The connection between increased environmental destruction, wars, famine and science should not be so easily assumed.

Increased environmental destruction  can surely be traced to increased capacity provided by science.

Wars, on the other hand are an ancient patrimony and are only carried off differently now. However, when one of the fighting parties applies more science, the more succesful it'll be in the conflict.

Famines however, have been greatly ameliorated through scientific developments.  There is still famine arround, but to blame that on science is out of place.

To say that there is something missing in science because it hasn't helped us solve societal problems, does have truth in it, but science has barely started in that level, and one of the reasons it develops so slowly there is in part because organized religions have tried their best to detain the process, never mind the politics involved.

But at least, science has given us, in the stadia that it has been the freest to perform, wireless communication, space travel, advanced medicine, etc.

Religions on the other hand, have been workig for millenia inthe psichosocial level... What have they done for us? Have they made their adherents more virtuos: moral, tolerant, wise, creative? maybe, but it is not so obvious.  There are good people with religion(any) and there are good people without it.

So maybe since the tenets of religion are not formulate in a way that one can look for corroboration, the question to ask is: What good does religion give to a person?

And if it is something that does affect the REALITY of that person, to make him/her more creative or more capacitated in some aspect of the environment,or in all the environment, something that that person can not find somewhere else, then that should be investigated and integrated  into the scientific process.

But it could be something very subtle, difficult to pin down. However one should think that by an large a mayority of religious people should show some marked behavioral difference when compared to non-religious people, or do they?

If we separate people that don’t have religion due to disregard of any form of morality,and non-religious people with strong moral-ethical inclination, then we notice a marked difference with the former and not so much with the latter. Does this help us find:  What good religion gives to a person?

I must add that to the best I have been able to learn about Buddism, this movement, in its purest form, is different from the other religions, so that I think of it more as a phylosophy of life than dogmatic religion.

As to its compatiability with science, I doubt it verry much, because to judge by mystics like Lao Tze to the modern Krhishnamurti, thought, analytical thought, is what prevent us from seeing the “truth”.   Lao Tze: “the tao that can be spoken of, is not the tao”  Khrishnamurti: “the movement of thought doesn’t let us see eternal truth”.

I can see how there is something of truth in the above, for the scientific process starts with an “inspired” form of mentation that is not analytical, althought it can be said that somewhere it surges from previous analyses, that is, it is not given in a vaccum. But in science we definitely follow up with thought till we coroborate in experience.

Here it comes to mind, that by studying things like Chaos theory, Complexity theory, non-linear processes, fuzzy logic, one ralizes the limitation of analytical linear thought,  While you discover something, something else is hidden.  However, it is our analytical thought that has brought us to this knowledge, and not just sitting there and meditating, with no reference to corroboration.

So the possible unification I can see here is that in science the “inspiration” should be respected more than it is now, and that buddism, or religion in general, should accept the fact that truth has to have some use to it, through corroboration, and that beleiving blindly or just because somehing makes sense is not a requirement for a life of growth. Or for attaining a sustainable feeling that one’s life has  meanig.

One can keep Lao-Tze words, and Budda’s ideas in the mind for what they may be worth, but one should also endeavor to find workable,  PREDICTIVE, TRUTH in what ever mannner  possible.

