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PRÁCTICO COMÚN 5 

1. Actividades de prelectura 

Lea el título y analice las partes del texto 

  ¿Cuál es el tema que se tratará? ¿Dé qué forma se plantea? ¿Qué podemos 

anticipar acerca de la posición de los entrevistados? 

 ¿Qué científicos menciona cada uno de los entrevistados? ¿Qué conoce acerca de 

los mismos? 

 

2. Lectura por partes. Gramática 

 

 Vocabulario. Una las palabras con sus posibles traducciones al Castellano. 

No use el diccionario. Sólo relea las frases donde se usan .  

enterprise reetiquetar / renombrar 

ubiquitous cisma 

overwhelming política/programa/ normas 

relabeling adorar 

benchmarks precio 

endorsed despertar 

policy considerar 

sweeping amplio 

worship omnipresesnte 

schism empresa, desafío 

deem respaldado (respaldar) 

arose (arise) abrumador 

 

 

 Reconozca las clausulas en las siguiente oraciones 

TEXTO 1 

Notwithstanding, creationist propaganda, the evidence for evolution is overwhelming, 
including our DNA, the fossil record, the distribution of life on earth, and our own 
anatomy and physiology (such as the goose bumps that try to fluff up long-vanished fur). 
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 True, scholars disagree on how to explain the existence of inner experience: some 
say it’s a pseudo-problem, others believe it’s just an open scientific problem, while 
still others think that it shows a limitation of human cognition (like our inability to 
visualize four-dimensional space-time) 

 

 The essence of morality is the interchangeability of perspectives: the fact that as 
soon as I appeal to you to treat me in a certain way (to help me when I am in need, 
or not to hurt me for no reason), I have to be willing to apply the same standards 
to how I treat you, if I want you to take me seriously. 

 

 For all these reasons, it’s no coincidence that Western democracies have 
experienced three sweeping trends during the past few centuries: barbaric 
practices (such as slavery, sadistic criminal punishment, and the mistreatment of 
children) have decreased significantly; scientific and scholarly understanding has 
increased exponentially; and belief in God has waned. 

 
TEXTO 2 

 

 The schism between science and religion can be healed, but it will require a slow 

evolution from a supernatural, theistic God to a new sense of a fully natural God as 

our chosen symbol for the ceaseless creativity in the natural universe. 

 While no law of physics is broken, the emergence of all this in the natural evolution 

of the biosphere cannot be deduced by physics alone. 

 

3. Comprensión 

 Analice las similitudes y diferencias que existen entre ambos entrevistados. Haga 
un resumen de ideas 

 

 TEXTO 1  TEXTO 2 

SIMILITUDES  

 

 

DIFERENCIAS  
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 ¿Cuál es la posición de cada una de las personas entrevistadas con respecto al rol 
de la ciencia y la explicación de fenómenos que están más allá de nuestro 
conocimiento? 

 

 Haga una breve síntesis de la idea principal  que sostiene  cada autor  

 

TEXTO 1 

 

 

Does science make belief in God obsolete?  

 
 

Yes, if by...  

“science” we mean the entire enterprise of secular reason and knowledge (including history 

and philosophy), not just people with test tubes and white lab coats.  

Traditionally, a belief in God was attractive because it promised to explain the deepest 

puzzles about origins. Where did the world come from? What is the basis of life? How can 

the mind arise from the body? Why should anyone be moral?  

Yet over the millennia, there has been an inexorable trend: the deeper we probe these 

questions, and the more we learn about the world in which we live, the less reason there is 

to believe in God.  

Start with the origin of the world. Today no honest and informed person can maintain that 

the universe came into being a few thousand years ago and assumed its current form in six 

days (to say nothing of absurdities like day and night existing before the sun was created). 

Nor is there a more abstract role for God to play as the ultimate first cause. This trick 

simply replaces the puzzle of “Where did the universe come from?” with the equivalent 

puzzle “Where did God come from?”  

What about the fantastic diversity of life, and its ubiquitous signs of design? At one time it 

was understandable to appeal to a divine designer to explain it all. No longer. Charles 

Darwin and Alfred Russel Wallace showed how the complexity of life could arise from the 

physical process of natural selection among replicators, and then Watson and Crick showed 

how replication itself could be understood in physical terms. Notwithstanding, creationist 

propaganda, the evidence for evolution is overwhelming, including our DNA, the fossil 

record, the distribution of life on earth, and our own anatomy and physiology . 
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For many people the human soul feels like a divine spark within us. But neuroscience has 

shown that our intelligence and emotions consist of intricate patterns of activity in the 

trillions of connections in our brain. True, scholars disagree on how to explain the existence 

of inner experience: some say it’s a pseudo-problem, others believe it’s just an open 

scientific problem, while still others think that it shows a limitation of human cognition 

(like our inability to visualize four-dimensional space-time). But even here, relabeling the 

problem with the word “soul” adds nothing to our understanding.  

People used to think that biology could not explain why we have a conscience. But the 

human moral sense can be studied like any other mental faculty, such as thirst, color vision, 

or fear of heights. Evolutionary psychology and cognitive neuroscience are showing how 

our moral intuitions work, why they evolved, and how they are implemented within the 

brain.  

This leaves morality itself—the benchmarks that allow us to criticize and improve our 

moral intuitions. It is true that science in the narrow sense cannot show what is right or 

wrong. But neither can appeals to God. It’s not just that the traditional Judeo-Christian God 

endorsed genocide, slavery, rape, and the death penalty for trivial insults. It’s that morality 

cannot be grounded in divine decree, not even in principle. Why did God deem some acts 

moral and others immoral? If he had no reason but divine whim, why should we take his 

commandments seriously? If he did have reasons, then why not appeal to those reasons 

directly?  

 

 

Those reasons are not to be found in empirical science, but they are to be found in the 

nature of rationality as it is exercised by any intelligent social species. The essence of 

morality is the interchangeability of perspectives: the fact that as soon as I appeal to you to 

treat me in a certain way (to help me when I am in need, or not to hurt me for no reason), I 

have to be willing to apply the same standards to how I treat you, if I want you to take me 

seriously. That is the only policy that is logically consistent and leaves both of us better off. 

And God plays no role in it.  

For all these reasons, it’s no coincidence that Western democracies have experienced three 

sweeping trends during the past few centuries: barbaric practices (such as slavery, sadistic 

criminal punishment, and the mistreatment of children) have decreased significantly; 

scientific and scholarly understanding has increased exponentially; and belief in God has 

waned. 

 

Science, in the broadest sense, is making belief in God obsolete, and we are the better for it.  

_________________________________________________________________________

____________ Steven Pinker is the Johnstone Family Professor in the department of 

psychology at Harvard University. He is the author of seven books, including The 

Language Instinct, How the Mind Works, The Blank Slate, and most recently, The Stuff of 

Thought: Language as a Window into Human Nature. 
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TEXTO 2 
 

 

 

 Does science make belief in God obsolete?  

 
 

No, but only if...  

we continue to develop new notions of God, such as a fully natural God that is the 

creativity in the cosmos. 

Humans have been worshipping gods for thousands of years. Our sense of God in the 

Western world has evolved from Abraham’s jealous God Yahweh to the God of love of the 

New Testament. Science and faith have split modern societies just as some form of global 

civilization is emerging. One result is a retreat into religious fundamentalisms, often bitterly 

hostile. The schism between science and religion can be healed, but it will require a slow 

evolution from a supernatural, theistic God to a new sense of a fully natural God as our 

chosen symbol for the ceaseless creativity in the natural universe. This healing may also 

require a transformation of science to a new scientific worldview with a place for the 

ceaseless creativity in the universe that we can call God.  

We must “reinvent the sacred,” but it is dangerous: it implies that the sacred is invented. 

For billions of believers this is Godless heresy. Yet how many gods have we worshiped 

down the eons? It is we who have told our gods what is sacred, not they who have told us. 

This does not mean that what we deem sacred is not sacred. It means something wonderful: 

what we deem sacred is our own choice. At this stage in the evolution of humanity, are we 

ready to take responsibility for what we will claim as sacred, including all of life and the 

planet? If so, we must also avoid a dangerous moral hegemony and find ways to allow our 

sense of the sacred to evolve wisely as well. Reinventing the sacred is also likely to anger 

many who, like myself, do not believe in a supernatural God. For many of us, the very 

words “God” and “sacred” have become profoundly suspect. We think of Galileo forced to 

recant his heliocentric views by the Inquisition. We do not want to return to any form of 

religion that demands that we abandon the truth of the real world. We think of the millions 

killed in the name of God. We often ignore the solace, union with God, and the orientation 

for living that religion brings.  

I believe that reinventing the sacred is a global cultural imperative. A global race is under 

way, between the retreat into fundamentalisms and the construction of a safe, shared space 

for our spirituality that might also ease those fundamentalist fears. 

The new scientific worldview is just beginning to become visible. It goes beyond the 

reductionism of Descartes, Galileo, and Laplace in which all that occurs in the universe is 
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ultimately to be described by physical law. In its place, this new scientific vision includes 

the emergence of life, and with life, of agency, meaning, value, doing, hence of “ought” 

and ultimately our moral reasoning. The rudiments of morality are already seen in the 

higher primates. Evolution, despite the fears of some faithful, is the first source of morality. 

While no law of physics is broken, the emergence of all this in the natural evolution of the 

biosphere cannot be deduced by physics alone.  

What we think of as natural law may not suffice to explain nature. We now know, for 

example, that evolution includes Darwinian pre-adaptations—unused features of organisms 

that may become useful in a different environment and thus emerge as novel functionalities, 

such as our middle ear bones, which arose from the jaw bones of an early fish. Could we 

prestate all the possible Darwinian preadaptations even for humans, let alone predict them? 

It would seem unlikely. And if not, the evolution of the biosphere, the economy, and 

civilization are partially beyond natural law.  

If this view holds, then we will undergo a major transformation in our understanding of 

science. Partially beyond law, we are in a co-constructing, ceaselessly creative universe 

whose detailed unfolding cannot be predicted. Therefore, we truly cannot know all that will 

happen. In that case, reason, the highest virtue of our beloved Enlightenment, is an 

insufficient guide to living our lives. We must reunite reason with our entire humanity. And 

in the face of what can only be called Mystery, we need a means to orient our lives. That 

we do, in reality, live in the face of an unknown is one root of humanity’s age old need for 

a supernatural God.  

Yet our Abrahamic God is too narrow a stage for our full human spirituality. In the Old 

Testament, this God created the world and all its creatures for the benefit of humanity. How 

self-serving and limiting a vision of God. How much vaster are our lives understood as part 

of the unfolding of the entire universe? We are invited to awe, gratitude, and stewardship. 

This planet and this life are God’s work, not ours. If God is the creativity in the universe, 

we are not made in God’s image. We too are God. We can now choose to assume 

responsibility for ourselves and our world, to the best of our limited wisdom, together with 

our most powerful symbol: God, as the creativity in the natural universe.  

_____________________________________________________________________________________Stuart Kauffman is the director of the 

Institute for Biocomplexity and Informatics at the University of Calgary and an external 

professor at the Santa Fe Institute. His most recent book is Reinventing the Sacred: A New 

View of Science, Reason, and Religion. 

 

 

 

Fuente:http://www.templeton.org/belief/ 


