Blavatsty cuts down to size a
sham adept and vulgar bully
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Madame Blavatsky cuts down to size
a sham adept and vulgar bully.

First published in The Theosophist, Vol. III, No. 6, Supplement, March 1882, pp. 3-5. Republished in

Blavatsky Collected Writings, (DOOMED!) IV, pp. 34-42.

LETTER SIGNED by a Mr. R. Barnes Austin of Heathfield, England, ad-

dressed to the editor of The Theosophist, has been lying for two months, on

our writing table, waiting for publication. We do not fancy any apology would
be necessary, had we even thrown it under our table into the wastebasket and with-
out giving it a second thought, as its language is as far from that of a drawing room,
as the smells of Hungerford Market' are from those of St. James’ Palace. But the
points taken by the writer in defence of the new Zanoni “J.K.,” are too amusing not to
be noticed. Thus, after gravely assuring us, that — “The enquiry into Occult Philoso-
phy in England is far more extensive, although secretly, than is generally known” —
that gentleman aggrieves us profoundly by declaring point-blank that neither “Mad-
ame Blavatsky nor Colonel Olcott, do what they will” — will ever be admitted into
such company. “They” (we) — “must remain outsiders to all true occult societies,
both in England and in India, as well as Tibet”!!!

The news would be stunning indeed, were it made less impressive by the fancy addi-
tion to it of the last sentence. We underline it as it would seem that our irate con-
tributor knows all about the land of Bod Yul of which no one else [35] in England
knows one iota, beyond, perhaps, what he may have found in the very meagre ac-
counts in Mr. Markham’s Tibet.”

! [Hungerford Market was a produce market in London, at Charing Cross on the Strand. It existed in two differ-
ent buildings on the same site, the first built in 1682, the second in 1832. The market was first built on the site
of Hungerford House, next to Durham Yard, the town house of the Hungerford family. The house had burned
down in 1669 as is recorded in the Diary of Samuel Pepys. It was replaced by a new Italianate market building
by Charles Fowler, which opened in 1833. The new market was unsuccessful. It was damaged when the adjoin-
ing Hungerford Hall burned down in 1854, and was sold to the South Eastern Railway in 1862. Charing Cross
railway station was built on the site and opened in 1864. — Wikipedia.]

See supra, art. “Reincarnations in Tibet.” [Full text under the title “Blavatsky on divine reincarnations in Ti-
bet,” in our Buddhas and Initiates Series. — ED. PHIL.|
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So now, our fondest hopes are dashed for ever.

e Repelled by the ingrate Spiritualists — for whom we have ever entertained the
tenderest feelings;

e Denounced by Western Occultists — for presuming to know what they do not;

e Scorned by the iconoclastic scientists — who generally break today the axio-
matic idols they were worshipping but yesterday;

e Reviled on general principles by the orthodox Christians of all shades — who
yet are creeping with every hour that drops into eternity, nearer and nearer to
us and the Spiritualists;

e Loathed by the theists — who will mirror themselves in every passing rivulet,
and on seeing their own figure exclaim — “tis ‘God™?” and straightway despise
their godless Brethren;

e Laughed at by Atheists — for our believing even in conditional immortality and
in spirits of any shape or colour; stared at by the Agnostics and — contemptu-
ously ignored by the Esthetics — what can the hapless Theosophists do!

We had always believed and prayed that in Tibet we may find, at last, eternal Rest in
the fatherly lap of our Koo-soongs, and merge into Nipang between a dish of salted
tea and a Dugpa — (ten miles off) ripping open his own vile stomach . . . But lo! the
knell of our doom rings out from — Heathfield, England, and — there is no more
hope. Sternly goes on our merciless judge:

There are as I know secret societies holding the study and practice of the Oc-
cult as the main object of their existence, in direct communication with the
highest living adepts [with “J.K.”?] into whose portals Madame Blavatsky and
Colonel Olcott would in vain seek an entrance.

We can assure our respected correspondent (for we still hope that he may be both re-
spectable and respected, albeit defending such a bad case) that neither the one nor
the other of the above-named personages has the slightest desire whatever to knock
at any such “portal”; least of all at one they are not invited to. But why should he not
be satisfied with becoming the mouthpiece of only such societies, in England, and al-
low us to take our chances with those [36] of India, and especially Tibet? Why should
he hunt us across the Himalayas? We suspect we will be able to take care of our-
selves among our Hindu and Tibetan Brothers. And pray, why such a cruel edict?
Because — as we are informed by Mr. Barnes Austin — we are hated by “Spiritual-
ists and Occultists alike.” Now that is indeed inexpressibly sad! We are not given the
plain and direct reasons why, as our correspondent is too much of a gentleman to
make use of abusive and insulting epithets; but we are allowed a suspicion of the ter-
rible truth. He tells us,

It is well known, there is no society of true Occultists which would admit within
its fold THESE TWO PRETENDERS.

The two “pretenders” (to what?) are, of course, Col. Olcott and Madame Blavatsky,
who are yet expected to print all this in their journal conducted, according to Mr.
Barnes Austin’s further kind and wittily expressed opinion — on the principle of
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“Yankee Revolver journalism.” Really, our estimable correspondent must have a
higher idea of our gentle and obliging kindness, than we can ever entertain of his,
especially when he tries to add insult to injury by notifying us that “the so-called
Theosophical Society whose obscure existence is barely acknowledged among us”
(the Occultists?) draws upon itself “contempt” by such articles, as that in our No-
vember number. The article referred to is on “Western Adepts and Eastern Theoso-
phists,” in which no worse insult is offered to the great Occult I AM than that he is
therein called by his own name; and that even was done by us — se defendendo.1
But — Veritas odium parit.> Once more, we recognize the wisdom of the old saying.

But we expect Mr. Barnes Austin to recognize in his turn that he was not mistaken
in his notions of our forgiving disposition. Now, that he sees that we have picked out
the gems from his letter to us, and publish them, proving to him thereby that no
amount of gratuitous impertinence can make us forget our duty to one, who seems
to be on such intimate terms with our “Tibetan adepts” — we hope he [37] will prove
magnanimous, and abstain from making us lose our character entirely in their eyes?

And why should we not publish the aforesaid “gems,” and even have them followed
au besoin® by those of the “Adept” himself — gems far more precious and more re-
fined. Only those who feel they have merited the castigation will turn round, snarling
and attempting to bite like a cur on whose tail one has inadvertently stepped. Only
those who have sores, fear the accidental touch. We are not so troubled. By this time
our innocent “skeletons” — the few at least we may have had, and which like other
people we preferred keeping in our “family closets” — have all been so completely
dragged out before the public gaze — thanks to the slanders of world-famous medi-
ums and the meek Christian missionary, the vindictive bigot and the sensation-
hungry press — that clever would be that enemy who could frighten us by any new
threat!

The greatest world-renowned philosophers and sages were no
Earls or Princes, but often men who had sprung from the lowest
grades of society.

But Mr. Barnes Austin does not threaten, he but kindly warns. His strongest point
against us — at least the one placed foremost — is to be found, as we understand, in
his claim on behalf of the “Adept” to the intimate friendship of some occultists whose
“social standing” is “quite equal, if not superior” to any to which (we two) “can ever
lay claim.” We fail to understand the possible relations that titles and aristocracy can
have to great or small occult knowledge. The greatest world-renowned philosophers
and sages were no Earls or Princes, but often men who had sprung from the lowest
grades of society — or, as our correspondent himself puts it — “Jesus was a carpen-
ter, Ammonius Saccas a porter of sacks, Bohme a shoemaker, and Spinoza a specta-
cles-grinder.” True, Buddha was the son of a king, but he became the World-Saviour
and the highest Initiate only after having, for forty years, begged his daily bread. Our
opinion of “J.K.” was never founded upon the (to us) immaterial fact whether he be

1
[in self-defence]
2
[i.e., Truth breeds hatred; from Terence’s Andria.]

3 [if need be]
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the direct descendant of King Louis the Saint, or of Shylock, or even that of the im-
penitent robber crucified on the left hand of Jesus. His fury at being called — as he
imagines — a “Jew” is entirely gratuitous, for we never have called him one. We [38]
said he was a “Pharisee” and that is quite a different thing. Let him learn — the om-
niscient initiate — that the first, the best, the dearest as the most revered of the
friends of our youth, one with whom we corresponded to the day of his death, and
whose portrait we treasure as a relic, the learned Rabbi, in short, with whom we
studied the Kabbalah — was a Jew. Let him inquire, and he will find that we have a
number of Jews in our Society, both in America, Europe and here; and that many of
our valued and most intelligent friends are Jews. Hence, we have never found fault
with, least of all reproached, him with being a Jew, but only a Pharisee, of which
class there are as many among the Christians as among his own race. Nor do we
doubt, in the least, his being an “Occultist” — as questioning the bravery and compe-
tency of a soldier, does not mean denial of the fact that he belongs to the army. And,
we are ready to admit that theoretically he may have obtained a pretty fair (not thor-
ough) “mastery of the occult system,” and is a very advanced Kabbalist, in posses-
sion of genuine and sterling learning in the Jewish Kabbalistic and Western alchemi-
cal lore. All this we are prepared to admit, as it is clearly shown in much of what is
said in his “Adeptship of Jesus Christ,” however strongly it smacks of what others
have said before him. Thickly interlarded with paragraphs utterly irrelevant to the
main question; the whole breathing a spirit of vindictive narrow-mindedness — a
kind of Kabbalistic odium theologicum:l — peppered throughout with vulgar epithets
to the address of all those who cross his path, and looking like patches of mud upon
a white garment, yet, the essay is not devoid of a certain merit. But it is this strange
mixture of lofty ideas with a most uncharitable and ungentlemanly abuse of lan-
guage whenever attacking those he hates — especially the Theosophists, that gives
us the right to deny him point-blank the title of an adept, and to maintain that a
man of that sort cannot have been initiated into the true mysteries.

e A real adept will either conceal forever his adeptship from the world’s gaze, or, if
forced to live among the common herd, will prove far above it, by his moral
grandeur, the loftiness of his cultivated [39] mind, his divine charity and his all-
forgiveness of injury.

e He will correct the faults of those who strive — as he himself has once striven
— after initiation, with polite kindness, not by using Billingsgate language.2

e A true adept is above any petty feeling of personal resentment — least of all of
ridiculous vanity. He cares not whether he is physically handsome or plain, but
ever shows the moral beauty of his spotless nature in every act of life.

v
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1
[theological hatred]

2
[A byword for foul language, from the Billingsgate fish market in London, England, notorious for the crude
language that has resounded through its stalls.]
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The true mysteries of the Aryan and Chaldean lore, are receding
with every day more from the Western candidates who, like a gal-
lant ship sinking under the weight of barnacles attached to it,
they lose ground daily, owing to the indiscretions of self-deluded
parasites.

Finally we say, it is not enough to be a learned Kabbalist, a successful mesmerizer, a
great alchemist or even a commentator upon Occult Science — what one would call a
“theoretical” occultist — to deserve the name of an Adept in the real sense of that
word.* Though we have never claimed ourselves Adeptship or a “very high degree of
Initiation,” yet we claim to know something of real Adepts and Initiates, and are pret-
ty certain of what they look like — the whole host of English Occultists notwithstand-
ing. And we maintain that, at the present moment, and ever since the spring of 1881,
there is no more in the membership of the Theosophical Societies, than among the
whole conclave of “secret societies” of English and other Occultists — Mr. Barnes
Austin speaks about — one single Adept, let alone “an advanced Initiate into the
highest degrees.” The true mysteries of the genuine Aryan and Chaldean lore, are re-
ceding with every day more from the Western candidates. There are yet in Europe
and America some advanced students, some neophytes of the third and perchance of
the second Section, and a few “natural-born seers.” But like a gallant ship sinking
under the weight of barnacles attached to it, [40] even they lose ground daily, owing to
the indiscretions of hundreds of self-deluded parasites, who would have people be-
lieve each of them brings to humanity a new Revelation from heaven! It is the adher-
ents of the “adepts” of this latter class, who believe in and unwisely defend them, but
who, deluding themselves, but delude others, who thus create all the mischief. And
these, we say, are but an impediment to the progress of THE Science. They only pre-
vent the few true adepts, that remain, to come out and publicly assert the survival of
the ancient knowledge and — their own existence.

We will try to prove what we say some day. Meanwhile, having on hand an article —
“The ‘Adept’ Revealed” — composed of choice paragraphs selected from a paper by
J.K., headed “Under which ‘Adept’ Theosophist?” and sent to us by the above-named
“Initiate” for publication, we proposed (had the Council of the Theosophical Society
under whose auspices this Journal is issued, permitted it) to publish the immortal
production in the Supplement of our next issue — there being no room in this one.
Having devoted our labour and time to fathoming all kind of occult and psychological
problems, we intended to present our readers with a sketch (drawn by his own hand)
of a modern “Adept”:

e To point out to the uninitiated, the combination of qualities that seem to be re-
quired in our age, to make up the “highest adept” in Europe; and,

e And to acquaint the Hindu reader, whose unsophisticated experience has hith-
erto permitted him to get acquainted but with the characteristics of his own

t The title of adept, messenger and Messiah has become a cheap commodity in our days — at least in London
— we see. And, the claims even of a “J.K.” become less extraordinary, when one finds in respectable Spiritual
newspapers such letters as signed by Mr. Charles W. Hillyear. In this letter no less than twelve messengers, an-
gels or Messiahs, are mentioned by the writer — the twelfth of whom is the late Mr. Kenealy, the author of

Enoch and the Apocalypse! He is spoken of as “divine Messenger,” and the sentence — “such Masters as Fo
(Buddha), Jesus, and Dr. Kenealy” (who defended the Tichborne case) — is applied directly to that well-known,
modern gentleman!! After this we better close forever our columns to the term — “Adept.”
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unkempt and unwashed “Mela-Yogin,” also with those of a European Illluminat-
ed who hungers to be regarded as a “Zanoni,” linked with “Christ and Spinoza.”

The extracts would have shown better than any criticism, to what a degree of for-
bearance, soul-grandeur and purity of heart, a modern “adept” can reach. Neverthe-
less, from the first of the “Answers to Correspondents” which follow, it will be shown
that if Mr. Barnes Austin’s “client” whose “soul” is so large that he “carries the Hima-
layas always about him” — has ever followed in the footsteps of any “adept” at all, it
must be in those of the alchemist Eugenius Philalethes (Thomas Vaughan). Let him
who doubts our [41] statement turn to his Magia Adamica® and read his low abuse of
his contemporary, Dr. Henry More, the Platonic philosopher, than whom no Eng-
lishman ever left a nobler name. Not only we did not hesitate to publish the personal
vilifications to our address by “J.K.,” if the Council of the Society had permitted it,
but we felt proud to think that we shared the fate of Henry More, one of the saintliest
characters of his period.

We most emphatically deny the sacred title of “Adept” to one
who, while unblushingly declaring himself an “Initiate,” acts at
the same time like a vulgar bully.

Owing to all the above considerations, we most emphatically deny the sacred title of
“adept” to one who, while unblushingly declaring himself an “Initiate,”
reached the “Christ-state,” acts at the same time like a vulgar bully. As our magazine
is not intended for the constant parading of our genealogical trees and the list of our
family connections, we will, with Mr. Barnes Austin’s permission, refrain from again
discussing either social standing, or high or low birth in connection with adeptship
or “J.K.” Our answer to all the exceptions taken to what we said of him and others in
our November article is found by whomsoever is interested in the quarrel, in our
“Answers to Correspondents.” There being no room for ventilating discussions about
the worth of our Society, its members and its founders — which never interest any-
one but the parties concerned — we generally settle all such affairs in these extra
pages which we added at our own expense for the accommodation of the various
business of our Society. Hence, our correspondent’s fling that, as “J.K.” does not in-
trude his private affairs upon us (the English Occultists) why does the editor of The

having

Theosophist presume to drag them out — is as gratuitous as it is vague. The above-
named editor would never have presumed to give one moment’s thought to other
people’s “private affairs” had she not to defend herself and her Society from weekly
attacks and public insults offered them; attacks and insults as unprovoked as they
were brutal, and which lasted for about seven months in both the London Spiritualist
and the Medium and Daybreak. And if we occupied several columns, to our regret, in
the uncovering of the enemy so securely hiding himself, as he thought, behind his J.
and his K., it was only to show him in his true [42] character and point out the evi-
dent motives for the slurs upon people, many of whom are far higher, intellectually
as well as morally, than he ever will be himself. As to the space for that exposure, it
found room in our own Supplement — not in the columns which belong to our sub-
scribers.

1
[The Antiquity of Magic]
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To conclude: If, as we suppose — notwithstanding the very rude tone of his letter, our
stern judge who demeans us but to raise “J.K.” the higher — is a gentleman, then we
can assure him, his esteem for that individual will be put sorely to the test when he
reads the reasons why his paper was rejected by the Council. Let him but read those
few sentences copied verbatim from a paper the writer had requested us to publish in
full (as though we had no more regard for our members and readers than to print
more than we can help of such indecencies!). And if, after reading it, Mr. Barnes
Austin still justifies “J.K.” then we would have to reconsider our long held theory that
an English gentleman is at heart chivalrous to a fault.

[H.P. BLAVATSKY]

Y FURTE e TEke AR W W R
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Suggested reading for students.
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She being dead, yet speaketh.

BLAVATSKY ABOUT TO UNVEIL ISIS

BLAVATSKY AGAINST ECCLESIASTICAL CHRISTIANITY
BLAVATSKY AGAINST SPIRITUALISM

BLAVATSKY CUTS DOWN TO SIZE A CARPING CRITIC OF HETERODOXY
BLAVATSKY DEFENDS ISIS UNVEILED

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

BLAVATSKY HATED BALLS

BLAVATSKY ON A CASE OF OBSESSION

BLAVATSKY ON A HEAVY CURSE

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

BLAVATSKY ON BULGARIAN SUN WORSHIP

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

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

BLAVATSKY ON JESUITRY IN MASONRY

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

BLAVATSKY ON OCCULT ALPHABETS AND NUMERALS
BLAVATSKY ON OCCULT VIBRATIONS

BLAVATSKY ON OLD AGE

BLAVATSKY ON OLD DOCTRINES VINDICATED BY NEW PROPHETS
BLAVATSKY ON PLATO’S TIMAEUS

BLAVATSKY ON PROGRESS AND CULTURE
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BLAVATSKY ON RELIGIOUS DEFORMITIES

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

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

BLAVATSKY ON TEACHINGS OF ELIPHAS LEVI

BLAVATSKY ON THE BOOGEYMEN OF SCIENCE

BLAVATSKY ON THE BOOK OF ENOCH

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

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

BLAVATSKY ON THE KNIGHTED OXFORD SANSKRITIST WHO COULD SPEAK
NO SANSKRIT

BLAVATSKY ON THE LETTERS OF LAVATER

BLAVATSKY ON THE LUMINOUS CIRCLE

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

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

BLAVATSKY ON THE QABBALAH BY ISAAC MYER

BLAVATSKY ON THE QUENCHLESS LAMPS OF ALCHEMY
BLAVATSKY ON THE RATIONALE OF FASTS

BLAVATSKY ON THE ROOTS OF ZOROASTRIANISM

BLAVATSKY ON THE SECRET DOCTRINE

BLAVATSKY ON THE TEACHINGS OF ELIPHAS LEVI
BLAVATSKY ON THE VISISHTADVAITA PHILOSOPHY
BLAVATSKY ON THEOSOPHY AND ASCETICISM

BLAVATSKY ON WHETHER THE RISHIS EXIST TODAY
BLAVATSKY REBUTS UNSPIRITUAL CONCEPTIONS ABOUT GOD

BLAVATSKY'S LAST WORDS
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BLAVATSKY'S OPEN LETTER TO HER CORRESPONDENTS

GEMS FROM THE EAST

INDUCTIVE REASONING LEADS TO FAKE DEDUCTIONS

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

OBITUARY TO PUNDIT DAYANAND SARASWATI

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

OPEN LETTERS TO THE AMERICAN CONVENTION

PAGES FROM ISIS UNVEILED

PAGES FROM THE CAVES AND JUNGLES OF HINDOSTAN

PAGES FROM THE SECRET DOCTRINE 1 - ABRIDGED

PAGES FROM THE SECRET DOCTRINE 2 - FULL TEXT

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

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

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

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON CRITICISM AND AUTHORITIES

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON THE EIGHTH WONDER

UNPOPULAR PHILOSOPHER ON THE MORNING STAR

WE ARE MORE OFTEN VICTIMS OF WORDS RATHER THAN OF FACTS

WITHOUT THE REVIVAL OF ARYAN PHILOSOPHY, THE WEST WILL FALL
TO EVEN GROSSER MATERIALISM
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Further
reading

On Truth versus falsehood.

e COMPASSION: THE SPIRIT OF TRUTH
e THE TRUE COLOURS OF MAN

— in our Major Works Series.

e KARMA IS THE UNCREATED LAW OF TRUTH AND JUSTICE

— in our Secret Doctrine’s Second Proposition Series.

e [SIS UNVEILED IS THE MAJESTY OF TRUTH UNVEILED

e LET THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY PERISH, THAN FORSAKE THE CAUSE OF TRUTH
e OCCULT TRUTH IS NATURE WITHOUT THE ILLUSORY VEIL OF THE SENSES

e THAT WHICH IS FALSE CAN ONLY BE KNOWN BY TRUTH

e THE DIVINE ESSENCE AND PRINCIPLES ARE VISTAS OF VIRTUE AND TRUTH

e THEOSOPHY IS THE SCIENCE OF TRUTH AND THE RELIGION OF JUSTICE

e TRUTH IS ALWAYS MIXED WITH ERROR AND HINDERED BY TECHNOLOGICAL
KNOWLEDGE

— in our Theosophy and Theosophists Series.

e OCCULTISM AND KABBALAH ARE ONLY MASKS TO HIDE THE SACRED TRUTH
FROM THE PROFANE

— in our Black versus White Magic Series.

e EXACT SCIENCE VERSUS ARCHAIC PHILOSOPHY
e THE FIRST STEP TOWARDS THE TEMPLE OF TRUTH
e TRUTH DESCENDS LIKE DEW FROM HEAVEN

— in our Living the Life Series.

e TRUTH IS EXILED FROM THE PRESS BECAUSE IT IS NOT AS BEGUILING AS FALSE-
HOOD

— in our Down to Earth Series.
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On the Cause of Truth and its detractors.

BLAVATSKY AGAINST SPIRITUALISM
BLAVATSKY CUTS DOWN TO SIZE A CARPING CRITIC OF HETERODOXY

BLAVATSKY ON THE KNIGHTED OXFORD SANSKRITIST WHO COULD SPEAK
NO SANSKRIT

OPEN LETTER TO THE AMERICAN SECTION OF THE THEOSOPHICAL SOCIETY

— in our Blavatsky Speaks Series.

MATERIALISM, SPIRITUALISM, MONISM, IN OUR CONFUSING WORDS SERIES.
SPIRIT, SPIRITS, SPIRITUALISM, IN OUR CONFUSING WORDS SERIES.
SPIRITUALISM IS A PHILOSOPHY OF YESTERDAY, IN OUR CONFUSING WORDS SERIES.

— in our Confusing Words Series.

FOUL CONSPIRACIES AND BLATANT LIES LEVELLED AGAINST MADAME BLAVATSKY
PROMETHEUS, THE LIGHT-BRINGER, HURLED DOWN TO THE BOWELS OF THE EARTH
SPECULATIVE LUCUBRATIONS OF AN ARISTOTELEAN PHILOSOPHER

THE RELIGIO-PHILOSOPHICAL JOURNAL IS NEITHER RELIGIOUS NOR PHILOSOPHICAL
THE SPARKLE OF LIGHT ON THE PATH, HAS BEEN DIMMED BY A DARK STAIN

— in our Down to Earth Series.

LUCIFER IS CHRISTOS, INNER LIGHT

— in our Secret Doctrine Third Proposition to Earth Series.
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