How successfully have Christians responded to the challenge of the scientific method to revelation?





(8Marks)
Many Christians have challenged revelation and Christians have responded to these challenges.

Atheistic philosopher, Bertrand Russell said ‘what science cannot discover, humans cannot know’.  There are at least four reasons why Christians would disagree with this statement.  One of these is that scientific statements are not set in stone.  This means that whenever scientists discover new evidence they may have to change their theories ie.  scientific theories must always be open to change.

Another argument against Russell’s statement is that there are vast areas of knowledge that are beyond the reach of science.  For example, science cannot tell us why the universe came into being, nor can it tell us why it is so finely tuned to support life on earth.  It cannot explain why as human beings we are persons and not merely objects and it cannot explain why the mind exists and functions as it does.  Science is unable to answer many of life’s deepest questions, such as ‘ What is the purpose of life?’  ‘Where did we come from?’ ‘What happens when we die?’

Some philosophers suggest that meaningful statements must be open to either verification or falsification.  This limits our knowledge to scientific statements which can be proven and results in the dismissal of religious statements, such as God made the universe.  It also dismisses statements like ‘I love you’ as meaningless  as they can be neither be verified or falsified.

Science also claims to base its knowledge on evidence, whereas religious knowledge is based on faith.  Therefore there is a persuasive belief that we have more grounds for accepting scientific truth than we have for accepting religious truth.  However, this neglects the alternative argument that suggests it takes a greater faith to believe ‘scientific truth’ of order, predictability and uniformity in a universe of chance.

It is sometimes claimed that science is objective while religion is subjective.  This is the claim that scientific knowledge is about the real world and does not depend on the personal opinions and preferences of the people who make scientific statements while religious knowledge tells us more about the people who make religious statements than about the way things actually are.  However, philosopher Karl Popper suggests that even scientists are subjective in the way they gather data and make observations.

In conclusion, while the challenge of the scientific method to revelation is substantial, Christians have responded with some very strong arguments which  have gone a long way to meeting the challenge. 

