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HH BVPS: Okay, Canakya Niti, page 2. Just another point on 44: "King should follow the 

doctrine popular amongst the people." So we also see Srila Prabhupada. When he would 

go to some new place, like he goes to the West, he is in somebody's house, then he is 

just going with what they are doing. Means, his standards in a temple, bhoga and prasada 

are in different refrigerators, let alone non-vegetarian foodstuff. But, you know, in the 

Agarwal's house there is one refrigerator, he keeps his stuff there, they keep their stuff 

there, whatever it is, and then he just works with that. But when you say you are working 

with the doctrine that's popular amongst the people, it doesn't mean you don't train those 

people if there is an opportunity to come up to a better standard, or a higher standard. 

Like Prabhupada was in New York with all the hippies, they loved to do their things, hold 

hands, go around in circles and do whatever they do. So that's okay, start with that, but 

that didn't mean Prabhupada also didn't teach them how we would dance, or how we 

would interact, or what we would do. So does this make sense? So you start with whatever 

is there, and then from there, as you have the opportunity you improve it to bring it to 

the proper standard. It's not that, "okay, this is what they do," you leave it at that. Or 

"that's what we can do," or "no one is gonna accept anything else other than that." People 

are always accepting something different. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 52): THERE IS A REASON BEHIND FRIENDSHIP OR ENMITY. 

 

HH BVPS: Means, there is a cause for it. Means, it shouldn't be that you are friendly just 

because you feel like it, or you are enemies because you feel like it, there has to be a 

reason. A person has been supportive, they are friendly, a person has not been supportive, 

has created obstacles, then there is going to be enmity. And here it does not necessarily 

mean that this friendship means that it's just on the mundane platform, or the enmity is 

on the mundane platform, it just means that these people are supportive, you can work 

together to a common benefit and these persons are such that you are not going to be 

able to work for a common benefit.  

 

Prabhu: Maharaja, this does not apply to subjects of the leader? 

 

HH BVPS: Not really. Subjects, anywhere have the same basic needs. They all need food, 

shelter, that their family life is able to go on in a proper way, that somebody doesn't come 

and take what they already have, like this. They just want some basic security and basic 

facility that they can fulfil whatever is their common needs. You know what I am saying? 

It's like in India they buy saris in gold, but in the West, they don't really buy gold, somehow 

or other they like silver or platinum. So it's just a facility of what's considered appropriate. 
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Like in Africa whoever has the most clay pots is the most wealthy in one tribe. In another 

one it's who has the most cows is the most wealthy. In other words, means, these 

elements, then that is what is supported. Does that make sense?  

 

Prabhu: How does it relate to friendship and enmity? 

 

HH BVPS: See, this friendship and enmity, they are talking about one king with another, and 

you dropped it out of kings into the common people, and so I am saying is that there is 

no difference, because it's not that the public is a friend or an enemy necessarily, they 

just have their needs, you take care of their needs, they are happy. 

 

Prabhu: But they also have responsibilities toward the king. 

 

HH BVPS: That's there, but the point is, they are different from a leader. They follow. You 

create a nice environment, they are comfortable. Do you understand? If there is not a nice 

environment, then there is a discussion of something else, so in times of need then there 

may be they have to be more careful. But otherwise then you are providing their needs, 

if that's there, they don't really care who is in the government. Does that make sense? It's 

like I know people who when they vote what they are voting for is not... Like let's say they 

are voting for a political leader. It's not necessarily that they are voting for a political 

leader that they want and support, they are voting for which one they think will create the 

less amount of problem. You know what I am saying? So, people just want to be 

comfortable and happy. They don't really care who is in charge. You know what I am 

saying? Has a common man ever seen the head of the state interact with him or...? No. 

As long as things work nicely, it's peaceful, there is discipline, there is law and order, 

facilities are there, they are comfortable. But if not, then immediately they don't like the 

government. Does that make sense? That's all. So it's not specifically that the enemy of 

the government, they are only enemy because of facilities aren't there. Someone who is 

specifically enemy of the government, then they are dealt with in a particular way, you 

know, actually they are trying to bring down the government. But the common people, it's 

just they have their feelings and then they may express them, so therefore the government 

should know, they have to take care of these things. Or, if it's something, the government 

is acting for their benefit and the people don't understand that, then they have to educate 

them. It's a different thing, here we are talking about kings with kings, leaders with leaders. 

So it's not just arbitrary, there is actual reasons. It can't just be feelings, it has to be logical 

reasons. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 53): A WEAK KING SHOULD ENTER INTO A TREATY. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, if someone is in a weak position, then no one is weak, and then 

one should be able to come in line with someone else who is an ally who is strong. Take 

shelter there, because otherwise then if you are in a weak position, then you will lose. So 
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here it means, there are 6 elements of politic: means entering into fighting, marching with 

the ally, retreating, here is being neutral, watching or here is a treaty. A treaty means, there 

is pressure, there is force. If there is no force, then you just stay neutral. You don't do 

anything, anything like that, then it's not that. But if there is force, then one has to enter 

into a treaty. Because the point is if you don't exist as a leader, you can't lead anything. 

You know what I am saying? If you are out of the position of leader, then you can't correct 

anything. So even if this treaty isn't going well, if you are still in the position of leadership, 

then you can correct it afterwards. Do you understand? Didn't make sense? 

 

Prabhu: We are not understanding this point of treaty. 

 

HH BVPS: Treaty, treaty means you make an agreement. Like that, I forget what it is, in 

Europe I think you have the Maastricht Treaty, or something like that, that defined what 

size Germany was rather than the whole world [laughter]. Treaty means is that the two fight 

and then they make a treaty, okay, that here is the border, you stay on that side, we stay 

on this side. You work it out.  

 

Prabhu: They say pact. 

 

HH BVPS: Pact, yeah, is that any better? 

 

Prabhu: Warsaw Pact. 

 

HH BVPS: Yeah, like that, Warsaw. Or like NATO, that's a treaty, all the different countries 

will work together for... Like that, so, it's something that's for the common good and it 

defines lines. Naturally, if it's a treaty with someone else, if they are more powerful, there 

is a good question, it will be more in their favour, less in yours. But the point if you are 

still in the position, you still have a foundation on which to work, that if there is something 

that you feel needs to be improved, then you can still work at it through the political 

system. Did that make sense? 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 54): THE TREATIES CAN BE DURABLE AND PROFITABLE ONLY WHEN THE 

KINGS FOLLOW DICTATES EQUALLY WELL. 

 

HH BVPS: So, a treaty is only useful, it will only be good, it will last and only be of benefit 

if both parties are following it. Otherwise, if one follows and one doesn't, then it's not going 

to last and it won't be beneficial. So the treaty has to be something that everybody can 

follow. And you wanna make sure that they are following. But if you are in a weak position, 

then that's a problem, you are not really in a strong position. But then you know, they are 

not going to follow, so then you know what you have to adjust for the future. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 55): AS UNHEATED IRON DOES NOT WELD WITH HOT IRON, IN THE SAME 
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WAY A TREATY SUCCEEDS WHEN BOTH THE KINGS ARE POWERFUL. 

 

HH BVPS: So, in other words, the weak king enters into a treaty, but it doesn't mean he 

is not powerful, he is just not as powerful as the other. Weak is defined here as who is 

in the stronger position, who is in the less strong position. Weak doesn't mean he is not 

in control of his kingdom. So, king who is in control of his kingdom, he will be able to enter 

into a treaty. So that will be the difficulty is when someone in a position, they wanna 

control you, so they wanna make a compromise, but they actually have no power, 

technically. So they won't be able to uphold anything in this. Does this make sense? So 

then you are going to have a problem, because they aren't powerful. They may be in a 

political position, but as far as actually doing something... Remember, the king has 

something behind him, he is doing something.  

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 56): A POWERFUL KING SHOULD ATTACK ONLY A WEAK KING. 

 

HH BVPS: Means, if you are powerful, then you can attack someone weak. If someone else 

is as powerful or more powerful, more powerful, you'll lose, good chance. Equal, you don't 

know how it will go. Weaker, then you know how it will work. So, only move in the political 

field if there is a weakness. So that's the whole point, find the weakness, that's why in the 

previous thing it was saying, "Keep your plans secret." Because if there is a political field, 

you have to keep it secret what your plans are, that way you will succeed. Because if you 

find out what the other person's plans are, then you can work on them. Just like even if 

you send... Somebody comes up with something and you want to say something, you don't 

say everything. Somebody has come up with some plan, and you feel it's not a good plan. 

Just mention your principal point, you feel that it's not clear enough or it's not broad 

enough or considerate, don't get into the detail. Because as soon as you give detail, they 

will have an answer for that. Do you understand? You wait when it's the time to say it. 

Because now, if you say all your information, then it... But that's not the forum, email is 

not the forum, when you have a meeting, then you can speak, people are there. If you've 

already said all the information, they have all the answers already. Their answers may not 

be good, but still, it's more of a problem. While if you wait until then, then say your 

information, then the other side has nothing to say. Does this make sense? 

 

Prabhu: How would you comment the fact that, for instance, a strategist on war, 

Clausewitz, says that if let's say if you are the biggest one, then your [indistinct] only 

deepens, then second biggest could become the biggest one only by attacking that 

strongest one. 

 

HH BVPS: But he has to be strong to do that. 

 

Prabhu: Okay, yeah. So but this says the powerful king should attack only the weak king. 
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HH BVPS: Yes, but you have to find weakness. You find a weakness, then you can attack, 

but if you don't find a weakness, don't attack. Otherwise, he is more powerful. 

 

Prabhu: So when is that... Attack only if you can find weakness? 

 

HH BVPS: Yes. Point is, weakness is, means, you have to define what's the term. It's like 

he may have the strongest fort and all that and all his army is there, but he has a back 

door that's open and when you walk in it then he is standing there, then you can capture 

him. So that's a weakness. So from the back door, he is a weaker king. From the front door, 

don't even bother. So that's the whole point is, in other words, you have to choose your 

arena of fighting. The point is if all arenas he is more powerful, you don't fight. But if there 

is an arena where he is weak, that's the arena you choose. Does that make sense? 

One thing is I hope, I don't know if you are noticing, that we are dealing here with... This 

is what...Because we are not necessarily used to this in its true sense. This is material 

knowledge, but it's something you connect to Krishna, use in Krishna's service. Do we 

understand, do we see the difference in that kind of knowledge? This is politic, this is real 

politic. So this has to be dealt with very carefully, because this can be used in any way 

by anybody. Canakya is mentioning, he's not saying only good pious kings do this, no, 

anybody who does this will be successful. But the point is, the leader is only supposed to 

be someone who is pious and following the scriptures and respect the brahmanas. But the 

point is these things are there, but, of course, if they don't respect brahmanas and this 

and that, it's just a matter of time before they will fail. But it doesn't mean they are not 

powerful now. Does that make sense? So, one has to see is that this is different, it has 

a different flavour to it very much. So one has to be able to be very careful how to use 

it. Because we may say, "Oh, we are devotees, we don't use this," no, devotees are using 

this stuff in an unscientific way every day. This is just giving the science. So that's the point, 

is this one area, so the Vedas have like this knowledge in every area. So now, do we go 

to... like here, it's like... Who did you said, you quoted? 

 

Prabhu: Clausewitz. 

 

HH BVPS: Clausewitz. Is he German? Yeah. So that's the one who I think more modern 

armies work on. Because before they used Machiavelli, or in the East they used Sun Tzu 

or Musashi, like that. So but the difficulty is , they will be good, but they will be missing 

something. So that's what Canakya, Canakya doesn’t miss anything, so it's more balanced. 

So, you can define what they are saying through Canakya, like that, it will be fine.  

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 57): ONE SHOULD NOT GROW ENMITY WITH EQUALLY OR MORE POWERFUL. 

 

HH BVPS: So, in other words, someone who is equal to you, or someone who is more 

powerful than you, you should not create enmity. You should be very, very careful, because 

they are more powerful, they are in a position. But someone who is weaker than you, if 
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there is a need, then you can create that enmity. Because that enmity then will create 

whatever interaction will end in some variety of victory. But remember, the Vedic kings 

aren't attacking another king just to expand their empire, because just that's what they feel 

like. No, it's only, it's to protect their own people, so if the king next door is creating 

problems for his people, there may be a need to go in and take over his kingdom, so his 

people are safe, or, means, your people are safe. But because you are taking care of your 

people, then his people become your people, and so you will take care of all of them. But 

they don't have this feeling that they've got to expand beyond... They just wanna be able 

to take care of their people, whatever is their... whatever they have, whatever their ability, 

then they do. Because we see, even the emperor, then to do a Rajasuya that establishes 

you as an emperor, you actually have to have the permission of all the other kings. It's 

not that you just go in and take over, that's not the system. That's Hiranyakashipu does 

that kind of stuff. But it's a matter of you take their permission. They give the permission, 

great. They don't like, then you fight, then you show who is more powerful. If they defeat 

you then... discussion is over. But if you defeat them then through that then they have 

accepted. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 58): TO WAGE WAR AGAINST A POWERFUL KING IS LIKE GETTING AN 

INFANTRY SMASHED UNDER THE HUGE FEET OF ELEPHANTS. 

 

HH BVPS: Because he is more powerful, so it will just be destroyed, means, the point is 

if the infantry is smashed under the elephants, then there is no benefit, it wasn't that you 

gained something.  

 

Prabhu: Maharaja, I have a difficulty to translate this, in the sense that you are speaking 

about kings [indistinct]. Between devotees, does it mean the temple presidents, or... 

 

HH BVPS: Basically, you are talking temple presidents or leaders who have projects and 

then some other project is trying to get control. It's just like, let's say... You are going to 

have, let's say, the Indian managers, they have their own constitution that Prabhupada set 

up, that's why Indian government likes, they don't like international thing, it has to be a 

local thing. So it has its own actual governance that's different from the rest of ISKCON. 

So they have a more traditional approach to how things should be done. But when you 

cross either the Pacific or Atlantic ocean and when you bump into a body of land mass 

there, more towards the North, then they feel the whole world should work according to 

their standards, which are not working in their country. And the things they say shouldn't 

be done are working very well in India. Do you understand? So then you have a problem 

is that there is gonna be this political movement that those countries that aren't doing well 

are going to try to control India. Because one is you control it so that you can feel good 

about themselves in a social method, because they can't  understand and relate to more 

the Vedic systems, so if the Vedic system is working, they don't like that, so if you remove 

that, then it will work well. The other thing is that India is making money, so then they can 
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get that money. Do you understand? So then you are going to have that element then... 

So who is more powerful? So you have to see, so the present point is that the Indian, that's 

quite powerful, so the others want to move on that, they have to be very, very careful. So 

if they wanna get control, then they have to find weakness, or the opposite. You know what 

I am saying? So it's going on today. You have your European arrangement, and you have 

ways of doing things, and that same Atlantic ocean, if you cross that, those people wanna 

control how you do things, which is not a problem, because originally all yatras of the 

world were opened by those same people, when they were Krishna conscious. But now, 

they are acting in a mundane way, and so that mundanity is not how mundanity works 

here. You know what I am saying? You know, it's like Europe has been dealing with the 

diversity of cultures for thousands of years, but America, there is only America, there is 

no diversity. So they can't accommodate other aspects of culture. So, they want you to 

do things how they do them, but it doesn't work in America. They don't make devotees, 

they are not expanding their temples, nothing is happening, so for them to try to force that 

here, then that will be a problem. Or this temple is that they send their devotees over to 

this place and do Sankirtan, but that other temple feels that's their area. Do you 

understand? So then you are going to have to work out how it works. And so, who 

understands these principles, wins.  

 

Prabhu: But you said like [indistinct], but some of them are extreme... [indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: Extreme is what works. Point is, we can say, "Oh, we are devotees, none of this 

goes on," this stuff goes on right now, it's just not very scientific. This is just when you 

are dealing in power, this is how you have to work. But we are talking Canakya, we are 

not talking Machiavelli or Sun Tzu. That's the problem. Because the others, if they get, they 

use the power badly. Here it's just to establish Varnashrama Dharma and Krishna 

consciousness. What is the Krishna conscious way of doing it? What would be the proper 

way of doing it? Because for some, it's not a matter of what's Krishna conscious, it's just 

a matter of what is practical for them. You are not dealing necessarily in the standard that 

Prabhupada set. Prabhupada is saying that the GBC should be seeing to the Krishna 

conscious standards of the temple. But that's not necessarily what's going on. Or the 

temple president should be seeing to the needs of the devotees and what goes on they 

are being Krishna conscious, that's not necessarily what's going on. So, since they are 

dealing on a mundane platform, you have to use these mundane tactics to deal with it. 

If everybody is just chanting Hare Krishna and happy, then you just come in and say, "Hey, 

Prabhu, did you know that, you know, you are bothering us by that?" "Oh, really? Oh, sorry, 

Prabhu, okay we stop, yeah." Done. But if you've ever been at any of these meetings, that 

is not the mood at all. 

 

Prabhu: And so this fighting, politics and friends and enemies...  

 

HH BVPS: It's all good, clean fun. 
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Prabhu: Is there any place for, or where is the place for humility, meekness and seeing 

things in a neutral way? 

 

HH BVPS: The point is, what's the purpose of that? What is the purpose of humility? Just 

to take this, let's discuss the point, what is the purpose of this humility that you talk about? 

 

Prabhu: Well, ultimately it's to please Krishna and spiritual master. 

 

HH BVPS: But how will that please the spiritual master or Krishna? Because you said, 

"ultimately." You jump from your statement, which had a particular flavour, to the ultimate, 

but what was the process in-between? 

 

Prabhu: Well, how you get, by doing something, by planning and by proceeding... 

 

HH BVPS: Okay, but the point is, how do you have to plan and proceed? 

 

Prabhu: And there are also [indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: Yeah, but you talked about humility and all these wonderful qualities, nicely, as 

you were saying it, the birds were chirping and the rainbows were coming out. So where 

is that in this planning and... You know what I am saying? 

 

Prabhu: Yeah, that's my question. 

 

HH BVPS: But the point is then why are you saying it if you don't know? Why is it that those 

are the qualities to look for? You know what I am saying? Because you didn't quote 

Canakya here, since that's the topic, or you didn't quote Bhagavatam before, so where did 

you get the concept that humility is good amongst leaders? That's my point. Do you 

understand? This is the problem, is that devotees will say, "Oh, it needs to be transparent" 

or "They need to be humble," or "They need to be nice," or "What happened about 

equality?" But where did they get it from? I think the equality comes from the French, right? 

Equity, fraternity, liberty. So, do you understand? It came from them. Being humble and 

nice, where did that come from? From the hippies, or... everybody is all the same... Where 

did it come from? So that's the problem, much of the time when devotees are saying these 

things, it's not that what they are saying is bad. The problem is, is it does not come from 

a Krishna conscious source, it's not from authority, it's because it seems nice to you. But 

that's you, but now if we go out, we just have a park there, and we go out, with all the 

metal fence, they may not think humility is important at all. You know what I am saying? 

So, they will have a different value system, so how do you define what's the right value 

system? Why would your system be better than their one? You know what I am saying? 

Because it's just a matter of you are in the material world, it's just who is more powerful. 
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Which is more important, the giraffe or the elephant, or the lion or the tiger, who is more 

important? How do you define? 

So, therefore here it's that Canakya is saying is that humility is important, because 

through humility you approach the seniors, and from them you gain proper knowledge, by 

that knowledge, then you can understand how to do things. Because as it mentioned here, 

this friendship or enmity has to have a reason, and that reason should be based on 

Krishna consciousness. Something is favourable to Krishna consciousness, then that's 

good, it's not favourable to Krishna consciousness, that's what's not good. You know what 

I am saying? So, it's not a problem that, okay, some devotees on this part of the planet 

feel that other devotees on another part of the planet should make adjustments in how 

they deal, that's not a problem at all. So the principle, it's a matter of, is those adjustments 

Krishna conscious? Or they are based on mundane feelings? That's the question. But the 

point is, because you are dealing in the political field, in the area of power, that's the way 

it works. Otherwise, it's like, if you think about it, the cooks go in there and they just go 

in, and they just grab a vegetable, and then they just rip off the leaves and, you know, 

shove it under the water and completely drown it. And then after doing that they take it 

out of the water, throw it unto the board and then take a knife and chop it up into pieces. 

I mean, you are talking about some serious control and violence issues here. And then, 

that's not enough, then they throw it into a boiling hot pot and fry it or boil it, or steam 

it, or bake it, or something. Do you understand? 

So that's the thing is, you can throw those kind of feelings into that, but is that 

reality? No, cooking is cooking. But there is the consciousness. So the point is, politics are 

politics. You know, it's just like, you are in the temple, you feel the Deity worship standard 

should be more. But you are one person, and all the other nine people think it's fine. So 

now, according to Canakya, how do you deal? You just go in there and call a meeting and 

fight with all nine of them? Or, you start talking to individuals and creating this, until you 

have more people who can see the importance of improving the Deity worship? Then you 

can get it established. It's just common ways of dealing, but the problem is because that's 

why the thing is, that's why it's meant for leaders. Leaders can understand how this works, 

a common person will not be able to understand, because it's not for them. You know, it's 

just like you have a business magazine, you throw it on... you don't keep... Let's say you 

are going into a beauty parlour. Okay? They do hair, they do nails, they do like this. Would 

there be on the table there for while you wait for your turn, would there be like business 

magazines, political magazines and construction magazines and stuff like that? No, it's the 

wrong stuff. So that's the thing is, this topic is for leaders, because then they can 

understand how this is going to apply in Krishna consciousness. Not "Oh, this is so rough!", 

no, devotees use this all the time. Just like you hear when somebody says something in 

the class, you don't like it, then you go out and you start talking to other people, and then 

when your power base is strong enough, then you start writing emails. But if your power 

base is not, you don't write an email. So that's the whole point, you don't attack if the 

enemy is more powerful. A powerful king should only attack a weak king. If they are more 

powerful, "One should not grow enmity with equally or more powerful." Do you understand? 
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So, what we are doing here is, I am saying these things on the platform of 

knowledge, not on political power. Because when it comes to politics, I am not in a strong 

position, but in knowledge then we are. Because if you wanna bring in the people who 

would oppose this, they don't know this, they can't speak this. So we are in a more 

powerful position, so we can speak strongly. But as far as politically, that's another thing 

altogether. Because this is not a political meeting, this is for understanding the science of 

the philosophy and politics, this is knowledge. So people should be able to understand the 

difference between knowledge... Because what I'm saying can be used by any side. Do you 

understand? Because even the persons who are making a comment that they are not doing 

so well politically, if they take this, they will do well politically. You know what I am saying? 

So that's the problem with this stuff, is anybody can take it and use it. That's why 

philosophy, anybody can take and use it, and they become advanced in Krishna 

consciousness. So it's not a problem. But this stuff, anybody can take it and politically can 

do well. So it's a risk, so we are speaking this in an open assembly, expecting that these 

are leaders who are gonna use this in Krishna consciousness. Does that make sense? But 

otherwise, we could take this out and go to a business thing and have a meeting with the 

directors of a company and explain the same thing, and they would understand how to 

use it in their company against another company.  

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 59): TWO EQUALLY POWERFUL KINGS ARE DESTROYED IN WARS AS TWO 

RAW PITCHERS BREAK DOWN WHEN HIT BY ONE ANOTHER. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, you made a clay pot, and another clay pot, but they are not 

fired. So they are soft, so if you hit the two together, they will both break. Does that make 

sense? So, equally powerful kings will be like that, so one is that your pot is fired, theirs 

is not, if you hit it, their pot breaks, yours does not. So, if you are not powerful... So this 

idea that they are just going to war and fight, no, they cannot just fight over anything, they 

are not in a powerful position. So nothing is happening. Someone is in a powerful position, 

then things work, but you have to make sure you are in a powerful position. But, if it's not 

based on Krishna consciousness and the eternal principles, even you are able to acquire 

power and get things done, it won't last. So that's the next point that we are making, is 

that, even one is able to take these things and use them materially, you will get success, 

but that success won't last if it's not connected back to Krishna. If it doesn't support the 

brahminical culture, it won't last.  

Otherwise we see, so many people get political victory, but it didn't last. Louis XIV, 

we were saying before, he was the first citizen of the state, this modern concept, like the 

president of America is the first citizen, that was created by him, though he was the 

emperor, but he had to be servant of the state, so he created this whole bureaucracy and 

his army by creating a system where he could tax, a very complex system, because if he 

could get more money, he could create a bigger army, that's how he was able to conquer 

so much of Europe. But the problem is, because now he is not actually in control, it's the 

state is in control, not the person, therefore then one comes under that. So, it didn't bother 
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him, because he had created it and he was powerful, and people were new at it. But by 

Louis XVI, the state was more powerful than the emperor, and he wasn't very good at it. 

So then the state won, emperor lost. Do you understand? So you have this bureaucracy 

that's just running things, but where is the head? But it's just because it's good for the 

people. But how is it good for the people? If you can't define that... You know, that's what 

we were saying before, you say "He should be humble," but why is that important? You say, 

"Oh the transparent..." But why is transparency important? I mean, windows are transparent, 

but the walls aren't transparent. So, according to that, we should be in a completely glass 

house, where there are no walls. So into the kitchen, into the bedroom, into the toilet, into 

the garbage, you know, everything is transparent, you can see everything. But they don't 

do that. They only put windows where they wanna look out. So they are saying they are 

transparent there, they just wanna look at leaders, so they have leadership issues. 

Otherwise, transparency, if it's such a good thing, it should be there for everything. But it 

has specific place. Transparency is there in Guru Parampara, Sadhu and Shastra, so when 

you ask them where is this transparency come from, the person who said it, there is no 

transparency. Because they can't take it back to Krishna. You know what I am saying? So 

then it's not transparent, what they are saying is clouded, or even solid, no transparency 

at all. 

So that's the problem, is nowadays we throw these things that are nice, as I said 

before. What are they throwing out? Because humility means, I could get control, humility 

means, they might consider me. Do you understand? Why is it it's only those things, 

humble, truthful, considerate, caring, why? Because I as an individual could benefit. It's that 

point that I said before, if it's not beneficial for everybody, then no one likes it. Few 

individuals will, but it's only a few individuals. They will never gain power. But if you present 

something is for the benefit for everybody, then it gets power. Does that make sense? So 

it's simply following that same thing. They'll think, "No, no, I'm doing it, it's actually a 

benefit." No, they only care about themselves. And even if they do care about others, it's 

still, their care is only prana-maya, it's extended sense gratification. Because if they really 

cared, it would at least get up to the level of dharma, is, why do I care? Because this 

particular entity needs this kind of facility or dealing. You know what I am saying? Because 

it's just like, "Oh, we care," let's say, equal rights, let's say, for women. But do they care 

about the need of a woman? That she is able to find somebody to marry, there is qualified 

people to marry, that the person whom she marries knows how to take care, that they are 

able to be comfortable in their family life, there is facility for the children to be Krishna 

conscious, that there is a standard of how to behave and dress and act and all that, so 

that they can feel comfortable socially? There are social standards set, so that she can 

engage her needs of social interaction in a Krishna conscious way? Is there any 

discussions about that at all? No. It's simply "Can they give a class? Can they be a GBC? 

Can they be a sannyasi? Can they be a Guru? What positions of authority?" Why? Because 

supposedly, the position of authority, then you can protect yourself. But that's all. So the 

actual nature of a woman has never been discussed once by any of these people. Do you 

understand? So, they don't actually care about women. They care about gain and safety, 
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that's all. It's political.  

So when one is asking "This is all political" so that's what people are professing, 

that's their philosophy. Their philosophy is political, it's not transcendental. Because they 

will make that jump, they will make a political statement and then when you call him on 

it, then "But in the absolute sense..." Yes, but how did you get from this political statement 

to the absolute? What was the process in-between? "No, but everybody understands..." No, 

who is this everybody? Who is this everybody, give me a list, go ahead! You and... your 

friend, your wife? 

 

Prabhu: [Indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: No, they don't, so that's the point, you pull him up like this, so then it stops the 

whole conversation. Of course, you may get some yelling and screaming, but if you are 

gonna keep cool, then that goes away, then they have nothing. That takes sense control. 

Does that make sense? 

So, that's the problem is, all this mundanity though it sounds great, it sounds 

fabulous, it's so sweet on the ear, it's smooth for the mind, but it actually means nothing, 

because it has no basis in God consciousness. They'll say it's for that... But how is it for 

it? You know, just like to say "It would be so nice, this thing in the kitchen, would be so 

good..." and everything like that, "Would look so nice sitting there." But if you told the 

cooks, "Okay, here we got this new piece of furniture for you," they'll go, "What are we 

gonna use it for?" "You know, it's a special table to cut one cauliflower at a time," you 

know. You know what I am saying? It sounds great, but it doesn't do anything.  

So the humility is nice, oh, if one is so humble and this and that, but what has 

defined humility? Humble means, you just sit there and, "Oh, yes, no, you are right... Oh, 

yes, true, yes..." or is humility meaning speaking according to Guru, sadhu and shastra? It's 

not our opinion, it's the shastra's opinion. Like Prabhupada, when one devotee left because 

Prabhupada was saying that they didn't go to the moon. And then Prabhupada said, "I 

could understand if he doubted me, because I am a person and I am saying these things. 

But how can he doubt scripture? How can he doubt scripture? Bhagavatam says where the 

moon is, how can he doubt that? You don't doubt authority!" So that's the whole point, 

is that you can't doubt these things, so if people are saying, "Well, I don't know if 

Varnashrama applies," or "Maybe this stuff is a little bit fanatic," or "Maybe we should 

change our tactic," or "Maybe we should bend the rules or philosophy." That's the new 

term. This is the upcoming term, is "bend". "We are not saying we are changing, we are 

just "bending" a little bit." That's gonna be the new approach, because if they worked out 

on changing it, "we have to change," people will hit him and so that "Okay, we'll just bend 

it." Whack him again, and they'll come up with some other kind of thing. "Just the flavour 

needs to be adjusted." They'll just like that, so it's purely mundane, just pure mundanity, 

though they are talking about Krishna, but they can't explain how their statement, that you 

"bend the rule", what does that got to do with Guru, Sadhu and Shastra, Parampara? 

They'll say, "Oh, Prabhupada changed so many things." That means, they don't actually 
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know what Prabhupada is doing, Prabhupada didn't change anything. He just applied it to 

time, place and circumstance, but he accomplished the rule. How do you know? It worked. 

He started with nothing. Devotees, temples, money, books, everything was coming. Why? So 

that means, he didn't bend the rules, he applied them properly. But these others, they are 

bending the rules, and what's happening? Temples are closing, book distribution is 

stopping, in fact, people are making rules against it. Harinama is stopping, they are making 

rules against it. That's not bending. That's called not understanding what Krishna 

consciousness is.   

 

Prabhu: I wanted to ask you how to reply when... many times they are arguing, make 

argument that don't cite from Prabhupada, because you don't know Prabhupada... 

 

HH BVPS: So then who we are going to quote? Maynard G. Krebs, or? Guy from "Mad" 

magazine or something? What does that mean "We don't quote from Prabhupada"? Where 

else are you supposed to quote from? You don't know. It's written right there, it's written 

in the books, so you do know. See, it's like this. If you can just look at him and say, "Just 

because you don't know, don't think that everybody else doesn't know. Prabhupada has 

written right here, he has made it very clear, that's  why he wrote the books. So if you 

want to reduce Prabhupada's authority and say he is a bad writer," "No, but, can't like 

that," say the people don't interpret it properly, but don't say Prabhupada is a bad writer. 

Prabhupada knew what he was writing. So, just because you don't have faith in it, you can't 

say that no one else can use it. I'd just pull him.. as soon as they say you can't quote 

Prabhupada, I'd just throw it right back in their face. Because otherwise then, they are 

getting away with, basically, how you say in English, murder. Doesn't mean that someone 

has been murdered, but it means, the worst offence. To say that Prabhupada's writings 

aren't relevant to the present day... And this is being said by people who don't know the 

philosophy, that's the whole point. And they sometimes will admit it, they don't know the 

philosophy. So as soon as they say that... But the point is, if you are a leader, have a 

Krishna conscious society, shouldn't you know the Krishna conscious theology? If you don't 

know, if you are not studying Prabhupada's books, why are you a leader of this movement? 

Be a leader of something else. But don't claim to be a leader of a Krishna conscious 

movement, it's based on the philosophy of Krishna consciousness. Because Prabhupada 

said, knowledge means knowing who God is, who the soul is and what the material world 

is. So right now we are talking about how the material world works.  So you don't know 

these things, then how do you claim to be a leader? They'll say, "Well, I don't know, people 

put me in this position," great. We are happy that you are in the position. But on these 

things, on Prabhupada, keep your mouth shut. You can't talk like that about Prabhupada. 

Prabhupada says, you have to quote from scriptures, you have to back it up. But you can't 

back it up by scriptures. So you are saying, we shouldn't back it up, so Prabhupada is 

wrong. Just because you can't understand, that doesn't mean that others don't understand. 

So if you don't understand, let those who do step forward. And then, when you understand 

how it's done, then you come back and do your stuff. But don't make a decision as a 
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leader, based on something against what Prabhupada says. It's a very dangerous area to 

step into, because that person, if they push it, will be destroyed. Krishna is not gonna 

tolerate that we are saying, "Prabhupada's books that he wrote for 10,000 years, are 

useless." If they are saying, "Well, we can't understand them," then speak for yourself. 

There may be so many things you don't understand, but we understand basic things. Or 

is it that you don't understand English? You know, what do you mean by... Then what's the 

meaning of the books? Then the books aren't so important. So then you are talking about... 

Transcendental is always important. Means, we can read Ramanuja's books, they still have 

meaning. We still read Gita, that was 5,000 years old, it still works. So what do they mean 

"You can't quote Prabhupada"? 

 

Prabhu: They do not want to be stopped in their interpretation. 

 

HH BVPS: Yes, so that's the whole point, they don't wanna be stopped in their 

interpretation, because their interpretation is bogus. Or, they may have a good purpose, 

but their method and understanding is bogus, so, your prayojana may be good, but if your 

sambandha and abhideya are wrong, you won't get that prayojana. Because they had these 

meetings and these conversations for the last 20 years, and nothing has happened, really. 

Nothing has happened. Because their opinion actually doesn't matter. If it's not backed by 

scripture, it doesn't have any meaning, really. That's the whole point. Canakya opens with 

that. He's just, as Prabhupada said, he is just highly qualified brahmana, but he is just a 

brahmana, he is not a devotee. But he is saying that it has to be backed by scriptures, 

otherwise it has no validity. So this kind of stuff has to be rooted out, it has to be. Because 

this has nothing to do with Krishna consciousness, nothing! To make a statement "You 

can't quote from Prabhupada," that is not a statement of anybody who is actually properly 

situated in Krishna consciousness. That is the statement of non-devotional attitude. They 

can say, "Be very careful how you quote that, so you are not misapplying what Prabhupada 

said," and then if they feel you've misapplied it, they can show the proper way, that's okay. 

To have a discussion on what is the meaning of what Prabhupada said, that's fine. But to 

say "You can't quote from Prabhupada," to say you can't learn things from Prabhupada’s 

books in the realm of how the material world works, that is a non-devotional attitude. 

Doesn't mean the person himself is not necessarily a nice devotee. But in this area, they 

have serious non-devotional anarthas that are gonna get in the way of their life and 

anybody else who they impress this upon. So this kind of stuff has to be stopped. But 

otherwise, most just worry about the politics, so they let those things slide, but in the 

assembly of brahmanas and ksatriyas, these things don't slide. Vaishyas and shudras may 

let them slide, because they just wanna get the work done. For brahmanas and kshatriyas... 

Somebody who speaks like that is not qualified to be in that assembly. Who are they to 

say this about Prabhupada? Who do they think they are? Does that make sense? So, you 

have to be very, very careful on these things. You know, if everybody stops them on that, 

they will stop saying that. Or, they'll go away and go to another zone where they feel they 

can say all these things and it'll be appreciated.   
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Prabhu: Can we with these different kinds of mundane points [indistinct] like this, can we 

like categorize, can we [indistinct] certain... 

 

HH BVPS: We can, but it's.. You have to see what's being said, where to categorize it, but 

mainly you can categorize it into karma and jnana. It's either karma or jnana. Karma means 

that everything is coming from the material energy. Life comes from material energy, 

consciousness comes from material energy. Therefore all the rules and regulations of good 

and bad come from the material energy. Does that make sense? And so, what is for the 

good of the people, then that's a good thing to do, and what's not good for the people 

is something not good to do. But it's defined by material energy. And the jnana then, 

material energy, there is nothing much here, so therefore you are trying to get beyond 

material energy, but because consciousness and that has come from material energy, and 

that, so that means, going beyond means extinguishing consciousness. And so, these two 

are quite clear, and then what's not clear is then... Because these two, if you get too much 

into one or the other,  or you've done both, it gets scary, because there is nothing left, 

so then they go into monotheism. And then they'll say, "God is in control of everything, 

but at the same time He is not, because Satan runs everything, and he is the absolute and 

the supreme person, but he doesn't have any form." So they kind of have both, and if you 

ask them what the soul is, they'll say it's the body, it's made from material energy. So it's 

a combination. So like this, each category, each of these three has many, many 

subdivisions, but yes, you can categorize what they say, because it's just mundane thought, 

mundane thought is something... If you can categorize spiritual, material is a reflection of 

the spiritual, it will be... It's easy enough to categorize, there is less detail there. Does that 

make sense? Okay? We move forward? Yeah? 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 60): A KING SHOULD CRITICALLY ANALYSE THE MOVES MADE BY THE 

ENEMY KINGS. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, what they do you should analyze, not say, "Oh, it doesn't matter. 

Yeah, we are powerful, we'll get it done." No, you have to see what it is that they do. So 

what do they say, then you analyze. Like here, they say, "Oh, that's their technique." You 

say something, you have... "I have Prabhupada's quote." And so then their weapon is "No, 

but we can't use Prabhupada's quotes." Because you don't know what Prabhupada meant, 

so it's kind-of like... So then who can know? So who does that leave knows? But if nobody 

knows, then what are we doing here? Why are we even in the society, how do we know 

that Prabhupada even said something worthwhile? Why we are here? No, people know what 

Prabhupada said. We may not know the full depth, but we can at least begin. You know, 

it's like, you don't know the whole ocean, but you can stand on the shore and get your 

feet wet. Like that. You can't maybe control the whole ocean, but you can come in contact 

with it. So it's, to say that, that's their weapon, then you have to know those things and 

then how to counteract that. So like this is, you must know how they move, what circles 
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are they gonna move in and how they are doing. And if one says, "But this is so political, 

this is so... What about the devotional element?" Yes, what about the devotional element? 

What about Prabhupada is a pure devotee, he knows what he is doing, he has established 

this movement, Varnashrama is there, he has established all these things, why can't we 

follow that? Yes. If you wanna talk spiritual, that's what we are doing, but the point is, 

because we are not dealing with spiritual, therefore this stuff is useful. But just a bunch 

of devotees sitting together, figuring out how to make the Sankirtana nicer, "Yeah, well," 

then that's one thing. But it's actually control and money, so that's the political field. Does 

this make sense? 

Is this okay or is this getting to weird for everybody? Because on this there is 

another 16 pages of this stuff. Because otherwise we can go back to the other one, makes 

it a lot simpler. Do you understand? So these are things that Prabhupada is talking about, 

are the standard books of knowledge that a leader is trained in. So you can see, without 

this people are just speculating and doing whatever. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 61): FOR SUCCESS, A KING SHOULD KEEP AN EYE ON THE ACTIVITIES OF 

ANOTHER KING, ON THE TREATY OR WITHOUT A TREATY. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, one should always watch the others to see what they are doing. 

In other words, if it's they're doing something that's Krishna conscious, now, what are they 

doing, so you can do that yourself. What do they do? It means, their book distribution is 

improving, so what are they doing that we're not? So you keep an eye on that. Like that. 

Or, their book distribution is going down, what are they doing that's not right, so it goes 

down? So that you know to avoid that in yours. Otherwise, they are gonna come up with 

some new plan how it's good for everybody, and then your book distribution is gonna go 

down. Because their plan doesn't work, so you have to keep your eye.  

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 62): A KING SHOULD PROTECT THE KINGDOM AGAINST INTERNAL AND 

EXTERNAL CONSPIRACIES. 

 

HH BVPS: So those within your circle shouldn't be working against the system, and those 

from outside shouldn't be working, so one should always keep your eye on both. So, how 

you deal with this, then that's the difference. This is the difference where it comes. In 

others, it's just you get rid of all those people. But here, it's a matter of then you work 

in Krishna consciousness, trying to... Those within you educate, those without you educate. 

That's the easiest. And then they appreciate it there, that's good, if that doesn't work, then 

you may have to use some political, but we always start with education, we always start 

with the transcendental understanding. Because the problem here is, it's a transcendental 

understanding, so you defeat that understanding, that consciousness. The political thing 

would be, "Oh, this guy is un-Krishna conscious, remove him. But the point is that, on one 

level if you do that, then there will be nobody left, so better to try to make them 

understand the more proper understanding in Krishna consciousness. Because already if 
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they are in the field, that means they have a liking and interest in the field, so there is 

something for them to do there. Does that make sense? 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 63): A WEAK KING SHOULD GROW FRIENDSHIP WITH A STRONG KING.  

 

HH BVPS: Just like it mentioned, you shouldn't be inimical. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 64): THE SHELTER OF A WEAK KING IS PAINFUL. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, being a weak king is not a good position, because then you are 

under the control of someone else. So it's got to be that you... 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 65): AFTER BREAKING RELATION, ONE SHOULD BE ALERT FROM THAT 

KING AS ONE DREADS THE FIRE. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, if you break the relation, then you should be very, very careful, 

because then that person may be making politics against you. Means, you have a 

relationship, then you know what it is, may not be good, they are taking advantage of this, 

but at least you know what it is. But if you break the relationship, you don't know what 

they'll do. So you always has to be very, very careful. It says, "as one dreads the fire." 

Because fire can do anything, very dangerous, so, in other words, take the field very 

seriously, because you are protecting your temple, you are protecting your devotees, like 

this kind of thing. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 66): ONE SHOULD NOT GO AGAINST THE KING. 

 

HH BVPS: In general, a king you don't go against, someone who is powerful, you don't go 

against, like that, because they are a problem. Because a king, no matter how small he 

is, when he grows up, he will be powerful. Kings are kings. Someone who is not a king you 

might be very strong with, but someone who is a king, one should be very careful. So in 

other words, you are not going against, you are trying to go along with or something. It's 

like, if something comes, you move with that. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 67): ONE SHOULD NOT WEAR SUCH CLOTHES WHICH SHOW ARROGANCE OR 

RUDENESS. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, a king, because that's mentioned when it comes to court, he 

should wear according to the situation. So he shouldn't be overdressed or under-dressed. 

Arrogance will be overdressed, under-dressed will be rudeness. If it's a formal situation, you 

dress just what's formally for that. You don't under-dress, because that would be rude. Or, 

if it's a casual situation and you dress very formally, then that would be overdressed. You 

know what I am saying? So for us, means, dhoti, chaddar and kurta, that we don't have 
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to worry, this is in the way of wearing all their crowns and ornaments, and all those 

different kind-of things like that. But still, one has to be careful. In other words, it's more 

in the paraphernalia that you have to worry. Does that make sense? So that will be an area 

where the humility is there.  

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 68): ONE SHOULD NOT COPY THE LIFE AND CHARACTER OF A KING. 

 

HH BVPS: So, in other words, what one king does, one doesn't copy that, because copy 

is just copy. Means, if you understand the principles, then you apply those principles in 

your life, so they are part of your life. You don't just copy, just because you copy it, that 

doesn't make it work. One, it will annoy others. Like he does this, so you do that, then you 

copy, then you are always going to upset them. Because you are doing what they are 

doing. It should be, what's the principle? Okay, let's say they dress nice, but then they wear 

particular item of clothing. So then, that particular pattern or that, you like it. So then you 

go out and get the same thing. That will annoy them. You are wearing the same exact shirt 

they are wearing. But the point is that he dresses nice, so therefore it makes him, gives 

him a good... You feel good about that this person is competent, he knows the situation, 

so taking that principle, then you wear something that's appropriate, but don't copy. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 69): ONE SHOULD CREATE DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TWO PERSONS WHO ARE 

JEALOUS OF THE KING TO NIP THE BUD OF THE CONSPIRACY. 

 

HH BVPS: In other words, you have two persons that are jealous of the king, in other words 

who are creating a problem, then you create differences between them. Because as long 

as they don't see their differences, then the common point is the enmity to the king. But 

if they see each other's differences, they won't be able to cooperate, so the king is not 

the important thing. You know what I am saying? It's like you have, what we were saying 

before, you have the two tribes, and they are fighting with each other, but as soon as a 

common enemy comes, then they'll both work together to get rid of the common enemy, 

but then if the common enemy creates the difference between the two tribes, they've 

always been fighting. So then, it can't rise up. So in other words, intelligence, because 

intelligence can create commonality and create difference. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 70): A MAN FALLEN IN BAD HABITS CAN NEVER SUCCEED. 

 

HH BVPS: So, someone who has bad habits, they'll never do well. You see, Duryodhana, 

he has certain bad habits in the way of non-devotional, he is against... How you say? He 

is not humble, he is arrogant, he doesn't listen to his authorities, like that. So, even though 

he succeeded seemingly, in one way, in another way he didn't. Okay, he gained the world 

for 14 years, but then he lost himself and all his brothers, and his whole dynasty was 

finished. Because after that, there were no more Kurus on that side. The line went down 

through the Pandavas, because there was no one left. So that's the point, if the character 
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is bad, so that's why if king has bad habits, he must correct them. So it's not a matter 

of if someone has bad habits they are thrown out, it's a matter of they have to correct 

them. If they are unwilling to correct them, then that's another consideration. But if they 

are willing to correct then that's.... 

 

Prabhu:  In our movement some people have bad habits who lead us... [indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: Depends, what you consider a bad habit. 

 

Prabhu: [Indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: No, but what would you consider a bad habit? A habit not good for a devotee? 

 

Prabhu: Let's say if you don't cooperate... 

 

HH BVPS: Okay, he doesn't cooperate. So then, if he doesn't cooperate, then it has to be 

explained to him how he has to cooperate if things are going to work nicely, otherwise if 

he is just gonna fight with everybody and all that, and it's all about himself, then we are 

not gonna expand Krishna consciousness, because it's not about this one person being 

successful, it's about ultimately the movement being successful. But this movement being 

successful is a group of successful people. So, that he wants to be successful, great, but 

if he doesn't cooperate, so that others can be successful, then that's another thing, so 

then when that's explained and they understand, then they'll work towards it. But now and 

again they may do something that's not so good, but then you tell them. But if they are 

completely committed to no, not being cooperative and that's the way it's gonna be and 

if no one likes it, then they can lump it, then you may... they won't succeed. So at some 

point they may have to be adjusted. 

 

Prabhu: I was thinking because these points, it seems that they are like points of common 

sense...  

 

HH BVPS: They are common sense, they are common sense. But because to have so much 

common sense always being conscious, therefore Canakya writes them down. But 

otherwise, that's what ethics means, it means common sense. We generally change it to 

morality, but it's technically means ethics, it just means, it's common sense, what is the 

appropriate way of dealing for one's nature. If a kid cries when something goes wrong, no 

one feels bad. But if adult does that, then we'll say that's weird. Why? Because the nature 

is different. So, crying is not the problem.  

Just like, let's say, the householder is attached to his family. So that's not so 

strange. But if the brahmachari is attached to his family, you'll say that's not so good. Do 

you understand? So, the attachment is not the problem. So, the particular quality that's 

there, how do you define "bad"? Bad is defined by is it appropriate for their nature or not? 



 
20 

 

Does that make sense? That's the point. Like the brahmachari is very detached in certain 

areas, doesn't care where he sleeps, where he goes, like this. But if a householder was like 

that with his wife, would that work? No. They are travelling to India, but he doesn't care 

where they stay, what they eat, this and that, will it work? No. So, that means that it's 

appropriate, so for the brahmachari, then that's a good quality, but for a grihastha it's a 

bad quality. So good and bad are defined by what is the nature. So that's the problem 

when you say "bad quality", but then the person will say, "Oh, this is a bad quality," but 

how do you define bad quality or bad habit? How do you define that? So, shastra defines 

that. Does that make sense? Otherwise, we'll come up with our own idea. You know what 

I am saying? That's what we were discussing before, is you say these things because they 

sound very nice, but the point is, how do you define what a bad habit is? That Guru, Sadhu 

and Shastra defines. Otherwise, if we define, today it means one thing, tomorrow it means 

it's completely different. Does that make sense? Yes? 

 

Prabhu: Maharaja, if a devotee observes a bad habit in his leaders, what's the proper way... 

 

HH BVPS: Well, two things is, is that bad habit actually defined as a bad habit? Or if it's 

something that you wouldn't do, but it's not wrong to do, is it a bad habit?  

 

Prabhu: I'm just continuing what you said, if a devotee finds that according to shastra it 

is a bad habit... 

 

HH BVPS: Then it's a matter of, does it get in the way of his managing today? 

 

Prabhu: No, it's.... 

 

HH BVPS: It won't. So then that's his own personal bad habit that he has to work on in 

his own sadhana. But if he doesn't work on it, at some point it may become a problem 

for his management in the present. You know what I am saying? Maybe not now, maybe 

next year, then it becomes a problem. But if he is working on it, then it's going away, so 

it's not gonna be... It's not a problem today, it won't be a problem tomorrow. Does that 

make sense? So we have to see is that the leaders are also individuals who are people, 

who have their own lives and their own impurities. So, certain impurities... So the point is, 

that of the two there is gonna be philosophical, generally, and then there is gonna be 

attitude, and then there is gonna be sensual. So, the worst is philosophical, because then 

that throws everybody off, so that shouldn't be tolerated at all. But the emotional and 

sensual, then you have to be able to see, is that something that can be improved? Is it 

a matter that they don't know how to properly connect that to Krishna, they don't 

understand properly the philosophy behind it? You know. In other words, is it part of their 

sadhana to improve that, is it connected to Krishna? If it's not, then that's what can be 

given. And if it is, then it's a matter of encouragement and time. But if it's philosophical, 

there is no room for that. I mean, it can be discussed philosophically, but it can't remain. 
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Philosophical deviation is not something to be... That's worse. Prabhupada says, 

philosophical deviation is worse than sensual deviation. But nowadays philosophical can be 

considered normal, you are just intelligent and thoughtful, but sensual is like a mortal sin. 

 

Prabhu: And from which category comes, let's say, if the leader is not attending daily 

programs. So on one hand he is demanding that everyone does it, but he himself doesn't 

do that, so what is it? 

 

HH BVPS: It will be a weakness, because people will look to him for that, and if he is not 

doing that, then they won't be inspired. The point is, if he wants to inspire others, he should 

do that. So that's gonna be the weakness. The other weakness is his own personal 

development. Others are following, he is not, so they'll move forward nicely, but he won't, 

so that means, at some point they'll move ahead of him, so if he wants to remain as a 

leader, then he should be ahead of them. Lead means, you are in the front, follow means 

you are behind. So for his own personal development then he has to... In other words, if 

he is demanding everyone do it, then he should be doing it.  

But if he can't do it, then he shouldn't be the one demanding. Someone who is able to 

do it should be the one demanding. And then, what's the reason he can't? Is it a health 

reason, is it this or that? What's the reason? He is up all night taking care of the baby 

and just can't get up in the morning? What is the reason that is there? So then someone 

who is in the position to do it, they should be the one pushing it. But then he should work 

it out with him. Like let's say it's the temple commander, the vice-president, or something 

like that, then you can tell him, "I am unable to do this now, so I'm not gonna push it, 

but, you know, you are doing, so you can encourage and see that devotees are doing." 

Does that make sense? So it's a very personal thing, but at the same time, it is practical, 

it has to work. Is that okay? You are thinking about something? Okay. 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 71): A KING WITH ALL THE FOUR GREAT FORCES IS DESTROYED WHEN 

UNDER THE CONTROL OF THE SENSES. 

 

HH BVPS: So, in other words, if you are controlled by the senses, then doesn't matter what 

you have... So, he has the great forces, the four, so he has infantry, he has cavalry, he 

has elephants and he has charioteers. These are the four great forces. But still, if he is 

under the control of the senses, then he will be destroyed, because he won't be able to 

control properly or direct properly. 

So do you see in here that he gives these very strong things on control, but at the 

same time is we see, it always goes back to the individual, the person in control must 

himself be controlled. If you are not in control of yourself, you won't be able to control 

others. So it always goes back to that. This is the balance. Because otherwise, you'll say, 

"Oh, but then this gives so much authority, so much power..." No, but then the same 

amount of authority and power they have to have with their own mind and senses. Does 

that make sense? You see that? So, that's the point, the Vedic is balanced like that. The 
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problem is, if we only skim through and catch something here and there, then we make 

it the wrong idea. Just like I said, most people when they talk about, "You can't follow Manu 

in this age," out of 2,000 verses they only quote something that talks about cutting off 

someone's fingers. Okay. So what about the other 1,999 verses, what about those, can we 

apply those? You know, otherwise we have been going through Manu up to now, we are 

already in the... around the 70th verse of the 2nd chapter. Have you run into anything that 

we can't apply so far? No. So that's the point. And you'll see, as we go through the whole 

thing, it's all like that, it's all very nicely balanced. So remember, that will be more 

comfortable for us, because it's dharma. This is going to be a little bit more tricky, because 

this is Niti. So this is going to be dealing much more with the details of the mundane that 

you are working with. Or let's say, not the mundane, but the material. While the others are 

going to be dealing more with the philosophy and the consciousness and that, that's the 

difference, while then Moksha is higher than that, it's dealing with the soul and like that. 

And then, of course, bhakti is the best. So generally we work with those top three, but in 

dealing with the material world, you deal with the artha and kama also. So those things 

are seen, are done. Does that make sense? 

Jaya! Sri Sri Gaura-Nitai ki jaya! 

 

READING CANAKYA NITI 72): GAMBLERS CANNOT PERFORM THEIR DUTIES. 

 

HH BVPS: Right, because they'll always be thinking about gambling and whatever facility 

they get, they'll lose. Because gamblers don't really make much money. People that have 

gambling facilities, they make money, but the gamblers don't. Does that make sense? You 

know what I am saying? It's just like, let us say, someone's business is gambling, he owns 

a casino. The casino runs by percentages, you know that this many people will win, but 

a much greater proportion will lose, therefore you know, you'll make this much profit. So 

it's just straight business. It's a bad business, because the money is coming from gambling, 

so the quality of that money will be contaminating. But technically, for them, it's not 

gambling, it's straight business. House always wins. Why? Because they know the 

percentage. Because they've been doing it for a long time, gambling has been around for 

a while, so they know, only so many people with so much money will gamble and win. But 

there is gonna be so many people with so much... Like the guy who puts a million dollars 

on the thing, and he wins, but the people who have a million dollars to bet, there is more 

of them that will put on a million dollars and loose. So even though today you lose, house 

looses today, but give it a few days and the house wins. So at the end of the month house 

won. Because the guy who has the money, he won, then he is not going to stop there 

because of the nature of a gambler. So he'll come back, and he'll win again, but at some 

point he'll lose. Do you understand? But the gambler himself will never... he can't perform 

his duties, because he is too absorbed, he is too distracted. That's the point, you'll see 

is they go through, they'll probably bring up all of the four regulative principles. Because 

they are too distracting, someone can't perform their duties. Yes? 
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Prabhu: Maharaja, what's the difference between, let's say, a gambler and George Soros, 

who is considered to be the biggest gambler... 

 

HH BVPS: George... 

 

Prabhu: George Soros, who gambled against Great Britain and won money when... 

[indistinct] these differences.. 

 

HH BVPS: No, but the thing is there it's a science. When you are doing arbitration, then 

you know what are the... what is the process, how the money moves and that. So they have 

patterns, either you can technically analyze it and see the patterns that it moves, because 

it's gonna go up and down in patterns, because it's controlled by the planets and people's 

feelings and thoughts, means, when the stock market goes down is because people lose 

confidence, so all these things are there. So you look at people that do these technical 

analysis, they are looking at what announcements are going to be made by the 

government? What different companies are gonna make what announcements? Then you 

know what the people are going to respond, you know what's going on in the world scene, 

so people are more worried about something, so then they invest less, so you know it's 

going to go up and down. So, there are ways of understanding its movement. So, for those 

people it's business, it's not gambling. But for the guy who just looks in the magazine, the 

"Finance" magazine and says, "Yeah, this stock is really happening," and all that, as soon 

as it's saying that it's good and it's going up, you should be the one selling, not buying, 

like that. You know what I am saying? So that's the whole point, is that... But the problem 

with the modern economy in that area I think it's something like only 5 or 10 percent or 

7 percent make money, the others loose. But the problem is there is enough idiots that 

don't mind losing money that therefore the 10 percent, they can always make a profit.  

You know what I am saying? It's just like this.  

Otherwise, how can you say, okay, you go out and you buy saris. You could say, 

it's a gamble, because what if no one likes the saris? But if you know that, okay, ladies 

like wearing saris, and they at this time you see these patterns are popular, so if I have 

those saris available, those patterns, there is a good chance I am gonna sell it. And even 

if I don't sell it, I sell part of it and part I don't sell, I know that by the nature of variety 

that if it's not selling it's either, one, I have bad taste or if I picked good saris it's because 

everybody is wearing them now, they don't wanna wear that everybody else wears. But if 

you keep it, at some point this will be the new variety. You know what I am saying? So 

everybody is wearing French flowers now, so you stop, you just keep it. But after a few 

years, they'll be back in fashion. You know what I am saying? So in other words, it means, 

you know the field and you take, so risk is there. So risk is in gambling, if it's done 

according to your duty and according to rules. So what he is doing here, these are the 

rules of administration. You follow these, then if you wage war, it's not gambling. But at 

the same time it is... You have to see what is the... what fate has in store. 
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Prabhu: Which means, gambling is to be considered if one is thinking that without any 

endeavour is possible invest less and get more... 

 

HH BVPS: Yeah, basically, gambling is that by whim is, "Okay, I bet on double zero," you 

know. Why double zero? What does that got to do with anything? If you've seen statistics 

that 8 out of 10 times double zero wins, then you just keep putting your money, at some 

point you are gonna win, because the statistics are that way, but at the same time is, that 

doesn't seem to be the way it is. You know what I am saying? The point is, if you are 

supposed to get money, you'll get it. But it's not scientific. It's not because of the method. 

In other words, in your karma, you are supposed to get a certain amount of money, so 

it doesn't matter what you do you'll get the money. But if you think your method got you 

the money, then you are gonna loose. No, what got you the money is proper activity 

previously. I did pious activity previously, therefore that money will come to me. It just 

happened to come at the time when you're gambling. But it doesn't mean that gambling 

created... generated your money. No, gambling is sinful, so therefore now your ability to 

get money if you put that money that came from good work into gambling, then that's 

improper, you'll lose. So in the future you won't get money, because you waste it. Does 

that make sense? 

I keep looking at the clock there when I have a watch here, I keep forgetting. [Laughter] 

For me it's new, wearing a watch. [Laughter] Yes? 

 

Prabhu: Regarding the four principles... But in scriptures I heard that there is like allowance 

for kshatriyas to... 

 

HH BVPS: Yeah, yeah... That's the other verse that they know from Manu Samhita. Yeah, 

that's the other one. So now, we've covered both verses now, okay. So now only 1,998 to 

go, right? 

What are these allowances? 

 

Prabhu: I personally don't know... [indistinct] 

 

HH BVPS: So then who is talking about allowances? 

 

Prabhu: There is like some mentioning that kshatriya may get his land by gambling. 

 

HH BVPS: He may get his land by gambling? Ehm... 

 

Prabhu: Either by fighting, or by treatise or by gambling... 

 

HH BVPS: I've never heard like that, they have to give a reference. But the point is, what 

does Manu say about gambling? It already says here, gamblers cannot perform their duties. 

So Manu doesn't recommend it at all. In fact, it says, Nala, he lost everything from 
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gambling, Yudhisthira lost everything from gambling, right? Manu himself gives examples 

about how these people lose everything. Does that make sense? And one may ask, "Well, 

how is that possible? That means, Manu is after these things," no. These things always 

happen. Every Kali-yoga there is a... Or every Yuga there is a Nala, and he loses his money 

in gambling. Just like every Treta-yuga Ramachandra is there and somebody takes his wife. 

Does that make sense? So the point is, gambling is not recommended in any sphere. Point 

is because it's a challenge, therefore a kshatriya matches that challenge if the fight is fair. 

Like Yudhisthira technically did not have to agree to the gambling match because it wasn't 

fair. Duryodhana is challenging, but he is putting in someone else to gamble for him, a 

professional gambler, so then technically then Yudhisthira then he can put in a professional 

gambler. But the reason that he is going along with this, is because Dhritarastra, who is 

his senior, approves of it. So, Duryodhana is cheating, but Yudhisthira is following the rule. 

So, it didn't work out very good for Yudhisthira in the immediate, but in the long run it 

did.  

So one has to understand what is going on here. So it does happen, they gained 

and lost kingdoms that way, but nowhere in any shastra is it recommended that that's a 

process to get your kingdom. It may happen, but it's not a process to get. Because 

otherwise they lose. Also another one was Vikramaditya, he also lost in gambling. So he 

gained it back that way, I think Nala also gained his kingdom back that way. But the point 

is, that's only because he came to the professional status, he knew what he is doing. 

Means, the point is, the professional can take the dice, and how they hold them in their 

hand and how they throw it, they know exactly what number will come, it's not chance. 

There is a science. You throw it, it will roll so many times. And if you hold it in a certain 

way, you know how it will roll. And that's just ordinary dice, not loaded dice. You know what 

I am saying? People cheat when they use loaded dice and you know what will come up. 

But they know how to do that. You know what I am saying? So when the king... So Nala 

won his kingdom back through the dice, because he had learned that science from another 

king who was expert at gambling. Do you understand? So then he could go in and win his 

kingdom. But it wasn't just... So he wasn't gambling. You know what I am saying? 

Professional gamblers, it's just like the guys who count the cards, the cards come out, they 

see what cards are there, they know here, and they know the percentages of what's left. 

So that means then, there is only so much percentage of what the next card will be. It's 

a science. Those people it's, they have cameras there, most of the... The cameras are in 

casinos for two things, one is to make sure that nobody is taking the money. But one of 

the major things is there to see that the professional gamblers aren't there. There are 

people who are banned from Vegas, no casino... Because they know the science, they can 

always win, because for them it's not gambling, it's just they know numbers, they just know 

that. But you don't see them going on Roulette or this or that, they are dealing with things 

that deal with numbers. Do you understand?  

So one has to be able to discern these points, so it's not just "Oh, gambling!" There 

is different elements of it, so you have to know what that means. To say, "Oh, gambling," 

but what does gambling mean? Because one of the things you'll see in Manu is that king 
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who gets rid of gamblers in his kingdom, he is a happy king. He is one of the.... They're 

called thorns on the sides of the people. So gamblers, adulterers, people who are violent... 

These people a king has to get rid of, because they bother the common citizens. Does that 

make sense? 

So, to take something and flippantly use it, that's okay, if it's in a light thing. But 

if you wanna seriously get into application, you have to actually know what it means. Okay. 

So we'll end here today. 

Srila Prabhupada ki jaya! Samaveta Bhakta Vrinda ki jaya! Jaya 

Nitai-Gaura-Premanande Hari Haribol! 

 

Prabhu: Bhaktividya Purna Maharaja ki jaya! 
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