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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

difference can be understood 
largely as matter of 

emphasis; of course, both 
classical apologists and 

evidentialists consider reason 
and fact to be both essential 

to apologetic 
argumentation.)"

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
155/264]

"Where as classical 
apologetics characteristically 
regards logic or reason as the 

primary criterion of truth, 
Evidentialism 

characteristically assigns this 
priority to fact. (This  

Again, there is a problem with 
terminology. Besides what we have 
already said about the terms 'logic' 

and 'reason', here Boa and 
Bowman's use of the phrase 

"criterion of truth" seems to mean 
that classical apologetics regard 

logic and reason as the means by 
which we ascertain whether 

something is true. In other words, 
that logic and reason are a TEST 

for truth. 
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difference can be understood 
largely as matter of 

emphasis; of course, both 
classical apologists and 

evidentialists consider reason 
and fact to be both essential 

to apologetic 
argumentation.)"

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
155/264]

"Where as classical 
apologetics characteristically 
regards logic or reason as the 

primary criterion of truth, 
Evidentialism 

characteristically assigns this 
priority to fact. (This  

But, in characterizing 
Evidentialism,  they contrast this 

with the priority of "fact." 
However, when calling something 

a "fact," one means that it is 
something that is true of reality. 
In other words, that a "fact" is 
true because it corresponds to 

reality, which is a THEORY
of truth. 

difference can be understood 
largely as matter of 

emphasis; of course, both 
classical apologists and 

evidentialists consider reason 
and fact to be both essential 

to apologetic 
argumentation.)"

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
155/264]

"Where as classical 
apologetics characteristically 
regards logic or reason as the 

primary criterion of truth, 
Evidentialism 

characteristically assigns this 
priority to fact. (This  

But a theory of truth is not the 
same as a test for truth. Thus, it 
does not make sense to contrast 

the test for truth in Classical 
Apologetics with the theory of 

truth of Evidentialism.
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Two Kinds of Evidentialism:
Epistemological Evidentialism 

W. K. Clifford 
(1845-1879)

"It is wrong, 
everywhere, 

always, and for 
anyone, to believe 

anything upon 
insufficient 
evidence."

[W. K. Clifford, Lectures and Essays, 1979, reprinted in Louis P. Pojman, The Theory 
of Knowledge: Classical and Contemporary Readings, 2nd ed. (Belmont: Wadsworth, 
1999), 551]
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What about this 
statement?

What is the "sufficient 
evidence" for it?

For that matter, what 
could possibly count as 

evidence for such a 
philosophical 

statement? 

It would seem that this 
is clear example of a 

self-refuting statement.  

W. K. Clifford 
(1845-1879)

"It is wrong, everywhere, always, and 
for anyone, to believe that it is wrong, 
everywhere, always, and for anyone, 

to believe that it is wrong, everywhere, 
always, and for anyone, to believe that 
it is wrong, everywhere, always, and 
for anyone, to believe that it is wrong, 
everywhere, always, and for anyone, 

to believe that it is wrong, everywhere, 
always, and for anyone, to believe 
anything upon insufficient evidence

upon insufficient evidence upon 
insufficient evidence upon insufficient 
evidence upon insufficient evidence 

upon insufficient evidence."
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To be sure, the questions 
of beliefs and their 

relationships to evidence 
are important 

philosophical issues. 

Epistemological 
Evidentialism, while 

related at some deeper 
level, generally has 

nothing to do with the 
evidentialism we are 

interested in our 
study here.

Two Kinds of Evidentialism:
Apologetical Evidentialism  
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Does it not seem that this 
maxim is tacitly telling 

someone what to believe?

Given that, could we not level 
the same criticism against this 
formulation that we did against 

Clifford's original wording?
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Priority of Fact 
and Induction

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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I do not mean to harp too 
much on this point about logic, 

but the logical "form" of an 
argument is almost always 

irrelevant to the content of the 
premises of the argument.

Any argument can be cast as a 
deductive argument, even 

scientific ones.

"Research shows that 
the main factor common 
among patients taken ill 
with the Hungarian Body 

Rot  Virus (HBRV) is 
unusually long finger 

nails which put them at 
risk. Doctors are urging 
everyone to keep their 

finger nails neatly 
trimmed."
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1. If one has unusually long 
fingernails, then one is at risk 
for getting ill with Hungarian 
Body Rot.

2. If one is at risk for getting ill 
with Hungarian Body Rot, then, 
doctors urge that one to keep 
his fingernails neatly trimmed.

3. One out to follow the urgings of 
doctors.

Therefore, if one has unusually 
long fingernails, one out so keep 
his finger nails neatly trimmed.

1.p  q

2.q  r

3.r  s

4.s  t  / ∴ p  s
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Even given Boa and 
Bowman's point about logic 

here for the sake of argument, 
it is misleading to contrast 

Evidentialism as a whole with 
Classical Apologetics 

as a whole. 

Classical Apologetics 
historically has two and 

currently, three, distinguished 
"steps" in its system.

The last step in Classical 
Apologetics in demonstrating 
Christianity as the only true 

theism is largely 
indistinguishable from 

Evidentialism.

So, to the degree that they are 
the same, Boa and Bowman's 

point about deductive vs. 
inductive would be false 

(again, granting the point for 
the sake of argument).
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Now, given all this, taking 
into account the Classical 

Apologetics system's distinction 
between demonstrating theism 

and demonstrating Christianity (a 
distinction Evidentialism all but 

ignores), what might we say 
about Boa and Bowman's point 

about inductive logic and 
deductive logic?

Even among Classical 
apologists, most with whom I am 

familiar use what Boa and 
Bowman characterize as 
"inductive logic" in their 
arguments for theism.

Consider, for example, the vast 
amount of scientific evidence 

(big bang, fine tuning, 
information content of the DNA) 
in making an "argument to the 

best explanation," a.k.a. 
abductive argument for 

God's existence.
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Probable Character of 
Evidentialist Arguments

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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Boa and Bowman are making an 
important point here that I think 

is correct, with some 
qualifications.

They are correct in that 
inductive arguments lead to 

probability since, by definition, 
an inductive argument lead to 

the probability of the conclusion 
while a deductive argument 

leads to the certainty of 
the conclusion.

But one must remember that 
both the probability and the 

certainty are logical probability 
and logical certainty, not 

necessarily actual probability 
and actual certainty.

A valid deductive argument will 
entail a necessary conclusion, 
even if the conclusion is false.

Remember the illustration about 
the distance the Sun is from 

the earth and the 
speed of light.
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1. The Sun is sixty miles 
from the Earth.

2. Light travels at sixty 
MPH.

3. Therefore, it takes 
light one hour to 
get from the Sun 
to the Earth.

1. The Sun is sixty miles 
from the Earth.

2. Light travels at sixty 
MPH.

3. Therefore, it takes 
light one hour to 
get from the Sun 
to the Earth.

If the 
premises 
are true,

the 
conclusion 
has to be 

true.
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1. The Sun is sixty miles 
from the Earth.

2. Light travels at sixty 
MPH.

3. Therefore, it takes 
light one hour to 
get from the Sun 
to the Earth.

Since the 
premises 

"necessitate" 
the truth of the 
conclusion, it 

is called a 
deductive 
argument. 

1. The Sun is sixty miles 
from the Earth.

2. Light travels at sixty 
MPH.

3. Therefore, it takes 
light one hour to 
get from the Sun 
to the Earth.

What areas of 
study govern the 
truth or falsity of 

these statements?
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1. The Sun is sixty miles 
from the Earth.

2. Light travels at sixty 
MPH.

3. Therefore, it takes 
light one hour to 
get from the Sun 
to the Earth.

Boa and Bowman are correct in 
emphasizing that the conclusions 
of Evidentialism are probabilistic. 

But there only partially correct in 
implying (by way of contrast in 

the overall context) that this 
distinguishes Evidentialism from 

Classical Apologetics
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Most Classical apologists with 
whom I am familiar argue 

abductively for both theism 
and Christianity.

But Thomists will maintain that 
their arguments for theism which 

employ the metaphysics are 
demonstrative, not versions of 

the "argument to the best 
explanation." 

The Postmodern 
Challenge to Evidentialism
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Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"In contrast to the modern 
ideal of the dispassionate 

observer, we affirm the 
postmodern discovery 

that no observer can stand 
outside the historical 

process. Nor can we gain 
universal, culturally 

neutral knowledge as 
unconditioned specialists. 
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If what Grenz says is true, 
then his own statement itself 

does not come from an 
observer who stands 
"outside the historical 
process" and, thus, the 
statement is not itself 

"neutral knowledge" coming 
from an "unconditioned 

specialist.'

Since this is the case, why 
should we believe that it is 

objectively true?

Stanley J. Grenz
(1950-2005)

"On the contrary, we are 
participants in our 

historical and cultural 
context, and all our 

intellectual endeavors are 
unavoidably conditioned 

by that participation."
[Stanley J. Grenz, A Primer on Postmodernism (Grand Rapids: 
William B. Eerdmans, 1996), 166]
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If "all our intellectual 
endeavors" are 

"unavoidably conditioned" 
then Grenz's own statement 

is itself "unavoidably 
conditioned."

But if his statement is 
"unavoidably conditioned," 
they why should we take it 

as objectively true?

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

"In general, 
evidentialists make 
common cause with 
classical apologists 
in rejecting outright 
the relativism and 

subjectivism of 
postmodernism ...."

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
163/275]

Critical Use of 
Philosophy 
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

"Evidentialists 
generally 

disapprove of the 
kind of philosophical 

apologetics that 
seeks to construct a 
deductive system of 
proof for Christianity.
[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
167/280]
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Classical 
Philosophy

Analytic 
Philosophy

vs.

Speculative Philosophy Analytic Philosophy 

concerned primarily with the 
analysis of concepts and 

terms and the clarification of 
language 

In its most extreme forms, 
it denies that philosophy 

has its own body 
of knowledge. 
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A. J. Ayer
(1910-1989)

A. J. Ayer
(1910-1989)

"We mean also to 
rule out the 

supposition that 
philosophy can be 

ranged alongside the 
existing sciences, as 
a special department 

of speculative 
knowledge." 

[A. J. Ayer, Language, Truth and Logic (New York:  Dover 
Publications, 1952), p. 48] 
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Can this 
statement be 

"brought under 
some form of 

scientific law"?
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If the answer is 
no, then this 
statement is 

not a scientific 
statement.

If this statement 
is not a scientific 

statement, 
what kind of 

statement is it?

It is a 
philosophical

statement.
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A. J. Ayer
(1910-1989)

"But, actually, the validity of 
the analytic method is not 

dependent on any empirical, 
much less any metaphysical, 

presupposition about the 
nature of things. For the 

philosopher, as an analyst, 
is not directly concerned 

with the physical properties 
of things. He is concerned 
only with the way in which 
we speak about them. In 

other words, the 
propositions of philosophy 

are not factual, but linguistic 
in character." 

[Ayer, Language, p. 57] 
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These are metaphysical 
truths (facts) about the 

sensible world. 
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Christianity Vindicated 
by Science

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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Boa and Bowman are right 
in pointing out how the different 

areas of knowledge (scientia) 
became more specialized. 

It should be noted that the 
ancient Greeks, Aristotle for 

example, recognized that there 
were different specialized 

areas of knowledge even if the 
specialization was not to the 

extent that it becomes in 
the modern era.
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Aristotle
(384-322 BC)

"We only ascribe universal 
education to one who, in his 

own individual person, is thus 
critical in all or nearly all 

branches of knowledge, and 
not to one who has a like 

ability merely in some special 
subject. For it is possible for a 
man to have this competence 

in some one branch of 
knowledge without 

having it in all.
[Aristotle, On the Parts of Animals, Bk. I, trans. William Ogle 
(https://penelope.uchicago.edu/aristotle/parts1.html), accessed 
09/19/25]

Edward Feser
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I would suggest, however, 
that the trend began in the 

seventeenth century with the   
mathematization of philosophy 

in the thinking of René 
Descartes (1596-1650).

This is to say that the 
specialization and at times 

separation of the sciences had 
much to do with the increase 

in the precision of the 
instruments together with the 

increasing dominance of 
mathematics and less with 

logical methods of deduction 
and induction.
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What is more, Aristotle was 
quite the inductive empiricist, 

though the Classical 
Empiricism of Aristotle and 

Aquinas is quite different from 
Modern and Contemporary 

Empiricism in its metaphysical 
grounding.

Regrettably Boa and 
Bowman are right that the 

classical theistic 
arguments have fallen into 
disrepute, though I would 
submit that it had to do, 

not so much with any 
deductive aspect of 

philosophical arguments, 
but with philosophy 

in general.
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This increasing disdain 
for philosophy is 

especially evident in 
evangelicalism.

It is but one aspect of the 
increasing disdain for 

higher learning in general 
that has plagued 

American Christianity in 
the 20th century.

J. P. Moreland
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"The idea of first philosophy 
[metaphysics] has been central to 
the discipline of philosophy since 

Plato, but with the advent of 
scientism in the middle twentieth 
century (and the public's general 
lack of exposure to philosophy in 

our educational system!), first 
philosophy has fallen 

into disfavor."
[J. P. Moreland, Scientism and Secularism: Learning to Respond 

to a Dangerous Ideology (Wheaton: 
Crossway, 2018), 98-99]

J. P. Moreland
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The question to ask is 
what, if anything, can be 
identified as the cause or 

causes of the decline.

However, there is hope 
in that philosophy has 
seen somewhat of a 

comeback in American 
evangelicalism in recent 

decades.

Miracles as Evidence 
for God



9/25/2025

39

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

"Evidentialists believe that 
miracles, like fulfilled 

prophecy, can be used in 
the verification of the 

supernatural. ... Classical 
apologists tend to argue 

that one must first 
establish the existence of 

God in order to render 
miracles credible."

[Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
191/319]
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Gary R. Habermas

"[Evidentialists] separate 
from classical apologists in 
that they think that a one-

step argument from 
historical evidences (such 

as miracles) to God is 
feasible, and they often use 

this as their favorite 
argument."

[Gary R. Habermas, "Evidential Apologetics," in Stephen B. 
Cowan, ed. Five View on Apologetics (Grand Rapids: 
Zondervan, 98]

Brian K. Morley
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Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

Morley does a good job in 
summarizing the Classical 

Apologetics system of 
Norman Geisler.

However, I would demur 
regarding the use of the 

term 'worldview', especially 
in light of the common 

employment of the 
misleading glasses 

illustration.
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Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

In Geisler's defense, he 
uses the term 'worldview' 
as a label for the various 
positions taken on the 

question of God's existence 
and the implications a 

given position has for a 
number of important 

issues, not the least of 
which is the possibility of 

miracles. 

Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

The Classical Apologetics 
point about God and 

miracles is vividly illustrated 
by atheism Kai Nielsen in 

responding to the evidence 
for the resurrection of the 

Lord Jesus as evidence for 
God's existence.
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Kai Nielsen
(1926-2021)

Kai Nielsen
(1926-2021)

"Let us suppose it were the case 
that Jesus was raised from the 
dead. Supposed you collected 

the bones, and they [went] 
together in some way 

reconstituted the living Jesus. … 
This wouldn't show there was an 

infinite intelligible being. It 
wouldn’t give you any way of 

being able to detect if there is a 
god. It would be just that a very 
strange happening happened, 

namely, that somebody who died 
… came together again as a 

living human being."

[Kai Nielsen, "An Atheist's Rebuttal," in J. P. 
Moreland and Kai Nielsen, Does God Exist?: The 
Great Debate (Nashville: Thomas Nelson, 1990), 64, 
republished Does God Exist?: The Debate between 
Theists and Atheists (Amherst: Prometheus, 1993), 
65] 
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Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

My appeal to Nielsen here 
is not do deny that no 

atheist could ever move 
directly from atheism to 
Christian theism when 

confronted with the evidence 
of the resurrection.

Brian K. Morley

"Classical apologists are 
less confident than 

evidentialists that miracles 
can point to proper 

conclusions about religion 
without first setting up the 
worldview. It is the overall 
case for the theistic God, 

established through theistic 
arguments, that can show 
the possibility of miracles, 
says Geisler. … Then, only 

history can show the 
actuality of a miracle."

[Brian K. Morley, Mapping Apologetics: Comparing 
Contemporary Approaches. (Downers Grove: IVP 
Academic, 325]  

Rather, in defense of my 
principled/practical position 

on God, miracles, and 
apologetic systems (which I 

take up in the following 
comments on Boa and 
Bowman), Nielsen is 

an example of the 
principled point.
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Jana S. Harmon

First, Boa and Bowman 
are right in saying that 

Classical apologists "tend to 
argue" this about miracles, 

although one will find a 
difference of opinion among 

self-identified Classical 
apologists.
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Norman L. Geisler, R. C. 
Sproul, and other Classical 

apologists hold that 
miracles presuppose 

theism, meaning that the 
existence of God needs to 

be demonstrated before the 
evidence of miracles can be 

employed in making the 
case for Christianity. 

Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)
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Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)

"The difference between the 
classical apologists and the 
evidentialist on the use of 
historical evidences is that 

the classical see the need to 
first establish the possibility of 

and identity of miracles. 
Evidentialists do not see 

theism as a logically 
necessary precondition of 

historical apologetics. 

Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)

"The basic argument of the 
classical apologists is that it 
makes no sense to speak 

about the resurrection as an 
act of God unless, as a 

logical prerequisite, it is first 
established that there is a 

God who can act."
[Norman L. Geisler, "Apologetics, Types of" in Baker 
Encyclopedia of Christian Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker, 
1999), 42]
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R. C. Sproul
(1939-2017)

John Gerstner
(1914-1996)

Arthur Lindsley

R. C. Sproul
(1939-2017)

John Gerstner
(1914-1996)

Arthur Lindsley

"Miracles cannot prove 
God. God, as a matter of 

fact, alone can prove 
miracles. That is, only on 

the prior evidence that God 
exists is a miracle even 

possible."
[R. C. Sproul, John Gerstner, and Arthur Lindsley, Classical 
Apologetics: A Rational Defense of the Christian Faith and a 
Critique of Presuppositional Apologetics Grand Rapids: 
Baker, 1976), 146]
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William Lane Craig, 
who also self-identifies as a 
Classical apologist, holds 

that miracles can indeed be 
part the case for 

theism itself.

William Lane Craig

"It seems to me that 
Evidentialism so defined does 

not qualify as a distinct 
apologetic methodology or 

school of thought, but is merely 
a personally preferred style of 
argumentation. And I certainly 
agree that an argument from 

miracles can be part of a 
cumulative case for theism."

[William Lane Craig, "A Classical Apologist's Response [to 
Evidential Apologetics]," in Stephen B. Cowan, ed. Five View on 
Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Zondervan, 122]
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Regarding this issue of 
whether the existence of God 
must be established before 
the apologist can employ 

miracles, I make a distinction 
between a principled matter 

vs. a practical matter.

As a matter of principle, I 
agree with Geisler, et al. that 

God's existence must be 
established first since there 

cannot be an act of God 
unless there exists a God 

who can act.
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However, as a practical 
matter, atheists are not 

always necessarily 
consistent and may be 

persuaded to move in one 
step from their atheism to 
Christianity by a cogent 

argument from, for example, 
the resurrection of the 

Lord Jesus.

Boa and Bowman 
on the Notable Strengths of 

Evidentialist Apologetics
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Stresses the factual evidence 

Appealing methods of inquiry 

Recognizes that probability is 
unavoidable
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Recognizes that 
probability is 
unavoidable

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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Boa and Bowan are certainly 
right here that deduction 

cannot tell us whether the 
premises of a given 
argument are true.

Remember, again, the 
illustration about the 

distance the Sun is from the 
earth and the speed of light.

But the evidentialist seems 
to be pressing this point as if 
it had anything to do with the 

differences between the 
Classical Apologetics system 

and the Evidentialist 
Apologetic system.
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Again, this is confusing a 
logical analysis of an 

argument with a 
philosophical analysis or 

scientific analysis or 
historical analysis or 

mathematical analysis or 
whatever-aspect-of-reality-

the-premises-are-about 
analysis.

The term 'deduction' refers 
to a particular form of 

logical reasoning. 
Deduction is exclusively a 
logical / epistemological 

category.

For the Classical Realist 
(but not necessarily for 

every Classical apologist), 
the "real world" is not 

known by a logical 
procedure. 



9/25/2025

56

Rather, the Classical 
Realist (i.e., the Thomist) 
regards knowledge as a 

formal identity of knower and 
known on the occasion of the 

knower's encounter with 
sensible reality.

Having already come to 
know sensible reality, the 
intellect can further reflect 

upon and analyze that 
which is known.

Such reflection and analysis 
will then then take on the 
categories of logic "as a 

human instrument."
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Henry Babcock Veatch
(1911-1999)
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Norman L. Geisler
(1932-2019)

Peter Kreeft
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Henry Babcock Veatch
(1911-1999)

Henry Babcock Veatch
(1911-1999)

Appealing methods 
of inquiry 
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

"One of the great 
strengths of the 

evidentialist 
approach is its use 

of methods of 
inquiry already 

familiar and 
acceptable to many 

non-Christians." 
(Boa and Bowman, Faith Has Its Reasons, 
213/354)
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Mark M. Hanna

Mark M. Hanna

Evidentialism 
"recognizes the 
unavoidability of 

making use of ordinary 
ways of knowing in 

order to become aware 
of God's self-revelation 

in Scripture."
[Mark M. Hanna, Crucial Questions in 
Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981), 97, 
as cited in Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its 
Reasons, 213/354]  
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Mark M. Hanna

Evidentialism 
"recognizes the 
unavoidability of 

making use of ordinary 
ways of knowing in 

order to become aware 
of God's self-revelation 

in Scripture."
[Mark M. Hanna, Crucial Questions in 
Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981), 97, 
as cited in Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its 
Reasons, 213/354]  

Undoubtedly this is indeed a 
strength of Evidentialism. And 
while it is relevant to certain 

differences between 
Evidentialism and 

Presuppositionalism, it has 
nothing to do with any 
differences between 

Evidentialism and Classical 
Apologetics. 

Mark M. Hanna

Evidentialism 
"recognizes the 
unavoidability of 

making use of ordinary 
ways of knowing in 

order to become aware 
of God's self-revelation 

in Scripture."
[Mark M. Hanna, Crucial Questions in 
Apologetics (Grand Rapids: Baker, 1981), 97, 
as cited in Boa, Bowman, Faith Has Its 
Reasons, 213/354]  

This is so not only because 
Evidentialism is very nearly 
identical to the third step of 

Classical Apologetics, but an 
employment of "ordinary 

ways of knowing" is exactly 
what the Classical 

philosophical tradition of 
Aristotle and Aquinas does.

One has only to consult my 
presentation "Aristotle 

Camping with His Dog" to 
see how.
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Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman

Here is an important 
commonality Evidentialism has 

with Classical Apologetics. 

Human beings possess faculties 
of sense and intellect that 

enable us to know the 
world around us.

These faculties, while 
undoubtedly impacted by the 

Fall and by our own sin, 
nevertheless are not eradicated 
and can still enable us to know 

many truths about reality. 
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It is from these knowable 
truths that both the Classical 

apologists and the Evidentialist 
apologists maintain (though for 

different reasons) that God's 
existence can be demonstrated or 
shown to be the best explanation. 

Some might suggest that this 
opinion is exactly the point 

of departure for the 
Presuppositionalist given the 

Calvinist doctrine of total 
depravity—the "T" in the 

famous TULIP.
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Some might suggest that this 
opinion is exactly the point 

of departure for the 
Presuppositionalist given the 

Calvinist doctrine of total 
depravity—the "T" in the 

famous TULIP.

Total Depravity

Unconditional Election

Limited Atonement

Irresistible Grace

Perseverance of the Saints 

Some might suggest that this 
opinion is exactly the point 

of departure for the 
Presuppositionalist given the 

Calvinist doctrine of total 
depravity—the "T" in the 

famous TULIP.

Without jumping ahead 
to interact with the 

Presuppositionalist, one should 
take heed to the wise words of 

John Calvin himself.
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John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"Therefore, in reading the 
profane authors, the 

admirable light of truth 
displayed in them should 
remind us, that the human 
mind, however much fallen 

and perverted from its 
original integrity, is still 

adorned and invested with 
admirable gifts from 

its Creator." 
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John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"Shall we say that the 
philosophers, in their 

exquisite researches and 
skillful description of nature 

were blind? ... Nay, we 
cannot read the writings of 

the ancients on these 
subjects without the highest 

admiration." 

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

John Calvin
(1509-1564)

"The sum of the whole is 
this: From a general survey 

of the human race, it appears 
that one of the essential 

properties of our nature is 
reason, which distinguishes 
us from the lower animals, 
just as these by means of 

sense are distinguished from 
inanimate objects." 

[John Calvin, Institutes of the Christian Religion, 2.2.15, trans. Henry 
Beveridge, (Grand Rapids: William B. Eerdmans), vol. 1, pp. 236, 237]
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Stresses the 
factual evidence 

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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truth

correspondence with 
reality

Remember our discussion about 
different theories of truth in 

defense of the correspondence 
theory that says "truth is 

correspondence with reality."

This emphasizes the fact that 
claiming that Christianity is true 

is claiming that it is 
OBJECTIVELY true and not 

merely a way of "seeing" the 
world through some lens.

Remember also that we 
acknowledged different ways that 

a statement can correspond to 
reality, e.g., literally, 

metaphorically, and others.
truth

correspondence with 
reality
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Literally 
"And as He walked by the Sea of 

Galilee, He saw Simon and Andrew 
his brother casting a net into the 

sea; for they were fishermen." 
Mark 1:16  
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"For you shall go out with joy, and 
be led out with peace ... and all the 

trees of the field shall 
clap their hands." 

Isa 55:12 

Metaphorically
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Remember also that we 
acknowledged different ways that a 

statement can correspond to 
reality, e.g., literally, metaphorically, 

and others.

Regarding Boa and Bowman's 
comment here, my questions are:

truth

correspondence with 
reality

1) Why does their wording go 
from correspondence with 
"reality" to "factual reality"? 

2) Does the term 'factual' qualify 
the nature of the reality that 
truth corresponds to?

3) In other words, is there a 
difference between 'reality' 
and 'factual reality'?

4) If they are implying some kind 
of difference, what kind of 
discipline governs the 
exploration of what that 
difference might be?

truth

correspondence with 
reality

factual reality 



9/25/2025

73

As we shall see in due 
course, the notion of 'fact' 

will be a point of 
contention between 

Presuppositionalism and 
all other apologetic 

systems.

Van Til's understanding of 
fact in relation to 

"interpretation" and God is 
foundational to his system

truth

correspondence with 
reality

factual reality 

Boa and Bowman on 
the Weaknesses of 

Evidentialism
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Assumes the 
theistic worldview

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman



9/25/2025

75

I have no objection if the 
point Boa and Bowman are 

making is that the 
"worldview" of theism needs 

to be established before 
certain other "facts" can be 

rightly understood.

However, as a Classical 
Realist (i.e., a Thomist), I 

would not word it this way 
since, as Rom. 1:20 says, 

the establishment of theism 
itself is based precisely 

upon our encounter with the 
sensible world which itself 
is the starting point of all 

"facts" that enters the 
human intellect.
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Classical 
Realist 

Be sure not to forget 
the various ways in 

which the term 
'classical' can be 

used in this context. 
See the presentation 
"Apologetic Systems 

03 – Classical 
Apologetics Pt 1."

For since the creation of the 
world His invisible attributes 

are clearly seen, being 

understood by the things that 
are made, even His eternal 

power and Godhead … 
Rom. 1:20a  
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Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"Our knowledge, taking 
its start from things, 

proceeds in this order. 
First, it begins in 

sense; second, it is 
completed in the 

intellect." 
[Thomas Aquinas, Truth, I, 11, trans. Mulligan, 48, in Truth (3 vols), vol. 1 
trans. Robert W. Mulligan (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1952); vol. 2 trans. 
James V. McGlynn (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1953); vol. 3. trans. Robert 
W. Schmidt (Chicago: Henry Regnery, 1954). The three volumes were 
reprinted as Truth (Indianapolis: Hackett, 1994)]

Thomas Aquinas
(1225-1274)

"Sensible things 
[are that] from 
which human 

reason takes the 
origin of its 
knowledge."

[Thomas Aquinas, Summa Contra Gentiles, I, 9, §2. Trans. Anton C. 
Pegis. (Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1975): I, 77] 
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Uses hidden 
presuppositions

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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I do not wish to quarrel with 
Boa and Bowman's 

characterization that 
evidentialists actually do 

presuppose this.

But it does not follow that 
the Thomist who holds that 

the whole of reality has a 
rational structure is because 

he presupposes it.

Once again, a faulty 
assumption here found on 

all sides (common in 
contemporary philosophical 
thinking) is that knowledge 
must be ultimately cashed 

out in terms of 
epistemology ("empirically 
substantiated") in such a 
way that is indifferent to 

any metaphysic.
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Both sides of this dispute 
have already bought into the 

bankruptcy of Critical 
Realism in terms of which 
the reality of the external 
world either is a position 

that requires substantiation 
or it is an ultimate 
presupposition.

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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That fact that Montgomery's admits 
that knowledge is ultimately 

grounded in an a priori sets him 
against the Philosophical Realism 

of Aquinas.

a priori 

That fact that Montgomery's admits 
that knowledge is ultimately 

grounded in an a priori sets him 
against the Philosophical Realism 

of Aquinas.

a priori 
The expression "a 

priori" means "before 
or apart from 

empirical experience.

It is contrasted with 
"a posteriori" which 
means "by, on the 

basis of, or 
beginning with 

empirical experience.
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That fact that Montgomery's admits 
that knowledge is ultimately 

grounded in an a priori sets him 
against the Philosophical Realism 

of Aquinas.

Given that, Henry is right in his 
criticism that the difference between 

his own Presuppositionalism and 
Montgomery's Evidentalism is 

merely a matter of degree.

Since both of them imbibe a level of 
Critical Realism, their faulty 
positions on the nature of 

knowledge leads them both down 
the same dead end.

The Thomist rejects Critical 
Realism's demand that one's belief 

in the existence of the sensible 
world (i.e., external reality) must 

itself be justified.

The Thomist also rejects 
Presuppositionalism's insistence 

that such a belief can only be 
justified by the presupposition of 
the Trinitarian God of Protestant 

Calvinist theism.
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The Thomist realizes that existence 
of external reality is directly known 

through simple apprehension.

Such a view is neither an a priori 
starting point nor is it an instance of 

accepting something as 
a "brute fact." 

Rather, it is a view of knowledge that 
is understood in terms of the 

metaphysics of what it is to be a 
knower and what it is to be a known.

The knower becomes the known at 
the lever of cognition; the Formal 

identity of knower and known.



9/25/2025

84

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)

Etienne Gilson
(1884-1978)
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Underestimates the 
human factor

Kenneth D. Boa Robert M. Bowman
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I know of no apologetic system, 
as far as the principles of the 
systems go, that overlook or 

deny the need for the grace of 
God in overcoming cognitive and 

volitional barriers.

There will be in 
Presuppositionalism, however, a 

nuanced understanding of the 
notion of "common" grace and 

whether and to what extent there 
is any "common ground" or 

"neutral ground" between the 
believer and unbeliever.


