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tating Husserl s insight: Perception is intentional.) The greater the
ntensity of the beam, the more meaning it reveais. So a man who
ares at the world with a gloomy conviction ofdefeat is going to see as

attle meaning as he expects to see.
s ifere IS something absucd about humarb”xistence. Yon find your-

fo SurrOU?ded apgaféntly ‘solid’ meaniiigs—which are all com-
tting y trivial. But when you try to raise your.eyes beyond them, all
eertainties dissolve. I/is as disconcerting as wallcing through the front

°?r°fa magnificent building and finding that itisjust a fagade, with
ot mg bchind it. The.odd thing is that the fagade seems solid enough.

11 iJ Woidd around us cérjtainly looks consistént and logical. Itis hard
Av-4 's Part"°fa bac®jok<”.or-a fiightmare. r

Which brings us back to this most fundamental ofall questions. Is it
possible that the ladder-of-selves theory is the key not only to ‘psychic
P°\ers , but also to the basic question ofhuman existence, the riddle
\ at has always tormented philpsophers aTid"theologians and ‘existen-"
Palist thinkers? Mystics hayé declared that in flashes ofrevelation the
answer to the mystery of tne universe .suddenly becomes obvious.
And again and again, they have expressed the essence ofthis revelation
iti words like *All is well’ or ‘Everything is good.’...This is hard in fact,
Irnpossible—to cpnceive, But that is not necessarilySn ultimate objec-
i6n. We camjdt conceive'iiifinity, yet Geofrg Cantor greated a mathe-
niatics of infjInity which has proved to be a valuable tool. We cannot
conceive themotion that fukire events have'somehow already taken
place; yet cases..of precognition seem to demonstrate that, in some /
baffling sense, this is true.

The ladder-of-selves theory certainly throws light on some other
mhasic problems of human existence: for example, the problem of
~“mjUymcaningles”™p” The world around us seethes with
endless activityfand this normally strikes us as quite reasonable. But
there are certain moments of fatigue or depression when this meaning
seems to crack under us, like thin ice.*Zamu”*compares it to watching a
man gesticulating in a telephone bdoth, but being unable to hear a
Word he is saying. We suddenly”~vonder ifour whole relationship with
the world is based on a misun,derstanding. Man likes to think he has a
symbiotic relation with the laniverse, but perhaps the universe has
never heard of him? Sartre calis this same feeling ‘nausea’; it comes if
you stare at something until your sense of‘knowing’ it dissolves, and



