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' David Johnson, Holi iracles (New York: Cornell University Press,1999), p.

6. “Hume never tells us what a law of nature is. But if we adopt a view of laws of nature which is
presumably very congenial to Hume’s general philosophy, that a law of nature is (or expresses) at

least an exceptionless regularity ..."
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1982) cited m Louis P. Pojman, Philosophy of Religion : Anthology (Belmont: Wadsworth, 1998), p.
315. “A miracle is, by definition, a violation of a law of nature, and a law of nature is, by definition, a
regularity — or the statement of a regularity — about what happens, about the way the world works....”
* Ibid., p. 316. “The laws of nature, we must say, describe the ways in which the world —
including, of course, human beings — works when left to itself, when not interfered with. A miracle
occurs when the world is not left to itself, when something distinct from the natural order as a whole

intrudes into it.”
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“John Stuart Mill, “Miracles and Undetected Natural Causes”, in David Shatz, Philosophy

and Faith: A Philosophy of Religion Reader (New York: McGraw - Hill, 2002 ), p. 410 “It is always

possible that there may be at work some undetected law of nature which the wonder — worker may

have acquired, consciously or unconsciously, the power of calling into action ; or that the wonder
may have been wrought (as in the truly extraordinary feats of jugglers) by the employment,

unperceived by us, of ordinary laws ..."
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P. Pojman, Philggzﬂy of Religion : én:hglggy (Belmont Wadsworth Publlshmg Company,

RSN T -

® Ibid., p. 308. " Repeatable counter — instances do not violate laws of nature, they just
show propositions purporting to state laws of nature to be false.”

" Alastair Mckinnon, * ‘Miracle’ and ‘Paradox’™ in Ameri Phil hi rly, 4, 1967.
Reprinted in Miracles, ed. Richard Swinburne, London, Collier Macmillan, 1989, p. 49., cited in
Michael F. Palmer, The Question of God (London: Routledge, 2001), p. 184 “So if Lazarus did
indeed rise from the dead, this is not a miracle but evidence that our original notions about bodily

decomposition will have to be reassessed.”
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" David Hume, Enquiri i [ ' incipl
of Morals , ed. L.A.Selby - Bigge (Oxford , 1982) , p. 56 , footnote. “Mr. Locke divides all arguments
into demonstrative and probable. In this view, we must say, that it is only probable all men must die,
or that the sun will rise to — morrow. But to conform our language more to common use, we ought to
divide arguments into demonstrations, proofs, and probabilities. By proofs meaning such arguments

from experience as leave no room for doubt or opposition.”
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" David Johnson, Hume, Holi n iracles (New York: Comell University Press, 1999),

p.9. “I will say, then, that for any person x, for any time t, for any possible event m, m is a miracle for

x attif and only if m actually occurs at some time and m is a violation of (an exception to) something
which is for x at t exceedingly well - established, relative to a body of inductive evidence, as being a
law of nature. (This, of course, does not imply that a miracle for x at t must occur at t.) More pithily, |
will say that a miracle is a violation of an apparent law of nature, where the indexing to person and

time, and the epistemic aspect above, is built into the word “apparent”.”
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 |bid., p. 6. “...since a “ violation” or “transgression” of such a law would presumably be at
least an exception to it, and since we know a priori that there are no exceptions to exceptionless

regularities, we know a priori that there are no miracles.”
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" Fogelin , H i D17
" Mackie, in Pojman, p. 315. “The two definitions together entail that whatever happens is
not a miracle, that is, that miracles never happen. This, be it noted, is not Hume * s argument. If it

were correct, it would make Hume * s argument unnecessary.”



uazAINaa9 W INA LTI

“guliveiuenstaweauaiull uwihasetsfiduesfineAndniiuunio
ST Sy my - —
wuuiuagiiismas bildlimauafigulildafransdramauaiuetinedae
luiilawwe  wiunspueaAsduIsenfuTuetwdRuswLliaansoAn

Todndaliudasinaalidunumitinauaneaqen ™

< ‘g - -3 ' ¥
ﬁtﬁu‘lﬁmnn'\sﬁqu‘lﬁ‘lﬁ’nwszm uamﬁmmﬂummmmuwmw

e wstnUFowanevinugaehedien guaERall  Jeuenainiitrindudaly

¢ l¥atinauiaze  suf
RX =l o 1 -!l’
WNNNANHUTIT U

(Of Miracles) gulaun

UTBIN1sAN L ldan Ay

Ustaunisad (a priori grounds) LWﬂ:ﬁuﬁquLﬂummﬁqna‘mﬁ'lu'é'lﬁ:y

i wﬁéﬁﬂpﬂﬁ ' ' ﬂﬂ? SAassellol
wRyAlsznTas mummﬂJgLaﬁmwﬂmqgum ﬂmsmammna
% a ui
nﬁ‘j aﬁﬂ?}m ﬁnﬁ]m@mummﬁmmﬁmﬂlm

l.\'lﬂull‘lllJ'NﬂE.lﬁQﬂ'H Lﬂu‘lﬂ'lnw'a~wgﬂunﬁs‘|.n ATUTDN mmmmm AAATTEIAN

- Fogelin, Miracles, pp. 17 - 18. “Hume never presents such an

argument, but it is tempting to think, as | once did, that it or something like it lies in the background

. It is not mconsequentlal that Hume nowhere explicitly formulates this argument, but some might

think that he is so transparently committed to it that it is in conceivable that it does not play a guiding

role in his thought.”
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*® Ibid., p. 1}.' “First, if this really is his implicit background argument,fitis hard to see why
his eXD"Ciﬁwqﬁ"aﬁﬂ ﬁoﬁ}s}é%’%%mﬂ;%’ Q@ti&;l conclusion at
the close offpart 1... Indeed, the entire discussion of testimony ‘would appear otiose if it were
possible to show, seemingly on a priori grounds, that no miracle has ever occurred, for then it would
be a mere triviality that no testimony is ever sufficient to establish the occurrence of a miraculous
event.

A second reason for rejecting the idea that Hume implicitly relies on such an a priori
argument is that, in part 2, he explicitly rejects its conclusion by acknowledging that under certain
circumstances it could be possible to establish the occurrence of a miracle on the basis of testimony.

The miracle in question concems a worldwide interlude of eight consecutive days of darkness.”
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" David Hume, “Of Miracles” in iri ' ndi

concerning the Principles of Morals, p. 115. “A miracle may either be discoverable by men or not.”
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reasonable to'believe” and “impossible” becomes negligible.”
*® Peter van Inwagen , “Of “Of Miracles™”, in Shatz , Phil h Fai

tween “never

. “ltis a

commonplace that Hume ‘ s conclusion is not ontological : he does not claim to show that there are
no miracles. His conclusion is epistemological. But it is not that one should not believe that there are
miracles.”

? Mackie , in Pojman , The Question of God, p. 315. “Hume * s case against miracles is an
epistemological argument : it does not try to show that miracles never do happen or never could

happen, but only that we never have good reasons for believing that they have happened.”
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' Dpavid Hume, “Of Miracles” in Enquiries concerming Human Understanding _and
concerning the Principles of Morals, pp. 115 - 116. “That no testimony is sufficient to establish a

miracle, unless the testimony be of such a kind, that its falsehood would be more miraculous, than

the fact, which it endeavours to establish...”
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Z John Earman, “The Puzzles of Hume's Definitions of “Miracles” in Hume Abject Failure :
he Ari i iracles , (New York : Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 8. “There is an even

9
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more obvious and troubling puzzle about Hume's first definition : if a miracle is a violation of a law of
nature, then whether or not the violation is due to the intervention of the Deity, a miracle is logically
impossible since, whatever else a law of nature is, it is an exceptionless regularity. Where then is the

need for a complicated essay on the credibility of miracle stories?”
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impossible, we are never justified in believing in one. Since we have enormous evidence in favor of

the uniformity of nature, every testimony of a miracle must be weighed against that preponderance
and be found wanting.”

 William Samuel Powell, Discourses on Various Subject (London: Thomas Balguy, 1776),
cited in Fogelin, A Defense of Hume on Miracles, 2003,p.19. “But nature, we are told, is uniform and

unvaried in her operations. This either presumes the point in question, or touches not those events

which are supposed to be out of the course of nature.”
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# C.S. Lewis, Mi . imi (New York: Macmillan, 1947), cited in Fogelin,

) N

2003,p.19. “Now of course we must agree with Hume that if there is absolutely “uniform experience”
against miracles, if in other words they have never happened, why then they never have.
Unfortunately we know the experience against them to be uniform only if we know that all reports of
them are false. And we can know all the reports to be false only if we know already that miracles

have never occurred. In fact, we are arguing in a circle.”
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rate one or more powerful supernatural beings, they cannot find it absurd to suppose that such a
being will occasionally interfere with the course of nature, and this may be one of these occasions ...
Here one party to the debate is initially at least agnostic, and does not yet concede that there is a
supernatural power at all. From this point of view the intrinsic improbability of a genuine miracle, as
defined above, is very great, and one of other of the alternative explanations in our fork will always be
much more likely - that is, either that the alleged event is not miraculous, or that it did not occur, that

the testimony is faulty in some way.”
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& Swmbujwl n| J ﬁ a n ﬂ n understa aby a mi cj a violation of a law of
nature by a god, ve 5ﬁ EI mﬁlnz is invisible
and "“angé ﬂj ae\iﬂ g j& ﬁ ﬁ eﬂi there could be

evidence tha? a law of nature has been violated, and secondly, if there can be such evidence,
whether there could be evidence that the violation was due to a god.” ... Thus, if the occurrence of E
is the sort of thing that the only god of whose existence we have evidence would wish to bring about
if he has the character suggested by the other evidence for his existence, we can reasonably hold
him responsible for the occurrence of E which would otherwise be unexplained ... For these reasons

I conclude that we can have good reason to believe that a violation of a law of nature was caused by

a god and so was a miracle.”
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motor car strays on to an unguarded rai : : sing 1 ouse and a wheel of his car gets

e to pass with the signals in its favor

and a curve in the track makes it im for th Y er to stop his train in time to avoid an

obstruction he might encqlﬁj]er:o 1 the crossi

t,of the house to look for her

child sees him on the crds&ing and . ‘ runs forward shouting and

waving. The little boy remainﬁeate n his g downward, @rossed in the task of pedaling
it free. The brakes of the train a? applied and it com%?)o rest a few feet from the child. The mother
=

thanks God for the | ?hﬂaﬂ ﬁﬁt%ﬁf’a} ‘ﬂﬁ'nhough, as she in due
superna

course learns, there ural about the manner in which the brakes of a train came
to be applied. The driver had fainted ﬁa di i ) ﬂ resence of the
child on mﬂemdqeaalﬁ fe]ef lied aﬂmm a MH:;Y Elrt pressure on
the control lever.” _

# Michael F. Palmer, “The Argument from Miracles” in The Question of God (London:
Routledge, 2001), p. 198. “It is a crucial feature of Holland’s example that the mother continues to
thank God for what has happened after discovering the natural explanation for why the train stopped.
Her calling it a miracle does not, therefore, require her to say that a violation of the natural order has

occurred, as Hume might suppose, only that she has witnessed something for which God must be

thanked.”
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1982) in Loung P. Pojman, M&m&m (Belmont: Wadsworth Publishing

Company, 1998), pp. 318 - 319. “However, any problems there may be about establishing laws of

nature are neutral between the parties to the present debate, Hume's followers and those who
believe in miracles; for both these parties need the notion of a well - established law of nature. The
miracle advocate needs it in order to be able to say that the alleged occurrence is a miracle, a
violation of natural law by supematural intervention, no less than Hume needs it for his argument

against believing that this event has actually taken place.”



56

wiAnAAdNsTiAnGn “NYBITNTR" luﬁmumqms‘rﬁﬂ"msﬁﬁuﬁqtﬂuﬁiﬂ%«é‘?{
aﬁuaquua:é*?‘;‘iﬁuﬁqmwmﬂu‘lﬂ"la”mmmqmi‘rﬂﬂ”mﬁ‘ﬁ wezauin I Ratuayuans
Mihunausilunisingudn wansalladhangnisaiteassd wsiluBnuamesniiaTufiden
Iﬁéﬁiﬁuﬁqﬁiﬁwﬁaumqauualums‘ﬂﬁLﬂﬁm'mLi'lu‘lﬂ”lﬁmmmsjnmﬁﬁqna"v) Wasan
uTuanﬁG:mngﬁ?mmE‘?';ﬁﬁnum:uﬁuﬂumaﬁﬁq‘lﬁmqgnaztﬁn‘lﬁﬁq&uﬁqmﬁﬁﬁadﬁ
ngsrsumdazminanmanuilungsssumAdieugnasfinieifateiaudafindy

o v o <

Tudssiauiidnse ludiudae fuusa

1. mefingsssuen ATNTATITANITNINNIUIBIFY

Muald wiluanisideniupgs NNNNA AU NsRANTOUN

Tmansalianarauiindnlgndssnnaly 4 Lllreiuaumaudafusnren
- a 2 4 v - v ﬁ =
BNMIAINANNARTDILT ANTalAuAEuAINUENang
<~ 5 -3 o a ' v ' ¥ o ' v a
WraaNARAATIAAI TS Ananalidaaudnacseanamg
nsnidmassdiduaiuiaiauy N15s Wi Asananafitednflungsssuanfives
wwansialy
2. JE. “ -zﬂ':z:!':!-fft“'::-,'fma TWMANNTIEAATTE DY
. N—— - . 4
NadRQUsTAIA NS LaS AR UAAs e uhliNeuanIdIngde
mqmmﬁmm’ﬁﬂmmmat}nru"‘mmmm:ﬁmﬂuvﬂuiu gruazasldnmanisaitrass

S mﬂaﬁwﬂﬁwﬁw é’%g@ﬁﬁmmmmaa

o

TRIATLANLAN m@gwmﬂﬁmﬁmﬁmglu‘lﬂ‘lm”mmmﬂq?dﬁmﬁ‘ﬁm@mumm‘ﬂrinJgu
= IR TRIA TR RTINS
9

¥
o a o

o ) - '- U o ' "J
uannudainlFTg Yy wan B fdadddaRulddmanisaf

4 : o ° J o U o J L} J
qnnmqﬁqumﬂuman'mlIﬂﬁﬁ?sﬁué'qqzﬁmm‘lﬂzji’aaqﬂmmuammmnmq'lumt-n'aﬁﬂ

<l o J ' '
unnnsdidafiiannaneda



57

“ypeslétulifeenuRnfumenisaidrassdsunil yAnaliAgs
ey (vienrsdedntuduiisavanisafulantssuanasnn dadly
wansafbiveilaswuluasuiiuei) wsinsvinliindaagidulivecg
°c ava o Yy a4 9 iy a o -
liAsA0m 2 4o Ae dausn seeleigediy “PENMARITLWMANNTR]

aAa33e” 2 danannimnanidn "uﬂﬂams'h.iﬁaﬁu" WHNBTN "YAARADT

o

Ufiasiu” wse yaramsdnten sy m‘ﬂ Buq 2

WANANTUIAINGTT R &wmlﬂmumwmi’luﬂnnwmﬁ

- 4 - "— i - 7
Angulfnsanuiulydseesiqniag Wﬁu'lmqmummﬂmnmom
manTaisAassETULAD aLBah U Betenageudausaatnelaniia 8 S
o : < ) £ 4 0 <‘ L o o o !J
19958 ANIUAIRNANng VTG GERENT:S At MimanIsaidrassillday

> ‘ - - ra a .4' o
agifumsiinnueanndhliled® Wi Fvesmmnsaifeasedainion  winusduiuaay

b

' < [
UITDORTIDIAN ﬂﬂ?:ﬂﬂllﬂ .

3.3 48391500

a b v v
TOUIRINULINTNAUURN

s

2 o -3 -3 ¥ d % o o '
Qfmﬂﬂ«mmumﬂsu tANUNITULNUS AN DY

wansaifae iaﬁt‘im@a MANITIANLL AR TBIgY

o ”ﬁﬁ“ﬁﬂgﬁmﬁ e
AMIANTAUNNIINYAY

% Peter van Inwagen, “Of ‘Of Miracles’™ in David Shatz, Philosophy and Faith (New York:

The McGraw - Hill Companies, 2002), p. 402. “If one hears a report of a miracle, one should not
believe it (or one should believe it only in very special circumstances, circumstances so special that
one has in fact ever been in them). But this formulation of Hume’s conclusion raises two important
questions. First, what counts as a “report of a miracle”? Secondly, does “one should not believe it"

mean “one should reject it” or “ore should refrain from accepting it” - or perhaps some third thing ?"
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