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ﬁnma&@;éuw an independent exidtence and an intelligence of thetr own, that they are wuwaﬂ&mzqumz - !’;’kr '
wiver cven than thetn discovernens, that we get more out of them than was oniginally put into them, " There
are wumenows indtantiations of Ferty ¢ observation. We will discuse why Georg Cantor (1545-1915) took hie

work in trandfinite numbens to the Vatican, How did Rarl Fricdnich Gause (1777-1555) believe God wae
cnvolued in his mathematics? Fow did Blacse Pascal (1623-1662) ase set theory and frobalbility to angue for
God's evistence?! What wumbens did Gottiried Wellielm Ledbucs (1646-1716) say are the “fine and wonderjul
(1906-1975) mathematically frove Anslem s entological angament for God's eviotence? Fou did an 1§ centuny
monk generalize evistence to lighern dimensions that offen explanations of Biblical miracles? Fow does
Gregony (hactin (1947- ) mathematically frove there arne astonicling things that evist that ane anbmowalble?
Aud low docs Rice's Theorem dhed light on a consistency between determiniom and luowability?! Steplicn
Fawking (1942- ) claims o theory in science can be froven. We simply accamalate evidence. Libe all
apologetics, thede indighte of mathematics do wot frove God ' existence nor (lnidtiancty. But they add to
the accumaulation of evidence.

Tliio talh, althougt accessible by those not well vensed in mathematics, frovides references for deeper
study by those who are. | THE
AMERICAN

SCIENTIFIC
AFFILIATION

Sponsoned by the Baylor Saciety for (Conversations in Religion, Ethics and Secence
& the Baylor Student Chapiten of the menican Secientific Afliation



