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METTANANDA

CRITI¢

MY critics, Havanpola Ratanasara Therd, Talpawila Seela-
wansa Thero and Mahapitigama Buddharakkhita Thero,

oring to my mind the old fairy

tale of Hans Andersen where

a foolish king duped by clever imposters paraded the streets

naked thinking that he was wear-
ing the most gorgeous apparel.
Everyone anxious to please the
king praised the imaginary clothes
until a child brought all the pre-
tence to an end by shouting “Why,
he is quite naked.” Substitute dus-
sila monks {for the king, their
vellow robes for the imaginary
.clothes and me for the child and
there is a modern version of the
story. There is, however, a differ-
ence, the king in the fairy tale was
discreet enough to turn and run
and saved further prohlems. No
,one asked the child to recant.

! The thesis I sought to establish
in my letter of 4th September was
that the immoral government
having been expelled by the bhik-
khus, it was time for them to
cleanse their own ranks of immo-
ral monks. A yellow robe no more
makes a Buddhist monk than the
proverbial black cowl his Christian
counterpart. I have not been told
I am wrong, but I have been
ordered to recant. .

Let me see what I can recant of
the statement I made in my letter,
Shall I stoutly deny that the
Buddha placed a high value on the
discipline of his order? If my cri-
tics help me with a declaration
that the Vinaya is apocryphal, I
would have some chance of recant-
ing my statement. Shall :I say
that the Arahants at the First
Council did not declare that the
Vinaya was the life of the Buddha's
religion and as long as-there was
Vinaya, the religion would last? If
my critics would re-write the early
history of Buddhism omitting this
incident, I would have some chance
of recanting. :

Coming down to more recent
events, it is certainly not possible
for me to recent my statement
that certain bhikkhus sent a letter
to the Prime Minister using the
signature-franks of certain other
bhikkhus, who were at the time
over a thousand miles away., Nor
is 1t possible for me to recant what
I said about the application for a
Buddhist monk to go on a scholar-
ship to a number of places includ-
ing the Papal Seminary at Rome
which cited as a qualification that
he was the joint secretary of the
EBP. And lastly. can I honestly
say that the Buddhists do not
disapprove the conduct of the dus~
sila monks? As these are facts, I
do not see what I can possibly re-
cant.,

Therefore, I can only repeat my
thesis which was not denied —
those who claim to  lead:the
Sangha must have the qualification
for such a lofty role. I could have
looked on like the men in the fairy
tale and said, What a grand dis-
play! and perhaps all would be
well. Or would it? There lies the
rub. Was the child not right for
having. spoken what he saw to be

true? The public must judge. I
shall pass on to other things. -
I find that my critics have

hurled ‘a torrent of abuse at me.
This is in keeping with the prac-
tice of the bad advocate who be-
lieves when you have no case,
abuse. I am told I have undergone
a metamorphosis of late. I am a
buffoon, a tiger, a clown, a hypo-
crite, a laughing-stock, an eccen-
tric opportunist, an ultra-extre-
mist-nationalist. I am mad for re-
venge, boiling with anger, bursting
with hatred, scorching with envy,
now attacking the Catholic Church,
now the Prime Minister and now
the Sangha. I am a dangerous
nan, disrupting society, disrupting
the government, disrupting ‘the
S5angha. This last is a sad insult
0 the Sangha, if my critics think
hat my statement that the Sangha
hould be cleansed of dussila

nonks is going to cause disrup-|’

ion!

The reason alleged for this meta-
norphosis is that I failed to get
nto the Cabinet through the back-
oor. I am grateful that Hempita-
edera Gnanaseeha Thero has nail-
d this canard to the counter and
e knows me better than any
ther of the Peramuna. Gnana-
eeha Thero, who went to see the
rime Minister at Horagolla on
pril 9 wrote to the Press on Sep-
ember 9 as follows:—

“Mr. Mettananda did not sum-
mon the bhikkhus to his resi-
dence for the purpose of getting
himself recommended for the
office of Minister of Education
nor did he make any endeavour
towards that end.”

I am accused of hyprocrisy, the
legation being that although I
1blicly declare that I have no
rsonal -ambition to achieve, yet
am secretly seeking office.  The
cts are these. In early May, I
s offered the post of Minister
enipotentiary in Burma, carrying
. annua] salary of Rs. 33,350
th other allowances and diplo-
atic ‘privileges The idea of ser-
1g in a Buddhist country which
s done so much for Buddha
sana appealed . to me. But I
inted out to the Prime Minister
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I am also accused of giving every
encouragement to Mr. F. R. Jaya-
suriya in his fast and of expeecting
the EPB to follow me, This is ano-
ther canard like the story of the
Eduocation Ministry. I did not ‘ask;
Mr Jayasuriya to fast. mor did I,
ask any bhikkhu to support him.
I wag in sympathy with Mr. Jaya-
suriya in the object’ for which he:
fasted. But for his- fast, the
clause in the official language Bill.

giving option to local bodies  * to.
select the language of local ad«
ministration  would have  gone.

through, and places like Colombo,.
Moratuwa, Negombo, Nawalapitiya,’
Kandy, Matale and many other§
would have become areas where
Tamil would have eventually he-
come an official - language All I
did was to .ask the Prime Minis-
ter to intervene to stop the fast.
Although Mr, Jayasuriya and I gaw
eye 10 eye on the language issue,
it is entirely wrong to assume that
I had anything to do with him- on
any of the other issues which he
recently espoused. .

My second critic, Talpawila See-
lawansa Thero, hag cited an inci-
dent of over twenty years ago to
digcredit me, In 1936, a mass meet-
ing of Buddhists was held at
Ananda College under the chair-
manship of the late Mr, 8ri Nis-
sanka to protest against the -de-
secration of an ancient statue at
Polonnaruwa by a group of 8f,
Joseph’s College students who had
sat upon it and got themselveg
photographed, I, too, jolned in this
Drotest. At the meeting, the chair-:
man read out a letter of apology
from the Roman GCatholic Hier- -
archy, After several speeches had
been made, a committee was &p-
pointed to deal with.the question.
When the matter was discussed in
committee some of itg members in-

cluding myself snggested
that the  apology bé accepted
and on further action be taken.

Was this unbuddhistic? But the
others including Talpawila Seela-
wansa Thero decided to prosecute
the students and to hold a meeting
later at Ananda College to - dis-
cuss, among other things, plans to
collect money to finance the pro-
sgecution. Then I, as the head of
Ananda College, wrote to the Se.
cretary, Talpiwila Selawansa 'Thero,

saying that I  would not;
allow  Ananda College to
be assoclated with  the . pro.
secution of the students of a

glster institution on ' whose behalf
an apology was tendered by proper
authority And when an effort was
made to hold - the meeting Dby
force, I ordered the College gates
to be locked. I am reminded that
on that occasion I supported 8t.
Joseph’s College but today I have
developed & hatred towardg the
Romap Catholics, |

I must offer a word of explana- |
tion to my Catholic friends. I was
their friend in 1936. I admit, I
am their friend even today. But I
am. against the functioning of Ro-
man Catholic Church as a State.
within a State, on the one hand,
seducing Buddhist children from
‘the faith‘of their fathers, and on
the other hand drawing away our
Roman Catholic. fellow-countrymen
from their loyalty to the country
and making them, instead, the gub-,
jectg' of a foreign power, the Vati-
can, thus endangering the security
and unity of our common father-
land..

Of the third critic, Mapitigama
Buddharakkhita Thero, T have very
little to say, In his reply he has
given ‘himself a certificate as 8
bhikkhu who is “noble, religious

and .responmsible....sincere, wise
and self-sacrificing,” .

I make no comment

And so I may return to my

thesis which I feel has been dis-
creetly left alone by my critics. |
The masg of abuge that hag been
hurled may have obliterated it
somewhat out of my reader’s mind
and that ig why I have .re-stated’
it. The Dasa Panatha or Ten Point
Programme to which the three
worthies mentioned above subs-
cribed has as the second point.

“To fight against evil, wherever

and in whatever guise it presents-
itseif,
I am sure many Buddhist lay-
men share with me the view that
we would like to fight.evil most
when it appears disguised within
the folds of a yellow robe. Let us
fight the evil in the palatial man.
sion in which we may meet it, in
the limousine car and on  broad
acres which are very remote from
the path Buddha trod, Let ug ra-
ther die fighting than yield to this
evil, for as the Buddha said: -
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(In the struggle (with Mara),
I prefer to die rather than to
live as his slave,) :

May this Buddha Jayanthi year,
a year of prophesy, fulfil itself as
regards all matters both within
and without the Sangha,

H. METTANANDA

Colombo.



