Conscience with Science or Science with Conscience

‘He who knows much knows that he knows nothing’ – popular saying 

Since ancient times, evolved societies which accumulated great material and cultural wealth could not ignore the need for deepening awareness about the world, its phenomena and the reasons why things are as they are.  This historic fact could have instilled knowledge in the collective conscience as an inalienable value – something which should belong to the fundamental rights of human beings.

However, when for the first time we have a global civilization the picture that evolves is depressing.  Access to knowledge is now fragmented and reserved for specialists. The generators of knowledge need to go through decades of formal training.   In this long and sometimes alienating training they learn to decipher the extensive accumulated knowledge on top of which they then begin to generate new knowledge.  However, this mountain of information is every day more impenetrable for people who are not part of a scientific circuit. 
Arthur Schopenhauer, a German philosopher, used to say that someone who doesn’t speak clearly doesn’t have clear ideas and also doesn’t have practical ideas to be communicated.  In the Amazon the majority of the scientific community is concerned with the production of detailed maps, minute reports and the conducting of rigorous experiments and examinations that seek to prove processes, describe species, and reveal discoveries about the mysteries of the Amazon.  It often seems that the scientific community has no awareness that the formers of opinion and political leaders are in most cases ordinary people and not erudite scientists.  Ordinary people faced with the need to chose between options in the name of the communities that they represent. When the list of options is poor or unintelligible the decisions are unlikely to be wise.

A well informed and intelligent society would create value from the resources spent on science and technology demanding the committed production of new and intelligible options.  

Hiding Behind Mistrust
Why is it so difficult for science to articulate a practical vision when seeking integrated solutions for society?  For several generations the rigid and intolerant mindset of religious organizations exposed free thinking people to great danger.  The sad history of scientific knowledge in the last thousand years is littered with martyrs.  When religious organizations blended with the power of the State they were unable to absorb new knowledge and new discoveries of free thinking. 

Centuries of religious persecution ended up inducing in free thinking people defense mechanisms to protect their integrity.   Because those religious organizations had the monopoly of transcendent themes and required obedient and fearful adhesion, the antibody generated had to be the direct opposite - rigorous explanation for everything, absolute disbelief ahead of the facts and the denial of everything that was not explicit and materially proven:  scientific skepticism as we know it today was born.  For a long time this skepticism has fulfilled an important role in the generation of free thinking and analysis about matter and its phenomena.  The enormous subsequent advance of so called objective knowledge has resulted in the reinforcement of the approach itself and the deepening of the scientific method.

In the inevitable dispute with religious dogmatism, science gradually retreated into its materialist shell because that is where the new method resided and it was also the territory furthest away from the centre of power of its opponents.  If on the one hand science gradually conquered through reason, on the other hand immense and wonderful fields of complexity in life and in the world were ignored and excluded as a logical consequence of the self-imposed limitations.  Like earth worms we tunneled deep into the earth and we lost our sense of vision.
The Camel through the Eye of the Needle
Birds of a feather flock together.

The main and serious  collateral effects of scientific method limiting itself has manifested as a progressive and compulsory reduction in the field of vision, which in time resulted in the fragmentation of knowledge.  With the successful explanations of isolated or magnified phenomena, reductionism has installed itself as a paradigm.  Little by little naturalists lost their wide vision and converted themselves into specialist scientists with powerful - but microscopic and disconnected - vision. The use of intuition as a wide ranging and subtle instrument of interior wisdom was demoted.  Nowadays, a scientist is someone who studies more and more about less and less until he knows everything about nothing - whereas the philosopher (or wise person of antiquity) is he who studies ever less about ever more until he knows nothing but comprehends everything.  
With material advances, philosophy weakened and so called hard science developed.  Worst of all, reductionism spread and contaminated almost all sectors of life in society, especially in the West.  We have ended up with a collection of disconnected efforts with nobody joining up the dots.  
