Letters

“Hard” and “Soft” Methodological
Naturalism

I very much enjoyed Kathryn Applegate’s article
(“A Defense of Methodological Naturalism,” PSCF
65, no. 1 [2013]: 37-45) defending methodological
naturalism (MN). I share her enthusiasm that MN
can help to shed light on the mechanism of God’s
handiwork in nature, as opposed to previous inti-
mations that MN is somehow inconsistent with
God'’s creative agency. I do not think that MN is the
methodological extension of metaphysical natural-
ism. Indeed, if atheism were true, it would undercut
both our reason and our ability to do science in the
first place!

One issue that I was hoping Applegate would
address, but that did not appear in her article, was
the contrast between “hard” and “soft” MN. This
is a distinction first made by English philosopher
Peter S. Williams, and is one that I find very helpful.
In short, the difference is this: “hard” MN precludes
intelligent causation from science, whereas “soft”
MN precludes explicitly supernatural causation
from science, while still allowing for explanations to
be framed in terms of intelligence. Williams argues
that “soft” MN should be permissible in science—
and, indeed, is permissible in science, given such
widely recognized fields of investigation as foren-
sics, archaeology, and SETIL I cannot help but feel
that he is on to something.

Although Applegate does not directly address the
distinction between “hard” and “soft” MN, she does
brush the issue tangentially. She writes, “By practic-
ing methodological naturalism, one does not deny
the presence of design or teleology in the created
order but simply removes it from the purview of sci-
ence” (p.43). Here, Applegate appears to advocate
some form of “hard” MN, whereby appeal to intelli-
gence is disallowed a priori. That is certainly her
prerogative, although I wonder whether she truly
believes that none of the aforementioned disciplines
are scientific in nature because they, too, invoke
intelligent causes.

To be clear, I remain unconvinced by the recent
Intelligent Design movement, particularly as it pur-
ports to explain the origin of biological diversity.
However, I do find the “hard” version of MN to be
problematic, and I think that we limit ourselves
needlessly by adhering to it for Applegate’s fear of
“demeaning God.”

Jordan Mallon
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Clarifying “Hard” and “Soft”
Methodological Naturalism

I am grateful for Jordan Mallon’s question regarding
the distinction between “hard” and “soft” method-
ological naturalism (MN), the former being that
which precludes all intelligent causation, the latter
precluding only supernatural causation. I agree that
hard MN is problematic. In my article I wrote that
“these fields [archaeology, forensics, SETI] do abide
by the traditional definition of methodological natu-
ralism, which only excludes supernatural explanation,
not all intelligent causes” (p.40, emphasis added).
The version of MN I hoped to defend in my article
(“A Defense of Methodological Naturalism,” PSCF
65, no. 1 [2013]: 37-45) —what I called “traditional”
MN —is indeed “weak” MN.

Mallon questioned whether I meant to exclude all
intelligent causation when I wrote, “By practicing
methodological naturalism, one does not deny the
presence of design or teleology in the created order
but simply removes it from the purview of science”
(p- 43). I am happy to concede that my wording
could have been more careful: make that “super-
natural design or teleology.” My intent was that
nonscientific avenues for thinking about design and
teleology (e.g., biblical ones) are likely to be more
fruitful, in many cases.

Katherine Applegate
ASA Member ®

Belmont University
1900 Belmont Blvd
! Nashville, TN 37212

The 68™ Annual Meeting of the American Scientific Affiliation ﬂ

In God’s Image: Celebrating Creativity in Science and Invention

July 19-22, 2013

Register at
www.asa3.org

144

Perspectives on Science and Christian Faith



	New Table of Contents
	BETWEEN HEAVEN AND EARTH: Christian Perspectives on Environmental Protection by Fred Van Dyke. Santa Barbara, CA: Praeger, 2010. 247 pages. Hardcover; $44.95. ISBN: 9780313375361. 123
	Reviewed by Henk Aay, Professor of Geography and Environmental Studies, Emeritus, Calvin College, Grand Rapids, MI 49546.

	THE HOCKEY STICK AND THE CLIMATE WARS: Dispatches from the Front Lines by Michael E. Mann. New York: Columbia University Press, 2012. 395 pages, notes, index. Hardcover; $28.95. ISBN: 9780231152549. 124
	Reviewed by Joel W. Cannon, Physics Department, Washington and Jefferson College, Washington, PA 15301.

	GALILEO’S MUSE: Renaissance Mathematics and the Arts by Mark A. Peterson. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2011. vi + 336 pages, index. Hardcover; $28.95. ISBN: 9780674059726. 127
	Reviewed by Calvin Jongsma, Professor of Mathematics, Dordt College, Sioux Center, IA 51250.

	THE ROCKS DON’T LIE: A Geologist Investigates Noah’s Flood by David R. Montgomery. New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 2012. 320 pages. Hardcover; $26.95. ISBN: 9780393082395. 128
	Reviewed by Davis A. Young, Tucson, AZ 85737.

	THE SPIRIT IN CREATION AND NEW CREATION: Science and Theology in Western and Orthodox Realms by Michael Welker, ed. Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 2012. 202 + xvi pages. Paperback; $32.00. ISBN: 9780802866929. 130
	Reviewed by Andrew K. Gabriel, Horizon College and Seminary, Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5.

	WHAT THE HEAVENS DECLARE: Science in the Light of Creation by Lydia Jaeger. Translated by Jonathan Vaughn. Eugene, OR: Cascade Books, 2012. xxiv + 199 pages. Paperback; $25.00. ISBN: 978- 1610970341. 132
	Reviewed by E. Janet Warren, MD, PhD, Guelph, ON N1L 1H6.

	GOD AND THE FOLLY OF FAITH: The Incompatibility of Science and Religion by Victor Stenger. New York: Prometheus Books, 2012. 409 pages. Paperback; $20.00. ISBN: 9781616145996. 133
	Reviewed by Gerald Cleaver, Baylor University Department of Physics, Waco, TX 76798.

	TIME IN ETERNITY: Pannenberg, Physics, and Eschatology in Creative Mutual Interaction by Robert J. Russell. Notre Dame, IN: University of Notre Dame Press, 2012. 440 pages, index. Paperback; $49.00. ISBN: 9780268040598. 135
	Reviewed by Alan Padgett, Professor of Systematic Theology, Luther Seminary, St. Paul, MN 55108.

	A UNIVERSE FROM NOTHING: Why There Is Something Rather than Nothing by Lawrence M. Krauss. New York: Free Press, 2012. xix + 204 pages, preface, illustrations, index, author information. Hardcover; $24.99. ISBN: 9781451624458. 137
	Reviewed by George L. Murphy, Trinity Lutheran Seminary, Columbus, OH 43209.

	THE EVOLUTION OF ADAM: What the Bible Does and Doesn’t Say about Human Origins by Peter Enns. Grand Rapids, MI: Brazos Press, 2012. xx + 172 pages. Paperback; $17.99. ISBN: 9781587433153. 138
	Reviewed by C. John Collins, Professor of Old Testament, Covenant Theological Seminary, St. Louis, MO 63141.

	SCIENCE IN A DEMOCRATIC SOCIETY by Philip Kitcher. Amherst, NY: Prometheus Books, 2011. 270 pages. Hardcover; $28.00. ISBN: 9781616144074. 140
	Reviewed by George N. Pierson, Department of Philosophy, Trinity Christian College, Palos Heights, IL 60463.

	THE PHYSICAL NATURE OF CHRISTIAN LIFE: Neuroscience, Psychology, and the Church by Warren S. Brown and Brad D. Strawn. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2012. xii + 178 pages. Paperback; $27.99. ISBN: 9780521734219. 142
	Reviewed by Judith Toronchuk, Trinity Western University, Langley, BC V2Y 1Y1.
	“Hard” and “Soft” Methodological Naturalism 144
	Jordan Mallon

	Clarifying “Hard” and “Soft” Methodological Naturalism 144
	Katherine Applegate



	 144


