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Opinion
Books like daVinchi Code catch attention of millions of people while at the same time 

their success puzzle many of us: why ancient ideas, explored for millennia still catch attention 
of so many people? Here I suggest the reason: this attention relates to the most fundamental 
unresolved problem of contemporary science and even more, of the entire contemporary 
culture. This is a question of the fundamental breakdown between science and religion, the 
failure of the culture to repair this split between two of its most important endeavors. Science 
appeared at the time of Newton, near 300 years ago, and acquired so much significance that 
in a recently short time the perceived contradiction between science and religion significantly 
reduced importance of religion. Some scientists like Dawkins deny religion at all. 

I would emphasize that religion existed as long as people existed, and it always been 
considered a most important aspect of culture. Why science was so important and why it 
succeeded to reduce the importance of religion so fast? First, I would emphasize that it is 
not just science in its contemporary understanding, but it is a contemporary thinking 
emphasizing conscious understanding and logical argument. This way of thinking, or even 
better, consciousness, appeared more than 3,000 years ago, when it came to supersede the 
previous prophetic consciousness [1]. In prophetic consciousness, clear conscious thoughts 
were rare and were taken as obvious truths. But about 3,000 years ago a last prophet, 
Zeccariah, recognized this as an outdated dangerous way of thinking. He declared that he 
would expel “prophets from this land, every mother and father “. Gradually conscious, logical 
thinking has evolved.

Yet most of scientists, including Einstein, think that religion, while turning to unconscious, 
is important. Carl Jung emphasized that reconciliation between science and religion is required 
for the very possibility of continuing cultural evolution. Steps in this relation are summarized 
here. Science emphasizes detailed analysis, leading to logical explanations of phenomena, 
religion instead strives for a unified understanding of what is the most important, even at 
the price of not being able to formulate consciously its arguments, Perlovsky LI [2]. A difficult 
to comprehension idea has been the one of the meaning and purpose of human life. At the 
same time living without the meaning and purpose is impossible. Religion has been the bridge 
connecting over this gap between what is required for life and at the same time impossible 
to understand consciously. The meaning and purpose are a concept at the highest level of the 
hierarchy of the mind, it is not available directly to consciousness and clarifying this concept 
is the essence of religion. God is a conceptualized, materialized idea of meaning and purpose. 
Preliminary experimental confirmation of this conclusion has been obtained in [3,4]. 

But this truth was unknown and hidden. Even now, after giving a scientific explanation 
for the relation between religion, science, and working of the mind, and after publishing 
experimental confirmation of this explanation (even if tentative), I am sure, many of my 
readers would not accept it. The reason is that topic and concepts that are subjects of this 
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discussion are not accessible directly to consciousness. To take this 
knowledge to heart and accept it as a true part of oneself one need to 
brood over it for a while, to have a chance to discuss it with friends, 
to observe that indeed much in life is explained by these ideas, and 
no other hypothesis will fit. This takes a lot of time. For the same 
reason quantum laws of nature are difficult to comprehend they are 
not directly observable. 

Since more than 3,000 years ago people’ consciousness required 
conscious and logical explanation of deepest religion truths. It is 
difficult to comprehend and accept what is not directly available to 
consciousness [5,6]. The knowledge described above must be over 
and over related to one’s experience. Simplifying explanations might 
be dangerous, because without fully understanding and relating 
every constituent idea to one’s life, it is easy to make an error in 
one’s most important life situations. What I described above is an 
essence of many years of research on these topics. Topics, which 
were pondered by people for thousands of years. Today we have 

an advantage of having the scientific method based on theoretical 
predictions confirmed by experiments.  
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