Archaic Viewpoints in Modern Education – by Orion Karl Daley

(Alternative)

Intelligent Design and Evolution both have their merit in view, but limit value of contribution to education when providing answers for the origins of the Human Species; and therefore the origins of all things. 

If a scientist views the non-provable as non-scientific, he/she is obliged to dismiss theoretical physics. When viewing the human species as being “Intelligently Designed”, such outlook is as equally limited; as the subject that is so called intelligently designed is the one concluding this design. Anything that does not look like the self, such as a flea, obviously does not fit the category of “Intelligence by Design”. 

“Intelligence by Design” is not something that its subject can assess the scope of; any more than “assuming randomness” dismisses the fact that what could appear as random from one viewpoint might just have an explanation of Natural Order from an entirely different viewpoint. In both cases, what is the real difference compared to expecting a lab rat to explain the maze that it could be in, or to second guess the researcher who placed it there? 

Both viewpoints assume the “Subject” as the “Observer” in order to have validity. As much as the closed mind is rudely obvious in a statement of ignorance, it should also be recognized in any form of dogma no matter how well it is dressed up.  Both cases in being “All Seeing” must distinguish themselves from ignorance, which normally says it knows everything that is worth knowing. 

If we are to accept that “Man is made in the Image of God” perhaps we should be careful not to misunderstand that we could be crafting “God” in our Image. The end result is in placing human limits on what is God. In other words, exactly who are we to judge or dismiss anything that in fact could be beyond us? Being a thread of the Devine Tapestry does not mean that we can see it.

All Seeing is equivalent to an “Imego Dei”(sp?) complex, regardless whom ever we claim to be; or practiced that is professed. The statement that if a phenomenon is “Not Measurable, or reproducible is not considered Scientific” is afforded very little validity when trying to measure the Universe, its quarks and phenomenon. Further more, only a Fool would try to measure the "Gift of Divinity" with what standard of measure that is yet to be discovered, let alone when only dealing with one of its threads. 

“We as Humans are not “All Seeing”, regardless if being Scientist, or in advocating any form of Unique / Specialized Design”. In both views, the absurdity in assuming that intelligence is solely for the Human Species truly limits what is intelligence for the Human Species. 


We have an opportunity of broadening both viewpoints if we can accept that: 

A). From the Western Religious point of view, our purpose for a God can be somewhat more encompassing than being centered and focused on just legitimizing the Human Species. In other words, that “All” might have the same “Gift of Divinity” that we as humans assume. Otherwise, what is the difference in today’s viewpoints about being made in the image of God, compared to the days when Galileo was persecuted for considering that the Earth was not the center of “God’s Universe”; or when Magellan sailed a Flat Earth. 

B). Evolution as a view, must also broaden its outlook. Scientists can comfortably have a closed paradigm that is similar to religion, where anything that does not fit in the ‘Paradigm’ simply does not exist. This outlook short changes Science in what its creator, the ‘Human Species’ has for explaining itself with respect to other things. 

Education can include thought (abstraction and synthesis) as opposed to just teaching students to be scribes. Thought to explore where limitations are placed could be considered to offer quality to education. 

The agendas for wishing to teach any form of dogma should likewise be examined thoughtfully; or truly why not just teach extremisms. 

To teach religion in schools should be considered an open and transparent practice where all religions represent the same educational value. This way, Religion can have a measurable educational value. 

In order to teach science in schools, such as Darwin’s Evolution, it is of value to make it clear that as humans we are fallible. We have limits to our understanding of things. But it is this understanding that originally pioneered Science; and to be Science, Science must always be pioneered. 

Both extremes might try explaining the nature of a simple flea prior to extolling significance onto the Human Species; that is regardless if the Species is to be the Examiner, or the Examined. After all, the Flea should be much simpler to explain than the Human; and perhaps both extremes might find themselves on middle ground. 


