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Cultural Impact of the Three Ordering Systems


The various ordering mechanisms for describing nature contain certain characteristics that are similar and certain characteristics that are dissimilar. Reni Descartes with his “Mechanical Universe,” Sir Isaac Newton with his “Newtonian Framework,” and Charles Darwin with his “Survival of the Fittest” [Not Darwin’s term.] will be examined to identify their similarities and differences. Every scientific observation and the attempt to find the answers of the universe bring about social and moral implications; these implications will be addressed in relationship to the three ordering systems from Descartes, Newton and Darwin.

“If we possessed a thorough knowledge of all the parts of the seed of any animal (e.g. man), we could from that alone, be reasons entirely mathematical and certain, deduce the whole conformation and figure of each of its members, and, conversely if we knew several peculiarities of this conformation, we would from those deduce the nature of its seed.” 

 
Reni Descartes believed that everything operates according to mechanical principles. He asserted that there were two main principles in the universe: Mind and Matter. He contrived that the initial condition was God – “God sets up mathematical laws in nature as a king would set up laws in his kingdom.” Descartes believed that the world was a machine that operated like clockwork.

“The world is a Machine, but we must not forget that He designed the Machine for purposes which we might try to understand and that He is always present to supervise and maintain it.”

Descartes also thought that animals did not have a “mind” and that humans alone possessed a mind that was entirely separate from the functions of the human body. He accepted that human souls were outside of the mechanical world – asserting that both God exists and human souls exist. His simple acceptance of God and the human mind as entities that could never be broken down, contrasts the ideas of Charles Darwin. Descartes implemented God into his scientific observations, although he placed God as a mere starter of nature and not necessarily a continuing factor of nature. He implied that God only keeps things working, according to the laws he established, and that He didn’t play an active role in human affairs or nature.  [As the mechanic, God was very much involved in nature.  He still maintains it as the mechanic.  Humans, as the top of the natural hierarchy, has free reign over nature.  Man holds a special place in God’s universe, and is allowed to rule over the earth and use it as he pleases.  This is the social implication of Descartes’ view.]
Sir Isaac Newton built upon the principles of Descartes and the idea of God as the initial starter of this great machine, but he believed that God only started the machine and was not involved in maintaining it. Newton is comparable to Descartes in the fact they both agreed or believed that the Universe was one large machine that was created by God, who built it through certain laws of physics. These laws of physics were what Newton spent a large portion of his life understanding. But in contrast to Descartes, Newton viewed God as a simple started and not a continuing factor in the Universe.  [The social implications?  If God has no role in the universe, does he care?  If not, then does he care about man?  If he doesn’t, where does that leave morality and man’s quest for redemption?]
On a different note, Darwin asserted that certain characteristics that made a species adaptable to certain environments. His ideas still cause significant amounts of drama in today’s high schools, is it evolution or creation? Descartes seemed to believe in creation and Darwin in evolution, although he was a Christian, – so on this level the two are contrasting in views. Darwin’s ideas about adaptation and variation were upsetting to the church because the ideas changed the idea of God.

“Few things have more deeply injured the cause of religion than the busy fussy energy with which men, narrow and feeble alike in faith and in science, have bustled forth to reconcile all new discoveries in physics with the word of inspiration.”

The idea of a natural selection didn’t assert God as the “selector,” Darwin’s ideas were very radical in reference to religion. Even today, despite more advances in science, Darwin is perhaps one of the most controversial scientists in respect to creation versus evolution.  [Again, the social implications?  Is man the top of the hierarchy according to Darwin?  He describes humans as the evolution of another animal, holding no special relationship.  What about the social applications of Darwin’s theory?  This is where “survival of the fittest” comes in.  This term was the beginning of the social implications of evolution.]
“But this does not make it the less important to point out on scientific grounds scientific errors, when those errors tend to limit God's glory in creation, or to gainsay the revealed relations of that creation to Himself. To both these classes of error, though, we doubt not, quite unintentionally on his part, we think that Mr. Darwin's speculations directly tend.”


Because each scientist builds upon the information and knowledge of the scientists who went before him, it is difficult to compare and contrast them against each other. However, there are certain things about them that are different – Newton viewed God as simply the starter of the universe, Descartes viewed God as the starter and the mechanic who helped make it work and Darwin viewed God in such a way that it continues to bother the Christian churches today. 

B
overall this paper does now adequately address the issue of the social/moral consequences of these various ordering systems and that was the main point of this 

essay
