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T'his topic i1s a small part of the larger
of theology and science
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be a scientist and a C l '
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Broad Outline of This Presentation
The Scientific Method and Scripture

 Brief on Conceptual Foundation:
— Three Components of Science
— Scientific xplantions
— Scientific Confirmation

— Philosophical Perspective / Worldvie




— Facts

— Hypothese:
— Laws

— Theories
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entific Confirmat:
)re complex than first appes

consistency, clarity, fruitfulness, absence of
intuition, methodological values

— Nonemp

— Testing, corroboration, and falsification
« Theories may be too complex for outright fz
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yvpes of Scienti ic
cstigations

Some people make a distinction between —

— Experimental / observational / empirica

— Deductive / theoretical

— Historical / forensic
|

Sometimes it 1s claimed that one catego
reliable than another

Methods for the types vary
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|

inferrir# consequences from a proposition

hypotheses, laws and theories
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ccognizes the
first two explicitly, and allows a form of the third via intuition.
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e (bservatio

pearance of
” (Matthew

:14 (observations
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e Measurement
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» Rationality
mental operations involving perceptions, reason, and logical thought

e “Come now, and let us reason together, saith the Lord.” [saiah
1:18

« Forms of argumentation employed by Jesus Christ.

« An extended example of rationality in Scripture is the book of
Romans

The OT prophets employed as one of their forms of speech a form

of reasoned argument known as the (Hebrew) rib pattern, also
called the prophetic lawsuit. Its elements included the
announcement of court witnesses, the case against the people with
presentation of evidence, a declaration of what the Lord has done,
a conclusion presenting the indictment, and the sentence of
judgment.

Instances of natural theology in Scripture (see below), where
reason 1s employed to point out truths to pagan society.

Following the Ascension, eloquent reasoning was employed to
win people to Christ. The speeches of Peter and Stephen and
others are brilliant, logical defenses of the Gospel. Paul after his
conversion went to the synagogues daily to reason with the Jews.
His speech on Mars Hill in Athens begins with a logical appeal.
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e withesses In
st’s resurrection.
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 Falsifiability ad Confirmation (Ver1ﬁc1on)

* The methods of discerning or disclosing false prophets are presented in
Deuteronomy 18:20-22, 1 Kings 13:11-25, [saiah 9: 15, Jeremiah
6:13-15, 14: B 16, 23: 9- 40, 27:14-18, 28: 15- 17, 29:8-9, Ezekiel
22:25-26, 2 Peter 2:1, and 1 John 4:1-3. Confirmation procedures are
presented in Deuteronomy 13.

In Scripture the principle is presented in terms of the necessity of
having multiple witnesses for a variety of activities. Multiple witnesses

are required i. convicting criminals of crimes, for establishment of

political boundaries, and for determining God's oifts to individuals, and
His directions to individuals or groups (see Deuronomy 17:6, 19:15,
Ruth 4:9-11, Proverbs 15:32, Matthew 18:16, 2 Corinthians 13:1, 1
Timothy 5:19, Hebrews 10:28). The principle is also reflected in
Scripture's call for a multitude of counselors, such as for governmental
activity, particularly war (see Proverbs 11:14, 20:18, and 24:6). False
witnesses are rebuked, and if committing perjury in court, are subject to
the punishment their lies would have inflicted on others (Deuteronomy
19:15-21). (See also Luke 24:28, Acts 2:32, 10:39, 20:23, 2 Corinthians
13:1, 1 Timothy 5:19, Hebrews 10:15, and 10:28 and 1 John 5:6-10
where the Apostle John referred to three witnesses for God's testimony
in Christ; the Holy Spirit, the water, and the blood. The writer of
Hebrews affirmed it in Hebrews 2:3.
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* Correctio
aching on correction, see Psalm 27:12, Proverbs 10:17,
:1, 29:1, 6:19, Matthew 26:60, and 2 1 mthy 3:16.
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' a Greek word
esus repeatedly asked
6:8, 21:25, Mark 2:8,
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an appeal to
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s of physical reality.
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of the Scripture

Sum g of the Common Elements
: .
.

—Psalm2
o att 26:60, and 2 Tim 3:

— con pt1 herent in narratives
— 1 Cor 15:12-29
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