History

Video: What is History for?
· The School of Life. What is History for? Oct 31, 2014. https://youtu.be/hLE-5ElGlPM

Definition of History
· History refers to “past events and processes,” and historiography to “the results of inquiries about history, written accounts of the past.” Aviezer Tucker, “Introduction,” in A Companion to the Philosophy of History and Historiography, ed. Aviezer Tucker. Blackwell Companions to Philosophy 41 (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2009), 2.
· Though as Licona interacting with Webb points out, simply because something happened in the past does not necessarily mean it falls under the domain of historians, as Licona writes: “Webb rightly states that not all investigations of past events belong to the discipline of history. For example, the Ice Age that shaped the Rocky Mountains belong to the discipline of geology rather than history. We may say the same concerning the formation of galaxies, which belongs to the discipline of cosmology. Even living beings such as dinosaurs belong to the discipline of palaeontology rather than history. Webb then concludes that human agency is a necessary component in the definition of history.” Michael Licona, “Historians and Miracle Claims” JSHJ 12 (2014), 109.
· Licona goes on to argue that if one day extra-terrestrial aliens make contact, would not such events be historical? Ibid, 112-113.

Historical Methodology
· 1) Ontological naturalistic history (only naturalistic causation is metaphysically possible)
· 2) Critical theistic history (those who critically grant that on a case by case basis supernatural causation maybe the best explanation)
· 3) Methodological naturalistic history (for the purposes of studying history only naturalistic causes are permitted). 
Robert L. Webb, “The Historical Enterprise and Historical Jesus Research” in Key Events in the Life of the Historical Jesus: A Collaborative Exploration of Context and Coherence, eds. Darrell L. Bock, and Robert L. Webb (Grand Rapids, MI: Eerdmans, 2010), 42-54. For completeness one could also add the fourth position of uncritical theistic history, assuming supernatural causation.

Miracles and the Historical Method?
· The earliest Christians believe Jesus rose bodily from the dead.
· The earliest Christians believe Jesus was raised bodily from the dead by God.
· Jesus actually did rise bodily from the dead.
· Jesus was actually raised bodily from the dead by God.
Douglas Geivett, “The Epistemology of the Resurrection Belief,” in The Resurrection of Jesus: John Dominic Crossan and N.T. Wright in Dialogue, ed. Robert B. Stewart (Minneapolis, Minnesota: Augsburg Fortress, 2006), 95. Italics in original.

Agreement?
· Along these lines Willitts writes with respect to Meier’s papal conclave: “Yet, rather than being forced to create a document that states the least common denominator on Jesus, the participants would be forced to listen to each other and learn from each other in the context of community; rather than check their convictions at the door and pursue consensus, they would participate in full awareness of themselves and the others and pursue understanding; rather than debate in order to win, they would discuss in order to understand, acknowledging that the truth about Jesus.” Joel Willitts, “Presuppositions and Procedures in the Study of the ‘Historical Jesus’: Or, Why I Decided Not to be a ‘Historical Jesus’ Scholar,” JSHJ 3 (2005): 102.

Criteria to Evaluate a Theory
1. Inference to the best explanation
2. Explanatory scope
3. Explanatory power
4. Plausibility
5. Less ad hoc
(also known as abduction, see: SEP)
Criteria of Authenticity
· See: Bock, Darrell L. Studying the Historical Jesus: a Guide to Sources and Methods. Grand Rapids, MI: Baker Academic, 2002. 220 pages.
· Note there currently is debate about whether the criteria is a good way to proceed (as has been the case for about 200 years): Chris Keith, and Anthony Le Donne (eds). Jesus, Criteria, and the Demise of Authenticity (London: T&T Clark, 2012). The suggested way forward is a memory approach, see: Robert K. McIver, Memory, Jesus, and the Synoptic Gospels. SBLRBS 59 (Atlanta, GA: Society of Biblical Literature, 2011).
· Unintentional signs of history
· Aramaic linguistic features
· Criterion of the impact of an event
· Coherence with existing data 
Multiple Independent Attestation
· Having more than one source lends credibility to the account. And not two copies of the same story but two separate accounts that cohere. For instance we have multiple accounts that Jesus performed miracles. 

Criterion of Embarrassment 
· Embarrassing details for the disciples are unlikely to have been created by the church. For instance why would the early church make up the story that one of their key leaders Peter, denied Jesus.

Double Similarity and Dissimilarity
· Similar to Judaism thereby suggesting Jewish roots and yet distinct, suggesting growth; and similar to the early church, showing it appropriately fits and yet distinct, suggesting it was not merely created by them. 

Hermeneutics
· By hermeneutics, it is meant “the science or art of interpretation, formulating general rules about the meaning of texts” (Barton, “Glossary,” xiii–xiv).
· grammatical-historical exegesis. The approach seeks to follow the rules of grammar within the historical context of the text in question in order to interpret meaning out from the text (rather than eisegesis, which is to read one’s own ideas into the text).

Textual Criticism
· Choosing the reading that best explains (both internally and externally) the rise of the other readings.

Keeping one’s horizon’s in check 
1. Method
2. Publicly laying out one’s horizons
3. Meer pressure
4. Submitting ideas to unsympathetic experts
5. Account for the relevant historical bedrock
6. Detachment from bias (Licona, The Resurrection of Jesus, 52–8).


Definition of a Miracle
· A theist might say a miracle is “a less common kind of God’s activity.” Whereas an atheist might say a miracle is “a violation of natural law.” Wayne A. Grudem, Systematic Theology: An Introduction to Biblical Doctrine (Grand Rapids, MI: Zondervan, 1994), 350.
· Whereas an Atheist might say “a miracle is a violation of the laws of nature.” David Hume, Enquiries Concerning Human Understanding, ed. L.A. Selby-Bigge 3rd ed. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1975 (originally published 1748), 114. “Hume offered two definitions of “miracle;” first, as a violation of natural law (Enquiries p. 114); shortly afterward he offers a more complex definition when he says that a miracle is “a transgression of a law of nature by a particular volition of the Deity, or by the interposition of some invisible agent” (Enquiries, p. 115n);” David Corner, “Miracles,” Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy, eds. James Fieser and Bradley Dowden. Available at: http://www.iep.utm.edu/miracles/ (accessed January 28, 2018).
· One “may recognize that an event is a miracle when the event (a) is extremely unlikely to have occurred, given the circumstances and/or natural law and (b) it occurs in an environment or context charged with religious significance.” Michael Licona, “Historians and Miracle Claims” JSHJ 12 (2014), 119. Licona refers to: William Lane Craig, and J. P. Moreland. Philosophical Foundations for a Christian Worldview (Downers Grove, IL: Inter Varsity, 2003), 569.

Definition of Science
· The English word “science” comes from the Latin scientia meaning knowledge.
· The Oxford Dictionary provides a sample understanding of how the word science is used today, “the intellectual and practical activity encompassing the systematic study of the structure and behaviour of the physical and natural world through observation and experiment.”

Scientism
· “One should only believe scientific truths”
· “Science is the measure of what matters”

Integrating Science and Theology
· Non-Overlapping
· Complementary
· Overlapping 

Christianity and Methodological Naturalism?
· Limiting science to only natural causes not as a claim of all that is, but merely for the purpose of investigating the natural world.

Atheism and Methodological Naturalism
· Given naturalism, all life including humans have evolved by way of natural selection with the fittest surviving. As such human beings have no reason to think that their cognitive faculties are aimed at producing true beliefs but rather are only aimed at survival value. Consequently, given naturalism, there is no reason to suppose that one’s beliefs including naturalism is true. Hence, naturalism is a self-defeating view. 

Objection – God of the Gaps
· Lack sufficient reason to invoke God
· The fine-tuning of the universe is due to either physical necessity, chance, or design.
· It is not due to physical necessity or chance.
· Therefore, it is due to design.

Are Miracles Identifiable? 
1. A miracle must be distinguishable before it can be known to have occurred.
1. The cause of a miracles is either natural or supernatural.
2. But to identify a miracle as supernatural (as an act of God) begs the question.
3. To identify a miracle as natural event robs it of its supernaturalness.
4. Therefore, miracles cannot be known to have occurred, since there is no way to identify them.

Do Miracles Destroy Science?
· Defining science is not an easy task.
· “All a scientist needs to hold is premises like “every event has a cause” and “the observable universe operates in an orderly way.”
· Science has bounds – operates on the repeatable. Doesn’t pronounce on history for instance.
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