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& supernaturdl &

Some use the 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 incliude the
being and action's of.Godiangels,

and the paranormal’/ Jg'%on ic.




& supernaturdl &

I would urge that isjit essential tos
preserve the termjysupernaturalte
acts of God alone'inasmuchias only ™%

God is truly super (i.e., beyond)the
natural(i.el'the creat
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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 |_. G e‘ |sl’é'r

Rapids, MI: Zondervan Publishing House, 1992),

1] —_— (1932-2019)*"
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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
authenticateiaiteacher
or. hisidoctrines

[Lewis Spermry: Chafern SystematickTheology; 8iVols"

stis Sperry Chafer

(Dallas: Dallas Seminary, Press, 1947)\ I, 256-257] (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 regaﬁ@}& as a
science but also metaphysiecsiand
theology.




& science 5

contemporary vse,of fhelfterm

In contemporarygtiisage; the term

define to everyone's satistaction.

¥

& science &

confemporarty vse.of fheserm

But one relativelyfuncontroversial
aspect of definition of sg;’é#ce is that
it is confined to the studyjlofithe
physical or material world:




& science 5

contemporary vse,of fhelfterm

In this regard, while physics would
be considered a S‘ci%n.ee,
metaphysics and theol'g%

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:.




Some scientists insistithat

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

=y

truths aboutireality?
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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‘\
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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
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DANIEL C DENNETT
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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 {{e chjeciviy
any more than it is history
worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in
France and the Holocaust

NV |

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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Instead; the critic' of:
scientismiisidisputing
whether'sciencelalone

is thelanbiter of\what

constitutesifactsiin

thelfirstiplaceland
whetherscientistsiare
thelonly fact-finders:

iMhelcritics' of:

scientismiwillfargue

that'there arelfacts
EREE M ESS UG
aboutireality butiare
notiamenableltoithe
toolsrandimethods!of
thelnatural sciences:.

"It is not 'scientism’ to
concede thefobjectivityfand
_ooodisciencel
any more than it is history
worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in
pnce 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]

"It is not 'scientism’ to
concede 1d}11a objectivityfand
aacd seienes,
any more than it is history
worship to concede that
Napoleon did once rule in
sace 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]
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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) > [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
2 philesephyfarelnet
factiialbuidlingliistic
A. JgAyer in character."
. (1910-1989)

J— [Ayer, Language, 57]
o' - —

DANIEL C. DENNETT
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“Perhaps someicancer
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
accounti for the
phenomena.#

[BreakingithelSpell26]

“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]
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ihard Dawkins
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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]

pFLIGION

find the cure,

r s

As readable and vigorous a defense o
has been published since 1859

RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
Watchmaker

Why the evidence of &6lution reveals
- - . - .
a universe witHent design

BY THE AUTHOR OF THE SELFISH GENE
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find the cure,

-
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Richar:tlplDawkins_ -
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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]
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[about Godland 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.]

Marcia McNutt
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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]

Marcia McNutt

“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."
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ULTIMATE QUEST ONS OF LIFE
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"How can,“ejunhderstand thelorld in which

we find oUr: %I .s’P How doéesithe universe
behave‘?AWhat is the naturs of reality?
Where did aII this come from? Did the
universe lneed a creator? ... Traditionally
these are'questions for philosophy, but
philosophy is dead. Philosophy has not kept
up with modern'developments in science,

particularly p'l“wysics. 1

[Stephen Hawking and Leonard Mlodinow, The Grand Design'(New York: Baﬁm Books, 2010), 5]
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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. JgAyer give.”
' (1’9'1 0-1 989) B- [Ayer, Language, 48]
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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

A. JgAyer give."”

" (1910-1989)
po

"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. JaAyer give."

B (1910-1989)
P
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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.”

"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.”

Iigthlis;
s met & sclentliic
IStatement
winet [ine] off
Stateme niSyii

[IF Anfis €
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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
in character.”

[Ayer, Language, 57]

"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. Juhyer character.”
(1910-1989)
| s
"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®

off
RhileSophylarelnet
facturalbu e
ﬁéfﬁ /%g\)g:)r in character."

p>




"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,

Is this
statement
factual or
linguistic?

Is this

linguistic?

33



“The philosopher, as F or 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 th
propositions of W I c e
philosophy: are not h = I h &

factual, but linguistic

| 'A. J4Ayer in character.”
’ (;13,1 0-1989) b [Ayer, Language, 57]
concerned?

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

He is concerned only i VY
with the way in which e _ >
Nttt me | 4 laboutithings
propositions of D el ' —
% philosophy'are I:IO!: - -
i philosopher is
concerned?

(1910-1989)
| R
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According to Ayer
NATURAL SCIENCES
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According to Classical Philosophy
NATURAL SCIENCES

A
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® het this entlire pesition
thet Ayer puts forth is nefther
) [Trq:m&x/ y ef & thing
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/i | ess — : physical properties of

'FZFu@ U@d@@m ﬁg) L@C@UL&?@ @umcea

lwa&%ﬁém] -»
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/i ™ : properties of things.
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“Perhaps some cancer,
cures are miracles. £
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.™

[Breaking the Spell, 26)

“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]

What is the argument
offered to support this

ever demonstrating this <:\ claim ?

to a doubting world

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

["The Need for Naturalism in a Scientific. Age" hitps://centerforinguiry.org/.
‘J o h n S h (0[0) k blog/the_need_for_naturalism_in_a_scientific. age/, accessed 06/22/22,
/ emphasis added]
o 1

"Philosophical naturalism @ h @ @k @ s ta tem en G @
undertakes the responsibility, [/'.ﬁ @ﬁ Kea I

for elaborating a
comprehensive and coherent

EEUEEL, | Then, whiet selentife
sdence's excusive right o | [E{INEE] oM PESSI6/Y
used fo prove thet this

IState e nitiSklcl
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fAnswering dihe
Scienifisjs:

Richard Dam:wi.ms

Many people have been
able to believeithatiGod.is
real merely by observing

the wonders of creation.




The heavens declare

the glory of God and

the flrmament shows
HlS handlwork

Psalm191 : ‘*

The heavens declare

HlS rlghteousness

and all the peoples
see HlS glory

“ui Psalm 97 6
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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




Butias more toxic

philosophical vo:ces have
fogged the conversation
throughout historyfthe need ™
arises to appeal to'deeper

Ny

Issues in philosophy:

RICHARD DAWKINS

The Blind
\\atch} Ell\elh

wi | #‘Wlt
wwse witH@nt desig
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creatlve. su per-
intelligence is
unequivocally a

scientific question,

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

[The God Delusion, 58-59]

D
J/ \ it ]

RichardiDawking

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

[The Blind Watchmaker, 37-38]

47



i R
/ 3

3

1 L
Richar\&Dawkins

What methods for
answering questions
does Dawkins
propose?

Sdiberelistanfansweto
evenyisteilquestion
[aboutiGod and miracles]’
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.]

Snherelisfanfansweitol
pyasuchiguestion
[aboutiGediand miracles]:
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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According to
Dawkins, should
scientific methods be
used only for certain
kinds of questions or
for every kind of
question?

Is this statement
here provable by
“purely and entirely

scientific methods @

[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.]

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

Philosophical Method!

&

Sinherelistanfanswetol
evenjsuchiquestion
[aboutlGod and miracles];
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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dinherelistanfanswegtol
evenisuchlguestion
[aboutiGodiand miracles],
whetherernotiweican

Why can 't that disp_over it .in prac.tice., gnd

it'is a strictly scientific

method be used for answern lihe methods we

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

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

[Richard Dawkins, The God Delusion, 59.]

finswering fihe
Scienfists
MarcianN clUiy
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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]

> Presumably, Marcia
McNutt believes her own
statement.

> If so, "IEIRS clentific; "Science is a
did she use to method for

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

believe has a basis

"has a basis in the laws of in the laws of
nature or not"? jlaturegggnot.”

> Further, exactly what "lexvs

@i efe@"” could possibly
be the basis for this

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

Can Atkins;
statement “be

interpreted

scientifically™

withingthe

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

Can Atkins!
statement “be

CORRECTLY"
interpreted

“I believe that anything
that has been reported
reliably — anything —
can be interpreted
scientifically within
the framework of
modern science."
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Stephen Hawking #~ \Eeonard Mlodinow’
1942-2018 . ‘P |
el /7]

"How can wejur%darstand thelworld in which
we find o&l#s‘elves? How doesithe universe
behave ?AVI"/;h%t is the naturev of reality?
Where did allithis comeifrom? 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 p';i;ysics. 1

[Stephen Hawking and Leonard Mlodinow, The Grand Design'(New York: Baﬁm Books, 2010), 5]
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“‘SE'Ttdo iarge will'not'be
~—wcaughtin the net.

presupposmons
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We have seen that one of the
fundamental mistakes of scientismis its
failure to distinguish questionsithat are
scientific from questions thatiare

philosophical.

The methods ofiscience (as._that term is

miit
their ability to plungeithe depths of the
nature of reality.
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Contemporary science often seeksi to
give answers along the contoursiand
categories of mathematics.

But on the occasioniof our. encounter:
with the sensibleworld aré‘un dius, the
human intellectiis able to'knowitruths
that are beyond the physical, Whlch_gs {0
say, metaphysical truths.

s Examples'would be:

teleology

four causes: Efficient, Formal, EinalliMaterial
the distinction betweenfisubstancefandaccident
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, Formal Ein ﬂl\'naterla

the distinction between ubstance and acmdent

the distinction between unlversal and particular -
the distinction between formiandimatter,

the distinction'between act and potency,

the distinction between essence andexistence

WithRthese
metaphysicalltitthss
< Exampleswould be: ﬂ}n@ @ﬁﬁ@@ﬁ

teleolo

four ca?x);es: Efficient, Formal, Finﬂl‘Vlateria'l‘ l@[?ﬂﬁﬁ@[@ @U@gg

the distinction betweengjbstance and'accident

the distinction betwegr'l unive@'l and particular %@ W@Mﬁ@@ @@@

~ the distinction between form andimatter,

:he dis:inc:ion be:wegn actand poteltntey @E@@@@ﬁ@ ﬂ}D@

the distinction between'essence and'existence ED @C’j @ FD @;17
alirloutes of the God

off Clessical Thels




