Modern Science and Guénonian Critique

In Sophia Journal, vol. 9, no. 2 (winter 2003/2004) was published an article regarding René Guénon, Tradition and the modern world. It is called “Modern Science and Guénonian Critique”. The author (Wofgang Smith) uses, from the beginning, an unhappy term, “Guénonian,” suggesting that he considers Guénon as another philosopher, like Hegel, for example, and so we can talk about a “Guénonian doctrine” etc. It is a very common mistake and there are many “traditionalists” (we use the word as defined by René Guénon), who spread it. The author is a scientist; that is not a sin in itself, but his mentality, even if it seems that he read some of Guénon’s books, remains a profane one, and his effort to combine the traditional perspective with the modern science has created a very confusing article. This confusion is not the subject itself, but reflects the author’s confusion. Shortly, author’s main critic with respect to Guénon is his “limitations” regarding the modern physics. He disagrees with Guénon, considering that the modern science evolved beautifully. Guénon’s opinion that nothing is permanent and always a hypothesis is changed by another one is not true. On the other hand, the author introduces himself a new hypothesis. He considers two domains: a corporeal and a physical one. The second one, regarding the quantum theories, he considers, permits the scientists to look into materia prima. Now, just introducing this new hypothesis, the author confirms involuntary Guénon’s opinion about modern science. Secondly, the author has no idea what real knowledge means and he confuses Purusha with Prakriti. It is interesting that the author insists more than once about the “positive findings” of modern physics (criticizing Guénon of not admitting it), or the “positivism” is in fact a theory that is a “negation” of metaphysics, and so it is impossible to combine metaphysics with modern science. The author accuses René Guénon of failing to distinguish between science and scientism, yet the author himself doesn’t make a real distinction between them, which is normal considering his profane point of view. There are many aspects we could discuss, but let us stop here; not without marking that “the evolution of physical science” (as the author states) has nothing to do with metaphysics.
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