
FRAGMENTS OF OCCULT TRUTH.
(No. 2  o f  t h e  S e r i e s . )

Mr. W. H. Terry, F. T. S., of Melbourne, Australia, 
whose le tte r  on “ Spirits Embodied and D isem bodied” 
called forth certain explanations published under the 
above heading in the October num ber of the  T h e o s o p h i s t ,  
finds our elucidation of tbe occult mysteries underlying 
the  external facts of spiritualism, an unsatisfactory 
solution of the difficulties presented to the  mind even 
by “the few instances of assumed spirit communi
cation” which he originally presented for consideration. 
The letter in which he replies to our explanations is as 
follows:—

“ In  tlio T i i e o s o p i i i s t  for October, in conjunction with my 
letter on “  Spirits Embodied nnd Disembodied,” appears nn 
outline from your pen of Occult Philosophy intended ns n 
reply to my strictures on the a tt i tude  of some Theosophists in 
relation to Spiritualism. T ho  theory there  propounded, al
though it nmy absolve the Occultist from inconsistency in tho 
direction iiulicnted by me, does not, in my opinion, satisfactorily 
explain even tho few instances of assumed spirit communication 
quoted in my letter, hut o f  that. nnon.

“ I  am desirous not only of a rr iv ing a t  “ T r u th ” myself, hut of 
assisting others in the same direction, nnd how can we better do 
this than by presenting th e  result of our experiences in search 
of it ?

“ Theosophy (as I  understand it)  is a knowledge of the secrets 
o f  naturo uequired hy intercourse with G od; it is not to be 
Assumed, however, tha t  the hitter expression implies direct com
munion with the G reat Spir it  of t.he U niverse ,  but. ra ther 
rapport with the h igher spheres of spirit ,  tho G rea t  V ortex  of 
Spiritual Knowledge.*

“ T he  result of my experiences up to the, present lime, hns been 
to show tha t the Human Spir it  not only retains its individuality 
nnd memory of all tha t is worth retaining of its earthly existence, 
bu t  as it ascends by a series o f  progressive unfoldinent.s to 
h igher  states of existence, knowing more o f  God and his works, 
it  becomes a vehicle for the transmission of “ God Knowledge” 
to its less favourably situated brethren in earth life.

“  N o w  y o u  s a y  y o u  k n o w  t h a t ,  t b e  O c c u l t  t h e o r y  i* c o r r c c t .  I  

m i g h t ,  w i t h  e q u a l  j u s t i c e ,  s a y  I  k n o t u  t h a t  m y  t h e o r y  i s .  b e c a u s e  

n i l  m y  e x p e r i e n c e s  s o  f a r  c o n f i r m  i t ;  h u t  i t  i s  o n l y  i n  t h i s  s e n s e  

t h a t  I  d o  k n o w ;  f u r t h e r  e x p e r i e n c e  m a y  m o d i f y  o r  c h a n g e  m y  

b e l i e f ,  f o r  I  n m  n o t .  s o  p r e s u m p t u o u s  a s  t o  i m a g i n e  I  h a v e  

r e a c h e d  t h e  u l t i m a  t h u l e  o (  k n o w l e d g e  i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n ,  ^ o  f a r  

m y  p o s i t i o n  s t a n d s  b e s t ,  f o r  a s  y e t  y o u  h a v e  o n l y  u n f o l d e d  a  

t h e o r y  w h i l s t  I  h a v e  g i v e n  l a d s  w h i c h ,  e v e n  w e r o  y o u r  t h e o r y  

s u b s t a n t i a t e d ,  w o u l d  n o t  h e  e n t i r e l y  c o v e r e d  b y  i t .  I  w i l l  n o t ,  

h o w e v e r ,  a n a l y z e  e i t h e r  t h e  t h e o r y  o r  t h o  f a c t s  a s  m o s t  o f  t h e  

r e a d e r s  o f  t h o  T u k o s o p h i s t  w h o  n r e  f a m i l i a r  w i t h  t h e  s u b j e c t  

t r e a t e d  u p o n ,  w i l l  b e  a b l e  t o  j u d g e  f o r  t h e m s e l v e s ,  b u t  w i l l  a d d  

g o m e  f u r t h e r  r e a s o n s  w h y  I a m  c o n s t r a i n e d  t o  b e l i e v e  i n  t h e  

c o n t i n u i t y  o f  i n d i v i d u a l i t y  a n d  t h e  p r e s e r v a t i o n  o f  t h e  u n i t y  

o f  s o u l  a n d  s p i r i t  a f t e r  t h e  d i s s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  m o r e  m a t e r i a l  

p h y s i c a l  b o d y .  F i r s t  t h e n  d u r i n g  m y  e a r l y  e x p e r i m e n t s  m y  

l i n n  w a s  i n f l u e n c e d  b y  w h a t  p u r p o r t e d  t o  b e  d i s e m b o d i e d  

l i u m a n  s p i r i t s  w h o  w r o t e  i n  h a n d w r i t i n g s  d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  m y  o w n  

n n d  w h o s e  e a r t h l y  a u t o g r a p h s  I  h a d  n e v e r  s e e n .  M o r e o v e r ,  I  

w a s  g e n e r a l l y  a l o n e  w h e n  t h e s o  w r i t i n g s  w e r e  d e n e .  Y e t  w h e n  

s u b s e q u e n t l y  I  w a s  e n a b l e d  t o  c o m p a r e  t h e m  w i t h  t h e  a u t o 

g r a p h s  o f  t h o  w r i t e r  w h o s e  s p i r i t  p r o f e s s e d  t o  c o n t r o l  m y  a r m ,  

t h e y  w e r o  f o u n d  t o  b e  f a c s i m i l e s  o f  t h e  a u t o m a t i c ,  w r i t i n g .  

A g a i n  f o r  t h e  p a s t  f i f t e e n  y e a r s  a n  i n t e l l i g e n c e  w h o  p r o f e s s e s  t o  

h a v e  e x i s t e d  o n  t h i s  e a i t l i  i n  h u m a n  f o r m  u p w a r d s  o f  a  c e n 

t u r y  s i n c e ,  a m i  w h o  e x h i b i t s  a  d i s t i n c t  i n d i v i d u a l i t y ,  h a s  

c o n v e r s e d  w i t h  m e  b y  m a g n e t i c  i m p r e s s i o n ,  n n d  o c c a s i o n a l l y  

o r a l l y  t h r o u g h  v a r i o u s  m e d i a ,  h a s  a d v i s e d  m o  o n  m e d i c a l  a n d  

o t h e r  m a t t e r s  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  w e l f a r e  o f . l n i m a n i t y ,  h a s  c o m 

f o r t e d  a n d  c o n s o l e d  m e  i n  d i s t r e s s ,  n n d  e n c o u r a g e d  m e  i n  w e l l 

d o i n g .  l i e  h a s  b e e n  s e e n  a g a i n  a n d  a g a i n  b y  s e e r s  a n d  s e c r e s s e s  

w h o  d e s c r i b e  h i m  a s  a  f i n e  i n t e l l i g e n t  a n d  b e n e v o l e n t - l o o l c i n g  

m a n .  F o r  t h e  p e r i o d  I  m e n t i o n ,  I  h n v e  e v e r  f o u n d  h i m  w i s e  

a n d  t r u t h f u l ,  n n d  h e  e n d o r s e s  t h e  s p i r i t u a l  t h e o r y  o f  t h o  c o n 

t i n u e d  p e r s o n a l i t y  o f  s p i r i t  n n d  i t s  p r o g r e s s i o n  f r o m  p l a n e  t o  

p i a n o  a s  i t  i n c r e a s e s  i n  w i s d o m  a n d  p u r i t y ,  c a n  i t  b e  w o n d e r d  

a t  t h a t  I  s h o u l d  a t t a c h  i m p o r t a n c e  t o ,  a n d  h a v e  s o m e  f a i t h  

i n ,  t h i s  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  a  f a i t h  f o u n d e d  u p o n  a  s u b s t a n t i a l  
e x p e r i e n c e  ?

* Wa objoct to this definition. “ Theosophy ” means “ divine ” or God- 
WMom.—Ed,'

* ' 1  ou speak o f  the deterioration of mediums as n natural 
sequence of mediumship ; in tha t I  m ight almost say 1 know 
you e rr  for I have had media wliose whole natures have refined 
and beautified on ihe practice of their mediumship, but it is tlio 
wise use of it that leads to this result, : excess of any 
good thing inverts its issue. I  nni quite aware of tho 
tendency to deterioration in public media, especially (hose 
who are mediums for materialization and purley physical 
phenomena, bu t there  are adequate, causes to account for this 
within the spiritual philosophy, the first, of  which is the psycho
logical influence o( those who come to witness tbe phenomena 
w ith  minds full of suspicion and animated with a desire to 
detect what they have in many instances decided beforehand to 
be a fraud ; secondly, the influences from the spiii tual side 
attracted by such conditions ; thirdly, the more material naturo 
of the lower order of spirits, which facilitates their manifesting 
in this direction ; fourthly, the deterioration of moral tone that 
inevitably follows the decadence o f  tho religious sentiment 
(which in many cases was the primary motor to the pursuit of 
mediumship) when its practice becomes purely a matter of 
business. Are not these causes adequate to account for tho 
deterioration of ti'iio and moral decndcnco of many m edia?  
Surrounding a medium of this class with good moral influences 
nnd so circumstancing him as to keep the selfish propensities in 
abeyance, will prevent all this. I  have au instance in tho person 
o f  .Mr. George Sprigg  who, for five years, has been a medium 
for materialization. During the year I  have known him, his health 
und inlellect have undoubtedly improved rather than deteriorat
ed and as far as a most intimate acquaintance will allow me to 
judge, his moral nature has not deteriorated ono iota. ”

The main point on wliich our correspondent insists, is 
th a t  he has had intercourse with a spirit himself and can
not,therefore,be talked out of a conviction tha t  spirits exist. 
The teaching he has received by subjective impressions,and 
oral communications through other mediums,— (we say 
“ o th e r” because our correspondent is clearly mediumistic 
himself, which accounts for the  tenacity of his belief)— 
constitute a substantial experience, which is fortified by 
the testimony of some seers who have perceived, in a 
shape visible to them, the individuality conversing with our 
correspondent and describe him as a being of a dignified 
appearance and apparently  an elevated type of mind. “You 
s a y ” writes our correspondent “ you h w w  the occult 
theory is correct ; I  m ight with equal justice say I  know  
th a t  my theory is.” Here lies the all important difficulty. 
Who shall decide,— says the familiar proverb— when 
doctors d isagree— th a t  is to say, when people both profess
ing to know, make statements tha t  are incompatible with 
each other. (Clearly in such a case one of the conflicting 
statements rests on a misconception of what constitutes 
knowing  of what real knowledge consists). This question 
takes us up into an elevated region of metaphysics; but it 
is only by t.he light of metaphysics th a t  we can possibly 
secure a sufficiently wide-reaching prospect of the ques
tions to be dealt with, to feel sure we are not misled by 
the mere shows and seeming of its minor details.

W hat constitutes real knowledge ? The question lies 
a t the very threshold of occult study. We say so, not 
merely because of the  prominent way in wliich it  crops up 
in this discussion, but, because as a fact, having nothing to 
do with the questions now raised by Mr. Terry, nor with 
Spiritualism, nor with any controversies iu the ordinary 
world, th a t  query is, in actual practice, the first put before 
a regular student of occultism, who is taken in hand by 
the Professors of the Occult World. And the student is 
taught,— or is led to see,— th a t  there aretwo kinds of know
ledge, the real and the  unrea l;  the real concerned with ® . * e ternal verities and primal causes, the unreal with illusory
effects. So far the sta tem ent seems to deal with abstrac
tions too vague to challenge denial. Each school of 
th inkers  will admit so much, reserving to itself the assump
tion th a t  the illusory effects are those considerations which 
have fascinated its rivals; the eternal verities its own conclu
sions. B u t we no sooner come to a clear understnnding 
as to what mental presentiments m ust be classed as illusory 
effects, than wefind the first propositionof Occult Philosophy 
a t  war with the whole current practice of the world at large, 
as regards all classes of scientific investigation. All physi



cal science, and a good deal of what the W estern world 
is pleased to call metaphysical speculation, rests on the 
crude and superficial belief th a t  the only way in which 
ideas can get into the mind, is through the channels of 
the senses. The physicist devotes all his efforts to the 
careful elimination from tho mass of materials on which 
he builds up liis conclusions, of everything except tha t  
which he conceives to be real fact— and it  is exactly that 
which he conceives to be real fact,— anything clearly appeal
ing to the senses— which the profound philosophy ofEastern 
Occultism deliberately condemns at starting as, in its 
nature, illusory effects, transitory secondary  consequences 
of the real underlying fact. And in acting thus, does Occult 
Philosophy make an arbitrary choice between rival methods, 
as a chemist might select one or other of two different 
methods of analysis ? N ot at all. Real philosophy cannot 
make any choice arbitrarily: there is bu t one eternal 
verity and, in pursuit of that, thought is forced to travel 
along one road. The knowledge which appeals to the 
senses cannot but deal with illusory effects, for all the 
forms of this world and its material combinations are but 
pictures in the great dissolving view of evolution ; there 
is no eternity in any of them. By mere influence from 
physical facts, science, proceeding on its own methods, 
will recognize tha t there was a time in its history before 
any of the life germs on this earth (whatever they maybe) 
had settled into the forms in which they manifest th em 
selves now. Assuredly there will come a time when all these 
forms will disappear in the progress of cosmic change. 
Wliat preceded them, provoking their evolution from fiery 
nebula}, what traces will they leave behind ? From no
th ing they came; into nothing they will return accord
ing to the doubly irrational reply which is the only logical 
inference from the physical philosophy which makes them 
the real facts,— the only basis of real knowledge.

Of course.it must be remembered tha t the unreal know
ledge, proceeding from the observation of illusory, because 
transitory and secondary effects, hangs together satisfac
torily as regards the short chain it  is able to construct. 
This it is which leads so many, in many respects power
ful, minds, to be blindly contented with it. Some of the 
laws of m atter can be detected (if not understood) by mere 
observation of matter. But it is obvious th a t  the some
thing out of which m atte r  proceeded, the  something into 
which it  will return, cannot he observed hy material senses. 
In  what, other way can observation be extended beyond 
the range of material senses? Only if it  can be so extend
ed, is any knowledge attainable hy Man which has to do 
with eternal verities and primal causes, which is real as 
distinguished from the transitory and the unreal ? P rom pt
ly, in ignorance of the methods by which observation can 
be extended beyond the range of the senses, the  physicist 
declares.— concerning the hypothetical eternal verities you 
can only dream and iudulge in illusory conjecture— all 
mere brain-spun fancy. Thus the world at large, not 
content with hugging illusions and calling them realities, 
spurns the reality and denounces it as illusion.

B u t can the eternal verity be reached ? Even if hard 
facts be acknowledged as illusion so far as they are transi
tory, is not tha t  which is exempt from change removed from 
observation? Must we not follow up the theoretical ad
mission of the possibility of real knowledge, by the prac
tical admission th a t  no human being ean ever have any
th ing to do with i t?  Now the consistent materialist who 
honestly believes tha t  a man is simply a structure of gas, 
phosphates, &c., functioning within itself entirely, would 
have to be answered by reference to facts which it  is un 
necessary to rehearse in dealing with controversialists who 
recognise at all events tha t  the living body includes a spirit
ual principle, and th a t  the spiritual principle is capable 
of a life apart from the body when the body itself is dead. 
There can bo no difficulty for a spiritualist in the way 
of tho conception th a t  if the spirit, of a man lives, 
observes, thinks, and communicates its impressions, 
after the body is burned or buried, so under peculiar 
conditions, tha t same spirit, m a y  separate itself from

the body temporarily during life and may thus get into 
such relation with the world of spirit, as to take direct 
cognisance of its phenomena. Now it is quite clear th a t  
relatively to our own, a t all events, such a world is a world 
of eternal verities. W e know tha t  this  world is fleeting and 
transitory. I t  is readily conceivable, and all analogies 
suggest the conclusion, which every sort of spiritual s ta te
m ent confirms, tha t the  world of spirit is more durable. 
So, as th a t  knowledge is real which lasts, and th a t  is u n 
real which passes away, the  spirit of man which comes 
into direct and conscious relations with the world of spirit 
acquires the real knowledge,* the spirit of man which 
lives imprisoned in the body and is merely led through 
the senses with crumbs of knowledge, possesses ,the ,un*. 
real only. .

But when the imprisoned spirit does not itself rise into 
direct relations with the world of spirit, bu t is visited by an 
emanation from the world of spirit,— or by a s p i r i t ,  (to 
work with the spiritualistic hypothesis for a moment,), is it  
entitled to assume th a t  it  is coining into possession of real 
knowledge ? Certainly n o t ; for though discussing spiritual 
things, it  is acquiring its knowledge in ' no way which 
essentially differs from the method by which mere know
ledge of the purely physical sort, knowledge of illusory 
effects is acquired. The spiritualist, even when himself a, 
medium sitting in receipt of communications, is taking in 
knowledge ju s t  as unreal, just as untrustworthy, and 
liable to be distorted by an erroneous observation as th a t  
which is dealt with by the wholly unspiritual observer of 
matter. This is the point we have been leading up to 
and is our reply to Mr. Terry’s contention th a t  when we 
say we know the occult theory is correct, he might • with 
equal justice say he knows his theory is. I t  was a very 
natural th ing  for him to say, but, in reality, he is entirely 
unjustified in saying it. He is not in a position to tru s t  to 
his own observation. Will the reader please refrain even 
for an instant from imagining tha t  the  form of our argu
m ent rests in any sort of way on an arrogant personal 
claim set up in opposition to that of our correspondent ? I t  
is enough for us t.o know at second hand, th a t  the theory 
set forth in our preceding article, is correct. There are 
those who know, of real personal knowledge, and they are 
living men who can communicate the ir  knowledge to 
other living men, who, in receiving it, however common
place themselves, are not subject to fall into the mistakes 
which ordinary men may clearly be liable to make when 
they a t tem p t to take the ir  teaching from the  “ spirit 
world ” direct. • -

Who possess the real knowledge as contradistinguished 
from the unreal ?— the s tudent of Occultism is asked, and he 
is taught to reply— that  which we have shown to be' the 
only possible reply— “ the adepts alone possess the  real 
knowledge, their minds alone being en ra p p o r t  with the 
universal mind.” Now it is the teaching of the adepts*)" 
that Spiritualists,— in'niriety-nine cases ofa  hundred—are 
mistaken when they th ink  themselves in contact with the 
spirits of departed friends, or with such benevolent beings 
of another sphere as him with whom our present corre
spondent believes himself to converse ; and to us, who 
know something of who, and what the adepts are, th a t  is 
conclusive as to the fact. But. the fact being so, every 
conception of Spiritualism which conflicts with i t  must 
be explainable— every incident of Spiritualism m ust be 
susceptible to transfer to some group of phenomena which

* As in the  case, s ay —of nn in i t ia ted  ad ep t ,—who nringS buck upon 
ea r th  with h im th e  c 'o ^ r  and d is t inc t  reco l lect ion—correc t  to  a  de ta i l—of 
fact-s ga the red ,  an d  the  in fo rm ation  ob ta ined  in  th® invis iblo auher* of 
Hs'xlififs.— Kn. . . . , .

+ T h o s o  r e a l ,  g e n u i n e  a d e p t s  w h o  n e i t h e r  t h r u s t  t h e m s e l v e s  
u p o n  t h e  p u M i c  n o  i c e ,  t i o r  d o  t h e y  i n v i t e  u s  a t  t l i e  t o p  o f  t h e i r  
v o i c e s : — “ C o m e  a l l  y e ,  p o o r  i g n o r a n t  f o o l s ,  c o m a  t o  m e . . . c o m e  
t o  l e a r n  f r o m  m e  w ho h a s  n o t h in g  m o r e  to  l e a r n  s i n c e  h e  h a s  
m a d e  h i m s e l f  o m n i s c i e n t — h o w  t o  r e a c h  “ C h r i s t - S t a t e , ”  a n d  B u d 
d h a - S t a t e . . . ” — O u r  a d e p t s  c o m p a r e  t h e m s e l v e s  n e i t h e r  w i t h  C h r i s t  
n o r  B u d d h a ;  n o t  e v e n  w i t h  A t n m o n i u s  S a k k a - - t h e  T h e o d i d a K T o s  
o r  t h e  “ G o d - T a u g h t ”  S - e r  ; b u t  t h e y  m a y  b e  a l l  t h a t  c o m b i n e d ,  
a u d  m u c h  m o r e ,  s i n c e  t h e y  a r e  a  B o d y  o f m e n ~ n o t  o n e  i s o l a t e d ,  
« i ? A t a u g l i t  i n d i v i d u a l . — E d .  . . ,



can be shown to be something different from what Spirit
ualists imagine it. W hile the  phenomena of Spiritualism 
are thrown off in all directions so freely, it  is nearly 
impossible to follow them up in every case and, as regards 
the  general subject, it  is best to try  and explain, as we 
sought to do in the last of these articles, why the phe
nomena of Spiritualism cannot be what Spiritualists th ink  
them, rather than why each in tu rn  is actually something 
else. But it  is only due to our correspondent whose letters 
have furnished the text of this occult sermon, tha t  the 
special incidents he quotes should be discussed in detail. 
F irs t  then as regards the automatic writing of which Mr. 
Terry sp e a k s :— We need not go further than the personal 
experience of the Editor of this magazine to show Mr. 
Terry tha t  the production through a medium’s arm of 
handwriting, the  facsim ile  of th a t  produced in life by an 
alleged spirit, is no proof of the alleged spirit’s identity 
a t  all,— nor even of its i n d i v i d u a l i t y .  A certain Russian 
lady who was afflicted or gifted (whichever way the 
reader likes, to put it) with mediumship in her youlh was 
“ controlled ” for about six years by a “ s p i r i t ” who came 
evening after evening and wrote reams through the child’s 
arm in the usual automatic way. The spirit professed 
to be th a t  of an old lady who had li vf d in a part of Russia 
far away from th a t  in which she was then  manifesting 
herself. She gave m any details of her life and family and 
told how her son had committed suicide. Sometimes 
the  son came himself (in spirit) and controlled the little 
m edium ’s arm and gave long accounts of his remorse and 
sufferings consequent on the crime of self-murder. The 
old lady was eloquent on the subject of Heaven and its 
inhabitants  including the Virgin Mary. Needless to say 
th a t  she was garrulous concerning the  circumstances of 
her own death, aud the interesting ceremony of the  last 
sacrament. But she also wrote of worldly matters. She 
gave a detailed account of a petition she had presented 
to the Emperor Nicholas and the  text of it, verbatim. 
She wrote partly in Russian, partly in German, which the 
child-medium a t  the time knew very slightly. Eventually 
one of the young lady’s relatives went to the place where 
the  spirit had lived. Y es: she was well remembered ; 
she had been troubled by a dissolute son who committed 
suicide ; she had gone away to Norway where it  was 
believed she had died, &c., &o. All the  automatic com
munications were verified, in short, and the petition was 
turned  up in the  archives of the  Home Office a t St. P e ters
burg. The handwriting was perfectly reproduced. Now 
what better  identification could a spirit have?  Would 
not Mr. Terry on such an experience say— 'T kn ow  th a t  the 
spirits of dead persons can communicate and prove their 
continued individuality” ? A  year after the identification 
of the deceased person a t  the  place where she had lived 
and of the  petition, &c., there came to T  * * * where the 
young medium and her people were living, an officer 
who proved out to be the nephew of the “ spirit.” He 
chanced to show the child a miniature. She recognised 
i t  as th a t  of the  spirit. Explanations ensued and it
turned out that Madam------ the officer’s aunt, was not
dead at a l l ; nor was her son. In  all o ther respects the 
mediumistic communications were perfectly well substan
tiated. The son had attempted to commit suicide, bu t  the 
bullet with which he had shot himself had been extracted, 
and his life had been saved.

Now, without going further, this story as a mere . sta te
m en t of facts, is enough to answer Mr. T e r r y ’s story about 
the automatic writing through him. I t  shows th a t  with
out the instrumentality of any deceased person’s “ spirit” 
a t  all, automatic writing a ttr ibu ted  by spiritualists to 
the agency of such spirits may take  place ; therefore, tha t 
no weight can be attached to the  experiences on which Mr. 
Terry partly relies, when he says or implies th a t  he knows 
his theory is correct. B u t  we may go somewhat further 
and endeavour to account for the  Russian story at  any rate 
by the occult “ hypothesis,” as some of our readers will no 
doubt regard it. Who, or what was the  intelligence writ
ing through the hand of the  Russian child-medium ? The

Devil ?—as the  priests of the Greek Church contended 
some lying spirit ?— as the spiritualists might suggest; 
the  elementaries ?— as some readers of occult literature 
might conceive. N o ; it  was the fifth principle of the 
medium herself, her animal, or physical soul, the portion of 
the Universal P r o t e u s ,  and it acted as the soul of the 
clairvovant acts during the sleep of the body. The officer,
who ultimately visited T ........, and showed the miniature,
had been acquainted with the family several years previ
ously. The medium had seen the picture when quite  a 
young child, b u t  had forgotten it  utterly. She had also 
played with various things th a t  had belonged to Madame 
------------- and had been in her nephew’s possession.

Preserving faithfully the memory of all it  saw and 
heard in the  “ Astral Light, or in the “ Soul of Things” 
(many readers will, no doubt, comprehend the allusion 
here to the  book of th a t  name) while playing with the 
m iniature  and other trifles, the young medium’s inner-self, 
years afterwards, owing to some associations of memory, 
began one day unconsciously reproducing these pictures, 
L ittle  by little the  inner-self or fifth principle, was drawn 
into the  current of those personal or individual associations, 
and M ad am ------------ ’s emanations, and once the medium
istic impulse given— bon voyage— nothing would arrest its 
progress. The facts accurately observed by the “ Flying 
Soul” were inextricably mixed up with pure fancy derived 
from the teaching to which the  medium had been subjected, 
and hence the account of Heaven and the Virgin Mary.

Mutatis mutandis  a similar explanation would, in all 
probability, meet the case not merely of the automatic 
writing, of which Mr. Terry speaks, bu t also of the guid
ing or protecting'spirit.who'mentally impresses him,and has 
been seen by seers and seeresses. T hat the teaching of this 
intelligenceconfirmsthespiritualistic doctrine of progression' 
from place to place and so forth, is strongly an indication of 
its real emanation from Mr. Terry’s own mind and the fact 
tha t  the supposed spirit has been seen by clairvoyant 
mediums cannot be taken as proof of its objective existence. 
The pictures in the astral light present all the appearance 
of reality to those who can discern them, and Madam
------ ’s appearance was as real to our medium in T . . .  as
th a t  of any spirit ever materialized in the wonderful 
s^ance-room of the  Eddy Brothers in America, though the 
good lady herself all the while was quietly attending to 
her kn itt ing  with the  breadth of Europe between her and 
the family circle which she had unconsciously entered as 
a spectral guest.

The difficulty of distinguishing between the creations 
of the seer’s brain and spectral or spiritual phenomena 
really external to himself.* appears to be the cause of the 
confusion into which untrained, uninitiated observers fall 
when natural mediumistic gifts enable them to cross the 
threshold of the world of spirit and awake to a perception 
of the wonders hanging like an aura  around the physical 
planet. From Socrates to Swedenborg, from Swedenborg to 
the latest clairvoyant, no unin it ia ted  seer ever saw quite 
correct^. B u t whatever confusing influences have been 
brought to bear on natural seers of past times, none have 
been beset with the artificial bewilderments tha t  operate 
to cloud the  faculties of the modern spiritualistic me
dium. A  great mass of prepossessions occupy his mind at 
s ta r t ing ;  every observation he makes, is twisted into the 
mould of an elaborate predetermined theory, and every 
picture presented to his finer senses is distorted to suit the 
expectations of his fancy and coloured to the complexion 
of a previously formulated creed. The spiritualist 
may honestly believe himself a seeker after truth, 
bu t the spiritualist, who is himself in any degree a 
medium, is fascinated by the  creations of his faith 
and borne away on an induced current into a

* T h e  few  e x c e p tio n a l c a se s  o f  crertnin* ip ir i t-c o m n iu m c a H o n s  w ill b e  t r e a t 
ed  of. in ono  o f th e  f u tu r e  p o r ts  o f  “  >rflg ,m e n ts ,,- - n s  th e  g r e a t e s t  a t te n t io n  
a n d  c a u tio n  m u s t  b e  b e s to w e d  upo n  th e  s u b je c t  to  *vo id  e v e ry  possib lo  m is- 
u n d e rs ta n d in c r  B e fo re  w e r e b u i ld  a hou«e, we h*vo to  pu l) dow n th e  o ld  
• t r u c tn r e  W e k n o w  t lm t  wo a h ’11 d is p le a s e  m a n y  a n d  rece iv e  no  th a n k s  fo r 
i t .  B u t  i t  c a n n o t  b e  h e lp e d .  T h e  S p ir i tu a l i s t s  h a v in g  in s is te d  u p o n  h av in g  
o u r  o p iu io n , wo m u s t  bo  lo f t  to  p ro c e e d  s y s te m a t ic a l ly — E d.



*

phantasmagorial world peopled with his own im a - ; 
ginings. Their apparent reality confirms tlie conjectures 
from which they spring, and all suggestions which claim 
a reconsideration of their character seem almost a blas
phemy to their  eager devotee. B u t to the  s tudent of occult 
philosophy there is a grander beauty in the consistent 
teaching of adeptship, than in the  startling excitement of 
mediumistie revelation, while over i t  all there shines, 
for him, the solemn light of absolute truthfulness. Me- 
dimnship may afford sudden glimpses of unsuspected 
wonder,— as bits of a strange landscape may be mom ent
arily revealed by lightning, bu t the science of adeptship 
casts tho steady light of day upon the whole scene. 
Surely the spiritualists, who have a t  least shot leagues 
ahead, in intelligence, of the  mere materialistic moles of 
their purblind generation,— insofar as they recognize 
th a t  there  is a landscape to be seen if it can only be lighted 
up,— will not deliberately prefer to guess at its features by 
the help of occasional flashes from the  fitful planes 
of niediumship, bu t will accept the aid of th a t  nobler illu
mination which the  elevated genius and untiring exertion 
of Occult Sages of the East have provided for those whose 
spiritual intentions enable them to appreciate its sublimi
ty, and confide the ir  aspirations to its guidance. .

W H I C H  T H E  T R U T H ,  A N D  W H I C H  A  L I E ?

“ Fur if the tru th  of God hath more abounded 
through m y  l i e  unto his glory ; why yet 
am I also judged as a sinner i”—

Romans III, 7
Mr. J o s e p h  C o o k ,  in one of his exquisite lectures at 

Bombay— namely, th a t  of January  19,— devoted gener
ally to the enlightenment of the benighted natives of 
this city, on the beatific t ru ths  of missionary Christianity, 
and especially to the demolition of Spiritualism and 
Theosophy,—came down very hard upon the  former. “ T hat 
wretched movement,” he said, ( Spiritualism ) which had 
supporters only ■' among the half-educated populations in
the great American towns,........had been doing immense
mischief in the U nited  S ta tes ......... Spiritualism was com
posed of seven-tenths of fraud; two-tenths of nervous
delusion, and in the remaining one-ten th ........nothing
wras in it, or Satan was in i t” ...  Person ally, he had not “the ' 
honour of a distant acquaintance with ten o f  the S p irit
ualists who deserved to be called men o f  any intellectual 
breadth and culture”...

I t  may, therefore, interest our readers to know tha t  
this great lecturer who thundered against the Spiritualists 
and ourselves, was at one time tMiintellectual enough to 
attend a Spiritualistic seance a t  Boston to test the vera
city of Spiritualistic phenom ena; as also truthful enough, 
for once, to put his name and autograph signature to the 
little letter we reproduce for the  benefit of our readers. 
I t  is needless to say where all right-minded Indians have 
to seek for t r u t h : whether in the present ranting 
speeches of Mr. Cook or in the  modest letter which he has 
deigned  to sign. Now th a t  Mr. Cook has p u t  himself at 
a safe distance from the Theosophists, and has again 
taken to the pleasant task of slandering us in the  city of 
Calcutta, we may as well show him  in lm  true colours. 
W e draw, therefore, the attention of those of our friends 
in the “ City of Palaces,” who may not have seen the 
B o m b a y  G ize tte  of February 17 to a le tter  which ap
peared on th a t  date in th a t  paper. W e quote i t  verbatim  
with a request to put it side by side with his lecture 
of January  19 and to judge for themselves of the reliability  
of the s tatements of the Rev. gentleman. We would say 
nothing further than this, th a t  Mr. Cook seems to take 
scrupulously for his guidance in life the verse from the 
Romans  placed as a motto a t  the head of our remarks.

I (From the Bombay Gazette of 17th F ebruary  1882.)
M r . J oseph Cook and the S piuituai.ists.

T o  the Edito r o f  the “ Bombay Gazette .”
Sir,— Mr. Jo sep h  Cook, wlieu recently  lecturing here, e x 

pressed himsolf very scornfully of Sp ir itualism  and nil its 
works.

I f  you will refer to page 35 of a work, “  T h e  Scientific Rnsis 
of Sp ir itualism ” published in Roston l>y Colby and Rich, 1881, 
you will see Mr. Jo se p h  Cook’s s ignature  to nn account o f  
certain phenomena which he vouches for ns not explicable by 
uny theory of fraud. H e re  is the whole e x t r a c t :—
R e p o r t  o f  the O b s e r v e r s  o f  th e  S a r g e n t  e x p e r im e n t  i n  P s y c h o g r a p h y  

i n  B o s t o n ,  1 3 J / i  M a r c h  1 8 8 0 .

At the house of Epes Sargent, on the evening of Saturday) 
March 13, the undersigned saw two clean slates placed face to 
face, with a bit of slate pencil between them. We all held our 
hands clasped around ihe edges of tlie two slates. The hands of 
Mr. Watkins, the psychic, also cliisped the slates. In this position 
we all distinctly heard the pencil moving, and, on opening the 
slates, found an intelligent message in a stroug masculine hand, in 
answer to a question asked by one of the company.

Afterwards, two slates were clomped together with strong brass 
fixtures, and held nt arm’s length by Mr. Cook, while the rest of 
the company and the psychic had their hands in full view on the 
table ! After a moment of waiting, tlio slates were opened, nnd 
a message in u feminine hand wns found on one of the inner sur
faces. There were five lighted gaaburncrs in the room at the time.

We cannot apply to Oiese facts any theory of fraud, and we 
do not see how the writing can be explained unless matter, ill the 
slate peucil, was moved without contact

(Signed.) F. K B u n d y ,  M. D.
Do. E r E S  S a h g e n t .  :
Do. J o h n  (J. K i n n e t .
Do. H e n r y  G. W h i t e .
Do. JO SE PH  COOK.

Boston, March 13, 1880. ■
I t  is further mentioned in the book in question thn t " M r .  

Cook was well aluised by the religious journals for testifying to 
wlmt he saw.” T h e  nliuse has evidently not been thrown 
luvay upon Mr. Cook ; it has converted him from tlie error of 
his ways, and he now seeks to convert others by nbusing them 
in his T U R N .

T H E  S A M A J E E S  T H A T  I N D I A  N E E D S .

A correspondent, writing from Lahore, under date, 
February 17, informs us th a t  our esteemed friend, Pandit 
Gopi N ath ,  Editor, M ittra  Vilasa, Lahore, delivered, at 
Rawalpindi, where he had been called, a lecture on the 
13th idem, in the house of Sirdar Nilial Singh. The sub
jec t was; “ W h a t  S i im jees  are needed in A ryavarta?” 
Babu Man gal Sen, Head Accountant of the P. N. S. Ry., 
gave the lecturer all the necessary assistance. The hall 
“ was nicely decorated and fully crowded.” During the 
course ofhis  lecture, our young friend declared th a t  the 
Samajees “ most needed in Aryavarta are those which make 
i t  incum bent upon themselves to preach the cause of U N I
V ER SA L B R O T H E R H O O D  and try to create union  in 
the country instead of sectarian strife and disunion,” and 
not those which, on the plea of ignorance, “ abuse their  an
cestors, tlieir Shastras, their  true leaders and all their bro
thers, who, unlike them, are the true followers of the doc
trines their highly revered ancestors had preached and de
clared through their  valuable manuscripts.” I t  is those 
classes of so-called “reformers” that are doing the “ greatest 
harm to tho cause of nationality and Universal Brotherhood, 
both of which are, without the least doubt, among the chief 
wants of India .” The lecturer then “ denounced vehe
mently the policy of the Arya and Brahmo Samajis,*” the 
members of which, “ without knowing what truly philoso
phical religion their  ancestors have taught,without even try
ing to learn what their sacred Shastras have preached, with
out a ttem pting tounderstand what theirsacred Shastras con
tain, and without being able to read even the alphabet

* A pfu&ure which wo adm ire  tho  least in this  able  lectu ro . Hence we would 
havo our fr iends  of the  Arya a nd  Brahmo Samajees  d is t inc t ly  unde rs tand  
t h a r., by  publ ish ing  th e  above, wo do not moan to express  our approval or 
otherwise  of what our  fr iend,  Pand i t  Gopi N a lb ,  may have  said. W e mere ly  
give room to th e  r e p o r t  of his loct'iro ns we have  received it, and in the  same 
spir i t  of im par t ia l i ty ,  as wo would show to any  otl or seti tirnonts delivered iu 
favour of e i the r  of tho two Samajees  re ferred  to, if such were  sen t  to  U*. W e  
s tr ic tly  adhere  to  our  cardinal princip le  of mutua l  to le ra tion  and re-ip^et for 
tlie sincere beliefs and  opinions of o thers ,  w hether  we asfree with  them  or not. 
Personal ly  wo feel a pro found rcspec t  for Swamijt  Dayanand Saraswati ,  tho 
fo-mdor of tho A ray a Samaj.  a l though  wo feel bound to confess t h a t  we do not 
ayree  with all his viow* ; and  we aro constra ined  to say near ly  as much of the  
founder  o? tlio “ New D is p en s a t io n / ’ with whose teachings  personally  we dis 
agree  from first to  l a s t ,— Kd.


