ichai
/ _Ppovost

2 edtler cheir o Cheisilan @oale
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Abraham ¥incoln Alan Turing

President ofithelUnitediStates MathematiCian
1861-1865

Andreng‘iles
Mathematician
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Mathematician
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& supernaturdl &

Some useithe term ‘supernatural to
refer.not only to God, but also to any.

spiritual or immateriallbeing
or action.

& supernafurall s

Thus, according to.this usage, the
supernatural would incltude the
being and action's of.Godfangels,
and the paranormal’/ demonic.
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& supernaturdl «&

| would encourage one tolreserve
the term 'supernatural’ forfacts of:

God alone inasmuch astenly. God is

=

truly super (i.e.,; beyond) thelnatural
(i.e:, thecreated).

& Miracle &

preliminary definition

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




HOW GOD INTERVENES
IN NATURE
AND HUMAN AFFAIRS

“I'use thi:'
MiracleXtolmeanian;

interferencelwith

(G ShlewiSyViraclesaHowiGodlinter: j,in?at @ el [ Affes (New
Yorte Maamlh n194751960)15)]
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|
“Unlessitherelexistsin;
additionlto
somethin @lki’@ which

[@SHllewishVinaclesaHowiGodlintenvenesintNattielanalyamanyaa sy New
York:Macmillan1947,5960)85]

. g A z
- G5y Lewﬁ

(1898-1963)

[N DEFENSE O

& GARY B HABERMAS

-
-

(1932-2019)*"

Qorman I qus-l’é'[”
. 2019)
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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 3 Norman L. Gej s-Ié'r
Rapids, MI: Zondervan Publishing House, 1992), ‘,-"'
14] - (1932-2019)

. -

o

& Miracle &

fuller definition

A miracle is\an intervention ofiGod!into
the natural (i.e., created)iworld that
interrupts the natural courselofievents
for the purpose.of vindicatingitis
messenger and confirming
His message.

-
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“Men would have laughed
[Christ’s resurrection and
ascension to heaven] out of
court ... had not the possibility
and actuality of these events &38| - &
been demonstrated by ... the ”"'“"‘" /""‘\\
truth of the divine power, with | . ¢ .
confirmation by miraculous

signs.” Augustine

[Augustine, City ofiGod, XXI1:8, p. 1033] (354_430)

gJustiasimanitled by’ his

inaturallreasonlistable'to
arrivelattsomelknowledge of

throughfHis'natural

. - ?
ﬂ V
ISUmmanih NiSthiihomas Aquinas) Summa W
itionliniEivelVolumes'itrans: Eathers! of: Thomas Aq u | nas
e Engfish Demfifeen WestminstemMDBAChristian!Classics,

£ (1225:1274)




tWelhavelnoticoined some
newigospel;rbutretain the
venyioneitheitruth of which
lisiconfirmed!by all.the
miraclesiwhich Christ and
ithelapostles ever:
wrought: ...~

gohn Calvin
(1509-1564)

eVarkdtellsius' (Mark xvi. 20)
thatithelsigns which
followedithe preaching of
thelapostlies'were wrought
iniconfirmation of it; so
Iflikelalsolrelates that the
Fordfgaveltestimony. to the
\word ofthisigrace, and
grantedisignstand wonders
tolbeldonelby/therhand of
thelapostles (Acts xiv. 3).

ohn Calvin

-

(1509—1564)

1/2/2026
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s\Veny much to the' same

thelapostle) that salvation
bylalpreached.gospel was
confirmed) the Lord bearing
WESS W S S ELLC
wondersyand with divers
miracles?(Heb. ii. 4)."

11/ dressiby/Johni€alvinitolErancisil:, King| of
helChristianiReligion, 2\vels:; trans. Henry

(Grandls \Wm4BS Eerdmans Rublishing), 1975), I, |,
s .
. gohn Calvin

% (1509-1564)

"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 HI
Nichols and W. R. Bagnall (Grand Rapids: Baker Book House, 1977), I, ‘Ja mes Arm Ini us

129-130] (1560-1609)

11



An Unabridged, Original Study
of Systematic Theology from a
Biblical Viewpoint— Evangelical,
Premillennial and Dispensational.

\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
A\

“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 Sperny.Chafern SystematiciTheology; 8iVols"
(Dallas: DallastSeminary: Press, 1947); |, 256-257]

1/2/2026

Lewis Sperry Chafer
’ (1871-1952)
-

Lewis Sperry Chafer
¥ (18711952
“

12
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Y -

\ 1 i - )
John Calvin James Arminius K Willerm @. T. Sheck! A. A. Hodge
[ (1509-1564) (1560-1609) (1820-9824) '1‘823—1886

o3
> ]

B .
Robert Lewis Dabney Herman Bavinck Lewis Sperry Chafer Robert!Buncan, Culver
1820-1898 (1854-1921) (1871-1952) (1916-2015)

-

N

\ X

! AF=4 | 7 "
Richard G: Howe, Ph.D.
SouthermEvVangelical Seminary

U
v
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& science 5

ancient and medieval.use ofiifhe. ferm

Here 'science’ is any area of study.
and body of knowledge truths
can be reduced to the flrfg.t*
principles of that area:

& science 5

ancieni and medieval.use ofeihe ferm

As odd as it may sound to
contemporary ears, by th@ ancient
and medieval usage of thexterm
‘science’, both'theology'and,
philosophy would be sciences:

14
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“In this tradition [that goes
back to Plato and Aristotle],
'science’ has a much wider and
richer meaning than it has in
the popular understanding of
the word today. It means
knowledge of a thing in light of
its causes. It extends to any
kind of explanation of things
through the causes that
account for their nature, their

origin, and their function,
(1908-2005)

"whether the causes are in the
sensible or the supersensible
realm. In this tradition 'science’
or 'scientific knowledge'
includes mathematics,
philosophy of nature,
metaphysics, logic, and ethics,
as well as the experimental
sciences. ..."

[Joseph Owens, "The 'Analytics' and Thomistic Metaphysical
Procedure," Mediaeval Studies 26 (1964): 83-108' (87-88)]

(1908-2005)

15
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"This traditional [i.e., ancient
and medieval] use of the word
"science" is still alive today, in

spite of the way in which the
term has been appropriated to

the experimental sciences in
popular use."

[Joseph Owens, "The 'Analytics' and Thomistic Metaphysical
Procedure," Mediaeval Studies 26 (1964): 83-108 (87-88)]

Joseph Owens
(1908-2005)

"And the most exactof

the sciences
[eniotnueV; epistemeon]
are those which deal
most with first
principles.=

[Aristotle, The Metaphysics, trans. W. D. Roess'iniRichardiMcKeonied!
& The Basic Works of Aristotle, (New: York: Random! House; 19411691

16
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&Sacred doctrine is a science
[scientiam]>We must bear in mind that
therelareitwolkinds' of sciences. There

arelsomeiwhich proceed from a
prlnc_lple known by the natural light of
thelintelligence, such as arithmetic ..

liherelarelsome which proceed from the
prlnmples known by the light of a hlgher

the} piﬁh’ciples established by the light of W & iff
alhigheriscience; inamely, the science of ;" % Y

God and thelblessed." Thomas Aqumas
[SummalTiheologiaell Q' art 2] (1225=1274)

& science 5

ancieni and medieval.use ofeihe ferm
- -

In this regard, notionly would areas

like physics be regar»‘d@ as a «

science but'also metaphysics
and theology. ‘

17
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& science 5

confemporary vse,of thelierm

In contemporarytiisage; the term
‘'science’ has become“ difficult to

define to everyone’s sat%%'c«:tion.

& science 5

confemporarty vuse.of fheserm

Butione relativelyfuncontroversial
aspect of a definition oﬁs"c’lence is
that it is confined to the stualyqthe
physical or material world:

18
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& science 5

confemporary vse,of thelierm

In this regard, while physics would
be considered a science,
metaphysics (i.e., a branchjof:
philosophy) and theoloqgy:
would not.

& science 5

confemporarty vuse.of fheserm

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

19
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Some scientists insistithat

that science andiits
methods areithe @*nky way
to discover or measure

oy

truths about reality’®

20
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They maintain that
miracles and the
supernatural‘falljfe
the scope of
"scientific method N

In effect, this amountsito
saying that that miracles
and the supennatural

arejnot reém

21



This view of sciencells
sometimes referredito as
"scientismg;

Not all scientists hold
fo scienfism.

-

1/2/2026




For the most part, those

who hold to scientism do

not use this;term] to refer
to theirown wews_uh

It originated more orless
as a pejorativeitermjused
by critics of thg#lew.

-

1/2/2026
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It would seem, howeyver; to
be no less an appropriate

label of.the 4|| :

1/2/2026
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IN SGIENCE
WE TRUST
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©e Dsalru? 121:1-4 =

| will lift up myleyes to the hills—

From whence ¢omes my help? {2}
My help comes from the LORD, Who
made heaven and earth. {3} He will

not allow your foot o be moved; He
who keeps you will not slumber. (4}
Behold, He who keeps Israel Shall

neither slumber nor sleep.

o 5‘llllliu 'Q

\S&IEME !

WELL. THERE IS ALWAYS

RELIGION

26
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&
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SCIENCE EIETS
SOIENTISH

ooooooooooooooooooooo

SCIENTISM
AND
SECULARISM

J. P. MORELAND

’ z
& 1}\ J..P. Moreland

28



ot TWONE
YOUR

GOD

WITH

e Lol SO IS
YOUR
MIND

JoP. Morel and

“The idea of first philosophy
[metaphysics] has been central to
the discipline of philosophy since

Plato, but with the advent of
scientism in the middle twentieth
century (and the public's general
lack of exposure to philosophy in

our educational system!), first
philosophy has fallen
into disfavor.”

[J. P. Moreland, Scientism and Secularism: Learning to Respond to a
Dangerous Ideology (Wheaton: Crossway, 2018), 98-99]

e

J. P. Moreland

1/2/2026
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LANGUAGE

TRUTH E

LOGIC

Alfred lules Ayer

(

—
o
5%)
o
B
=)
=
(o))
N .

30



1/2/2026

“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

A. J A\yer | Publications, 1952), 48]
'. (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
A. JAyer give.”
. (1.9.1 0'1 989) : [Ayer, Language, 48]

.

31



A. J.Ayer
5 ({910-1989)

1/2/2026

"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@
of
philesephylatelnet
factiialqbudlingliistic
in character."

[Ayer, Language, 57]

DANGEBUUS IDEA

EVOLUTION AND THE MEANINGS OF LIFE

e il

DANIEL C DENNETT

F CONSCIOUSNESS EXPLAINED

32
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"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]

BREAKING
THE

SPEL

auithar al’ Lhwrwooy’s

DANIEL C. DENNETT

33
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John Sh?@k
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“Perhapsisomeicancer
curesiare miracles: If
so, the only hope of

ever demonstrating this
tolaldoubtingiworld

would be by adopting
the scientific method,
with its assumption of
no miracles, and
showing that'science
was!utterly/unable’to
accounti for the
phenomena.#

[Breaking,the:Spell,;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."

["The Need for Naturalism in a Scientific Age" https://centerforinquiry.org/
blog/the_need_for_naturalism_in_a_scientific_age/, accessed 06/22/22,
emphasis added]

34
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“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]

RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
Watchmaker

Why the evidence )fﬂu‘ﬂu}lun reveals
a universe wit 8L design

pFLIGION

find the cure,

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE

Toge[her we can

36
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RicharElDawkins_.

:]
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"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]

37
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[about Godland mlracles]
whetherlerneotiwelcan
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.]

THE
WAR
ON

el

):“- Marcia McNutt

0
i
H
..I
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"Science is a
method for
deciding whether
what we choose to
(LLIEVENIESENENS
in the laws of
nature or not."

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

1/2/2026

Marcia McNutt

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

39
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Stephen Hawking # =

(1942-2018) ' | /7 /i

STEPHEN

& LEONTD MLODINOW

- THE GRAND'

__-DESIGN

. NEW AN' ERS TO THE :
ULTIMATE QUEST ONS OF LIFE

\lleonard Mlodlnow v

1/2/2026
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"How cani wejur%rstand thelorld in which

i

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

particularly p‘llw ysics.”

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

1/2/2026
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Hnswemng ’rhe
Phnosophers

LANGUAGE
TRUTH E

LUOGIDC
Alfred lules Ayer
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“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

A. J A\yer | Publications, 1952), 48]
'. (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
A. JAyer give.”
' (1’9'1 0-1 989) B- [Ayer, Language, 48]

»
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A. JyAyer

" (1910-1989)
| R
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"There is no field of @@ ﬁbﬁ@

experience which

cannot, in principle, =
Statemeinl
some form of
scientific law, and no )
weetmaene | L|OFOUIGING UIMCIET
knowledge about the r @ n er
world which it is, in

ees | SO o ofF
Seieptinichlalva

"There is no field of W n s Wer ﬁ@

experience which

cannot, in principle,
ne, then dhis
some form of D
scientific law, and no
knowledge about the S a em en
world which it is, in

s | OF & Seleniiie
Stateniein
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experience which
cannot, in principle,

e (1S MOE @ selientilie

scientific law, and no

msiese e Statenent

world which it is, in
principle, beyond the WZ}D ﬁ M (('):7 @ﬁ
- power of science;to @ @
A. JyAyer " give."”
(19110-1989) ’
Stateneinisyiiz

y I Ayer, Language, 48]

"There is no field of
experience which
cannot, in principle,
be brought under
some form of
scientific law, and no = O
type of speculative h I p h I
knowledge about the p I o S o I c a
world which it is, in
principle, beyond the t t t
power of science.to S a e m e n =
give.”

Language, 48]

A. JgAyer

B (1910-1989)
| o
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|
"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
propositions of a c u a o r
philosophy:are not

factual, but linguistic
A. Jahver in character.”

____M"- | linguistic?

|
"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
propositions of
philosophy:are not
factual, but linguistic
A. JyAyer in character.”

____M"- | linguistic?
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"The philosopher, as F o r Aye r’
exactly what is

an analyst, is not
directly concerned

with the physical

properties of things. -

He is concerned only t b t

with the way in which I a o u

we speak about them. | =
In other words, the h h t h

propositions of W I c e

philosophy:are not - o
philosopher is

| 'A. JAyer in character.”
’ (;13.1 0-1989) S [Ayer, Language, 57)
| concerned?

"The philosopher, as
an analyst, is not
directly concerned
with the physical
properties of things.

He is concerned only
with the way in which |
A about t«hing
propositions of e ) d ~
4 philosophy'are I:IO!: - -
i philosopher is
| concerned?

(1910-1989)
| R
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‘ physical properties
‘ ofithings

‘Z/"I

According to Ayer
NATURAL SCIENCES

(Gl OHIES ©f unn

I t)t(j/ RO PHYSICS
glossary of ... CHEMISTRY
scope .. B I L Y

iplines OLOG

relation to other c//

SECOND-ORDER RISCIPLINE FIRST-ORDER DISCIPLINES
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According to Classical Philosophy
NATURAL SCIENCES

— Catelgoliestofin PHYSICS

J T flexglic: @F v
I — OSSO C H E IVI I S T RY

SEOPS O uue

= relation terother B I O L O G Y
essenceyjexistence i
disciplines

FIRST-ORDER SECOND-ORDER 5 EIRE &
DISCIPLINE | DisciPLNE FIRST-ORDER DISCIPLINES

According to Classical Philosophy

awvpoeney M Theselareimetaphysical

substancelfaccidents
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]

‘thelway/welspeakiaboutithephysical
propertiesiofithings

50
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hat this entlire pesition

that Ayer puts forth is neliher
@ physiical property of a thing
nor is [t the way we §
about the physical property

f E « “ﬁ' hysiesl
L ‘ N ,’, % @f@ ﬂ/}ﬂ I‘L"U@/‘U
the ! sical properties) | |
) 5 Rather, it fs spealing about
< -, | . ihe way we spealk about ihe
physical properiies of hings.

Thus, Ayers view dees net fit
the erfterfon of Ayers
ewin viewl

n s because, since
hhis view s e philcseplhical

e

L‘Vﬁ@l% % [ albewt dhe

X . =
G’j@mmapwammm physical properties|
Ipropertiesfofithings] ‘ ofithings! )
& 5 A @&

wit the physical
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Hnswemng fine
Phnosop ers
Daniel De L"ﬂ

DARWIN'S
DANGEROUS IDEA

EvoLuTioN AND THE MEANINGS OF LIFE

v N“W @wﬁr

DANIEL C DENNETT

CONSCIOUSNESS EXPLAINE

DaniefDennett %
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"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
e who fear the facts will
,S & forever try to discredit the

o fact-finders."

nett

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

/—' "It is not 'scientism' to
hhislisfa'straw.man

concede the objectivity and

precision of good science,
ilhelcriticsiofiscientism any more than it is history

arelnotidenyingithe worship to concede that
objectivityfandiprecision Napoleon did once rule in
ofigoodiscience: France and the Holocaust
mhus; thisfad'hominem it i
doesinothingltoirespond who fear the facts will
to'thelcritics of forever try to discredit the
scientism: fact-finders."

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

fallacy: —_

53



/ miglm :
Instead, the critic' of:
scientismiisidisputing
whether'sciencelalone
is thelanbiter of\what
constitutesifactsiin
thelfirstiplaceland
whether scientistsiare
thelonly fact-finders:

iMhelcritics of:
scientismiwillfargue
that'there arelfacts
R EE [ ESS WilE
aboutireality butiare
e EERE B HE
toolsrandimethodsrof
thelnatural'sciences:.
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"It is not 'scientism’ to
concede the objectivity and

-————_..L;;'_—_—-_—-iﬂﬂn

goeed science,
any more than it is history

worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in

ance and the Holocaust

acCtua:., ®aaopened. 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]

"It is not 'scientism' to
concede the objectivity and

paeod science,
any more than it is history

worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in

sace 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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auithar al’ Swrway's I

“Perhaps some cancer
cures are miracles. If
so, the only hope of

ever demonstrating this
to a doubting 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.”

[Breaking.the Spell, 26]

1/2/2026
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“Perhaps some cancer,
cures are miracles. }f
so, the only hope of

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.™
ing|the Spell! 26]

philosophical

1/2/2026

What is the argument
offered to support this

ever demonstrating this <":| H ?
to a doubting world CIalm "

Whatever that
argument might be,
what KIND of argument
would it have to be?

-

-

-

- & _— i
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Answering dhe
Philoso'phess:
John«Shool;

.
" ,

John Sh?(bé

“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."

["The Need for Naturalism in a Scientific. Age" hitps://centerforinguiry.org/.
blog/the_need_for_naturalism_in_a_scientific. age/, accessed 06/22/22,
emphasis added]
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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

ISEShieekesEStatEnenita)
part of reallity?

Gitven thet i s, wihet
ISeientificmethecicevlel
possibly be used (o prove
thext this statemeant
fis true?

The reet s, there s ne

could] pessiblly prove
Sheolks

The reesen s because i

fis & philoseplhical
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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 reali

1/2/2026

Thus, Sheelk iis mealking &
Rhlile'sephicalistatenment
te
phillesephy hes mo rglt
to anysaspect
ofeality/

ﬂnswer‘lng ’rhe
Sc enfrls‘r

Richard _Da‘ql’s ]“ I
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Many people have been
able to belie}e thaiGodl
exists merely’by.ebserving s

the wonders of creation.

The heavens declare

the glory of God and

the flrmament shows
HIS handlwork

Psalm191 T
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The heavens declare

His nghteousness -

and all the peoples MR
see HIS glory

Psalm 97 6

The Bible declares; that
God's attributes’ arelknowin

and understc{od through™
creationf\t
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aieqadeNesenyHistererial
power and Godhead. ...

S Rom. IZOa

B Fog;;wfhe: f tlles,___who 'do n@t

_/)hﬁeﬂ'ffm‘lw by patiie.do the..-—

| Tinesin thﬂl@?/'v,'él‘ﬂese |

( Glthotgh n ?ha\%g :élaw ared
a Ia||/v tcjlthet

|
mselvs who Show:
i [
rltten
[ i’

I"e law
"1 | ’itls . " Rtk

3 the work @lft
- l’n thel
%0 !
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R \Weralseraieime niwithithefsamelnatine
asyeusandipreachitotyoulthatiyourshotld
tuinkfromitheseliselessithingsitorthelliving
GodRwhelmadetthelheavensitheleaithfthe
isearandlall'thingsithat arelinithemswholin
bygeme generationsiallowediallfnationsio
walldinttheidewniwayssNeventhelessike
didinotleavelHimselfiwithoutiwitnessHin
thatifleldid'geadygavelusiaintiiomiheaven
andifruitfullseasons, fillingiourheanrtsiwith
food andigladness:
Act4:1547

B -

-~ and.wine that makes glad’ thé. hea 2
o/l -to make his face shine, and bread.which
i strengthens man's heart.
: Psalm 104:14-15
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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 deeper issues in'philosophy

RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
Watchp]akel

wi l| &Uoluti
srse wit it des
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mﬂh]@@ﬁ'

mtelllgence IS
unequijvocally a

scientific question,

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

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

mﬂh]@@ﬁ'

mtelllgence IS
unequijvocally 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 dte state that
thelquestion of
whether God
exists is a definite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

exists is Lefinite
question of fact."

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]
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5

\\\

diherelistanfansweRio
evenyasuchiguestion
[abouttGediand miracles];
whetherornottwelcan
discover it in‘practice, and
it'lisia strictly: scientific
answern. ihe methods we
should use to settle the
matter, in the unlikely
event that relevant
evidence ever became
available, would be purely

Richard *Dawkins' ' and entirely scientific
‘ methods."

L | [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?

1/2/2026

[about (Godand 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.]

[about God and mlracles]
whetherlornotiwelcan
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 @@

-

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

1/2/2026

t is‘a strictly scientific
wer. 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 Godand. 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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[aboUtGod a-nd miracles];
whetherernetiweican

Why can't that discoveritin practice, and

it'is a strictly scientific

method be used for answernglihe methods we

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

= event that relevant
GOd and mlracles? evidence ever became
available, would be purely
and entirely scientific
methods."

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]
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finswering ’rhe
Scienfists:
MarciasMcMitjiis.

"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
eographic (March 2015): 40]
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» Presumably, Marcia
McNutt believes her own
statement.

> If so, what saiEmiife
did she use to
decide whether this belief
“has a basis in the laws of
nature or not"?

> Further, exactly what "levws
@ ef@@” could possibly
be the basis for this
belief?

"Science is a
method for
deciding whether
what we choose to
believe has a basis
in the laws of
nature or not."

Marcia McNutt '

self-refuting statement

y

1/2/2026
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fAnswering dihe.
Scienfisiis

“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

interpreted ™
scientifically

withinthe

1/2/2026

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

It would seemjone
could interpret any
statement within
any frameworks

“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

mterpreted

1/2/2026

“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“dﬁrstand thejworld in which
we find O(Eiglv.es? How doe'sythe universe
behave ?JVI’/;hgtt is the naturs of reality?
Where, did allithis come from? Did the
universeineed'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: Bantam Books; 2010), 5]

So, what 900d is
Ph"osophy?
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Ah! Now you're doing
philosophy!
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w“5@7’7&)0 Iarge ‘will'not'be
~ " caughtiin the net.

presuppos:tlons
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What sense would. it
make for someone’ to
insist that there are
“nosea: shells “on the

Scientism’is doomed
by its very method:to
miss much of the
~evidence:forithe

- ex:stenceof..God zand

-

e
——

=
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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 Iimite.dli@
their ability to plunge the depthsiofithe,
nature of reality.

1/2/2026
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Contemporary science often seeksi to
give answers along the contoursiand
categories of mathematics.

But on the occasionfof our. encounter:
with'the sensible,world aroundius, the
human intellectiis able to’knowitruths
that are beyond the physical; whlch#s {0)
say, metaphysical truths.

s Examples'would be:

teleology

four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinaljiMaterial
the distinction betweenfsubstancefandaccident
the distinction between universalfand particular

the distinction between form/andimatter,

the distinctionibetween act and potency,
the distinction between essence and existence
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* Examples would be:

teleology

four causes: Efficient, F}mal, Final', Material .

the distinction betweenfsubstancefand'accident

the distinction between unive‘rga‘l andi particular™ =S8
the distinction between form andimatter,

the distinction'between act and potency,

the distinction between essence and’existence

WithRthese
metaphysicalthiithiss
< Examples would be: theXelassicall
e s g | plilliosepler (e,
tneistinction betlh uriyEURRG .. cuias Ihemiist) camn
i cisintibsyeiecs and O demepstiateythe
edstence and
altiriouties ef ihe Cod
o Clessical Thelsm.
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[Furinerr, Sinee
@asis, niACIES;
« Examples would be: @@ ﬁ

%
teleology.
four causes: Efficient, Formal, Fina Material ‘
the distinction betweenfsubstancefand accid@t
the distinction between universalfand particular
the distinction between formrandimatter.

the distinction/between act and'potency;
the distinction between essence andlexistence

[Furinerr, siinee
e@asis, mliracles
% Examplesiwould be: ane ﬁ

»

teleology.

four causes: Efficient, Formal, FinalyMaterial ‘ [ﬁ @ﬁm ﬁ@ @[}IJ@W
the distinction betw%bstance and accid@t
the distinction between universalfand particular Wh@ifh er U[@ﬁ a @‘I ES ED@‘@

- | A
the distinction between form andimatter.
the distinction bgtw act and poetency; a Ctiu r r ed

the distinction between essence andlexistence
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[Furrdner, sinee
@asis, mlirecles
s Examplesiwould be: I @[f@ ﬁ@

" teleology

four causes: Efficient, Formal, Fina, Matelu m @ﬁm@ ﬁ@ Q[}D@W

the distinction betweenfsubstancelandfaccident
the distinction between universalfand particular Wheth er Mﬁ a @"I eS @@W@

the distinction bgtween formiandimatter

the distinctionibetweeniact and'potency; a Ct’u @ﬁ@ r r ed

—-—
the distinction between essence andlexistence

[Firem We eV
philosephny
(o [hisiory.
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