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Abstract

The article discusses the main aspects of the relationship between science and religion in the
Russian Federation nowadays. It shows an official position of the Russian Orthodox Church
concerning the latest scientific developments, secular culture, and education as well as separate
views of different scientists, theologians, and philosophers about it. In particular, the paper
examines reaction from academic community in the Russian Federation towards some attempts of
introduction of theology in to secular space science and education. This article introduces different
points of view about the problem of choice of the world view reference points in contemporary
conditions when Christian theology substantiates the necessity of science and religion interaction.
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1. Introduction

Today “Science and Religion” is one of the most popular subjects in academic and public
spheres in many countries all over the world. A number of publications by researchers,
philosophers, and theologians are dedicated to this subject. Some of them speak with atheistic
position opposing science to religion. However, most of them are protestant theologians which
insist on dialogue between science and religion in contemporary world. In general, this tendency is
also typical to catholic and orthodox thinkers.

As in other European countries, in the Russian Federation the problem of the relationship
between science and religion is quite acute, but the character of building of this relationship in
Russian society is quite specific. Therefore, in this paper I would really like to discuss some of the
most important and specific points of the relationship between science and religion in the Russian
Federation nowadays.

2. Materials and Methods

The article is based on analysis of an official position of the Russian Orthodox Church
concerning the latest scientific developments, secular culture, and education as well as separate
opposite views of some scientists towards this issue. The methodological basis for the paper is the
principle of scientific objectivity. In this study author used hermeneutic, socio-critical, descriptive
and historically-typological approaches as well as qualitative methods of social studies. In the
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analysis of social, cultural, and political aspects of contemporary Russian realities submitted by
materials of mass media, and Internet resources the different points of the relationship between
science and religion in the Russian Federation nowadays are reflecting.

3. Discussion

There are different points of view about the relationship between science and religion.
Russian orthodox philosophers, such as Semyon Frank emphasized that science and religion
cannot oppose each other because they are “absolutely different matters”. Frank said, “All
conversations about absence of harmony between them resulted from both ignorance and
stupidity” [1, p. 3]. On the contrary, the main tendency in Soviet historiography was categorical
opposition of science and religion as important factors of “ideological struggle”. The atheistic
literature told about the conflict among them for the right to form a world’s paradigm. There was
emphasized the truth of scientific knowledge as opposite to religion faith.

Today both these points still exist. However, with a change of position of the Russian
Orthodox Church in post-Soviet Russia the opinion about science and religion’s dialogue begins
being introduced in society. Sometimes such persistence leads to the negative reaction among some
atheists-scientists and also causes some misunderstanding in the society. In particular, it has to do
with some changes of contemporary Russian education.

In august two-thousand was held the Jubilee Council of Bishops of the Moscow Patriarchate
of the Russian Orthodox Church. There were adopted “the Basis of the Social Concept”. It is an
official document about different points of the relationship between the Church and the
contemporary secular world. In particular, it focused on science as “one of the most important
components of culture” [2].

It says that science is the result of development of Christian thought. However, “despite
Christianity’s initial impact” later the development of science and technology was carried out under
the influence of “secular ideologies” [2]. According to the position of the Russian Orthodox Church,
in the eighteenth century some “atheistically-minded thinkers” “resolutely opposed science to
religion”. It was a result of “faith in the omnipotence of the scientific knowledge” [2]. The Church
has condemned this opinion calling it “the false principle”. It warns that if science wasn’t
“restricted by any ethical, philosophical, or religious requirements” it would result in a global
disaster [2]. In this sense in Christian theology as well as in postmodern philosophy revaluation of
the age of Enlightenment with main concept of “progress” took place.

Really, “Knowledge is power” — it is a great slogan of the Modern European culture and
thought. However, the reverse side of progress was blood and thunder, weapons, wars, intervention
in the universal laws of a human nature, and the Universe, especially in the XX-th century. In fact,
we must recognize that science and technology have made the violence more widespread and
ruthless. After the two World Wars a nuclear threat remains relevant as a result of scientific work.
Thus history itself raised a fundamental question about responsibility of a scientist who must
follow humanistic goals.

Therefore, the Russian Orthodox Church underlines that by the end of the twentieth century
science and technology have achieved such influence on all aspects of life as to become “the
decisive factors in the life of the civilization” [2]. Consequently, the Church says “to ensure normal
human life” it is necessary today as never before “to restore the lost link of scientific knowledge
with the religious, spiritual and moral values” [2]. The Church insists on dialogue between science
and religion “for the save of life and its proper order” [2].

However, there is another position. A number of scientists-atheists publicly assumed that
theology shouldn’t intrude into secular science. In particular, in two thousand and seven was
published the open letter to the President of the Russian Federation from ten academicians, the
Members of the Russian Academy of Sciences. They were notable scientists such as Nobel laureates
in physics Vitaly Ginzburg and Zhores Alferov. They expressed their concern about so-called
“increasing clericalization of Russian society” that is “the Church’s infiltration of all areas of public
life” [3]. They affirmed wide discussion of the issue of dialogue between science and religion is a
result of clericalization supported by State. This letter said that in-admissibility for the Russian
Orthodox Church to interfere in the secular area of science and education. They emphasized their
“respect for the feelings of religious people” and that their goal “is not to fight religion”. However,
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they affirmed there wasn’t alternative to scientific knowledge and opposed so-called “knowledge
substitute” for the faith [3].

In the first place, in this letter the authors expressed their attitude towards contemporary
Russian education. These academicians were against “the Church’s attempts to introduce theology
in the list of government-recognized scholarly subjects”. They proved that theology being “an
assemblage of religious dogmas” and shouldn’t be one of scientific subjects [3]. So, this letter
illustrated the negative reaction of the some representatives of academic community of Russia to
the persistence of the Church in public life, science, and education.

Actually, in recent years in Russia have appeared a lot of theology’s educational programs as
well as theological departments. Until now they have never existed in Russian State Universities.
The Orthodox theologians and priests were always prepared by Orthodox Academies. This always
distinguished Russia from other European countries where theology was originally part of classical
European university education. Today besides Orthodox Academies in the Russian Federation
there are a number of special private universities and institutes with theology as a priority
academic direction. However, the problem is that theology as academic direction has being
introduced in State’ system of higher education.

It means, sometimes theology begins being understood not only as the doctrine of God built
on the basis of the Scripture. Today theology as an educational humanities program claims to be a
part of the complex of knowledge about religion which used to be a problematic field of religious
studies. Therefore, in contemporary Russian society the following question has being discussed: is
theology really an independent branch of the humanities along with religious studies, or not? [4].

In two thousand and eleven was held the Council of Bishops of the Moscow Patriarchate of
the Russian Orthodox Church. There were adopted the new decision about improving both
dialogue between the Church and secular science. A short time before the Patriarch of Moscow and
all Rus’ Kirill visited National Research Nuclear University (Moscow Engineering Physics
Institute). It’s one of the fundamental scientific Centers of Nuclear Physics and important technical
educational center in Russia. An Orthodox Church was established there a few years ago.
The Patriarch Kirill was sanctified this Church gave a lecture about relationship between science
and religion for both students and teaching staff and was made an honorary doctor of Moscow
Engineering Physics Institute. After two years the Department of theology was opened in this
technical University among other aimed to discussion of the relationship between science and
religion. However, most of scientists and students were against all these events. They assumed that
the Church shouldn’t intrude in secular science. [5]

The problem is complicated by a question of a school education. Really, “from the Orthodox
perspective it is desirable that the entire educational system should be built on religious principles
and based on Christian values” [2]. Although in the same place emphasized that the Church
“respects the secular school” as well as a human freedom but it considers “it inadmissible to impose
on students anti-religious and anti-Christian ideas and to assert the monopoly of the materialistic
view of the world” [2]. On the contrary, the letter by ten academicians says, “all achievements of
worldwide modern science are based on a materialistic view of the world. There is simply no other
thing in modern science” [3].

One of the authors of the letter academician Vitaly Ginzburg guessed the science and religion
should avoid each other. He is known as a critic of religion and popularizer of the secular
humanism and principles of the freedom of conscience. Speaking as an atheist, he noted that
politics of Bolshevism discredited atheism “which in essence has nothing to do with violence” [6].
On the contrary, the Christian Church has always condemned scientific knowledge. Ginsburg wrote
that to identify all atheists with those Bolsheviks “militant atheists”, who shot believers, is
equivalent to identify all Christians with the Inquisition, or all Muslims with fundamentalists and
terrorists [6]. According to him the age of Enlightenment was a period of beginning widespread
acceptance of humanism, materialism and progressive scientific knowledge. According to him
secular ethics doesn’t need religious doctrines [6].

Academician Ginzburg and other scientists especially emphasized that creationism should
not be taught in schools in any form. It should be noted that Darwin’s theory of evolution is still the
most painful issue for the Orthodox theology and Orthodox believers. The official position of the
Russian Orthodox Church on this issue does not exist. There are only separate positions of modern
Orthodox theologians.
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In two-thousand and six a well-known case was held in Russia. A fifteen year old schoolgirl
Masha Schreiber, and her father, were speaking against the non-alternative “imposition” of the
theory of evolution in school’s course of biology which is contrary to her religious faith. Although
St. Petersburg court rejected the claim to prohibition of teaching of the evolutionism, the case
became a major focus of public attention, and was discussed for a long time [7].

In two-thousand and thirteen a group of Orthodox young people made a flashmob against the
theory of evolution at the State Darwin Museum in Moscow. Their leaflets told that the world was
created by God seven thousand five hundred twenty two years ago. Also they demanded to bring
“religious instruction” in every school. It is even more interesting that one of the leaflets contained
the text about the theory of evolution as a real threat. It was called a pseudoscientific myth which
Trotsky and Hitler followed to justify the murder of millions of people [8].

This flashmob received a numbers of negative responses on the Internet. For Orthodox
culture it was unique. It looked like an action of Protestant creationists in the USA many years ago
and in general as a rule it is condemned by Orthodox believers. So, it was supported only by a few
Orthodox priests. A lot of theologians were against this flashmob such as one of the most popular
and influential contemporary Orthodoxy theologians Andrey Kuraev [9]. In one of his papers
“Orthodoxy and evolution” he argues that “in Orthodoxy there are no textual or doctrinal reasons
for the rejection of evolution”. According to him “the Lord created matter which is able to the
benefits of the development” [10].

One more problem which is discussed in modern society even more widely is the problem of
the use of biomedical technologies. Here the Church has a clear official position which is shared by
almost all orthodox theologians. Particularly, in this point it is most significant that the
understanding of good and evil in the modern Christian thought is contrary to ethics of liberal
secular humanism.

In fact, the rapid development of biomedical technologies which have invaded the life of
modern man rises nowadays in front of society serious questions about boundaries of tolerance.
“The Basis of the Social Concept” of the Russian Orthodox Church says that this development
without spiritual moral bases “can bring to humanity new burdens and suffering” [11]. The Church
insists that “proceeds from the ideas of life based on the Divine Revelation. It asserts life as a
precious gift of God”. It noticed that “the growing technological interference in the conception of
human life presents a real threat to the spiritual integrity and physical health of a person” [11].

Thus, the Church strongly condemns abortion as a grave sin, and different manipulations of
reproductive medicine such as donation of germ, surrogate motherhood as well as a change of the
human genome, the cloning of the human being, foetal therapy, euthanasia, sex reassignment
surgeries, and others things of new medicine technologies. In this case, it is emphasized that not
medicine is condemned as such, but a human choice of “a distortion of the God-created human
nature” [11]. The Russian Orthodox Church and contemporary Orthodox theology of science
reasoning from today’s realities very clearly define their position towards the saving of Christian
values, human life, traditional family, freedom, and responsibility as well as the sin.

4. Conclusion

In such a way, we can come to the following conclusions.

In Russia as in other European countries, the problem of relationship between science and
religion is being very acute last decades. This is one of the most important subjects in both
academic studies and public discussions. In particular, it has to do with some changes of
contemporary Russian education.

On the one hand, the importance of scientific discoveries of modern theology is scarcely
contested. In general, Christian theology is trying to find correct explanation for scientific theories.
However, on the other hand, the Russian Orthodox Church opposed “the monopoly of the
materialistic view on the world”. In turn, a number of “atheistically-minded” scientists resolutely
oppose it.

Unfortunately, a gap between secular liberalism and Christian conservatism is increasing.
Certainly, the problem of the relationship between science and religion has not only theological or
ethical issues, but also social and political aspects. But I believe that definition of basic human
values and principles today is fundamentally important for people all over the world. Actually,
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today the need for a new world view promoted the successful interaction between science and
religion [12, pp. 5-6].

Indeed, the impact of science and technology on the process of the formation of a personality
and society nowadays is infinite and it will only increase. It has always been the most important
factor of secularization. In fact, such influence of science and technology to humanity in the twenty
first century also carries a potential threat to the essence and existence of a human being. So, for
this reason it is necessary for Orthodox Christian theology to understand the modern reality. Thus
it leads Christian theology all over the world including Russia to the development and
popularization of discussions about relationship between science and religion.
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AnHOoTanuA. B cratbe paccMaTpUBAIOTCS OCHOBHBIE ACHEKTHI B3AaUMOOTHOIIEHUN MEXKIY
HayKOH U pesurued B coBpeMeHHOH Poccuu. B Hell mpezicraBieHa kak opuIHaIbHAA TMO3UITUA
Pycckoit IlpaBociaBHOM llepkBU B OTHOIIEHWU HOBEUIIMX HAYYHBIX JIOCTHIKEHHUH, CBETCKOM
KyJIbTYPbI 1 00pa30BaHUsA, TAK U OTAEIbHbBIE B3TJIAIBI PA3HBIX YUEHBIX, (PU10cO(POB 11 HOTOCTIOBOB.
B wactHOCTH, B cTaThe pacCMaTPUBAETCA PeaKIus, CyIIecTBYIOIasA B akaJleMUUecKOM co0o0IIecTBe
Poccuiickoii @ezepanyyi, B OTHOIIIEHUHN HEKOTOPBIX IIOIBITOK BHEIPEHUS TEOJIOTHH B CEKYJIAPHYIO
chepy Hayku u 06pa3oBaHus. B craThe oTpaskeHbI pa3JIMYHbIEe TOYKH 3peHUs Ha MpobseMy BhIOOpa
MHPOBO33DEHUECKUX OPHUEHTHPOB B COBPEMEHHBIX YCJIOBUAX, KOT/[A XPUCTUAHCKOU TEOJIOTHEH
000CHOBBIBAETCSA HEOOXOIUMOCTD B3aNMO/IEHICTBHUSA PEJIUTUH U HAYKH.

KiroueBble cioBa: Hayka U penurus, Pycckasa IlpaBociaBHas LlepkoBb, Teosiorus,
pEJIUTHOBE/IEHNE, CBETCKAs KYJIbTYPa, YeJI0OBeuecKoe ObITHE, TEXHOJIOTHS, HACHUIINE, aTEU3M, STHUKA.
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