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Abstract

The principle of closure, which posits that all physical events can be fully explained by
preceding physical causes, is one of the foundational concepts in contemporary philosophy
of science and physics. Rooted in laws such as the conservation of energy, this principle
presents a significant challenge to theological doctrines that emphasize divine intervention
or action in the world. From the perspective of physical causal closure, the physical
universe operates as a closed system, rendering any non-physical causal influence, such as
divine intervention, seemingly incompatible with this closed framework. Nevertheless,
contemporary thinkers have sought to reconcile the concept of divine action with the
principle of physical causal closure. Some have pointed to the potential of quantum
indeterminacies and complex systems, while others have redefined divine action as the
sustaining of natural order and existence rather than direct intervention. This paper
examines the relationship between the principle of physical causal closure and divine
action, analyzing the challenges and proposed solutions for harmonizing these two
concepts. Ultimately, it outlines a resolution derived from Islamic philosophy to address
this issue.
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