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Science and Religion: From Confrontation to Dialogue
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[(EXRE] ‘
The last few years have seen a number of significant publica-
tions dealing with the relationship between the world of science and
the world of theology. John F. Haught proposed four models-to de-
scribe the relationship between the two worlds: conflict, contrast,
contact, and confirmation. After many years of estrangement and
confrontation, it is now important to see theology from the perspec-
tive of scientists and science from the perspective of theologians.

In recent years, science and theology have been moving from
conflict to dialogue. This essay looks at the two extreme forms of
conflict between them-scientism and biblicism. It also investigates
their two fundamental forms of dialogue-limit-questions and the
parallel of methods. It discusses the turning point and factors affect-
ing this change. The historical cause and subjective element of in-
terest in dialogue on both sides lies in critical realism. Dialogue has
not only become possible but necessary, despite the anticipated limi-
tations. Both science and theology are related to the human experi-
ence of the same reality. Though their respective subject matters are
different, their ultimate inquiry is intelligibility rather than the gen-

eralization of observable data. Hence, the dialogue of these two
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great intellectual enterprises is not only possible but desirable. The
dialogue reveals their complementarity rather than conflict, because
both are concerned with nature and cosmos. Theology should pay
attention to discoveries in nature. Science should pay attention to
the relation of these discoveries to the greater and more complex re-
ligious experience of man. It is especially important that each side is
concerned with the ultimate contribution to the knowledge of hu-
man affairs.

The author maintains that, while science and theology have
certain common concerns, some degree of conflict is, nonetheless,
inévitable. What we need is not a unification of the two worlds, but

mutual respect and dialogue.
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