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& supernaturdl &

Some use the term ‘supernatural’ to
refer.not only to God, but also to any.
spiritual or immaterialibeing
or'action.

& supernafurall s

Thus, according to.this usage, the
supernatural would incliude the
being and action's of.Godiangels,

0, €

and the paranormal / de

monic.
-ﬁiﬁ




& supernaturdl &

| would encourage one tolreserve
the term 'supernatural’ forfacts of
God alone inasmtch astonly: God is
truly super (i.e:, beyond)‘thelnatural
(i.e:, the'created).

& Miracle &

preliminary definition

A miracle is an intervention ofiGod'into
the natural (i.e., created)iworld that
interrupts the natural courselofievents.




HOW GOD INTERVENES
IN NATURE
AND HUMAN AFFAIRS

“Ifuse th- waord
Miragclelto elmea-n an,
mterference with

(€ ShlewisyMiraclesaHowlGodllnter 'ms_/var relanaikltmantAfairsl(INevs
YorkiMacmillan19471960)45]]




"Unlessitherelexistsyin
addition
somethinglelselwhich
welmayicallithe
supernatural) iﬂb@ﬁ@ﬂm
belnolmiracles’

(€ SHlewisyMiraclesaklowiGodiintervenestiniNaturelanaliimantAaiza(NeVy
York:Macmillan1947%960)%5]
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"A miracle is a
divine intervention
into the natural
world. It is a
supernatural
exception to the
regular course of
the world that would
not have occurred

otherwise.”
[Norman L. Geisler, Miracles and the Modern . -
Mind: A Biblical Defense of Miracles (Grand Norman L. Ge IS'|€I’
Rapids, MI: Zondervan Publishing House, 1992), ‘/"
14] _\ (1932-2019)

- -
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& Miracle &

fuller definition

A miracle isian intervention ofiGod!into
the natural (i.e., created)iworld that
interrupts the natural courselofievents
for the purpose.of vindicatingiklis
messenger and confirming,

His message.

-




“Men would have laughed
[Christ’'s resurrection and
ascension to heaven] out of
court ... had not the possibility
and actuality of these events | ;;=: N. 2
been demonstrated by ... the "‘""’"T";‘ /,f/‘"‘\\
truth of the divine power, with § . ¢ &
confirmation by miraculous '_
signs.” Augustine

[Augustine; City of God, XXII:8, p. 1033] (354_430)

¥

gJustiasimantled!by: his

inaturallreasonlisiable to
arrivelatisomelknowledgel of

igh¥His natural

supern' ral effectsiwhich
are; called miracles.”

w T
. ‘ L 7 k <
Qmim ih Niz8Ni St ThomasiAquinas) Summa &
itionlim EivelVolumes itrans+ Fathers of Thomas Aq u | nas
Eh@ Westminste MDA Chiistian €lassics,
Sl (1225:1274)




2Werhavelnot.coined ' some
newigospel;butretain the
venyloneitheltruth of which
isiconfirmed. by all the
miraclesiwhich Christ and
ithelapostles ever
wrought. ...~

glohn Calvin
(1509-1564)

-

eMarkdtellstus' (Mark xvi. 20)
thatithelsigns which
followedlthe preaching of
helapostlesiwere wrought
infconfirmation of it; so
Iflikelalsolrelates that the
FordFgaveltestimony: to the
\Wwordiof hisigrace, and
grantedisignsiand wonders
tolbeldonesby the'hand of R
thelapostles (Acts xiv.: 3). Egonovin

(1509-1564)

-
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s\Venymuchito the' same

"An illustrious evidence of
the same divinity is afforded
in the miracles, which God
has performed by the
stewards of his word, his
prophets and apostles, and
by Christ himself, for the
confirmation of his doctrine
and for the establishment of
their authority."

[James Arminius, The Writings of James Arminius, 3 vols., trans. James
Nichols and W. R. Bagnall (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1977), I,
129-130]

James Arminius
(1560-1609)
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An Unabridged, Original Study
of Systematic Theology from a
Biblical Viewpoint— Evangelical,
Premillennial and Dispensational,

R
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“Though miracles are
wonders (Acts 2:19) in
the eyes of men and
display the power of
God, their true
purpose is that of a
'sign’ (Matt. 12:38;
John 2:18). They:
certify.and
authenticateraiteacher
or. hisfdoctrine

[Lewis Spermry: ChaferntSystematiciTheology; 8iVols"
(Dallas: DallastSeminary: Press, 1947); |, 256-257]

Lewis Sperry Chafer
v (1871-1952)
-

‘—

Lewis Sperry Chafer
¥ (1871-1952)

-~
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& science 5

ancient and medieval.use ofifhe ferm

Here 'science’ is any area of study
and body of knowledge m&y&se truths
can be reduced to the flrs‘*
principles of that area:

& science &

ancieni and medieval.use ofoihe fercm

In this regard, notionly would areas
like physics be rega'rd‘%g_d as a
science but also metaphysicstand
theology.

14



& science 5

contemporary vse,of fhelfterm

In contemporarygtiisage; the term

define to everyone's satistaction.

¥

& science &

confemporarty vse.of fheserm

Butione relativelyfuncontroversial
aspect of a definition of: sﬁc*lence 5
that it is confined to the studylofithe

physical or' material world:

15



& science 5

contemporary vse,of fhelfterm

In this regard, while physics would

.

be considered a SCI,%K;*GS,T
@%’5

metaphysics and theo
would not.

& science &

confemporarty vse.of fheserm

The issue before us'is whether there
is any aspectiof realityathat is
beyond the physical ormaterial
world and is thus'beyond sciencelin
the contemporary sense of the term:.

16



Some scientists insistithat

that science andiits
methods areithe Q@ky way
to discover or measure

=y

truths aboutireality?

17



They maintain that
miracles and the
supernatural fallfeutside
the scope of the
"scientific method

In effect, this amountsito
saying that that miracles

and the supernatural
are/not re;i‘\

18



This view of sciencelis
sometimes referredito as
"scientismi;

Not all scientists hold
fo scienfism.

-




For the most part, those
who hold to scientism do
not use thisiterm te refer

to theirown vie su‘

It originated more orless
as a pejorativeitermiused
by critics of thg*alew.

-
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It would seem, howeyver; to
be no less an appropriate)
label of.the view.

* 'DanielDennett ®

DARWIN'S
ANGEROUS IDEA

EvoLuTioN AND THE MEANINGS OF LIFE

il B P

T e .’

- > s
h ]

e il
DANIEL C DENNETT

AINED
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lhisfis alstraw/man
fallacy:ihelcriticsiof
scientismiareinot'denying
thelobjectivityfand
precision’ofifgoodiscience:

Thus; thistadithominem
doesinothingitoirespondito
thelcriticsiofiscientism:

"It is not ‘'scientism’ to
concede the objectivity and
precision of good science,
any more than it is history

worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in
France and the Holocaust
actually happened. Those
who fear the facts will
forever try to discredit the
fact-finders."

[Darwin's Dangerous Idea: Evolution and the Meaning of Life
(New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995), 495]

"It is not 'scientism’ to

. concede {{ie G)EcHviy

precision eff Sciencel
any more than it is history
worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in

France and the Holocaust

PN |

mileeesined. Those
who fear the facts will

forever try to discredit the
fact-finders."

[Darwin's Dangerous Idea: Evolution and the Meaning of Life
(New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995), 495]
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iMhelcritics of:
scientismiwillfargue
that'there arelfacts
EREE MESS UG
aboutireality butiare
notiamenableltoithe
toolsrandimethods!of
thenatural sciences:

"It is not 'scientism' to

concede {he ebjeciivily anc
e ceodisciencen
any more than it is history
worship to concede that

Napoleon did once rule in
ance and the Holocaust

acCtua.., maaopened. Those
who fear the facts will

sever try to discredit the
fact-finders."

[Darwin's Dangerous Idea: Evolution and the Meaning of Life
(New York: Simon & Schuster, 1995), 495]
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WA. J.Ayer
o (1910-1989)

WA. J.Ayer
o (1910-1989)

LANGUAGE
TRUTH E
LOGIC

Alfred lules Ayer

“We mean also to
rule out the
supposition that
philosophy can be
ranged alongside the
existing sciences, as
a special department
of speculative
knowledge."

[A. J. Ayer, Language, Truth and Logic (New York: Dover
Publications, 1952), 48]

24



A. JaAyer
» (1910-1989)

A. J.Ayer
o (1910-1989)

"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no
type of speculative
knowledge about the
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the
power of science to
give."

[Ayer, Language, 48]

"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.
In other words, {@
of
philesephylatelnet
factiialgbuilingliistic
in character."

[Ayer, Language, 57]

25



THE

SPEL

DANIEL C. DENNETT

auithar al’ Sdwnem’s I

“Perhaps some cancer:
curesiare miracles. If
so, the only hope of

ever demonstrating this
tolaldoubting world
would be by adopting
the scientific method,
with its assumption of
no miracles, and
showing that'science
was!utterly/unable'to
account for the
phenomena.#

[BreakingithelSpell26]

26



“Philosophical naturalism
undertakes the responsibility.
for elaborating a
comprehensive and coherent
worldview based on
experience, reason, and
science, and for defending
science’s exclusive right to
explore and theorize about
all of reality."

John Shoek Hogthe, meea.for natiraiema il STec e TeThae R
emphasis added]

—
-
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r'pe

“The presence or
absence of a
creative super-
intelligence is
unequivocally a
scientific question,
even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion (Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 2006),
58-59]

28



pFLIGION

find the cure,

pFLIGION

find the cure,

s readal
has beer

The Blind
Watchpﬂaaker

Why the evidence bf & Uﬁlu/llnn reveals
a universe wilI&l design

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE

"Unlike some of
his theological
colleagues, Bishop
Montefiore is not
afraid to state that
the question of
whether God
exists is a definite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
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TS

dherelistanfansweRto!
CEVEIRY SUE CUESIION
[abouttGediand miracles];
whetherornottwelcan
discover it in'practice, and
itlis a strictly: scientific
answer. The methods we
should use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely

Richard af[jawkins ? and entirely scientific

methods."

A [Richard Dawkins, The God. Delusion, 59.]
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"Science is a
method for
deciding whether
what we choose. to
believe has a basis
in the laws of
nature or not."

[in Joel Achenbach, "The Age of Disbelief," National
Geographic (March 2015): 40]

L Malrcia McNutt '

31



“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."

THE GRAND

NEW ANSWERS TO THE
ULTIMATE QUESTIONS OF LIFE

32



.

"How caniweunderstand thejworld in which

A

we find owrge‘lv s? How doeésithe universe
behave 2iWhat is the nature of reality?
Where did allithis come from? Did the
universeipeed-a creator? ... Traditionally
these are'questions for philosophy, but
philosophy is dead. Philosophy has not kept
up with modern'developments in science,

particularly physics."

[Stephen Hawking and Leonard Mlodinow, The Grand Design'(New York: Baﬁm Books, 2010), 5]

33



Hnswemng th‘e:‘
Phnosophers:
f. I*Ayer

Cam s
IStatenmens
“lorouglnt uneier
ISOINE @17
ISeientificlavva
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"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no
type of speculative
knowledge about the
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the
power of science to

give.”

Ayer, Language, 48]

A. JgAyer
F (1910-1989)
| B

"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no
type of speculative
knowledge about the
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the
power of science to
give.”

Language, 48]

A. JgAyer
F (1910-1989)
| B

ltheXainSwedis;

ne? s
IStatenenis;

mot @ scleniiic

philosophical
statement.
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"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.
In other words, the
propositions of:
philosophy are not
factual, but linguistic

A. JyAyer in character.”
 {1910-1989) = her

"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.
In other words, {{i®
Raepositionsiof
RhilesephyfarelneH
factualybuy
A. Jaayer in character.”
(1910-1989) = -~
| R

[ |
"The philosopher, as I S t h I S

an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.

In other words, the
dCtuadl or
philosophy: are not

factual, but linguistic
A. JyAyer in character.”

____M"- linguistic?




"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.
In other words, the
propositions of
philosophy: are not
factual, but linguistic
in character.”

Ayer,

"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which

we speak about them.

In other words, the
propositions of
philosophy: are not
factual, but linguistic
in character.”

Ayer,

linguistic?

For Ayer,
exactly what is
it about
which the
philosopher is
concerned?

37



"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.
He is concerned only
with the way in which
we speak about them.
In other words, the
propositions of
philosophy: are not
factual, but linguistic

concerned?

physical properties
ofithings




According to Ayer
NATURAL SCIENCES

Categories or

Baiciorm PHYSICS
glossary f)/ o CHEMISTIRY
S O v BIOLOGY

relation to other disciplines

SECOND-ORDER RISCIRPLINE FIRST-ORDER DISCIPLINES

According to Classical Philosophy
NATURAL SCIENCES

N

, - (GENISEUHIESS (O oo
e o it PHYSICS
substanceljaccident

FIRST-CRDER SECOND-ORDER

DISCIPLINE DISCIPLINE FIRST-ORDER RISCIPLINES

39



According to Classical Philosophy

actl/ipotency ‘

formy/matter
Iparticular/{universalj
substanceyfaccident .
lessencel/existence |

40



® het this entlire pesition
thet Ayer puts forth is nefther
) [Trq:m&x/ y ef & thing

lwa&%ﬁé@“‘m] -»

o J"@ W"m \W/(* g’/“@rf (& fv/o

/i | ess — : physical properties of

'FZFu@ U@d@@m ﬁg) L@C@UL&?@ @umcea

lwa&%ﬁém] -»

W » j about the [“[a y’fcaf _
/i ™ : properties of things.




Hnswemng ’rhe
Phlosophers
DENTIA -Denneﬁ’m

What is the argument
ures are mirasion.t. offered to support this

so, the only hope of

ever demonstrating this <: ?
to a doubting world CIalm
would be by adopting

the scientific method,
with its assumption of

s sssumploy Whatever that
showing that science

was utterly unable to argument might be,

account for the
phenomena.™

Bowe e what KIND of argument
would it have to be?

42
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“Philosophical naturalism
undertakes the responsibility:
for elaborating a
comprehensive and coherent
worldview based on
experience, reason, and
science, and for defending,
science’s exclusive right to
explore and theorize about

all of rea

“Philosophical naturalism
undertakes the responsibility:
for elaborating a
comprehensive and coherent
worldview based on
experience, reason, and
science, and for defending,
science’s exclusive right to
explore and theorize about

of reality.”

ls Shoolks statament &
part of reallity?

Gitvan thet i s, wihet
ISeientiticimethedicarilel
possibly be used (o prove
thiatthisEstateniemnt
fs true?

The fect fs, there s no

could pessibly preve
Sheolks

The reesen s because [t

iskagphilo'sophicall
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"Philosophical naturalism 'Z_/_Z?DMSQ @ ﬁ@ ml@m@ @
undertakes the responsibility Mﬁﬁ@[] @@G

for elaborating a
comprehensive and coherent - @ﬁ@@ﬁ
worldview based on @ ﬂ}’]@ ﬁ?ﬂ@ﬁ
experience, reason, and o
science, and for defending Mﬁ I O'SE p h Z/}D@@ @) M
science’s exclusive right to ‘

o e | (0 @xqplere ey
RS ogeality

ﬂnswemng ’rhe
Sclenfrls’r

Richard -Da‘%l’ﬂn I




Many people have been
able to believe thatiGods
exists merelyéy observing s

the wonders of creation.

The heavens declare

the glory of God and

the flrmament shows
HIS handlwork

Psalm191 i

46



The heavens declare

His nghteousness -

and all the peoples oA
see HIS glory

Psalm 97 6

The Bible declares that
God'’s attributes areltknowin

and understc{od through™
creationf\t

47



a Iaw télthe ‘
| the work @'
| ln thel

%0

aire [, @ven Jaisaaridll
power and Godhead .%:

Rom. 120a

‘e Iaw aresl
hotshow
rltten

he

{ Rem* 2;:14-153

48



SWeeralsoraieimeniwithithetsamelnatire
asyeusandipricachtotyoulinatyourshotld
tuinifromitheseliselessithingsitaltheliving
Godawhelmadetthe heavenitherearthithe
iseavandiallfthingsithatarelinithemawhelin
bygene generations allowediallinationsito

walldintiheidewniwayssNevernthelessikHe
didinofleavelrimselfiwithoutiwitnessHin
thatifleldid'geadygave us rainifromiheaven
andifrtitfullseasons;fillingiotiheartsiwith
food andigladness
At 4155417

B -

- and-wine that makes glad the : 'art ofﬁ’man—
oll .to make his face shine, and bread.which -
i strengthens man's heart.
: Psalm 104:14-15




But as more toxic philosophical
voices (and scientific voices
Impacted by those toxic s
philosophical'voices),haveifogged .
the conversation throtughout
history, the need.arises torappeal
to deeperissues in'philosophy

RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
\\fa‘[(‘hplakel

wi l| &Uoluti
srse wit it des
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G PIESENEE ©F

mtelllgence IS
unequivocally a

scientific question,

even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

G PESENEE ©F

mtelllgence IS
unequivocally a

scientific question,

even if itis not in
practice—or not
yet—a decided
one."

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

"Unlike some of
his theological

colleagues, Bishop

Montefiore is not
afrai dto state that
the'question of
whether God
exists is a definite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

exists is LPefinite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
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dherelistanfansweRto!
CEVEIRY SUE CUESIION
[abouttGediand miracles];
whetherornottwelcan
discover it in'practice, and
itlis a strictly: scientific
answer. The methods we
should use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely

Richard af[jawkins ? and entirely scientific

methods."

A [Richard Dawkins, The God. Delusion, 59.]
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What methods for
answering questions
does Dawkins
propose?

According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods be
used only for certain
kinds of questions or
for every kind of
question?

[about Godland mlracles]
whetherornotwelcan
discover it'in practice, and
it is a strictly scientific
answer.llhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

[about Godland mlracles]
whetherlornotwelcan
discover it'in practice, and
it'is a strictly scientific
answer.llhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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Is this statement
here provable by
“purely and entirely

scientific methods @@

o

Since Dawkins'
statement is not
provable by "purely
and entirely
scientific
methods," what
kind of method
must be used?

t is‘a strictly scientific
wer. lhe methods we
should use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

[about'God and mlracles]
whetherlornotiwelcan
discover it'in'practice, and
itis a strictly scientific
answer. llhe methods we
should'use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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whetheroernotiwelcan

Why can't that discover it'in practice, and

it'is a strictly scientific

method be used for answerglihe methods we

g should'use to settle the
questions about matter, in the unlikely

event that relevant

GOd and miracles? evidence ever became

available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]




Flnswemng ’rhe
Scientists

> Presumably, Marcia
McNutt believes her own
statement.

> If so, what sefteniic "Science is a
did she use to method for

. . . deciding whether
decide whether this belief what we choose to

believe has a basis

» 7
*has a basis in the laws of - reaiesd P # 4
nature or not"? jlotureggrot” :

> Further, exactly what "lexvs
eI me@" could possibly
be the basis for this
belief?

Mar0|a McNutt




self-refuting statement

.
’

finswering e
Scientisiis:
PetersAThins




Can Atkins;
statement “be

interpreted &
scientifically

withinithe

“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."

It would seem one
could interpret any
statement within
any framework:

“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."
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Can Atkins
statement “be

CORRECTLY.
interpreted

smentlflcally

“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."

Stephen Hawking #
(1942-2018) :

Feonard Mlodlnow

7,
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"How cahmjur“darstand thejworld in which
we find o&@lvtes? How doesithe universe
behave ?Wh%t is the nature of reality?
Where did allithis come'from? Did the
universeipeed’a creator? ... Traditionally
these are'questions for philosophy, but
philosophy is dead. Philosophy has not kept
up with modern'developments in science,
particularly physics."

[Stephen Hawking and Leonard Mlodinow, The Grand Design'(New York: Baﬁm Books, 2010), 5]

So, what 900d is
Ph"osophy? (

60
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Ah! Now you'r‘e doing
philosophy!

,"—"—?bﬂoo Iarge will'not'be
- caughtiin the net.

62



= f
= presuppos:tlons

What sense would:it

make for'someone to
insist that there are
~noisea shells_ onithes =

63



Scientism'is doomed

by its very method to
miss much of the
ev:dence-for theles

ceodran" ’

64



We have seen that one of the
fundamental mistakes of scientismyis its
failure to distinguish questionsithat are
scientific from questions thatiare
philosophical.

The methods ofiscience’(asithatiterm is
commonly used today) are Iimi,_tgdli%_
their ability. to plunge the depthsiofithe,
nature of reality.

Contemporary science often seeksi to
give answers along the contoursiand
categories of mathematics.

But on the occasionfof our. encounten
with the sensibleworld arc‘i)"un duus, the
human intellectiis able to'knowitruths
that are beyond the physical; wmlch;gs o)
say, metaphysical truths.
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A/

 Examples would be:

teleology

four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinaliMaterial
the distinction betweenisubstanceand'accident
the distinction between universalfand particular
the distinction between form andimatter

the distinction between act and potency,

the distinction between essence and existence
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With
Nnetaphysicalltithss
< Examples would be: tihelelassical
= G  philosopher (Le,
e cistincion betugen et partcar Ihemiist) camn
i i demenstratefthe
oe &
attgivtesiodthelcaoa|
ofClassicall :

[Furiher, sinee
easis, nikacles
« Examples would be: @@ ﬁ

teleology.

four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinaljiMaterial ‘
the distinction betw%bstance and accidgg,t .
the distinction between uniyversalfand particular
the distinction between formandimatter.

the distinctionibetween act and potency,
the distinction between essence andlexistence
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four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinaljiMaterial ‘
the distinction betw%bstance and accidgg,t

the distinction between universalfand particular
the distinction b;tween form'andimatter,
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s Examplesiwould be:
" teleology.

four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinaljiMaterial ‘
the distinction betw%bstance and accidgg,t

the distinction between uniyversalfand particular
the distinction between formandimatter.

the distinction betw act and potency;

the distinction between essence andlexistence

[Fuiriher, sinee
@asis, mlirecles
are [possilblie.

It remelns o sihow
nliaclesihavie
actwellly ecceunre.

[Puirdher, siinee
@asis, mlirecles
are pessilole.

[t remmelins o sihow
milireclies heve
ecwellly ecceuree.

[Fremm We MevE
firem philosepiny
e histery.
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