Rambling on Evidence-Centered Syndrome by Ohi Dibua

Within society are numerous ideas that have been scorned simply because they could not be proven or observed in some way, this is what I like to call the Evidence-Centered syndrome (ECS). The lack of observations or proof of a certain phenomenon does not, in itself, mean that the phenomenon is impossible.  
People, with the ECS generally believe statements like, “perception must be grounded in what is observed, what can be proved, and what can be replicated, without fault, without deviation, time after time.” This quote comes from page sixty-three of L.E. Modesitt’s Alectors Choice. Although he is one of my favorite authors, when I saw this quote I felt like burning his book, and yes it is a fantasy book, shocking as this may be, not all fantasy books are about dungeons and dragons. There are of course problems with this theory. For example, Aristotle proposed the geocentric model, which stated that earth is at the center of everything. He justified this because when he observed the sun and other stars they all looked as if they moved around the earth, and this is what he grounded his perception in as did others since they too could observe this.  Now let’s look at someone who contradicted this theory with a correct one, or what we now see as a correct one. Aristarchus proposed that the sun is the center of the solar system and that the earth moved around it. This is known as the heliocentric model. Aristarchus’ theory is based solely on the observation that the sun is bigger than the earth, but of course, due to his lack of proofs and certain details such as stellar parallax he was not believed.  Stellar parallax basically states that if you are moving around something you should observe a shift in angle such as seeing the back of a star etc… What they did not know is that the stars are far away, meaning that stellar parallax, although occurring, could not be observed, at least not with the technology available to people at that time. Another argument was that if the earth was rotating then people would be thrown off of it, we now know that the earth has gravity and that it moves slowly, making it incapable of throwing people off of it.
Alright I think it’s obvious where I’m heading with this but just in case let me explain. Grounding perceptions in observations and what can be proven is unwise because of the relativity of observations and proofs. That is to say, when different people observe the world around them such as Aristarchus and Aristotle they will see different things and they will observe only what they are capable of observing based on technology, inherent biases, etc…. In Aristotle’s and Aristarchus’s time people could not observe stellar parallax, gravity and other things which would have proven Aristarchus “correct” because they didn’t have the technology for it. The perception that is accepted is the one with the most “proof” behind it, hence the acceptance of Aristotle’s geocentric model, despite the fact that it was “incorrect”. By relying on observations and proofs alone we keep ourselves from discovering the unknown simply because we will not always be capable of observing or proving the unknown. The reason being that by using the observation and proof method the only way to discover unknown phenomena would be discovering them in relation to phenomena that are already known, which leaves out the unknown phenomena that are not related enough to known phenomena for us to discover, at least not quickly. 
A modern example of something which is, as of now, officially unproven or unaccepted by main streamists is parapsychology or, as some call it, pseudoscience. Parapsychology is the study of paranormal psychological events or ESP (Extra-Sensory Perception). Needless to say there are not many observations that can be used to prove this and unfortunately a lot of the more famous “proofs” are hoax’s such as that of Borlis Ermolaev’s  who used string in order to suspend objects from his knees. However, despite the lack of current scientific evidence there are still some hopeful signs, such as the Star Gate project, which is no longer active. The star gate project was a government program that used remote viewers as means of espionage. It started in 1970 in response to the paranormal research of Russia and it ended in 1995 due to poor management, dissension within program, lack of many accurate results etc…The main problem however was the lack of understanding of remote viewing. Despite these problems there were a few things credited to the remote viewers, like the prediction of the attack on U.S.S. Stark, which occurred May 15, 1987, forty-eight hours before it happened and the successful location of biological and nuclear weapons and materials in North Korea. Another hopeful sign is the establishment of the Rhine foundation which investigates the paranormal through the collecting of experiences and research. Now I could go on all day about successes, hopes and what not but I’m going to have to be realistic. Although I personally believe that parapsychology is possible, it must be said that the evidence for is few and the evidence against almost overwhelming such as the fact that certain experiments such as the old Rhine ones were poorly made, making it possible for the subjects to receive information from the testers. 
The cure to ECS is not in believing everything you hear that is unknown to you but in keeping an open mind to them and to the fact that you might be wrong, this is best shown through the statement, “true perception requires one to turn his or her back upon the comfortable and the familiar and to question not only what others see as the acceptable and proper way of life, but one’s own predilections and observations. Few have the strength and insight to do so; fewer still the will.” With this, L.E. Modesitt saved a copy of his book from going up in flames. 
Now before this rambling ends some disclaimers and a statement is needed. This article is, in no way, supposed to imply that I do not have ECS. Let’s face it; I’m pretty sure that most people have ECS, and yes I realize that this means this article is riddled with misperceptions. Also, streamists is not a word I just made it up because ‘main streamists’ sounds a lot better than ‘main stream people’ or ‘main group’. Next, although I don’t believe you should base your perceptions on observations and proofs in general, there are some cases in which they are useful and/or “correct”. Finally, if you have a religion such as Christianity, then you should definitely not call certain phenomenon impossible especially considering that we believe in an almighty being capable of ending everything at a whim.
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