. The ten Prajapatis, sons of Virgj, called Marichi, Atri, Angiras, Pulastya,
Pulaka, Kratu, Prachetas, Vasishha, Brighu, and Narada, are euhemerized Powers, the Hindu Sephiréth. These
emanate the seven Rishis, or Manus, the chief of whom issued himself from the “uncreated.” He is the Adam of
earth, and signifies man. His “sons,” the following six Manus, represent each a new race of men, and in the to-
tal they are humanity passing gradually through the primitive seven stages of evolution.

3 In days of old, when the Brahmans studied more than they do now the hidden sense of their philosophy, they
explained that each of these six distinct races which preceded ours had disappeared. But now they pretend that
a specimen was preserved which was not destroyed with the rest, but reached the present seventh stage. Thus
they, the Brahmans are the specimens of the heavenly Manu, and issued from the mouth of Brahma; while the
Stdra was created from his foot.
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In the Chaldeo-Babylonian incantation, this number reappears again as prominently
as among the Hindus. The number is dual in its attributes, i.e., holy in one of its as-
pects, it becomes nefast' under other conditions. Thus the following incantation we
find traced on the Assyrian tablets, now so correctly interpreted.

The evening of evil omen, the region of the sky, which produces misfortune . . .

Message of pest.

Deprecators of Nin-Ki-gal.

The seven gods of the vast sky.

The seven gods of the vast earth.

The seven gods of blazing spheres.

The seven gods of celestial legion.

The seven gods maleficent.

The seven phantoms — bad.

The seven phantoms of maleficent flames . . .

Bad demon, bad alal, bad gigim, bad tilol . . . bad god, bad maskim.
Spirit of seven heavens remember . . . Spirit of seven earths remember . . .

2
etc.

This number reappears likewise on almost every page of Genesis, and throughout the
Mosaic books, and we find it conspicuous3 in the Book of Job and the Oriental Kab-
balah. If the Hebrew Semitics adopted it so readily, we must infer that it was not
blindly, but with a thorough knowledge of its secret meaning; hence, that they must
have adopted the doctrines of their “heathen” neighbours as well. It is but natural,
therefore, that we should seek in heathen philosophy for the interpretation of this
number, which again reappeared in Christianity with its seven sacraments, seven
churches in Asia Minor, seven capital sins, seven virtues (four cardinal and three
theological), etc.

Have the seven prismatic colours of the rainbow, seen by Noah,
no other meaning than that of a covenant between God and man
to refresh the memory of the former?

Have the seven prismatic colours of the rainbow seen by Noah no other meaning
than that of a covenant between God and man to refresh the memory of the former?*
To the Kabbalist, at least, they have a significance inseparable from the seven la-
bours of magic, the seven upper spheres, the seven notes of the musical scale, the
seven numerals of Pythagoras, the seven wonders of the world, the seven ages, and
even the seven steps of the Masons, which lead to the Holy of Holies, after passing
the flights of three and five.

Whence the identity then of these enigmatical, ever-recurring numerals that are
found in every page of the Jewish Scriptures, as in every ola and $loka of Buddhistic
and Brahmanical books? Whence these numerals that are the soul of the Pythagore-

1
[irreligious]

2
[Francois Lenormant, Chaldeean magic: its origin and development, translated from the French, London 1877-
78, ch. I, pp. 17-18]

3
See following chapter [X].

4
[Find out the answer in “The True Colours of Man,” our fifth Major Work. — ED. PHIL.]
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an and Platonic thought, and that no unilluminated Orientalist nor biblical student
has ever been able to fathom? [409] And yet they have a key ready in their hand, did
they but know how to use it. Nowhere is the mystical value of human language and
its effects on human action so perfectly understood as in India, nor any better ex-
plained than by the authors of the oldest Brahmanas. Ancient as their epoch is now
found to be, they only try to express, in a more concrete form, the abstract meta-
physical speculations of their own ancestors.

Such is the respect of the Brahmans for the sacrificial mysteries, that they hold that
the world itself sprang into creation as a consequence of a “sacrificial word” pro-
nounced by the First Cause. This word is the “Ineffable name”" of the Kabbalists, ful-
ly discussed in the last chapter [VIII].

Impenetrable are the secrets of Rig-Veda without the help
of the Brahmanas.

The secret of the Vedas, “Sacred Knowledge” though they may be, is impenetrable
without the help of the Brahmanas. Properly speaking, the Vedas (which are written
in verse and comprised in four books) constitute that portion called the Mantra, or
magical prayer, and the Brahmanas (which are in prose) contain their key. While the
Mantra part is alone holy, the Brahmana portion contains all the theological exegesis,
and the speculations and explanations of the sacerdotal. Our Orientalists, we repeat,
will make no substantial progress toward a comprehension of Vedic literature until
they place a proper valuation upon works now despised by them; as, for instance,
the Aitareya- and Kaushitaki-Brahmanas, which belong to the Rig-Veda.

Vach, the sacred word or speech, is personified in Sarasvati, the
consort of Brahma, who is the goddess of the sacred or “Secret
Knowledge.”

Zoroaster was called a Manthran, or speaker of Mantras, and, according to Haug, one
of the earliest names for the Sacred Scriptures of the Parsis was Manthra-spenta. The
power and significance of the Brahman who acts as the Hotri-priest at the Soma-
Sacrifice, consists in his possession and full knowledge of the uses of the sacred
word or speech — Vach. The latter is personified in Sarasvati, the wife of Brahma,
who is the goddess of the sacred or “Secret Knowledge.” She is usually depicted as
riding upon a peacock with its tail all spread. The eyes upon the feathers of the bird’s
tail symbolize the sleepless eyes that see all things. To one who has the ambition of
becoming an adept of the “Secret doctrines,” they are a reminder that he must have
the hundred eyes of Argus to see and comprehend all things.

It is impossible to study with profit the Brahmanical and Buddhistic sa-

cred books without having a perfect comprehension of the esoteric
meaning of the Pythagorean numerals.

And this is why we say that it is not possible to solve fully the deep problems under-
lying the Brahmanical and Buddhistic sacred books without having a perfect com-
prehension of the esoteric meaning of the Pythagorean numerals. The greatest power

1
[For an in-depth analysis, consult “The Ineffable Name,” in our Secret Doctrine’s First Proposition Series. —
ED. PHIL.]
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of this Vach, or Sacred Speech, is developed according to the form which is given to
the Mantra by the officiating Hotri, and this form consists wholly in the numbers and
syllables of the sacred metre. If pronounced slowly and in a certain rhythm, one ef-
fect is produced; if quickly and with another rhythm, there is a different result. Says
Haug:

Each metre is the invisible master of [410] something visible in this world; it is,
as it were, its exponent, and ideal. This great significance of the metrical speech
is derived from the number of syllables of which it consists, for each thing has
(just as in the Pythagorean system) a certain numerical proportion . . . All these
things, metres (chhandas), Stomas, and Prishtas, are liable to be as eternal
and divine as the words themselves they contain. The earliest Hindu divines did
not only believe in a primitive revelation of the words of the sacred texts, but
even in that of the various forms . . . These forms along with their contents, the
everlasting Veda-words, are symbols expressive of things of the invisible world,
and in several respects comparable to the Platonic ideas.®

Number Eight is the first cube, squared in all senses, as a die,
proceeding from its base two, an even number; so is man four-
square or perfect.

This testimony from an unuwilling witness shows again the identity between the an-
cient religions as to their secret doctrine. The Gayatri metre, for example, consists of
thrice eight syllables, and is considered the most sacred of metres. It is the metre of
Agni, the fire-god, and becomes at times the emblem of Brahma himself, the chief
creator, and “fashioner of man” in his own image. Now Pythagoras says that

The number eight, or the Octad, is the first cube, that is to say, squared in all
senses, as a die, proceeding from its base two, or even number; so is man four-
square or perfect.

The chief problems of every theology lie concealed be-
neath an imagery of fire and the varying rhythm of its
flames.

Of course few, except the Pythagoreans and Kabbalists, can fully comprehend this
idea; but the illustration will assist in pointing out the close kinship of the numerals
with the Vedic Mantras. The chief problems of every theology lie concealed beneath
this imagery of fire and the varying rhythm of its flames. The burning bush of the Bi-
ble, the Zoroastrian and other sacred fires, Plato’s universal soul, and the Rosicru-
cian doctrines of both soul and body of man being evolved out of fire, the reasoning
and immortal element which permeates all things, and which, according to Heracli-
tus, Hippocrates, and Parmenides, is God, have all the same meaning.

1

[Martin Haug, The Aitareya Brahmanam of the Rigveda, Containing the Earliest Speculations of the Brahmans
on the Meaning of the Sacrificial Prayers, and on the Origin, Performance, and Sense of the Rites of the Vedic Re-
ligion, 1863, I, pp. 76-79]
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Every sin becomes incarnated and, like an avenging fiend, perse-
cutes its perpetrator. For every sound awakens a corresponding
one in the invisible world of spirit, and the repercussion produces
either a good or bad effect.

Each metre in the Brahmanas corresponds to a number, and as shown by Haug, as
it stands in the sacred volumes, is a prototype of some visible form on earth, and its
effects are either good or evil. The “sacred speech” can save, but it can kill as well; its
many meanings and faculties are well known but to the Dikshita (the adept), who has
been initiated into many mysteries, and whose “spiritual birth” is completely
achieved; the Vach of the mantra is a spoken power, which awakes another corre-
sponding and still more occult power, each allegorically personified by some god in
the world of spirits, and, according as it is used, responded to either by the gods or
the Rakshasas (bad spirits). In the Brahmanical and Buddhist ideas, a curse, a
blessing, a vow, a desire, an idle thought, can each assume a visible shape and so
manifest itself objectively to the eyes of its author, or to him that it concerns. [411]
Every sin becomes incarnated, so to say, and like an avenging fiend persecutes its
perpetrator.

%
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There are words which have a destructive quality in their very syllables, as though
objective things; for every sound awakens a corresponding one in the invisible world
of spirit, and the repercussion produces either a good or bad effect. Harmonious
rhythm, a melody vibrating softly in the atmosphere, creates a beneficent and sweet
influence around, and acts most powerfully on the psychological as well as physical
natures of every living thing on earth; it reacts even on inanimate objects, for matter
is still spirit in its essence, invisible as it may seem to our grosser senses.

So with the numerals. Turn wherever we will, from the Prophets to the Apocalypse,
and we will see the biblical writers constantly using the numbers three, four, seven,
and twelve.

%

1
Drawing from von Mansfeld’s The True Colours of Man, 2015, p. 31.
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The Vedas, established long before the great wave of emigration
from Asia all over the Occident, proclaim their parentage of every
philosophy and every religious institution developed later among
Semitic peoples.

The numerals most frequently occurring in Sanskrit chants, those sub-
lime hymns to Creation, to the unity of God, and to the countless mani-
festations of His power, are One, Three, and Seven.'

And yet we have known some partisans of the Bible who maintained that the Vedas
were copied from the Mosaic books!? The Vedas, which are written in Sanskrit, a
language whose grammatical rules and forms, as Max Mtller and other scholars con-
fess, were completely established long before the days when the great wave of emigra-
tion bore it from Asia all over the Occident, are there to proclaim their parentage of
every philosophy, and every religious institution developed later among Semitic peo-
ples. And which of the numerals most frequently occur in the Sanskrit chants, those
sublime hymns to creation, to the unity of God, and the countless manifestations of
His power? ONE, THREE, and SEVEN. Read the hymn by Dirghatamas.3

A hymn to Him who represents all the Gods.

The God here present, our blessed patron, our sacrificer, has a brother who
spreads himself in mid-air. There exists a third Brother whom we sprinkle with
our libations of liquid butter. It is he whom I have seen master of men and
armed with seven rays.4

And again:

Seven Bridles aid in guiding a car which has but ONE wheel, and which is
drawn by a single horse that shines with seven rays. The wheel has three limbs,
an immortal wheel, never-wearying, whence hang all the worlds.

Sometimes seven horses drag a car of seven wheels, and seven personages
. . 5
mount it, accompanied by seven fecund nymphs of the water.

And the following again, in honour of the fire-god — Agni, who is so clearly shown
but a spirit subordinate to the ONE God. [412].

%

1 .
[Number Two is useless and unlucky. — ED. PHIL.]

2

To avoid discussion we adopt the palecographical conclusions arrived at by Martin Haug and some other cau-
tious scholars. Personally we credit the statements of the Brahmans and those of Halhed, the translator of the
Sastras. [Cf. Nathaniel Brassey Halhed, A Code of Gentoo Laws, or Ordinations of the Pundits, 1776]

3 [Note 56 by Boris de Zirkoff: There is considerable uncertainty about this name. In The Secret Doctrine, Vol. II,
p. 97, this term occurs as the title of a work. As far as is known, there is no such work. Dirghatamas, meaning
“long night,” was the name of a Vedic sage to whom a few of the Rigveda Hymns are attributed. He was born
blind and the Mahabharata relates (Adiparva, 1st Section) that at the request of King Bali he produced five sons
by his wife Sudeshna.]|

4
The god Heptactys.

5
|Cf. Louis Jacolliot, Les traditions indo-européennes et africaines, p. 155; cf. Rig-Veda, 1, 164, 1, 2, 3.]
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Ever ONE, although having three forms of double nature [androgynous] — he
rises! and the priests offer to God, in the act of sacrifice, their prayers which
reach the heavens, borne aloft by Agni.1

Is this a coincidence, or, rather, as reason tells us, the result of the derivation of
many national cults from one primitive, universal religion? A mystery for the uniniti-
ated, the unveiling of the most sublime (because correct and true) psychological and
physiological problems for the initiate. Revelations of the personal spirit of man
which is divine because that spirit is not only the emanation of the ONE Supreme
God, but is the only God man is able, in his weakness and helplessness, to compre-
hend — to feel within himself. This truth the Vedic poet clearly confesses, when say-
ing:

The Lord, Master of the universe and full of wisdom, has entered with me [into
me] — weak and ignorant — and has formed me of himself in that place” where
the spirits obtain, by the help of Science, the peaceful enjoyment of the fruit, as

.3
sweet as ambrosia.

Our object is to show the existence of a religious system in India
for many thousands of years before the exoteric fables of the
Garden of Eden and the Deluge had been invented, hence the un-
derlying identity of doctrines.

Whether we call this fruit “an apple” from the Tree of Knowledge, or the pippala of
the Hindu poet, it matters not. It is the fruit of esoteric wisdom. Our object is to show
the existence of a religious system in India for many thousands of years before the
exoteric fables of the Garden of Eden and the Deluge had been invented, hence the
identity of doctrines. Instructed in them, each of the initiates of other countries be-
came, in his turn, the founder of some great school of philosophy in the West.

Who of our Sanskrit scholars has ever felt interested in discovering the real sense of
the following hymns, palpable as it is:

Pippala, the sweet fruit of that tree upon which come spirits who love the sci-
ence [?] and where the gods produce all marvels. This is a mystery for him who
knows not the Father of the world.*

Or this one again:

These stanzas bear at their head a title which announces that they are conse-
crated to the Visvadevas [that is to say, to all the gods]. He who knows not the
Being whom I sing in all his manifestations, will comprehend nothing of my
verses; those who do know HIM are not strangers to this reunion.”

! [Jacolliot, op. cit., p. 157. Cf. Rig-Veda, 1, 164, 10]
2 The sanctuary of the initiation.

3 [ibid., p. 160. Cf. Rig-Veda, 1, 164, 21]

4 [Rig-Veda, 1, 164, 22]

5
[Jacolliot, op. cit., p. 165]
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Reunion is a flight of the alone to the Alone.?

This refers to the reunion and parting of the immortal and mortal parts of man. Says
the preceding stanza:

The immortal Being is in the cradle of the mortal Being. The two eternal spirits
go and come everywhere; only some men know the one without knowing the
other.”

Who can give a correct idea of Him of whom the Rig-Veda says: [413]
That which is One the wise call it in divers manners.

That One is sung by the Vedic poets in all its manifestations in nature; and the
books considered “childish and foolish” teach how at will to call the beings of wisdom
for our instruction. They teach, as Porphyry says:

. . a liberation from all terrene concerns . . . a flight of the alone to the ALONE.

The Hindu gods are masks without an actor, names without being
— not beings without names.

Professor Max Miller, whose every word is accepted by his school as philological
gospel, is undoubtedly right in one sense when in determining the nature of the Hin-
du gods, he calls them

. masks without an actor . . . names without being, not beings without
names.>
Without esoteric interpretation, the Old Testament becomes an absurd

jumble of meaningless tales — nay, worse than that, it must rank high
among immoral books.

For he but proves thereby the monotheism of the ancient Vedic religion. But it seems
to us more than dubious whether he or any scientist of his school needed hope to
fathom the old Aryan4 thought, without an accurate study of those very “masks.” To
the materialist, as to the scientist, who for various reasons endeavours to work out
the difficult problem of compelling facts to agree with either their own hobbies or
those of the Bible, they may seem but the empty shells of phantoms. Yet such au-
thorities will ever be, as in the past, the unsafest of guides, except in matters of exact
science. The Bible patriarchs are as much “masks without actors,” as the Pragjapatis,
and yet, if the living personage behind these masks is but an abstract shadow, there
is an idea embodied in every one of them which belongs to the philosophical and sci-

[i.e., Soul or Nous Demiourgos on the plane of Emanations, the Second One, is reunited with pure Spirit, the
First One, on the unreachable plane of Absoluteness. The latter is the real One, on which no speculation is pos-
sible; the former is Logos Demiourgos, a reflection of the First One in the Universe of Illusion. — ED. PHIL.]|

2
Dirghatamas
3
“Comparative Mythology,” in Chips from a German Workshop, 1, p. 76

4 While having no intention to enter at present upon a discussion as to the nomadic races of the “Rhematic pe-
riod,” we reserve the right to question the full propriety of terming that portion of the primitive people from
whose traditions the Vedas sprang into existence, Aryans. Some scientists find the existence of these Aryans
not only unproved by science, but the traditions of Hindostan protesting against such an assumption.
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entific theories of ancient wisdom.' And who can render better service in this work
than the native Brahmans themselves, or the Kabbalists?

Philology is not philosophy.

What the world-renowned and subtile intellect of the ancient Hin-
du sages failed to understand, no modern scientist, however
learned, can hope to fathom.

To deny, point-blank, any sound philosophy in the later Brahmanical speculations
upon the Rig-Veda, is equivalent to refusing to ever correctly understand the mother-
religion itself, which gave rise to them, and which is the expression of the inner
thought of the direct ancestors of these later authors of the Brahmanas. If learned
Europeans can so [414] readily show that all the Vedic gods are but empty masks,
they must also be ready to demonstrate that the Brahmanical authors were as inca-
pable as themselves to discover these “actors” anywhere. This done, not only the
three other sacred books which Max Miiller says “do not deserve the name of Vedas,”
but the Rig-Veda itself becomes a meaningless jumble of words; for what the world-
renowned and subtile intellect of the ancient Hindu sages failed to understand, no
modern scientist, however learned, can hope to fathom. Poor Thomas Taylor was
right in saying that “philology is not philosophy.”

It is, to say the least, illogical to admit that there is a hidden thought in the literary
work of a race perhaps ethnologically different from our own; and then, because it is
utterly unintelligible to us whose spiritual development during the several thousand
intervening years has bifurcated into quite a contrary direction — deny that it has
any sense in it at all. But this is precisely what, with all due respect for erudition,
Professor Max Muller and his school do in this instance, at least. First of all, we are
told that, albeit cautiously and with some effort, yet we may still walk in the foot-
steps of these authors of the Vedas:

We shall feel that we are brought face to face and mind to mind with men yet
intelligible to us after we have freed ourselves from our modern conceits. We
shall not succeed always; words, verses, nay whole hymns in the Rig-Veda, will
and must remain to us a dead letter.

For, with a few exceptions,

. . . the whole world of the Vedic ideas is so entirely beyond our own intellectual
horizon, that instead of translating we can as yet only guess and combine.?

And yet, to leave us in no possible doubt as to the true value of his words, the
learned scholar, in another passage, expresses his opinion on these same Vedas
(with one exception) thus:

t Without the esoteric explanation, the Old Testament becomes an absurd jumble of meaningless tales — nay,
worse than that, it must rank high with immoral books. It is curious that Professor Max Mitiller, such a pro-
found scholar in Comparative Mythology, should be found saying of the Prajapatis and Hindu gods that they
are masks without actors; and of Abraham and other mythical patriarchs, that they were real living men; of
Abraham especially, we are told (see “Semitic Monotheism,” in Chips, etc., I, p. 373) that he “stands before us
as a figure second only to one in the whole history of the world.”

2
The italics are our own. Friedrich Max Muller, Chips from a German Workshop, (1867-75, 5-vols.), Vol. I, pp.
77,75
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The only important, the only real Veda, is the Rig-Veda — the other so-called
Vedas deserve the name of Veda no more than the Talmud deserves the name
of Bible.

Professor Mtller rejects them as unworthy of the attention of anyone, and, as we un-
derstand it, on the ground that they contain chiefly “sacrificial formulas, charms,

. . 1
and incantations.”

Unlike its critics, the Atharva-Veda is neither childish nor foolish.

And now, a very natural question: Are any of our scholars prepared to demonstrate
that, so far, they are intimately acquainted with the hidden sense of these perfectly
absurd “sacrificial formulas, charms, and incantations” and magic nonsense of
Atharva-Veda? We believe not, and our doubt is based on the confession of Professor
Muller himself, just quoted. If

. . . the whole world of the Vedic ideas [the Rig-Veda cannot [415] be included
alone in this world, we suppose] is so entirely beyond our own [the scientists’]
intellectual horizon, that instead of translating, we can as yet only guess and
combine;

and the Yajur-Veda, Sama-Veda, and Atharva-Veda are “childish and foolish”;2 and
the Brahmanas, the Sttras, Yaska, and Sayana,

. . . though nearest in time to the hymns of the Rig-Veda, indulge in the most
frivolous and ill-judged interpretations,3

how can either he, himself, or any other scholar form any adequate opinion of either
of them? If, again, the authors of the Brahmanas, the nearest in time to the Vedic
hymns, were already incompetent to offer anything better than “ill-judged interpreta-
tions,” then at what period of history, where, and by whom, were written these gran-
diose poems, whose mystical sense has died with their generations? Are we, then, so
wrong in affirming that if sacred texts are found in Egypt to have become — even to
the priestly scribes of 4,000 years ago — wholly unintelligible,”* and the Brahmanas
offer but “childish and foolish” interpretations of the Rig-Veda, at least as far back as
that, then,

1 Both the Egyptian and Hindu religious philosophies are of an untold antiquity,
far antedating ages cautiously assigned them by our students of comparative
mythology; and,

2 The claims of ancient priests of Egypt and modern Brahmans, as to their age,
are, after all, correct.

%

1
Chips, etc., Vol. I, pp. 8-9

2
We believe that we have elsewhere given the contrary opinion, on the subject of Atharva-Veda, of Prof. Whit-
ney, of Yale College.

3
Chips, etc., Vol. I, p. 76

4
See Christian Charles Josias von Bunsen, Egypt’s place in universal history: an historical investigation in five
books, Vol. V (1857), p. 90
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The word veda is synonymous with the Greek 0goocepBeia, which
Plato uses when speaking of the wise. To banish the Brahmanas
is to fling away the key that unlocks the door of the Rig-Veda.

We can never admit that the three other Vedas are less worthy of their name than
the Rig (hymns), or that the Talmud and the Kabbalah are so inferior to the Bible.
The very name of the Vedas (the literal meaning of which is knowledge or wisdom)
shows them to belong to the literature of those men who, in every country, language,
and age, have been spoken of as “those who know.” In Sanskrit the third person sin-
gular is veda (he knows), and the plural is vidus (they know). The word veda is syn-
onymous with the Greek OeooeBeia,” which Plato uses when speaking of the wise —
the magicians; and with the Hebrew Hakhamin, 2’1017 (wise men). Reject the Talmud
and its old predecessor the Kabbalah, and it will be simply impossible ever to render
correctly one word of that Bible so much extolled at their expense. But then it is,
perhaps, just what its partisans are working for. To banish the Brahmanas is to fling
away the key that unlocks the door of the Rig-Veda. The literal interpretation of the
Bible has already borne its fruits; with the Vedas and the Sanskrit sacred books in
general it will be just the same, with this difference, that the absurd interpretation of
the Bible has received a time-honoured right of eminent domain in the department of
the ridiculous; and will find its [416] supporters, against light and against proof. As to
the “heathen” literature, after a few more years of unsuccessful attempts at interpre-
tation, its religious meaning will be relegated to the limbo of exploded superstitions,
and people will hear no more of it.

Are Max Miller’s “Whoish” hymns of the Rig-Veda less
reverential than the “l-amish” psalms?

We beg to be clearly understood before we are blamed and criticised for the above
remarks. The vast learning of the celebrated Oxford professor can hardly be ques-
tioned by his very enemies, yet we have a right to regret his precipitancy to condemn
that which he himself confesses “entirely beyond our own intellectual horizon.” Even
in what he considers a ridiculous blunder on the part of the author of the Brahma-
nas, other more spiritually-disposed persons may see quite the reverse.

Who is the greatest of the gods?
Who shall first be praised by our songs?

says an ancient Rishi of the Rig-Veda; mistaking (as Prof. M. imagines) the interroga-
tive pronoun “Who” for some divine name. Says the Professor:

A place is allotted in the sacrificial invocations to a god “Who,” and hymns ad-
dressed to him are called “Whoish hymns.”2

And is a god “Who” less natural as a term than a god “I am”? or “Whoish” hymns less
reverential than “I-amish” psalms? And who can prove that this is really a blunder,
and not a premeditated expression? Is it so impossible to believe that the strange
term was precisely due to a reverential awe which made the poet hesitate before giv-

1
[i.e., a feeling of profound respect for God.]

2
Friedrich Max Muller, lecture on “The Vedas,” Chips from a German Workshop, (1867-75), 5-vols., Vol. I, p. 76
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ing a name as form to that which is justly considered as the highest abstraction of
metaphysical ideals — God? Or that the same feeling made the commentator who
came after him to pause and so leave the work of anthropomorphizing the “Un-
known,” the “WHO,” to future human conception? Remarks Max Miiller himself:

These early poets thought more for themselves than for others. They sought ra-
ther, in their language, to be true to their own thought than to please the imag-
ination of their hearers.*

Unfortunately it is this very thought which awakes no responsive echo in the minds
of our philologists.

Farther, we read the sound advice to students of the Rig-Veda hymns, to collect, col-
late, sift, and reject.

Let him study the commentaries, the Sitras, the Brahmanas, and even later
works, in order to exhaust all the sources from which information can be de-
rived. He [the scholar] must not despise the traditions of the Brahmans, even

where their misconceptions . . . are palpable . . . Not a corner in the Brahma-
nas, the Sttras, Yaska, and Sayana, should be left unexplored before we pro-
pose a rendering of our own . . . When the scholar has done his work, the poet

and philosopher must take it up and finish it.?

Why the contemptible disdain of a conclave of European and es-
pecially German savants for Hindu scholars?

Let us still hope that we may find at last, even though it be in the dim
future, a European philosopher to sift the sacred books of the wisdom-
religion, and not be contradicted by every other of his class.

Poor chance for a “philosopher” to step into the shoes of a learned [417] philologist
and presume to correct his errors! We would like to see what sort of a reception the
most learned Hindu scholar in India would have from the educated public of Europe
and America, if he should undertake to correct a savant, after he had sifted, accept-
ed, rejected, explained, and declared what was good, and what “absurd and childish”
in the sacred books of his forefathers. That which would finally be declared “Brah-
manic misconceptions,” by the conclave of European and especially German savants,
would be as little likely to be reconsidered at the appeal of the most erudite pundit of
Benares or Ceylon, as the interpretation of Jewish Scripture by Maimonides and
Philo Judeeus, by Christians after the Councils of the Church had accepted the mis-
translations and explanations of Irenaeus and Eusebius. What pundit, or native phi-
losopher of India should know his ancestral language, religion, or philosophy as well
as an Englishman or a German? Or why should a Hindu be more suffered to ex-
pound Brahmanism, than a Rabbinical scholar to interpret Judaism or the Isaian
prophecies? Safer, and far more trustworthy translators can be had nearer home.
Nevertheless, let us still hope that we may find at last, even though it be in the dim
future, a European philosopher to sift the sacred books of the wisdom-religion, and
not be contradicted by every other of his class.

1

Muller, Chips, etc., op. cit., Vol. I, p. 73
2

ibid., pp. 75-76
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Meanwhile, unmindful of any alleged authorities, let us try to sift for ourselves a few
of these myths of old. We will search for an explanation within the popular interpre-
tation, and feel our way with the help of the magic lamp of Trismegistus — the mys-
terious number seven. There must have been some reason why this figure was uni-
versally accepted as a mystic [figure of] calculation. With every ancient people, the
Creator, or Demiurge, was placed over the seventh heaven. Says Emperor Julian, the
Kabbalist:

And were I to touch upon the initiation into our sacred Mysteries, which the
Chaldeean bacchised respecting the seven-rayed God, lifting up the souls
through Him, I should say things unknown, and very unknown to the rabble,
but well known to the blessed Theurgists.1

In Lydus’ De mensibus’ it is said that:

The Chaldeeans call the God IAO, and TSABAOTH he is often called, as He who is
over the seven orbits [heavens, or spheres], that is the Demiurge.3

Let us now consult the Pythagoreans and the Kabbalists
to learn the potentiality of number Seven.

One must consult the Pythagoreans and Kabbalists to learn the potentiality of this
number. Exoterically, the seven rays of the solar spectrum are represented concrete-
ly in the seven-rayed god Heptactys. These seven rays epitomized into THREE primary
rays, namely, the red, blue, and yellow, form the solar trinity, and typify respectively
[418] spirit-matter and spirit-essence. Science has also reduced of late the seven rays
to three primary ones, thus corroborating the scientific conception of the ancients of
at least one of the visible manifestations of the invisible deity, and the seven divided
into a quaternary and a trinity.

%

1
Julian the Apostate, Oratio V, Hymnus ad matrem deorum, § 173
2
[History of the different pagan festivals of the year]
3
John Lydus, De mensibus, IV, 38, 74; Franz Carl Movers, Die Phénizier, Vol. I, pp. 550-51
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BUDDHAS AND INITIATES SERIES
PRE-VEDIC BUDDHISM LIES AT THE HEART OF ALL MAJOR RELIGIONS

The Pythagorean Tetractys was the square placed below the tri-
angle; the latter, or the Trinity, embodying the invisible Monad or
Unity, was deemed too sacred to be pronounced except within the
walls of a sanctuary.

Si

Sol

Re :

1
Drawing from von Mansfeld’s The True Colours of Man, 2015, p. 60

Buddhism, the religion of pre-Vedic India v. 19.10, www.philaletheians.co.uk, 1 February 2019
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The Jews borrowed their Sabbath from the ancients, who called it
Saturn’s day and deemed it unlucky, and not the latter from the
Israelites when christianized. The people of India, Arabia, Syria,
and Egypt observed weeks of seven days; and the Romans
learned the hebdomadal method from these foreign countries
when they became subject to the Empire.

The Pythagoreans called the number seven the vehicle of life, as it contained body
and soul. They explained it by saying, that the human body consisted of four princi-
pal elements, and that the soul is triple, comprising reason, passion, and desire. The
ineffable WORD" was considered the Seventh and highest of all, for there are six mi-
nor substitutes, each belonging to a degree of initiation. The Jews borrowed their
Sabbath from the ancients, who called it Saturn’s day and deemed it unlucky, and
not the latter from the Israelites when Christianized. The people of India, Arabia, Syr-
ia, and Egypt observed weeks of seven days; and the Romans learned the hebdoma-
dal method from these foreign countries when they became subject to the Empire.
Still it was not until the fourth century that the Roman kalends, nones, and ides
were abandoned, and weeks substituted in their place; and the astronomical names
of the days, such as dies Solis (day of the Sun), dies Lunee (day of the Moon), dies
Martis (day of Mars); dies Mercurii (day of Mercury), dies Jovis (day of Jupiter), dies
Veneris (day of Venus), and dies Saturni (day of Saturn), prove that it was not from
the Jews that the week of seven days was adopted. Before we examine this number
kabbalistically, we propose to analyse it from the standpoint of the Judaico-Christian
Sabbath.

Number Seven will now be examined kabbalistically, from
the standpoint of the Judaico-Christian Sabbath.

When Moses instituted the yom sheba, or Shebang (Shabbath), the allegory of the
Lord God resting from his work of creation on the seventh day was but a cloak, or, as
the Zohar expresses it, a screen, to hide the true meaning.

The Jews reckoned then, as they do now, their days by number, as, day the first; day
the second; and so on; yom a’had; yom sheni; yom shelishi; yom rebii;, yom ‘hamishi;
yom shishshi; yom shebi'i.

The Hebrew seven, 0V31, consisting of three letters, sh, b, 6, has more than one mean-
ing. First of all, it means age or cycle, Sheb-ang; Sabbath maw, can be translated old
age, as well as rest, and in the old Coptic, Sabe means wisdom, learning. Modern
archeeologists have found that as in Hebrew shib, 2°®, also means grey-headed, and
that therefore the Saba-day was the day on which the “gray-headed men,” or “aged
fathers” of a tribe, were in the habit of assembling for councils or sacrifices.”

SN

1
[Consult “The Ineffable Name,” in our Secret Doctrine’s First Proposition Series. — ED. PHIL.]

2
“Septenary Institutions,” Westminster Review, London, Vol. LIV, October 1850, p. 81
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With every new quarter, the moon brings changes in the atmos-
phere, hence certain changes are also produced throughout the
whole of our universe, of which the meteorological ones are the
most insignificant. On this day of the seventh and most powerful
of the prismatic days, the adepts of the “Secret Science” meet as
they met thousands of years ago, to become the agents of the oc-
cult powers of nature.

Thus, the week of six days and the seventh, the Saba or Sapta-day period, is of the
highest antiquity. The observance of the lunar festivals in India, shows that that na-
tion held hebdomadal meetings as well. [419] With every new quarter the moon brings
changes in the atmosphere, hence certain changes are also produced throughout the
whole of our universe, of which the meteorological ones are the most insignificant.
On this day of the seventh and most powerful of the prismatic days, the adepts of the
“Secret Science” meet as they met thousands of years ago, to become the agents of
the occult powers of nature (emanations of the working God), and commune with the
invisible worlds. It is in this observance of the seventh day by the old sages — not as
the resting day of the Deity, but because they had penetrated into its occult power,
that lies the profound veneration of all the heathen philosophers for the number sev-
en which they term the “venerable,” the sacred number. The Pythagorean Tetractys,
revered by the Platonists, was the square placed below the triangle; the latter, or the
Trinity, embodying the invisible Monad' — the unity, and deemed too sacred to be
pronounced except within the walls of a Sanctuary.

Sheer religious tyranny was the Christian Sabbath introduced by
Protestants.

The ascetic observance of the Christian Sabbath by Protestants is pure religious tyr-
anny, and does more harm, we fear, than good. It really dates only from the Enact-
ment of Charles II,2 which prohibited any “tradesman, artificer, workman, labourer,
or other person,” to “do or exercise any worldly labour, etc., etc., upon the Lord’s
day.” The Puritans carried this thing to extremes, apparently to mark their hatred of
Catholicism, both Roman and Episcopal. That it was no part of the plan of Jesus
that such a day should be set apart is evident not only from his words but acts. It
was not observed by the early Christians.

There was no need of the observance of Sabbaths before Moses,
neither now is there any need of them after Jesus Christ.

When Trypho, the Jew, reproached the Christians for not having a Sabbath, what
does the martyr answer him?

The new law will have you keep a perpetual Sabbath. You, when you have
passed a day in idleness, think you are religious. The Lord is not pleased with
such things as these. If any be guilty of perjury or fraud, let him reform; if he be
an adulterer, let him repent; and he will then have kept the kind of Sabbath tru-

t [Note to Students: Monad (novadav, in Greek) is the accusative case of povag. However, as the term is here
used in the nominative case (uovag), i.e., the subject of the verb, it should be transliterated as monas (pl. mo-
nases), i.e., the object of the verb, and not as monad (pl. monads). The same grammatical rule applies to duad,
triad, tetrad, pentad, hexad, heptad, ogdoad, hebdomad, decad, etc. — ED. PHIL.]

2 1676. — 29 Car. I, c. 7
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ly pleasing to God . . . The elements are never idle, and keep no Sabbath. There
was no need of the observance of Sabbaths before Moses, neither now is there
any need of them after Jesus Christ."

The Heptactys is not the Supreme Cause, but simply an emanation from Him — the
first visible manifestation of the Unrevealed Power. Says Johannes Reuchlin:

His Divine Breath, which, violently breaking forth, condensed itself, shining

with radiance until it evolved into Light, and so became cognizant to external
2

sense.

Who are these Elohim but the euhemerized powers of na-
ture, the faithful manifested servants, the Laws of Him
who is immutable law and harmony Himself?

This is the emanation of the Highest, the Demiurge, a multiplicity in a unity, the Elo-
him, whom we [420] see creating our world, or rather fashioning it, in six days, and
resting on the seventh. And who are these Elohim but the euhemerized® powers of
nature, the faithful manifested servants, the laws of Him who is immutable law and
harmony Himself?

They remain over the seventh heaven (or spiritual world), for it is they who, according
to the Kabbalists, formed in succession the six material worlds,4 or rather, attempts
at worlds, that preceded our own, which, they say, is the seventh. If, in laying aside
the metaphysico-spiritual conception, we give our attention but to the religio-
scientific problem of creation in “six days,” over which our best biblical scholars have
vainly pondered so long, we might, perchance, be on the way to the true idea under-
lying the allegory. The ancients were philosophers, consistent in all things. Hence,
they taught that each of these departed worlds, having performed its physical evolu-
tion, and reached — through birth, growth, maturity, old age, and death — the end
of its cycle, had returned to its primitive subjective form of a spiritual earth. Thereaf-
ter it had to serve through all eternity as the dwelling of those who had lived on it as
men, and even animals, but were now spirits. This idea, were it even as incapable of
exact demonstration as that of our theologians relating to Paradise, is, at least, a tri-
fle more philosophical.

%

1
[Justin Martyr, Dialogue with Trypho, xii, xxiii]

2

[Hellenized by his Italian friends into Capnion (Karviov), a nickname which Reuchlin used as a sort of trans-
parent mask when he introduced himself as an interlocutor in his De verbo mirifico (The wonder-working word),
first published in Basel by Johannes Amerbach, in 1494.]

3

[Euhemerus, a late fourth century B.C. Greek mythographer, is known for euhemerism, propounded the theo-
ry that the gods of mythology were but deified mortals, and their deeds only the amplification in imagination of
human acts.]

4
[See “Proposition 3 - The Seven Creations,” in our Secret Doctrine’s Third Proposition Series. — ED. PHIL.]
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Matter is defied Spirit and the subordinate of Spirit. The allegori-
cal curse under which it labours is that it only procreates, it does
not create.

As well as man, and every other living thing upon it, our planet has had its spiritual
and physical evolution. From an impalpable ideal thought under the creative Will of
Him of whom we know nothing, and but dimly conceive in imagination, this globe be-
came fluidic and semi-spiritual, then condensed itself more and more, until its phys-
ical development — matter, the tempting demon — compelled it to try its own crea-
tive faculty. Matter defied SPIRIT, and the earth, too, had its “Fall.” The allegorical
curse under which it labours, is that it only procreates, it does not create. Our physi-
cal planet is but the handmaiden, or rather the maid-of-all-work, of the spirit, its
master. The Elohim are made to say:

Cursed is the ground . . . thorns also and thistles shall it bring, . . . in sorrow
thou shalt bring forth children.*

The curse will last until every single particle of matter on earth
shall have outlived its days and, by gradual transformation, re-
integrates into the One Living Soul.

The Elohim say this both to the ground and the woman. And this curse will last until
the minutest particle of matter on earth shall have outlived its days, until every grain
of dust has, by gradual transformation through evolution, become a constituent part
of a “living soul,” and, until the latter shall reascend the cyclic arc, and finally stand
— its own Metatron,? or Redeeming Spirit — at the foot of the upper step of the spir-
itual worlds, as at the first hour of its emanation. Beyond that lies the great “Deep”
— A MYSTERY!

It must be remembered that every cosmogony has a trinity of workers at its head —
Father, spirit; Mother, nature, or matter; and the [421] manifested universe, the Son
or result of the two. The universe, also, as well as each planet which it comprehends,
passes through four ages, like man himself. All have their infancy, youth, maturity,
and old age, and these four added to the other three make the sacred seven again.

The “days” of Genesis are the same as the “days” of Brahma, i.e.,
periods of cosmic activity where worlds are being evolved, pass-
ing through four ages of existence.

The introductory chapters of Genesis were never meant to present even a remote al-
legory of the creation of our earth. They embrace’ a metaphysical conception of some
indefinite period in the eternity, when successive attempts were being made by the
law of evolution at the formation of universes. This idea is plainly stated in the Zohar:

1
[Cf. Genesis iii, 16-18]

2
[Metatron is the Angel of the Jewish Kabbalists, the mediator between spirit and matter, or god and man. Cf.

“Among other absurdities, the Kabbalists maintain that the word metatron being divided into ueta and
Bpovog, means near the throne. It means quite the reverse, as meta means “beyond” and not “near.” Se-
cret Doctrine, 11, p. 479]

3 Chapter 1
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There were old worlds, which perished as soon as they came into existence,
were formless, and were called sparks. Thus, the smith, when hammering the
iron, lets the sparks fly in all directions. The sparks are the primordial worlds
which could not continue, because the Sacred Aged [Sephirah| had not as yet
assumed its form [of androgyne or opposite sexes] of king and queen [Sephirah
and Kadmon] and the Master was not yet at his work."

The six periods or “days” of Genesis refer to the same metaphysical belief. Five such
ineffectual attempts were made by the Elohim, but the sixth resulted in worlds like
our own (i.e., all the planets and most of the stars are worlds, and inhabited, though
not like our earth). Having formed this world at last in the sixth period, the Elohim
rested in the seventh. Thus the “Holy One,” when he created the present world, said:

This pleases me; the previous ones did not please me.”
And the Elohim

. saw everything that he had made, and behold it was very good. And the
evening and the morning were the sixth day.3

The reader will remember that in Chapter IV an explanation was given of the “day”
and “night” of Brahma. The former represents a certain period of cosmical activity,
the latter an equal one of cosmical repose. In the one, worlds are being evolved, and
passing through their allotted four ages of existence; in the latter the “inbreathing” of
Brahma reverses the tendency of the natural forces; everything visible becomes
gradually dispersed; chaos comes; and a long night of repose re-invigorates the cos-
mos for its next term of evolution. In the morning of one [422] of these “days” the
formative processes are gradually reaching their climax of activity; in the evening im-
perceptibly diminishing the same until the pralaya arrives, and with it “night.”

One such morning and evening do, in fact, constitute a cosmic day; and it was a “day
of Brahma” that the kabbalistic author of Genesis had in mind each time when he
said:

And the evening and the morning were the first [or fifth or sixth, or any other]
day.

Six days of gradual evolution, one of repose, and then — evening! Since the first ap-
pearance of man on our earth there has been an eternal Sabbath or rest for the Dem-
iurge.

%

1
Zohar, 1II, p. 292b; Amsterdam ed. The Supreme consulting with the Architect of the world — his Logos —
about creation.

2 Beréshith Rabbah, parsha ix. If the chapters of Genesis and the other Mosaic books, as well as the subjects,
are muddled up, the fault is the compiler’s — not that of oral tradition. Hilkiah and Josiah had to commune
with Huldah, the prophetess, hence resort to magic to understand the word of the “Lord God of Israel,” most
conveniently found by Hilkiah (2 Kings xxiii); and that it has passed still later through more than one revision
and remodelling is but too well proved by its frequent incongruities, repetitions, and contradictions.

3 ..
Genesis i, 31
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Properly speaking, the story of the formation of our earth, or
“creation,” as it is very improperly called, begins with the rescue
of Noah from the deluge.

The cosmogonical speculations of the first six chapters of Genesis are shown in the
races of “sons of God,” “giants,” etc., of chapter vi. Properly speaking, the story of the
formation of our earth, or “creation,” as it is very improperly called, begins with the
rescue of Noah from the deluge. The Chaldeo-Babylonian tablets recently translated
by George Smith leave no doubt of that in the minds of those who read the inscrip-
tions esoterically. Ishtar, the great goddess, speaks in column iii of the destruction of
the sixth world and the appearance of the seventh, thus:

Six days and nights the wind, deluge, and storm overwhelmed.

On the seventh day, in its course was calmed the storm, and all the deluge,
which had destroyed like an earthquake,1

quieted. The sea he caused to dry, and the wind and deluge ended. . . .

I perceived the shore at the boundary of the sea. . . .

To the country of Nizir went the ship [argha, or the moon].

the mountain of Nizir stopped the ship. . ..

The first day, and the second day, the mountain of Nizir the same. . . .

the fifth and the sixth, the mountain of Nizir the same.

On the seventh day, in the course of it

I sent forth a dove, and it left. The dove went and turned, and . . . the raven
went . . . and did not return.

I built an altar on the peak of the mountain.

by seven herbs I cut, at the bottom of them I placed reeds, pines, and spices
the gods like flies over the sacrifice gathered.

From of old also the great God in his course. [423]

the great brightness [the sun] of Anu had created.” When the glory of those
gods on the charm round my neck would not leave . . . 3

%

1

This assimilation of the deluge to an earthquake on the Assyrian tablets would go to prove that the antedilu-
vian nations were well acquainted with other geological cataclysms besides the deluge, which is represented in
the Bible as the first calamity which befell humanity, and a punishment.

2
George Smith notes in the tablets, first the creation of the moon, and then of the sun:

Its beauty and perfection are extolled, and the regularity of its orbit, which led to its being considered
the type of a judge and the regulator of the world.

Did this story of the deluge relate simply to a cosmogonical cataclysm — even were it universal — why should
the goddess Ishtar or Astoreth (the moon) speak of the creation of the sun after the deluge? The waters might
have reached as high as the mountain of Nizir (Chaldsean version), or Jebel-Judi (the deluge-mountains of the
Arabian legends), or yet Ararat (of the Biblical narrative), and even Himalaya of the Hindu tradition, and yet not
reach the sun — even the Bible itself stopped short of such a miracle. It is evident that the deluge of the people
who first recorded it had another meaning, less problematical and far more philosophical than that of a univer-
sal deluge, of which there are no geological traces whatever.

3
[George Smith, Assyrian Discoveries: an Account of Explorations and Discoveries on the Site of Nineveh, During
1873 to 1874, 1875, pp. 190-91. Cf. Morris Jastrow Jr., The Civil Law of Babylonia and Assyria, pp. 449-51]
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How the Progenitors of the human race, the “Mind-born
Sons” of Brahma, were degraded from their exalted posi-
tions of gods into mere patriarchs.*

All this has a purely astronomical, magical, and esoteric relation. One who reads
these tablets will recognize at a glance the biblical account; and judge, at the same
time, how disfigured is the great Babylonian poem by euhemeric personages — de-
graded from their exalted positions of gods into simple patriarchs. Space prevents
our entering fully into this biblical travesty of the Chaldeean allegories. We shall
therefore but remind the reader that by the confession of the most unwilling witness-
es — such as Lenormant, first the inventor and then champion of the Akkadians —
the Chaldeo-Babylonian triad placed under Ilon, the unrevealed deity, is composed of
Anu, Nuah, and Bel. Anu is the primordial chaos, the god time and world at once,
xpovog and koouog, the uncreated matter issued from the one and fundamental prin-
ciple of all things. As to Nuah, he is, according to the same Orientalist:

. . . the intelligence, we will willingly say the verbum, which animates and fe-
cundates matter, which penetrates the universe, directs and makes it live; and
at the same time Nuah is the king of the humid principle; the Spirit moving on
the waters.

Is not this evident?

Noah is pure spirit, floating on the waters in his ark, and becom-
ing intoxicated with the fumes of earthly life as soon as it is final-
ly imprisoned in matter.

Nuah is Noah, floating on the waters, in his ark; the latter being the emblem of the
argha, or moon, the feminine principle; Noah is the “spirit” falling into matter. We
find him, as soon as he descends upon the earth, planting a vineyard, drinking of the
wine, and getting drunk on it; i.e., the pure spirit becoming intoxicated as soon as it
is finally imprisoned in matter. The seventh chapter of Genesis is but another version
of the first. Thus, while the latter reads:

1
Cf. Blavatsky on the true meaning of the term Patriarch.

The pure cult of Nature in the earliest patriarchal days — the word “patriarch” applying in its first origi-
nal sense to the Progenitors of the human race, the Fathers, Chiefs, and Instructors of primitive men —
became the heirloom of those alone who could discern the noumenon beneath the phenomenon. Later,
the Initiates transmitted their knowledge to the human kings, as their divine Masters had passed it to
their forefathers. . .

The word “patriarch” is composed of the Greek word Patris (“family,” “tribe,” or “nation”) and Archon (a
“chief”), the paternal principle. The Jewish Patriarchs who were pastors, passed their name to the Chris-
tian Patriarchs, yet they were no priests, but were simply the heads of their tribes, like the Indian Ri-
shis. [Blavatsky Collected Writings, (THE ORIGIN OF THE MYSTERIES), XIV p. 252 & fn.]

Also ¢f. Commentary on the Watchers, “there being one placed as the Guardian or Regent over each of the seven
divisions or regions of the earth, according to old traditions, as there is one to watch over and guide every one of
the fourteen worlds or Lokas.”

This is the secret meaning of the statements about the Hierarchy of Prajapatis or Rishis. First seven are
mentioned, then ten, then twenty-one, and so on. They are “Gods” and creators of men — many of them
the “Lords of Beings”; they are the “Mind-born Sons” of Brahma, and then they become mortal heroes,
and are often shown as of a very sinful character. The Occult meaning of the Biblical Patriarchs, their
genealogy, and their descendants dividing among themselves the earth, is the same. Again, Jacob’s
dream has the same significance. [ibid., (THE DOCTRINE OF AVATARAS), XIV p. 380 & fn.]
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. and darkness was upon the face of the deep. And the spirit of God moved
upon the face of the waters,’

in chapter seventh, it is said:

. . and the waters prevailed . . . and the ark went [with Noah, the spirit] upon
the face of the waters.

Thus Noah, if [identified with] the Chaldeean Nuah, is the spirit vivifying matter,
[which latter is] chaos represented by the [424] Deep or the Waters of the flood. In the
Babylonian legend it is Ishtar (Astoreth, the moon) which is shut up in the ark, and
sends out a dove (emblem of Venus and other lunar goddesses) in search of dry land.
And whereas in the Semitic tablets it is Xisuthrus or Hasisadra who is “translated to
the company of the gods for his piety,” in the Bible it is Enoch who walks with, and
being taken up by God, “was no more.”

The successive existence of an incalculable number of worlds before the subsequent
evolution of our own was believed and taught by all the ancient peoples. The pun-
ishment of the Christians for despoiling the Jews of their records and refusing the
true key to them began from the earliest centuries. And thus is it that we find the ho-
ly Fathers of the Church labouring through an impossible chronology and the ab-
surdities of literal interpretation, while the learned rabbis were perfectly aware of the
real significance of their allegories. So not only in the Zohar, but also in other kabba-
listic works accepted by Talmudists, such as Midrash Beréshith Rabbah, or the uni-
versal Genesis, which, with the Merkabah (the chariot of Ezekiel), composes the Kab-
balah, may be found the doctrine of a whole series of worlds evolving out of the cha-
os, and being destroyed in succession.

The Hindu accounts of the “deluge” maintain that a partial cata-
clysm occurs at the close of every “age” of the world, which does
not destroy the latter, but only changes its general appearance.

New races of men and animals and a new flora evolve from the dissolu-
tion of the precedent ones.

The Hindu doctrines teach of two Pralayas or dissolutions; one universal, the Maha-
Pralaya, the other partial, or the minor Pralaya. This does not relate to the universal
dissolution which occurs at the end of every “Day of Brahma,” but to the geological
cataclysms at the end of every minor cycle of our globe. This historical and purely lo-
cal deluge of Central Asia, the traditions of which can be traced in every country, and
which, according to Bunsen, happened about the year 10,000 B.C., had naught to do
with the mythical Noah, or Nuah. A partial cataclysm occurs at the close of every
“age” of the world, they say, which does not destroy the latter, but only changes its
general appearance. New races of men and animals and a new flora evolve from the
dissolution of the precedent ones.

1
|Genesis i, 2; vii, 18]
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The allegories of the “fall of man” and the “deluge,” are the two
most important features of the Pentateuch.

The allegories of the “fall of man” and the “deluge,” are the two most important fea-
tures of the Pentateuch. They are, so to say, the Alpha and Omega, the highest and
the lowest keys of the scale of harmony on which resounds the majestic hymns of the
creation of mankind; for they discover to him who questions the Zura (figurative Ge-
matria), the process of man’s evolution from the highest spiritual entity unto the
lowest physical — the post-diluvian man; as in the Egyptian hieroglyphics, every sign
of the picture writing which cannot be made to fit within a certain circumscribed ge-
ometrical figure may be rejected as only intended by the sacred hierogrammatist for
a premeditated blind — so many of the details in the Bible must be treated on the
same principle, that portion only being accepted which answers to the numerical
methods taught in the Kabbalah. [425]

The deluge appears in the Hindu books only as a tradition. It claims no sacred char-
acter, and we find it but in the Mahabharata, the Puranas, and still earlier in the
Satapatha, one of the latest Brahmanas. It is more than probable that Moses, or
whoever wrote for him, used these accounts as the basis of his own purposely disfig-
ured allegory, adding to it moreover the Chaldeean-Berosian narrative. In
Mahéabharata, we recognize Nimrod under the name of King Daitha. The origin of the
Grecian fable of the Titans scaling Olympus, and the other of the builders of the
Tower of Babel who seek to reach heaven, is shown in the impious Daitha, who sends
imprecations against heaven’s thunder, and threatens to conquer heaven itself with
his mighty warriors, thereby bringing upon humanity the wrath of Brahma. Says the
text:

The Lord then resolved to chastise his creatures with a terrible punishment
which should serve as a warning to survivors, and to their descendants.
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Vaivasvata (who in the Bible becomes Noah) saves a little fish, which turns out to be
an avatara of Vishnu. The fish warns that just man that the globe is about to be
submerged, that all that inhabit it must perish, and orders him to construct a vessel
in which he shall embark, with all his family. When the ship is ready, and
Vaivasvata has shut up in it with his family the seeds of plants and pairs of all ani-
mals, and the rain begins to fall, a gigantic fish, armed with a horn, places itself at
the head of the ark. The holy man, following its orders, attaches a cable to this horn,
and the fish guides the ship safely through the raging elements. In the Hindu tradi-
tion the number of days during which the deluge lasted agrees exactly with that of
the Mosaic account. When the elements were calmed, the fish landed the ark on the
summit of the Himalayas.

This fable is considered by many orthodox commentators to have been borrowed
from the Mosaic Scriptures.1 But surely if such a universal cataclysm had ever taken
place within man’s memory, some of the monuments of the Egyptians, of which
many are of such a tremendous antiquity, would have recorded that occurrence,
coupled with that of the [426] disgrace of Ham, Canaan, and Mizraim, their alleged
ancestors. But, till now, there has not been found the remotest allusion to such a ca-
lamity, although Mizraim certainly belongs to the first generation after the deluge, if
not actually an antediluvian himself. On the other hand the Chaldeeans preserved
the tradition, as we find Berosus testifying to it, and the ancient Hindus possess the
legend as given above. Now, there is but one explanation of the extraordinary fact
that of two contemporary and civilized nations like Egypt and Chaldeea, one has pre-
served no tradition of it whatever, although it was the most directly interested in the
occurrence — if we credit the Bible — and the other has. The deluge noticed in the
Bible, in one of the Brahmanas, and in the Berosus Fragments,2 relates to the partial
flood which, about 10,000 years B.C., according to Bunsen, and according to the
Brahmanical computations of the Zodiac also, changed the whole face of Central
Asia.® Thus the Babylonians and the Chaldeeans might have learned of it from their
mysterious guests, christened by some Assyriologists Akkadians, or what is still
more probable they, themselves, perhaps, were the descendants of those who had
dwelt in the submerged localities. The Jews had the tale from the latter as they had
everything else; the Brahmans may have recorded the traditions of the lands which
they first invaded, and had perhaps inhabited before they possessed themselves of
the Pufijjab. But the Egyptians, whose first settlers had evidently come from South-
ern India, had less reason to record the cataclysm, since it had perhaps never affect-
ed them except indirectly, as the flood was limited to Central Asia.

1

The “dead letter that killeth,” is magnificently illustrated in the case of the Jesuit de Carriére, quoted in Louis
Jacolliot’s La Bible dans U'Inde: vie de lezeus Christna, p. 253. The following dissertation represents the spirit of
the whole Catholic world. Writes this faithful son of Loyola, explaining the Biblical chronology of Moses,

So that the creation of the world, and all that is recorded in Genesis, might have become known to Mo-
ses through recitals personally made to him by his fathers. Perhaps, even, the memories yet existed
among the Israelites, and from those recollections he may have recorded the dates of births and deaths
of the patriarchs, the numbering of their children, and the names of the different countries in which
each became established under the guidance of the holy spirit, which we must always regard as the chief
author of the sacred books. [!!!]

2
[Eusebius of Ceesarea, Chronicon, lib. I, cap. ii and vii. Cf. Isaac Preston Cory, Ancient Fragments, 1832, p. 26
et seq. Full text in our Theosophy and Theosophists Series. — ED. PHIL.]

3 See Vol. I, ch. xv, and last, of the present work.
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Burnouf, noticing the fact that the story of the deluge is found only in one of the
most modern Brahmanas, also thinks that it might have been borrowed by the Hin-
dus from the Semitic nations. Against such an assumption are ranged all the tradi-
tions and customs of the Hindus. The Aryans, and especially the Brahmans, never
borrowed anything at all from the Semitists, and here we are corroborated by one of
those “unwilling witnesses,” as Higgins calls the partisans of Jehovah and Bible.
Writes Abbé Dubois, forty years a resident of India:

I have never seen anything in the history of the Egyptians and Jews that would
induce me to believe that either of these nations, or any other on the face of the
earth, have been established earlier than the Hindus, and particularly the
Brahmans; so I cannot be induced to believe that the latter have drawn their
rites from foreign nations. On the contrary, I infer that they have drawn them
from an original source of their own. Whoever knows anything of the spirit and
character of the Brahmans, their stateliness, their pride, and extreme vanity,
their distance, and sovereign contempt for [427] everything that is foreign, and of
which they cannot boast to have been the inventors, will agree with me that
such a people cannot have consented to draw their customs and rules of con-
duct from an alien country.1

The very absence of all mention of the deluge from the oldest
books of the Hindus suggests that the Vedas would never have
failed to contain a few hymns on the terrible disaster which, of all
other natural manifestations, must have struck the imagination of
the people who witnessed it.

This fable which mentions the earliest avatara — the Matsya — relates to another
yuga than our own, that of the first appearance of animal life; perchance, who
knows, to the Devonian age of our geologists? It certainly answers better to the latter
than the year 2348 B.C.! Apart from this, the very absence of all mention of the del-
uge from the oldest books of the Hindus suggests a powerful argument when we are
left utterly to inferences as in this case. Says Jacolliot;

The Vedas and Manu, those monuments of the old Asiatic thought, existed far
earlier than the diluvian period; this is an incontrovertible fact, having all the
value of an historical truth, for, besides the tradition which shows Vishnu him-
self as saving the Vedas from the deluge — a tradition which, notwithstanding
its legendary form, must certainly rest upon a real fact — it has been remarked
that neither of these sacred books mention the cataclysm, while the Purdanas
and the Mahabharata, and a great number of other more recent works, describe
it with the minutest detail, which is a proof of the priority of the former. The Ve-
das certainly would never have failed to contain a few hymns on the terrible
disaster which, of all other natural manifestations, must have struck the imag-
ination of the people who witnessed it.

1
A Description of the Character, Manners and Customs of the People of India, and of their Institutions, Religious
and Civil, by the Abbé J.A. Dubois, missionary in Mysore, Vol. I, pt. II, ch. vi, pp. 129, 186; 1817.
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Neither would Manu, who gives us a complete narrative of the creation, with a
chronology from the divine and heroical ages, down to the appearance of man
on earth — have passed in silence an event of such importance. . . . Manu®
gives the names of ten eminent saints whom he calls Prajapatis, in whom the
Brahman theologians see prophets, ancestors of the human race, and the Pun-
dits simply consider as ten powerful kings who lived in the Krita-yuga, or the
age of good (the “golden age” of the Greeks).2

The last of these Prajapatis is Narada.

Enumerating the succession of these eminent beings who, according to Manu,
have governed the world, the old Brahmanical legislator names as descending
from Bhrigu: Svarochisha, Auttami, Tamasa, Raivata, the glorious Chakshusha,
and the son of Vivasvat, every one of the six having made himself worthy of the
title of Manu (divine legislator), a title which had equally belonged to the
Prajapatis, and every great personage of primitive India. The genealogy stops at
this name. [428]

Now, according to the Puranas and the Mahabhdarata it was under a descendant
of this son of Vivasvat, named Vaivasvata, that occurred the great cataclysm,
the remembrance of which, as will be seen, has passed into a tradition, and
been carried by emigration into all the countries of the East and West which
India has colonized since then. . . .

The genealogy given by Manu stopping, as we have seen, at Vivasvat, it follows
that this work [of Manu]| knew nothing either of Vaivasvat or the deluge.’

The fullest account of the deluge is found in the Mahabharata of
Veda-Vyasa, a poem in honour of the astrological allegories on
the wars between the Solar and the Lunar races.

The argument is unanswerable; and we commend it to those official scientists, who,
to please the clergy, dispute every fact proving the tremendous antiquity of the Vedas
and Manu. Colonel Vans Kennedy4 has long since declared that Babylonia was, from
her origin, the seat of Sanskrit literature and Brahman learning. And how or why
should the Brahmans have penetrated there, unless it was as the result of intestine
wars and emigration from India? The fullest account of the deluge is found in the
Mahéabharata of Veda-Vyasa, a poem in honour of the astrological allegories on the
wars between the Solar and the Lunar races. One of the versions states that
Vaivasvata became the father of all the nations of the earth through his own progeny,
and this is the form adopted for the Noachian story; the other states that — like
Deukalion and Pyrrha — he had but to throw pebbles into the ilus left by the retiring
waves of the flood, to produce men at will. These two versions — one Hebrew, the
other Greek — allow us no choice. We must either believe that the Hindus borrowed
from pagan Greeks as well as from monotheistic Jews, or — what is far more proba-

! Book 1, sloka 35

2 [Louis Jacolliot, La genése de ’humanité, 1879, pp. 169, 170]

3 Louis Jacolliot, op. cit., pp. 170-71

4 [Vans Kennedy, Researches into the Nature and Affinity of Ancient and Hindu Mythology, 1831]
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ble — that the versions of both of these nations are derived from the Vedic literature
through the Babylonians.

The Mahabharata by far antedates the age of Cyrus, a Zoroastrian.
Astronomical calculations show that it is at least 20,000 years
old.

There are no proofs of the twelve tribes of Israel having ever existed;
that of Levi was a priestly caste and all the others imaginary. Herodotus,
who was in Assyria when Ezra flourished, never mentions the Israelites
at all.

History tells us of the stream of immigration across the Indus, and later of its over-
flowing the Occident; and of populations of Hindu origin passing from Asia Minor to
colonize Greece. But history says not a single word of the “chosen people,” or of
Greek colonies having penetrated India earlier than the 5t and 4th centuries B.C.,
when we first find vague traditions that make some of the problematical lost tribes of
Israel, take from Babylon the route to India. But even were the story of the ten tribes
to find credence, and the tribes themselves be proved to have existed in profane as
well as in sacred history, this does not help the solution at all. Colebrooke, Wilson,
and other eminent Indianists show the Mahdabharata, if not the Satapatha-
Brahmana, in which the story is also given, as by far antedating the age of Cyrus,
hence, the possible time of the appearance of any of the tribes of Israel in India.? [429]

The story of the conquering army of Alexander penetrating into
Northern India, itself becomes more doubted every day. No Hindu
national record, not the slightest historical memento, throughout
the length and breadth of India offers the slightest trace of such
an invasion.

Orientalists accord the Mahabharata an antiquity of between twelve and fifteen hun-
dred years B.C.; as to the Greek version it bears as little evidence as the other, and
the attempts of the Hellenists in this direction have as signally failed. The story of the
conquering army of Alexander penetrating into Northern India, itself becomes more
doubted every day. No Hindu national record, not the slightest historical memento,
throughout the length and breadth of India offers the slightest trace of such an inva-
sion.

If even such historical facts are now found to have been all the while fictions, what
are we to think of narratives which bear on their very face the stamp of invention?
We cannot help sympathizing at heart with Professor Miiller when he remarks that it
seems . . .

. . . blasphemy to consider these fables of the heathen world as corrupted and
misinterpreted fragments of divine Revelation once granted to the whole race of
mankind.

1
Against the latter assumption derived solely from the accounts of the Bible we have every historical fact.

1st There are no proofs of these twelve tribes having ever existed; that of Levi was a priestly caste and all
the others imaginary.

2nd Herodotus, the most accurate of historians, who was in Assyria when Ezra flourished, never men-
tions the Israelites at all! Herodotus was born in 484 B.C.
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More biblical incongruities, crude impurities, and profane
fables.

Heathen fables are far less preposterous and blasphemous than
those imposed upon Christians, ever since the Church accepted
the Old Testament, and the Roman Catholic Church opened its
register of thaumaturgical saints.

Only, can this scholar be held perfectly impartial and fair to both parties, unless he
includes in the number of these fables those of the Bible? And is the language of the
Old Testament more pure or moral than the books of the Brahmans? Or any fables of
the heathen world more blasphemous and ridiculous than Jehovah’s interview with
Moses?* Are any of the Pagan gods made to appear more fiendish than the same Je-
hovah in a score of passages? If the feelings of a pious Christian are shocked at the
absurdities of Father Kronos eating his children and maiming Ouranos; or of Jupiter
throwing Vulcan down from heaven and breaking his leg; on the other hand he can-
not feel hurt if a non-Christian laughs at the idea of Jacob boxing with the Creator,
who “when he saw that he prevailed not against him,” dislocated Jacob’s thigh, the
patriarch still holding fast to God and not allowing Him to go His way, notwithstand-
ing His pleading.

Why should the story of Deucalion and Pyrrha, throwing stones behind them, and
thus creating the human race, be deemed more ridiculous than that of Lot’s wife be-
ing changed into a pillar of salt, or of the Almighty creating men of clay and then
breathing the breath of life into them? The choice between the latter mode of creation
and that of the Egyptian ram-horned god fabricating man on a potter’s wheel is hard-
ly perceptible. The story of Minerva, goddess of wisdom, ushered into existence after
a certain period of gestation in her father’s brain, is at least suggestive and poetical
as an allegory. No ancient Greek was ever burned for not accepting it literally; and, at
all events, “heathen” fables [430] in general are far less preposterous and blasphe-
mous than those imposed upon Christians, ever since the Church accepted the Old
Testament, and the Roman Catholic Church opened its register of thaumaturgical
saints.

The Christian clergy, instead of allowing the interpretation to
those who have the key to these seeming incongruities, they have
assumed to themselves the office and right to interpret these in
their own way. They have thus deprived the Hebrew clergy of the
means to interpret their scriptures as their fathers did.

Continues Professor Mtuller:

Many of the natives of India confess that their feelings revolt against the impu-
rities attributed to these gods by what they call their sacred writings; yet there
are honest Brahmans who will maintain that these stories have a deeper mean-
ing — that immorality being incompatible with a divine being, a mystery must

1
Exodus xxxiii, 23. [And I will remove my hand, and then shalt thou see my back parts; but my face shall not
appear to thee. BST]|
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be supposed to be concealed in these time-hallowed fables — a mystery which
an inquiring and reverent mind may hope to fathom.*

It is well known that the Masoretes while transcribing the oldest
manuscripts put themselves to task to take out, except in a few
places which they have probably overlooked, all the immodest
words and put in places sentences of their own, often changing
completely the sense of the verse.

This is precisely what the Christian clergy maintain in attempting to explain the in-
decencies and incongruities of the Old Testament. Only, instead of allowing the in-
terpretation to those who have the key to these seeming incongruities, they have as-
sumed to themselves the office and right, by divine proxy, to interpret these in their
own way. They have not only done that, but have gradually deprived the Hebrew
clergy of the means to interpret their Scriptures as their fathers did; so that to find
among the Rabbis in the present century a well-versed Kabbalist is quite rare. The
Jews have themselves forgotten the key! How could they help it? Where are the origi-
nal manuscripts? The oldest Hebrew manuscript in existence is said to be the Bod-
leian Codex, which is not older than between eight and nine hundred years.2 The
break between Ezra and this Codex is thus fifteen centuries. In 1490 the Inquisition
caused all the Hebrew Bibles to be burned; and Torquemada alone destroyed 6,000
volumes at Salamanca. Except a few manuscripts of the Tora Khethubim and Nebiim,
used in the synagogues, and which are of quite a recent date, we do not think there
is one old manuscript in existence which is not punctuated, hence — completely mis-
interpreted and altered by the Masoretes. Were it not for this timely invention of the
Masorah, no copy of the Old Testament could possibly be tolerated in our century. It
is well known that the Masoretes while transcribing the oldest manuscripts put
themselves to task to take out, except in a few places which they have probably over-
looked, all the immodest words and put [431] in places sentences of their own, often
changing completely the sense of the verse. Says Donaldson:

It is clear that the Masoretic school at Tiberias was engaged in settling or un-
settling the Hebrew text until the final publication of the Masorah itself.?

1
[“Comparative Mythology,” in Chips from a German Workshop, Vol. I, p. 14]

2

Dr. Kennicott himself, and Bruns, under his direction, about 1780, collated 692 manuscripts of the Hebrew
“Bible.” Of all these, only two were credited to the tenth century, and three to a period as early as the eleventh
and twelfth. The others ranged between the thirteenth and sixteenth centuries.

In his Introduzione alla Sacra Scrittura che comprende le prenozioni pit importanti relative ai testi originali e alle
loro versioni, pp. 34-47, Professor Giovanni Bernardo de Rossi, of Parma, mentions 1,418 MSS. collated, and
374 editions. The oldest manuscript Codex, he asserts — that of Vienna — dates A.D. 1019; the next, Reuchlin’s
of Karlsruhe, 1038. “There is,” he declares, “nothing in the manuscripts of the Hebrew Old Testament extant of
an earlier date than the eleventh century after Christ.”

[Note 57 by Boris de Zirkoff: This undoubtedly refers to the listing of Joannes Uri who compiled a work entitled
Catalogus Codicum Manuscriptorum Orientalium Bibliothecae Bodleianze, 1781, in three volumes, which contains
in Vol. I a listing of Hebrew MSS. Entry No. 37 therein is a Codex of the year 1104. In Adolf Neubauer’s Cata-
logue of the Hebrew Manuscripts in the Bodleian Library and in the College Libraries of Oxford, etc., 1886, 1906,
in two volumes, which is a chronological listing, this Codex appears as No. 1 and is marked ARCH. SELD. A. 47,
which seems to indicate that it was acquired by the Bodleian from the collection of John Selden.

At the present time, the situation with regard to the earliest Hebrew manuscripts of the Old Testament has rad-
ically changed, on account of the discovery of the so-called Dead Sea Scrolls.]|

3
[John William Donaldson, Christian Orthodoxy reconciled with the conclusions of modern Biblical Learning: a
Theological Essay, with critical and controversial supplements, London 1857, p. 239]
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Therefore, had we but the original texts — judging by the present copies of the Bible
in our possession — it would be really edifying to compare the Old Testament with
the Vedas and even with the Brahmanical books. We verily believe that no faith,
however blind, could stand before such an avalanche of crude impurities and fables.
If the latter are not only accepted but enforced upon millions of civilized persons who
find it respectable and edifying to believe in them as divine revelation, why should we
wonder that Brahmans believe their books to be equally a Sruti, a revelation?

Let us thank the Masoretes by all means, but let us study at the same time both
sides of the medal.

Myths are now proved to be fables, just in proportion as
we misunderstand them; truths, in proportion as they
were once understood. Our ignorance has made a myth
of history; and this ignorance is a Hellenic inheritance,
the result of Hellenic vanity.

Legends, myths, allegories, symbols, if they but belong to the Hindu, Chaldeean, or
Egyptian tradition, are thrown into the same heap of fiction. Hardly are they hon-
oured with a superficial search into their possible relations to astronomy or sexual
emblems. The same myths — when and because mutilated — are accepted as Sacred
Scriptures, [and] more — the Word of God! Is this impartial history? Is this justice to
either the past, the present, or the future?

Ye cannot serve God and Mammon,
said the Reformer, nineteen centuries ago.
Ye cannot serve truth and public prejudice,

would be more applicable to our own age. Yet our authorities pretend they serve the
former.

There are few myths in any religious system but have an historical as well as a scien-
tific foundation. Myths, as Pococke ably expresses it,*

. . are now proved to be fables, just in proportion as we misunderstand them;
truths, in proportion as they were once understood. Our ignorance it is which
has made a myth of history; and our ignorance is an Hellenic inheritance,
much of it the result of Hellenic Vanity.2

The Mosaic Laws are copies from the code of the Brahmanic Manu.
Bunsen and Champollion have already shown that the Egyptian sacred books are by

far older than the oldest parts of the Book of Genesis. And now a more careful re-
search seems to warrant the suspicion, which with us amounts to a certainty, that

1
[This sentence also occurs in The Secret Doctrine, Vol. I, p. 339. — ED. PHIL. Cf.

Indeed, there are few Myths in any religious system worthy of the name, but have an historical as well as
a scientific foundation, “Myths,” justly observes Pococke, . . . ]

2
Edward Pococke, India in Greece, London 1852, Preface, pp. viii-ix. [Full text in our Hellenic and Hellenistic
Papers Series. — ED. PHIL.]
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the laws of Moses are copies from the code of the Brahmanic Manu. Thus, according
to every probability, Egypt owes her civilization, her civil institutions, and her arts, to
India. But against the latter assumption we have a whole army of “authorities” ar-
rayed, and what matters if the latter do deny the fact at present? Sooner or later they
will have to accept it, whether they belong to the German or French school. [432]

Among, but not of those who so readily compromise between interest and con-
science, there are some fearless scholars, who may bring out to light incontrovertible
facts. Some twenty years since, Max Miiller, in a letter to the Editor of the London
Times, April 1857, maintained most vehemently that Nirvana meant annihilation, in
the fullest sense of the word." But in 1869, in a lecture before the general meeting of
the Association of German Philologists at Kiel,

. . . he distinctly declares his belief that the nihilism attributed to Buddha’s
teaching forms no part of his doctrine, and that it is wholly wrong to suppose
that Nirvana means annihilation.?

Max Miiller cannot make up his mind about the condition of nirva-
na. What is certain is that nirvana is an impersonal but actionless
state, and a refuge from rebirth.

Yet if we mistake not, Professor Miuller was as much of an authority in 1857 as in
1869. Says (now) this great scholar:

It will be difficult to settle whether the Veda is the oldest of books, and whether
some of the portions of the Old Testament may not be traced back to the same
or even an earlier date than the oldest hymns of the Veda.?

But his retraction about the Nirvana allows us a hope that he may yet change his
opinion on the question of Genesis likewise, so that the public may have simultane-
ously the benefit of truth, and the sanction of one of Europe’s greatest authorities.

Leaving the profane horde of unrecognized scholars, those who
yet wait their turn to be chosen for public worship as idols sym-
bolical of scientific leadership, where can we find, among the
sanctioned authorities of the day, two that agree as to the age of
Zoroaster?

It is well known how little the Orientalists have come to anything like an agreement
about the age of Zoroaster, and until this question is settled, it would be safer per-
haps to trust implicitly in the Brahmanical calculations by the Zodiac, than to the
opinions of scientists. Leaving the profane horde of unrecognized scholars, those we
mean who yet wait their turn to be chosen for public worship as idols symbolical of
scientific leadership, where can we find, among the sanctioned authorities of the day,
two that agree as to this age? There’s Bunsen, who places Zoroaster at Baktria, and
the emigration of Baktrians to the Indus at 3784 B.C., and the birth of Moses at

1
See Chips from a German Workshop, (1867-75, 5-vols.), Vol. I, p. 279, on “The Meaning of Nirvana.”

2

Trubner’s American and Oriental Literary Record, October 16th, 1869; also Thomas Inman’s Ancient Faiths
Embodied in Ancient Names; or, an Attempt to Trace the Religious Belief, Sacred Rites, and Holy Emblems of Cer-
tain Nations, p. 128

3
Chips, etc., Vol. I, p. 5
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1392. Now it is rather difficult to place Zoroaster anterior to the Vedas, considering
that the whole of his doctrine is that of the earlier Vedas. True, he remained in Af-
ghanistan for a period more or less problematical before crossing into the Puijab;
but the Vedas were begun in the latter country. They indicate the progress of the
Hindus, as the Avesta that of the Iranians. And there is Haug who assigns to the Ai-
tareya- Brahmanam — a Brahmanical speculation and commentary upon the Rig-
Veda of a far [433] later date than the Veda itself — between 1400 and 1200 B.C.,
while the Vedas are placed by him between 2,000 and 2,400 years B.C. Max Muller
cautiously suggests certain difficulties in this chronological computation, but still
does not altogether deny it.” Let it, however, be as it may, and supposing that the
Pentateuch was written by Moses himself — notwithstanding that he would thereby
be made to twice record his own death — still, if Moses was born, as Bunsen finds,
in 1392 B.C., the Pentateuch could not have been written before the Vedas. Especially
if Zoroaster was born 3784 B.C. If, as Dr. Haug3 tells us, some of the hymns of the
Rig-Veda were written before Zoroaster accomplished his schism, something like
thirty-seven centuries B.C., and Max Muller says himself that “the Zoroastrians and
their ancestors started from India during the Vedic period,” how can some of the por-
tions of the Old Testament be traced back to the same or even “an earlier date than
the oldest hymns of the Veda”?

Speculations about the migration of the Vedic and Zendic
Aryans.

It has generally been agreed among Orientalists that the Aryans, 3,000 years B.C.,
were still in the steppes east of the Caspian, and united. Rawlinson conjectures that
they “flowed east” from Armenia as a common centre; while two kindred streams be-
gan to flow, one northward over the Caucasus, and the other westward over Asia Mi-
nor and Europe. He finds the Aryans, at a period anterior to the fifteenth century be-
fore our era, “settled in the tract watered by the Upper Indus.”” Thence Vedic Aryans
migrated to the Punjab, and Zendic Aryans westward, establishing the historical
countries. But this, like the rest, is a hypothesis, and only given as such.

Many learned Brahmans found traces of the existence of the Ve-
das as early as 2100 B.C.

Again, Rawlinson, evidently following Max Mtller, says: “The early history of the
Aryans is for many ages an absolute blank.” But many learned Brahmans, however,
have declared that they found trace of the existence of the Vedas as early as 2100
B.C.; and Sir William Jones,” taking for his guide the astronomical data, places the
Yajur-Veda 1580 B.C. This would be still “before Moses.”

1 . . . . . .
Christian Charles Josias von Bunsen, Egypt’s Place in Universal History, Egypt’s place in universal history, an
historical investigation in five books, Vol. V, pp. 77-78

2

Chips, etc., Vol. I, p. 114; Aitareya Brahmanam, Vol. I, Introduction, pp. 47-48.
3

Dr. M. Haug, Superintendent of the Sanskrit studies in the Poona College, Bombay.
4

|George Rawlinson, The History of Herodotus, Vol. I, pp. 669-70; London 1858]

5
|Ordinances of Manu, Preface, p. vii]
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It is upon the supposition that the Aryans did not leave Afghanistan for the Punjab
prior to 1500 B.C. that Max Mtller and other Oxford savants have supposed that por-
tions of the Old Testament may be traced back to the same or even an earlier date
than the oldest hymns of the Veda. Therefore, until the Orientalists can show us the
correct date at which Zoroaster flourished, no authority can be regarded as better for
the ages of the Vedas than the Brahmans themselves. [434]

As it is a recognized fact that the Jews borrowed most of their laws from the Egyp-
tians, let us examine who were the Egyptians. In our opinion — which is but a poor
authority, of course — they were the ancient Indians, and in our first volume we
have quoted passages from the historian Kulluka-Bhatta that support such a theory.
What we mean by ancient India is the following:

At the time of Apollonius, Aryan India did not extend beyond the
Punjab.

No region on the map — except it be the ancient Scythia — is more uncertainly de-
fined than that which bore the designation of India. Athiopia is perhaps the only
parallel. It was the home of the Cushite or Hamitic races, and lay to the east of Baby-
lonia. It was once the name of Hindostan, when the dark races, worshippers of Bala-
Mahadeva and Bhavani-Mahadadevi, were supreme in that country. The India of the
early sages appears to have been the region at the sources of the Oxus and Jaxartes.
Apollonius of Tyana crossed the Caucasus or Hindu Kush, where he met with a king
who directed him to the abode of the sages — perhaps the descendants of those
whom Ammianus terms the “Brahmanes of Upper India,” and whom Hystaspes, the
father of Darius (or more probably Darius Hystaspes himself) visited; and, having
been instructed by them, infused their rites and ideas into the Magian observances.
This narrative about Apollonius seems to indicate Kashmir as the country which he
visited, and the Nagas — after their conversion to Buddhism — as his teachers. At
this time Aryan India did not extend beyond the Punjab.

Out of the sacred writings of all nations, that sprung from
the primitive stock of mankind, Christianity picked out for
its guidance the records and scriptures of a people per-
haps the least spiritual of the human family. A strange
and most unfortunate choice!

For the Christianesque Orientalists the biblical Noachian ark has
been a Procrustean bed to which they had to make everything fit.

To our notion, the most baffling impediment in the way of ethnological progress has
always been the triple progeny of Noah. In the attempt to reconcile postdiluvian races
with a genealogical descent from Shem, Ham, and Japhet, the Christianesque Orien-
talists have set themselves a task impossible of accomplishment. The biblical Noa-
chian ark has been a Procrustean bed to which they had to make everything fit. At-
tention has therefore been diverted from veritable sources of information as to the
origin of man, and a purely local allegory mistaken for a historical record emanating
from an inspired source. Strange and unfortunate choice! Out of all the sacred writ-
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ings of all the branch nations, sprung from the primitive stock of mankind, Christi-
anity must choose for its guidance the national records and scriptures of a people
perhaps the least spiritual of the human family — the Semitic. A branch that has
never been able to develop out of its numerous tongues a language capable of em-
bodying ideas of a moral and intellectual world,;

e Whose form of expression and drift of thought could never soar higher than the
purely sensual and terrestrial figures of speech;

e Whose literature has left nothing original, nothing that was not borrowed from
the Aryan thought;

e And whose science and philosophy are utterly wanting in those noble features
which [435] characterize the highly spiritual and metaphysical systems of the
Indo-European (Japhetic) races.

Egypt owes her civilization, commonwealth, and arts, es-
pecially the art of building, to pre-Vedic India.*

She was a colony of dark-skinned Aryans, those whom Homer and
Herodotus term the eastern Athiopians, i.e., the inhabitants of
Southern India, who brought to her their ready-made civilization.

Bunsen’ shows Khamism (the language of Egypt) as a very ancient deposit from
Western Asia, containing the germs of the Semitic, and thus bearing “witness to the
primitive cognate unity of the Semitic and Aryan races.” We must remember, in this
connection, that the peoples of Southwestern and Western Asia, including the
Medes, were all Aryans. It is yet far from being proved who were the original and
primitive masters of India. That this period is now beyond the reach of documentary
history, does not preclude the probability of our theory that it was the mighty race of
builders, whether we call them Eastern AEthiopians, or dark-skinned Aryans (the
word meaning simply “noble warrior,” a “brave”). They ruled supreme at one time
over the whole of ancient India, enumerated later by Manu as the possession of those
whom our scientists term the Sanskrit-speaking people.

Ethnology would have been the gainer if the three sons of Noah
had been washed overboard and drowned before the ark reached
land!

These Hindus are supposed to have entered the country from the northwest; they are
conjectured by some to have brought with them the Brahmanical religion, and the
language of the conquerors was probably the Sanskrit. On these three meagre data
our philologists have worked ever since the immense Sanskrit literature was forcibly
brought into notice by Sir William Jones — all the time with the three sons of Noah
clinging around their necks. This is exact science, free from religious prejudices!

1
[Consult “Egypt was the image of heaven on earth and temple of the whole world,” in our Atlantean Realities
Series. — ED. PHIL.]

2 . . . .
[Christian Charles Josias von Bunsen, Egypt’s Place in Universal History, Egypt’s place in universal history,
an historical investigation in five books., Vol. IV, p. 142]
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Verily, ethnology would have been the gainer if this Noachian trio had been washed
overboard and drowned before the ark reached land!

The AEthiopians are generally classed in the Semitic group; but we have to see how
far they have a claim to such a classification. We will also consider how much they
might have had to do with the Egyptian civilization, which, as a writer expresses it,
seems referable in the same perfection to the earliest dates, and not to have had a
rise and progress, as was the case with that of other peoples. For reasons that we
will now adduce, we are prepared to maintain that Egypt owes her civilization, com-
monwealth and arts, especially the art of building, to pre-Vedic India, and that it was
a colony of the dark-skinned Aryans, or those whom Homer and Herodotus term the
eastern /:Ethiopians,1 i.e., the inhabitants of Southern India, who brought to it their
ready-made civilization in the ante-chronological ages, of what Bunsen calls the pre-
Menite, but nevertheless epochal history.

Edward Pococke belongs to that class of Orientalists
who believe that Buddhism preceded Brahmanism and
was the religion of the earliest Vedas, Gautama having
been but the restorer of it in its purest form,> which after
him degenerated again into dogmatism.

In Pococke’s India in Greece, we find the following suggestive paragraph:

The plain account of the wars carried on between the solar chiefs, Oosras (Osi-
ris) the prince of the Guclas, and “TU-PHOO” is the simple historical fact of the
wars of the Apians, or Sun-tribes of Oudh, [436] with the people of “TU-PHOO,” or
THIBET, who were, in fact, the Lunar race, mostly Buddhists,3 and opposed by
Rama, and the “AITYO-PIAS” or people of Oudh, subsequently the “AITH-IO-PIANS”
of Africa.?

Homer’s Iliad, and much of his account of the Trojan war, is pla-
giarized from the Ramayana.

We would remind the reader in this connection, that Ravana, the giant, who, in the
Ramayana, wages such a war with Rama Chandra, is shown as King of Lanka, which
was the ancient name for Ceylon; and that Ceylon, in those days, perhaps formed
part of the mainland of Southern India, and was peopled by the “Eastern AEthiopi-
ans.” Conquered by Rama, the son of Dasaratha, the Solar King of ancient Oudh, a
colony of these emigrated to Northern Africa. If, as many suspect, Homer’s lliad and
much of his account of the Trojan war is plagiarized from the Ramayana, then the
traditions which served as a basis for the latter must date from a tremendous antiqg-

1
[Herodotus, Histories, VII, § 70]

2
[Find out the difference between Budhism and Buddhism in “Budhism is Inner Wisdom,” in our Confusing
Words Series. — ED. PHIL.|

3

Pococke belongs to that class of Orientalists who believe that Buddhism preceded Brahmanism, and was the
religion of the earliest Vedas, Gautama having been but the restorer of it in its purest form, which after him de-
generated again into dogmatism.

4
Edward Pococke, India in Greece, London 1852, p. 200; [full text in our Hellenic and Hellenistic Papers Series.
— ED. PHIL.]
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uity. Ample margin is thus left in prechronological history for a period, during which
the “Eastern AEthiopians” might have established the hypothetical Mizraic colony,
with their high Indian civilization and arts.

Science is still in the dark about cuneiform inscriptions. Until these are completely
deciphered, especially those cut in rocks found in such abundance within the
boundaries of the old Iran, who can tell the secrets they may yet reveal? There are no
Sanskrit monumental inscriptions older than Chandragupta (315 B.C.), and the Per-
sepolitan inscriptions are found 220 years older. There are even now some manu-
scripts in characters utterly unknown to philologists and paleecographists, and one of
them is, or was, some time since in the library of Cambridge, England. Linguistic
writers class the Semitic with the Indo-European language, generally including the
FEthiopian and the ancient Egyptian in the classification. But if some of the dialects
of the modern Northern Africa, and even the modern Geez or Athiopian, are now so
degenerated and corrupted as to admit of false conclusions as to the genetical rela-
tionship between them and the other Semitic tongues, we are not at all sure that the
latter have any claim to such a classification, except in the case of the old Coptic and
the ancient Geez.

The Athiopians were originally an Indian race, compelled to emi-
grate from the mother-land for sacrilege and regicide. Hence the
consanguinity between the Athiopians and the Aryan, dark-
skinned races, and between the latter and the Egyptians. The ear-
liest form of Egyptian religious worship and government, theo-
cratic and sacerdotal, habits and customs, they all indicate an In-
dian origin.

But the earliest form of Egyptian religious worship and government, theocratic and
sacerdotal, and her habits and customs all bespeak an Indian origin.

That there is more consanguinity between the AEthiopians and the Aryan, dark-
skinned races, and between the latter and the Egyptians, is something which yet
may be proved. It has been lately found that the ancient Egyptians were of the Cau-
casian type of mankind, and the [437] shape of their skulls is purely Asiatic.® If they
were less copper-coloured than the Athiopians of our modern day, the Athiopians
themselves might have had a lighter complexion in days of old. The fact that, with
the Athiopian kings, the order of succession gave the crown to the nephew of the
king, the son of his sister, and not to his own son, is extremely suggestive. It is an old
custom which prevails until now in Southern India. The Raja is not succeeded by his
own sons, but by his sister’s sons.”

! The Asiatic origin of the first dwellers in the Nilotic Valley is clearly demonstrated by concurrent and inde-
pendent testimony. Cuvier and Blumenbach affirm that all the skulls of mummies which they had the oppor-
tunity of examining, presented the Caucasian type. A recent American physiologist (Dr. Samuel George Morton)
has also argued for the same conclusion. (Crania ZEgyptiaca; or, observations on Egyptian ethnography, derived
from anatomy, history, and the monuments. Philadelphia 1844, pp. 20, 40-41, 53, 63-66)

2 The late Raja of Travancore was succeeded by the elder son of his sister now reigning, the Maharaja Rama
Vurmah. The next heirs are the sons of his deceased sister. In case the female line is interrupted by death, the
royal family is obliged to adopt the daughter of some other R3ja, and unless daughters are born to this Rani
another girl is adopted, and so on.
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Of all the dialects and tongues alleged to be Semitic, the Athiopi-
an alone is written from left to right, like the Sanskrit and that of
the Indo-Aryan people.

Of all the dialects and tongues alleged to be Semitic, the AEthiopian alone is written
from left to right like the Sanskrit and the Indo-Aryan people.1

Thus, against the origin of the Egyptians being attributed to an ancient Indian colo-
ny, there is no graver impediment than Noah’s disrespectful son Ham — himself a
myth. But the earliest form of Egyptian religious worship and government, theocratic
and sacerdotal, and her” habits and customs all bespeak an Indian origin.

Light to the legend of the two Indian dynasties, the Kings
of the Sun and the Kings of the Moon.

Edward Pococke, in his most ingenious work, advocates and en-
deavours to establish the identity of the Egyptian, Greek, and In-
dian mythologies.

The earliest legends of the history of India mention two dynasties now lost in the
night of time; the first was the dynasty of kings, of “the race of the sun,” who reigned
in Ayodhya (now Oudh); the second that of the [438] “race of the moon,” who reigned
in Prayaga (Allahabad). Let him who desires information on the religious worship of
these early kings read the Book of the Dead, of the Egyptians, and all the peculiari-
ties attending this sun-worship and the sun-gods. Neither Osiris nor Horus are ever
mentioned without being connected with the sun. They are the “Sons of the Sun”;
“the Lord and Adorer of the Sun” is his name. “The sun is the creator of the body, the
engenderer of the gods who are the successors of the Son.” Pococke, in his most in-
genious work, strongly advocates the same idea, and endeavours to establish still
more firmly the identity of the Egyptian, Greek, and Indian mythology. He shows the
head of the Rajput Solar race — in fact the great Cuclo-pos (Cyclops or builder) —
called “The great sun,” in the earliest Hindu tradition. This Gok’la Prince, the patri-
arch of the vast bands of Inachienses, he says,

. . . this “Great Sun” was deified at his death, and according to the Indian doc-
trine of the metempsychosis, his soul was supposed to have transmigrated into
the bull “APIS,” the “SERA-PIS” of the Greeks, and the SOORAPAS, or “SUN-CHIEF,”

t There are some Orientalists who believe that this custom was introduced only after the early Christian settle-
ments in ZEthiopia; but as under the Romans the population of this country was nearly all changed, the ele-
ment becoming wholly Arabic, we may, without doubting the statement, believe that it was the predominating
Arab influence which had altered the earliest mode of writing. Their present method is even more analogous to
the Devanagari, and other more ancient Indian Alphabets, which read from left to right; and their letters show
no resemblance to the Phoenician characters. Moreover, all the ancient authorities corroborate our assertion
still more. Philostratus makes the Brahmin Iarchas say (Vita Apollonii, 111, xx) that the AEthiopians were origi-
nally an Indian race, compelled to emigrate from the mother-land for sacrilege and regicide.

“An Egyptian is made to remark, that he had heard from his father, that the Indians were the wisest of
men, and that the Athiopians, a colony of the Indians, preserved the wisdom and usages of their fa-
thers, and acknowledged their ancient origin.”

Julius Africanus (in Eusebius and Syncellus), makes the same statement. (Pococke, India in Greece, London
1852, pp. 205-6) And Eusebius writes:

“The AEthiopians, emigrating from the river Indus, settled in the vicinity of Egypt.” (John Lempriére, A
Classical Dictionary, etc., s.v. “Meroe”; E.H. Barker’s edition)

2 b
[Egypt’s]

Page 49 of 89


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

of the Egyptians . . . Osiris, properly Oosras, signifies both “a bull,” and “a ray
of light.” Soora-pas (SERA-PIS) the SUN-CHIEF. " 2

Champollion’s Manifestation a la Lumiére, reminds in every chapter of the two Dyn-
asties of the Kings of the Sun and the Moon. Later, these kings became all deified
and transformed after death into solar and lunar deities. Their worship was the earli-
est corruption of the great primitive faith which justly considered the sun and its
fiery life-giving rays as the most appropriate symbol to remind us of the universal in-
visible presence of Him who is master of Life and Death. And now it can be traced all
around the globe. It was the religion of the earliest Vedic Brahmans, who call, in the
oldest hymns of the Rig-Veda, Surya (the sun) and Agni (fire) “the ruler of the uni-
verse,” “the lord of men,” and the “wise king.” It was the worship of the Magians, the
Zoroastrians, the Egyptians and Greeks, whether they called him Mithra, or Ahura-
Mazda, or Osiris, or Zeus, keeping in honour of his next of kin, Vesta, the pure celes-
tial fire. And this religion is found again in the Peruvian solar-worship; in the
Sabzeanism and heliolatry of the Chaldees, in the Mosaic “burning bush,” the hang-
ing of the heads or chiefs of the people toward the Lord, the “Sun,” and even in the
Abrahamic building of fire-altars and the sacrifices of the monotheistic Jews, to As-
tarte, the Queen of Heaven.

History and Science remain as much as ever in the dark as to the
origin of the Jews. They are a hybrid race, for the Bible shows
them freely intermarrying, not only with the Canaanites, but with
every other nation or race they come in contact with.

To the present moment, with all the controversies and researches, History and Sci-
ence remain as much as ever in the dark as to the origin of the Jews. They may as
well be the exiled Chandalas, or Pariahs, of old India, the “bricklayers” mentioned by
Vina-Snati, Veda-Vyasa and Manu, as the Pheenicians of Herodotus, or the Hyksos of
Josephus, or [439] descendants of Pali shepherds, or a mixture of all these. The Bible
names the Tyrians as a kindred people, and claims dominion over them.?

There is more than one important character in the Bible, whose biography proves
him a mythical hero. Samuel is indicated as the personage of the Hebrew Common-
wealth. He is the doppel * of Samson, of the Book of Judges, as will be seen — being
the son of Anna and EL-KAINA, as Samson was of Manua or Manoah. Both were ficti-
tious characters, as now represented in the revealed book; one was the Hebrew Her-
cules, and the other Ganesa. Samuel is credited with establishing the republic, as
putting down the Canaanite worship of Baal and Astarte, or Adonis and Venus, and

1
[For the Sun in Sanskrit is Strya.]
2
[Pococke, India in Greece, London 1852, p. 200 & fn.]

3 They might have been also, as Pococke thinks, simply the tribes of the “Oxus,” a name derived from the
“Ookshas,” those people whose wealth lay in the “Ox,” for he shows Ookshan to be a crude form of Ooksha, an
ox (in Sanskrit ox is as in English). He believes that it was they, “the lords of the Oxus,” who gave their name to
the sea around which they ruled in many a country, the Euxine or Ooksh-ine. “Pali means a shepherd, and
s’than is a land. . . . The warlike tribes of the Oxus . . . penetrated into Egypt, then swept onward to Palestine
(PALI-STAN), the ‘land of the Palis or shepherds,” and there effected more permanent settlements . . . “ (India in
Greece, p. 198). Yet, if even so, it would only the more confirm our opinion that the Jews are a hybrid race, for
the Bible shows them freely intermarrying, not alone with the Canaanites, but with every other nation or race
they come in contact with.

4
|German for look-alike. Cf. doppelganger.]
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setting up that of Jehovah. Then the people demanded a king, and he anointed Saul,
and after him David of Bethlehem.

King David is the Israelitish King Arthur,

David is the Israelitish King Arthur. He did great achievements and established a
government in all Syria and Idumaea. His dominion extended from Armenia and As-
syria on the north and northeast, the Syrian Desert and Persian Gulf on the East,
Arabia on the south, and Egypt and the Levant on the west. Only Pheenicia was ex-
cepted.

His friendship with Hiram seems to indicate that he made his first expedition from
that country into Judeea; and his long residence at Hebron, the city of the Kabiri (Ar-
ba or four), would seem likewise to imply that he established a new religion in the
country.

After David came Solomon, powerful and luxurious, who sought to consolidate the
dominion which David had won. As David was a Jehovah-worshipper, a temple of
Jehovah (Tukht-i-Sulaiman) was built in Jerusalem, while shrines of Moloch-
Hercules, Chemosh and Astarte were erected on Mount Olivet. These shrines re-
mained till Josiah.

The stories of Samuel and David and Solomon are mythical.

There were conspiracies formed. Revolts took place in Idumeea and Damascus; and
Ahijah, the prophet, led the popular movement which resulted in deposing the house
of David and making Jeroboam king. Ever after the prophets dominated in Israel,
where the calf-worship prevailed; the priests ruled over the weak dynasty of David,
and the [440] lascivious local worship existed over the whole country. After the de-
struction of the house of Ahab, and the failure of Jehu and his descendants to unite
the country under one head, the endeavour was made in Judah. Isaiah had termi-
nated the direct line in the person of Ahaz,' and placed on the throne a prince from
Bethlehem.? This was Hezekiah. On ascending the throne, he invited the chiefs of Is-
rael to unite in alliance with him against Assyria.3 He seems to have established a
sacred college,4 and to have utterly changed the worship.5 Aye, even unto breaking
into pieces the brazen serpent that Moses had made.

This makes the story of Samuel and David and Solomon mythical. Most of the
prophets who were literate seem to have begun about this time to write.

The country was finally overthrown by the Assyrians, who found the same people
and institutions as in the Pheenician and other countries.

! Isaiah vii, 9

2 Micah v, 2, 5

3 2 Chronicles, xxx, 1, 21; xxxi, 1, 5; 2 Kings xviii, 7
4 Proverbs xxv, 1

5 . , .
[Note 58 by Boris de Zirkoff: The references to Chronicles seem to be erroneous, and the reference to Proverbs
is not borne out by the text itself.]
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Hezekiah was not the lineal, but the titular son of Ahaz. Isaiah, the prophet, be-
longed to the royal family, and Hezekiah was reputed his son-in-law. Ahaz refused to
ally himself with the prophet and his party, saying: “I will not tempt [depend on] the
Lord.”* The prophet had declared: “If you will not believe, surely you shall not be es-
tablished” — foreshadowing the deposition of his direct language. “Ye weary my
God,” replied the prophet, and predicted the birth of a child by an almeh, or temple-
woman, and that before it should attain full age,2 the king of Assyria should over-
come Syria and Israel. This is the prophecy which Irenseus took such pains to con-
nect with Mary and Jesus, and made the reason why the mother of the Nazarene
prophet is represented as belonging to the temple, and consecrated to God from her
infancy.

There are two parallel streams in the religious worship of the Is-
raelites: one belonging to the state religion and adopted to fit po-
litical exigencies; the other, pure idolatry resulting from igno-
rance of the esoteric doctrine preached by Moses.

In a second song, Isaiah celebrated the new chief, to sit on the throne of David,3 who
should restore to their homes the Jews whom the confederacy had led captive.4 Mi-
cah — his contemporary — also announced the same event.” The Redeemer was to
come out of Bethlehem; in other words, was of the house of David; and was to resist
Assyria to whom Ahaz had sworn allegiance, and also to reform religion.6 This Heze-
kiah did. He was grandson of Zechariah the seer,7 the counsellor of Uzziah; and as
soon as he ascended the throne he restored the religion of David, and destroyed the
last vestiges of that of Moses, ie., the esoteric doctrine, declaring “our fathers have
trespassed.”8 He next attempted a reunion with the northern monarchy, [441] there
being an interregnum in Israel.’ It was successful, but resulted in an invasion by the
king of Assyria. But it was a new régime; and all this shows the course of two parallel
streams in the religious worship of the Israelites; one belonging to the state religion
and adopted to fit political exigencies; the other pure idolatry, resulting from igno-
rance of the true esoteric doctrine preached by Moses. For the first time since Solo-
mon built them “the high places were taken away.”

Hezekiah was the expected Messiah of the exoteric state-religion.
But he tore violently away the people of Israel from the religion
of their fathers, and the secret rites instituted by Moses.

It was Hezekiah who was the expected Messiah of the exoteric state-religion. He was
the scion from the stem of Jesse, who should recall the Jews from a deplorable cap-

! Isaiah vii, 12

2 Hebrews v, 14; Isaiah vii, 16; viii, 4

3 ix, 6, 7; xi, 1

4 Isaiah viii, 2-12; Joel iii, 1-7; Obadiah 7, 11, 14
s iv, 7-13; v, 1-7

6 2 Kings xviii, 4-8

7 2 Chronicles xxix, 1; xxvi, 5

8 2 Chronicles xxix, 6-9

o 2 Chronicles xxx, 1, 2, 6; xxxi, 1, 6, 7
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tivity, about which the Hebrew historians seem to be very silent, carefully avoiding
all mention of this particular fact, but which the irascible prophets imprudently dis-
close. If Hezekiah crushed the exoteric Baal-worship, he also tore violently away the
people of Israel from the religion of their fathers, and the secret rites instituted by
Moses.

It was Darius Hystaspes who was the first to establish a Persian colony in Judeea;
Zoro-Babel was perhaps the leader. “The name Zoro-babel means ‘the seed or son of
Babylon’ — as Zoro-aster, T7WX-V7T is the seed, son, or prince of Ishtar.”’ The new
colonists were doubtless Judeei. This is a designation from the East. Even Siam is
called Judia, and there was an Ayodhya in India. The temples of Shalom or Peace
were numerous. Throughout Persia and Afghanistan the names of Saul and David
are very common. The “Law” is ascribed in turn to Hezekiah, Ezra, Simon the Just,
and the Asmonean period. Nothing definite; everywhere contradictions. When the
Asmonean period began, the chief supporters of the Law were called Asideans or
Kasdim (Chaldeeans), and afterward Pharisees or Pharsi (Parsis). This indicates that
Persian colonies were established in Judaea and ruled the country; while all the peo-
ple that are mentioned in the books of Genesis and Joshua lived there as a common-

alty.2

There is no real history in the Old Testament, and the lit-
tle historical information one can glean is only found in
the indiscreet revelations of the prophets.

There is no real history in the Old Testament, and the little historical information one
can glean is only found in the indiscreet revelations of the prophets. The book, as a
whole, must have been written at various times, or rather invented as an authoriza-
tion of some subsequent worship, the origin of which may be very easily traced par-
tially to the Orphic Mysteries, and partially to the ancient Egyptian rites in familiarity
with which Moses was brought up from his infancy.

Since the last century the Church has been gradually forced into concessions of
usurped biblical territory to those to whom it of right belonged. [442] Inch by inch has
been yielded, and one personage after another been proved mythical and Pagan. But
now, after the recent discovery of George Smith, the much-regretted Assyriologist,
one of the securest props of the Bible has been pulled down. Sargon and his tablets
are about demonstrated to be older than Moses. Like the account of Exodus, the
birth and story of the lawgiver seem to have been “borrowed” from the Assyrians, as
the “jewels of gold and jewels of silver” were said to be from the Egyptians.

George Smith on Sargon I, the Babylonian monarch.
On page 224 of Assyrian Discoveries, Mr. George Smith says:

In the palace of Sennacherib at Kouyunjik, I found another fragment of the cu-
rious history of Sargon, a translation of which I published in the Transactions

1
Prof. Alexander Wilder: “Notes”

2 .
See Ezra ix, 1.
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of the Society of biblical Archaeology.1 This text relates that Sargon, an early
Babylonian monarch, was born of royal parents, but concealed by his mother,
who placed him on the Euphrates in an ark of rushes, coated with bitumen,
like that in which the mother of Moses hid her child.? Sargon was discovered by
a man named Akki, a water-carrier, who adopted him as his son, and he after-
ward became King of Babylonia. The capital of Sargon was the great city of
Agadi, called by the Semites Akkad, mentioned in Genesis as a capital of Nim-
rod,? and here he reigned for forty-five years.4 Akkad lay near the city of Sippa-
ra,’ on the Euphrates and north of Babylon. The date of Sargon, who may be
termed the Babylonian Moses, was in the sixteenth century B.C. and perhaps
earlier.

G. Smith adds in his Chaldsean Account of Genesis that:

Sargon I was a Babylonian monarch who reigned in the city of Agade about 1600
B.C. The name of Sargon signifies the right, true, or legitimate king. This curious
story is found on fragments of tablets from Kouyunjik, and reads as follows:

1

2

7

8

Sargina, the powerful king, the king of Agade am I.

My mother was a princess, my father I did not know, a brother of my father
ruled over the country.

In the city of Azupiran which is by the side of the river Euphrates is situated,
My mother the princess conceived me; in difficulty she brought me forth.
She placed me in an ark of rushes, with bitumen my exit she sealed up.

She launched me in the river which did not drown me.

The river carried me, to Akki the water-carrier it brought me.

AkKki the water-carrier in tenderness of bowels, lifted me,6 etc., etc. [443]

And now Exodus:’

And when she [Moses’ mother] could no longer hide him, she took for him an
ark of bulrushes, and daubed it with slime and with pitch, and put the child
therein, and she laid it in the flags by the river’s brink.

%

1
Vol. I, part i, page 46

2 ..
See Exodus ii.

3 .
Genesis x, 10

4
Moses reigned over the people of Israel in the wilderness for over forty years.

5
The name of the wife of Moses was Zipporah. (Exodus ii, 21)

6
[By George Smith and Archibald Henry Sayce, London 1876, pp. 299-300]

7 ..
i, 3
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Every action, once performed, has a tendency to be repeated.
The story, says Mr. G. Smith,

. is supposed to have happened about 1600 B.C.,' rather earlier than the
supposed age of Moses;> and, as we know that the fame of Sargon reached
Egypt, it is quite likely that this account had a connection with the event relat-
ed in Exodus ii, for every action, when once performed, has a tendency to be
repea‘ced.3

The “ages” of the Hindus differ but little from those of the Greeks, Romans, and even
the Jews. We include the Mosaic computation advisedly, and with intent to prove our
position. The chronology which separates Moses from the creation of the world by on-
ly four generations seems ridiculous, merely because the Christian clergy would en-
force it upon the world literally.4 The Kabbalists know that these generations stand
for ages of the world. The allegories which, in the Hindu calculations, embrace the
whole stupendous sweep of the four ages, are cunningly made in the Mosaic books,
through the obliging help of the Masorah, to cram into the small period of two mil-
lenniums and a half (2513)!

The exoteric plan of the Bible was made to answer also to four ages. Thus, they reck-
on the Golden Age from Adam to Abraham; the silver, from Abraham to David; cop-
per, from David to the Captivity; thenceforward, the iron. But the secret computation
is quite different, and does not vary at all from the zodiacal calculations of the Brah-
mans. We are in the Iron Age, or Kali-Yuga, but it began with Noah, the mythical an-
cestor of our race.

Noah, like all the euhemerized manifestations of the Unrevealed
One, was androgyne.

Noah, or Nuah, like all the euhemerized manifestations of the Unrevealed One —
Svayambhuva (or Svayambhil)5 — was androgyne. Thus, [444] in some instances, he
belonged to the purely feminine triad of the Chaldeeans, known as “Nuah, the uni-
versal Mother.” We have shown, in another chapter, that every male triad had its
feminine counterpart, one in three, like the former. It was the passive complement of
the active principle, its reflection. In India, the male Trimarti is reproduced in the
Sakti-trimirti, the feminine; and in Chaldeea, Ana, Belita and Davkina answered to
Anu, Bel, Nuah. The former three resumed in one — Belita, were called:

1

[Note 59 by Boris de Zirkoff: Corrected to 1800 B.C. by Archibald Henry Sayce, in Chaldeean Account of Gene-
sis, but put by Hermann Volrath Hilprecht (in 1904) at 3800 B.C. (The Babylonian Expedition of the University
of Pennsylvania, Series D, I, p. 249). Cf. The Secret Doctrine, Vol. 1, p. 320, fn.]

2 About 1040, the Jewish doctors removed their schools from Babylonia to Spain, and of the four great rabbis
that flourished during the next four centuries, their works all show different readings, and abound with mis-
takes in the manuscripts. The “Masorah” made things still worse. Many things that then existed in the manu-
scripts are there no longer, and their works teem with interpolations as well as with lacunae. The oldest Hebrew
manuscript belongs to this period. Such is the divine revelation we are to credit.

3 |op. cit., p. 300]

4 No chronology was accepted by the rabbis as authoritative till the twelfth century. The 40 and 1,000 are not
exact numbers, but have been crammed in to answer monotheism and the exigencies of a religion calculated to
appear different from that of the Pagans. (“Chron. Orth.,” p. 237) One finds in the Pentateuch only events occur-
ring about two years before the fabled “Exodus” and the last year. The rest of the chronology is nowhere, and
can be followed only through kabbalistic computations, with a key to them in the hand.

5
[Consult “Svabhava and Svayambhu,” in our Confusing Words Series. — ED. PHIL.]
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Sovereign goddess, lady of the nether abyss, mother of gods, queen of the earth,
queen of fecundity.

The primordial “moisture” is the sea, an infernal goddess. In the
world of stars and planets she is known as Ishtar or Astoreth. She
is identical with Venus and every other Queen of Heaven, with
Eve, the mother of all that live, and with Mary.

As the primordial humidity, whence proceeded all, Belita is Tiamat, or the sea, the
mother of the city of Erech (the great Chaldsean necropolis), therefore, an infernal
goddess. In the world of stars and planets she is known as Ishtar or Astoreth. Hence,
she is identical with Venus, and every other Queen of Heaven, to whom cakes and
buns were offered in sacriﬁce,1 and, as all the archaeologists know, with Eve, the
mother of all that live, and with Mary.

The Ark, in which are preserved the germs of all living things nec-
essary to repeople the earth, represents the survival of life and
the supremacy of spirit over matter, through the conflict of the
two opposing powers of nature.

|$‘§ " m _‘f 'u‘
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The Ark, in which are preserved the germs of all living things necessary to repeople
the earth, represents the survival of life, and the supremacy of spirit over matter,

! The Gnostics, called Collyridians, had transferred their worship from Astoreth to Mary, also Queen of Heaven.
They were persecuted and put to death by the orthodox Christians as heretics. But if these Gnostics had estab-
lished her worship by offering her sacrifices of cakes, cracknels, or fine wafers, it was because they imagined
her to have been born of an immaculate virgin, as Christ is alleged to have been born of his mother. And now,
the Pope’s infallibility having been recognized and accepted, its first practical manifestation is the revival of the
Collyridian belief as an article of faith. See William Hone, The Apocryphal New Testament, 1820, “The Gospel of
the Birth of Mary” (attributed to Matthew), Hone’s Introduction.
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through the conflict of the opposing powers of nature. In the Astro-Theosophic chart
of the Western Rite, the Ark corresponds with the navel, and is placed at the sinister
side, the side of the woman (the moon), one of whose symbols is the left pillar of Sol-
omon’s temple — Boaz. The umbilicus is connected with the receptacle in which are
fructified the germs of the race.’ The Ark is the sacred Argha of the Hindus, and
thus, the relation in which it stands to Noah’s ark may be easily inferred, when we
learn that the Argha was an oblong vessel, used by the high priests as a sacrificial
chalice in the worship of Isis, Astarte, and Venus-Aphrodite, all of whom were god-
desses of the generative powers of nature, or of matter — hence, representing sym-
bolically the Ark containing the germs of all living things.

To the eyes of the hypocrite and puritan, certain old Pagan sym-
bols appear scandalously immoral, thus perverting the purity of
ancient thought.

We admit that Pagans had and now have — as in India — strange symbols, which, to
the eyes of the hypocrite and Puritan, seem scandalously [445] immoral. But did not
the ancient Jews copy most of these symbols? We have described elsewhere the iden-
tity of the linga with Jacob’s pillar, and we could give a number of instances from the
present Christian rites, bearing the same origin, did but space permit, and were not
all these noticed fully by Inman and others.?

Describing the worship of the Egyptians, Mrs. Lydia Maria Child says:

This reverence for the production of Life, introduced into [the worship of Osiris]
the sexual emblems so common in Hindostan. A colossal image of this kind was
presented to his temple in Alexandria, by King Ptolemy Philadelphus. . . . Rev-
erence for the mystery of organized life led to the recognition of a masculine
and feminine principle in all things, spiritual or material. . . . The sexual em-
blems everywhere conspicuous in the sculptures of their temples would seem
impure in description, but no clean and thoughtful mind could so regard them
while witnessing the obvious simplicity and solemnity with which the subject is
treated.’

Thus speaks this respected lady and admirable writer, and no truly pure man or
woman would ever think of blaming her for it. But such a perversion of the ancient
thought is but natural in an age of cant”® and prudery like our own.

The water of the flood when standing in the allegory for the symbolic “sea,” Tiamat,
typifies the turbulent chaos, or matter, called “the great dragon.” According to the
Gnostic and Rosicrucian mediseval doctrine, the creation of woman was not originally
intended. She is the offspring of man’s own impure fancy, and, as the Hermetists
say, “an obtrusion.” Created by an unclean thought she sprang into existence at the
evil “seventh hour,” when the “supernatural” real worlds had passed away and the

1
Hargrave Jennings, The Rosicrucians: their rites and mysteries, 1870, p. 328

2
See Thomas Inman’s Ancient Faiths Embodied in Ancient Names; or, an Attempt to Trace the Religious Belief,
Sacred Rites, and Holy Emblems of Certain Nations.

3
Lydia Maria Francis Child, The progress of religious ideas: through successive ages, 1855, 1, pp. 151, 157-58

4
[Singing in a whining way, from the Latin cantare, to sing. Cant was at first a beggar’s whine, hence hypocri-
sy. Cf. W.W. Skeat’s Etymological Dictionary of English, 1835-1912. — ED. PHIL.]
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“natural” or delusive worlds began evolving along the “descending Microcosmos,” or
the arc of the great cycle, in plainer phraseology. First “Virgo,” the Celestial Virgin of
the Zodiac, she became “Virgo-Scorpio.” But in evolving his second companion, man
had unwittingly endowed her with his own share of Spirituality; and the new being
whom his “imagination” had called into life became his “Saviour” from the snares of
Eve-Lilith, the first Eve, who had a greater share of matter in her composition than
the primitive “spiritual” man." [446]

Woman stands in cosmogony in relation to primordial matter, or

the great deep as the “Virgin of the Sea,” who crushes the “Drag-
on” under her foot.

Thus woman stands in the cosmogony in relation to “matter” or the great deep, as
the “Virgin of the Sea,” who crushes the “Dragon” under her foot. The “Flood” is also
very often shown, in symbolical phraseology, as the “great Dragon.” For one ac-
quainted with these tenets it becomes more than suggestive to learn that with the
Catholics the Virgin Mary is not only the accepted patroness of Christian sailors, but
also the “Virgin of the Sea.” So was Dido the patroness of the Phoenician mariners;>
and together with Venus and other lunar goddesses — the moon having such a
strong influence over the tides — was the “Virgin of the Sea.” Mare, the Sea, is the
root of the name Mary. The blue colour, which was with the ancients symbolical of
the “Great Deep” or the material world, hence — of evil, is made sacred to our
“Blessed Lady.” It is the colour of “Notre Dame de Paris.” On account of its relation to
the symbolical serpent this colour is held in the deepest aversion by the ex-
Nazarenes, disciples of John the Baptist, now the Mendeeans of Basra.

The multifaceted meanings of treading upon the “ser-
pent” and crushing its head explained.

Among the beautiful plates of Thomas Maurice, there is one representing Krishna
crushing the head of the Serpent. A three-peaked mitre is on his head (typifying the
trinity), and the body and tail of the conquered serpent encircles the figure of the
Hindu god.3 This plate shows whence proceeded the inspiration for the “make up” of
a later story extracted from an alleged prophecy.

And I will put enmity between thee and the woman, and between thy seed and
her seed; it shall bruise thy head, and thou shalt bruise his heel.*

1

Lilith was Adam’s first wife “before he married Eve,” of whom “he begat nothing but devils”; which strikes us
as a very novel, if pious, way of explaining a very philosophical allegory. [Cf. Johannes Buxtorf, Lexicon Hebrai-
cum et Chaldaicum cum brevi Lexico Rabbinico Philosophico, 1607; (reprinted at Glasgow in 1824), p. 1140]

2

It is in commemoration of the Ark of the Deluge that the Phoenicians, those bold explorers of the “deep,” car-
ried, fixed on the prow of their ships, the image of the goddess Astarte, who is Elissa, Venus-Erycina of Sicily,
and Dido, whose name is the feminine of David.

3

[Thomas Maurice, The History of Hindostan, its Art, and its Sciences, as connected with the History of the other
Great Empires of Asia, during the most Ancient Periods of the World, 1820, 2rd ed., Vol. II, plate VIII; Vol. III,
plates VIII and IX]

4
|Genesis iii, 15]
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The biblical allegory of Cain and Abel is embodied in the philo-
sophical conception of the eternal struggle of good and evil.

The Egyptian orant® is also shown with his arms extended as on a crucifix, and
treading upon the “Serpent”; and Horus (the Logos) is represented piercing the head
of the dragon, Typhon or Apophis.2 All this gives us a clue to the biblical allegory of
Cain and Abel. Cain was held as the ancestor of the Hivites, the Serpents, and the
twins of Adam are an evident copy from the fable of Osiris and Typhon. Apart from
the external form of the allegory, however, it embodied the philosophical conception
of the eternal struggle of good and evil.

%
<
“\

But how strangely elastic, how adaptable to any and every thing this mystical philos-
ophy proved after the Christian eral When were ever facts, irrefutable, irrefragable,
and beyond denial, less potential for the re-establishment of truth than in our centu-
ry of casuistry and Christian cunning? Is Krishna proved to have been known as the
[447] “Good Shepherd” ages before the year A.D. 1, to have crushed the Serpent
Kaliyanaga, and to have been crucified — all this was but a prophetic foreshadowing
of the future! Are the Scandinavian Thor, who bruised the head of the Serpent with
his cruciform mace, and Apollo, who killed Python, likewise shown to present the
most striking similarities with the heroes of the Christian fables — they become but
original conceptions of “heathen” minds, “working upon the old Patriarchal prophe-

1
[From mediaeval Latin 6rans, one who is praying or pleading. Also known as orans or orante.]

2 [Note 60 by Boris de Zirkoff: The term orant has puzzled a number of theosophical students and seems to have
been a stumbling block to one or two earlier Editors of Isis Unveiled. Some have speculated as to whether this
was the name of some god or deity. The word is derived from the Latin orans, -antis, present participle of orare,
to pray. In ancient Greek art it is used for a female figure in the posture of prayer. In early Christian art, it was
a figure, usually a female one, standing with outstretched arms as in prayer. Such figures are very common in
catacombs, and the attitude was regarded as especially significant because it recalled the position of Christ on
the cross. Such figures may also be met with in Egyptian symbolism.]
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cies respecting the Christ, as they were contained in the one universal and primeval

. 1
Revelation”!

The flood, then, is the “Old Serpent” or the great deep of matter, Isaiah’s “dragon in
the sea,”? over which the ark safely crosses on its way to the mount of Salvation.
But, if we have heard of the ark and Noah, and the Bible at all, it is because the my-
thology of the Egyptians was ready at hand for Moses (if Moses ever wrote any of the
Bible), and that he was acquainted with the story of Horus, standing on his boat of a
serpentine form, and killing the Serpent with his spear; and with the hidden meaning
of these fables, and their real origin. This is also why we find in Leviticus, and other
parts of his books, whole pages of laws identical with those of Manu.
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1
Dr. John Patterson Lundy, Monumental Christianity; or, the Art and Symbolism of the Primitive Church as Wit-
nesses and Teachers of the one Catholic Faith and Practice, 1876, p. 161

xxvii, 1
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Deeper insights about Noah and his Ark.

Noah is Logos. The animals shut up in his ark are the human pas-
sions.

The animals shut up in the ark are the human passions. They typify certain ordeals
of initiation, and the mysteries which were instituted among many nations in com-
memoration of this allegory. Noah’s ark rested on the seventeenth of the seventh
month. Here we have again the number; as also in the “clean beasts” that he took by
sevens into the ark. Speaking of the water-mysteries of Byblos, Lucian says:

On the top of one of the two pillars which Bacchus set up, a man remains sev-
en days.1

He supposes this was done to honour Deukalion. Elijah, when praying on the top of
Mount Carmel, sends his servant to look for a cloud toward the sea, and repeats,

. .. go again seven times. And it came to pass at the seventh time, that he said,
behold there arose a little cloud out of the sea like a man’s hand.?

1
Lucian of Samosata, De Syria Dea, § 28

2
1 Kings xviii, 43, 44. All this is allegorical, and, what is more, purely magical. For Elijah is bent upon an in-
cantation.
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Shiva is the destroyer, but he is also the regenerator. Cain is a
murderer, but he is also the creator of nations, and an inventor.

“Noah is a revolutio of Adam, as Moses is a revolutio of Abel and Seth,” says the Ka-
bala;' that is to say, a repetition or another version of the same story. The greatest
proof of it is the distribution of the characters in the Bible. For instance, beginning
with Cain, the first murderer, every fifth man in his line of descent is a murderer.
Thus there come Enoch, Irad, Mehujael, Methuselah, and the fifth is Lamech, the
second [448] murderer, and he is Noah’s father. By drawing the five-pointed star of
Lucifer (which has its crown-point downward) and writing the name of Cain beneath
the lowest point, and those of his descendants successively at each of the other
points, it will be found that each fifth name — which would be written beneath that
of Cain — is that of a murderer. In the Talmud this genealogy is given complete, and
thirteen murderers range themselves in line below the name of Cain. This is no coin-
cidence. Siva is the Destroyer, but he is also the Regenerator. Cain is a murderer,
but he is also the creator of nations, and an inventor. This star of Lucifer is the same
one that John sees falling down to earth in his Apocalypse.

In Thebes, or Theba, which means ark — TH-ABA being synonymous with Kartha or
Tyre, Astu or Athens and Urbs or Rome, and meaning also the city — are found the
same foliations as described on the pillars of the temple of Solomon. The bi-coloured
leaf of the olive, the three-lobed fig leaf, and the lanceolate-shaped laurel-leaf, had all
esoteric as well as popular or vulgar meanings with the ancients.

The researches of Egyptologists present another corroboration of the identity of the
Bible-allegories with those of the lands of the Pharaohs and Chaldeeans. The dynastic
chronology of the Egyptians, recorded by Herodotus, Manetho, Eratosthenes, Diodo-
rus Siculus, and accepted by our antiquarians, divided the period of Egyptian history
under four general heads: the dominion of gods, demi-gods, heroes, and mortal men.
By combining the demi-gods and heroes into one class, Bunsen” reduces the periods
to three: the ruling gods, the demi-gods or heroes — sons of gods, but born of mortal
mothers — and the Manes, who were the ancestors of individual tribes. These subdi-
visions, as any one may perceive, correspond perfectly with the biblical Elohim, sons
of God, giants, and mortal Noachian men.

Twelve great gods preside over the twelve months of the
year and the twelve signs of the zodiac.

Diodorus of Sicily3 and Berosus® give us the names of the twelve great gods who pre-
sided over the twelve months of the year and the twelve signs of the zodiac. These
names, which include Nuah,’ are too well known to require repetition. The double-

1
[Christian Knorr von Rosenroth, Kabbala Denudata, 11, p. 305; ed. 1684]

2
[Christian Charles Josias von Bunsen, Egypt’s Place in Universal History, Egypt’s place in universal history,
an historical investigation in five books, Vol. I, pp. 69 et seq.; Vol. IV, p. 335]

3
[Latinised as Diodorus Siculus, Bibliotheca historica, 11, 30]
4
[Isaac Preston Cory, Ancient Fragments, pp. 26 et seq. Cf. Franz Carl Movers, Die Phénizier, Vol. I, p. 165]

5
The Talmud books say that Noah was himself the dove (spirit), thus identifying him still more with the Chal-
deean Nuah. Baal is represented with the wings of a dove, and the Samaritans worshipped on Mount Garizim
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faced Janus was also at the head of twelve gods, and in his representations of him he
is made to hold the keys to the celestial domains. All these having served as models
for the biblical patriarchs, have done still further service — especially Janus — by
furnishing copy to St. Peter and his twelve apostles, the [449] former also double-faced
in his denial, and also represented as holding the keys of Paradise.

Adam is the prototype of Noah. Adam falls because he eats of the
forbidden fruit of celestial knowledge; Noah, because he tastes of
the terrestrial fruit: the juice of the grape representing the abuse
of knowledge in an unbalanced mind.

This statement that the story of Noah is but another version in its hidden meaning of
the story of Adam and his three sons, gathers proof on every page of the book of
Genesis.' Adam® is the prototype of Noah. Adam falls because he eats of the forbid-
den fruit of celestial knowledge; Noah, because he tastes of the terrestrial fruit: the
juice of the grape representing the abuse of knowledge in an unbalanced mind. Adam
gets stripped of his spiritual envelope; Noah of his terrestrial clothing; and the na-
kedness of both makes them feel ashamed. The wickedness of Cain is repeated in
Ham. But the descendants of both are shown as the wisest of races on earth; and
they are called on this account “snakes,” and the “sons of snakes,” meaning the sons
of wisdom, and not of Satan, as some divines would be pleased to have the world
understand the term. Enmity has been placed between the “snake” and the “woman”
only in this mortal phenomenal “world of man” as “born of woman.” Before the carnal
fall, the “snake” was Ophis, the divine wisdom, which needed no matter to procreate
men, humanity being utterly spiritual. Hence the war between the snake and the
woman, or between spirit and matter. If, in its material aspect, the “old serpent” is
matter, and represents Ophiomorphos, in its spiritual meaning it becomes Ophis-
Christos. In the magic of the old Syro-Chaldseans both are conjoint in the zodiacal
sign of the androgyne of Virgo-Scorpio, and may be divided or separated whenever
needed. Thus as the origin of “good and evil,” the meaning of the S.S. and Z.Z. has
always been interchangeable; and if upon some occasions the S.S. on sigils and tal-
ismans are suggestive of serpentine evil influence and denote a design of black magic
upon others, the double S.S. are found on the sacramental cups of the Church and
mean the presence of the Holy Ghost, or pure wisdom.

Anak is Enoch, the patriarch, who “dies not,” and who is the first
possessor of the “mirific name.”

The Midianites were known as the wise men, or sons of snakes, as well as Canaan-
ites and Hamites; and such was the renown of the Midianites, that we find Moses,

the image of a dove. — Talmud, Hulin, 6a. [Cf. Friedrich N. Nork (nom de plume of Selig Korn, 1803-50), Hun-
dert und eine Frage, p. 37]

t [Note 61 by Boris de Zirkoff: Cf. report of Dr. S. Langdon in the Proceedings of the Society of Biblical Archzeolo-
gy, Vol. XXXVI (1914), pp. 188-98.]
2 [Note to Students: There are four variants of Adam, one for each of the preceding Root-Races:

Adam 1, (Kadmon) or Heavenly Man (Second Logos) in the context of the above passage.

Adam 2, of Genesis, the ethereal, Self-born Astral Sons of Yoga (First Root-Race, Self-Existent).

Adam 3 plus Eve, the sweat-born, asexual, Sons of Passive Yoga (early Third Root-Race, Lemurian).

Adam 4, of Genesis, the womb-born men and women (Fourth Root-Race, Atlantean).]
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the prophet, led on, and inspired by “the Lord,” humbling himself before Hobab, the
son of Raguel, the Midianite, and beseeching him to remain with the people of Israel:

Leave us not, I pray thee; forasmuch as thou knowest how we are to encamp IN
THE WILDERNESS, and thou mayest be to us instead of eyes.1

Further, when Moses sends spies to search out the land of Canaan, they bring as a
proof of the wisdom (kabbalistically speaking) and goodness of the land, a branch
with one cluster of grapes, which they are compelled to bear between two men on a
staff. Moreover, they add: “we saw the children of ANAK there.” [450] They are the gi-
ants, the sons of Anak,

. which come of the giants,2 and we were in our own sight as grasshoppers,
and so we were in their sight.3

Anak is Enoch,4 the patriarch, who dies not, and who is the first possessor of the
“mirific name,” according to the Kabbalah, and the ritual of Freemasonry.

The biblical patriarchs are mirrored backwards in the vedic patri-
archs, who are the primitive types upon which all the others were
modelled. But before comparison is possible, the Hindu myths
must be comprehended in their true significance.

We do not see why the clergy, especially the Catholic, should object to
our statement that the patriarchs are all signs of the zodiac, and of the
old gods of the “heathen” as well.

Comparing the biblical patriarchs with the descendants of Vaivasvata, the Hindu No-
ah, and the old Sanskrit traditions about the deluge in the Brahmanical Mahabhara-
ta, we find them mirrored in the Vedic patriarchs who are the primitive types upon
which all the others were modelled. But before comparison is possible, the Hindu
myths must be comprehended in their true significance. Each of these mythical per-
sonages bears, besides an astronomical significance, a spiritual or moral, and an an-
thropological or physical meaning. The patriarchs are not only euhemerized gods —
the prediluvian answering to the twelve great gods of Berosus, and to the ten
Prajapatis, and the postdiluvian to the seven gods of the famous tablet in the Nine-
vean Library, but they stand also as the symbols of the Greek Aions, the kabbalistic
Sephiroth, and the zodiacal signs, as types of a series of human races.’ This varia-

1
Numbers x, 29, 31

2
The Bible contradicts itself as well as the Chaldesean account, for in chapter vii of Genesis it shows “every one
of them” perishing in the deluge.

3
Numbers xiii, 33

4 [Cf. “Enoichion (Gr.). Lit., the ‘inner Eye’; the ‘Seer,” a reference to the third inner, or Spiritual Eye, the true
name for Enoch disfigured from Chanoch.” Theosophical Glossary. Also cf. Evnxog is sounding within, of wind-
instruments; opp. eyxopdog. H.G. Liddell & R. Scott, A Greek-English Lexicon. (1st ed. 1843); Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1996; 9t ed. & suppl.]

s We do not see why the clergy — especially the Catholic — should object to our statement that the patriarchs
are all signs of the zodiac, and [of] the old gods of the “heathen” as well. There was a time, and that less than
two centuries ago, when they themselves exhibited the most fervent desire to relapse into sun and star worship.
This pious and curious attempt was denounced but a few months since by Camille Flammarion, the French as-
tronomer. He shows two Augsburgian Jesuits, Schiller and Bayer, who felt quite anxious to change the names
of the whole Sabeean host of the starry heaven, and worship them again under Christian names! Having anath-
ematized the idolatrous sun-worshippers for over fifteen centuries, the Church now seriously proposed to con-
tinue heliolatry — to the letter this time — as their idea was to substitute for Pagan myths Biblical and (in their
ideas) real personages. They would have called the sun, Christ; the moon, Virgin Mary; Saturn, Adam; Jupiter,
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tion from ten to twelve will be accounted for presently, and proved on the very au-
thority of the Bible. [451] Only, they are not the first gods described by Cicero," which
belong to a hierarchy of higher powers, the Elohim — but appertain rather to the
second class of the “twelve gods,” the Dii minores, and who are the terrestrial reflec-
tions of the first, among whom Herodotus places Hercules.? Alone, out of the group
of twelve, Noah, by reason of his position at the transitional point, belongs to the
highest Babylonian triad, Noah, the spirit of the waters. The rest are identical with
the inferior gods of Assyria and Babylonia, who represented the lower order of ema-
nations, introduced around Bel, the Demiurge, and help him in his work, as the pa-

triarchs are shown to assist Jehovah — the “Lord God.”
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Moses (!); Mars, Joshua; Venus, John the Baptist; and Mercury, Elias. And very proper substitutes too, show-
ing the great familiarity of the Catholic Church with ancient Pagan and kabbalistic learning, and its readiness,
perhaps, to at last confess the source whence came their own myths. For is not king Messiah the sun, the Dem-
iurge of the heliolaters, under various names? Is he not the Egyptian Osiris and the Grecian Apollo? And what
more appropriate name than Virgin Mary for the Pagan Diana-Astarte, “the Queen of Heaven,” against which
Jeremiah exhausted a whole vocabulary of imprecations? Such an adoption would have been historically as well
as religiously correct. Two large plates were prepared, says Flammarion, in a recent number of La Nature, and
represented the heavens with Christian constellations instead of Pagan. Apostles, popes, saints, martyrs, and
personages of the Old and New Testament completed this Christian Sabaeanism. “The disciples of Loyola used
every exertion to make this plan succeed.” It is curious to find in India among the Moslems the name of Terah,
Abraham’s father, Azar or Azarh, and Azur, which also means fire, and is, at the same time, the name of the
Hindu third solar month (from June to July), during which the sun is in Gemini, and the full moon near Sagit-
tarius.

1 . ..
Cicero, De natura deorum, 1, xii

2
Herodotus, Histories, 11, § 145
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Besides these, many of which were local gods, the protecting deities of rivers and cit-
ies, there were the four classes of genii; we see Ezekiel making them support the
throne of Jehovah in his vision. A fact which, if it identifies the Jewish “Lord God”
with one of the Babylonian trinity, connects, at the same time, the present Christian
God with the same triad, inasmuch as it is these four cherubs, if the reader will re-
member, on which Ireneeus’ makes Jesus ride, and which are shown as the compan-
ions of the evangelists.

The Hindu kabbalistic derivation of the books of Ezekiel and Revelation are shown in
nothing more plainly than in this description of the four beasts, which typify the four
elementary kingdoms — earth, air, fire, and water. As is well known, they are the As-
syrian sphinxes, but these figures are also carved on the walls of nearly every Hindu
pagoda.

The author of the Revelation copies faithfully in his text” the Pythagorean pentacle, of
which Eliphas Lévi’s admirable sketch is reproduced on page 4522

The Jewish Adonai and the Hindu Ardhanari are one the
same, symbols of Humanity’s hermaphrodite Third Race.

The Hindu goddess Ardhanari (or as it might be more properly written, Ardhonari,
since the second a is pronounced almost like the English o) is represented as sur-
rounded by the same figures. It fits exactly Ezekiel’s “wheel of the Adonai,” known as
“the Cherubs of Ezekiel,” and indicates, beyond question, the source from which the
Hebrew seer drew his allegories. For convenience of comparison we have placed the
figure in the pentacle.4 [452]

Above these beasts were the angels or spirits, divided in two groups: the Igili, or ce-
lestial beings, and the Am-anaki, or terrestrial spirits, the giants, children of Anak, of
whom the spies complained to Moses.

Enoch is the type of dual man, spiritual and terrestrial. He and Mi-
chael are one and the same. He “walked with God” and “did not
die” for he is eternal in spirit and eternal in flesh, though the lat-
ter undergoes endless death and rebirth. His place is the centre of
the astronomical cross.

The Kabbala Denudata gives to the kabbalists a very clear, to the profane a very
muddled account of permutations or substitutions of one person for another. So, for
instance, it says, that “the scintilla” (spiritual spark or soul) of Abraham was taken
from Michael, the chief of the Aions, and highest emanation of the Deity; so high in-
deed that in the eyes of the Gnostics, Michael was identical with Christ. And yet Mi-
chael and Enoch are one and the same person. Both occupy the junction-point of the
cross of the Zodiac as “man.” The scintilla of Isaac was that of Gabriel, the chief of

1
[Fragments from the Lost Writings of Irenzeus, liii, liv]
2
See chapter iv, verse 7.
3 _
|Cf. Eliphas Lévi, Dogme et rituel de la haute magie, Vol. I; reproduced above, on the left.]

4
[The Ardhanari, originally published in Isis Unveiled, Vol. II, p. 453, is here redrawn by Philaletheians GR and
reproduced overleaf, on the right.]
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the angelic host, and the scintilla of Jacob was taken from Uriel, named “the fire of
God”; the sharpest sighted spirit in all Heaven. Adam is not the Kadmon but Adam
Primus, the Microprosopus. In one of his aspects the latter is Enoch, [453] the terres-
trial patriarch and father of Methuselah. He that “walked with God” and “did not die”
is the spiritual Enoch, who typified humanity, eternal in spirit and as eternal in
flesh, though the latter does die. Death is but a new birth, and spirit is immortal;
thus humanity can never die, for the Destroyer has become the Creator. Enoch is the
type of the dual man, spiritual and terrestrial. Hence his place in the centre of the

astronomical cross.
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But was this idea original with the Hebrews? We think not. Every nation which had
an astronomical system, and especially India, held the cross in the highest rever-
ence, for it was the geometrical basis of the religious symbolism of their avataras; the
manifestation of the Deity, or of the Creator in his creature MAN; of God in humanity
and humanity in God, as spirits. The oldest monuments of Chaldeea, Persia, and In-
dia disclose the double or eight-pointed cross. This symbol, which very naturally is
found, like every other geometrical figure in nature, in plants as well as in the snow-
flakes, has led Dr. Lundy, in his super-Christian mysticism, to [454] name such cruci-
form flowers as form an eight-pointed star by the junction of the two crosses,
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. the Prophetic Star of the Incarnation, which joined heaven and earth, God
and man together."

There is one God for all, not for a handful of Christians.

The latter sentence is perfectly expressed; only, the old kabbalist axiom, “as above,
so below,” answers still better, as it discloses to us the same God for all humanity,
not alone for the handful of Christians. It is the Mundane cross of Heaven repeated
on earth by plants and dual man: the physical man superseding the “spiritual,” at
the junction-point of which stands the mythical Libra-Hermes-Enoch. The gesture of
one hand pointing to Heaven, is balanced by the other pointing down to the earth;
boundless generations below, boundless regenerations above; the visible but the
manifestation of the invisible; the man of dust abandoned to dust, the man of spirit
reborn in spirit; thus it is finite humanity which is the Son of the Infinite God:

Abba, the Father;
Amona, the Mother;
The Son, the Universe.
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1
Dr. John Patterson Lundy, Monumental Christianity; or, the Art and Symbolism of the Primitive Church as Wit-
nesses and Teachers of the one Catholic Faith and Practice, 1876, p. 9
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This primitive triad is repeated in all the tbeogonies. Adam Kadmon, Hermes, Enoch,
Osiris, Krishna, Ormazd, or Christos are all one. They stand as Metatrons between

body and soul — eternal spirits which redeem flesh by the regeneration of flesh be-
low, and soul by the regeneration above, where humanity walks once more with God. ‘

The gross materialism of the Pentateuch exceeds any theistical
conception in Pagan literature.

We have shown elsewhere that the symbol of the cross or Egyptian Tau, T, was by
many ages, earlier than the period assigned to Abraham, the alleged forefather of the
Israelites, for otherwise Moses could not have learned it of the priests. And that the
Tau was held as sacred by the Jews, as by other “Pagan” nations, is proved by a fact
admitted now by Christian divines as well as by infidel archeaeologists. Moses, in Exo-
dus xii, 22, orders his people to mark their doorposts and lintels with blood, lest the
“Lord God” should make a mistake and smite some of his chosen people, instead of
the doomed Egyptians.' And this mark is a Tau! The identical Egyptian handled-
cross, with the half of which talisman Horus raised the dead, as is shown on a sculp-
tured ruin at Philee.> How gratuitous is the idea that all such crosses and symbols
were so many unconscious prophecies of Christ, is fully exemplified in the case of the
Jews upon whose accusation Jesus was put to death. For instance, the same learned
author remarks in Monumental Christianity that “the Jews themselves acknowledged
this sign of salvation until they rejected [455] Christ”; and in another place he asserts
that “the rod of Moses, used in his miracles before Pharaoh, was, no doubt, this crux
ansata, or something like it, also used by the Egyptian priests.”3 Thus the logical in-
ference would be, that:

e If the Jews worshipped the same symbols as the Pagans, then they were no bet-
ter than they; and

e If, being so well versed as they were in the hidden symbolism of the cross, in
the face of their having waited for centuries for the Messiah, they yet rejected
both the Christian Messiah and Christian Cross, then there must have been
something wrong about both.

Who were those who dared to reject the dogma that Jesus was
the son of God?

Those who “rejected” Jesus as the “Son of God,” were neither the people ignorant of
religious symbols, nor the handful of atheistical Sadducees who put him to death;
but the very men who were instructed in the secret wisdom, who knew the origin as
well as the meaning of the cruciform symbol, and who put aside both the Christian
emblem and the Saviour suspended from it, because they could not be parties to
such a blasphemous imposition upon the common people.

1

Who but the authors of the Pentateuch could have invented a Supreme God or his angel so thoroughly human
as to require a smear of blood upon the doorpost to prevent his killing one person for another! For gross mate-
rialism this exceeds any theistical conception that we have noticed in Pagan literature.

2 .
Dominique Vivant Denon, Voyage dans la basse et la haute Egypte, pendant les campagnes du général Bona-
parte, Vol. 11, pl. 40, fig. 8, pp. 54, 145

3
Dr. Lundy, op. cit., pp. 13, 402
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Nearly all the prophecies about Christ are credited to patriarchs
and prophets.

Only the Zodiac, when interpreted esoterically, will shed light on the re-
lation of its signs to the progenitors of the human race.

Nearly all the prophecies about Christ are credited to the patriarchs and prophets. If
a few of the latter may have existed as real personages, every one of the former is a
myth. We will endeavour to prove it by the hidden interpretation of the Zodiac, and
the relations of its signs to these antediluvian men.

The key to unlocking the relationship between the biblical
patriarchs and the mind-baffling Wheel of Ezekiel lies in
the Hindu Cosmogony.

If the reader will keep in mind the Hindu ideas of cosmogony, as given in chapter VI,
he will better understand the relation between the biblical antediluvian patriarchs,
and that puzzle of commentators — “Ezekiel’s wheel.” Thus, be it remembered:

1 That the universe is not a spontaneous creation, but an evolution from pre-
existent matter;

2 That it is only one of an endless series of universes;

3 That eternity is pointed off into grand cycles, in each of which twelve transfor-
mations of our world occur, following its partial destruction by fire and water,
alternately. So that when a new minor period sets in, the earth is so changed,
even geologically, as to be practically a new world;

4 That of these twelve transformations, the earth after each of the first six is
grosser, and everything on it — man included — more material, than after the
preceding one: while after each of the remaining six the contrary is true, both
earth and man growing more and more refined and spiritual with each terres-
trial change;

5 That when the apex of the cycle is reached, a gradual dissolution takes place,
and every living and objective form is destroyed. But when that point is
reached, humanity has become fitted to live subjectively as well as objectively.
And not humanity alone, but also [456] animals, plants, and every atom. After a
time of rest, say the Buddhists, when a new world becomes self-formed, the as-
tral souls of animals, and of all beings, except such as have reached the highest
Nirvana, will return on earth again to end their cycles of transformations, and
become men in their turn.

SN
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Two mystical signs were inserted into the Zodiac as blinds, to
conceal the true names which gave the key to the whole secret of
creation.

This stupendous conception, the ancients synthesized for the instruction of the
common people, into a single pictorial design — the Zodiac, or celestial belt. Instead
of the twelve signs now used, there were originally but ten known to the general pub-
lic, viz.: Aries, Taurus, Gemini, Cancer, Leo, Virgo-Scorpio, Sagittarius, Capricornus,
Aquarius, and Pisces.’ These were exoteric. But in addition there were two mystical
signs inserted, which none but initiates comprehended, viz.: at the middle or junc-
tion-point where now stands Libra, and at the sign now called Scorpio, which follows
Virgo. When it was found necessary to make them exoteric, these two secret signs
were added under their present appellations as blinds to conceal the true names
which gave the key to the whole secret of creation, and divulged the origin of “good
and evil.”

The true Sabesean astrological doctrine secretly taught that within this double sign
was hidden the explanation of the gradual transformation of the world, from its spir-
itual and subjective, into the “two-sexed” sublunary state. The twelve signs were
therefore divided into two groups.

6 The first six were called the ascending, or the line of Macrocosm (the great spir-
itual world);

7 The last six, the descending line, or the Microcosm (the little secondary world)
— the mere reflection of the former, so to say.

This division was called Ezekiel’s wheel, and was completed in the following way:

First came the ascending five signs (euhemerized into patriarchs), Aries, Tau-
rus, Gemini, Cancer, Leo, and the group concluded with Virgo-Scorpio.

Then came the turning-point, Libra.

After which, the first half of the sign Virgo-Scorpio, was duplicated and trans-
ferred to lead the lower, or descending group of Microcosm which ran down to
Pisces, or Noah (deluge).

Scorpio is the patriarch who led mankind to destruction, according to exoteric theol-
ogy; but,

According to the esoteric doctrine of the Wisdom-Religion, Scor-
pio is the patriarch that degraded the whole universe by leading
the cosmic evolution downward and outward, from the subjective
realms of being to the objective, physical existence.

To make it clearer, the sign Virgo-Scorpio, which appeared originally thus [[}, became
simply Virgo, and the duplication, [[l}, or Scorpio, was placed between Libra, the sev-

1 In Constantin Francois Chasseboeuf, Comte de Volney’s Les Ruines, ou méditations sur les révolutions des
empires, p. 360, it is remarked that as Aries was in its fifteenth degree 1447 B.C., it follows that the first degree
of “Libra” could not have coincided with the Vernal equinox more lately than 15,194 years B.C., to which, if you
add 1790 years since Christ, it appears that 16,984 years have elapsed since the origin of the Zodiac.
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enth sign (which is Enoch, or the angel Metatron, or Mediator between spirit and
matter, or God and man). It now became Scorpio (or Cain), which sign or patriarch
led mankind to destruction, according [457] to exoteric theology; but, according to the
true doctrine of the wisdom-religion, it indicated the degradation of the whole uni-
verse in its course of evolution downward from the subjective to the objective.

The sign of Libra was invented by the Greeks.

The scales stand for equilibrium which is necessary in a universe
of harmony, of exact justice, of the balance of centripetal and
centrifugal forces, darkness and light, spirit and matter.

The sign of Libra is credited as a later invention by the Greeks, but it is not generally
stated that those among them who were initiated had only made a change of names
conveying the same idea as the secret name to those “who knew,” leaving the masses
as unwise as ever. Yet it was a beautiful idea of theirs, this Libra, or the balance, ex-
pressing as much as could possibly be done without unveiling the whole and ulti-
mate truth. They intended it to imply that when the course of evolution had taken
the worlds to the lowest point of grossness, where the earths and their products were
coarsest, and their inhabitants most brutish, the turning point had been reached —
the forces were at an even balance. At the lowest point, the still lingering divine
spark of spirit within began to convey the upward impulse. The scales typified that
eternal equilibrium which is the necessity of a universe of harmony, of exact justice,
of the balance of centripetal and centrifugal forces, darkness and light, spirit and
matter.

Though the Book of Genesis belongs to an immense antiquity, it is
of a much later date than the invention of Libra.

These additional signs of the Zodiac warrant us in saying that the Book of Genesis as
we now find it, must be of later date than the invention of Libra by the Greeks; for we
find the chapters of the genealogies remodelled to fit the new Zodiac, instead of the
latter being made to correspond with the list of patriarchs. And it is this addition and
the necessity of concealing the true key, that led the Rabbinical compilers to repeat
the names of Enoch and Lamech twice, as we see them now in the Kenite table.
Alone, among all the books of the Bible, Genesis belongs to an immense antiquity.
The others are all later additions, the earliest of which appeared with Hilkiah, who
evidently concocted it with the help of Huldah, the prophetess.

As there is more than one meaning attached to the stories of the creation and deluge,
we say, therefore, that the biblical account cannot be comprehended apart from the
Babylonian story of the same; while neither will be thoroughly clear without the
Brahmanical esoteric interpretation of the deluge, as found in the Mahabharata and
the Satapatha-Brahmana. It is the Babylonians who were taught the “mysteries,” the
sacerdotal language, and their religion by the problematical Akkadians who, accord-
ing to Rawlinson, came from Armenia — not the former who emigrated to India. Here
the evidence becomes clear. The Babylonian Xisuthrus is shown by Movers® to have
represented the “sun” in the Zodiac, in the sign of Aquarius, and Oannés, the man-

1
|Franz Carl Movers, Die Phonizier, Vol. I, p. 165 et seq.]
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fish, the semi-demon, is Vishnu in his first avatara; thus giving the key to the double
source of the biblical revelation. [458]

Oannes is the emblem of priestly, esoteric wisdom; he comes out
from the sea, because the “great deep,” the water, typifies the
Secret Doctrine.!

Oannés is the emblem of priestly, esoteric wisdom; he comes out from the sea, be-
cause the “great deep,” the water, typifies, as we have shown, the secret doctrine. For
this same reason Egyptians deified the Nile, apart from its being regarded, in conse-
quence of its periodical overflows, as the “Saviour” of the country. They even held the
crocodiles as sacred, from having their abode in the “deep.” The “Hamites,” so called,
have always preferred to settle near rivers and oceans. Water was the first-created el-
ement, according to some old cosmogonies. This name of Oannés is held in the
greatest reverence, in the Chaldesean records. The Chaldeean priests wore a head-gear
like a fish’s head, and a shad-belly coat,? representing the body of a fish.?

Water represents the duality of both Macrocosmos and Microcos-
mos vivified by Spirit — which Spirit (Nous), by agitating the
mighty mass, unfolds and evolves our beautiful little world from
the Universal Cosmos.’

“Thales,” says Cicero, “assures that water is the principle of all things; and that God
is that Mind which shaped and created all things from water.”®

In the Beginning, SPIRIT within strengthens Heaven and Earth,
The watery fields, and the lucid globe of Luna, and

Titan stars; and mind infused through the limbs

Agitates the whole mass, and mixes itself with GREAT MATTER.®

Thus water represents the duality of both the Macrocosmos and the Microcosmos, in
conjunction with the vivifying SPIRIT, and the evolution of the little world from the
universal cosmos. The deluge then, in this sense, points to that final struggle be-
tween the conflicting elements, which brought the first great cycle of our planet to a
close. These periods gradually merged into each other, order being brought out of
chaos, or disorder, and the successive types of organism being evolved only as the
physical conditions of nature were prepared for their appearance; for our present
race could not have breathed on earth during that intermediate period, not having as
yet the allegorical coats of skin.”

1
[Consult “The Number of the Beast is the Number of Man,” in our Planetary Rounds and Globes Series. — ED.
PHIL.]

[A man’s coat cut diagonally from the waist to the back of the knees, i.e., having the front edges cut on a
gradual slant from the front to the tails.]

3
See cuts in Thomas Inman’s Ancient Faiths Embodied in Ancient Names; or, an Attempt to Trace the Religious
Belief, Sacred Rites, and Holy Emblems of Certain Nations, Vol. I, p. 529.

4 . . .

[Consult “Kosmos and Cosmos,” in our Confusing Words Series. — ED. PHIL.|
5 .

Cicero, De natura deorum, I, x

6
Virgil, ZEneid, vi, 724-27. [Consult “Virgil's mens agitat molem,” in our Mystic Verse and Insights Series. —
ED. PHIL.]

7
The term “coats of skin,” is the more suggestive when we learn that the Hebrew word “skin” used in the origi-
nal text, means human skin. The text says: “And Yava Aleim made for Adam and his wife X M7, KOTHNOTH

Page 73 of 89


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

In chapters iv and v of Genesis, we find the so-called generations of Cain and Seth.
Let us glance at them in the order in which they stand: [459]

The ten biblical patriarchs are identical with the Hindu Prajapatis,
and the Sephiroth of the Kabbalah.

Lines of Generations

Good Principle | Evil Principle

Sethite Kenite

—_

Adam | Adam
Seth | Cain
Enos Enoch
Cainan | Irad
Mahalaleel | Mehujael
Jared | Methusael
Enoch | Lamech

Methuselah Jubal

O 0 N o U » W N

Lamech Jabal

—
o

Noah | Tubalcain

The above are the ten biblical patriarchs, identical with Hindu Prajapatis, and the
Sephiroth of the Kabbalah. We say ten patriarchs, not twenty, for the Kenite line was
devised for no other purpose than,

1 To carry out the idea of dualism, on which is founded the philosophy of every
religion; for these two genealogical tables represent simply the opposing powers
or principles of good and evil; and

2 As a blind for the uninitiated masses. Suppose we restore them to their primi-
tive form, by erasing these premeditated blinds. These are so transparent as to
require but a small amount of perspicacity to select, even though one should
use only his unaided judgment, and were not, as we are, enabled to apply the
test of the secret doctrine.

SN

OR.” (Genesis iii, 21) The first Hebrew word is the same as the Greek xwtav, chiton, coat. Parkhurst defines it as
the skin of men or animals MY, 79X and 1%, OUR, or ORAH. The same word is used at Exodus xxxiv, 30, 35, when
the skin of Moses “shone.” (Alexander Wilder)
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By converting one name into another, the Masorah has helped to
falsify the little that was left original in the primitive Scriptures.

It is no accident that in the Sethite table Enoch comes second from Ad-
am, and is father to Cain. This inversion of paternity is intended to cre-
ate confusion and baffling inquiry.

By ridding ourselves, therefore, of the Kenite names that are mere duplications of the
Sethite, or of each other, we get rid of Adam; of Enoch® — who, in one genealogy, is
shown the father of Irad, and in the other, the son of Jared; of Lamech, son of Me-
thusael, whereas he, Lamech, is son of Methuselah in the Sethite line; of Irad (Jar-
ed),2 Jubal and Jabal, who, with Tubalcain, form a trinity in one, and that one the
double of Cain; of Mehujael (who is but Mahalaleel differently spelled), and Methu-
sael (Methuselah). This leaves us in the Kenite genealogy of chapter iv, one only,
Cain, who — the first murderer and [460] fratricide — is made to stand in his line as
father of Enoch, the most virtuous of men, who does not die, but is translated alive.
Turn we now to the Sethite table, and we find that Enos, or Enoch, comes second
from Adam, and is father to Cain(an). This is no accident. There was an evident rea-
son for this inversion of paternity; a palpable design — that of creating confusion and
baffling inquiry.

We say, then, that the patriarchs are simply the signs of the Zodiac, emblems, in
their manifold aspects, of the spiritual and physical evolution of human races, of ag-
es, and of divisions of time. In astrology, the first four of the “Houses,” in the dia-
grams of the “Twelve Houses of Heaven” — namely, the first, tenth, seventh, and
fourth, or the second inner square placed with its angles upward and downward, are
termed angles, as being of the greatest strength and power. They answer to Adam,
Noah, Cain-an, and Enoch, Alpha, Omega, evil and good, leading the whole. Fur-
thermore, when divided (including the two secret names) into four trigons or triads,
viz.: fiery, airy, earthy, and watery, we find the latter corresponding to Noah.

Enoch and Lamech were doubled in the table of Cain, to fill out the required number
ten in both “generations” in the Bible, instead of employing the “Secret Name”; and,
in order that the patriarchs should correspond with the ten kabbalistic Sephiroth,
and fit at the same time the ten, and, subsequently, twelve signs of the Zodiac, in a
manner comprehensible only to the kabbalists.

And now, Abel having disappeared out of that line of descent, he is replaced by Seth,
who was clearly an afterthought suggested by the necessity of not having the human

t [Cf. “Enoichion (Gr.). Lit., the ‘inner Eye’; the ‘Seer,” a reference to the third inner, or Spiritual Eye, the true
name for Enoch disfigured from Chanoch.” Theosophical Glossary. Also cf. Evnxog is sounding within, of wind-
instruments; opp. eyxopdog. H.G. Liddell & R. Scott, A Greek-English Lexicon. (1st ed. 1843); Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1996; 9t ed. & suppl.]

2
Here, again, the “Masorah,” by converting one name into another, has helped to falsify the little that was left
original in the primitive Scriptures.

De Rossi, of Parma, says of the Masoretes, in his Compéndio, Vol. 1V, pp. 7-8:

It is known with what carefulness Esdras, the most excellent critic they have had, had reformed [the
text] and corrected it, and restored it to its primary splendour. Of the many revisions undertaken after
him, none are more celebrated than that of the Masoretes, who came after the sixth century . . . and all
the most zealous adorers and defenders of the “Masorah,” Christians and Jews . . . ingenuously accord
and confess that it, such as it exists, is deficient, imperfect, interpolated, full of errors, and a most unsafe
guide.

The square letter was not invented till after the third century.
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race descend entirely from a murderer. This dilemma being apparently first noticed
when the Kenite table had been completed, Adam is made (after all the generations
had appeared) to beget this son, Seth. It is a suggestive fact that, whereas the dou-
ble-sexed Adam of chapter v is made in the likeness of the Elohim," Seth? is begotten
in Adam’s “own likeness,” thus signifying that there were men of different races. Also,
it is most noticeable that neither the age nor a single other particular respecting the
patriarchs in the Kenite table is given, whereas the reverse is the case with those in
the Sethite line.

Most assuredly, no one could expect to find, in a work open to the public, the final
mysteries of that which was preserved for countless ages as the grandest secret of
the sanctuary. But, without divulging the key to the profane, or being taxed with un-
due indiscretion, we may be allowed to lift a corner of the veil which shrouds the ma-
jestic doctrines of old. Let us then write down the patriarchs as they ought to stand
in their relation to the Zodiac, and see how they correspond with the signs. [461]

The Wheel of Ezekiel explained exoterically and esoteri-
cally.

Let us then write down the patriarchs as they ought to stand in
their relation to the Zodiac, and see how they correspond with the
signs.

The following [exoteric] diagram represents Ezekiel’s Wheel, as given in many works,
among others, in Hargrave Jennings’ The Rosicrucians:

1
See Genesisi, 27 and v, 1.

2
v, 3.
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The Wheel of Ezekiel
Exoteric

1 2 3 4 5 /6
Macrocosmos
v 8 o 62 Tm Ascending
A
) 11 12
Microcosmos
Descending “ )—(

v

These signs are (follow numbers):

1, Aries; 2, Taurus; 3, Gemini; 4, Cancer; 5, Leo; 6, Virgo, or the ascending line of the grand cycle
of creation.

After this comes 7, Libra — “man,” which, though it is found right in the middle, or the intersection
point, leads down the numbers:

8, Scorpio; 9, Sagittarius; 10, Capricornus; 11, Aquarius; and 12, Pisces.

While discussing the double sign of Virgo-Scorpio and Libra, Hargrave Jennings ob-
serves:

All this is incomprehensible, except in the strange mysticism of the Gnostics
and the Kabbalists; and the whole theory requires a key of explanation to ren-
der it intelligible; which key is only darkly referred to as possible, but refused
absolutely, by these extraordinary men, as not permissible to be disclosed.*

1
Hargrave Jennings, The Rosicrucians: their rites and mysteries, 1870, pp. 64-65
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The said key must be turned seven times before the whole system is divulged. We
will give it but one turn, and thereby allow the profane one glimpse into the mystery.
Happy he, who understands the whole! [462]

The Wheel of Ezekiel
Esoteric

2 E
5Leo
4 Cancer
3 Gemini

2 Taurus
1 Aries (Cain)

6 Virgo
(Yod-'heva, njn*)

1

7 Libra
(Enoch)

8 Scorpio (Adam-Eve)
9 Sagittarius (Seth)
10 Capricornus

11 Aquarius

12 Pisces

To explain the presence of Yod-’heva, or what is generally termed the Tetragram mm,
and of Adam and Eve, it will suffice to remind the reader of the following verses in
Genesis, with their right meaning inserted in brackets.

1 And God [Elohim]| created man in his [their] own image . . . male and female creat-
ed he them [him)]. (i, 17)

2 Male and female created he them [him] . . . and called their [his] name ADAM. (v, 2)
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Librais identical with Enoch and Hermes.

When woman issues from the left rib of the second Adam of dust,
the pure Virgo is separated and, falling “into generation” or the
downward cycle, becomes Scorpio, emblem of sin and matter.

When the ternary is taken in the beginning of the Tetragram, it expresses the divine
creation spiritually, i.e., without any carnal sin: taken at its opposite end it expresses
the latter; it is feminine. The name of Eve is composed of three letters, that of the
primitive or heavenly [463] Adam, is written with one letter, Jod or Yod; therefore it
must not be read Jehovah but leva, or Eve. The Adam of the first chapter is the spir-
itual, therefore pure androgyne, Adam-Kadmon. When woman issues from the left
rib of the second Adam (of dust), the pure Virgo is separated, and, falling “into gener-
ation,” or the downward cycle, becomes Scorpio,:l emblem of sin and matter. While
the ascending cycle points at the purely spiritual races, or the ten prediluvian patri-
archs (the Prajapatis, and Sephirc")th)2 are led on by the creative Deity itself, who is
Adam-Kadmon or Yod-’heva. [Spiritually]|, the lower one [Jehovah] is that of the ter-
restrial races, led on by Enoch or Libra, the seventh; who, because he is half-divine,
half-terrestrial, is said to have been taken by God alive. Enoch, or Hermes, or Libra
are one.? All are the scales of universal harmony; justice and equilibrium are placed
at the central point of the Zodiac. The grand circle of the heavens, so well discoursed
upon by Plato, in his Timeeus,” symbolizes the unknown as a unity; and the smaller
circles which form the cross, by their division on the plane of the Zodiacal ring —
typify, at the point of their intersection, life. The centripetal and centrifugal forces, as
symbols of Good and Evil, Spirit and Matter, Life and Death, are also those of the
Creator and the Destroyer — Adam and Eve, or God and the Devil, as they say in
common parlance. In the subjective, as well as in the objective worlds, they are the
two powers, which through their eternal conflict keep the universe of spirit and mat-
ter in harmony. They force the planets to pursue their paths, and keep them in their
elliptical orbits, thus tracing the astronomical cross in their revolution through the
Zodiac. In their conflict the centripetal force, were it to prevail, would drive the plan-
ets and living souls into the sun, type of the invisible Spiritual Sun, the Paramatman
or great universal Soul, their parent; while the centrifugal force would chase both
planets and souls into the dreary space, far from the luminary of the objective uni-
verse, away from the spiritual realm of salvation and eternal life, and into the chaos
of final cosmic destruction, and individual annihilation. But the balance is there, ev-
er sensitive at the intersection point. It regulates the action of the two combatants,
and the combined effort of both, causes planets and “living souls” to pursue a double
diagonal line in their revolution through Zodiac and Life; and thus preserving strict
harmony, in visible and invisible heaven and earth, the forced unity of the two recon-

1
Scorpio is the astrological sign of the organs of reproduction.

2

The patriarchs are all convertible in their numbers as well as interchangeable. According to what they relate,
they become ten, five, seven, twelve, and even fourteen. The whole system is so complicated that it is an utter
impossibility in a work like this to do more than hint at certain matters.

3

[Note 62 by Boris de Zirkoff: The square brackets in this sentence have been added in accordance with H.P.
Blavatsky’s own corrections in The Secret Doctrine, Vol. I, p. 129, where she quotes this passage from Isis Un-
veiled.]

4
[34 et seq.]
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ciles spirit and matter, and Enoch is [464] said to stand a “Metatron” before God.
Reckoning from him down to Noah and his three sons, each of these represent a new
“world,” (i.e., our earth, which is the seventh)1 which after every period of geological
transformation, gives birth to another and distinct race of men and beings.

Cain leads the ascending line, or Macrocosm, for he is the Son of the “Lord,” not of
Adam.” The “Lord” is Adam Kadmon, Cain, the Son of sinful thought, not the proge-
ny of flesh and blood. Seth on the other hand is the leader of the races of earth, for
he is the Son of Adam, and begotten “in his own likeness, after his image.”3 Cain is
Kenu, Assyrian, and means eldest, while the Hebrew word 1’ means a smith, an ar-
tificer.

Our science shows that the globe has passed through five distinct geological phases,
each characterized by a different stratum, and these are in reverse order, beginning
with the last:

1 The Quaternary period, in which man appears as a certainty;
2 The Tertiary period, in which he may have appeared;

3 The Secondary period, that of gigantic saurians, the megalosaurus, icthyo-
saurus, and plesiosaurus — no vestige of man,;

4 The Palaeozoic period, that of gigantic crustacea,;

5 (Or first). The Azoic period, during which science asserts organic life had not yet
appeared.

And is there no possibility that there was a period, and several periods, when man
existed, and yet was not an organic being — therefore could not have left any vestige
of himself for exact science? Spirit leaves no skeletons or fossils behind, and yet few
are the men on earth who doubt that man can live both objectively and subjectively.
At all events, the theology of the Brahmans, hoary with antiquity, and which divides
the formative periods of the earth into four ages, and places between each of these a
lapse of 1,728,000 years, agrees far more with official science and modern discovery
than the absurd chronological notions promulgated by the Councils of Niceea and
Trent.

The names of the patriarchs were not Hebrew, though they may [465] have been He-
braized later; they are evidently of Assyrian or Aryan origin.

t See Vol. I of the present work, p. 32. Alone, the Hindu calculation by the Zodiac, can give a key to the Hebrew
chronologies and the ages of the patriarchs. If we bear in mind that, according to the former astronomical and
chronological calculations, out of the fourteen manvantaras (or divine ages), each of which, composed of twelve
thousand years of the devas, multiplied by seventy-one, forms one period of creation — not quite seven are yet
passed, the Hebrew calculation will become more clear. To help, as much as possible, those who will be sure to
get a good deal bewildered in this calculation, we will remind the reader that the Zodiac is divided into 360 de-
grees, and every sign into thirty degrees; that in the Samaritan Bible the age of Enoch is fixed at 360 years; that
in Manu, the divisions of time are given thus:

“The day and the night are composed of thirty Muhourtas. A mouhurta contains thirty kalas. A month [of
the mortals is of thirty days, but it] is but one day of the Pitris. . . . A year [of the mortals] is one day of
the Devas.” [Manu, I, 64-67]

2 ..
Genesis iv, 1

3 .
Genesis v, 3
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Aries is the Adam of dust.

The names of the patriarchs were not originally Hebrew, though
they may have been Hebraized later on; they are evidently of As-
syrian or Aryan origin.

Thus Adam, for instance, stands in the explained Kabbalah as a convertible term,
and applies nearly to every other patriarch, as every one of the Sephiroth to each Se-
phirah, and vice versa. Adam, Cain, and Abel form the first triad of the twelve. They
correspond in the Sephirothal tree to the Crown, Wisdom, and Intelligence; and in
astrology to the three trigons — the fiery, the earthy, and the airy; which fact, were
we allowed to devote more space than we have to its elucidation, would perhaps
show that astrology deserves the name of science as well as any other. Adam (Kad-
mon) or Aries (ram) is identical with the Egyptian ram-headed god Amun, fabricating
man on the potter’s wheel. His duplication, therefore — or the Adam of dust — is al-
so Aries, Amon, when standing at the head of his generations, for he fabricates mor-
tals also in “his own likeness.” In astrology the planet Jupiter is connected with the
“first house” (Aries). The colour of Jupiter, as seen in the “stages of the seven
spheres,” on the tower of Borsippa, or Birs Nimrud, was red;1 and in Hebrew Adam
07X means “red” as well as “man.” The Hindu god Agni, who presides at the sign of
Pisces, next to that of Aries in their relation to the twelve months (February and
March),2 is painted of a deep red colour, with two faces (male and female), three legs,
and seven arms; the whole forming the number twelve. So, also, Noah (Pisces), who
appears in the generations as the twelfth patriarch, counting Cain and Abel, is Adam
again under another name, for he is the forefather of a new race of mankind; and
with his “three sons,” one bad, one good, and one partaking of both qualities, is the
terrestrial reflection of the super-terrestrial Adam and his three sons. Agni is repre-
sented mounted on a ram, with a tiara surmounted by a cross.?

Cain presides over the Taurus.

Abel is the female counterpart of Cain, for they are twins and
probably androgynous; the latter answering to Wisdom; the for-
mer, to Intelligence.

Cain, presiding over the Taurus (Bull) of the Zodiac, is also very suggestive. Taurus
belongs to the earthy trigon, and in connection with this sign it will not be amiss to
remind the student of an allegory from the Persian Avesta. The story goes that Or-
mazd produced a being — source and type of all the universal beings — called LIFE,
or Bull in the Zend. Ahriman (Cain) kills this being (Abel), from the seed of which [466]

1
See Sir Henry Creswicke Rawlinson’s “Diagrams.” [“On the Birs Nimrud, or the Great Temple of Borsippa,” in
the Journal of the Royal Artistic Society of Great Britain and Ireland, Vol. XVIII, 1861, pp. 17-19]

2 In the Brahmanical Zodiac the signs are all presided over by, and dedicated to, one of the twelve great gods.
So, 1. Mesha (Aries) is dedicated to Varuna; 2. Vrisha (Taurus), to Yama; 3. Mithuna (Gemini), to Pavana; 4.
Karkataka (Cancer), to Strya; 5. Sinha (Leo), to Soma; 6. Kanya (Virgo), to Kartikeya; 7. Toula (Libra), to Ku-
vera; 8. Vrischica (Scorpio), to Kama; 9. Dhanu (Sagittarius), to Ganesa; 10. Makara (Capricornus), to Pulaha;
11. Kumbha (Aquarius), to Indra; and, 12. Mina (Pisces), to Agni.

J

[Consult “Subba Row’s Twelve Signs of the Zodiac,” in our Secret Doctrine’s First Proposition Series. — ED.
PHIL.]

3
Edward Moor, The Hindu Pantheon, pp. 295-302, and pl. 80
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BUDDHAS AND INITIATES SERIES
PRE-VEDIC BUDDHISM LIES AT THE HEART OF ALL MAJOR RELIGIONS

(Seth) new beings are produced.1 Abel, in Assyrian, means son, but in Hebrew, 727, it

means something ephemeral, not long-lived, valueless, and also a “Pagan idol,”2 as
Cain means a Hermaic statue (a pillar, the symbol of generation). Likewise, Abel is
the female counterpart of Cain (male), for they are twins and probably androgynous;
the latter answering to Wisdom, the former to Intelligence.

So with all other patriarchs. Enosh, ¥R, is Homo again — a man, or the same Adam,
and Enoch in the bargain; and 17, Kain-an, is identical with Cain. Seth, nw, is Teth,
or Thoth, or Hermes; and this is the reason, no doubt, why Josephus3 shows Seth so

1

[Cf. Martin Haug, Essays on the sacred language, writings, and religion of the Parsis, 1878, p. 147, note]
2

Apollo was also Abelius, or Bel.

3
[Flavius Josephus, Antiquities of the Jews, 1, ii, 3]

Buddhism, the religion of pre-Vedic India v. 19.10, www.philaletheians.co.uk, 1 February 2019
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proficient in astrology, geometry, and other occult sciences. Foreseeing the flood, he
says, he engraved the fundamental principles of his art on two pillars of brick and
stone, the latter of which “he saw himself [Josephus] to remain in Syria in his own
time.” Thus is it that Seth is identified also with Enoch, to whom kabbalists and Ma-
sons attribute the same feat; and, at the same time, with Hermes, or Kadmus again,
for Enoch is identical with the former; 1137 He-NOCH means a teacher, an initiator, or
an initiate; in Grecian mythology, Inachus. We have seen the part he is made to play
in the Zodiac.

Mahalel, if we divide the word and write 7711, ma-ha-lah, means tender, merciful;
and therefore is he made to correspond with the fourth Sephirah, Love or Mercy, em-
anated from the first triad.’ Irad, 77, or Iared, is (minus the vowels) precisely the
same. If from the verb 77, it means descent; if from 7R, arad, it means offspring,
and thus corresponds perfectly with the kabbalistic emanations.

Lamech, 1%, is not Hebrew, but Greek. Lam-ach means Lam, the father, and Olam-
Ach is the father of the age; or the father of him (Noah) who inaugurates a new era or
period of creation after the pralaya of the deluge; Noah being the symbol of a new
world, the Kingdom (Malkuth) of the Sephiroth; hence his father, corresponding to
the ninth Sephiroth, is the Foundation.? Furthermore, both father and son answer to
Aquarius and Pisces in the Zodiac; and thus the former belonging to the airy and the
latter to the watery trigons, they close the list of the biblical myths.

The antediluvian dynasties of the Prajapatis reigned for 4,320,000
human years.

But if, as we see, every patriarch represents, in one sense, like each of the Prajapatis,
a new race of antediluvian human beings; and if, as it may as easily be proved, they
are the copies of the Babylonian Saros, [467] or ages, the latter themselves copies of
the Hindu ten dynasties of the “Lords of beings,”3 yet, however we may regard them,
they are among the profoundest allegories ever conceived by philosophical minds.

Each of the twelve “hours” of Nychthemeron typifies the
evolution of a new man, and in its turn is divided into four
guarters or ages.

In the Nychthémeron,4 the evolution of the universe and its successive periods of
formation, together with the gradual development of the human races, are illustrated
as fully as possible in the twelve “hours” into which the allegory is divided. Each
“hour” typifies the evolution of a new man, and in its turn is divided into four quar-

1
Halal is a name of Apollo. The name of Mahalal-Eliel would then be the Autumnal sun, of July, and this patri-
arch presides over Leo (July) the zodiacal sign.

2
See description of the Sephir6th, in chapter V.

3 How servile was this Chaldeean copy may be seen in comparing the Hindu chronology with that of the Baby-
lonians. According to Manu, the antediluvian dynasties of the Prajapatis reigned 4,320,000 human years, a
whole divine age of the devas in short, or that length of time which invariably occurs between life on earth and
the dissolution of that life, or pralaya. The Chaldaeans, in their turn, give precisely the same figures, minus one
cipher, to wit: they make their 120 saroses yield a total of 432,000 years.

4 .
Eliphas Lévi gives it both in the Greek and Hebrew versions, but so condensed and arbitrarily that it is im-
possible for one who knows less than himself to understand him. [Dogme et rituel de la haute magie, 11, suppl.]
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ters or ages. This work shows how thoroughly was the ancient philosophy imbued
with the doctrines of the early Aryans, who were the first to divide the life on our
planet into four ages. If one would trace this doctrine from its source in the night of
the traditional period down to the Seer of Patmos, he need not go astray among the
religious systems of all nations. The Babylonians he would find teaching that in four
different periods four Oannéses (or suns) appeared; the Hindus asserting their four
Yugas; the Greeks, Romans, and others firmly believing in the golden, silver, brazen,
and iron ages, each of the epochs being heralded by the appearance of a saviour. The
four Buddhas of the Hindus and the three prophets of the Zoroastrians — Oshedar-
Bami, Oshedar-Mah, and Saoshyant — preceded by Zarathushtra, are the types of
these ages.1

The book of Genesis and the other books of Moses were tampered
with and remodelled by more than one author. In their original
state they were faithful copies from the Hindu sacred books.

In the Bible, the very opening tells us that before the sons of God saw the daughters
of men, the latter lived from 365 to 969 years. But when the “Lord God” saw the in-
iquities of mankind, He concluded to allow them at most 120 years of life.” To ac-
count for such a violent oscillation in the human mortality-table is only possible by
tracing this decision of the “Lord God” to its origin. Such incongruities as we meet at
every step in the Bible can be only attributed to the facts that the book of Genesis
and the other books of Moses were tampered with and remodelled by more than one
author; and, that in their original state they were, with the exception of the external
form of the allegories, faithful copies from the Hindu sacred books. In Manu,3 we find
the following: [468]

In the first age, neither sickness nor suffering were known. Men lived four cen-
turies.

This was in the Krita or Satya-yuga.

The Krita-yuga is the type of justice. The bull which stands firm on its four legs
is its image; man adheres to truth, and evil does not as yet direct his actions.*

In each of the four yugas-ages of the world, which proceed in
succession during the manvantaric cycle, human life loses one-
fourth of its lifespan.

But in each of the following ages primitive human life loses one-fourth of its dura-
tion, that is to say, in Treta-yuga man lives 300, in Dvapara-yuga 200, and in Kali-
yuga, or our own age, but 100 years generally, at the most. Noah, son of Lamech —
Olam-Ach, or father of the age — is the distorted copy of Manu, son of Svayambhu,
and the six Manus or Rishis issued from the Hindu “first man” are the originals of
Terah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Joseph, and Moses, the Hebrew sages, who beginning

1

[Cf. Friedrich von Spiegel, Kommentar tiber das Avesta, Leipzig 1865-69, 2-vols., I, pp. 32 et seq.]
2

Genesis vi, 3
3

Book I, 81 et seq.

4
See Rabbi Shimon’s dissertation on the primitive Man-Bull and the horns. Zohar.
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with Terah were all alleged to have been astrologers, alchemists, inspired prophets,
and soothsayers; or in a more profane but plainer language — magicians.

If we consult the Talmudistic Mishnah we find therein the first emanated divine cou-
ple, the androgyne Demiurge Hokhmah (or Hokhmah-Akhaméth) and Binah building
themselves a house with seven pillars. They are the architects of God — Wisdom and
Intelligence — and His “compass and square.” The seven columns are the future sev-
en worlds, or the typical seven primordial “days” of creation.

“Hokhmah immolates her victims.” These victims are the numberless forces of nature
which must “die” (expend themselves) in order that they should live; when one force
dies out, it is but to give birth to another force, its progeny. It dies but lives in its
children, and resuscitates at every seventh generation. The servants of Hokhmah, or
wisdom, are the souls of ha-Adam, for in him are all the souls of Israel.

There are twelve hours in the day, says the Mishnah, and it is during these hours
that is accomplished the creation of man. Would this be comprehensible, unless we
had Manu to teach us that this “day” embraces the four ages of the world and has a
duration of twelve thousand divine years of the Devas?

The Creators (Elohim) outline in the second [hour] the shape of a more corpore-
al form of man. They separate it into two and prepare the sexes to become dis-
tinct from each other. Such is the way the Elohim proceeded in reference to
every created thing.1

Every fish, fowl, plant, beast and man was androgyne at the first hour.
Says the commentator, the great Rabbi Shimon: [469]

O, companions, companions, man as emanation was both man and woman; as
well on the side of the FATHER as on the side of the MOTHER. And this is the
sense of the words, and Elohim spoke, Let there be Light and it was Light! . . .
And this is the “two-fold man”!?

%

1 .
“The Nychthémeron of the Hebrews”; see Eliphas Lévi, Dogme et rituel de la haute magie, II, suppl.

2
Ausztige aus dem Buche Sohar, Berlin 1857, pp. 14-15
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Like the stars, the shape of the archetypal man was spheroid for,
being a pure spiritual entity, he had no use for limbs.

A spiritual woman was necessary as a contrast for the spiritual man. Harmony is the
universal law. In Taylor’s translation, Plato’s discourse upon creation is rendered so
as to make him say of this universe that:

He caused it to move with circular motion. . . . When, therefore, that God who
is a perpetually reasoning divinity, cogitated about that God [man] who was
destined to subsist at some certain period of time, He produced his body smooth
and equable; and every way from the middle even and whole, and perfect from
the composition of perfect bodies. This perfect circle of the created god, He de-
cussated in the form of the letter X.*

The italics of both these sentences from Timeeus belong to Dr. Lundy, the author of
that remarkable work mentioned once before, Monumental Ciu*istianity;2 and atten-
tion is drawn to the words of the Greek philosopher, with the evident purpose of giv-
ing them the prophetic character which Justin Martyr applied to the same, when ac-
cusing Plato of having borrowed his “physiological discussion in the Timaeus . . . con-
cerning the Son of God placed crosswise in the universe,” from Moses and his ser-
pent of brass.? The learned author seems to fully accord an unpremeditated prophe-
cy to these words; although he does not tell us whether he believes that like Plato’s
created god, Jesus was originally a sphere “smooth and equable, and every way from
the middle even and whole.” Even if Justin Martyr were excusable for his perversion
of Plato, Dr. Lundy ought to know that the day for that sort of casuistry is long gone
by. What the philosopher meant was man, who before being encased in matter had
no use for limbs, but was a pure spiritual entity. Hence if the Deity, his universe,
and the stellar bodies are to be conceived as spheroidal, this shape would be arche-
typal man’s. As his enveloping shell grew heavier, there came the necessity for limbs,
and the limbs sprouted. If we fancy a man with arms and legs naturally extended at
the same angle, by backing him against the circle that symbolizes his prior shape as

1

[Thomas Taylor, The Works of Plato, Vol. 11, pp. 483, 487]
2

[page 8]
3

|First Apology, cap. 1x]
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a spirit, we would have the very figure described by Plato — the X cross within the
circle [®].

All the legends of the creation, the fall of man, and the resultant deluge, belong to
universal history, and are no more the property of the Israelites than that of any oth-
er nation. What specially belongs to them (Kabbalists excepted) are the disfigured de-
tails of every tradition. The Genesis of Enoch is by far anterior to the books of Mo-
ses,1 and [470] Guillaume Postel has presented it to the world, explaining the allego-
ries as far as he dared; but the groundwork is still unexposed. For the Jews, the
Book of Enoch is as canonical as the Mosaic books; and if the Christians accepted
the latter as an authority, we do not see why they should reject the former as an
apocrypha. No more can the age of one than that of the other be determined with an-
ything like certainty. At the time of the separation, the Samaritans recognized only
the books of Moses and that of Joshua, says Dr. Jost.? In 168 B.C., Jerusalem had
its temple plundered, and all the sacred books were destroyed;3 therefore, the few
MSS. that remained were to be found only among the “teachers of tradition.” The
kabbalistic Tannaim, and their initiates and prophets had always practised its teach-
ings in common with the Canaanites, the Hamites, Midianites, Chaldeeans, and all
other nations. The story of Daniel is a proof of it.

There was a sort of Brotherhood or Freemasonry among the Kabbalists scattered all
over the world, since the memory of man; and, like some societies of the mediaeval
Masonry of Europe, they called themselves Companions4 and Innocents.” It is a belief
(founded on knowledge) among the Kabbalists, that no more than the Hermetic rolls
are the genuine sacred books of the seventy-two elders — books which contained the
“Ancient Word” — lost, but that they have all been preserved from the remotest times
among secret communities. Emanuel Swedenborg says as much, and his words are
based, he says, on the information he had from certain spirits, who assured him that
“they performed their worship according to this Ancient Word.” “Seek for it in China,”
adds the great seer, “peradventure you may find it in Great Tartary!” Other students
of occult sciences have had more than the word of “certain spirits” to rely upon in
this special case — they have seen the books.

%

! Such is the opinion of the erudite Dr. I.M. Jost and J.W. Donaldson. “The collection of the Old Testament
writings, as we now find them, appears to have been concluded about 150 years B.C. The Jews now sought out
the other books, which had been scattered in war, and brought them into one collection.” (Dr. Friedrich Wil-
helm von Ghillany, Die Menschenopfer der alten Hebrder: eine Geschichtliche Untersuchung, 1842, p. 1)

2

Isaak Markus Jost, The Israelite Indeed, I, p. 51. [Consult his opus magnum, Geschichte der Israeliten seit der
Zeit der Maccabaer (The History of the Israelites since Maccabean times), published in nine volumes between
1820 and 1829.]

3
Flavius Josephus, Antiquities of the Jews, XII, v. 4
4
Adolphe Franck, La Kabbale ou la philosophie religieuse des Hébreux, 1843, p. 131

5
Jacques Gaffarel, Introduction to the Book of Enoch
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The real Hebrew Bible is a secret volume, unknown to the
masses.

Four arguments against the exoteric Bible.

We must choose therefore perforce between two methods — either to accept the Bible
exoterically or esoterically. Against the former we have the following facts:

1 That, after the first copy of the Book of God has been edited and launched on
the world by Hilkiah, this copy disappears, and Ezra has to make a new bible,
which Judas Maccabeus finishes;

2 That when it was copied from the horned letters into square letters, it was cor-
rupted beyond recognition;

3 That the Masorah completed the work of destruction; that, finally, we have a
text, not 900 years old, abounding [471] with omissions, interpolations, and
premeditated perversions; and

4 That, consequently, as this Masoretic Hebrew text has fossilized its mistakes,
and the key to the “Word of God” is lost, no one has a right to enforce upon so-
called “Christians” the divagations of a series of hallucinated and, perhaps,
spurious prophets, under the unwarranted and untenable assumption that the
author of it was the “Holy Ghost” in propria personee.

Hence, we reject this pretended monotheistic Scripture, made up just when the
priests of Jerusalem found their political profit in violently breaking off all connection
with the Gentiles. It is at this moment only that we find them persecuting Kabbalists,
and banning the “old wisdom” of both Pagans and Jews. The real Hebrew Bible was
a secret volume, unknown to the masses, and even the Samaritan Pentateuch is far
more ancient than the Septuagint. As for the former, the Fathers of the Church never
even heard of it. We prefer decidedly to take the word of Swedenborg that the “An-
cient Word” is somewhere in China or the Great Tartary. The more so, as the Swedish
seer is declared, at least by one clergyman, namely, the Reverend Dr. R.L. Tafel, of
London, to have been in a state of “inspiration from God,” while writing his theologi-
cal works. He is given even the superiority over the penmen of the Bible, for, while
the latter had the words spoken to them in their ears, Swedenborg was made to un-
derstand them rationally and was, therefore, internally and not externally illuminat-
ed. Says the reverend author:

When a conscientious member of the New Church hears any charges made
against the divinity and the infallibility of either the soul or the body of the doc-
trines of the New Jerusalem, he must at once place himself on the unequivocal
declaration made in those doctrines, that the Lord has effected His second com-
ing in and by means of those writings which were published by Emanuel Swe-
denborg, as His servant, and that, therefore, those charges are not and cannot
be true.

And if it is “the Lord” that spoke through Swedenborg, then there is a hope for us
that at least one divine will corroborate our assertions, that the ancient “word of
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God” is nowhere but in the heathen countries, especially Buddhistic Tartary, Thibet,
and Chinal!

The primitive history of Greece is the primitive history of India,

exclaims Pococke in his India in Greece.' In view of subsequent fruits of critical re-
search, we may paraphrase the sentence and say:

The primitive history of Judeea is a distortion of Indian fable engrafted on that
of Egypt.

Many scientists, encountering stubborn facts, and being reluctant to contrast the
narratives of the “divine” revelation with those of the Brahmanical books, merely pre-
sent them to the reading public. Meanwhile they limit their conclusions to criticisms
and contradictions [472] of each other. So Max Mtller opposes the theories of Spiegel,
and someone else; and Professor Whitney those of the Oxford Orientalist; and Dr.
Haug made onslaughts on Spiegel, while Dr. Spiegel chose some other victim; and
now even the time-honoured Akkadians and Turanians have had their day of glory.
The Proto-Kasdeans, Kasdeo-Scyths, Sumerians, and what not, have to make room
for some other fictions. Alas! for the Akkads! Halévy, the Assyriologist, attacks the
Akkado-Sumerian language of old Babylon,2 and Chabas, the Egyptologist, not con-
tent with dethroning the Turanian speech, which has rendered such eminent ser-
vices to Orientalists when perplexed, calls the venerable parent of the Akkadians —
Francois Lenormant — himself, a charlatan. Profiting by the learned turmoil, the
Christian clergy take heart for their fantastic theology on the ground that when the
jury disagree there is a gain of time at least for the indicted party. And thus is over-
looked the vital question whether Christendom would not be the better for adopting
Christism in place of Christianity, with its Bible, its vicarious atonement and its Dev-
il. But to so important a personage as the latter, we could not do less than devote a
special chapter.
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1
Page 30

2
[Joseph Halévy, Mélanges d’épigraphie et d’archéologie sémitiques, Paris 1874]

Page 89 of 89


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

