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Lewis on miracles

1 First argument

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 the 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.1

2 Second argument

If all that exists in Nature, the great mindless interlocking event, if our own
deepest convictions are merely the by-products of an irrational process, then
clearly there is not the slightest ground for supposing that our sense of fitness
and our consequent faith in uniformity tell us anything about a reality external
to ourselves. Our convictions are simply a fact about us— like the colour of
our hair. If Naturalism is true we have no reason to trust our conviction that
Nature is uniform. It can be trusted only if quite a different Metaphysic is true.
If the deepest thing in reality, the Fact which is the source of all other facthood,
is a thing in some degree like ourselves — if it is a Rational Spirit and we
derive our rational spirituality from It — then indeed our conviction can be
trusted. Our repugnance to disorder is derived fromNature’s Creator and ours.
The disorderly world which we cannot endure to believe in is the disorderly
world He would not have endured to create. … The sciences logically require
a metaphysic of this sort.2
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