a. As much as possible, we must look forward and not backward. Many issues
about the past probably can no longer be resolved at this time when the
protagonists and witnesses are long dead. The effort of some ULT members to
reopen the Judge case as if a new trial ought to be undertaken is most
probably doomed to fail, and the one that will perhaps be harmed most by
such an attempt to reopen will be the memory of Judge himself. At present, the
whole theosophical world has maintained respect for Judge and to re-ventilate
the whole controversy will just harm him more than it will help. Even a staunch
pro-Judge writer such as Ernest Pelletier has concluded that the charges
“could not be proved or disproved” (The Judge Case, p. Xiv).

b. We must focus on the validity of the Theosophical teachings of these
historical people rather than the moral issues about them. It is not that we are
to become blind to such moral issues — for the latter have importance — but a
hundred years of seemingly unending disputations should be enough to
convince us that we are unable to arrive at a consensus on these issues.
Much talent, time and resources have been wasted on the fruitless recycling of
such issues that just divide us more. The farther we are from the eras of these
historical personalities, the less are we in a position to judge personal moral
matters. So let us move forward. Theosophy is immensely larger than any
personality, including those of Blavatsky and the Mahatmas. We must not be
bogged down by the issues about the personalities who tried to be vehicles of
the reintroduction of the ageless wisdom. The imperfections of its advocates
are secondary. Our primary agenda is about the Wisdom and its potential for
human and social transformation. Let these be the foundations of
Theosophical unity.

Unity in Theosophical work and mission is possible and desirable. Together,
we will become far more effective in the effort to popularize theosophy and
make it a practical living philosophy for everyone.



