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S
cience is a set of beliefs about how the universe 
works, and religion is a set of beliefs about how the 

universe works, so science is a religion, right?

Wrong.

Some theists argue that science is as much a faith-based 
belief system as any other religion, and that those 
who are science-minded are simply being dogmatic 
about science instead of dogmatic about God. But this 
argument doesn’t hold water for a number of reasons.

It’s true that, in a sense, science accepts certain things 
on faith. But the things it accepts on faith — that the 
universe exists, for example — are things that pretty 
much everyone accepts on faith, whether or not they 
are religious. To define science as a religion on this basis 
would be to call any thinking being that believes in 
reality religious. That is not terribly useful.

It is true that science is materialist and does not 
require the existence of deities, but scientists are not 
required to take it on faith that supernatural things 
don’t exist. Rather, science has nothing to say about the 
supernatural — it’s out of science’s realm — and there 

are plenty of scientists who are religious or who believe 
in the supernatural. Similarly, science makes neither 
moral nor ethical judgments.

Science is also distinct from religion for two additional, 
very significant, reasons.

First, science is based on evidence. Sure, there are times 
when tradition, culture, and personal assumptions get 
in the way of science, but these are impediments to 
science, not part of its workings. Religion, on the other 
hand, may incorporate evidence, but it generally does 
so in the service of a forgone conclusion. For example, a 
theist might look for evidence that one religion is true 
and the other is false, but may not look for evidence 
that points to religion being false in general.

Second, and perhaps most importantly, science involves 
the creation and testing of falsifiable hypothesis. 
Religion generally strives to be unfalsifiable, to be 
rigorously provable only within its own context, or to 
dismiss out of hand any evidence that may contradict 
it.

No decent scientist would do that.
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