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Science is a religion based on trust in the scientific method and is slowly fusing with and
assimilating almost all traditional religions. Not only does science meet the primary definitions of
religion in many dictionaries it also fills the same functional role of religion. Science and
traditional religions share the same genetic base that was created by natural selection. This
religion of science can be found almost everywhere and is currently practiced tacitly by a large
segment of the global population. There is no need for a formal organized structure or formal
name. It is important to see that science is just an evolution of religious behavior and all religious
systems have their own unique strengths and weaknesses. The methods of science are very
different from traditional religions, but that does not exclude science from being a religion. I want
to emphasize when I say science is a type of religion, I do not mean it in a negative way. Just as
a matter of fact, not necessarily good or bad. Understanding this concept will help us more fully
understand human nature and the age-old conflict between science and traditional religions. It
may be possible to reduce religious wars/conflicts and to be better stewards of our environment
when we understand the adaptive evolutionary background of all religions. Heaven on Earth is a
lofty goal that is worth striving for.Here are a few interesting topics you will find in this document:-
Was Einstein being politically correct about God?- What do pharmaceutical science and magic
potions have in common?- Does Richard Dawkins really believe science could be taught in
classes about religion?- What Supreme Court Chief Justice believed Secular Humanism is a
religion?- What do Catholic Priests and scientists have in common?- Did The Beatles help to
bring down the Soviet Union?



Heaven on Earth: The Intersection of Religion and ScienceBy R.D. Hood © 2012 by R.D. Hood.
All rights reserved “Many thanks for the video tape of your interview, which was provocative
and (for most viewers I’m sure, uncomfortably) close to the mark. It’s hard to get frank talk on the
relation of science and religion started, but it’s worth a few bumps and knocks to get it started.” —
Professor Harvard University and Evolutionary Biologist Table of Contents SummaryAct I–Epic
History of the Universe in One ParagraphAct II–How Do We Know All This?Act III–Religion,
Science and SurvivalAct IV–Science Is a ReligionEpilogue–Heaven on Earth Summary Science
is a religion based on trust in the scientific method and is slowly fusing with and assimilating
almost all traditional religions. Not only does science meet the primary definitions of religion in
many dictionaries it also fills the same functional role of religion. Science and traditional religions
share the same genetic base that was created by natural selection. This religion of science can
be found almost everywhere and is currently practiced tacitly by a large segment of the global
population. There is no need for a formal organized structure or formal name. It is important to
see that science is just an evolution of religious behavior and all religious systems have their
own unique strengths and weaknesses. The methods of science are very different from
traditional religions, but that does not exclude science from being a religion. I want to emphasize
when I say science is a type of religion, I do not mean it in a negative way. Just as a matter of
fact, not necessarily good or bad. Understanding this concept will help us more fully understand
human nature and the age-old conflict between science and traditional religions. It may be
possible to reduce religious wars/conflicts and to be better stewards of our environment when
we understand the adaptive evolutionary background of all religions. Heaven on Earth is a lofty
goal that is worth striving for. Act 1 – Epic History of the Universe in One Paragraph In the
beginning there is a gigantic question mark. Then there were the unwritten laws of physics, the
multiverse, followed by the big bang 14 billion years ago, the start of our universe, superstrings,
and multi dimensional space. Sub-atomic and then atomic particles were formed. Early galaxies
condensed from these elements and much later our galaxy and solar system. The earth came
into being from accretion and eventually pre-cells and DNA were created by natural selection
along with the many varied forms of life we have today. So concludes this short summary of an
epic tale on the grandest scale. Act II – How Do We Know All This? How do we know this
scientific account of the universe is true? Maybe our universe is only 6,000 years old? How do
we know what is really true? There are seven ways of knowing: IntuitionRevelationReasonDirect
AwarenessIndirect AwarenessAuthoritarianismMysticism Which one of these ways of knowing
will give us the objective truth all of the time? Let’s look at each one. Intuition is having a direct
perception of truth independent of a reasoning process. I may feel that a certain combination of
numbers may win the lottery or that it will rain today before I have stepped outside. Intuition can
often be correct, but there are also many cases where it is not correct. Intuition cannot be
counted on to give truth all the time. Revelation is information given to us from a higher power.
Many people throughout history have had revelations that turned out to be false. There have
been many doomsday revelations that have come and gone. The Heaven’s Gate group is a fairly



recent example of this type. Revelation cannot be depended upon to give truth all the
time. Reason is process of coming to logical conclusions from known facts. Reason often gives
the truth, but there are some cases where it does not. Take for example. If two horses are racing
around a track, reason will tell us before they get half way around the track they must get one
quarter of the way around and so on ad infinitum. By a valid reasoning process we can prove the
horses will never finish the race. We know horses can finish a race and so reason cannot be
depended upon 100% of the time to give us the truth.Some people say there is a modern
mathematical explanation of Zeno’s Paradox, but Kevin Brown in says it is foolhardy think this
issue has been resolved. The debate is still very much alive and that leaves reason as not 100%
reliable. Kurt Godel also showed us the limits of mathematical reasoning in his incompleteness
theorems and that paradoxes will often prevail.Another example of where reason breaks down is
in the quantum world. Bell’s Theorem has shown that two particles can communicate instantly
across the universe. We have no way at this time to use reason to show why this happens at
speeds faster than light and is really instantaneous. There are many other examples, such as the
Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle, in the quantum world where reason appears to break
down. Direct Awareness is the perception of ideas directly in your mind. I can directly perceive a
dream, and in my mind it is real, but objectively it is an illusion. For this reason direct awareness
does not give objective truth all of the time and cannot be always be trusted. 

In the beginning there is a gigantic question mark. Then there were the unwritten laws of physics,
the multiverse, followed by the big bang 14 billion years ago, the start of our universe,
superstrings, and multi dimensional space. Sub-atomic and then atomic particles were formed.
Early galaxies condensed from these elements and much later our galaxy and solar system. The
earth came into being from accretion and eventually pre-cells and DNA were created by natural
selection along with the many varied forms of life we have today. So concludes this short
summary of an epic tale on the grandest scale. Act II – How Do We Know All This? How do we
know this scientific account of the universe is true? Maybe our universe is only 6,000 years old?
How do we know what is really true? There are seven ways of
knowing: IntuitionRevelationReasonDirect AwarenessIndirect
AwarenessAuthoritarianismMysticism Which one of these ways of knowing will give us the
objective truth all of the time? Let’s look at each one. Intuition is having a direct perception of
truth independent of a reasoning process. I may feel that a certain combination of numbers may
win the lottery or that it will rain today before I have stepped outside. Intuition can often be
correct, but there are also many cases where it is not correct. Intuition cannot be counted on to
give truth all the time. Revelation is information given to us from a higher power. Many people
throughout history have had revelations that turned out to be false. There have been many
doomsday revelations that have come and gone. The Heaven’s Gate group is a fairly recent
example of this type. Revelation cannot be depended upon to give truth all the time. Reason is
process of coming to logical conclusions from known facts. Reason often gives the truth, but



there are some cases where it does not. Take for example. If two horses are racing around a
track, reason will tell us before they get half way around the track they must get one quarter of
the way around and so on ad infinitum. By a valid reasoning process we can prove the horses
will never finish the race. We know horses can finish a race and so reason cannot be depended
upon 100% of the time to give us the truth.Some people say there is a modern mathematical
explanation of Zeno’s Paradox, but Kevin Brown in says it is foolhardy think this issue has been
resolved. The debate is still very much alive and that leaves reason as not 100% reliable. Kurt
Godel also showed us the limits of mathematical reasoning in his incompleteness theorems and
that paradoxes will often prevail.Another example of where reason breaks down is in the
quantum world. Bell’s Theorem has shown that two particles can communicate instantly across
the universe. We have no way at this time to use reason to show why this happens at speeds
faster than light and is really instantaneous. There are many other examples, such as the
Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle, in the quantum world where reason appears to break
down. Direct Awareness is the perception of ideas directly in your mind. I can directly perceive a
dream, and in my mind it is real, but objectively it is an illusion. For this reason direct awareness
does not give objective truth all of the time and cannot be always be trusted. Indirect Awareness
is experiencing the external world through one's senses. I may experience a burning sensation
when touching dry ice, but in reality it is very cold. I may see a mirage in the desert that turns out
to just be an illusion. I may see two mountain climbers on Mount Everest with their shirts off and
assume they feel cold, but they may actually feel very warm since they are suffering from
hypothermia. All of these examples show us indirect awareness does not always give the
truth. Authoritarianism is the process by which we get information from people in authority.
President Bush said we had proof that there were weapons of mass destruction in Iraq. Two-time
Nobel Prize winner Linus Pauling was certain Vitamin C could prevent the common cold. These
are just two examples where authoritarianism did not give us truth.A few years ago one of my
clients said something I will never forget. I was trying to use my authority to impress him with
some statistics and he told me that 92.7% of all statistics were made up. Naively, I said that is
incredible, where do you read that? He said he made it up. He may have made up the 92.7%
figure but I think there is some truth to his general statement about authorities using
statistics. Mysticism is the experience of oneness with the universe through direct experience.
Most people do not have these experiences so we must rely on others to tell us what they have
learned. This gets us back to authoritarianism and we know that does not give us the truth all of
the time. Even for a person who believes they are directly experiencing this oneness with the
universe there is no way to be certain of the validity of the experience. For that reason mysticism
cannot be depended upon to give us truth all the time. Which Way of Knowing Give us Objective
Truth 100% of the Time?
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John A. Johnson, “Like Many Arguments, So Much Depends on Initial Definitions. I have to
admire R. D. Hood's willingness to defend a provocative thesis, adding his perspective to a topic
that has been addressed by some heavyweight thinkers such as Richard Dawkins and Sam
Harris. Has he succeeded in demonstrating that science is a religion? Perhaps, but it depends
on how one defines science, religion, and central concepts within each of those definitions, such
as faith, superhuman power, and worship. To his credit, Hood painstakingly reviews a number of
online dictionary definitions of religion in an effort to identify key elements of a definition of
religion that transcend anyone's personal, idiosyncratic definition of religion.The primary core of
definitions for religion he found in all of the online entries was belief in a superhuman power
responsible for creating the universe. One of the four definitions used the term supernatural
rather than superhuman, which puts this definition in opposition to naturalistic science. Hood
argues that the laws of physics could be considered a superhuman creative power. If you agree,
you might be willing to consider science as a religion. I happen to think otherwise. To me,
scientific laws are simply human concepts that summarize observed regularities, and thus have
no creative power.Secondarily, some of the definitions mention faith in, and worship of, the
superhuman creator. Here, Hood argues that the "primary" meaning of faith is trust, rather than
the narrower, traditionally religious meaning of belief without visible evidence. If we trust the
scientific method for obtaining knowledge, we might be described as having faith in science.
Personally, I think that the online dictionaries meant faith in the narrower religious sense as they
were defining religion, so, like Richard Dawkins, I am reluctant to say that science and religions
depend on faith in the same way.As far as worship goes, I have seen many scientists, including
E. O. Wilson and Richard Dawkins, describe their reverence for nature, their respect for science,
and their humility in light of the vastness and ordered complexity of the universe. Still, to me this
is a far cry from kowtowing to a personified power, begging for mercy or favors, which is the way
I see worship in most religions.As much as I would like to engage in further detailed analysis of
this essay, I do not want to horrendously overrun Amazon's suggested word limit. So I will
conclude by first saying that I was unconvinced that science should be called a religion, but that
this is because I disagree with some of the definitions of basic concepts, and others might be
more willing to accept Hood's definitions. Despite not being sold on the argument, I nevertheless
enjoyed the work immensely because Hood is carefully tentative in his arguments, just as a
good scientist should be. He is also conversant in evolutionary theory and understands how
both religion and science evolved to serve adaptive functions in human affairs. The eBook was
good food for thought.”

The book by R.D. Hood has a rating of  5 out of 3.0. 2 people have provided feedback.
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