'-‘fceremdny, but to accept initiation m,e.ans‘ to ac-
‘cept the spiritual master to be as good as God

¥} Himself ‘because he is the representative of God.

Itis of no value to go through the motions of ac-
cepting someone as spiritual master in the for-
| mal sense without actually accepting him as the

| representative of God. Therefore, we are advised |

by Srila Jiva Goswami not to accept a spiritual

| master on the basis of ecclesiastical principles or
| family tradition. In fact, he says such a guru
I should be rejected and a real guru should be
| found. In other words, simply because someone
| is the head of a religious organization, appointed .
| by the church or happens to be my family guru, B
: ;etc does not mean I should accept him as my

spiritual madster. For éxample, we havée many

J churches and religious organizations around. the

world and these .religious organizations all have

 their “spiritual masters” whom the followers are
| supposed to be- accepting as representatives of
| God. But in the depths of their hearts, the peo-

ple are not finding it possible to accept the so-

 called-priests, elders, swamis, bishops and popes ) ‘

| itual master appomted by the
- who-is the head of the: parlsh can never actually
| gain the love of the people. He may gain the fol-

“...to accept initiation

| means to accept the
{l spiritual master to be as

' good as God -Himself
because he is the
representatlve of God ”

o

‘So, a professional guru or“ ecclesiastical spir-

lowing and official allegiance of many foolish
people in the church or temple, but no one will
ever be able to give their life or their love to
'such a person. Rather it will 51mp1y be official
busmess

- What is the actual gam »of acceptmg such a

1¢’ church- or one '

as the actual representatlves of God. They just
I go through the formality of it. Just like’ they for-

mally accept baptism from the local priest, and
this is supposed to be initiation, because Jes_us
was initiated in that way by John the Baptist.
Anyway, one'is supposed to accept initiation or
[ be baptized by the representative of God, but

f‘fﬂvf»or. these peoplc 1t s all simply” ofﬁ01at‘formal

busmess
If you say, “Have you given your life, your

“Oh, no. I don’t need to do that.” “Oh, why -
not?”’ “Because I only need to give my life to
God or Jesus.” “You say you want to give your-
self to Jesus but you’re not sufe of giving your-
self to the priest, so this means that you must

“think that the priest is not purified of his false

ego or his own will—is that not right?'} If: this is
the case, how can you say you receive Jesus

through him?” How can the pure be received
through the impure? If a person is not doing the
‘will of God, then how can he be the repreésenta-
.tive of God? Representative of God means he

only does God’s will.-So, if a person is.just doing
God’s will, why do you feel any hesitation or
qualms about giving yourself to him? It is be-
cause there is no trust that this person is doing
God’s will completely, that’s why!

heart, your soul, your entire being to him?”"

guru? The foolish people’s idea is that “I will get
salvation if I go through this ritual and I make
believe I am loving this person or I am accepting
this person as my guru.” There is no question of

~ love involved, so in this way there is no actual |

change of heart. They all have gurus, they all

- have their priests,-they all have their cardinals,

they all have the pope, but because there is no
love there it is all official ecclesiastical business;

~ therefore, there’s no change of heart.

Guru means one who can actually change

‘my life; one who is actually helping me to

“If one accepts an
ecclesiastical guru he
“may impress others in
the community that he
is a religious person,
but it will not help hun
advance to the goal

of life.”

change my heart from lover of matter to lover
~f Knshna

“Hearing Mukunda das give this proper dec1
sion, Shri Chaitanya Mahaprabhu confirmed
it, saying, ‘Yes, it is correct. One who awakens-
‘devotion " to Krishna is certainly a spiritual -
master.” (Chditanya Charitamrita, Maa’hya— '
lila, 15:127) s '

. This is the actual test of guru and it has
nothing to do with having ecclesiastical crc‘dén—
tials or church diplomas. If one accepts an eccle-
siastical guru he may impress others in the com-
munity that he is a religious person, but it:will
not help him advance to the goal of life.

Question: But if a person is genuinely sincere,
won’t he still be able to advance?
Jagat Guru: If he’s sincere, then he’ll find a real |
spiritual master. For there to be pregnancy, the
man must be potent and the woman fertile, not
barren. If the man is not potent, even if. the
woman is fertile, there will be no pregnancy.
Similarly, even if the student is bona fide, if the
spiritual master is not bona fide, there will be
-no fruit. oflove of God developed w1thm the dis-

01p1e

-Although the neophyte déyotces may for-
mally accept an official spiritual master or
church-appointed guru, they don’t care for or re-

}late to the personality involved. It is simply im-

personalism. When they speak of surrender, they
mean “surrender to the temple or the church.

4 “You must join the church, surrender to the
¥ church.” This is impersonalism, because obvious-
11y they’re not going to have a loving rela’uonshlp
J with the church. Surrendér means love, so when

someone says, “Surrender to the church, stir ren-

1§ der to the temple”, then what am I supposed to

do? Love the building, or maybe the organiza-

Jtion? Am I supposed to love the system? What
¥ am I supposed to love? The lights maybe?

For example,' before _ becoming my disciple,
Devahuti devi dasi for many years used to be an

| inmate of SRF. She used to receive letters and .

| Surre‘nder" tq;#the Church

‘_they were always signed ‘“Mother Center”

handwntmg just like a signature. “Mother Cen-

ter”,~who is ‘“Mother Center”? Is it the build--
ing? And when you see the s1gnature you think

of the building-“Mother Center is so kind to
me 2

So, people rclate to the church, the big

spires .in the buildings and the organization and

the systems, the rituals, everything—but they -

don’t relate to the persons. Therefore they

don’t really care what the preacher is like, .

whether he’s qualified or not, about his habits
and so forth. As long as they’ve got someone

there to keep ‘the rituals going, everything’s

“okay”. Of course, the agtual idea'is that the
preacher or the.priest is suppgseg to be the rep-
resentative of God, and you’re-supposed to have

A pcrscngl,rclauonsh}p w1th h1m and be able to.

.care to follow his instructions. The pope says.

passed away was a very pious man, but nobody

- he was just a figurehead.
. ‘Question: Why do they want that km(l of a

- Jagat Guru: A person wants that kind of a curu
_ becdusc he doesn’t want to give his h(,drt to him:

hear from him about God, and in this way eome ||
to know God. People do not trust such ecclesias-
tical gurus however, so they relate to the system
instead of to the personality. Just like in the
Catholic faith, supposedly the people are accept-
ing the pope as their guru, as their spiritual mas-
ter, as the representative of God. But they don’t

“Don t take‘intoxicants, don’t have abortions,”
but what do they care for it? The pope who just

listened to him. They dldn t care what he said,
gumr? :

A ‘,
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L { lics are for abortion. That means that they_are

‘ doesn’t kno A
the times.” Even abortlon—most of the polls

| not a post or a position in the hierarchy. It'is a

§ state of being or consciousness. -You cannot

1§ elect somebody to a state of consciousness. If
¥ a guru can be by elected men, then what kind of -
I suru is that? He is not the representative of God,

'} he is the representatlve of men.

of that organization dies, the quorum of 11 or

-organization, -get together and choose the next
'} prophet or guru. How’s that? They have an elec--

| tion is this: if they are infallible, why do they
| always disagree? If they areagt,ually_mfalhble

- |} ever he thought or did or said would be right,

1 fallible” members. There would be no d1sagree—
1l ment on whether somebody else is qualified to
| be guru or not. Yet, this is not the case. In fact,
¥ you will find so much political manipulation
Y amongst all the “infallible "representatives of .
 God”. Just like in the Catholic Church, there is
very, very, very intense lobbying for weeks.

X dies, the present pope puts in his two cents, or

; Amasters, church gurus, etc.. You get a guru of the
1} church elected by many different cardinals or

_anything. He’s Oth of tune with

taken show that 60 to 70 per cent of the Catho- -

directly against the pope. So, as soon as you get" A

' ‘offic1al gurus, your followers are worthless;
| they’re just like dogs. Cheap, cheap, cheap. Even
Fif the leader is pious, the whole relatlonshlp is
 perverted because of this system. I’ m saying that

-

this pope who has just passed away (Pope Paul
VI), was a. very pious man, but nobody cared
for him. And he couldn’t speak the truth any-

"way. He could speak a certain amount, and after

fhat he couldn’t say any more or else he would-
lose all-of his followers.- In fact, he had to argue

 with the priests. And the threat was, “If you |

keep argﬂing, you’re going to get thrown out!”

¥ Thrown out of what? Either there’s a relatlon-
[} ship or not. This i$ politics, power.

| Question: So, they don’t really care. They only-
§ follow what they want to follow? .
g VJagat Guru: Yes: They’ll take what they like and

As we have already described before, guru is

In some churches, when the guru or prophet

12 or 58 or 116, depending upon the particular

tion. They vote on whether or not this 'persoh =
the representative of God. That means that the_. .

' people are choosing who’s the representative of

God; it means they are “infallible”. The qU

then all their meetings would be unanimous. In
fact, there would be no need to have any meet-
ings. If each of them were infallible, then what-

(‘

and therefore acceptable by all the other “in-

sometimes, before finding out who ihe next.
pope is going to be. And sometimes before he

he backs a particular candidate ahd lobbies for
him, hoping to keep his own policies going after
he’s gone. So, in this way they ﬁght for the seat .
“We will give you our vote if . . .

Thus, you get official ecclesmstmal spiritual

"To surrender to the
church or surrender to

the temple is

UL

glmpersonahsm.

The "Infalhble” Electlon e

they control him; because, after all, “We made
“you guru so we can take you down.”

Question: If they are saying they can de‘czde
who is God’s representative, aren’t they saying
that they are God’s representatives? ‘ .
Jagat Guru: What they are actually saying is that
they are God, because they have set themselves
up as the ones who appoint, elect, or decide who

is guru. “If we okay him, he’s okay.” The fools -

think, “Well that’s all 1 need to know. lf he’s

The fooligh peeplﬁ“*mi y
be happy to accept a

guru by this method, butl

those who are sincere,
those who really want to
know God, ¢annot be
satisfied by such a
superficial process.”

1

‘okayed by the.quorum, then he’s okay. If he’s,
not, then he’s not okay.” So ultimately they are
saying they are God. v
Questmn " I've heard they are going'to start do- ,
mg this in Iskcon—if someone wants to become
an initiating spiritual master, then the eleven

“appointed acharyas™ thl take a vote on wheth- :

- er or not he’s qualified: .

Jagat Guru: Why do they need to vote? Sup-

Center’

they’ll leave what they don’t. So it’s more or less |
~ a business of simply joining a religion and taking §

the guy on top along with it. It is not actually
personal because the relationship is with the
post. In fact, one pope can leave this world, one
guru can leave and another one comes, and they

- no longer relate to the previous one; they now

relate to the new spiritual master who’s there.
This is not correct. What they’re really relating

‘to is the post or the chair. Whoever sits in the
- chair becomes empowered, as if the chair is God.

Anyone who sits on the big throne becomes em-f |
powered and infallible. This is not a fact. The
fact is, a person becomes infallible when he is
purely loving God. "

- So you’re really relating to the chair, and

“whoever.sits on it, that’s your guru. You’re re-

lating to the church, But the church is not a per- §
son. God is a person and His representative is §}
also a person. When we speak of surrender to §
God we are speaking of love, and when we talk |
ahout surrender to His representative, we’re also:
speaking of love. You don’t love the “Mother §{
>. To surrender to thé church or surren- |
der to the temple is impersonalism.

' .election? The fact that they have mtroduced this §

. fied. Because they have introduced the idea of

aren’t. they" If they are all ‘acharyas, or represen— |
tatives of God then why do they need to have an §

electlon busmess is another unconscious ‘admis- §
sion on their part that they are not really quali- §}

appointed acharyas, they have put themselves on §
the .spot. Now they ‘have to appoint somebody §

“else as acharya, but because they are thinking

that no single one of them is powerful enough to
appoint anyone else, they have come up with
this election. idea. So now it has gone from ap-{
pointment to election. They are making a baby
Catholic Church. It’s kind of like eleven of them

‘equals one acharya or somefhmg, because if- each {1

of them individually is acharya, then how come §
they have to have elections to decide- who- an-
other -acharya might be? As it is now they have
to get together to decide whether another per-
son is really a bona fide candidate to be guru,
whether he gets to initiate any people or-not.
This means they are admitting they have no vi-
sion, it means that none of them is empowered.

It w1lI be very difficult for them Aif, when§i

‘they have tReir election, the result is not unani-§|

mous. What if seven of them say, “Yes, this per-§}

~gon is qualifiéd,” and four of them say, “No”? It }

means either that four of them are wrong orf{
seven of them are wrong. If some of them are }{
-wrong, it means they’re. fallible, i.e.-not repre-fi
sentatives of .God. If they are fallible; how is it}
that a fall 1b1e person has been appomted as an}
“acharya”?
These same people that are now playing this §

- game of appointed and elected acharyas used to |

put that whole scene down: They put it down §
because of its absurdity. They used to say that
the reason the Christian disciplic succession was

‘broken was because this idea of elections was §
“introduced. But you don’t hear them saying it

temple presidents or something, and in this way | posedly they are all on the same wave length, ' ‘now..
The foolish people may be hépby to accept a “self- effulgent (A C. Bhakt1vedanta A \
‘guru by this method, but those who are sincere, Swami, Chaztanya Chantamnm 1:220, pur- ‘For additional information contact: |

§ those who really want to know God, cannot be

satisfied by such a superficial process. Instead,
| they take instructions from the scripture and

.they go within their hearts and they pray,
““Show me your devotee,”

ally come to know from God Himself who the
representative of God is.' :

“Mundane votes-have no jurisdiction fo elect-

and in this way actu-. |

;  Mgishnava: acharva A Vmshnava acharya is.

port)

‘Questlon But they would say that the';f voies

are not mundane.

Jagat Guru: I have al_,ea;ly *d’efeated that argu—"* o
ment. If they wers not mundane personahtles'-
there wouldn’t B¢ any need to vote, since what- |
~ ever-they said-‘would be the word of God. The § -
|- very fact that"' they de vete, or even talk -of it,

;'.fad that;




