Consequences of Opposing Evolution

Does it matter if people oppose evolutionary theory? Yes: evolutionary theory is the basic organizing principle of biology which unifies the field of biology and makes it comprehensible. Denying evolution prevents one from really understanding or participating in any advances in biology - and that includes the biotechnology that will help define the 21st century. 

MSNBC interviews astronomer Neil deGrasse Tyson: 

Since evolution is an organizing principle of biology that allows you to understand phenomena, there are people who resist it. 

Now the way I see it, that level of resistance is not fundamentally different from the resistance that prevailed when Copernicus and Galileo demonstrated that Earth goes around the sun and not vice versa. We didn’t have Newtonian gravity back then. You couldn’t predict, with high precision, the clockwork solar system. That would have been a new word back then: “solar system,” implying that the sun is at the center of things. Back then, you had religious types arguing this, saying that it was against scripture, against God, against God’s way, God’s will. 

[H]istory has shown that some theistically based belief systems have been able to adapt to the prevailing discoveries of science. Those that don’t will be left behind. And if you’re left behind, you become disenfranchised from the forces that control emerging economies. 

We’re in the 21st century. The emerging economies are going to be scientifically and technologically driven. We’re not agrarian anymore. 

What were the consequences in the mid-1800s of saying you didn’t believe Darwin? There weren’t any, really. But today, with biotech companies, there is no understanding of biology without the theory of evolution. And so if you say, ‘I don’t believe the theory of evolution, I think we were all specially created,’ you must understand the consequences of it to your own employability. 

Now if you don’t want to become a scientist, then maybe it doesn’t matter. Fine. There are plenty of professions that do not involve scientists. But as I said, the emergent economies are going to be scientifically and technologically driven, with biotech front and center. If you’re coming in saying that there was Adam and Eve, you’re not going to get past the front door. Because they can’t use your knowledge base to invent the next vaccine, the next medicine, the next cure for cancer. That knowledge base does not track into discoveries we know are awaiting us in the halls of biotech firms. 

Tyson doesn't think that the resistance to evolutionary theory will hold out for too long: 

[W]hat is your measure of this resistance? Is it most of the world? No, it’s not most of the world that’s resisting this. It’s a small subset of the world. One might even say the holdouts. But they need to understand that their counterparts in the past were no less passionate about their objection to a scientific discovery as people objecting to the sun going around the earth or vice versa. 

They were no less passionate in the invention of the microscope, the discovery of germs: that when you got sick, it wasn’t because God made you sick, it was because you exposed yourself to these microorganisms. And I can hand you these microorganisms and you’ll come down with all these symptoms. That discovery removed God from many equations that people had going in their head for why you got sick. 

There’s a famous statement about venereal disease… when penicillin was demonstrated to cure venereal disease, there was some bishop who at the time said that this medicine was the work of the devil, because it allows you to fornicate and not face God’s punishment. And you still see a little bit of that with the AIDS virus. But by and large, people are not thinking that germs are handed off by supernatural powers. 

So I think it’s a matter of time. There’s an old saying about the evolution of every great truth: First, people say they don’t believe it; then, they say it contradicts the Bible; and third, they say they’ve known it all along. 

So just give them a little more time. They might warm up to it. 

I'm not as optimistic as Tyson on whether people will eventually embrace evolutionary biology rather than creationism, but he does make some valid points here about how scientific ideas in the past have been opposed for religious reasons and, today, are accepted by everyone. Many are unaware of the degree of resistance that has been mounted in the past by religious conservatives against so many scientific advances or discoveries. 

Tyson's comments about the importance of evolutionary theory are, however, the most important aspect of his interview. Creationists like to pretend that evolution was just made up by a bunch of atheists in order to make it easier to deny God and, therefore, nothing of scientific value will be lost by eliminating it. 

They couldn't be more wrong. They display an abysmal understanding of science, the scientific method, the history of science, and of biology itself. That's only to be expected because none of it truly matters to them — they promote creationism and deny evolution for purely religious reasons, not out of any commitment to science, reason, or reality. 

Read More: 

· Evolution vs. Creationism 

· Science vs. Religion 

· What is Creationism? 

· What is Intelligent Design? 

· What is Science?
If the only reason people ever looked into Evolution or Divinity was to find out how they could live healthier lives, and make themselves richer, and make civilization bigger and more industrialized and/or indoctrinated, than it should be no wonder that they view Divinity and Evolution as two contradictory forces, set in vehement opposition to one another. In which case they have neither comprehension of Evolution nor Divinity, in the broadest sense in which those terms apply. The Evolution of the Divine in Man does not always involve the improvement of health, the gaining of wealth, or the insurance of some sense of security against entropy, but something at once more subtle and profound, which is both particular and Universal. 

 

Besides, there is no two factions in the world more adamantly pig-headed than people who insist on labels like "athiest" and "theist". When will they realize that either one must always intrinsically imply the other?
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It's interesting to note that HPB also criticizes Darwin's theory.  She denotes the involvment of spirit into matter and feels that Darwin's theory rests on an all too narrow view of the nature of the Universe in it's denial of the spirit.  Science casts a blind eye and the ancient metaphysicians had  a far more encompassing view.  But I would still give Darwin the half.  And still, this more complicated model rests on reason and intuition in contrast with the 'Intelligent Design' people that employ a sophistry that easily succumbs to their cognitive dissonance.
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What irks me to some degree about "Intelligent Design" theories is that it presupposes the need for a Creator. This is not to say that I disavow the idea of a Creator. It seems highly likely to me that there are many such beings, of which, both directly and indirectly, we as Humanity are a party. I wouldn't make pretense to know from whence it all came, or to where it all goes. One can trace cause and effect all the way back to the source while in some sublime mystickal trance and still never really be certain as to whether or not they have ever been anywhere but in their own mind.  And it may be that the source of each individual and the Universe, ultimately, are the same shared experience: an existance at once chaotic, but with many intelligent, conscious minds manipulating its constant formation. And this is the crux of Magick, and Thelema, that we should seek out teachers of a higher order, both in the Universe and in ourselves, to further and broaden our base of experience. Intelligent Design theories are too often used to support the idea of supplication to only one such being, which is as ridiculous as the science fiction cliche of a group of cavemen worshipping some time traveller who happens to have a butane lighter.
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Well put...and so then what really becomes important is to contact these beings, at least should one have an interest in Magick.  The scientific end of this art requires that such communication somehow be verifiable; the production of new Gnosis.  As you say, how do we know that much of this is really just happening in our heads?...that something like the Gospel of Thomas is a pure fantasy or even Liber AL.  Of course, the Qablalah gives us a map and keys, but those may be self-fulfilling.  With what we know about the mind these days, just enough to note that even the most noteworthy astral vision could be a creative fantasia.
And so indeed, the apocalypses; those many documents written about this process, all disagree with each other...as do all the great sages in the many religious traditions that they have founded.  The final arbiter must at least at this time, be then, ourselves.  No authority can hold down a fiction that we can come to believe in.  Such a time has ended for us.  So perhaps, all the more reason to get back to our 231 discussions.  It is here that we are really doing something.
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