Modern views of Origins (2)

Primary difference between a Christian view and any Materialist view:

>>Summarize these (from Modern Views (1))

Purpose, - make this an overview of views to give flavour but keep ethical results in view - my comments in the overviews of Jones and Dawkins are in italics. Anything else there is a summary of their beliefs

Christian Belief: Created, With a purpose, External ethical standards

Christian believes that humans are going to live for ever, created by God to worship their creator - we have gone off the rails and the return to true happiness is only achievable by obedience to Christ - 'good' and 'bad' have a definition external to human emotions

Materialist Presupposition: (note presupposition - the Christian presupposition is Jesus) Evolved, ,motivation and standards internally derived and change with time

Materialist believes that humans are mereley the accidental result of the blind workings of matter and exist only for about 70 years. There is nothing 'intrinsically' wrong and happiness is achievable by improvments in social systems. - 'good' and 'bad' definable only inasmuch as they contribute to such improvements

Main ethical result: The importance of the individual

Many agreements - good diets, social services, hospitals, peace, etc but ultimately the difference sumarized in attitude to individual. To a materialist, the continuing 'units' are nations, states, civilisations, - etherialised to 'humanity' or 'life' itself. - individuals are too transient to be important. To a Christian, individuals are more important, they are eternal, the other things are ephemeral.

This difference dominates all others - in particular, it profoundly influences ethics:

Main purpose of this lecture:  To give a flavour of, Compare and contrast two recent secular views about humanity, (Dawkins and Jones) and comment upon them from the view point of one Christian

Dawkins: 'Selfish Gene' - His continuing units are the genes themselves, man (or any organism) is merely the 'container' for the genes who are 'blindly concerned only with their own survival

Jones: 1991 'Reith' Lectures -  his continuing units ??, - probably 'human-society' ??. Man (or any organism) is an archeological record of the workings of evolution.

Both have their outworkings in the way in which one views humanity and ethics.

Jones: (Note: This is a Summary of the Reith Lectures 1991)
Basic Message: Genes are messages from past: (Haley's principle (geology) key to present lies in past)

We are living fossils

Some theories say 'predestined by our genes' (Nouvelle Calvinism) - no point in trying to do anything 

 Science isn't answering the basic real questions 'Why are we here?' 'How ought we to behave?

(ie 'what makes us more than machines?') - it has reduced our expectations in the moral sphere

Genetics, however, coupled with Darwinian Evolution, can give us insights into where we came from, and what sex/age/death really mean.

eg: 
Difference white/black is in 10 genes


Human origins about 100,000 years ago


Life origins 3,000,000,000 years ago

controlled by DNA (6 feet per cell) 

(a human about 3,000,000,000 letters (moon and back 8000 times))

(everyone different - about 1 letter/1000 = 3M per person) - taste PT (1 gene) , blood groups(12)

Key points

1) Relatives similar because common ancestor - therefore we can read these messages from past

Mitochondrial Eve - (pigmies  locally 12 miles but sex based differences 300 miles - men hunt)

Chimps share 98% with us - Rabbits 96% (but a chimp is not 98% human, it is a chimp!!)

2) You are changing all the time - garbled transmission 'descent with modification' 

5000 mutational diseases (1 person in 30 in UK) - eg 500K carry Cystic Fibrosis gene but have to breed to get it. eg Haemophilia males need 1 copy/females 2 ... more common among males - arose in Q. Victoria's parents)  ... here the my 'history cross'

3) Lot of redundant DNA - if scale LE to JoG 50 codons to inch -- 3000 miles -- so far human genome project (complete 2005) has done 2 miles - only about 5000 factories

in total we only know much about one (or rather 2 very separated factories) Betaglobins - 1000 ft of factory make factor VIII , most apparently redundant but


a) odd letter changes produce different haemophilia factors


b) sometimes whole factory missing


c) sometimes whole 'half-factory' added (virus insertion??)

very lethal changes don't survive to breed ... disappear quickly // less lethal remain

If this is typical: 1 mutation per 5 generations (ie 10 per generation in UK) estimate 8/10 spontaneousley aborted ((Thalidomide tragedy, It is now thought that Thalidomide did not itself produce deformed humans, but rather that it prevented ‘natural’ abortions of damaged foetuses))

What causes an increase?? Xrays - no evidence from Hiroshima and Nagasaki // Pollution no evidence yet

Analogy with language:: 
Sanskrit
Latin

French

British





raj

rex

roi

royal


in 1000 years 2 cultures share 80% of their words

------> Molecular Clock


But it is 'eccentric' not even constant 'tick' for one gene 


AIDS seems to mutate about 50 / year   


clock  shows 1830 monkeys to humans (W Africa - Haiti - USA - Europe)


(paper Sunday said AIDS in population in Kenya for 'several hundred' years, so we don’t really know)


Short generations --> more mutations (red blood cells 4 months >> Ms per human lifetime)

Age: result of 'more mistakes' usually losses - each chromosome has a 20,000 end at birth, 10,000 by 60


Downes Syndrome babies 30 times more common above 45 than below 21

Sex is way we 'renovate' the mistakes by recombining info from different ancestors


(Answer to 'Why do humans decay and humanity not? <<That is a questionable premise -what about the fall>>)


Sex is a 'redemption' <<his term>> a 'purging' of our mistakes reversing of biological decay


 <<the eternity group, a group in America that believes that permanent sex leads to permanent life>>

We no longer believe the 'if you found a watch you have to believe in a watchmaker'


(eg sparrows - North bulky short legs (cold form) South slim long legs(warm form)


same in USA but only a few pairs imported - in 100 years they have segregated by


Natural Selection

When this reality hit Church (1860) some tried to say 'Evolution was God's way' but


a) not very efficient (PIG to STY    .... PIG WIG WAG WAY SAY STY but....try it randomly




not only 'valid words' only - else death




no direction (can cycle)




what are rules - change environment = no verbs - then again = no nouns


b) often Cruel - Ultimately disease is the dominant evolutionary force




static environment - eg cold may be brutal but it is static




diseases themselves evolve





and we evolve to match them  (Malaria example)



30 or more adaptations - some cells have different shape






   some cells suicide if attacked






   some cells change heamoglobin entirely


World-wide, 1 in 20 have blood adaptions as result of humanities fight against malaria

The haphazard approach works surpisingly well to produce eyes and ears, but it cannot produce a watch - that requires a designer - Natural Selection has superb tactics but no strategy

<<need to comment here

 - as we haven't yet succeded in producing a self-sustaining organism that is an incredible jump

- Godel's theorem implies to some that we can never create an AI machine as clever as we are >>

Incidentally, our 'determined strategy' (spray and kill mosquitoes) hasn't worked very well either - even though we understand it, there are now more people suffering from malaria than there were 20 years ago

eg Ashkenazy Jews have a resistance to TB ----> 1 in 30 suffer from Tay-Sachs degeneration of nervous system - die at 20:   used to have 8 children but only 2 survived to breed, now we have overcome childhood deaths we have significantly increased  incidence of Tay-Sachs -

 and still the average life-span has not increased - most of these diseases affect us now after breeding age ---->in 1st World disease as evolutionary pressure is almost eliminated - what's left (gene for large families??)

anti-Dawkins:  

societey not driven by genes, genes affected by society


eg Fossil evidence shows that as soon as man arose he moved


      Neanderthal man died out (after 200,000 years) 



genocide - no evidence for, lot cultural against 



interbreed - no evidence (no neanderthal genes in european peoples)

 

economic - probably - stone versus bone


 Hunter gatherer (10 sq mile/person - commonest cause of death violence)


Farmer 1 sq mile per person - commonest cause of death senility


City-dweller (100 / sq mile - commonest cause of death disease (deficiency/communicable)

examples: 

20 - Boers went into S.Africa  - now 30,000 with porphyria

Americans genetically not diverse/Africans are (therefore the origin of humanity)

History: 10,000 - farmers, 4,000 Europe, 3,000 Britain - about 1 Km per year

 - dominant barrier to interbreeding is language (Basques) now we have IT - but we are all same
Bad Science:

'Mongolism' (downes syndrome babies 'evolved to a lower state' (called 'Englishism' in Japan)

Amercan Immigration - 'nordics breed well/ others 'devolve'

Why white-black?


Not skin cooling - bad physics


Not anti skin-cancer - don't get that 'til after breeding


Rickets - (manage VitD better so white selected as pass North - not enough effect)

Conclusion: We don't know)

Basically we could suffer a disaster which left only Papuans and still have 'nearly all' genetic diversity - we all have nearly all the total genetic diversity - more difference within Europe than between Brits and Nigerians

My Comments
OK - means what? 


Explicit - can't get morals out of genetics


Implicit - disease is good (Natural Selection Rules)


Implicit - eugenics (Society defines evolution) (splice out bad genes/splice in good genes)



Other methods don't work



We as a race are robust enough to take it -it can't do much harm


(But all this is based on knowledge of just two 'factories' - a few yards of the 3000 miles of genetic material we have so far evaluated)



(All evidence we have points to 'change one thing - other effects too'


Taxonomist's Null hypothesis - All Genes code for more than one character, all charavters are coded for by more than one gene

Dawkins (Note: This is my understanding of his position)
Dawkins: - Selfish gene , Blind Watchmaker, etc.
Main thesis: The important evolutionary units are genes - 'organisms' (and therefore populations) are merely machines / bags/ of genes and therefore not important

<< Personal Preview here: Very glib writer and very easy to read  (Front Cover - The sort of popular science writing that makes the reader feel like a genius) --- as my ‘Easter’ quote last week pointed out it is a matter of feeling not of knowing - you can't actually achieve genius level without a lot of study - I think its dangerous - preface to 1976 edition recommends 'read it as SF' - unfortunately it is having far more effect on societey, (Pete Bod) and considering that 'logically' it is very suspect when analysed, the obvious intention is Wittgenstinian - impart the 'idea' but you don't need facts

We are 'survival machines' / 'robot vehicles' blindly programmed to preserve selfish molecules known as genes (predestined) (what another writer called Nouvelle Calvinism!)

Claims '89% is Darwinism - its a logical outcome of neo-Darwinism merely a different way of looking at it (Necker Cube - both views are 'true' - but this theory 'transfigures knowledge' and is the ultimate test of intelligence 'Have they discovered Evolution' or are they 'still in superstition'

Claims answers to the serious questions (chap 1 'Why are People') chapters entitled Family Planning

Everyone else in ethics field is wrong (Lorenz 'On Aggression' Ardrey 'Social Contract' Eibl-Eibesfeldt 'Love and Hate' - they all misunderstood Evol. they thought it has 'good of species' as its motivation - what it really is is 'good of gene'   ---(Can Evolution have a 'motive'?)


Chicago Gangster who survives is 'quick on draw' etc -


 what's actually at issue is a gene for ‘quick on draw’ survives

Some of our genes have been around for millions of years - very good survival characterstic - but only by showing a ruthlessnes to survive (like the gangster)

 Altruism is merely a genes way of fostering its own ends - to survive at the animal's level (eg 'herd instinct' - safety in numbers/breed a lot - even if a lot eaten, even more left)

Selfish gene has an edge - but evolution is blind to future - its organism has to breed now

'The wonderful realisation that we have enough time for evolution to do anything'

First official scientific expression of 4th law of thermodynamics
.(!!) that I've seen
"'you could shake your cocktail shaker for so long that the entire history of the universe would be a mere blink of an eyelid before you got Adam' but Darwin came to the rescue (although he didn't know it) the cocktail shaker came up with the replicator molecule - the immortal coil"


1.Stability - Longevity at chemical level


2.Fecundity


3.Accuracy of replication --- this is where the ‘Easter’ paper quote came from
Competition


4. Ability to reduce stability of rivals (originally eat them)


5. Ability to protect self from rivals

Not same as 'key to past lies in present'

**NB** we don't look for life in the seas nowadays, they gave that up long ago, now they exist inside great lumbering robots, colonies sealed off  from outside world, manipulating their vehicle by remote control

NB DNA - current holder of gene-characteristics may not have been the original holder

NB given the amount of genetic material it  will take decades and make take centuries to understand the human genetic structure

(Different model)

letters to words(codons)-->pages(genes)--->books(gene complex)--->volumes(chromosomes)

Humans are not 46 volumes but 2*23 volumes

Pages are loose-leaf

Sex is swapping pages

Ergo, a selfish gene will need to be small to survive else it will be broken

NB individual molecule only lasts a few months, copies of it are immortal - only valid criterion is selfishness

Why death? - not copying failures during life, rather the existence of lethal genes - late-acting - after reproduction (else it wouldn't survive to the next generation) - probably the most succssful gene of all, it seems to affect all living creatures - but its very existence implies that there is a 'lethal-gene supressor gene' - (Why??) therefore selective breeding of people so that they don't reproduce until their 50's should increase the supressor gene, and .....---> til we are immortal

(Sex gene is a very selfish gene too)

Genes control individuals just like a programmer controls a computer - chess playing variety - teach it the rules and short-cuts to winning (there are too many options to look at all) let it learn by experience - programmer can't interfere - that would be cheating  (!!!!)

It learns 'Evolutionary Stable Strategies'  what we call in our human environment Ethics
eg (Anti Incest because genes require a wider pool - more copies of the books to ensure wide-spread survival - therefore .the whole idea of lethal recessives is selfish gene invention....)

That's merely a flavour !!

Now let's really think about it... Plausibilty depends on the con trick of getting us to accept that molecules can think - have strategies - are ruthless - have motivation - can program their robot - may take the long view (Altruism) even though admitting  Evolution itsef is blind to future, the gloss to that loses it in 'castles in the air verbiage' - although it reappears later in the book when its conveniently required to discuss ethics at a personal (robots have personalities!) level

What does it imply?
Explicit: We are determined (predestined): NB ‘predestined’ is his term

Explicit: Individual and populations and societies are unimportant

Implicit: Ruthlessness and Aggression are good things


 (even if we are evolved games-theory complex strategies for individual survival) 

Explicit: Intelligence allows us to comprehend and thus affect our own evolution


- but only minimally and only in response to the urgings of our genes

Explicit:  Ideas are like genes - they may have their own 'existence' = memes =

(basically we believe what we are bought up to believe - there is a strong Protestant meme in Northern Ireland, and a successful RC meme that has associated itself with a 'fertility' gene worldwide - but in the South of Ireland - hence the 'predestined' violence - its only gene/meme competition

Summary

Jones means what? 


Explicit - can't get morals out of genetics 


 --- Agree morals have to be externally derived



(C.S.Lewis in ‘Abolition of Man’ - how can you judge a system from inside it)



(Fallen man - intellect and will)


Implicit - disease is good (Natural Selection Rules) 


---- this is horrific - Jesus was accompanied by a plague of good health! Disease is bad


Implicit - eugenics (Society defines evolution) - we can decide where we are going


----- worrying because of the fall -  who decides? who controls the controllers?

Dawkins:


Explicit: We are determined (predestined)

----- agree with term but not with him 


(predestination defines our goal not our behaviour)


predestined by what ?


..... molecules with emotions of ruthlessness (ultimately the void) or a loving God?

Explicit: Individual and populations and societies are unimportant

---- disagree - Jesus died for me and you



Societies are our responsibility -  salt and light

Implicit: Ruthlessness and Aggression are good things

---- disagree
 - gentle as doves - go the extra mile - love your enemies



 - as much as it lies within you be at peace with all men



- take not vengeance

Explicit: Intelligence allows us to comprehend and thus affect our own evolution

---- that is contradictory to his first point that we are predestined


Explicit:  Ideas are like genes 


--- example of 'glibness'

Finally 


In discussion with unsaved
 people, the far end of time is more important than beginning to the individual ... where is he or she going?


in society we are called to be  salt and light

�  There are only 3 laws of thermodynamics. Th 4th law of Thermodynamics an Science Fiction idea  and has been stated as ‘In a Universe the size of ours anything that can happen will happen’


� My Favourite Calvin quote: “it is not up to us to talk about ‘unbelievers’ we can only talk about the ‘not yet saved’ “


� in my personal experience, there are very few people for whom evolution is critical while they are exploring Christianity, it is usually an arguing point for those who don’t want to listen. For the few for whom it does matter, it is essential that they see and talk to a specialist who knows the field, if it isn’t your field, you can do a lot of damage - but most probably to your own faith! We do not have a ‘God of the Gaps’ (i.e. who answers the questions that Science cannot answer and who must necessarily decrease while our science claims to know more and more) Rather, we have a God who created and made it all, and who is unworried by Science - Rom 1:21 implies that we can (and must) ask questions of creation, but the answers may not be those we expect





