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 “Apologetics: Evidentialist Approach”
Past issues of these letters (230+ so far) may be read at http://livingtheology.com/letters.htm and I encourage you to catch up with them if you have not received earlier letters.  Other writings of mine (over 43 articles and 19 commentaries) are at http://LivingTheology.com and I pray they will be helpful. The author is solely responsible for the content of these letters and they do not represent any particular denomination. 
Remember that this series on apologetics is based upon the command in 1 Peter 3:15. To put it into immediate context, read the ones before and after it:

1Peter 3:14-16 But even if you should suffer for the sake of righteousness, you are blessed. And do not fear their intimidation, and do not be troubled, 15but sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready to make a defense to everyone who asks you to give an account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence; 16and keep a good conscience so that in the thing in which you are slandered, those who revile your good behavior in Christ may be put to shame.

Probably most of us have suffered to some extent for the sake of righteousness, so it is great to read that those who do are blessed. Rather than fearing the intimidation of those against Christianity, Christians should pursue sanctification and be prepared to give an account for the hope that Christ gives us. But such an account needs to be given with gentleness and reverence even for those who slander us. A well-reasoned account will be capable of putting antagonists to shame. So we continue to the evidentialist method after looking last week at the classical method of apologetics. 

Evidentialism is an empirical method, which means that it is based upon facts. It uses multiple lines of evidence to support Christian theism (a theist is someone who believes that God interacts with His creation as opposed to a deist who believes in the existence of a god who does not so interact) using inductive reasoning. Inductive reasoning moves from the particular to the general by gathering data, making observations, and drawing conclusions, while deduction moves from the general to the particular. Evidentialism deals with what is the most probable rather than what is a certainty and some practitioners use methods of probability theory such as Bayes’ theorem and Occam’s razor (one should not increase, beyond what is necessary, the number of entities required to explain anything). It involves using fulfilled Biblical prophecy and the historical certainty of Biblical people, places, and events such as the resurrection. This method often involves legal arguments as made popular by Josh McDowell (The New Evidence that Demands a Verdict, Thomas Nelson Publishers, Nashville, 1999). 

This method uses inductive reasoning to assemble available facts and then argue that a particular conclusion offers the best or most probable explanation of those facts. Such an argument does not rule out some other possible interpretation, and the lack of certainty is the most criticized aspect of this approach. For example we could utilize the post resurrection appearances of Jesus to draw the conclusion that it is then highly probable that Jesus was resurrected. But those facts do not lead one to any conclusion other than that it is highly likely it happened. Adherents of the method say that such highly probable conclusions should be enough to move Christianity away from being considered irrational. However God must act to give a person faith that allows him or her to believe. It seems that the most that can be accomplished without God’s action of imparting faith is to show that Christianity is a reasonable alternative worldview. 
The inductive method starts with facts to yield the truth. However facts require models for interpretation (Nancy R. Pearcey & Charles B. Thaxton, The Soul of Science, Crossway Books, Wheaton, Illinois, 1994, p. 59). Proponents of this method use evidences for creation and the historicity of Jesus and His resurrection such as those shown in the letter last week. Evidence is presented for the reliability of the Bible. Scripture is tested by bibliographical, internal, and external methods. Bibliographical tests determine that the Biblical documents we have are reliable reproductions of the original documents. Internal consistency considers the claims of specific Biblical writings with other Biblical writings. External methods show corroboration of Scripture with extrabiblical sources such as archeology. The complex process involves facts but cannot produce faith for it must be imparted by the Holy Spirit. Many of the adherents are not Reformed but Arminian (non-predestinarian). Philosophy is used with facts. Most practioners of this method use scientific facts and methods and are old-earth creationists. Although one cannot totally rely on subjective experience, such is a part of the process. Christianity is unique among religions to show God’s direct intervention to redeem mankind (a theistic action). 
Teleological arguments or the anthropic principle, miracles, and fulfilled prophecy are used. The anthropic principle is the observation that many factors in the universe have just the exact value that they must have for life as we know it to exist. The book Creator and the Cosmos by Dr. Hugh Ross lists over 50 such factors such as earth’s surface gravity, earth’s distance from the sun, the exact rotation of the moon around the earth, the angle of earth’s tilt axis and its stability, the precise orbit of the earth around the sun, the surface tension of water, and earth’s rotation period. There are many miracles in the Bible that cannot be scientifically explained and have sufficient witnessing to be acceptable events such as the resurrection of Jesus, which is treated as essential for Christianity. Evidentialists utilize three clusters of fulfilled prophecies for evidence of divine inspiration of the Bible. The first is that the Old Testament contains numerous prophecies of the rise and fall of nations and cities surrounding Israel that are fulfilled. The second is the history of Israel and its current existence as fulfillment of Biblical prophecy. The third is the fulfilled prophecies of the life, ministry, death, and resurrection of Jesus such as Isaiah 42:6-7; 9:6-7; 49:5-6; 52:13-53:12; Micah 5:2; Daniel 7:13-14; Zechariah 9:9; Psalm 22. 
There are many reasons for evil in the world and evidence for God is too great to be adversely affected by the concept of the existence of evil. Evidentialism has been used by Joseph Butler (1692-1752), James Orr (1844-1913), Clark Pinnock, John Warrick Montgomery, and Richard Swinburne. Writings by Pinnock and Swinburne are suspect because they state that God is not omniscient. They practice “open theism”. Open theists believe that God cannot know all decisions that everyone everywhere will make and so some of His interaction with creation are open to change due to decisions people make in the future. They also believe that God is not immutable but his mind can be changed by the actions of people. Apart from these departures from orthodox Christianity they have presented some strong evidentialist apologetics. 
An assignment: While the evidentialist apologetic is often scientific and scholarly, Christians should be sufficiently informed to make this argument. Use the evidentialist method to present an apologetic to a relative or friend. 
