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Gödel’s Theorem – Typographical Number Theory was created to show that no system can fully represent mathematics unless it is powerful enough to do self-reference, and no system with full self-reference can escape self-contradictory statements.  Therefore, there will always be theorems whose truth or falsehood cannot be ascertained in any powerful system of mathematics.

Human beings are inquisitive and analytical by nature.  It does not satisfy us to simply experience an event; we must study it to answer the questions why and how.  Why is the universe as it is and not different?  How did life begin?  Why do birds migrate?  How do the planets move?  However, humans ask metaphysical questions as well as questions about the natural world.  Is there a God?  What is the nature of God?  Do humans possess a soul?  Do humans have free will?  These questions are of deep concern to us because they treat the topic of our own nature, which we strive to understand every day in our lives.  Nevertheless, reason cannot supply the answer to many metaphysical questions because of the nature and limits of reason; these limits of reason determine the boundaries upon which rests faith.  There are two limits to reason: logic, and experience.  These limits, which are discussed later, will show that reason must surrender to faith at its boundaries.

We will use the terms lower bound and upper bound.  The lower bound of reason is those things that are the building blocks of reason – the basic axioms of mathematics and logic.  The upper bound of reason is those subjects that transcend the natural world, for example the nature or existence of God.  The term nature is also used to denote both the character of something, and as being of this world, as opposed to the metaphysical or spiritual realm.

It is necessary to use reason because it gives humans a method to explore and explain ideas.  However, one must acknowledge the limits of reason.  Using Gödel’s theorem, Gödel showed that mathematics is inherently incomplete, and never could be complete despite our best efforts.  More importantly, Gödel has shown that even in what philosophers deem pure reason, mathematics, there are things which reason cannot show to be true or false.  This will be called the lower bound of reason; the fact that the building blocks of reason must be taken on faith to be true because they cannot always be proven by reason.

Normally, we use the scientific method to answer the questions concerning the natural world, but by which method do we answer the questions about the metaphysical world?  The mistake, historically, has come from attempting to use natural world reasoning to solve metaphysical questions.  The problem with this method is that faith is based in pure experiential knowledge, not logical knowledge.  We do not start with reason and move to an experience of The Divine, we start with a Divine experience and use reason to understand it; therefore, faith must be experiential, not logical knowledge.  A concrete example would be a rose.  One must experience the beauty of a rose.  If one had all the logical and scientific knowledge about a rose, how every atom is arranged, the rose’s lifecycle, etc., one could not use that knowledge to explain the beauty of the rose to another person.  Faith is like the beauty of a rose, it is experienced, and no knowledge from reason can explain the knowledge gained from that experience.  We will call this the upper bound of reason; the knowledge that there are experiences greater than ourselves which reason cannot explain or express.

It is absurd and incorrect to say that reason is false and that we should not use it.  This argument would lead us to a world in which there is no method to explain or express knowledge, and that would be an absurd world.  However, we must acknowledge that reason is only valid within certain realms of knowledge, one of which is not faith.  Reason, as has been shown, is bounded by the faith we have in logic, and the limits of it to fully explain human experiences.  Therefore, it is reasonable to use reason within the contexts of natural knowledge, such as physics, but it is unreasonable to use reason to prove the existence of God because that knowledge is outside of reason’s bounds.  Using this argument, it is clearly reasonable to have faith in God; reason cannot say that it is unreasonable to have faith in God because reason would be outside its domain.

Does this mean that reason has no part to play in faith?  No, on the contrary, reason has a very valuable role to play in our faith.  Because of the fact that we are reasonable beings, we must accept the fact that there will be analysis, using reason, of our belief.  Reason will allow us to collect our Divine experiences and relate them in a way that gives us an insight into the nature of the experiences and the lessons they offer.  Thus, because of reason’s limits, we should not use it to examine the plausibility or nature of faith, but help us relate our faith to our natural lives, to which reason is intimately connected.  As St. Anselm wrote in Faith Seeking Understanding, faith may give us truth, but reason gives us understanding.

Blaise Pascal once wrote, “The heart has its reasons which reason does not know.”  We are rational beings that must rely on reason to assist us in the understanding of our environment, and each other.  However, reason is bounded by our ultimate faith in the truth of logic, and its limit to knowledge of the natural world.  Thus, reason has its place in helping us understand our faith, but it cannot be used it as a method to attain it because reason’s domain does not reach into the heavens.  In the end, it is faith in God, and not the thought of God that brings us to the experience and love of The Divine.

� Kierkegaard’s protest against a truth that argues its own objectivity is at the heart of this argument.


� Pascal and Kant were the primary influences in this argument.





