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ANCIENT WISDOM

November, 1952

HOW TO DRIVE AWAY
MEMBERS

By THE Ebrtor

The Editor loves Theosophy and
loves The Theosophical Society. Theo-
sophical activities of one kind or an-
other have been his main preoccupation
outside of family and business for over
29 years. He served for a number of
years as a National Director and en-
joys the personal friendship of leaders
in the movement both here and abroad.
Through ANCIENT WISDOM he has
come in contact with thousands of
members, former members and non-
members to whom the theosophical
philosophy is also the very breath of
spiritual living. And he has in past
years visited and spoken in many
Lodges throughout the nation in cities
}:3 which his business trips have taken

m.

And from all of this experience, in-
cluding the long Editorship of this
journal, the much longer Presidency
of his Lodge, which has been described
by Mr. L. W. Rogers as among the half-
dozen leading T. S. Lodges of the
world, has necessarily come some
knowledge of the problems of T. S.
work. It is a wider experience, per-
haps, than comes to any private mem-
ber, and to most T. S. officials. So per-
haps no apology is necessary for the
expression of views as to certain short-
comings in the Society which are ap-
parent to those who have its welfare
strongly at heart but to which some
members complacently shut their eyes,
lulling themselves with platitudes that
all must necessarily be for the best in
this best of all possible Societies—‘‘and
are we not protected and guided by the
Masters? How can anything go wrong?”

What the Masters thought of this
absurd taking of their names in vain is
shown by their early letters. We need
not labor the point. And what karma
thinks of it is also made clear by the
dismal record of scores of surrendered
or cancelled Lodge charters. Somehow
neither the Masters nor karma seem to
come to the rescue of Lodges that go
on the rocks due to hidebound policies
and inefficiency. Not all failures of the
local centers are due to these causes,
_ of course. Some are the victims of cir-
cumstances over which they had no
control. But enough, unhappily, trace to
the maintenance of Nineteenth Cen-
tury methods in the middle of the
Twentieth Century to give pause to the
apostles of sweetness and light who are
so sure—so very sure—that “if we all
think beautiful thoughts of brother-
hood, peace and harmony, all will be
well.” The beautiful thoughts unfortu-
nately last only until some more dis-
cerning member strives to inject a lit-
tle common sense into the proceedings.
Surprising it is how quickly the atmos-
phere of peace, brotherhood and har-
mony vanishes amid the angry expostu-
lations of those who have been fore-
most in preaching it.

We are moved to these reflections
by receipt of a thoughtful letter from
a member who grants full permission
for use of name and address. As this
would identify the Lodge we think it
best to keep these from publication.
We did not inspire the letter and knew
nothing about it until its receipt. We
mention this to head off kindly critics
who are always sure that when a letter
like this is published the Editor wrote
it himself or caused it to be written.
We certify that the letter is in our files,
that the statements in the preceding
sentence are true and that we have not
in any way altered those parts of it
that we quote. Any National Director
desiring to inspect it may do so on re-
quest. The letter is a long one and
space will not permit full reproduction,
but the most significant parts of it are
as follows:

“Perhaps I shouldn’t burden you
with my troubles and views, but per-
haps what I relate has a bearing on
what ANCIENT WISDOM has been
advocating and which is so well stress-
ed in the current issue.

In my estimation our local lodge
has gone pretty well ‘to pot.’ The presi-
dent and past-president are Theoso-
phists of long standing and have run
it so long that they seem to take it up-
on themselves to say what is and what
is not Theosophy and what phase of it
should be studied (exclusively) for the
good of our souls . ..

The persistency of this attitude . . .
has set up an antagonistic atmosphere
in the lodge that anyone can feel and
one that has persisted and grown to the
extent that about eight of us no longer
feel that we ‘belong’ there. Because of
this personal resentment, which is not
conducive to the harmony that should
prevail at a Theosophical meeting, I
had not attended for several weeks.
However, happenings propelled it to a
head and . . . I got the lodge together
Sunday eve. . .. and we had it out. I
frankly and honestly presented my
plaint and a couple of other members
did likewise. During this time I took
occasion to read excerpts from current
ANCIENT WISDOM, as I told them,
because they illustrated my point bet-
ter than I could shape sentences to do.
More about that later. :

Read them-the “Three Articles” (Ob-
jects. Ed.) “and Freedom of Thought
from front cover page of American
Theosophist and gave my interpreta-
tion: objected to their ‘running’ in-
stead of ‘conducting’ the lodge: ob-
jected to the particular course of stud-
ies undertaken for the past three win-
ters: maintained that all are equal and
each individual has a right to express
himself on anything coming under the
b{oad outlines of the three princi-
ples. ..

In ’50 we studied a course . .. con-
cerning rounds, chains, races and sub-
races, Days and Nights of Brahm and
so forth. Ditto last winter—and this
winter Man and His Bodies. I wanted
them to study some phase that was

warm and close and inspiring—some-
thing that would help us to live in this
body today, something that we could
use to help someone else if the occasion
appeared. If I don’t know myself, how
am I going to be able to understand
my fellow man, and if I can’t under-
stand him, how, HOW, am I going to
help him? If I fall down a stair and
break my leg, how will it solace me to
know that on the Atmic Plane there is
eternal peace and calm? If my fellow
man is at his wits’ ends because of
trouble, I can scarcely see him relieved
of his burden if I give him a lengthy
and learned discourse on the Solar
Logoi, the Rounds, Chains, Races and
Sub-races.

Those subjects are all right for one
who has that particular turn of mind,
but I feel that what I can know of them
now must of necessity be sketchy and
incomplete. They are as far above me
and as cold as the stars. When I have
grown, in the far off future, to where
I have need of that knowledge, the best
conception that I am able to form to-
day will be as obsolete as the Paleozoic
fossils . . .

My mention of the fact that the na-
tional membership had dropped to half
in the last twenty-five years and a plea
for something new and liveable left
them cold (or hot).

People come to the open meetings
and are seemingly interested, or even
join, and are full of fire for a time, but
drop out. Then . . . ‘Well, they weren’t
ready for Theosophy.’ I mentioned this
and told them what an opiate that
statement was: what a world of com-
placency and self-satisfaction it cov-
ered. ‘They are not ready for Theos-
ophy, poor things. They can’t under-
stand us. Well, perhaps in the next in-
carnation—’

So the old battle raged—fought to a
draw. I found out how hard those peo-
ﬂle had worked and slaved to keep the
ittle Lodge together—lo, those many
years—how hard it was to preside at
the meetings, was reproached because
I had not delivered more talks at open
meetings instead of forcing them to as-
sume most of the burden and asked
how many new members I had brought
in, and informed that there were
Theosophists in several states whom
they had caused to see the light . . .

I was informed that they took a dim
view of one Chas. E. Luntz and that he
even objected to the word ‘Brother-
hood,” whereupon I immediately said
that I didn’t think much of it myself.”
(Then follows an account of some abu-
sive personal criticism of the Editor,
in language one might expect at a poli-
tical meeting but hardly in a T. S.
Lodge room. While this seems to have
upset our correspondent it did not dis-
turb the Editor, who has long-since
come to expect it from some of the
more vociferous exponents of ‘“Brother-
hood.” The more “brotherly” the ex-
ponent the more vituperative the lan-
guage) ...

“So I suppose I have created a rift















