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San Fernando, Calif.,
Aug, 14, 1936.

Mr, John Gibaom,
Mllvaukee Wisl

Dear Brother:
I w
Your letter was received with pleasure. Always
feel free to vrite me relative to any philosophical or ethical
problém if you feel that I can be of help to you. ‘The question
of consccience is vital end I am glad to discuss 1t, especially
with one who, like yourself, takes such a matter Oeriously.

Unquestionably all of-the factors which you mention are, o

a greater or less degree, factors in the deterning of the
concrcte expression ~F consc;ence. Often the action geeningly
dictated by conscicnce is not so in fact becuase the latter has
becen nisenterpreted. Training and habit can easily lead- to
distortion, yot on the other hand, right-training way clear
aviay rubblsh in the mind so that the vhice of conscience is
interpreted the more clearly. But all of this does not change
the fact that the LIGHT of Conscience is the spiritual and
etern~1l Man, and this fact gives to Conscience its primacy.

The source of conscicnce being the inner or subjective man .
its manifestation must be through the individual. and the’ X
highest authority in all moral decision. It is always more
1mportanﬁ that the individual should follow the dictates or
sceming dictates of his conscicnce than that he should correctly
interprete its meaning in action; although thc latter is-of

an 1nportance second only to the fovmer. In other words, motive is
of prime 1mportance while technique, though by no means to be
neglected, is a secondary matter, Therc is no more important
mark of the vhite Aaept and of mocvements under His sponserchip
than just this emphgsis of faithfulness to comscience on the

part of a student. The student, who in obedience to an order from
his Guru, violates his cons 01encc fails in that test, and this
holds ovcn though the order or 3ug"cqtlov would be seen to be
perfectly proper in the light of a grewter under standing.,

As the complement of the fowogeing it follows that any
individual or system vhich requires of followers or members
obedience to an external authority first when there is a conflict
betreen that and conscience, marks itself at once as belonging
to the current of the Shadou. This being in the current of the
Shadow may be consclous bt more frequently it is unconscious,,
but the practlcal effect -is the same, i.e., the crushing or
exploitation of thec Soul, thc one really serious sin.

From the prehlse with which "Digicetic Mateorialism™ starts
I vwuld expect as a logieal consequence that the proponents of
that truly herctical dogma viould deny the authomity of comnscicnce

acting throush the individual soul. Therefore the answer which Mr .

Weshburn received to his question was not at alll surprising as

the leaders of materialistic cormunism have shown conciderable

capacity for logical consisteoncy in their thinking. A "dialectic

naterialist” naturally could not recosnige the hfghegt authority
a3

o,
N

S




v

T

7,/5’
)x .

A

«

as spriging from.the Spiritual Man without undermingng his. .
vhole Dhllosophy. °

‘The queatxon of conscience is merely one phase of the 1ssue
brought formh by dialectic materialism and ds this issue is ~
vital to any work such as that of the "Assembly of Man®™ that is
based upon the Atmavidya, and farhter, as you arc individually
trying to ldentify yourself with these two utter incompatibles
and therefore must dbe tprn inwardly so long as you do this, I
propoce to analyse thid issue with the hope that no doubt will
be left in your mind. Y Three primary facts may be recognlzed
in connection with present movement that is dominant in Russia, -
First, "Dialectic Katerialsm", a philosophic standpoint. Second,
Cammnnlsm which nmay-or may not he a necessary consequence of
dialectic materialﬂm, but in so far as it 1s such a consequence
it becomes materisiistic -communism. Third, the actual exitent
Soviet Government. .. snall not devote time to the disdussion
of the latter two facts except in so far as they are involved.

in the discussion of dialeétic materialism. Like all living things

the Soviet: governmant has involved modifications and adjustmcnts
and therefore has in it e1ements which not only do not follow
from dialetic materialism, but in some respects are even
antagonigtic to it. Wﬁth respect to materialistic communism

it mey be gaid that ceriticism of this can be divorced

entirely from a consideration of communism as such., The
cormunicsh of a Buddhism monastary is manifestly something
entirely differcent. The crux of the whole issuc which is really
vital lies in the word "materialism".,

If therc had been any doubt in my mind as to whether the
Marxian movement could be reconcilled with the philosophy and
purposc of the White Brotherhood that doubt would haverbeen
removed by a brief refercnce to the"Hand Book of Cormunish',
The words: of Marx and Lenin that I read there were perfectly
clear. They mean badieally Materialism in the sense that is
nown in philosophy as Naturalism and in the sense that is the
diametric opposite of the Atmavidya. If one 1s true the other
is false and there is no middle ground here. Iow for the
analysis, .

The main theses of the Atmavidya are-as followss -
a, The One Reality is the Sclf-ex1ﬂtent Parabrahaman, or the
Absolute-of Hegel..
b. The Self, the "I AM", the Atman, purc subgectlvity, is
identical with Parabrahman or the Abs olute,
c. A1l that exists is Con501oas, and Consciousness,
d.. That the phenomenal Universc is projected outward fnmn .
gurc subjectivity.
ence ponderable matter and form, the world of space, tine
and - causality, have only a derivetive existence and hencc
are, however relatively real, still quitc unreal from the
gtandpoint of ontological metaphysics.

S

Now with reapect to dialcctic materialism both Marx and .

Lenin make it perfedtly clear that they predicate self-existence
of the material world as given through the sémses. (Refer.to

. Lenin's discussion and repudiation of the phenomenology of
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Ernct Mach. Incidentially the phenomenology of Mech is almost .
identical with the analagous phsae of Gautama Buddha's philosophy.:)
Enough has been said. The universe cither 1s a phenomenon or it
is self-existent,; it cannot be both, To"choose the Atmavidya

is to deny dialectic materialem and visa versa. And,brother,

you must make your choice; you will get nowhere hanging on the
fense between the two, I think I see why with. your unusual
capacity for understanding and exposition you still lack the.
insight which brings the Peacec of Soul-certainty., Didlectic
materialism is the blind that keeps the Light outs

Atmavidya means literally "Self-knowledge". Owing to the- )
identity of Atmen ond Brahman Atmavidya is identical with Brahma-
vidyd, or Divine Wisdom or Knowledge. In the Greek we have. -
"Theosophia™ which has precisely the same meaning. From the stand-
podnt of purely speculative philosdphy this is merely one among
alternative philosophical ph hypotheses. DBut it is possible to
reduce the Atmavidya to certainty. This possibility exists
by reason of the fact that in addition to Knowlcdge from
cxpericnce. (empiricism) and knowledge by deduction (lo§ievh
mathematics) there is a third kind of kmowlecdge which 1 call
"Ruowledge through Identity". This latter is, in fact, the
basis of all certainty. (Without it we must wind up wi%h
David Hume in absolutc agnosticism.) The roots of logic &nd mathen
ematics inhere in it. (Heither mathematics nor logic can prove
the principles on vwhich-these selences rest, nor are they
derived from cxpcrience, yet of no kmowledge .are we more certain,)
The possibility of kno*iedge by cxperience also inhercs in this
as was so well shown by Kant in the "Critique®. EKnowledge through
Identity differs radically from all relative knowledge in that it
is not knowledge of an objéet, but the purely subjective ]
element which is the basisi of all objective knowledges Now it
is possible to-rcelize this Knowledge, but not a s an experience
or a\deduction2 though both the latter forms of knowledge may
help in a subsidéary wmuyxts sense to prepare the vay. It is. the
profoundest level of meditation, actually "Samadhi". From the
standpoint of relative knowledge it 1s indistinguishable from
absolute emptiness, yet when rerlized it is knowvn as absolute
fullress. It is possible for & man to achieve this Recognition
and then while he is enfolded within it he literally stands
superior to the whole Universe and all hierarchies; I mean he
finds himself superior to space, time and causality éand thus
free from all karma. IHe is in the stredm of consciousness of
all Sages of all times. At this point that which heretofore has
been belief in or conviction of the truth of the Atmavidya becomes
certainty. For one who has attained this there is no longer
metaphysical doubt or a vital problem concerning the Soul.

"Through philosophy and religion ohe can trace the thread of
the Atmavidya even though hidden beneath a covering of ignorance
and superstition. Rationalism starts with the "Cogito ergo sum®
of Descartes, and his two grest followers, Spinoza and Leibnitz,
had even clearer spiritual insight than he had. The ideallctic
through of Kant and Hegel is the last great systematic expression
thresded on the Atmavidya. It is the central theme of Jesus,
Buddha and Shankara and many others less prominant in religio-

philosophical history. Now in this dualitlc world always when
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there is an outpouring of Light there 1s a1so a stronger man-, “
1festationof the Shadow, and this wé often kmow as the Judas, roree.
It is the inverse reflection of the Light. Hegel was a bonified
manifestation of the Light although he did not interprete as
clearly as did the best cxponent of the Vedanta and did fall into

. gome errors of lntorpretation. He had hic shadow and- that was

Karl Marx, a man wio grasped the dialectic logle but vwho failed

-ubtterly to realize the' soul of Hegel's message. The result

vas an inversiofr in vhich matter vas exalted to the place of

Dicty. He scerms to have carried out the inversion quite
consistently and thus has given us perhaps the best existant
systamatic exposition of the philosophy of the Shadow that we

have. Judas had at least the decency to repent and.so far as I

know has never been regarded =5 a prophets If Karl Marx had confined
himsel? to killing the body of Hegel hc would have done vastly

less harm than is the case with his writings that have so . .
successfully buricd the soul of the Hcgelian Light for so many
pecoples,

You e¢an perhaps now sce why we regard dialectic materialicm
and all that has flovm out of it ac belonging to the badckk
brotherhood, In the movement therc are sincere and unselfich men
Just as there are such priests in the Roman Catholic Church, but
in such cases there foree is captured to further the cnds of the
brotherhood of the Bhadow. Their sincerity will ultimately save ¢
them individually, but does not chango the fact that their effort
furthers quite other than ideal.ends: Adepts, obscured or
conscious, doubtless will appecar upon the Russian scence as
They have appeared, so we arce told, within the hierarchy of the
Romar -Catholic Chureh but They Llll be there to salvage human
souls, not to further a falsc doctrine. -

- i o -

I-too walue proxoundly the ideal of no exploitation of man.‘
This, however, is all contained in the Goldem Rulec and the

Categorical Imporat;vc of Emanuel Kant. "So act as to treat '

hunanity whether in thine own person or another in cvery instence
ag an end, never as a means alone", That is the most sztisfactory
statement I know for ruling out exploitation of man.: But
dialcetic materialicm means systematic exploitation in the most
invidious sences It means in practice the cxploitation of

the Soul, the Divine part of men, to serve the cends of the .
animal, thc exaltation of brute muscu1arity above real
lntelllgencc. It brings bondagce to man, not freecdom. It means
the real crucifixion of mans, even uhOUgﬂvthe modern Moloch is
known as LhO"COLIOGLLVltY" I see in Russia today more systematic
exploitation than anywhercs elsc, and that in the most invidious s
sense of all. Explo»tatlon throuph underpayment of muscular
energy, vwhile an evil, is reclatively trivial.in comparison..

If Stalin is Ghengils Khan he has made some progress I admit.
The Khan was a conqueror and had vefy 1little cense for administration,
The adnministrative virtues of his empire were due to a Chinesfe, -
vhome he loved: (Thus showing that the Khan.was not wholly black,
or he could not have loved any one) Stalin has administrated
with real administrative e¢-pacity. But there is the same will
and skill to dmploy massi¥e, cruclty as an instrument of pover.
In this Stalian is successful ‘ag the Khan was successful., The
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German general staff failed in thls as I see 1t in "that they
were ethiecally 1ncapablc of carrying it out with the ,thoroughness
rgquired, The formula is every man, woman, child and animal -
glain and not one stone left upon another., You can make 8 '«
political prisodner work who has valued ability by holding: the.
threat of death or pain to his loved ones over him. North
cenbtral Asia has produced the kind of genius that knows how to
use this instrument of power. Georgia is necar the land of that
tradition. Yes I respect Stalin, just a&s I respect CGhengis
Khan and Ravana. Relatively the Ceasars end the Napoleons are
less dangerous. '

There arc several other interesting questions worthy of
analysis such as the Soviet doetrine of "work", but I thimk
enogh has been said to make the fundamentals of the issue clear,
There remains but one point that I would like to call to your
attention in that it has an important bearing upon the
contradiction you are trying to encompass. From the standpoint
of dlalectic materialism Astrology can be nothing more than a
meaningless superstition. The whole rationdl basis of Astrology
inhcres in this: that the phenomenal universe is the objective
manifestation of an inner or spiritual recality. The Unlverse
thus stands as-a symbol from which true knowledge of the soul .
can be derived, once the student has the corrcect key. From.,
the standpoint. of the Atmavidya there is a valid science apnd art
of Astrology. If you have proven to your satisfaction that ..-
Astrology is a valid science then you have in fact contraverted
dia7ect~c materialism. . .

THat I have written at such length is testimony of how much
I care for and wvalle you. I wish for you the soul~satisfying .
and undying joy, the Knowledge which commands Freedom and
greater power for helping this humanity that in a large ‘part
is dying for lack of the real Water of Life. If you:really
grasp the Significance of the Atmavidya you will ha ve all this,

3]

% Ever fraternally yours,

. :‘ ‘ .
P.5. I am oorry;that the mailing of this letter wds delayed.
However, there is a point that has come Lo ny mind since writing
the foregolnp Lhaﬁ I would like to note, and take the present
opportunity beforo‘foruarulng this letter.

I believe that H@gel &hé make a major discovery in the
disletic logic, but tthat discovery properly belongs to occult
and spiritual philosbHbphy, whereas the'foot-logic? of induetion.
belongs to materialism. Now it is fundamental to the dialetie
method that it cannoty, stop its movement until an all-comprehending
Idea or Consciousnessiis attained. In the Hegelian usage "this
was found in the. Infinite which comprehpnd« at once everyth1ng
and thus transcends alll dualities. But there is poseible
reverse movement that Pannot stop short of an absolute Zero
in the sense of complete negatlon or Absolute Darkness in the
negative sensé., Karl iark in Tocusing upon matter, rather than-
Spirit started the movalment in the latter scnse and so, 1if

Iarksis followed con31dtently to ‘the end one would arrive at

the negation of abs oluLe\uncon001ousncus or emptinéss., I ¢
cannot see thisg-dn anyyother light than the black Path.in the
invidious sense; though I am unprepared to say whether Marks

)\‘ P - R



e

r{“‘:
T

0

1
r
s
“
o oy

(oy)
¢

wag a congcious agent in this or was merely a sort of inspired
medium under @he control of the brothers of the Shodow,

Heris gavo!a creotive impulse to the dialetic movement in
the materialistic direction., His first synthesis is the
communistic gtate, Uow, this synthesis in its turn becomes
a thesis that arouses its ovm anthesis, for clearly the ¢
communistic idea is within the dualistic fiecld. For the ) =
very fact that 1t stands as something to be fought for
shows that 1t has an 'other' which stands opposed to it. ¢
Vhat is this other? It must be something that 1s other
and yet of essentlally the same kind,; Just as'bad'is the :
other of'geod*!, but belongs like 'good' to the moral field, .
It seems to me that ve must £ind that other in something '
that agrees in the essential of being totaelitarian, ruthless
and kighly illiberal but centers powver in a class or level or”
sense opposite to communism. Further this other ehould be
historically avoused in active opposition to communism,
Actually we find such a movement springing up in Fasism in
itas various forms. Between Fasicm and Communiesm there is
bitter warfare but I, together with a number of other obscrvers
£ind the similaritics betnieen Faslsm a nd Communiscm far more
signlficant than the differences, 8o we can study the one thrgugh
the other. ,
What 1s the synthesis of thesce two? I think 1%t lies in
the idea of totalitarianiom., With this ldea I stand in un-
quallfied opposition. It means regimentation in the most
ruthless sense and thus is the absolute ncegation of freedom.
Vhether the communistic thesls or the fasist anthiscs is worst
I am unaeble to say, but therc is one alleviating factor about
the latter. It lies closer to the men who have had long
hereditary experience In government end such men know instinctiveld
the weakncess of extremes. They understand compromise and sc -

1t becomes possible for the rest of the world to live with them.

Those who are nevw to goverunent do not understand this, in generel,
and so they are dangerouc,
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Since returning to San Fernando I have been busy viriting - -
a book that I believe will be of major importance, I have
finally broken through to the culminating Awekening and I
have somcthing now of quite another dimensions I you have
not already done so I wish you would read Dr. R..Bucke's L Wi
"Cosmic Consciousness" and also the cheapter on "liysticism"
in the "Varieties of Religlious lxperlence” of ¥William James,
Toiyodeuls with & matter of Atmkening to a new kind of Conscious-
ness which trsnscends the subject-objeet field. It is potentisl
in a number of persons at the present time rnd is really the
first objective of those vho arc engamed in the work of the
Aszembly of Fan-and the Theogophieal lMovements Without this
Aveokening I sec no solutioh of the social problem as “ell as
nf all ultimate problems posited by the intellect, I wolld
lixe to sce you throwing your Torce morc fully in this direction
for I am vell awarc that neither your heart nor mind can finds
what they desire in the subject-object fileld. If you wish it
I will submit sone of my discussion to you for comment before
publication,



