
'Towards a World Idea-System 

I F the major attribute of the hurnan 
mind is the capacity to investigate, 
t.o enquire, to_ discover, and to 

invent, the dominant n1otive behind this 
is surely the urge to knovv and understand, 
and the effort to find lneaning in life. 
'I'his "effort after lneaning", this desire 
to find order and reason in the universe 
around us, is the motive force behind 
the discoveries of most great thinkers. 
'l'he san1e po\ver has prompted the 
1nany diffCrent theories and world·vie\vs, 
sane and aberrant, proposed down the 
ages by geniuses and cranks alike. 

'T'h~ search for meaning is a search for 
reality. The human mind is not satisfied 
until it can account for and relate all the 
various data and evidence at its disposal 
\Vithin one comn1on framework of ideas. 
"Peace,,, says Pitirim Sorokin, "is not 
absence of struggle but absence of uncer~ 
tainty and confusion". 'I'his distils the 
essence of the motive behind nearly all 
forms of human enquiry. 'fhe tnind \vill 
not abide uncertainty, confusion, lack 
of order, inconsistency, and lack of inte~ 
gration of ideas. 

The advent of n1odern science disrupted 
and overturned 1nany of man's for1ner 
conceptions of the nature of the universe. 
In the West mediaeval moulds of thought 
\Vere broken and have never been reco
vered. A scientific era, largely 1nechanist, 
"1naterialist" in its focus, and co1npletely 
sceptical of all ideas that could not be 
sul~jected to its O\Vn type of Hscientific 
test" set in. This \vas a very necessary 
corrective to the unthinking and unrealistic 
(because not based on reality) notions of 
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earlier centuries. But today \Ve have 
reached the interesting position where 
science itself, in its ever-persistc11t search 
for knowledge and understanding, is 
penetrating entirely ne\v al'eas of reality 
and levels of experience. 'I'he old mecha· 
nistic physical concepts and "materialist" 
ideas seem themselves increasingly un
realistic and ever nlore inadequate to 
explain the phenomena under investiga~ 
tion. 

''Atomisation'' and sy11thesis 

'fhe tren1endous <levelop1nents of science 
and technology, and the ever increasing 
specialisation to which these develop
ments have led, present very serious prob
lems to those \vho \vould seek a unified 
picture of reality and a unified h.un1an 
understanding of the universe. The num
ber of scientific journals, even in one 
field of study like physics or chemistry 
or biology, is nO\V so great that it is just 
not possible for a single human mind to 
keep abreast of developments in flfU' 

subject. In llussia, for example, large 
staff are continually at work making abs~ 
tracts of the papers published in various 
learned journals. It has even been found 
necessary to make a digest of the abstracts 
themselves so that the average scientific 
and technological mind 111ay be kept 
inforrned of progress in its field. 

Alongside this "atomisation)! of kno\v
ledge, this increased and increasing special
lisation, and -t11e technological n1ultiplica· 
tion of our hu1nan \Vorld, there is a most 
interesting and entirely opposite trend. 
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In all branches of pure science at advanced 
theoretical levels, there is a blending and 
a m_erging _of ideas and scientific concepts. 
It is ahnost as if specialisation at the 
technological level is fOrcing and accelera
ting efforts to achieve a theoretical unity. 
It looks as if we can say that as \VC ap
proach the heart of any one subject, vve 
come close to the heart of all knowledge 
and find the point where the true relation
ship bet\vecn the 1nany different branches 
of knowledge can be known. 

Interplay of ideas 

1'he effort to achieve a synthetic under
standing of life is not confined to sc:iencc. 
It can be noted in many other fields as 
v11ell. It is almost as if man has reached 
the reductio ad -absurdu1n of his search for 
ever more precise and detailed kno\V
ledge of ever smaller areas of study and is 
being forced by the very exte'iJt or his 
investigations to take account of other 
fields of knov•1ledge. l\1odcrn rne<licine, 
for exa1nple, can no longer ignore the 
contributions of psychology and the in
fluence of psychological factors in both 
health and disease. This is true in spite 
of the fact of increasing cxperi1nentation 
with physical ID.ethods for treating psycho
logical difficulties, a trend that is almost 
certainly te1nporary. Psychologists in 
their turn are unable to ignore the reality 
and influence of religious factors in 1nental 
breakdown and mental health. C. G. 
Jung is not the only psychologist to 
dra\V attention to the fact that most psy
chological difficulties in people over 35 
are fundamentally religious difficulties. 
Religion likewise is being forced to adjust 
to advances in scientific, medical, and 
psychological understanding and not 
only to seek a relationship but a practical 
nzodus vivendi \vith these areas of human 
life. The religions of the world are also 
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finding that the evidence _and testimony 
of students of yoga, m'Cditation, and 
other inner disciplines are destroying 
ancient dogmas, tOrms of thought and 
outworn religious observances. To use 
religious language, the life of the spirit 
can no longer be contained \vithin the 
ancient dogmas and doctrines. 

'fhis particular V11h.eel "comes full circle" 
as \Ve find the scientists, those apostles of 
an earlier "n1aterialism", studying the 
phenomena of Extra-Sensory Perception. 
Unusual experiences and unexplained 
powers-· telepathy, clairvoyance, pre
cognition and psycho-kinesis - are all now 
the subject of investigation. Such ''occule' 
sciences as astrology are the subject of 
1nathe1natical and statistical study. The 
techniques of investigation xnay be naive 
and rudimentary. Significance lies in the 
fact that the work is being clone at all and 
is often the subject of a doctoral thesis 
at a University. 

'l'here seems even to be a ne\v trend 
and movement in the philosophical field 
as trained thinkers reflect on the lneaning 
and significance of all these nC\.Y explora
tions and find how arid and fruitless it is 
to confine their contributions to linguistic 
and semantic analysis. It is in the philo
sophical and religious fields especially 
that the influence of eastern thought 
is being profoundly felt. 

Revolution in thought 

While there is as yet no integrated pic
ture of all areas of human life available 
to man, it is clear that the once rigid 
boundaries between the various areas 
of scientific and philosophic investigation 
have broken down. '"fhe same phenomena 
are now being investigated by experi
menters from -different fields and frotn 
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different points of vie\v. In due course 
\Ve may expect to see the emergence 
of an entirely new and revolutionary 
\Yorld syste1n of ideas> based on the 
tendency to integration and synthesis 
that is the _dominant note in humanity's 
thought-life today. 

It is too early yet to predict the nature 
of the new view of reality that seerns bound 
to e1nerge increasingly in the next fifty 
);ears. '\~'e arc in the rniddle of one of the 
tnost profound revolutions that there 
has ever been in world thought and only 
the very \vise or the very foolish \vould dare 
to fOrecast the nature of our "ne,-v1

' vie\-v 
of reality. \'Ve can however note certain 
clear trends and assumptions \Vhich see1n 
likely to point us in the right direction. 

In the first place \Ve inust recognise 
that our search iOr ineaning presupposes 
an underlying unity and order in the 
universe. ~fhis not only n1eans the uni~ 

verse of the 11so~called tangible world)', 
but the universe of mind and consciousness, 
ofhurnan understanding, and of the motive 
po\vcr and energy lying behind and within 
all life. '¥ere this sense of order and unity 
non~cxistent, our search for it would be an 
investigation of the unreal. 'rVc inust also 
expect, at least for a long tin1e to come, 
that the nature of the "realities" revealed 
along different paths of investigation \Vill 
often appear contradictory. 'l'his \Ve 

shall have to accept and probably attri
bute to limitations in our understanding. 
We must also guard against the very 
hutnan tendency to irnpose one particular 
interp;-etation or view of reality on 
the evidence, \¥hen another viev.; see1ns 
just as possible on an objective appraisal 
of the facts. \'\Te 1nust also take great care 
to see that any picture of reality that we 
create is a flexible one, is an "open systemn) 
capable of expansion) developn1ent, n1odi
fication and change. 
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Relativity 

When Einstein first proposed his special 
theory of relativity in l 904· fe\v appreciated 
that he wrought a revolution not only in 
physics but in our whole attitude to life 
and mode of thinking about the world. 
Up to that tizne inuch of hun1an thought 
\\'as essentially "technical and concrete11 

in its nature. Its logic was a rather siinple 
logic of cause and effect. Paradox \Vas to 
it anathema. It vvas based on the assump
tion of a three-dimensidnal space and a 
one~dimensional tizne. One of the signi~ 

ficances of the theory of relativity is that 
it has destroyed forever the validity of 
these separ.a te concepts of time and space 
and replaced them hy the idea of a fom~ 
dimensional space-time continuuin. The 
idea that events occur at the same moment 
of tilne at different points in universal 
space can never be proved. l\1easurements 
of space and titne v..•cre proved by Einstein 
to differ \Vith the rates of relative motion. 
No more can \Ve speak of motion occurring 
\vithin an unaffected space and tiine : 
no more are space and tin1e liniversal 
unifOrin receptacles in \Vhich inatter in 
motion exists. There arc as lnany spaces 
and tbnes as there are relative rates of 
matter's motions. The whole vie\\' of 
physical reality \Vas transformed. 'fhc 
philosophical consequences were and are 
incalculable> and the practical conse~ 

quence was to revolutionise the basis of 
physics. This revolution led to 1nany of 
the technical developments that are alter
ing the face or our world today. The logic 
of this "nev/' physics was a kind of tran."i· 
cendental logic, moving so far beyond our 
familiar concrete thought that only a fevv 
had the capacity to understand it. 

Parallel to the development of relativity 
theory, other scientists such as Bohr, 
Rutherford and Planck were exploring 
the universe within the atom and seeking 
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to define the ht\VS that governed that 
universe. It is an interesting fact that they 
arrived at a similar position to that arrived 
at by Einstein in his special and general 
theories of relativity. It is no longer 
possible to study the n1ore rninute particles 
of "matter" individually because the very 
process of Observation affects the "be~ 

haviour" of the particle. Such particles 
can only be studied in the inass. I-Ieisen~ 

berg has expressed this fact in his principle 
of indeter1ninacy \Vhich states that one 
can know the velocity of a particle or its 
position but not both at the same time. 
VVe therefore find a form of relativity in 
the 1nicrocos1nic world of the atom. 

Ideology and reality 

l t is interesting to note the extent to 
\Vhich the concept of relativity has per
meated every field and walk of life. In 
spite of this pern1eation, however, there arc 
still inany concrete and rigid barriers to 
the fluid, flexible and intuitive thought 
patterns based on relativity. Nineteenth 
century thought, v.•hethcr political, econo
n1ic or religious, \vas fi..111 of over~siinpli
fication and \vas essentially rigid and ideo
logical, and each field of thought \Vas 
governed by its ovvn rather set systern of 
ideas. \'\'bile relativity has brought tre-
1nendous change, inany of our social and 
political ideas are still too influenced by 
ideological rigidities of thought. Much of 
the vvestern attitude to the comn1unist 
system is rigid and ideological and 
increasingly divorced fron1 the realities of 
the situation in Russia and Eastern I~urope. 
l~ikewise, the Russian vie\v of v.1estern 
society is essentially ideological and equally 
divorced from reality. Many people re
cognise that these attitudes are among 
the major barriers to achieving a rap
prochement betvveen these two inajor 
power blocs. 
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Siznilar rigidities are to be fOund among 
the protagonists of all the great religions. 
Almost invariably they assume that the 
view of reality provided by the founder of 
their religion is the best view that the world 
has ever been given and that it· partakes of 
the nature of an ultirnate and final reve
lation. This accords ill \Vith the tone and 
temper of an era \vhich recognises the 
essentially relative nature of reality. What
ever the present leaders of religious thought 
may say, they will be forced in time to 
accom1nodate to this ne\V and realistic 
emerging \VOrld view. Churchmen \Vill no 
doubt dislike to be described as the techno
logists of religion but much of their thought 
is basically technological and concerned 
primarily with doctrine and dogma. 

1,wo of the dominant trends in the 
thought-life of 1nankind in inid-t\ventieth 
century therefore arc the trend to a uni
tive and unified picture of reality, and the 
acceptance of this reality as being essen
tially relative-at best an approximation of 
the truth, to be substituted by ·something 
better when it comes along. Implicit in 
the relativist viewpoint is the assutnption 
that reality can be approached from ·diffe
rent angles or points of view, and that this 
\vill produce different "pictures" of the 
one funda1nental reality, "pictures" which 
can however be intelligently related to 
each other. 

The universe as Mind 

1'here is a third major trend which may 
in the long run be the most important of 
all. Even today many thinkers and scien
tists regard the universe as a kind of ma
chine and consider that consciousness is a 
by-product or epi-phenomenon of the 
interplay of matter. Since it has been the 
influence .of scientific thought that has 
created the "materialist" world view, and 
since scientific thought and method still 
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has a predo1ninant influence today, it 
would be just and appropriate if science 
itself were to achieve the break-thrnugh 
to a new and Hnon·materialisf> \Vorld 
vie\v, 

If \Ve can point to one thing with confi~ 
dence about the growth of human under~ 
standing in recent years, it is the increasing 
interest shov>'n in the study and exploration 
of the rnore subjective areas of experience. 
1~his trend is also noticeable \Vithin science. 
Such thinkers as de Chardin ·vvith his 
Hnoosphere" have sought to lead scientistll 
beyond the idea that consciousness does 
not exist in itself or in its own right but is 
merely a by-product of the material uni
verse. h1ost great thinkers have in fact 
recognised the "non-inaterialise' reality of 
the universe. Eddington puts it as follows: 
" ... the frank realisation that science is 
concerned with a "vorld of shadows. In the 
world of physics we watch a shadowgraph 
performance of the clraina of fa1niliar 
line .... It is all symbolic and as a symbol 
the physicist leaves . it. Then con1es the 
alchemist~ mind, \\•ho transn1utes the 
symbols ... to put the conclusion crudely) 
the stuff of the world is mind .. stuff."l 

James Jeans puts it as fOllows : "the 
stream of knowledge ls leading towards a 
non-mechanical reality: the universe begins 
to look more like a great thought than 
like a great machine.~,z De Chardin 
\Vt'ites as follows : "To \¥rite the natural 
history of the world we should need to be 
able to follow it from within. It would 
thus appear no longer as an interlocking 
succession of structural types replacing 
one another but as an ascension of inner 
sap spreading out in a forest of consoli~ 
dated instincts. Right at its base the 
1vorld is constituted by consciousness 
clothed in flesh and bone. Frnm the 
biosphere to the species is nothing but an 

1 771e Nature ef the Physical World. 
2 The Mysterious Universe. 
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immense ramification of psychis1n seeking 
for itself by means of different forms." 3 

Consciousness and the new reality. 

There was a tin1e when the vle\vs of 
Eddington and Jeans were regarded, in 
this area, as so1newhat ro1nantic by many ! 
But no\v \ve find de Chardin, recognised 
by scientists of all persuasions as a thinker 
of the most prnfound depth, Coming Ollt 
\vith a statement to the effect that the 
essential nature of the universe is con~ 

sciousness. 
But perhaps the most exciting and dra~ 

matic evidence of all in this area has come 
recently from Russia. In a series of arti~ 
cles published this year in the New York 
Tirnes, I-Iarrison Salisbury reports on 
some scientific papers published by leading 
Russian scientists in which they state 
their vie\v that the nature of the universe 
is "spiritual", and not materialistic or 
inechanical. "Spiritual') and "n1aterial" 
are not of course defined. It v.;ould appear, 
ho\VCVCI', that the essential meaning of 
these statements is that the nature of the 
uni~,crse is inore closely related to our 
ideas of mind and consciousness than to 
the old, tired, and nihilistic conceptions 
of materialism. It would indeed be the 
final irony that from a materialist Russia 
may co1ne the proof of the "spirituaP' 
nature of the universe. 

I said at the beginning of this article 
that only a very wise n1an or a fool vvould, 
at this stage in the develop1nent of human 
thought, inake any categoric pronouncew 
n1ent about the nature of the picture 
of reality that will eventually emerge 
before us. V\'hat is clear however, is that 
mankind has travelled as far as it is possible 
to go along the road tov..rards a mechanical, 
inaterialistic, non-purposive picture of 

8 The Phenometwn ef Man, 
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the universe, where inind and conscious
ness are but epiphenomena. At the end of 
this road there has been either a con1plete 
blockage or a break-through into areas 
of reality where inechanistic and mate
rialistic conceptions no longer seem to 
work. We are forced therefore to turn 
away from materialistic and mechanical 
models of the universe and to shift our 
"effort after meaning" in the direction 
of an understanding of the place of con
sciousness in our world picture. \'\'ith 

advances in psychology, in psychical 
research, and vvith the increasing under
standing that vve have of the contributions 
of world philosophy and thought, ancl 
with the \villingness of religious thinkers 
to adopt a n1ore experi1r1ental and experi
ential attitude to lifC, the balance is rapid
ly being restored. 1~he place of conscious
ness and 1nind in our newly e1nerging vievv 
of reality 'vill certainly be predon1inant 
if not causal. 

Milk ef white understanding 
give tne toda~·p your li'jJs 
that I 1night inherit }OUr jJaleness 

wo1nen corrupt to inan's \vays 
envy cn1ptied \vombs 
while rnen castrate with their teeth 
the source of the white liquid 

Was it not said that the white light blinds ? 
in that lit blindness 
deed arid- desire 
are a burnt sanity 
have a desert purity 

0, white light ! I kneel before you. 

Draw the curtain gently 
J)o not raise your voice 

while shattered insects die slowly 
and the flies' tremulous colours shrink 

into black seeds. 

1-Iold your curious tongue 
\vhile the rose vvithers its colour 
or else taste the blood of the thorn-nest, 
and its fruit-the morning Sun ! 

0 let me touch your pale lips 
and inherit understanding I 
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