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EDITORIAL:

SCIENCE, PHILOSOPHY
AND RELIGION IN EARLY
MODERN CULTURE

The current thematic issue of our
journal draws on papers presented
at conferences, workshops and lec-
tures, and subsequent discussions
held at the Department of Philoso-
phy of the University of West Bohe-
mia in Pilsen. The meetings mostly
concerned with one main topic: the
philosophical and religious context
of early modern science and the
possibilities of its new and original
conceptualisation.

Although historiography of sci-
ence abandoned positivist whigism
long ago, and a more sensitive and
accurate historical account of events
from the history of science came in
its place, this does not imply that
this new, contextual, anti-whig his-
toriography, just like the positivist
historiography, would not give rise
to its own legends and myths which
again became rather hastily gen-
eralised, received and introduced
into textbooks. Typically it applies
to relationships between religion,
philosophy and science. Recent ap-
proaches to early modern science
have already recognised and taken
for granted the influence of religion
and philosophy on the formation

of scientific theories but still they
understand it rather superficially.
Historians of science, especially,
lack a deeper knowledge of primary
theological ~and  philosophical
sources, from which scientists
adopted religious and metaphysical
themes that were incorporated in
the conceptual structure of their
theories. Therefore, the present
issue of Theory of Science strives
to enhance our understanding of
philosophical and religious themes
that penetrated into early modern
scientific theories.

The evergreen of the research
on the relationship between religion
and science in early modern times is
the Galileo affair. The new historiog-
raphy of science takes a much more
sophisticated approach to Galileo’s
conflict with the Church than posi-
tivist thinkers who reduced the affair
to a mere fight between obscurantist
and authoritarian approach and
enlightened scientific brain. Cur-
rent research places great emphasis
on the fact that the core of Galileo’s
conflict with the Church stemmed
from Biblical hermeneutics. In the
hitherto research, there also pre-
vailed the idea that Galileo’s biblical
hermeneutics was inconsistent and
that he was a “bad theologian”. This
idea was efficiently challenged by
Matjaz Vesel in his article. Almost
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20 years ago, Peter Harrison made
a substantial contribution to the
research on the influence of religion
on early modern science - present-
ing in his The Bible, Protestantism,
and the Rise of Natural Science
(1998) a fascinating interpretation,
which, however, is sometimes some-
what recklessly taken for the only
valid account. In his article, Petr
Pavlas analyses some less convinc-
ing arguments of Harrison’s theory.
A study by Juuso Loikkanen on
understanding of natural theology
in early Lutheranism opens up an
interesting perspective on the topic
and again it can be understood as
a corrective of Harrison’s general
conclusions. The complexity of
early modern biblical hermeneutics
in relation to epistemology is illus-
trated by another example: It is the
figure of Giordano Bruno, the usual
martyr of the Whig interpration of
the history of science. In his article,
Sergius Kodera describes subversive
way in which Bruno dealt with the
traditional Biblical exegesis. His
analysis shows how difficult and
methodologically dangerous is sub-
ordinating variety of early modern
relationships between knowledge
and religion to general concepts and
theories. The main focus of histori-
ography of modern science lies in
the field of mathematics and physics
and life sciences are sidelined - the
same applies to positivist research
as well as to recent scientific stud-
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ies. In consequence, the theory of
life in early modern times were
generalised and summarised under
broad philosophical labels, such
as vitalism, which, however, are
rather confusing and vague if not
supported with a more accurate dif-
ferentiation. These deficiencies are
then identified by Veronika Szanté6
in her article.

Although it was not our ambi-
tion to present a systematic or ex-
haustive overview of the problems
or topics concerned, I believe that
the current issue of the journal
may contribute to the research on
early modern science, representing
a critical perspective on some of the
topics and perhaps even shattering
the engrained views that are too
confident about their own position
of methodological enlightenment,
which is overly apparent in the texts
of some historians.

EDITORIAL:

VEDA, FILOSOFIE

A NABOZENSTVIV RANE
NOVOVEKE KULTURE

Toto tematické ¢islo naseho caso-
pisu vychazi z prispévka a diskusi,
kterych se autofi zucastnili na kon-
ferencich, workshopech a pred-
naskach na Katedfe filosofie (FF
ZCU) v Plzni. Spole¢nym tématem
uvedenych setkdni vétsinou byl filo-
soficky a nabozensky kontext rané



novovéké védy a prirodni filosofie
(early modern science and natural
philosophy) a moznosti jeho nového
konceptualizovani.

V historiografii védy byl sice jiz
davno opustén pozitivisticky whigi-
smus (whigism), ktery byl nahrazen
vykladem udélosti z déjin védy. Ale
to neznamend, Ze novd, kontextu-
alni, anti-whigisticka (antiwhig) his-
toriografie nevytvari podobné jako
pozitivistickd historiografie vlastni
legendy a myty, které jsou prili$
ukvapené generalizovany, pfijimany
a v¢lenovany do ucebnic. Jde o to,
ze nedavné vyklady novovéké védy
jiz uznavaji a ptijimaji jako samo-
zfejmost vliv ndbozenstvi a filosofie
na formovani védeckych teorii, ale
tento vliv je stdle chapan ponékud
povrchné. Predev$im mezi historiky
védy chybi dtkladnéj$i znalost
teologické a filosofické literatury,
z niz védci prebirali ndbozenské
a metafyzické motivy, jez se stavaly
soucasti konceptualni struktury
jejich teorii. Toto ¢islo Teorie védy se
proto pokousi prohloubit nase cha-
pani filosofickych a ndbozenskych
motivi, které pronikaly do rané
novovékych védeckych teorii.

Klasickym tématem vyzkumu
zkoumajiciho vztah nabozenstvi
a védy v raném novovéku je proces
s Galileim. Nova historiografie
védy vyklddd Galileovy obtize
s cirkvi jiz mnohem sofistikovanéji
nez pozitivisté, kteti ho redukovali
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na boj tmafstvi a autoritarstvi se
svétlem védeckého rozumu. V sou-
¢asnosti se klade velky dtraz na to,
ze jadrem Galileova sporu s cirkvi
byla biblickd hermeneutika. Také
se v badani ustalila predstava, Ze
Galileova biblickda hermeneutika
nebyla konzistentni, Ze Galileo byl
»Spatnym teologem®. Tuto predstavu
zdatile zpochybnuje ¢lanek Matjaze
Vesela. Do vyzkumu o vlivu nabo-
zenstvi na rané novovékou védu
pred témér 20 lety vstoupil Peter
Harrison, ktery ve své monografii
The Bible, Protestantism, and the
Rise of Natural Science (1998) pred-
stavil fascinujici interpretaci, ktera
je ovSéem nékdy ponékud lehkovazné
pfijimana za platnou. Clanek Petra
Pavlase se pokousi ukazat néktera
méné presvéd¢iva mista Harriso-
novy teorie. Velice zajimavy prispé-
vek k tomu tématu pfindsi studie
Juuso Loikkanena o tom, jak byla
chdpdna prirozena teologie v raném
luterdnstvi - a tato studie miize byt
opét pochopena jako korektiv Ha-
rrisonovych obecnych zavéri. Slozi-
tost rané novovéké biblické herme-
neutiky ve vztahu k epistemologii
doklada také jiny priklad: Je to po-
stava Giordana Bruna, oblibeného
mucednika whigovského vykladu
déjin védy. Sergius Kodera ve svém
¢lanku popisuje subverzivni zptisob,
jakym Bruno pfistupoval k tradi¢ni
biblické exegezi. Jeho analyza uka-
zuje, jak obtizné a metodologicky
nebezpe¢né je podfizovani roz-
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manitosti rané novovékych vztahi
mezi védénim a ndboZenstvim
obecnym pojmum a teoriim. Hlavni
pozornost historiografie novovéké
védy se soustfedi na matematické
a fyzikdlni obory a védy o Zzivoté
stoji stranou - to plati o pozitivistic-
kém vyzkumu, stejné jako o nedav-
ném badani. Nasledekem toho je, Ze
teorie Zivota raného novovéku jsou
pausalné a povrchné shrnovany pod
obecné filosofické nalepky (labels),
jako je vitalismus, které jsou vsak
bez presnéj$i diferenciace matouci
a nepresné. Pravé to ukazuje
ve svém ¢lanku Veronika Szanto.
Ackoliv toto ¢islo naseho casopisu
nepfedstavuje ani systematicky,
ani vycerpavajici prehled néjakého
problému ¢i tématiky, prece jen se
domnivam, ze mtize badani o rané
novoveké védé obohatit svym kritic-
kym pristupem k nékterym témat,
jenz snad mize otfast oS§idnou spo-
kojenosti s vlastni metodologickou
osvicenosti, kterd je v textech nékte-
rych historika védy az prili$ zjevna.

Daniel Spelda
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