& :g'o'ai ofﬂ'us ‘book is‘fo'begin
& conversation “about - how
al: truth 'canbe understood. in
““epidemic of scientific ignorance in

the United Statés. This i

;/prising, -as -very ‘few : scientific

- truths are self-evident . and
ate deeply Counterintaitive.”
S wrtes Sam Hatris in

“est best-seller, “The Moral Land- -
scape: How.:Sciefice’ Can_ Deter-
-mine Homan Valves,” Harris i8 ¢o-

founder and CEO of Project Rea-
son, -a ‘honprofit - foundation : that
advocates for science’ and secular
values; he has degrees:in. philoso-
phy and neuroscience from” Stan-

ford University ‘and UCLA. His *:
previous books include “The End

of Faith,” which won the PEN

Award for Nonfiction in 2005, and-

“Letter to a Christian Nation,””

Landscape™ is the notion ‘that all
human values have their genesis in
the natural order and, as such, we

do not need “God” or anything else-

to define concepts of right and
* wrong or to otherwise make judg-

‘ments about. the inherent efficacy

of different behaviors. To illustrate
this point, he examines a number
of values that tend to be common
to people in most societies. For
instance, acting in one’s own self-
interest has often been character-
“ized as being beneficial from an
evolutionary perspective. Con-
versely, most religions tend to
articulate, .in one way or another,
that cooperation and empathy for
others are higher-order aspirations
that allow us te transcend our more
primal tendencies.

“Many people imagine that the
theory of evolution entails seHish-
ness as a biological imperative,”
Harris observes. “This popular
misconception has been very
harmful to the reputation of sci-
ence.” He then praceeds to provide

-several examples of how selfish- .

ness has been counterproductive to

the evolution of some species,

while cooperation has led to a com-
. pefitive advantage for others.

“We have good reason to
believe that much of what we doin
the name of ‘morality’ — decrying
sexual  infidelity,
cheaters, valuing cooperation, etc.
— is borne of unconscious process-
es that were shaped by -natural
selection,” Hartts adds.

Harris thinks that scientists’

.should not shy away from passion-

 the context-of science. There is an

punishing

Vahies,” by Sam Harris.
- New York: Free Press, 2010,
o © 291 pages, $26.99

ately extolling the virtues of their
particular medium for pursuing
new insights into reality that bring
us closer to defining the perpetual-
ly elusive “absolute truth.”” Specif-
ically, he would like to see his col-
leagnes become a lot more vocal in
their critique and criticism of the
proponents of religion. “The scien-
tific commumity’s reluctance to
take a stand on moral issues has
come at a price,” Harris notes. “Tt
has made science appear divorced,
in principle, from the most impor-
tant questions of human life.”
‘When you dig a little deeper into
his thesis, however, it becomes
increasingly obvious that Harris
has embedded his own self-serving
agenda in “The Moral Landscape.”
As is the case with so much of
what is done in the name of
motives that are alleged to be altru-
istic ‘and pure, the allocation of
financial resources — i.e., money —
seems to be a driving force behind
this book. “Many of our secular
critics worry that 1f we oblige peo-
ple to choose between reason and
faith, they will choose faith and
cease to support scientific
research,” Harris contends. “Cur-
rently, federal funding is only
allowed for work on siem cells that
have been derived from surplus
embryos at fertility clinics.”

" The author also-seems to under-
stand that the scientific community
can sometimes be its own worst
enemy. “There is no question that

" “The Moral Lanidseape: How .
- Science Can Determine Human
At the heart of “The Moral

demonstrated sexist and racist bias-

Kamples ~of “where ™ less  than

sadmirable - human : qualities : have

arguably distracted from the' quest
to advanice knowledge, he comes ™
' rather "dubious -conclusion
of :these facts, alone or:

tion, remotely suggests

that 6ur' otions ‘of scientific objec:
- tivity are vitiated by racism or sex-
To his credit, very few books are
as extensively researchied and ref-,

erenced -as - 'The Moral Land-
scape.” There are 43 pages of notes
in the back; together with 40 pages
of citations.’ Harris “is- intimately

familiar with both the current and”
the historical literatire that forms

the nucleus of his work. When dis-
cussing the debate concerning
whether creationism- should be
included in curriculum, he does a
reasonably balanced job of provid-
ing both sides of the issue,
although his personal bias does
tend to shine through in various
passages. : ‘

A primary problem with Harris’
argument is that he assumes the
scientific method is the only valid
method of inquiry; ie., the only
mechanism through which legiti-
mate knowledge can be satisfacto-
rily derived. Ultimately his belief
in science comes down to a matter

of faith, and this is the glaring con--

tradiction at the core of *“Thé Moral
Landscape.” The scientific method
is admittedly very useful for deal-
ing with the empirical world, but it
does exhibit rather severe limita-
tions when it veers outside that

*“The Moral Landscape” is not a
bad book. It is a fairly intefesting
read that tends to stimulate critical
thought and reflection in an area of
life that touches us all, although the
author’s intolerance and contermpt
for opposing perspectives is defi-
nitely a distraction. It’s one thing to
passionately advocate for your
position - it’s quite another to
claim that your position is the only
viable way of imderstanding and
interpreting the world.

— Reviewed by Aagron W
Hughey, Department of Counsel-
ing and Studenr Affairs, Western
Kentucky University.

ccasionally

es;” Hartis concedes. At the same
time; he seems-in denial when he -
.argues that “sciénce “is: somehow .
“impervious - to: these  deleterious
attitudes.” Aftér: providing -several
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