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COLUMBIA UNIVERSITY

IN THE CITY OF NEw vorx

DEPARTMENT OF Reticion

September 21, 2004
To Whom It May Concern:

Lregret to learn that Lea Terhune’s account of the 17 Karmapa, Orgyen Trinley
Dorje, in her book Karmapa: The Politics of Reincarnation, has become the subject of
alawsuit in India. This is surprising, since her perspective on the Karmapa and
the unfortunate controversy that developed within the Karma Kagyu lineage
over his recognition, i valid and reasongble.

The recognition of the 17 Karmapa was done according to the traditions of the
Karma Kagyu lineage. A crypic letter Joft by the previous Karmapa was
discovered by one of his chief lamas, Tai Situpa, and then interpreted before ic
was brought before His Holiness the Dalai Lama June, 1992. H.H. Dalaj Lama
also confirmed the recognition, not merely as a bureaucratic formality, buf
because he, too, had a spiritual insight that comroberatey the details given in the
recognition letter. Since the 17 century, around the time of the 10™ Karmapa,
when the Dalai Lama became temporal and spiritual head of Tibet, the Tibetan
government has required that the Dalai Lama give permicion £ the
enthronement of the Karmapa at his seat, Tshurphu Monastery, which is located
near Lhasa, Tibet.

That the Shamarpa (the plaintiff in the case) has had a role in the recent
controversy over the recognition of the 17" Karmapa is undeniable. Although the
Dalai Lama issued numerous statements confirming and later reiterating the
authenticity of Orgyen Trinley Dorje as the 17th Karmapa, the Shamarpa has
persisted in his efforts to promote a rival candidate and denigrate the recognition
of the Karmapa and those who confirmed his recognition. This has been widely
reported in the international press. While the Shamarpa may have supporters
osabent be to his version of the story, the view that the Shamarpa holds, i.e,,
that his candidate Thaye Dorje is the 17" Karmapa, is not generally accepted
§mong Tibetans, and not at all by the Tibetan government in exile s (b Dalai
Lama. The Tibetan government did examine the Shamarpa's claims, but since he
failed to present convincing evidence to support the. claims, they were dismissed.

The controversy is not without Emcedent in Tibetan history, as Ms. Terhune
points out in her book. But itis historically significant now becatiog, i 1" 2"
century, the dissension is not confined to a remote Tibet, but affecte followers of
Tibetan Buddhism throughout the world.
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Sincerely,
=y A

Robert A. F. Thurman ’
Professor of Indo-Tibetan Buddhist Studies. and Chair of Department
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