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SPIRIT feeds and sustains the air and the earth and the liquid plains of the 
sea; also the shining globe of the moon, and the Titanian stars: while Mind 
pervading (the Universe) puts the whole in action, and blends itself with the 
mighty frame. Thence men, and the races of the beasts and of the flying kind, 
and the huge creatures brought forth by the Sea beneath his mottled surface. 
A fiery energy works through these elementals and a celestial origin in the seed, 
so far as heavy bodies, earth-sprung !imbs, and mortal members, weigh not their 
vigor down. - Virgil, Aefleid, vi, 724-732 

EVOLUTION IN THE LIGHT OF THEOSOPHY: 
by H. T. Edge, B. A. (Cantab.) 

A F T E R  studying the various theories of biological evolu- 
tion and the controversies of their respective expon- 
ents, one reaches the conclusion that each of the 
theorists is worrying a small fragment of the truth, 
and that the actual facts comprehend not only all these 

theories but a good deal more besides. There is (1) the theory of 
continuous evolution, which supposes tliat forms reproduce other 
forms in a continuous and uniform series; and there is (2) the theory 
of mutation or saltation, which supposes that new'species appear sud- 
denly. An American professor of palaeontology is quoted as reconcil- 
ing these two supposedly conflicting views by still another hypothesis, 
which supposes that evolution is on the whole continuous, but with 
occasional jumps and divergences. 

Then there is the controversy 2s to whether changes are produced 
by the influence of external environment or whether they occur within 
the germ; or whether, again, both these influences co-operate. 

The confusion is due mainly to two causes: the attempt to define 
the operations of nature within too narrow limits; and the attempt 
to form an idea of evolution by considering its visible products only, 
and apart from the invisible something which is manifesting itself in 
those products. Our thought should reach out to wider horizons. 



312 THE THEOSOPHICAL PATH 

All growth consists ill the physical manifestation of something 
\ivhicl~ previously was not physical. Take the case of a tree growing 

t \ frolri a seed. l l ~ e  tons of Illaterial composing the body of that tree 
have been colrected from the air and the soil. M'ithin the seed was 
enshrined sol~zctlzing (which afterwards passes into the tree) having 
thc power to perform this wonderful operation. I17e may say, if we 
like, that thc whole tree existed in potc~ztia in the seed; but unless 
this expression is to remain a mere logical figure, we must attach a 
concrete inearling to it. In  other words, we nlust inquire zo~lzat \$-as 
that something wl~ich existed in the seed. Here we are driven right 
up against the real point at issue; out of the seed comes the tree, the 
tree cannot come from any other source than a seed or  its ec~uivalent 
(such as a slip) ; hence the \vl~ole future tree lllust be in sonle way 
locked up within the sced. Eut in what guise? Is  there perhaps a 
miniature tree folded up within that husk? Gut even so, whel~ce that 
tlliniatt~re tree and why does it grow? Theorists, in spite of their 
alleged practicality, are often contented with abstractions that woultl 
not satisfy a illore concrete mind; and for this reason many inquirers 
will not be satisfied with the explanation that there is some " force " 
or " tendency " in the seed. Theorists may dcal with " tendencies," 
but the Theosophist will demand soll-zething less iinaginary and ab- 
stract. The primary postulates denlanded by theorists are often so 
comprehensive as to arllount to a begging of the nlain question. Give 
Archinledes his standing ground and he will inove the whole earth; 
grant Euclid his postulates, and he will soon knock you off: a few 
theorems; give a 1)iological theorist his " tendencies," and the rest 
is as easy as rolling of1 a log. Rut the inquirer \vould like to know 
something about those tendencies. 

So then there is locltcd up in the seed, wliich is to become a tree, a 
tc~zdcllcy. Translating this highly abstract and even theological ex- 
pression illto the matter-of-fact language of Theosophy, we get this : 
that the whole future physical tree has existed beforehand in some 
form other than physical, and complete in everything except the 
purely physical attributes. Size and dimension, mass and solidity, 
being physical attributes, do not pertain to the tree in this antecedent 
form. Is  science prepared to say that that which has no dinlensions 
nor any other physical attributes does not exist? If so, then we are 
reduced to the conclusioil that the physical visible universe is self- 
creative and all-sufficient and all-inclusive - in short, that physical 


















































































































































