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12.    ETH-COM----FIFTH SESSION
“Leaps of Knowledge”


QUESTION 1:
In your last answer, you spoke about the conversion XE "conversion"  of primordial energy XE "primordial energy"  into “our” kind of energy XE "energy" , that of our universe XE "universe"  or of other universes XE "universes"  such as ours. Could you expound on that?


ANSWER 1:

I will elaborate on that when I describe a possible scenario for a “creation event XE "creation event" ,” the birth of a universe XE "universe"  from primordial space XE "primordial space" 

 XE "Space" -energy XE "energy" . Before we get there, I need to lay down more groundwork with conclusions or assumptions sixth through ninth.


Q 2:
How confident are you about the accuracy of your assumptions?


A 2:
It does not matter XE "Matter"  what my level of confidence is. I could have a ten percent level of confidence and be right XE "Right" , or have a ninety percent level of confidence and be wrong XE "Wrong" . What really matters is the opinions of the experts, the consensus of good XE "Good"  thinkers. They may validate some of my arguments XE "arguments" , or they may have a few hearty laughs at my expense when meeting for cocktails. Regardless of how they judge XE "Judge" , I know that I tried my best. Besides, I do not mind exposing myself to ridicule as long as it is for a good cause XE "cause" .


The search for new XE "New"  knowledge XE "knowledge"  is certainly a good XE "Good"  cause XE "cause" , but the terrain is precarious. What I am attempting to do with my overall theory is to take a leap of knowledge. I can liken it to trying to jump over a stretch of quicksand.

Imagine that we are all standing on a shoreline. Let us call it the shore XE "Shore"  of relative XE "Relative"  ignorance XE "ignorance"  or the shore of relative knowledge XE "knowledge" . In front, there is quicksand. Beyond the quicksand, there is dry, safe land. Let us name that, the shore of knowledge XE "shore of knowledge" . We want to get there, but we cannot walk around the quicksand. It extends endlessly to our left and to our right XE "Right" . The only way to get to the other side is to jump. If an attempt falls short, that person perishes in the quicksand.


A proligious XE "proligious"  attitude is good XE "Good"  in this situation. The way I see it, if I perish in the quicksand trying to take a leap of knowledge XE "knowledge" , amen and humankind XE "humankind"  goes forward. Let another one come after me, and one right XE "Right"  after that, and many more thereafter until one is successful in getting to the other side. It will not be unaided leg power that will allow the prodigious leaper to land on its intended target. The power of our brains working in unison will provide the force to the legs of that successful jumper. By offering constructive criticism and by helping one another with the relative XE "Relative"  knowledge we possess, we can make it happen.


Once one of us is standing on that opposite shore XE "Shore"  of knowledge XE "shore of knowledge" , ert XE "Ert"  can help the rest get to that side. Just pass on the knowledge XE "knowledge" . Then all of us can duplicate the feat. Even if someone falls on the quicksand, we can throw a rope or offer a stick he or she can grab to come to our blessed shore. In other words, if people jump without having total understanding XE "understanding"  and, therefore, fall on swampland, those who are standing on the shore of knowledge will explain things so that they too can understand.


Q 3:
In your analogy, why can we choose to call where we stand either the shore XE "Shore"  of relative XE "Relative"  ignorance XE "ignorance"  or the shore of relative knowledge XE "knowledge" ?


A 3:
We can call it by either name because we can describe our state two different ways. One way is to say that we are ignorant about many things, but we are not ignorant about everything. The other way is to say that we know some things, but we do not know everything.

This is true XE "True"  for all fields of human XE "human"  endeavor. Between the arts and the sciences, however, our deficiencies are more obvious in the fields of science and technology. We have not found a cure for cancer XE "cancer"  or other deadly diseases; we do not have a unified theory of the universe XE "universe" ; our space XE "Space"  program XE "program"  is in its infancy and we cannot travel at hyper-speed (if that is possible), etc, etc, etc. This list could go on and on until we have a complete inventory of all that we would like to accomplish, and of all the new XE "New"  knowledge XE "knowledge"  necessary for those projects.

Q 4:
Am I correct in assuming that we will need many “leaps of knowledge XE "leaps of knowledge" 

 XE "knowledge" ” before becoming a highly intelligent advanced civilization XE "civilization" ?

A 4:
Yes, you have hit the mark. One leap of knowledge XE "knowledge"  is not going to solve all our problems. We need leaps of knowledge XE "leaps of knowledge"  in every field XE "Field" , in many different projects within each field.

Leaps of knowledge XE "knowledge"  are target-specific. For example, in the field XE "Field"  of medicine, cancer XE "cancer"  research XE "research"  has one main target: to find a cure for that disease. Attempts to achieve that goal XE "Goal"  require that researchers work on different specific studies or experiments. Each one of those is a sub-target they hope will help lead to a cure. A leap of knowledge will occur if, and only if, the team conducts those specific studies or experiments that are key factors in finding a cure. Therefore, to make that big general leap of knowledge (finding a cure) smaller leaps must first be successful (identifying and conducting those studies or experiments that are keys to the puzzle).


Q 5:
Governments and businesses XE "businesses"  could also take “leaps of knowledge XE "leaps of knowledge" 

 XE "knowledge" ” to solve the problems they face, is not that so?


A 5:
That is correct. Let us say a company has a problem they need to solve. To get to the shore XE "Shore"  of knowledge XE "shore of knowledge"  (i.e. to find a solution XE "solution"  if one is possible), they need to use the available expertise of executives and other personnel. If more knowledge XE "knowledge"  is necessary, they may have to do some research XE "research"  or hire an outside consultant.


The way to start the search for a solution XE "solution"  is to ask many questions and exchange XE "exchange"  views XE "Views" . “What is the problem?” should be question number one. “What do we need to do to solve this problem?” should be question number two. Do we need to invest on new XE "New"  plant and equipment? Do we need to streamline our inventory? Do we need to change XE "change"  certain procedures? Do we need to make some personnel moves? Do we need better training for our employees? Do we need to improve communications? If not any of these, then what is it we need to do to solve this problem?


A leap of knowledge XE "knowledge"  is what it says, a jump from a state of ignorance XE "ignorance"  or lesser knowledge to a state of illumination or greater knowledge. In the field XE "Field"  of business XE "business"  management, there is a wealth of information out there. It is available to any executive or group XE "group"  who wants to know how to deal with a specific situation. Most business problems are commonplace. They are nothing new XE "New" . There are precedents establishing a variety of measures to follow in solving them. Therefore, in many instances, bad XE "Bad"  management is either due to a lack of individual talent or effort on the part of executives, or due to a lack of teamwork.

In business XE "business"  enterprises, leaps of knowledge XE "leaps of knowledge" 

 XE "knowledge"  can be the result of the work of a single person, or of a whole group XE "group"  of people. Since geniuses are few and far in between, I recommend the teamwork approach to problem solving.


Q 6:
Getting back to Religion and Philosophy, you talked about the importance of having a proligious XE "proligious"  attitude. You expressed the hope that those who come after you succeed where you fail to give us the right XE "Right"  answers. How do you feel about those that came before you?


A 6:
The great religious XE "religious"  leaders XE "Leaders"  and philosophers of the past XE "Past"  tried to lead us in the right XE "Right"  direction. They were all searching for knowledge XE "knowledge"  in one way or another. To all of them I owe an immense debt of gratitude for having given me the basis from which to start my own search. I consider them my brothers XE "brothers"  in spirit XE "Spirit" .

Having said that, and generalizing, I will add that they were all partly successful: they made some statements that correspond with the truth XE "Truth" . “Do unto others as you would have them do unto you,” What good XE "Good"  human XE "human"  being XE "human being"  could disagree with that moral XE "Moral"  truth as a point of departure for establishing a moral code of conduct? That is knowledge XE "knowledge" . It is my first philosophy XE "philosophy" . However, I would not forgive XE "forgive"  someone who acts against me “seven times, or seventy times seven,” if I am quoting Jesus XE "Jesus"  correctly. That is wrong XE "Wrong" . I would never make that my second philosophy.

If I treat a man like my brother XE "brother"  and he does me wrong XE "Wrong"  repeatedly, I should take corrective action. It is a question of human XE "human"  dignity and human rights XE "human rights" 

 XE "Rights" , mine and yours too. Every good XE "Good"  person on the planet XE "Planet"  deserves respect, the right XE "Right"  amount. If my second philosophy XE "philosophy"  taught me to remain passive or submissive, what kind of moral XE "Moral"  lesson would I be teaching my hypothetical wicked brother or any bystanders that may be learning from him?

I use the above as an example of how I can both agree and disagree with Jesus XE "Jesus"  or with any religious XE "religious"  leader XE "Leader"  that came before me. Whether I am for or against something depends on the specific statement or command in question. I will analyze it and tell you what I think. It has nothing to do with liking or disliking the messenger. It is all a matter XE "Matter"  of substance XE "substance" .

One thing is certain. Many religions ask people to accept leaders XE "Leaders"  and their philosophies purely on faith. Believe that God XE "God"  spoke to Moses and, therefore, believe in him and in all that is in the Torah XE "Torah" . Believe that Jesus XE "Jesus"  is the Son XE "Son"  of God XE "Son of God"  and, therefore, believe in him and in all that is in the New Testament. Believe that Muhammad XE "Muhammad"  is the prophet of God and, therefore, believe in him and in all that is in the Koran XE "Koran" . Perhaps not all men of God ask that of believers, but in general, those are the expectations.

I believe the religious XE "religious"  leaders XE "Leaders"  of the past XE "Past"  failed in one aspect: they assumed they had arrived at knowledge XE "knowledge"  of God XE "God"  and morality XE "morality" . They did not doubt themselves or warn their followers that beliefs XE "beliefs"  can end up being wrong XE "Wrong" . If they did, they certainly did not write about it. I do believe they were searching for knowledge in the beginning of their spiritual journeys. However, I get the impression they settled for certain beliefs and apparently closed their minds XE "Minds"  to other possibilities.

To ask people to accept things solely on faith is not leading people in the right XE "Right"  direction. Beliefs are many, but knowledge XE "knowledge"  is one. That is the right direction: knowledge. Some of my personal beliefs XE "beliefs"  I may choose to accept on pure faith, but I will not ask you to believe them. I will not tell you they are the truth XE "Truth" . I may talk about them, but I do not expect you to accept them as the truth.
It is a different story when I am giving you arguments XE "arguments"  in support of a conclusion XE "conclusion" . There, I am the surgeon putting the matter XE "Matter"  in question under the knife. I am going after knowledge XE "knowledge" , trying to find what is true XE "True"  and what is false. You are a witness to the operation. Therefore, I can ask you to accept that point if you agree my arguments are valid.

Together, that is the way to work toward knowledge XE "knowledge" . There will be genius loners making discoveries in the privacy of their own homes or laboratories, and we should gladly accept the fruits of their gifts, but what do the rest of us do in the meantime? Should we not find ways to develop our talents to contribute to the growth of the race XE "the race" ? What is our status as a developing civilization XE "civilization" ? Are we on schedule to succeed or on our way to becoming extinct? If the latter, how many leaps of knowledge XE "leaps of knowledge"  are needed to avert disaster? In the absence XE "absence"  of a certain answer, I say let us be humble XE "humble"  and get to work.
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