
 

As we acquire more knowledge, things do not become more comprehensible, but more complex 
and mysterious. 

Write a response in which you discuss the extent to which you agree or disagree with the 
statement and explain your reasoning for the position you take. In developing and supporting 
your position, you should consider ways in which the statement might or might not hold true and 
explain how these considerations shape your position. 

Knowledge, Complexity, and the Boundary of the Unknown 

The statement asserts that the acquisition of knowledge does not lead to greater 
comprehensibility, but rather to increased complexity and mystery. This viewpoint posits a 
frustrating paradox at the heart of intellectual endeavour: the more one learns, the less specific 
and clear the world appears. While this argument holds significant truth when applied to the 
fundamental, cosmological questions of existence and the deepest mysteries of science, it is 
ultimately too broad, failing to account for the demonstrable increases in practical, functional 
comprehension that have been achieved through knowledge. Ultimately, I contend that 
knowledge increases comprehension on a localized, applied level, yet simultaneously (and 
more profoundly) expands the boundary of the known, thereby exposing an infinitely larger 
realm of complexity and mystery. 

The primary support for the statement lies in the trajectory of virtually every major scientific 
discipline. In physics, for instance, Isaac Newton’s laws of motion provided an elegant, easily 
comprehensible framework for understanding the terrestrial and celestial mechanics of the 17th 
century. However, as knowledge advanced, the simple Newtonian model shattered. The 
discovery that gravity distorts spacetime, coupled with the counter-intuitive principles of 
quantum mechanics, introduced concepts that are deeply complex, probabilistic, and 
fundamentally mysterious, even to the most learned experts. Similarly, the study of life began 
with the relatively simple observations of organisms and cells, but the acquisition of molecular 
and genetic knowledge has unveiled a staggering complexity in DNA transcription, protein 
folding, and epigenetic regulation. Each solved mystery in science inevitably gives rise to ten 
new, more profound questions. This constant emergence of higher-order complexity from 
newfound understanding strongly supports the claim that comprehensive knowledge makes the 
world more complex, not less. 

Furthermore, the statement holds true when considering the philosophical implications of 
expanding knowledge. The ancient Greek philosophers lived in a universe bound by the 
observable stars, a system they could attempt to fully model. As astronomy and cosmology 
advanced, however, the sheer scale of the universe became apparent, leading to concepts like 
dark matter, dark energy, and the potential for a multiverse—ideas that strain human intuition 
and plunge humanity into existential uncertainty. The most knowledgeable cosmologists today 
are perhaps the most acutely aware of their ignorance regarding 95% of the universe’s 
composition. Knowledge in this context functions not as a tool for making things 



 

comprehensible, but as a telescope that reveals the true, overwhelming scale of human 
incomprehension, thereby deepening the mystery surrounding our existence and place in the 
cosmos. 

Despite these compelling points, the statement’s sweeping negativity ignores the vast practical 
and functional comprehensibility that knowledge provides. To an individual in the Middle Ages, 
the process of healing a severe infection was a total mystery, perhaps attributed to divine or 
demonic forces. Today, the knowledge of cellular biology and chemistry provides a clear, 
comprehensible mechanism for antibiotic function. Similarly, while a computer scientist may 
grapple with the complexity of quantum computing algorithms (thus supporting the statement), 
they operate daily with the perfectly comprehensible knowledge required to write a functional 
application or diagnose a hardware failure. In fields ranging from engineering to medicine, 
knowledge transforms magic into mechanism. It allows us to predict outcomes, solve specific 
problems reliably, and build intricate structures—a clear testament to increased comprehension 
within bounded systems. 

In conclusion, the acquisition of knowledge functions as a double-edged sword. On one hand, it 
provides the tools for localized comprehension, allowing us to manage our daily lives, cure 
diseases, and construct advanced societies. On the other hand, by pushing the frontier of the 
known further outward, knowledge simultaneously increases the surface area of our interaction 
with the unknown. In this sense, the most foundational and consequential questions, the origin 
of consciousness, the structure of reality, and the limits of the universe, do indeed become more 
complex and mysterious as we learn more. Therefore, the statement is valid in its description of 
the human condition in the face of grand existential questions, but it requires the qualification 
that functional knowledge simultaneously provides crucial and life-improving comprehensibility 
in the applied world. 
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