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Think Theism lectures are supported by Ratio Christi @
Texas A&M, but the opinions represented herein do not
necessarily reflect the beliefs or values of Ratio Christi.
This content is presented to encourage discussion and
critical thought about challenging questions.
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“It’s a miracle!”

tos L 1‘1
el LAA 1./ .

'KANSAS CITY LEADS SERIES 1.0

Image Courtesy of TES




Tonight’s talk

1. Hume and Miracles

2. The Enlightenment and
Miracles

3. Hume and Witnesses

4. Hume and Comparative
Religion
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1. Hume and
Miracles

HINK
HEISM
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Categories to distinguish miracles

Natural Special Miracle

Causes Providence A miracle lies outside
the productive capacity

of the natural world.
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HuAme’s‘Ar'glAJment, T ry#1

| A mlracle IS a V|olat|on of the laws of nature
and as firm and unalterable exerlence has
estabilshed these la NS, the proof a

mlract from the ve '
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Hume’s Argument, Try #2: Probability‘

We learn from e xerlence that all As are B s and that no - , -"' ‘
A’s are non-B’s. Thus, we form a presumptlve law of R
nature” that all As are B s. ~

-Pl A m|racle |s a wotatr* a







- The Elephant

P'r‘oblems Wi.th H‘umé’s "a'rgu?'men’t' |

John Locke S story about the K|ng of Slam and the
Dutch Ambassador: '

will {carce be able to ﬁnd Behef As it happcned*tosa D
Ambafiador, who entertaining the King of Siam with the B’gﬁ-
ticulars of Holland, which he was inquifitive after, amM
other Things told him, that the Water in his Comm'yxwmﬁ
fometimes, in cold Weather, be fo hard that Men walked 1
it, and that it would bear an Elephant, if he were there.
which the King replied, Hitherto I bave belicved the firang m
you have told m, becaufe I loock upen you as a fober fair Man “
now I am [ure you lye. gy’




e with | : .. TheElephant :
Problems with Hume’s argument L A

John Locke S story about the Klng of Slam and the
Dutch Ambassador | S

What would Hume say’? s -
_ThIS example doesn’t count becaus, ;.Q— qicn’t tak
expenence |nto account.




2. The Enlightenment
and Miracles
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These equations can
predict the motion of
everything!




“la machine du monde”

Laplace: “Je n'ai pas eu besoin de cette hypothese.”

“I have no need of that hypothesis”

What hypothesis?

De | SM Divine intervention



“Smence and God arq -




The “Scientific Argument” against Miracles -

© Premise 1: Natural forces cannot causeadead
- person to be resurrected. (Science saysso!)

..Prem'ise'gz.,-Th"e,f_ are only natur




C.S. Lewis, 1898 -1963
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Arthur Peacocke:

Modern cell biology has “radically undermined” the credibility
of the virgin birth because it would require God’s making a
Y-chromosome out of nothing in Mary’s ovum.




Don’t we have to assume that mlracles are B

Imp055|ble in order,tod--v-. Cie

No: Miracles are not random. God is
not capricious. He doesn’t send
miracles to mess up your experiment.

Miracles have a religious context.




Categories to distinguish miracles

Natural Special Miracle
Causes Providence
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Heb 1:3. Christ is “upholding the universe by his word of
power.”
Acts 17:28. “In him, we live and move and have our
being.”




A corrective to the Deists: Providence

Matt 5:45 “He causes his sun to rise on the evil and the good, and sends rain on the
righteous and the unrighteous.”

Special Miracle

Natural-Gauses .
Providence

God'’s providential
ordering &
sustaining of the
natural world




Hume and Witnhesses:

*“ Inferior.”” When any one tells me, that he faw a
dead Man reftor’d to Life, I immediately confides

Arg_u n!ent_Aga_l nst with myfelf, whether it be more probable, that this
Believi ng in Miracles Perfon fhould either deceive or be deceiv’d, or that the

on the basis of Fa&t he rcl'atcs {houlc.l really havehappen’d. I .wexgh
. . the one Miracle againft the other, and according to
witness teStlmony the Superiority, which I diicover, I pronounce my

Decifion, and always rejeft the greater Miracle, If

pmiracles < perror the Falfhood of his Teftimony would be more miracu-
lous, than the Event, which he relates; then, and
not till then, can he pretend to command my Belief
or Opinion,

“I would not believe such a thing even
if it were told me by Cato himself.”




Hume’s “Diminution” view and the jar'of.marbleé

- N marbles i |n ajar - Ie
° -1 marble IS a earth marble” Ia -
- Witness randomly picks out a marble and reports what's on it
How big would N have to be for you to dlsbelleve the W|tn =X
~who reports the earth marble? ‘. e 1 -
‘L-What if you have conce ns abot

' <
pmiracles perror




Hume and Comparative
Religion




This argument only works if the
different miracles are seen as

confirming conflicting religious
claims.




This is a good challenge for all of us.
Are we unduly skeptical toward
some miracle claims and credulous
toward others?




Summary

Hume's arguments

Miracles are violations of Natural Laws, and Natural Laws are (statistically) never

violated.
Answer: Is a miracle really a violation of Natural Law? (Draw the dotted line!)
Science is still possible because miracles are not capricious

There are never sufficient credible witnesses sufficient to establish a miracle.

“Extraordinary claims require extraordinary evidence.”
Answer: This is still treating miracles as mere statistical anomalies.

Everyone is a skeptic about most miracle claims. Why not be skeptical about all of

them?
Answer: You actually have to weigh the witness testimony and evidence in each case.
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The “Scientific Arfgumen:t". ~ag'ainst

. Premlse 1: Natural forces cannot cause a dead
;person to be resurrected (Scrence says so')

~ Premise 2: There are onl n‘
-_-we re dom SCi il







