Hi All,
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In responding to some dialogue on my political list, I quoted Nietszche, and from our perspective, it bears repeating these quotes with a different analysis.
I've been reading Nietszche's Will to Power, and found it interesting that this morning, reading Note 685 entitled: Anti-Darwin, he writes:
What sruprises me most when I survey the broad destinies of an is that I always see before me the opposite of that which Darwin and his school see or want to tsee today: selection in favor of the stronger, better-constituted, and the progress of the species.  Precisely the opposite is palpable: the elimination of the luck strokes, the uselessness of the more highly developed types, the inevitable dominion of the average, even the sub-average types.If we are no shown why man should be an exception among creatures, I incline to the prejudice that the school of Darwin has been deluded everywhere.
Hence, the rise of the common man! (music in background: Fanfare for the Common Man)  This reminds me of note I read a few days ago; Note 647 entitled: Against Darwinism, wherein he writes:
The utility of an organdoes not explain its origin; on the contrary!  For most of the time during which a prepoerty is forming it does not preserve the individual and is of no use to him, least of all in the stuggle with external circumstances and enemies.
What after all is "useful"? One must ask "useful in relation to what?"  E.g., that which is useful fr the long life of the individual might be unfavorable to its strengeth and splendor; that which preserves the individual might at the same time arrest and halt its evolution.  On the other hand, a deficiency, a degeneration, can be of the highest utility in so far as it acts as a stimulant to other organs.  In the same way, a state of need can be a condition of existence, in so far as it reduces an individual to that measure of expenditure which holds it ogether but prevents it form squandering itself.--The individual itself as a struggle beteen parts (for food, space, etc.): its evolution tied to the victory or predominance of individual parts, to an atrophy, a "becoming an organ" of other parts.
The influence of "external circumstances: is overestimated by Darwin to a riiculous extent: the essential thing in the life process is precisely the tremendous shaping, form-creating force working from within which utilizes and exploits "external circumstances"--The new forms molded from within are not formed with an end inview; but in the struggle of the parts a new form is not left long without being related to a parital usefulness and then, according to its use, develops itself more and more completely.
The sentenced I've boldened above, makes a brilliant point against Darwinism...however, that doesn't mean I'm moving towards the Christist anti-Darwin stance.  It's not about 'Intelligent Design', but perhaps, about holography, per the hologram ideas discussed in the GCL document, Liber Vox Viva Voce vel Video.
HPB also refutes Darwin quite vigorously in her writings.  In Volume 1 of her Secret Doctrine, she writes:
The Darwinian theory, however, of the transmission of acquired faculties, is neither taught nor accepted in Occultism. Evolution, in it, proceeds on quite other lines; the physical, according to esoteric teaching, evolving gradually from the spiritual, mental, and psychic. This inner soul of the physical cell — this “spiritual plasm” that dominates the germinal plasm — is the key that must open one day the gates of the terra incognita of the Biologist, now called the dark mystery of Embryology.
And in Volume 2, she writes:
In an article in Popular Science Review (Vol. XIV., p. 252) on “Recent Researches in Minute Life,” we find Mr. H. J. Slack, F.C.S., Sec. R.M.S., saying: “There is an evident convergence of all sciences, from physics to chemistry and physiology, toward some doctrine of evolution and development, of which the facts of Darwinism will form part, but what ultimate aspect this doctrine will take, there is little, if any, evidence to show, and perhaps it will not be shaped by the human mind until metaphysical as well as physical inquiries are much more advanced.”
This is a happy forecast indeed. The day may come, then, when the “Natural Selection,” as taught by Mr. Darwin and Mr. Herbert Spencer, will form only a part, in its ultimate modification, of our Eastern doctrine of Evolution, which will be Manu and Kapila esoterically explained.
I could go into great detail on HPB's objections, and they're worth exploring.  For those new to this list, a great deal of insights can be found on my posts, archived at Theosophical Discussion.
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Very interesting. The ideas of Nietzsche cited seem to be like those of Steven J. Gould, in that what survives isn't necessarily the 'higher' forms of life but just those that can reproduce faster and easier, and survive adequately. There's the example of the panda's thumb, which isn't a thumb at all but a kind of bony projection that proved to be useful for survival. With humans too, Gould emphasizes how humanity could be seen as a fluke of evolution, something that happened against the odds, since from an evolutionary standpoint things like bugs are much more successful at reaching their evolutionary goals than we are. The holography paper is interesting, with the suggestion that life has evolved to a level where we can consciously make use of the energy fields that are latent in our cells, and in the earth, because of the complexity of our neural activity. I'm reminded of a thing that I think is from "The Book of Coming Forth by Night" from the Temple of Set (of which I'm not a member but just a reader) that says that the capacity of human beings to experience both self consciousness and the potential for self development and eventual self deification originally developed by accident.  

I don't know where to look in the Blavatsky archive to find something that connects to Nietzsche and evolution, but it would be interesting to think of evolution as first the descent of vibration into proto-matter, then into matter, then into more and more organized forms of matter, culminating in planets, ecosystems, animals, and then humans...who have the capability to interface with the vibrations directly. This could be a form of Blavatsky's contention that people descended from more spiritualized beings, although she's talking about entities and not about proteins and rocks. On the other hand, I don't know everything about Blavatsky's scheme of different 'root races' succeeding each other, so I may be off on it.

John M.

Hi John,
93
I'm glad you found this interesting...as it captivates me...
Very interesting. The ideas of Nietzsche cited seem to be like those of Steven J. Gould, in that what survives isn't necessarily the 'higher' forms of life but just those that can reproduce faster and easier, and survive adequately. There's the example of the panda's thumb, which isn't a thumb at all but a kind of bony projection that proved to be useful for survival. 

There's a running joke in NYC that in the event of a nuclear war, the roaches will be the ones to survive.  But I'll leave this tid-bit to its own course.  More, I see that even if humanity itself was completely annihilated, the holograms would create us anew.
 

With humans too, Gould emphasizes how humanity could be seen as a fluke of evolution, something that happened against the odds, since from an evolutionary standpoint things like bugs are much more successful at reaching their evolutionary goals than we are. 

I think the holograms are endemic to the aethyr about the Earth, hence the speculation I presented above.  If true, this would then indicate that humanity was no accident.
 

The holography paper is interesting, with the suggestion that life has evolved to a level where we can consciously make use of the energy fields that are latent in our cells, and in the earth, because of the complexity of our neural activity. I'm reminded of a thing that I think is from "The Book of Coming Forth by Night" from the Temple of Set (of which I'm not a member but just a reader) that says that the capacity of human beings to experience both self consciousness and the potential for self development and eventual self deification originally developed by accident. 

This accidental theory in my view, is quite nihilistic.  Life may only have the meaning that we bring to it, but to argue that intelligent life such as we humans presume to be, is an accident reduces that meaning to ubsurdity.  And I gotta say, I was very unimpressed with the Temple of Set material.  Aquino is trying to be an intelligent LaVey...an oxymoron, and his intellectual skills I find very wanting.
I don't know where to look in the Blavatsky archive to find something that connects to Nietzsche and evolution, but it would be interesting to think of evolution as first the descent of vibration into proto-matter, then into matter, then into more and more organized forms of matter, culminating in planets, ecosystems, animals, and then humans...who have the capability to interface with the vibrations directly. This could be a form of Blavatsky's contention that people descended from more spiritualized beings, although she's talking about entities and not about proteins and rocks. 

I made the connection; having read both of Blavatsky's tomes (Isis Unveiled & Secret Doctrine) of which I commented heavily on this list (and those comments remain in the archives.  And I do find it interesting that they were writing about the same time; sorta reminds me of the Bokononist idea of people dwelling in 'devices'...if you're familiar with Kurt Vonnegut Jr.'s Cat's Cradle.  Certainly, I've seen collective minds working separately in the same time; e.g. the Cabaret Voltaire, the Beats and Transcendentalist writers, et al.
 

On the other hand, I don't know everything about Blavatsky's scheme of different 'root races' succeeding each other, so I may be off on it.

One of my motives for reading both large tomes of HPB's was because I wanted to understand her 'root race' theory.  And I must say that after having read both these books, I'm still without a reasonable understanding.  Her writing is very weak, even overall, but especially in this subject.  She seems to assume that the reader already has an understanding of this as she writes.
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John M.

