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THE u~lwrittell ant1 unvarying laws of I-Ieaven are not of yesterday nor of 
today. They are from all time, and none knoweth when they appeared. 

SOPEIOCLES, Alltigone, lines 457 et seq. 

PSYCHIC AND NOETIC ACTION: by H. T. Edge, M. A. 

NIE of the most interesting and important of H. P. Bla- 
vatsky's works is the little book under the above title.* 
As the name implies it was written to distinguish be- 
tween two quite distinct sets of functions and faculties 
in the human constitution, to which the aforesaid two 

names are respectively given. The word " psychic " being derived 
from the Greek psuche, the word " noetic " is similarly derived from 
the Greek nous. These are words used in the Platonic philosophy to 
signify respectively what we may call the animal soul and the spiritual 
soul, though their meanings will become more clearly defined as we 
proceed. Psuche is possessed by man in common with the animals; 
with this difference, however, that in man this principle is more highly 
developed by reason of its association with man's higher principles 
and also by reason of the greater delicacy and perfection of man's 
physical organism. But nous is not possessed by the animals. I t  is 
the self-conscious mind of man, peculiar to him, and that which makes 
him what he is. 

The book is divided into two parts. The first deals with the argu- 
ments of a certain school of psychologists. In speaking of the school 
as being " idealist," the author uses the word in their own sense; but, 
as we learn, both here and elsewhere in her writings, she regarded 

* Psychic and Noetic' Action: Studies in Occultism, Vol. 3. Theosophical Publishing Go., 
Point Lorna, California. 
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this kind of " idealism " as being a stage more materialistic than 
materialism. When she chooses her own designation for it, she calls 
it the " aninralistic " school. The name is certainly appropriate, in 
view of the fact that this philosophy tends (and apparently aims) to 
obliterate as far as possible the distinction between man and animals. 

The principal proposition of the animalistic school is that there is 
~1.0 free-zwill in man, the same being a delusion, that all his ideas and 
acts (as they say) are determined by the chemical, physical, and physio- 
logical processes which go on in his body, and by all those various ex- 
ternal circun~stances which, considered collectively, are designated by 
the familiar name of " environment." This kind of philosophy will be 
sufficiently familiar to our readers. I t  affords a basis for dividing 
mankind into two classes : namely, those who can fool theirlselves with 
such a theory, and those who cannot. The latter can never be brought 
to understand how a self-reflective and introspective mind can be 
the result of molecular actions, nor how such molecular actions car1 
ever give rise to a theory respecting themselves. The philosophy, in 
fact, makes the molecule superior to self-conscious intellectual man, 
and thus exalts it to the plane of the gods at  least, if not to that of 
deity itself. T o  these people, then, the theory needs no further dis- 
proof; nevertheless it is handy to have arguments ready. 

The author proceeds to show that the animalistic scliool have neg- 
lected to discriminate between quite distinct functions of the huil.~:u~~ 
mind, and have jumbled the whole together in a wholesale fashion that 
scorns analysis and leaps airily over the chasnis that intervene between 
its premisses and its conclusions. And she quotes in her support Pro- 
fessor George T. Ladd, of the chair of philosophy in Yale University, 
to the following effect: 

If the question is pressed as to the physical basis for the activities of self- 
consciousness, no answer can be given or suggested. . . . From its very nature, 
that marvelous verifying actus of mind in which it recognizes the states as its 
own, can have no analogous or corresponding material substratum. I t  is impos- 
sible to specify any physiological process representing this unifying actus; it is 
even impossible to imagine how the description of any such process could be 
brought into intelligible relation with this unique mental power. . . . . . 

The phenomena of human consciot~sness must be regarded as activities of some 
other form of Real Being than the moving molecules of the brain. . . . . . This 
Real Being, thus manifested immediately to itself in the phenomena of conscious- 
ness, and indirectly. to others through the bodily changes, is the Mind. To  it the 
mental phenomena are to be attributed as showing what it is by what it does. 
























































































































