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%:% caLrorniA - Cosmic Evolution: A Scientific
SCIENCES.  Creation Myth Like No Other

Our current standard model of cosmology is, in
fact, just the latest in a long line of “creation
myths.” Why does it matter that this one is told
by scientists? How can we encourage the
general public to adopt suggested solutions for
current/pending environmental challenges,
when they appear to be losing confidence in
science and scientists?
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® [he truths of science are sometimes
Inconvenient

® The modern scientific picture has not been
presented in a persuasive and attractive way
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“This picture is beadffful but misleading, since it
only shows about 0.5% of the cosmic density.
" The other 99.5% of the universe is invisible.
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Matter Distribution Agrees with Double Dark Theory!
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Why are people losing confidence in science and
scientists?

® They are told that it’s science vs. religion

® [he truths of science are sometimes
Inconvenient

® The modern scientific picture has not been
presented in a persuasive and attractive way

But scientific cosmology is
® a surprising but coherent story
® supported by overwhelming evidence

® in which human beings are central or special in
unexpected ways
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We are at the center
of all sizes and at the
peak of complexity




1) We are made of
the rarest stuff in the
universe: stardust.




2) We live at the middle
of all possible sizes —
where the possibility of
tremendous variety and
complexity coming In
small packages keeps
life interesting. Life of
our complexity could
bloom nowhere else on
the Cosmic Uroboros.




Human beings are central to the Universe, not
geographically but in surprising ways, all of which
follow directly from astronomy and physics.

3) We live at the center of
our Cosmic Spheres of

Time. The finite speed of
light makes this inevitable.

We live at the middle of time on the scale of the
4) Cosmos, 5) Earth, 6) Life, & 7) Humanity
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4) We Ilve at the mldpomt of tlme WhICh S also
the peak moment‘in the entire evolution of the
universe for astronomical observation.. The.
most distant gaIaX|es whieh we have just

“acquired the technological ability to'seé — are
'begmnmg to disappear over the cosmic horizon

now that the once=slowing expansmn of the

universe has begun instead to accelerate. .

-



5) We live at the midpoint
In the life of our planet. It
formed, along with the sun
and the other planets,

about four and a half billion years ago. It has
about six billion years to go before it is roasted
when our sun swells into a red giant star.

6) Complex life evolved about half a billion
years ago, and has about half a billion years to
go until the warming sun overheats the earth.

Or billions of years if our descendants move

.I the earth farther from the sun.



/) From the point of view of our species, today
IS late enough to have evolved to our present
abilities while early enough to have a multi-
billion year potential future. For the generations
alive now, it is late enough that we are sobering
up to the scale of our problems, but not so late
that we have lost all chance to solve them.
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http://
ViewfromtheCenter.com

THE NEW UNIVERSE
AND THE

HUMAN FUTURE

How a Shared Cosmology Could Transform the World

NANCY ELLEN ABRAMS anp JOEL R. PRIMACK

http://
New-Universe.org
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