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1§ A NATURAL THEOLGGY STILL POSSIBLE TCDAY ?

W ..N{.}.RRIS CLARK:E, S.J *,-]Fdrdha'm Uﬁi#érsif}*- |

Intrﬂducrmn

-The enterprise of Natural Thealugy (or the ]Phﬂc:sophy of God) 15 a
particularly difficult one to carry out in our day. Philosophically it has
come under heavy attack from empiricists and Neco-Kantians, from
analytic philosophers tinged with both of the above, from historical and
linguistic relativists appealing to hermenentics, and mose recently from
Deconstructionists: We shall take up these philosophical roadblocks
presently. But first, given the. context of this book, we turn to the relations
between natural th::::::r]c}gy and cnntﬂmpurar}r SCIENCE; m particular theo-
retical physu:s and cosmnlogy

Refaffc;_-ﬂ to Science.

- Natural thenlc}gy is, from one point of view, on better terms with

-chntempnrar}r science than it has been for a long time. The notion that

mind has a place in nature, that nature points to mind as its compietion, 1s
much more acceptable, even plausible, to many scientists today, especially
theoretical physicists and cosmologists. One example is that advanced by
Fred Hoyle in his recent book, The Intelligent Universe. Many sctentists arc
favorably impressed by the now famous Anthropic Principle, which seems
to point to an extremely precise fine tuning of the four basic forces of the
material universe, with its enormous statistical 1mpmbab111ty, as 2 sign that
the universe was planned from the hﬂgmmng in view of the appearance ol

© conscious observers like nurseives m it. Indicative is the COTMEN| of the

physmlst Freeman ]D'yscm

f conclude from the existence of these accidents of physics arxl
astronomy that the universe is an uncxpectedly hospitable place for livinp
creatures to make their home in. Being a scientist, trained in the habils ol
thought and language of the twentieth century rather than the eightcenth, 1
do not ¢claim that the architecture of the universe proves the existence of
God. 1 claim only that ihe architecturc of the universe is consistent with the
hjfpnthesis that mind plays an essential role in its functioning.’®

Two points are noteworthy here. The fi rst is the openness Lo, or
“compatibility™ of the scientific picture with, the theistic hypothesis, rather
than the former closedness that used o predominate. But the second 15 the
warning that from inside Lhe scientilic outlook this hypothesis s only
compatible with the resulls ol contemporary science, nol authorized or



