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THE QUESTION
ABOUT TRUTH

“Sanctify them by the truth,
your word 1s truth.”



http://www.talesofordinarymagic.com/2013/02/28/the-truth-behind-the-truth/

EXPLORING
EPHESIANS AND PHILIPPIANS

The Words of Scripture

The Persistence of
Natural Law

The Question About Truth
The Search for Truth

The Courage of Truth:
Parrhesia

What is required of us?
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EPHESIANS

« Ephesians 4:15 But speaking the truth’ in love, let
us grow up in all things into Him who is the head,

Christ.

e Ephesians 4:21 If indeed you have heard Him and
were taught in Him, just as truth’ is in Jesus.

e Ephesians 4:24 And to put on the new man, the
one created according to God, in righteousness
and holiness of the truth’.

1 alethia



EPHESIANS

» Ephesians 4:25 Therefore, having put away
falsehood, speak truth! each one with his

neighbor, because we are members of one
another.

e Ephesians 5:9 For the fruit of the light is in all
goodness and righteousness and truth’.

1 alethia



EPHESIANS

e Ephesians 6:14 Stand therefore, having girded
your waist with truth! and having put on the
breastplate of righteousness.

e Ephesians 6:19 And [pray] for me, that a word may
be given to me in the opening of my mouth, to
make known with boldness? the mystery of the
gospel.

1 alethia 2 parrhesia - fearless speech, true speech



PHILIPPIANS

e Philippians 1:18 For what does it matter, except
that in every way, whether in pretense or in truth?,
Christ is proclaimed, and in this | rejoice; yes, and |
will rejoice.

e Philippians 1:20 According to my earnest
expectation and hope, that | will in no way be
ashamed, but with all boldness?, as always, so also
now, Christ will be magnified in my body, whether
by lite or by death.

1 alethia 2 parrhesia - fearless speech, true speech



“Persistence of
Natural Law”



Persistent Laws

» [irst, the principle of sufficient reason implies that the rules
under which the universe operates cannot be arbitrary.

x According to Lee Smolin®, God would be bound to use a
blueprint of a certain sort in order to ensure that the
universe would operate as It does.

= [he non-arbitrary nature of the laws guarantees that
science Is possible.

*Lee Smolin, Time Reborn: From the Crisis in Physics to the Future of the Universe (New York, NY: Houghton Mifflin
Harcourt, 2013).



Persistent Laws

®x Second, the principle of the identity of indiscernibles implies
that the application of the second law of thermodynamics In
which the tendency of any closed system is toward entropy
IS correct, but that the universe is not a closed system, nor is
our solar system, our biological beings, or the planet earth.

x |n The Trouble with Physics, Lee smolin engages with

the identity of indiscernibles.

fundamental principles that challenge the prevailing
paradigms In theoretical physics, including the principle of

his principle originates in the

philosophy of Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz and posits that if two
entities are indistinguishable by all their properties, then they
are not two entities but one and the same.



Persistent Laws

x [his view contradicts the argument stating that God created
the world and that world Is moving inevitably toward
disorder, toward entropy.

x [he Second Law of Thermodynamics, held widely by
Christians as proof against evolution, is tantamount to
deism, not the result they were expecting, nor an acceptable
compromise to attain the credibility of being scientific.



Persistent Laws

= [hird, the principle of driven self-organization, relying on
the first and second, suggests that self organizing
structures are inevitable.

®x  [hose who privilege Scripture posit that the emergence of
new Species Is the result of God’s special creation.

= [hose who privilege science claim that the emergence of
Nnew species Is purely the result of self-organized
complexity through natural selection.



The Question
about Truth

“Sanctify them by the truth,
your word is truth.”




GREEK THERAPEUTIC
COMMUNITIES

In these communities, the
process of instruction
started with Listening to
the sage.

Reading

Then writing
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THE PROCESS AND
PRODUCT

Disciplines in order

Listening to the sage was required for at least one year. The
student must become accustomed to hearing the truth.

Reading the words of the sage and varieties of interpretation
would acquaint students with particular locutions and formulas
(with reasons) that stood the test of time.

Writing the words of the sage and commentaries provided
mnemonic reinforcement so that when students found
themselves in a ethical difficulty, they could recall the words of
the sage to guide them.

Speaking the truth was a discipline that often required putting
oneself at risk, and so was not suitable for a mere student.



THE SYNAGOGUE

» The purpose of the Synagogue was not worship, but instruction in
the Scriptures.

» This included readings of the Hebrew Bible, accessing the
Talmud, Midrash, and the varieties comments on the scriptures
passed down from previous generations.




GOD'S WORD ALONE?

*» What was Jesus suggesting saying his Father’s word was truth?
The whole Bible (OT) not New Testament
The meanings of the texts literally (incoherent)

The meanings of the texts figuratively (mythologies)

Meanings with commentaries, with a remainder of undecidable
texts

What God himself speaks to us by the Holy Spirit
etc.

Do we escape having to interact with God by having a logical
textual theology that provides exact objective truth?

* Do we need the texts at all when we have God?




THE PROCESS OF ACQUIRING THE TRUTH IS A
COMPLEX OF PRACTICES: LEARNING,
READING, MEMORIZING, ANALYZING, BUT

MOST OF ALL DOING WHAT CHRIST HAS
COMMANDED.




GOD'S WORD ALONE?

*» Understanding what Christ’s word commands, though, is a
complex of practices that doesn’t leave out any of the disciplines
required to acquire the knowledge of God.

Does that mean the truth is unattainable,
or that what we call truth is relative,

or that the multiple answers to the same question preclude
defining it?

In other words, do the postmoderns leave us in the lurch?




GOD'S WORD ALONE?

» There may be no single rationality, but Christianity is not
primarily a rationality.

» Itis a practice, the practice of following Christ in our context
which we do to the best of our ability by the grace of God and the
guidance of the Holy Spirit.




CHRIST'S WORD ALONE?

» Am I avoiding the question here?

*» No. The practice of becoming like Christ is experimental. One
can’t do it purely by a good or even a great theory. It has to be
walked. It is a process of self construction.

What is your will, Oh God? Remind me of the words of Christ that
I may follow him. Instruct me in your truth that I may be
presented to you holy and sanctified.




Searching for
the Truth



Searching for the Truth

e Why must one not stop short of the
truth when searching for it, nor give
up the search when it is found?

e Because...



Stopping the search
assumes that we know
everything, that we have
arrived at complete godlike
objectivity.

This is one thing we are
certain is false.



Searching for the Truth

e Two metaphors:
e Bitmapped/Vector
e Static/Self Organizing



Bitmapped: Newton



Vector






Vector: Einstein



Searching for the Truth

e What is puzzling is that mathemastics
provides such a remarkably accurate
model of the world.



Searching for the Truth

e Three Stages

e 19th century materialistic monism,
(described under the Materialism
heading)

e Static universes

e Self-organizing structures



Searching for the Truth

e A Static Universe (19th century)

e Created at one time, or has always
been there. (Our version of the big
bang is mid-20th century.)

e Closed thermodynamic system.

e Running down like a wind-up clock.

e Heat death at the end of entropy.



Searching for the Truth

e A Self-Organizing Universe
e We don’t know its origins.

e It is structured such that stars, planets,
black holes, life and intelliSence emerge
as natural byproducts of its existence.

e We don’t know its end.

e Mystery of cosmological constants



Searching for the Truth

e Theory and data no longer support a
19th century static thermodynamic
universe.

e Theory and data are moving us toward
a universe that is intelligent or living,
though not necessarily self-conscious—
a computing universe.



Searching for the Truth

e The End of Theory...

e “Scientists have always relied on
hypothesis and experimentation.
Now, in the era of massive data,
there’s a better way.”

Chris Anderson, Wired 7/08



Searching for the Truth

e The discovery of structure, variation,
and the limitations of our knowledge
becomes clear when we collect enough
data.

e Statistical evaluation of reality is
becoming the predominant
interpretative device for...

e Physics, Psychology, Ethics



Searching for the Truth

e We implicitly trust our observations
but not infrequently misinterpret
them.

e When our data collection becomes
thorough enough, the outlines of
reality start to merge with and
transform our perception of it.



Searching for the Truth

e This forces the birth of mystery

e Requires the development of a new
technique



Searching for the Truth

e The following movie gives us evidence
of something. What is it?





http://olena.com/fractal.html

The universe is far
more curious than it
seems at first.

Search for “fractal zoom” on youtube.com



Searching for the Truth

e This Fractal pattern is from the
Mandelbrot set.

e The movie resulted from a calculation
on a simple recursive mathematical
phrase that leaves a data point and
alters the variables in itself for the
next calculation.



Searching for the Truth

e The mystery is that such complexity
could emerge from such simple
programming.



Searching for the Truth

e We need a new technique of reason
that can flexibly apprehend the rapid
changes in our knowledge and
perception.



Searching for the Truth

e A technique: suspension of certainty
e Theory cannot encompass reality

e Data accumulates around what is
probably true

e The moment of certainty is evidence
of incomplete and problematic
comprehension



ALETHIA AND PARRHESIA
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OUTLINE: FIRST HOUR, FEB 1

#@ EPISTEMOLOGICAL STRUCTURES AND ALETHURGIC FORMS

GENEALOGY OF THE STUDY OF PARRHESIA: PRACTICES OF TRUTH-
TELLING ABOUT ONESELF

THE MASTERY OF EXISTENCE IN THE DOMAIN OF THE CARE OF THE SELF
ITS MAIN DEFINING FEATURE: PARRHESIA

REMINDER OF THE POLITICAL ORIGIN OF THE NOTION.

DOUBLE VALUE OF PARRHESIA

STRUCTURAL FEATURES: TRUTH, COMMITMENT, AND RISK

THE PARRHESIASTIC PACT

PARRHESIA VS. RHETORIC

PARRHESIA AS A SPECIFIC MODALITY OF TRUTH-TELLING

DIFFERENTIAL STUDY OF TWO OTHER KINDS OF TRUTH-TELLING IN
ANCIENT CULTURE: PROPHECY AND WISDOM

@ HERACLITUS AND SOCRATES



EPISTEMOLOGICAL STRUCTURES
AND ALETHURGIC FORMS

PAGE NUMBER

=

B 2 PARRHESIA (IMTAPPHZXIA) IS A MODE OF TRUTH-TELLING

B | INTRODUCE THESE THEMES FROM FOUCAULT
BECAUSE OF A PROBABLE EASY RECOGNITION OF THE
CHRISTIAN ETHOS OF TRUTH TELLING AND BECAUSE
OF EVANGEL’S MOTTO: TRUTH

B EPISTEMOLOGY: DEFINITION

B 2 ANALYZING THE DISCOURSES OF TRUTH-TELLING
WOULD BE AN EPISTEMOLOGY. (HE DOES SOME OF THIS
IN THE BOOK ‘“FEARLESS SPEECH”)

B 3 RATHER, FOUCAULT WISHES TO ANALYZE THE ‘ACT BY
WHICH TRUTH IS MANIFESTED.”



EPISTEMOLOGICAL STRUCTURES
AND ALETHURGIC FORMS

B ALETHURGIC ACT: THE ACT BY WHICH TRUTH IS
MANIFESTED.

B FROM ALETHIA (AAE®IA): THE RIVER LETHE IN THE
UNDERWORLD IS THE RIVER OF FORGETFULNESS.

B ALETHIA IS THEN, UN-FORGETTING OR REVEALING.

B PLATONIC EPISTEMOLOGY...



GENEALOGY OF THE STUDY OF PARRHESIA:
PRACTICES OF TRUTH-TELLING ABOUT ONESELF

B THE RELATIONS BETWEEN THE SUBJECT AND TRUTH ARE
IMPORTANT.

B HOW DOES ONE TELL THE TRUTH ABOUT ONESELF.

B IN GRECO-ROMAN SOCIETY THERE ARE MANY EXAMPLES
OF THIS...

B 4 THE EXAMINATION OF CONSCIENCE IN
PYTHAGOREANS, STOICS, SENECA, MARCUS

AURELIUS, AND SPIRITUAL GUIDANCE IN WRITINGS TO
EACH OTHER, ETC.



THE MASTERY OF EXISTENCE IN THE
DOMAIN OF THE CARE OF THE SELF

B 4 CARE OF THE SELF (EPIMELEIA HEAUTOU) IS THE
GENERAL PRINCIPLE UNDER WHICH THE KNOWLEDGE OF
THE SELF (GNOTHI SEAUTON) HAS APPLICATION.

B SOCRATES AND THE ORACLE AT DELPHI.

B TO CARE FOR ONESELF, ONE MUST KNOW ONESELF.



ITS MAIN DEFINING FEATURE:
PARRHESIA

B 5 THE PRACTICE OF THE CONFESSION IS ALREADY IN
PLACE LONG BEFORE CHRISTIANITY.

B TELLING THE TRUTH ABOUT ONESELF REQUIRED A
LISTENER.

B IN CHRISTIAN CULTURE TELLING THE TRUTH ABOUT
ONESELF IS INSTITUTIONALIZED.

B 6 THE QUALIFICATION OF THE LISTENER IN ANCIENT
GRECO-ROMAN CULTURES OF THE SELF IS THAT ONE
SPEAK FREELY, WITH PARRHESIA.

B THE LISTENER TRAINS THE ONE WHO CONFESSES TO
SPEAK WITH PARRHESIA.



ITS MAIN DEFINING FEATURE:
PARRHESIA

B 7 THERE ARE MANY INSTANCES WHERE PARRHESIA IS
THE CENTRAL TOPIC:

B PLUTARCH: “HoOw TO DISTINGUISH THE FLATTERER
FROM A FRIEND.”

B GALEN: THE ONE QUALIFIED TO BE A PARRHESIASTES
IS CAPABLE OF LISTENING AND MOVING THE
CONFESSEE TOWARD FREE-SPEAKING IN THEMSELVES.

B ONE MUST BE A FREE SPEAKER TO LISTEN, TO JUDGE
AND REQUIRE FREE SPOKENNESS IN THE SPEAKER.



ITS MAIN DEFINING FEATURE:
PARRHESIA

B ONE FORM OF PARRHESIA:
“l THINK YOU’RE FAT” |

B RADICAL HONESTY: WHAT
IT COSTS, HOW
LIBERATING IT IS.
(LANGUAGE WARNING)

B HTTP://
WWW.ESQUIRE.COM/
FEATURES/HONESTYOZ707

B ORHTTP://
RADICALHONESTY.COM



http://www.esquire.com/features/honesty0707
http://www.esquire.com/features/honesty0707
http://www.esquire.com/features/honesty0707
http://radicalhonesty.com
http://radicalhonesty.com

NEMINDER OF THE POLITICAL
ORIGIN OF THE NOTION

® PARRHESIA IS NOT FUNDAMENTALLY A SPIRITUAL
NOTION, BUT A POLITICAL ONE.

B STATEMENT OF PURPOSE:

B 8 “CONNECTING TOGETHER MODES OF VERIDICTION,
TECHNIQUES OF GOVERNMENTALITY, AND PRACTICES
OF THE SELF IS BASICALLY WHAT | HAVE ALWAYS
BEEN TRYING TO DO.”

B VERIDICTION: TRUE SPEECH (BREAK THE WORD DOWN
TO ITS PARTS: VERI: TRUTH; DICTION: SPEECH.)

B YOU ALREADY KNOW HOW TO READ THESE THINGS.



NEMINDER OF THE POLITICAL
ORIGIN OF THE NOTION

B FOUCAULT IS TRYING TO CONNECT TRUE SPEECH WITH
PRACTICES OF GOVERNMENT AND TECHNIQUES OF SELF
DEVELOPMENT.



DOUBLE VALUE OF PARRHESIA

B 9-10 THE FIRST VALUE IS THE ONE WHO TELLS ALL THE
TRUTH.

® PAUL SAID THAT HE WAS SHARING THE WHOLE
COUNSEL OF GOD.

@ THE SECOND, NEGATIVE, VALUE IS THAT OF SPEAKING
ALL THAT IS ON ONE’S MIND, (WHICH, ACCORDING TO
PROVERBS, IS WHAT A FOOL DOES.)

B THIS IS ALSO THE BEGINNING OF THE RADICAL
HONESTY EFFORT.



STRUCTURAL FEATURES: TRUTH,
COMMITMENT, AND RISK

B THE PARRHESIASTES (TRUTH SPEAKER) MUST BE A
PERSON WHOSE WORDS AGREE WITH HIS LIFE.

B BUT THIS IS NOT THE TRUTH OF A GRAMMARIAN, BUT OF
ONE WHO LIVES A COMMITMENT TO THE TRUTH THEY
SPEAK.

B THAT TRUTH MAY BE IN CONFLICT WITH THE INTEREST
OF THE PERSON SPOKEN TO, AND THERE IS THEREFORE,
SOME RISK IN SPEAKING.

B WHISTLEBLOWER...

B PLATO WITH DIONYSIUS...



THE PARRHESIASTIC PACT

B 12 FOUCAULT SPEAKS OF A PARRHESIASTIC GAME.

B THE RULES CONSIST:

B OF THE PLEA BY THE PARRHESIASTES TO NOT BE
HELD ACCOUNTABLE BY THE INTERLOCUTOR, AND

B THE AGREEMENT BY THE INTERLOCUTOR NOT TO

PUNISH THE PARRHESIASTES FOR SPEAKING THE
TRUTH.



PARRHESIA VS. RHETORIC

B | WILL SPEAK OF TWO SENSES OF RHETORIC, ANCIENT,

AND MODERN.

B RHETORIC IN THE ANCIENT WORLD IMPLIES THE
ABILITY TO CONVINCE ANYONE OF ANYTHING
IRRESPECTIVE OF ITS TRUTH. (PLATO PHAEDRUS)

B THE SOPHISTS, LIKE PROTAGORAS, WERE TEACHERS

WHO INSTRUCTED THEIR PUPILS TO WIN AN
ARGUMENT AT ANY COST. (PLATO REPUBLIC)

14 “A RHETORICIAN IS [...] AN EFFECTIVE LIAR WHO
CONSTRAINS OTHERS.”



PARRHESIA VS. RHETORIC

B MODERN RHETORIC TAKES THE SENSE OF BEING A
PARRHESIASTES INTO ACCOUNT BY MEANS OF:

B ETHOS: THE AGREEMENT OF ONE’S LIFE WITH ONE’S
SPEECH, A COURAGEOUS CHARACTER, SPEAKING THE
TRUTH, KNOWING THE RISK.

B PATHOS: THE ABILITY TO MAKE COMMON CAUSE WITH
THE LISTENER, ALSO EMPATHETIC.

B LoGoOs: THE TRUTH, HOWEVER CONSTITUTED, AS PART
OF A RELATIONSHIP WITH THE LISTENER.

B 14 PARRHESIA IS A ‘“WAY OF BEING WHICH IS AKIN TO A
VIRTUE, A MODE OF ACTION.”



PARRHESIA AS A SPECIFIC
MODALITY OF TRUTH-TELLING

B 14 “PARRHESIA SHOULD BE REGARDED AS A MODALITY
OF TRUTH-TELLING, RATHER THAN [AS A] TECHNIQUE
[LIKE] RHETORIC.”



DIFFERENTIAL STUDY OF TWO OTHER KINDS OF
TRUTH-TELLING IN ANCIENT CULTURE: PROPHECY
AND WISDOM

B 15 PROPHETS DO NOT SPEAK IN THEIR OWN NAME LIKE A
PARRHESIASTES DOES.

B THEY SPEAK IN THE NAME OF ANOTHER, SAY, GOD.

B THE POSTURE, THEREFORE, OF A PROPHET IS ONE OF
MEDIATION BETWEEN THE PEOPLE AND GOD.

B PROPHECY THEN, DOES NOT GIVE A “UNIVOCAL AND
CLEAR PRESCRIPTION. IT DOES NOT BLUNTLY SPEAK THE
PURE, TRANSPARENT TRUTH.” (IS THIS TRUE?)

B IT IS TRUE THAT THE PROPHET IS DIFFERENT FROM THE
PARRHESIASTES IN THAT HE DOES NOT SPEAK FOR
HIMSELF.



DIFFERENTIAL STUDY OF TWO OTHER KINDS OF
TRUTH-TELLING IN ANCIENT CULTURE: PROPHECY

AND WISDOM

@ 16 THE PARRHESIASTES DOES NOT FORETELL THE
FUTURE LIKE THE PROPHET DOES.

B ~BUT DOESN’T THE PROPHET ALSO SPEAK WHAT IS
TRUE?

B THERE IS A QUESTION OF MULTIPLE ROLES AND HOW
ONE FULFILLS THEM.

B CAN A PROPHET ALSO BE A PARRHESIASTES?

B THE PARRHESIASTES DOES NOT SPEAK IN RIDDLES LIKE
THE PROPHET DOES.

B ~BUT DOES THE PROPHET ALWAYS SPEAK IN RIDDLES?

B STILL, TRY TO DISTINGUISH THE ROLES OF PROPHET
AND PARRHESIASTES.



DIFFERENTIAL STUDY OF TWO OTHER KINDS OF
TRUTH-TELLING IN ANCIENT CULTURE: PROPHECY
AND WISDOM

B WISE PERSONS, OR SAGES, WITHHOLD, OR RESTRAIN
THEMSELVES.

B THEY DO NOT ENGAGE THE ISSUE WITH THE POWERS
THAT BE.

B THEY STAND ALOOF, AND ONLY OFFER ADVICE WHEN
QUERIED.

B LIKE THE PARRHESIASTES, THE SAGE SPEAKS IN THEIR
OWN NAME, BUT MAKES NO MOVE TO SPEAK UNASKED
FOR, AND SPEAKS IN RIDDLES.

B THE SAGE SPEAKS IN GENERAL PRINCIPLES.

B KoOoNGzl, MOZI, PTAH-HOTEP, SOLOMON...



HERACLITUS AND SOCRATES

B 17 HERACLITUS IS FOUCAULT’S EXAMPLE OF A SAGE.

B HE RETREATS TO RIDDLES INSTEAD OF SPEAKING
FEARLESSLY WITH COURAGE.

B ‘“ONE CAN’T STEP INTO THE SAME RIVER TWICE.”

B 18 SOCRATES, ON THE OTHER HAND SPEAKS WITH
PLAINNESS THAT PEOPLE SHOULD TAKE ON THE BURDEN
OF CARING FOR THEMSELVES, AND NOT BE OVERTAKEN
BY EVIL.

B SOCRATES DIES AT THE HANDS OF THOSE HE HAS
OFFENDED.



THE FOUR MODALITIES

B 19 “THE THIRD MODALITY OF TRUTH-TELLING [...]
CONTRASTED WITH THE PARRHESIAST’S TRUTH-
TELLING IS THAT OF THE PROFESSOR, THE
TECHNICIAN, [THE TEACHER]”

B THE FOUR MODALITIES OF VERIDICTION:
THE PARRHESIASTES
THE PROPHET

THE SAGE

THE PROFESSOR



REVIEW OF TERMS...

PARRHESIA

VERIDICTION

ALETHIA <—> TRUTH

CARE OF THE SELF :: KNOWLEDGE OF THE SELF
PARRHESIASTIC GAME

RHETORIC: ANCIENT AND MODERN: DIFFERENCES

OTHER MODES OF VERIDICTION: PROPHET, SAGE,
TEACHER

RELATION BETWEEN ONESELF AND ONE’S SPEECH:
INTEGRITY
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Intentional Deception

e 14 “Certain religious and moral traditions were rigorously opposed to
all lying. Yet many adherents wanted to recognize at least a few
circumstances when intentionally misleading statements could be

allowed.”

e Speaking falsely to thieves and those who don’t deserve the truth.

e Speaking with a mental reservation.

e 14 “Such definitions serve the special purpose of allowing persons to
subscribe to a strict tradition yet have the leeway in actual practice

which they desire.”




Intentional Deception

14 When the rules were the strictest, loopholes were sought out most
often.

15 Bok suggests that it doesn’t matter whether the definition of lying is
strict or broad, as long as we retain the right to morally evaluate “the
intentionally misleading statement.”

Bok reiterates her “definition of a lie: an intentionally deceptive
message in the form of a statement.”

To add to the lie itself are the many ways information can be distorted
and biased to suit any one individual or group.




Intentional Deception

16 “The many experiments on rumors s
distorted, added to, partially lost when
another, until it is almost unrecognizab
have intended to deceive.”

how how information can be
nassed from one person to

e even though no one may

To avoid all these tangles, Bok will look only at clear-cut lies, where it
is clear the speaker intended to mislead the hearer.

“Therefore clear-cut lies will often be singled out and considered

separately.

What do such lies do to our perception
might they be justified?

and our choices? And when




The Shared BEthic



The Shared Ethic

 Lee Smolin in The Trouble With Physics:

o “Science has succeeded because scientists comprise
a community that is defined and maintained by
adherence to a shared ethic. It is adherence to an
ethic, not adherence to any particular fact or theory,
that | believe serves as the fundamental corrective
within the scientific community.””*

*Lee Smolin, The Trouble With Physics: The Rise of String Theory, the Fall of Science, and What Comes Next (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2006), p. 301.



The Shared Ethic

e “There are two tenets of this ethic:

1. If an iIssue can be decided by people of good faith,
applying rational argument to publicly available
evidence, then it must be regarded as so decided.

2. If, on the other hand, rational argument from the
publicly available evidence does not succeed In
bringing people of good faith to agreement on an
Issue, society must allow and even encourage
people to draw diverse conclusions.”*

*Lee Smolin, The Trouble With Physics: The Rise of String Theory, the Fall of Science, and What Comes Next (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2006), p. 301.



The Risk of Truth

 Deep-seated worry is often the reason for withdrawing
commitment to truth.

 One’s courage fails when a possible outcome
promises contradiction of a core belief.

e But, if truth contradicts a core belief then that belief
must be wrong, and should be abandoned even with
attendant problematic consequences.



The Minimuwm Conception
of Morality

* 14 The conscientious moral agent is someone who is
concerned impartially with the interests of everyone
affected by what he or she does:

* who carefully sifts facts and examines their implications;

* who accepts principles of conduct only after serutinizing
thewm to make sure they are sound:

* who is willing to ‘listen to reason’ even when it means that
earlier convictions may have to be revised:;

* Who... is willing to act on the results of this deliberation.



MORALITY W/O HUBRIS

B 191 ¢“...THE VARIOUS THEORIES ARE NOT CONSISTENT

WITH ONE ANOTHER, AND MOST ARE VULNERABLE TO
CRIPPLING OBJECTIONS.”

B RACHELS WILL MAKE AN ATTEMPT IN THIS FINAL

CHAPTER TO SAY WHAT A SATISFACTORY THEORY MIGHT
BE LIKE.



MORALITY W/O HUBRIS

B 191 A MODEST CONCEPTION OF HUMAN BEINGS

B 191-192 “A SATISFACTORY THEORY WOULD... BE
SENSITIVE TO THE FACTS ABOUT HUMAN NATURE, AND IT
WOULD BE APPROPRIATELY MODEST ABOUT THE PLACE OF
HUMAN BEINGS IN THE SCHEME OF THINGS.”

B ONE NEED NOT ACCEPT HIS VIEW OF HUMAN ORIGINS TO
REQUIRE HUMILITY ABOUT OUR CONTRIBUTIONS TO
SOCIETY.

B ARROGANCE ABOUT OUR PERSONS OR PLACE IN THE
SCHEME OF THINGS HAS NEVER PROVIDED BENEFIT TO
INDIVIDUALS OR HUMANITY.



MORALITY W/O HUBRIS

B 192 How REASON GIVES RISE TO ETHICS

B “BECAUSE WE ARE RATIONAL, WE ARE ABLE TO TAKE
SOME FACTS AS REASONS FOR BEHAVING ONE WAY
RATHER THAN ANOTHER.”

B 193 “THE ORIGIN OF OUR CONCEPT OF ‘OUGHT’ MAY BE
FOUND IN THESE FACTS.”

B ‘“WE FIND OURSELVES IMPELLED TO ACT IN CERTAIN
WAYS... AS A RESULT OF THINKING ABOUT OUR BEHAVIOR
AND IT’S CONSEQUENCES.”

® “WE USE THE WORD ‘OUGHT’ TO MARK THIS NEW
ELEMENT OF THE SITUATION.”



MORALITY W/O HUBRIS

B 193 IF WE ARE TO ACT ACCORDING TO GOOD REASONS,

THEN REASON REQUIRES THAT WE ACT IMPARTIALLY TO
ALL HUMANS.

B PSYCHOLOGICAL EGOISM IS NOT REASONABLE BECAUSE
WE ARE BY NATURE SOCIAL CREATURES.

B SELF-CENTERED BEHAVIOR DOES NOT FIT ANY
RECOGNIZABLE REALITY.



MORALITY W/O HUBRIS

B 193 “S0O THERE IS A PLEASING THEORETICAL °‘FIT’
BETWEEN

A. WHAT REASON REQUIRES, NAMELY IMPARTIALITY;

B. THE REQUIREMENTS OF SOCIAL LIVING, NAMELY
ADHERENCE TO A SET OF RULES THAT, IF FAIRLY
APPLIED, WOULD SERVE EVERYONE’S INTERESTS; AND

C. OUR NATURAL INCLINATION TO CARE ABOUT OTHERS,
AT LEAST TO A MODEST DEGREE.”

B “ALL THREE WORK TOGETHER TO MAKE MORALITY...
NATURAL FOR US.”



