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W r ~ o  is he \vhom we meditate on as the Self?  What is the Self?  
I (  I hat (faculty. or rather consciousness) by 11-hich we see, by ~vhich we hear, 

by which we perceive smell, by which we utter intelligible speech, by ~vhicll \\re 
distinguish in taste; what comes out of the heart or the mind, i.  e., intuition, 
understanding, wisdom, knowledge, power, sight, tenacity, reflection, ability, 
memcry, conception, the will, love, desire? - (is any of these the Self?  ) 

NO. All of these are but various names (manifestations) of the Self. (The 
Self is behind the111 all.)-Aitareya-Ara~zyalza-Upanishad, Adhyiya 6, Khanda 1. 

ARE PLANTS CONSCIOUS? by Magister Artium 
"ARE there Psychological Phenomena in Plants? " is the 

title of an article in Scief~t ia ( I ,  3, 1914, Bologna), 
by Camillo Acqua, of the Botanical Institute, Univer- 
sity of Rorne. The author comes to the conclusion 
that the answer to the question depends on what defini- 

tion we give to the word " psychological." A decisive response is not 
possible because it leads us to that domain of the "unknowable " 
where the method of experiment loses its efficacy. Yet he invites us 
nlore than once to seek a tentative solution in the domain of experi- 
mental research, on the ground that otherwise the question ivould 
threaten to lose itself in theoretical controversy. Clearly then, since 
neither theoretical controversy nor experimental research can give 
us a satisfactory answer, we must seek elsewhere; as seems to be 
indicated by the closing words of the paper: 

the donlain of that u~zknowable where the experimental method loses its 
characteristic efficacy ant1 where the human intellect has to confess its impotence, 
in renouncing conquests that are not forbidden it in the other domains. 

This is an argument for the plea of H. P. Blavatsky, made in the 
following words : 

The occultist, arguing from admitted metaphysical data, declares that the 
daring explorer, who would probe the inmost secrets of h'ature, must transcend 
the narrow limitations of sense, and transfer his consciousness into the region 
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of noumena and the sphere of primal causes. . . . He can in no other con- 
ceivable manner collect the facts on which to base his speculations. Is  not this 
apparent on the principles of Inductive Logic and Metaphysics alike?-Secret 
Doctrine, Vol. I, pp. 478-9 

The word " occultist" and the subject of occult powers having 
been much exploited since she wrote the above, it is necessary to 
issue a caution against mere speculation and unwarranted pretension. 
I t  goes without saying that we cannot apprehend psychological facts 
(as such) by physical senses, and that if we are to apprehend them 
at all we must use other senses. But let us draw the line at  com- 
nlon sense and not dabble in psychism. W e  present now a summary 
of the author's remarks. 

WHAT IS PBRCZPTION? 
Some authors, says the writer, would limit the domain of psycho- 

logy to man, but most nowadays extend it to other branches of the 
animal kingdom. ( W e  decline to accept the assumption that man is 
entirely a member or branch of the animal kingdom.) In  the last 
analysis the concept psychology reduces itself to the concept of per- 
ception. To perceive does not mean to respond passively to an ex- 
ternal stimulus, like an electro-magnet to a current; it means to take 
cognizance of the stimulus. W e  are accustomed to define sensations 
as acts of simple consciousness. 

In the animal world sensations are connected with the presence 
of a nervous system, whereby they are conducted to special centers; 
in these centers exists the sensation properly called perception, and 
from them proceed the phenomena of reaction. But as we descend 
the zoological scale, structures become less complex, till we get to a 
simple mass of protoplasm. The presence of the nervous system has 
not been demonstrated with certainty in the protozoa. This leads to 
the question: do the acts of consciousness also undergo this progress- 
ive simplification, or do they cease at  some given point? If the lat- 
ter, where are we to draw the line? As the latter is not logical, we 
conclude the former. 

In  the vegetable kingdom there is no nervous system, certain 
apparent exceptions not being valid; and this has given rise to the ' 

idea that there can be no perception. But in recent years this opinion 
has radically changed. W e  have discovered the phenomena of re- 
action to most bf the agents in the external world; mechanism for 
the reception of stimuli, and for their conveyance along filaments; 












































































































































