Is this miracle possible? Or can we at least know whether people respect the pages of history? This is the question that David Hume tried to answer in part 10 of the Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding. Hume was not at all humble when he claimed to reject miracles. Hume is not the only one who appreciates his dissertation. Antony Flew calls Hume's argument for extraordinary power. A large number of writings on Hume's subject also testify of their historical significance. Almost all dissertations on this topic so far use Hume as a starting point for discussion. So if miracles have a biblical defense, human towers will be torn down.

An important aspect of Hume's miraculous care concerns his metaphysical ideas. Ronald Nash believed that during the historical period of the loss of trust in God, Hume, like Kant, had tried to give way to what made Nash believe that Hume was at least a fist. While some might say that Nash's claim is baseless, Hume's constitution in this area is unclear. Sometimes Hume seems to believe in God. For example, Hume said, the whole picture of nature is about an intelligent writer; and no wise researcher can, with serious thought, lose his belief in the basic principles of authentic theism and religion. Hume has an atheist, agnostic, and historically acceptable position as a deist. However, it is important to note that Hume took human autonomy regardless of the term. He could promote the idea of a creator, but not a ruler, possibly the Christian God (Keener, 2011). 
Hume begins his essay by claiming that the evidence of Christianity is relatively less important than the evidence of the reader's experience. There are two main points from the start. In this essay, Hume first expresses his intention: to overthrow the Christian faith by cancelling miracles. Second, like all consultations, he said that experience is the key to knowledge and truth. How is Christianity a Truth Reader? This is lacking because it is based on the evidence of the apostles. They claim to have eyewitness accounts, but Hume's readers are more than a century away from the apostles. Therefore, you should not only believe the testimony, but also believe that the teachings of the apostles were delivered correctly. Here, Hume defines the principle that the principle must be maintained for all work; you must believe in the strongest test.

Hume makes the difference between miracles and extraordinary events. Extraordinary events can be compared to the darkness that enveloped the earth for ten days. If there are enough witnesses from all walks of life, it must be accepted that an extraordinary event like that happened. On the other hand, miracles can be compared to the resurrection from the dead. There is a lot of evidence of civilized cities, but this evidence cannot be accepted. What is the biggest difference between miracles and extraordinary events? Hume argues that other human experiences can understand extraordinary experiences, but miraculously contradict human experiences (Bock, 2010). Because this is the case, equal human experience can be accepted, but the opposite must be rejected. Hume's actions in On Miracle have undoubtedly been non-religious champions since being released. Hundreds of publications dedicated to the dissertation are sufficient evidence of the authors' impact. His genius appears in other topics. However, I think Hume's argument failed. So this section shows why and how this failed. 

Epicurus is known for its atheism and its belief that there is no life after death, and this dialogue explores part of this Epicurean belief, which denies difficulties and possible future conditions, threatens morality, and civilization. Eliminating the same fears and desires will give people the freedom to follow the physical and mental excitement they naturally like, and to enjoy the peace that comes from expected and orderly satisfaction. First of all, it needs to be explained how irrational fear arises, so it is important to explain the evolution of society. While internal criticism of Hume's reasoning proves his inability, the best criticism of Hume's reasoning examines the basis of Hume's beliefs. Everyone has prerequisites that guide their thinking by enabling them to maintain their faith and deny others. If someone has a wrong idea, the facts are interpreted. Hume's assumption is epistemological empiricism and metaphysical naturalism. Pure empiricism is counterproductive because it cannot be proven by its hypothesis. Naturalism does not regard trivial aspects of human reality as natural reasons, morality, and order. Thus, the two basic assumptions about the structure of Hume's faith are imperfect; and if the basis is wrong, any argument based on it can only occur. Hume rejects the revealed truth of religion and also points out that religion harms morality and society if it is harmed by insufficient lust. In addition, he argues, rational arguments cannot lead us to God. Hume developed today's general objection to the theme of analogue design by asserting that the analogy stems from limited experience, making it impossible to conclude that cosmic designers are unlimited, morally equal or singular. We also cannot use this comment to inform the other side of the world as if the afterlife is based on dessert.
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