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something while the motion agentt has, in conseguence, either to be moved by something ar
not, and if it is moved by something efse, there should be: the first metiom agemt: wihiidh is matt
moved by some other agent. If such a first mefiiom agent: is detected], mo etfher is meressmy
(because it is impessible to exist an infinite ¢haiin of motions in wikich eacth agenttis mawed thy
some other agent, as in an infinite ¢haiin there: is no first Jemant)). I, thus, ewanytihing; beimg iin
motion is moved by something and the fiist motiion agent: i in msdion, but o a resull of am
action of the ether object, that is it has to be in moiion by vietue of itself. OFf cansee the: fiisk
metion agent, the first engine was for Arigtelile the argument iRaseming the dianging of
ebiesls, it ereates the eternal mefion in an infinite time. Sank Themes gane thak ergine &
different meaning. Fer him this was a Christian Gegl It i clkarlly seeh i NS ieasRth itk off
metien’ fer the existence of rel

It seems that the philosophical explanation of the issue of the wantid areatiion thyy Sadintt
Thomas is tied the issue of chance as welll as the: existence act?. Saimmtt THamass clkenlly states
that 'we know from our experniencs: that beings cam of cammni: @xdbt, becawse they appear amdl
disappear and consequenilly they exisi and do mot exist®. These beings does met beaur im
themselves the reasem for their exigiriree, it has to be assumrd] "the @xdstence of am estaing:
being beeause of necassityy the being wihich does Mok Possess the neeassany raswn beyend
itself but rather ereating the nrasssityy of existence of eiftri elbipatss’. And s is therathiion
eecurfing between the Abselute and the casipll brings witith dietermine Whe deeprsit semse of
the ereation. The ereatien is carried out 1A a consiam: relation of the exisience of e caswall
Beings 1 the Abselute: Th ereation aek tself aeconehing to Sl THRIRRE IS W 2 WansRer oF
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2.2. Evolutionaky ereationism

The evelutionary creation may be traced back to somr solliions sl it By Saimic
Avgustin. Aecording te him the matter ¢iealed by God i 'radiated’ by s called rationes
seminalks (fowndiing Feaseny), wihich does has a fealure off RasemRG: thak iy dRMRIRRIRG: the:
matier by emerging Rew beiings eut of it. OF colfise: appearing and disappearing of ¥t haing
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takes place within the creative activity of Godl by ratiomsss seminales'. e comsegpeenee off
such an approach to the being are the views of Piene Teiilhard D Chhandin wihicth teat the
creationismn by way of an empiric languege of biological sciences’. Fhemuth sciemtiat,
accordiing to Kazimierz Kiésak assumes ‘the direct activity of God on the nature of objects as
a result of which there are simultaneously new creatures withim the biclogy bom, connected
with each other physically in their appearing and desiiimy. The: erestiom actt bedirg the acht
identical with the whole of being, thus wiith its phememensl] transformation, it dors el
intredyee any intrusion wiihih the mental waillll, et & W Tealiirs, evem fiom e
philesephical peint of view it is Recrssary to sy, thak they are of compriadly different paituie,
they de net laek the autecendients and do Aot imply 2Ry wimination of Bk pheneRrRrm
proeess with their appearance”. It is easy o we Wl for Theiftasd D Chandiim e
appearanee of a Rew beiing is 8 reswlt of the aetivity of Ged and the evelutionary proeess. By
the way the creafiem i3 an unification Proeess -am whnificatien ad Bk 15 erRalive
transformation. The unification act i 2 ceeing of dipeissd drmrits WHE & MR
eonpeiAd With eaeh othert Integration of thee YRMRNS RS Uif YRARNRIRRIH,
leading 8 ereation of BYRgS at 3 il Righe: stage off XiRtence. % M WAIRCAHOR 3l I%
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3. Polish centers of ciealionii sciences

Contemporary Polish Catholiic seirntistes go back to the aforenmntimres] souneas, supponits
either the theory of ecieafion in a traditional medk or the evolhitionary ceatinm theany.
Semetimes it may be seen dependence on eacth of the: thrasirss. Nk wiithstamding: the atiemp
of that issue anallysits | remaiin only with a shoit deseription of i Wi, | heprs, erealtiomal bl
mainstreamnss in Polish philesophical litesalivie: iR this seeticih of the: papesr. e Fepresemialing
dees het elaim to be ofk and only a kind of a meiiedization sysiRMalicc Of Views conraiHRg:
the ereation.

3.1. Lublin scholak

The represaniadiness of the Lubliim setielpdi: Jamisghw Adrmezyk, Mira@stbw Kriprs,
Stefan Swikizawaki, Siamaaw Mazierski, Samahw Kowalkzyk - Raving allonte i CrialiRd
differencess in views on erealtiom i their PapRiss - geariAllly mRaM: ¥ iatintsth by it
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finished. The creation is the process of granting the existence to objexts wihicth remctharsd the
lack of it previously. That process is carried out comstantily. The factt of corstan: oreation
arises from the necessity of the ressem of the abject existence being outsiidk them . THiss we
grants such a reasom is an independenit beiing, the Absolute:.

3.2 . Waissaww scholag

Wiithiin this scthalbn sevenall different views of the crestionizm issue ane iin foncee. Fist is
represemrel by the view of Kazimierz Kidsalk, second is the view of Micwzasihvw Gagenz,
third is the view of Szczepan Slaga.

The starting point of Kazimierz Kigsatk on the creatimizm probiknss is am attengt to sesk
the answer for the guesiiiom 1B in any extentt pessiblk: a new seigntific approadh nesafting far
beyond the achipvemeniss of traditionall retapiivsiess to the Drir eisatimn aelt iip the: strictestt
feaning and thus the ereatiom out of its own nonentity and the: subjeet MMy ~ % Nibillo
sui et subieeti® The answerr of Kazifaietz Kionalk is dewble leveliing. The: fiisk enee efbess @
seareh of a new, nen metphydrall peispeitivee of empikie sdratific phenemenclogy’
validated methedetegieally for setting up the: views on the issue off eratipiism. THee seeund]
level Rewever, refess ie exiabighing, different from meiapivacall, @it of dralivvh of
evelutienary characier. The c1RaliNg aet of Godl SIS WP PRV CiRalARS 10 RUIRIRARR, it doRS
ROt iRtFeAHEe tRem rapidly ameng the exiating PRIGS. CRA, IR 3 WaY, AwAHERSs Wk TGRS
Iacated A Rature, fOF AW BRINGS 18 bR S B oM the RNRNRG PRS. TS Y Creafiph
Kazimiers Kok Means ‘direct PRIG activity 2n the e33ence o the RIRRlS, i el O Wk
COMRRRH N REW BXISIERCES 4fe RO, Hed With gach s E;'P@f%ﬁ%%'l'l% i YRR ARBeATARCS A
destinys  SUER 3 Meaning oF createn makes i ImPee 1o TeiR it 1 ¥ Cnpinical
§§§H%}E’)ﬂ%_8¥ the existencs of the fHme Peynaing of the Woslfl, W RRs 2k Reafh ek
the SRtaIegical Beginning of the wa'd that | the heginning o 2uxience Wall e exeiNdeds.

The ereation for Miewzysihw Gogaez is, by differencs, am estalblistting of am imenmall
existence of the materiafl of the individuall beimg by Gedi. Thee ¢ieatinm i ol off tifme, i am
individual eause of the result and takes as much tife as the fesiulle. Fair the: eeatec hring, the:
ereation is an individual eause of the resullt, it cease al the MmemRH: of Saiting the: indiniriial]
beiRg by the existenee aet. Ths existenee ach beeomes the wallity hamis © e erealing
pawer of Ged. an independenh existenee ach, waking feall ardl wpdating inRMRiRG
coguidelines”.

For Szezepan Slaga the ereatiitiah view dees mek seive to leck "the: Dk sipaces’ off the:
eontempoiay biologieal seienee”. [t s a view, by ne means philesephieal wiithin wihth bee ik
attempting te peint eut the fivall explanatien Rash and e coMnaing W Bact of e wenlid
and life eausality.
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Szczepan Siaga assumes that the resullt in fonm of the existence off a mew emtodbegoz! fomm
of being or a new way of the existence comes back in eapall way andl diirectly botth to the
First Reason as to mateniall reasons. Such a view om creatiom as a Simullamsanss andi diirectt
causing the result by two ‘reasom sets’ is develloped] by Shge mainly wiith respest to the issue
of the beginning of the erganit: life on Farth as wedll a5 in relation to the: eritical valluation off
pantheistic creationizm set forth by Piedkuink Hawl and Chanlbss Wirkeeqnastngliee wilthin
their theory of the cometarny pansperfay.

3.3. Ceacaww scholag

Similarly to Wansaw schaihr this schiolbar is also differentiated. The: domimating stresmss
are of Micthail Heller and Jowef Zyciifekii. The: scintistss take: the issue of aratipm witth respeatt
to either cosmwlhginc thewnigs or anallsiss canied owl in a peispratives off a phillesephy off
natural sciences. Becawse of that the basie problem is a proper meaning of the: wiew off the
eternall creation’. Following the views of Jam Siegm they stress tthat it is pessitiée witthautr
logical contrary to assume the creation of the wenlld in am infiimity becawse the eeatie ad:
does not nezd to have a time character, that is it does mot to be meantt as the: eneadive: reasom
and of the universe in time precede the: resull; arousest] by it.

If we say that the ereatiom act was complerd] beflane: ages andl tedhy is justt eunr of
question, we could place the cieation act on the: time levell. We: know thius thatt Gt diogss makt
exist in time and canmeit be measurnes] by time. If them the uratiom wass cantied @l im etenmiyy
so it Is carried out also at present:, becawse the: presantt lasts. It is mot diifficull: to wndienstemd], iff
we realize that the creation. For the dependence relation of the wantld om Gad Hass mi
changed, so at preseni: it is the same o it was beflore the ages®. The mentivned] above
scientinies emphagized then that the cieafinnisd views do mei deprid] on the defiinite or
Indefinite time theoxy of the universe.

4. 'Scientific’’ creationism

Professor Macigjj Giertyeh in papeis published in Imivaculhie: Kright (i 1986 ~1987)
commenting on Australian auther Joihm William Grenge JRiHrsei ke O livg: ey OF
Evelution’ intredyced te Pollish literatuie, 0 Rk UWRKRBWR, PRV ViR o ChealiRiiam:. THE
ereationall mainstream, alien for Polish philesephical taditien sonied Seng EORIFeNRTERS
and disputes ameng the seieniific serirtyy TR CRHRYRERIESs MANR: inereased Atk Ratk o
jeinnsen was published in Pelish after ah appraval of Warsaw, Neliepelis Sgrrd by, BisheR
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ferm of Polish Cathelicism depeilfs largely om Preselic RIms oF AHRS BRIWRE, e
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fhe ERUFER AF anHciericatism againet the selence W& A% akald o 3GHRsls 'Fé%‘éff&% ' ek
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neck breaking papers of cathaillic philosophers of nature: trying to comyiile this science wiith
parascience referring to eyolution™. [t is good coinciidense: that the author of the presemt
paper only in 198 started the discussiom around the basie points of sciemtiific’ creatiomists
paying attention to a danger of regarding them as catfholic scientists®, As a saimmisst andl a
catholic I could not and I still camnatr agree becawuse of essentizlly methodiollogicall reasom as
well as philosophical ones that the standpoint of ‘scientific’ creationism are omlly a supponted
by my, creationalist view.

4.1. The look at tihe: histoey of scientifin’’ creationism
and its main assumptions

Views of 'scientific’ creatioism have developed espeairdlly in the USA sifce the 20ties”.
may be seen sevenall stages of their developrment. First of all a fight waes stanted! flon thenniing
the evolution scholrshipp in scheells, later on it was stressed that the wweatinmist amdl
evolutionist sciences sheuld be lectured in scheels with equall estentc of lessois. The
beginnings of the creatiemint fraetion i tied wilkh the activity of Willlam Jpbin Biyam
(1860-1925) as welll as Wriildl Christian FPundiareniad Asseriptiom seit u by Witliam Brmand
Riley (1861-1947). Sinee the 30-ties the supperiers of the eralipmish Praciion siied @ wit
Hp thelr ewn strueture fer final spread of thelf ideas. Onlly iR 198% "Religion And Skirpre
Assoeiation’ was st Up Which ediucafed] the ¢RaHRME. h 1941 Calvipist seleMinis
establisheq] Ameriean Sernific Affiliation (ASA) and iR 19653 3 dereh WRMHsESs of
Ameriean Scienlific Academy sk UP Creation Research Serirhy (ERS). ke MRIRHSEss of e
1atter Sectety BUght 18 Be ERFSTANS aRd were Apliged 10 uRalr O Wi IRl of the BRI
Bible: The etivity of [he Sockely TocYR On RIOVRG the Rom COMIAIRS: DRIMAS: SURMMIL
fhearies and rules of EHH@H%H religholy SURANRIS Whited i the Spiphy; calird EHE%%%'N%%
Selentific creationists. tn 197 Ereatian Selence Researdh %‘é%tFér €SO N2 D
Set HB 4 SHYetyre ?HBI!&MQ MANLRIR, CeaRRt Bools WWHIHM 4 (iR o YR8IS éh%
Martin Mortis establishe % tnstityte 1E%r Ereation Reearch @I’%‘E}?@) W WHER § BCCee 19 e

may B ran E% scientifie &%F%%% S SRS reséirch o RS ?“n%%t%?r% 0 ek ‘e

are focused, on resens in arguments impairing the evol tlonlsm ' |en }c* creationists
are focused on rese m ! ealr ents impaiing the evolution srn hth ic Creauemsts
set fort tH EWs t ibie is a Wor -0 asts i(or smentlfl

séf for th e il at 84 2 1 s a wntten word & and is r sciengilic
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et s ar reauvet act 1{1 acco & e seven
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i6fo |ca y ¢ o Iréct aay Aats ll
100 1ca taon 1s a athei uc co irect 2y tmt i the ivin
creatures appe Hoseparaté Creatile QRIS o ust as W
Créatures 4ppearedt an s to separate creative acts o od ]ust % written m the ibIes

Mereever the fleed depicted in the Genrais, mesk commmenlly callke] the: Neah Hked] wak a
historieal phenomenen of a worlld wide influence. ARd the Earth i fiom GD. QB0 @ 100, 000
years old’.

' M. Glertyeh, W spraise teori; ewlueiiy WY Tygednik Povszreny XLtV (1200 Ned3 . &,
: %:9@@%@%&%55 fq@ﬁw@s’ e3PShre/ PRI K ki R eR0BA R, NiRSIRGM: PIRG2IAANY, Crlfskl, XTI,
i, NE79 ¢ 208-214.

'R b NUmsEnCeation ity 200 - ERy AMEERy, Seiehce Vol 245 1932 NE472 5. S8 BA4)). Shaw,
Evearipisiism 25 Seciak! Wiovssmbh: Science &1, (198149 s. B3:5%

¢ A: Mentagy, Inrpdusiono, W Seineee 7 Ereatinnismm G By A Meriagh) O4isd - Melbourae 1984 3. 56

3 A Masre, Eveatiopisem in: CAlgYALy, W Stignsee W4 s ibbi:: Te. Crnaing o Relabnoshipisiteds I &,
Halion, W A. Blanpied), Prerecit Foflend BosteR-Usdw, 19785 . 194

* St D. Deek, Nethral Seonrte s €8Pl THRalegyy, BieSRGe 32 ABB 3. 738

7 A Hammend, k. Margulie, E58850I 3 Stiehtee, "SYENcE" BYAPSED0 ¢ B55%; R & NumiBEss, The
Eveationistaers, Zy90sh 22019872 5. 133:16%
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4.2. The attempt of mateniall and i valuatiomn

Lubos Bellin paid an attention to the fact that in Pallist literatune iit cam thee fiimed] twoanitizal
essays analyzing thewries of the scientific’ orationipis’ It s Aodizej Purmwvsiki andl
Kazimierz Kloskomsiki.

4.2.1. Critical theoiks of Andlzsajj Paszewskii

The ofbjestiznss wiith respect to “scientific” creatimnistss are saft fontth by Andhze)j Paszewsiii

by criticizimg biologie theoniazs included in book of Juitm Willlam Grange Jhtnseny’. 1k
conesntnatest them in three groups: mistalkess and misundenstandiings, ewidence forevatiuiam
found in currently living ereatuness, evollutions and relligion.
Did¢eemiming the age of Earth is made by radicisotope prossetiure wihicth consipts aff
description the radioactive molestibss and the: period of iits division im a pantiicullar matenia.
Om the grounds of that research the age of Earth was dersmmined att fiom 4 bilm to 4 bim 500
min years. Of course those callculhtions may be mistakem in a way. Theree i3 howevan;, mait am
impertant mistake wihich could support a standipoiint like ¥hat off JnbHisem that Baitth is fiom
60. 000 te 100). 00D years olidl. Miokeomeasr JRihisem sel forrith Uhat dhe: incemtinuityy off miud reehs
eannel be a Fesult of mountain buill mevemrARies andl transRir of lndh, becatisR wie do M) see
sueh MevemRHEs at piesei:. As a reswl he impairs remainss of enganismss eueal ke i diffRei:
geolegicall layess a5 a preve that e kipgl of enganiamss may sl e appearanee off sImR:
Rew enes. Mereover JRINIRM makes a ferl] of himself shaling thal MiGHRRS it Tk GH
souree of changratilify and that an indhvidkal midtation may change a seapR inte Ralltesr Ura
fly leg inte eow leg.

2) The fossil evidemce 8 hot an evidercse for the biclogicall eveliution ~says Jbinsam.
Nevesithalhsss evem for a plain bielegist awaie of paleettipihgin: faatss, those: materalls Piove:
that the genetic code is eommen for all the living waitl, firom bagtesiaa 1© a hdmam being,
Because of that it i§ difficuk to share the opiRian thak i QURLY IPREIRS the: idenlicall otk
appeared! independently. Mereexer the aRMeRRIRMINE are PRIMIRG itk iR SRRy, Uha
meleculah level, of many species, for e@mipk man and CHIRRAMITAS O PRIilla. RS- iAstaRce
the haemeglein of 4 gerilla differs from the human oply in two aminRARides, RRIWASE: MR
3nd Plg insuiin there 18 enly onk amineaddl TG tHS & 1eAstnalie CIftHsiRth o e
ESTAMOR Brigin oF all creatures Hving CONGRANIATIN;.

3) Joh Wiilliam Geeorge Joihmsomn iR his paper says that "the Dawinist evellution gave Lucifer
a fermidable weapon de shegk the Christian fenndations. T mam oiainre ah alfiRitaling.
He eeuld ehepse bepwesh the ereslivi and evelutien'.

Andizej Paszewsiii, commemiing on that SIRMAAT, PRI eri el taking inte acsasiv: the:
evelution 18 identieal for JRIHmem wifh reipQting the prisenalify o Crd ardl ik ks off e
mexall Absollute. As 3 fesult eveollutionist theeny cawsed the: Rl off BRYIAMIRL, MRARIAIEM,
Marxism, laie Rumanity and s on. OF confse evelution thRHRSs 3% Wird Torr mamy RemUisk
Burpeses including fghting the religion. Bik these are bk am THffIRM: RARNS 1O IR It
faF If ek Breaking demageay IS Usedl iR CdRE 10 1RARNh S TiRiifious URRRIISSs IRSHIRQsh
forth abeand the NeaR At 1% 0Rfh BT theik had 10 PACK many, AHRIRM: JPRURS AS 1 Was
Impeseible, Re assumes that Nee leaded ety the yorkh Bondihalk. BROHRR of MRk AHUZR)
Paszewsitl wondeiy, what Noe shoid do 10 Vol CBRUNIS ANMAIR Bk iRk Broldrs the
AUMEIOUS BAsSERgRrs Rad 18 SUHes seripiss HINRRER PRaKRe ey YhR 1BlG: Al pafaRies:

& ” . & )
IR PEERGE G.a

VoL By, “Wagey " easionisny.s, Pratd 1980 §. 37-3%
* A Paszewsii €zyy Foria: ewWIAcH;: RaRFavNIRd. Vsip SRR, VRS XK (198R)7-% . 128437,
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attacking man wiith them, they also were arateell. Paszewsidii asks: wibair atbantt vireses? Bl
anybody of Noah family sufffer from Aids?

So if the Jathmson book is meantt as an elemantt of a crusade leadiing to e ng thet Gaxtl
is a creater of everything, the ideas of the author are to be considkmes] & a grean
misunderstanding. The way of reasoming; suggested by Juihraem cammast be aceagiast. Mhuss tvhe
final comallisionss by Andrzej Paszewaiii that the work of Jnthisem efffeteed wiith much wonse:
strength than the populafizing the creatinnif: theairss s fok strange:.

4.2.2. Methasthdbggdehl remarks

I would like here to analyze the idea of scientiffic’ omationizm in a rdbhtion to
evolutionism as welll as the selected feaunsss of scientific’.

1) 'Scientific’ creatiiomints sett forth that biological evolution is fallse’. It is a typical mittale: off
too wide conclusion. The statemeni: comcening the: false of biclogical exallution may be
referred either to phenomenall aspect of the evolutionary process andl its unevidencedl
factographic elements or to theoneticall aspect and its unieasenaiiide genrrallzing:. It is dhuiis
then for the contempoiary bielogists® that the evelutionism consinis of twe Rveadhs. Hnsd i
eenstituted by the theery of evelution iiself ax a precess of devellepnrai at alll lRuatks of
matter erganization. The pariieular ease hete & the Dielgicall evolution. Skeand IRusll
eonstifvies of a different kindl of interpretation of the VeNRIRSs & Walll 3% iR e
evelutionary preeesses that i theeirs. These twe kel aie mok 3k e same Sege of
geientific eerainty. S taking iAte conwrRiaiiem the Bhsk Rvel, ediy Mo oife BX&P
‘sclentific’ ereatipniam deubls that @velution PReIRRh & AR SURMITR Tafd. It 15
confirmed by the resulis of labefatery syaieslys dealing Wih interpal Ymiiprties g
differencess of the living creatures copsindckion ang dassificalions. NRIRMA: JRIRNE
Fesearchs 18 of great lHlB%HQHE% % the B%ﬁ%%@ﬁ%! A CURRHUAHNRE RIS A% Uk
anatemy, Ristalagy, evioiagy. BIBUhemisiry” IR ¢a38 o Second ievel it 1§ 10 e CUHIRRY
clearly that evidenciBliy oF iRty ¢ E'B% SYRIHER thedn & 3h 'R iRk
Hqgement Neverrelrsss the %‘6%1&5[!8& EE%%rﬁ 13 A2t MY 3 RGN o %arﬁ‘%ﬂl%f fagtss
VRILHOR H%%ﬁ; %%ﬁ%&ﬂiﬂg EB% BrSE%%% OF DReAAREHON, QNI %0% %Lﬂxr?) ?1%‘; R4 Y
f%%rss al 8 rmu %emen exerusalgllee 3& cuI r

ormu ements exerdisa neFal E‘VG JCU tto
hemse \\/f%ssg

2) 'Seientiific’ erelipnins assume that the theory of evelution is am aiftristicc ey ard this
they impair the existence of Ged. [t is khewwh that the: theory off exeliution is deiimined by a
systemn of statements concaning the history of devellpmen of the: living Cikaliuies asWedll 3

'K Klgaowsi Ata0l0giszng uaiHhaafia WraGIS/IAMm s RRHKENRER 0, WIRN RS DIRGEZi MYy BRI
XXX (1986)10-12, 5. 4344455

8t D Deelo, Nattipl/ Seiensee 4 €realinnists: Toaalaays. s 738,

P 8. ) Gowdd, Bvdutionn a5 sk Wa TSy, W SEiRNs8e 4 CTRaLInRiamm G By A WRSHRGLD,
Oxferd -Medliasume 1984 A, 8. 1181235

' B Mayr Populacie, gpitnitl ¥ eNIBRIFA, W78WAva 19745, 13241 IKample, BuRInifsy: 4ng
Stammesgeeselbiftvke derr ORGAINTRILN JRPA 1980 3. 27-59)

* Th. Debzhanshy, The Raw, Weissiala/s &7 BObHINRy Tt SURMIfic WRMMHN 4L 3. 445,85, €. S,
Themp aild Wredise in: Bubitionsr, NeW Yok 19444 passiny,

* F. Ayala, The WREBAISSs eif@éﬁwmfbn Scirnlifffc Ameiiean 239A9TB S, 488 . 3. ERRINAIHQWK,
Oy BRI BRSRESs Of Wi SYRIBEIRDALY y DIRSES s TFPBY, Wihe SREINRUML . Qﬁf’ﬁﬂ?&é@n%&ﬁ%’%s @fﬂ@@éhng;s%f%
Arerican ?mlegeg?aeaél Seciehy 4@@@@;@% §. 1671695,

’ g? 5? Evaste Lhovpbition » Sy anin:, BaFS 19753 5. 27435 Nk D04ton, SEiRtific- ARsicai LYY,

® T. Gowdge, Tihe Asebhr off ife, ToROMG 1960 3. 65-79 E. Moyt Thee erpuirs & Balaislar TTHoUH:,
Eambridge 1982 ¢ 72.

* M. B. \Willians, Falsilinblare Boesintionsas off BAMLRIRG ry Thsosyy, Pailesepiy off Stipce 10097)s. SIB 53,
A. ResenBerg, The SRt off BiRlogjsalyy Scienree, COMINNR. 1885, . 157139,
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the vehicles and rules of their transformation. Conseauemtily the atheism is a theory demying
the existence of God. Both those statements related to the assumption two emphesize that
according to 'scientific’ creationists:

- There is a contrary between the statememtss of the evolutian theory and the existence of
God. The evolution theory has to be rejected! to retain the religion ideology, according to
which God is a creatar of everything,

- It may be clearly seen that the 'scientific' creatiomists do not differentiate the exploration
levels. They skip the fact that the knowledge conceming the human being and the world
and their origin may be an objectt of both biological research and philosophical or
theological considerations. But the difference is in the way of approach of challenged
issues and their reasomiing. It does not mean however, that it becomes necessary to reason
the existence of God within the biological sciences as well as unchallengeaiblk: hostility of
the evolution theory and the fact of the existence of God.

3) ‘Scientific’ creatiomists reject the evolutionism from the biological reasoning
simultaneously attempting the philosophical, theological dogmas that God is a creator by
reasoning within those results of biological sciences. It seems that the mistake does not serve
well neither the creationism meant in an ontological aspect (understood usually as a
philosophical or theological theory) nor the science, for the philosophical or theological
dogmas does not need to be reasomedi ultraempirically or ultranaturally within the biological
views.

4) The ways of quoting the arguments by scientific creatiomists are of deceptively nature. By
the way of deception they cheat the reader by granting their arguments the look of
accordance with the results of biological sciences. The lack of positive valuation of facts
obstinately rejecting all the reasonable arguments. The construction of the defence of their
assumptions on this base shows clearly that the 'scientific’ creatiomists are guided by a very
interesting relation: the more emotions, the less knowledge. Especiallly significant exampie of
such situation Is creationist arguments against the laboratory research of the life creation
process, their objectiins with respeet to some aspects of the evelution theory. Foir example
the statement 'life eould not appear by chanee 3 bln years age” is not abselutely eeftain if
one takes into comsideratien the results of researeh on abiegenesis proeess, laberatery
experiments, shaping ef theoretieal analysis®. Mereover, the reasenable diseussion is almest
impessible to commences, for 'seientifie’ ereationists always may anneunee that 'we may Aot
achieve anyihing by way ef seientifie considesations But enly peint eut that all precesses are
ereated] by Ged™. It seems that the eerneistone of sueh a Rarrew minded peint of view of
researehed reality is a total igneranee i the seepe of the gealk of seientifie researeh.

5) ‘Scientific’ creationism possesses all features of parascience. Parascimntistss of that team
lecture on the structure createdl by themselves;, write papers to magazines establiisthed] by
themsellvess and publish works if they or their sponsans may set up sufficient financing for the
publishing’. Moreover, the key rules of 'scientific’ creationism may not be exesuted] and its
peripheral statementss which could be executesl become false. Moreover the creationist
explanations are based on peculiarities, that is on wonders, not on scientific data’.

! H, Morris, Scierntifific Ceeatitinmiseiszz, Sam Diego 1974, s. 49.

! K. Kloskowski, Brzypdele jakko czpmikil abiogenezyy, Studia Philosophiae Christianae 21(1985)2,s. 39-78.

! R. A. Gallant, To Heli/ with Evahioi,, W: Sciennee antd Creatisnisinm: (ed. by A. Montagu) s. 282-305.

! D. T. Gish, EBeohitivinr: Thee Fussitidis Sa Noi/, Sam Diego 1972,s. 3-4,

7 M. GardnerPEagdovaukacka igseedolarzeniri (thum, z ang. B. Knyzanowskii, W. Zonn), Warszawa 1968,s. 23.

£ 8. J. Gould, Creativoisiyr: Genpsiss versuss 195385 Geallyyy, W Scienose antd Crearinisiizm (ed by A. Maomtagu),
s. 1129,

158



5. Ideologicall discussion on 'scientific’ areationism

Accarding to Antoni Hoffmamn Polish evolutionists are partly to blame for what happens
now in Poland. The main reasom is that for several decades the evolutiom was presentedl in
Poland as a theory that there is no God. But this was a stupid argument, false on the basis.
Moreover, no one of contemporary serious theologians does not set forth that the creation of
species was an individual act. The Holy Bibie does not provide a theory that this was an
individual act, but it is rather more natural say about succession in the species creation. Amd
this is the succession, by way of proper understanding the Holy Bible may be meant as
process taking many millions or even billions of years’. On the other hand Adam Urbanek
pays attention on the arguments of 'scientific’ creationism, creationism results mainly from
religion extremism, not from the scientific theories. That is why the practice of presenting
natural evidenee by reealling the whelly Bible quetations is 8o blamingf. It is worth meithing
that the evolution theory has always a pelitieal aspect in Poland and it was lectured as a part
of ideelogie indoetrination’. Besides this aspeet A6 reasenable man ean Mean the statements
of ‘seientifie’ ereatiomisis whieh, ameng ethess, evelution is meant a3 a werkpiece of Satan as
the entitled and autherized for eonsidering the dispute between the evelution theery and
philesephieal theery of ereatien. The attempis of selving that dispute were started in the
dOries aferementiened seienfiis. Kazimierz Kidsak, Szezepan Slaga, Michal Heller and the
gthers. My persenal peint of view is that fer philesepher ef nature there is a8 way ef
eoneitiation of real facters (vehieles and facters of evelution proeesses) leading te the
ahpearance of more eomplex systems and ereationist view en the level of either theslegy of
SCIERNCE" BF evpluHonary epistemalagy’. The reasening of that view gges far Beyend the
§88F8 8f present BQE%E" Mareaver It I8 diffiewlt 18 understand why 6od, ereating the werd,
shall Be eloser 18 ERFistian thesry, like Jiash pravides; than the Fﬂlgﬂﬁy 6od Supervising
the evelutien By Billisns of years This B&FHEH!&F style BF arguments of ‘sclentifie’ creatisnists
may Be sHmmarized IR fhat a potential discovere: declares that Re praducey cathalie

f%E%EHFH mabile sperating By way of Raly waters Mareover, Macleh Glertyén and jehn

Hiam Eege f}%‘}& h 988 A8t Betieve IR evalytian and It l§ thelr Busingsy. HSW%\&%F It
N8t FHé that creatiopism IS contrary 18 %\’r% rtioh: The alternative (8 eveliss | li the view o
the HAcha E%%% it ﬁ 8? 388&35’ TR If E 2t 8% %%i Ha¥ H% selense E%B% 2YRIUHSD K
8{{ rary 3 Bdoso Ric oF thealegical ¢ %8134 e ¢Hed 58?1)) The E&%g %t%'le dogs H%E

IUSS ah s%'%ﬁ | % nforma ma“"” 8%?185%% }/; é: alled 581888%3 68 1o S%P\é% the
E og(e: 8f BH; 950 1ca! 81[ E% |on inform. martz: as to pe stresse p]at H

f Eo i’ an S marxz lg a8 KO €. SEI ssed t 6

Sclentite, creation tS se t EI’ I ement t ree
ers IntO 011SN1 SsocClety. JCU4OUS €X anatlon O 1& [q eva I’IS Lan
monsters 1 tO G SOCIC(% 1CUé)LE ‘(%e z% {3 Q eva uate HS an
e { t
ro

(b

[ GOI'! S 1 creatlon S{S set
sc1en e 'startpointfor re l on

sc1ence an sa :m SIS ccm € §S[ar omt or re; 10n
erlslon ever g at pl u Ee o 1S ifion %
gmet |ert a ens ar%; the Po zs mon ) a er as

lOﬂ VEFE GSS a
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tons . wi € in er St i nrar
s an creationist vie a§ ]I %ra gfﬂ) zmg Ee evo‘; Ut ¥ (Irraongytﬁ
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A. Hoffman, G/05 w dyskkwitst p. Bnshiejejs - temat zonvevy diealivyd; 7, W: Nauka i przyszlo$é 1991, nr 8,s. 5.
A. Urbanek, Glss w dysidsjisi,s, 6i7.

T. Bielecki i J. Uchmariski, </08 w dyskbsjiji,s. 6i7.

M. Heller, Stwovzenitic & eneluejiz, Comummnim 11 (1982)4,s. 58-66.

K. Kioskowski, Konveppige kraagjginizimenie i polbidebs ostodidiehich naudesayphh W Z zaegdoleriern fifoaaofii
prayyvdeivamsenstiva iitdaatift pryyodyly t. XV (w druku)

? J. Zycinski, Bnsiuiya din wyledivoyench, Czas krakowski, K(1990) nr 125, s. 5.

7 W. Kossacka, Eunddmentaliseiisci i teonitn ewollicjji, Tygodnik Powszedhmy XLIV (1990) nr 38, s. 7.

P W, Dk, Recerizpia pranyy Jobwonaia, W: Szczeciriskie Studia Koscielne, ti. ,Szezecin 1991, s. 147,
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1) The Christian creatiomizm operates in Poland wiithim two variations: traditional (clbssicall)
and evalutionary.

A) Traditional cremtiomimm. This variation of the oratimvizm by way of philosaoghic]
analysis (not the natural ones) it poiints out the: fiinel explmation and uncontranation reasomn
of the fact of beings causalitty (a centaiin beiing may esipt, butt it doss met heaee to)). Mateiat],
casual being does not posses the reasam for its existence. [t is meit mecessany thulr ass it
nevertheless exists, it possesses its reasamn of existence butt the edtamnal] o, iin aftherr Bring.
This Beiimg is necessany. It is the cresior becawse it grants a material]l edpience (o ot
beiingss.

B) Evolutionary creatiionism. Tiis variation jpoiints outt the pessiibility off camsetiton iim a
certain methodiological and epistemolbginall aspect of the mesulls of mahunal and
philosophical research. This aspeet in itseff referss to reiintespreting the elassical solutions of
Saiintt Themass while simultaneouslly utilizes the: views off Suinit augusiing, Pirnmne Teilhaid De
Chardin and facing against the resills of makural seiences resraieth. Witth a Jainting peintt
being the result of this 'Tacing this s all what cah bre said] abruit a castaih Precess, hrinty,
from the phenemrianll peint of view or fiom the peint of view o tatial seirpres. The:
results of these views are of hypethetical value, thak i Ry @it b MRaH: 3 firal,
Unehanrgraite, Unleverabie, but deperd om a cwiient dRveliRpRRM OF c&taim nalufall
selenees.

2) 'Sciientiffic” creationism, a3 a mainstream alien to Polish philesophicall adtirvernsatas, ey
may be elassified as a part of any aforemaivmd standpoimis. Nevesittiedéess ol hiing theiir
theoiies ‘scientific’ erealirnisss are likely to remind a very esseinll degmm off the Qhisdiam
ereationiam, that Ged ig at the beginning of exeiytihing. Evenything in it @usience depentts
on Ged. This philosephiecal (entelegical) degma Mmay be COMPIRIAY MsvRdRiseRd in the
papers of 'seRMific” erealipMats. ThRN% are at 10ash twe [R3%eNS: Tk @I e, QUi St
forth (withewt previding efficienk stipulations) thak Wk CiRaliRh ik am MIVRKAI 3Rk, 1 capRR)
be accepted the way of langhagh, direct interpreting v MR Biltike, it WAS WRRIN Kpowh
Bven at the times of Saiit AYgUSHA, I BOWRMAY, if: Teans directly Uk HRIN, Bilke @ik OF
ereating Eve By the bene of Adem, 30 Adam PRl (R CiaiiRsh WAL MEMR 1O AN, NS
?gfﬁg%%%é%g%;%@%%%ﬂ aftel A crealioh SUeh NIEREHRG ANVRIENY, IRARR 1Q AR U

3) ‘Scientific” ereationizm means evolution and erRalivmbm & two skipafake andlannitibling
theories. The: alternative te the evelutioRism is a view abeii: the widdlangeadbillivy off spreifss,
Aot a ereakiionism. The scieniific theory, thak is evellutionary Ry it MR A My M be
eontrary to the entelegical of religion theory beeawse eacth of them Mass & dhfferent seenk of
its degmatie, different PUipeRes and neeek.

4) 'Scirntifiet ereationinm skips the fack that the HRIY Bilhk: i Ml a Wamiad] off e rikgirall
seienee. At the same time the seience based om el of dRiGIRY RIRMGRS B MY 3h
infermation of the philesephical or religion Rature.

5) From the methedioliegiicall point of view it is acceipied (o tieal e ellutionaty WRasiess ¥
well as the erealipiinl theery a5 COMPRARMADY AWIRPIRGS of e brIMing and] e
development of the weild and life. It is essenial WikHimh SRINIBRIEM © e e YR i e
answer t0 the aRSRE: Rew (R PREIRRRIR & SUIRINRY BY SR DIRMRIRRAAN), e
empirie fevel, within the erealipam ROWRRD, the ot S e IBIR] iR PR WEE 10 &
geRsiivm: Why - philosaphical level "Surpififc cheatRsHaits adec PRI FHRSERSS. IR Al
why 6 3R [MProper Ievels. T RslR:: WhY apBeArs 3 i PIRRDRSARARI IRME, TS 1T
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cannot be wondered the necessity of appealing the scentifiee’ ertiomissss to wandlers im
order to explain the seguemce and the essence of the appearance of centwiin mettn]
phenomenaom.
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