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A Review of Philip Yanc y, Reaching for the 

Invi sible God 
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I · ·bJ God b Ph illip Yan cey contain , in the 

ea 1ng 1or t 1 nv1 L . . 
early hapt r a 11~ i 11 of per o nal, e pen entl 1 reaso n to do ubt 
the in o l m nt fa d it in our li e . T hese ch apt er are mor e crupu 
lou rel -infl rn1 d and un a i e than any th at I have ever read or 
h ard from a r li i u ommuni ant who remain ed one afterward . 

Why is it that our 
e periences are ·: ·,· .:_ ::'_\,.'' ·: i·::. 
prec isely th e salTie .,1

as::::.··.\/::,·; 
what we woUt,ct!~kr{~i t,~11 
if there were ·ri'(t (~od?}:IJllllll\]11\1
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U nfortunat ely th e book leads 
t o no concl u sion s, but instead 
gives wha t amounts to the 
Z en Buddhist response , "U n
ask the qu estion ." 

Other books have covered 
th e problem of how pain 
could exist if there is a good 
and powerful god. This book 
addresses a different question 
that can easily be confused 
with the "problem of pain'? if 

care is not taken. Why is it that our experiences are precisely the same 
as w hat we would expect if there W>fe no god? The author has often 
suspected that this is the case "B,'°\irfd references many renowned i I 
spiritual giants as having admitted what is tantamount f\the same 
thing. ( 31, 42, 87) 1 0 

I give him credit that he does not take an attitude of hand-waving 
dismissal. But he does _take t~e action of dismissal to conclude the 
problem. Having addmitdte( wn lack odf obse~vations to support r~e

1 b r fin an involve go ' r commen staking one's mind off of1t 
edie God. (pages line ; 219 line 2 7) I wonder how he would react 

an onto d b . d . began to won er a out Jesus and was told "Take your min 
1f someon~ the opposite of resolving a problem . 

ff it." It IS 0 
d that Reaching for the Invisible God is not a book of 

I n derstan c ll · h f • I am u . but rather ia s into t e genr e o in spirational writing . 
apologencs, ay not to blam e Mr . Yanc Y b r failin g to prove the 

· his ess l h h I writing t of a god - a goa e n ~ r t out to a hieve - rat ~r, 
. olvernent e of the mo st forthri ght r ligiou p aker to a pile of 
1nv k by on . d . S . . · n d 
dd a boo d ity as describ e m nptur , i not being e perie 

a h t a e ' . l · . . of th •d nee t a rs This is an exp or ation of th inn er workings 
eVl e c. UoWe . · d · k 

. 
0

wn 1° . 0 prevalent in sermon an 1n pirational bo0 · 
by its suasion s 

ind of per 



B -
. nalizati on and 

n RatlO 

._, ls the god 
, .. Jjypothesis 

- -~ . .. an answer 
.;·::·:· • ,r 

. _._ looking for a 

The two-pronged approach to persuasive 
wr"ting consists of returning both of these 
balls. Part one is presenting evidence which, 

j'.·q'i.Jesti_prl? · 
... 

.. . 

if the author's conclusion is wrong, must he accounted for. This is the 
at~empt to logically require belief. Part two is accounting for the 
e 1de~ce that runs counter to the author's conclusion. This is necessary, 
but without part one, part two is rationalizat· lOn. 

An e~ample: the _motion picture The Truman Show explores the 
paranoid hypothesis that a person's e t· ld . h b O elaborat 

k n ue wor m1g t e a . 
fa e constructed to deceive that d to 1 

this hypothesis a thoug ht unfl person'. Truman never see~e Until 
such things s art happen i· 

1
1 

a st age hght fell out of the s. Yh· In th 
ng don't · · ht e1t r. 

real orld, p ople who beli~ve . give it much thoug . ri-••L., .... -
to allow i , sine he evide th is merely reinterpret th tr 

1 
p ti . It 

is an answ r looking for nee d?es not require it for an P 
qu stto n . 

You can imagin ndl 
accomodat outl ndi l p ~ ys to allow your p ri n 
have mind lik your , or~ s161 xpl nations. Do oth r 
being fed fak en ory x . h Y only m to? . 
apply Occam' Razor O ~ n 11 , d pi t din Th tr~ 
equally support d by th 1 

. · It tat s that, if t pl n 
In other words, pr fi r 

1 
evict ~n c, th si1npl r on i pr 

1 on that has I s to pl in 5 



1 ra ti ~ Now compar thi to t 1 P ' 
of e plainin h (pa, t a ur rfi-
cial ·an1inati n th rid look 
a if it do n t ha d iti , , or why 
n thing h pp n that r 11 11 cd 
g d nd d for an pl 11 -

ti n . 

h t i tl purpo whi h 
hing f<. r th Invi ible God 

r r ~ to r : it i a work of 
imagination to raft an unnecessary 

rplanation o impervious that no 
po ibl perience could contro-
ert it and none is needed to 

... a work of 
imagination o craft 
n unnece ary 

explanation. o 
imperviou hat no 

. _possible experience 
··. could'c6ntrovert t . "' .. ,' .: ..... : ·.,· h. . ' 
: ,: ahcf hone 1s needed 

··· ~?:l~~,~g:ilf .~ ; 
upport it. The very premise of the · 

book is the absence of any logical entailment of a supreme being 
pro ided by our first-hand experiences. Without having been previously 
gi en the expectation of God, audiences would enjoy Left Behind in 
the same way as The Truman Show, The Matrix or The X Files: in 
which characters receive the very first experiential evidence of a back-

It is possiple tp " 
persuade a true ·_ 
believer of the · 
emptiness of faith 
entirely on its 
own terms, 
w1thout geology, 
paleontology, Big 
Bang cos~o ogy, 
philosoph1cal 

Urnents for arg 
heis111, or 

at •t· 
tual en 1c1sm. 

teX 

ground context which they never 
previously needed. 

Divine Hiddenness 



◄ 
~·r to as ''the problem of 

. • hat philo s phcr r · I f d . · 
Ag;tin, tltt 1 1_1°~ . 11 ·d " h • prob crn o 1vine 

• • 1111 ii r to hat 15 a t · 'bl G d h 
P 

in ~, but 1t 1 < ~ / • i:.<Jr th • J11v1 1 c o ad to be 
• , , T h fa t rha Rc;i 1111 Ji • hidd nn · . • 

1 1 1 
• that if any supreme being exists 

II nnc rt t 1 • 1 I o 1 
1 

' • ' ritt n. ta · llr r d tl in but wat h dunng the lifetime 
·m to ha n any 1 

an b qu tion d fir t hao d . 
t .111 • n 

omething's Fishy 
lu 

•hat d ap logi ts for literal biblical inerrancy ask us to exp lain in 
th ir "part n ?" For this they usua lly present evidence for creati on, 
bibli al prop hecy and the historica l res u rrection of Jesu s. Even if we 
on d that the preponderance of evidence seems to poin t to these 

(whi hit does not), we are st ill bei ng asked to reinterpr et our first 
hand xperiences in light of evide nce non e of which is fresher than 

about two-thousand years old. 

When sources of evidence contradict 
each oth er, we must decide which one to 
reinter pret in light of the other. Age does 
not immediately rule out eviden ce but a 
basic principle by which we all live' our 
lives is that first-hand experience t ends to 
be more reliable than second -hand testi 
mony. When we _do c?nsider testimony, we 
see w~ether th e implications bear out in 

What am I 
supposed to 

·: ·. expect to 
· experience if 
my world view 
is correct? 

ex~e~1ence. If the testable claims of 
reh~1on are entirely in the distant past and . . . 
the indete rminate future this k . not true For ge . ' ma es it easy to believe even if it were 

· nerat1ons to sin l effective setup could th b ce~e ~ perpetuate an error, what more 
worldview· "Wh ere e? This is why it is important to ask of any 

· at am I supp d ,, ose to expect to experience? 

Be wary of any belief arran d . not tru 
you would never kno H ge m such a way that, if it w~re. 
metaphysical natura li:· > I~w do~s this test apply to the bebef

1

\ 

supernatural," how w m.ld I claim, "There is no such thing _a ~U 
examples of a world . ou h" I know if it were false? The bible 

1

1 rl 
. . in w ich . f h h ea 
interaction from a su , 1 t e stories were true, t er 1 ~ 

. pernat u l . . a . 
recu~n from the dead! Pr _ra_ ~ealm. Levitation of enore in ! 
Walk.mg th rough wall 

1 
_e5tid1g1tation of loaves, fish~s a

nd 
er 1 

pra yer ! Pre science e s. Fire desc ending from heaven in .an I Jfth 
supernatural real~ X~ra-sensory perception, and levitation• orld 
should expect to e/X is_ts, the bible shows what a different tur t does 

pen ence as a result. I know the superna 7 



not e/ ·i t b 
. c rn to o nly h app en und er highly 

tl11ng · h 
.. Mod rn Ii~ ioc n t co ntain su e wonder au th 

U pl lOU 
, ak to }aim that their live do contain such 

n1plo clout 1 P 1 , a th am eve nt whi ch would (( v 
e r nt b., r d finin 11 tr~~ . 111·tdbirt h re ove ry from di ca e 

r . 11 f ' ' 
happ n in n tur 1 t1 ur fi · wi ked life, et . omeone who \ 
fallin in I . r P I tan r; a ribed in ripture, if such were literal ~ ] 
, i n d t 1ra ul u 

11
.td tllt. weake ned definition an insult to 

d l · · 1 ld on 1 r 
an 11 t n a . ". . that the freque ncy and intensity of 
tru mir It 1 mt re tmg · b · 

· t ral events in populations seem to e 1n r rt f trul ounter -na u . . . f h 
. h •gnorance and un soph1st1cat1o n o t ose dir prop rt10n to t e 1 

ula · on . w find ourselves pushing back God, as an expl anatory 
to '1 hatever we have still no knowledge about - yet . 

oth r, atered- down definition of "miracle" is " uncanny coinci -
d n . The study of statistical probability shows th at we should expect 
to ncounter uncanny coincidences all the time. We should not be 
urp ri ed , or read any deep signifigance into them, since they are so 

commonplace . In a recent world series game, a bird flew in the way of 
a p ' tch and was hit by the ball in mid-air. The od ds against this were 
ast~ono~ic~l. :V"hy didn't the ~elievers _in th e stands leap to their feet 
er ing, ~his is a_ su~ernatural mtervention"? We read a benevolent 
intention into comc1dences because we tend to re b h h mem er t ose t at 
benefited us and forget the countless ones wh· h d'd r d 1e 1 not Occam's razor should be app ie when we are tempted . 
essary layer of causation . to create an extra unnec-

Here is an excerpt from an e-mail corre d 
"Wh t . spon ence I had . h c. . d 

ho asked me, a experience could y h Wit a inen 
w l . . ou ave th t l 
you that it was persona mteract1on from God?" a wou d convince 

Dear Tim, 

II th e experien ce X . To examine 
Let's ca any hy 

SEARCH. Poth esis, use the ac 
nym ro -

b claim, I would n eed to first st 
S: State t e_ uously as po ssib le: ate th laim a 

d unamb1g p e ifi ally 
an · h X h ' 1 A certain b 70m :1 ' , w I h 1 Ill . 

. expl ained ~ / J11 ~ nd ti in P n n ing, i b 
wise, p ower u an f v1J~g p rs n w]] i n1 nt f t 

O aed mov r o r 1ty. th fi~ t 
O a P erft. t i un f11 v , ·n , 

or 
ror a hypoth esi t I it utJ1 j llt/ S 

Ho w's that i< , I 'ifi 
~10 t tzoan1b . 

ou s? 18 ll -
8 
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I . ·t hiJIJ 1. 

: 1 ,mio 1 · f 11 < I >r :u1c ·1 ,:uns « 
I h \ I{ 

. I ·1· I ·t t/1l l vid JJ< < for ~ nd 
J J,,11~1ll JJS ;UH {)/l S ( 

. I i11 f \It r11:1th 
• ,1·11 t th Ill , 

,l ,1 

. 1 " , /J.,1/u in:Hi l1f /i Ir ;1111i11 
1 

• 

m c/Jiu whi h I .. ~11,s d to hap/ en m yse lf. 

j :1 /J .L ·. 

: . I frn x r i, I arl itra ry selec tiven ess in my p erception, 
.itt nti n, an f 111en1ory to X whi ch I would not apply every 

vh r . el e . 

. I mi in terpreted X. I only thoug h t X happe n ed because of my 
own logical fallacy, Y. For instance, I mis und erstood the nature 
of statistical pr obability. 

7. X was sent from space aliens. ; J\) 

R: Rate, accordi ng to the 

C: Criteria of adequacy, all of the 

H: Hypoth eses against each other . 

There are five criteria of adequacy. The first one is testabili ty: Are any 
of the explanations falsifiable at least in principle? If any were ff'fOng, 
would we be able to tell? Whichever ones are unperceivable are no;;0 

much false as simply useless, and this counts against them . Jfw e W'l will 
never have an experie nce that will support or contradict them, tbey 
never affect us, so who cares? 

ak thet 
The second criteria is fruitfulness. Which hypotheses 1!1 ) ~:i Jt'Ould 

novel pre dictions tha t can be confirmed with investiga t1011
• 

increase their indepe nd ent corroboration. fol 

T'h · d · d each Ir 1s scope. How mu ch explanatory power oes 
other things! . h Jai 

r h · · f ying Wh' iIJJl&I ro urt 1s parsimony, which is a fancy way o sa ' ri &J t 
. h . 1 · dm t . t require t e assumpt ion of th fewest une p ain ' t. ' 

ences? Such influences in Jude entiti , pro -,..."C'P .. , or 
11 

have not perceived, and have no otb r upport for. 

Fifth is conservati sm . Whi h }aim ontra ii ts 1 · 
of reliably establish d xp ri n sr 

S 
J. k ,f ·Ul 

o to answer your qu tion I had to t 11
11 

1 

6

0 i .. r rf11 
wou ld count as X . I now hav de id ~d wlwt 01 



Theorem ha n t b n J •d i 11 3 5 0 ar, If ; d iv s m . sh 
mathemati a/ pro f of F rm,1t' l, .. t Th ·or ·m, whi h lat "x ~;: th 
nth po"' r + t th nth lo " r = z to th nth pow r," th n I r/ 
hJ poth i 1 b at r/J other , (E. pt ma 1 6, but I a • aliens y 

'\i · uldn t , n kn ,Ji p •rmat i . ) No hu1na11 know, th • olutu 
d J 

. n, 
n1u h I n . I j 11 t ~ 11 und ,r tc 11 t 1 qu 1011, 0 j W< ufd h V 

t b n1in fr m d. 

nf<. rtunat I I JU t ti. und out that f erma~' La _Theorem was 
1'· in 1 . I t u oldba h Con;ecture instead, whi h 

int g r n greater than 5 is the sum of three primes ." 

i e tr mel knowledgeable and sophisticated, having 
n p d to a di erse number of approaches to the frustration of 
mpting to interact with God. Aside from personal testimonies from 

· nd the author mentions Soren Kierkegaard's fideism,( 54) Contact 
y arl agan(27), the Turing Test of artificial intelligence pioneer 
an Turing(29), The Road Less Traveled by M. Scott Peck(), and The 3 

ariety of Religious Experiences by William James. I identified count-
le of Mr. Yancey's statements reflecting what he seems, I think, to 
ha re learned from these sources. 

As a result of setting out to craft a god-concept which fits into his 
experience, he approaches the functional equivalent of Deism. One of 
the few phenomena which Mr. Yancey has observed is mystical feelings 
in himself and others.() This is precisely what almost all of the contra
dictory religions claim for support as well. For instance Mormons 
accept the "burning in t_he bo~om" as direct communic~tion from God. 
If we are going to e~plam their sensations as brain activity without an 
outside source, that is a sword that cuts both ways. 

If my subjective internal experi-
1. es are given to me by God, what 

enc 1. . > 
h S

e of other re 1gions. Just 
are t o . . 

. tivity with no outside 
brain ac . d . 

> WhY theirs an not mme? 
source. . > A . l . h source satam . gam, w y 
Or is t e . " 

. d not min ,: 
theirs an 

. tuOU 0 

f ·t is v1r 
2. I 1 reviou t 

tru st , P nd n 
h·ndepe 

wit ! it wrong for 
whY is her thar y own? 
claims ot 

10 

An~ god-concept 
wh1ch fit int 

P r1 n 
h h 

l 
nt f 



' ri n . b rcinterprc:ed in ligh of 
Should m fir t -hand r 1 ,, 

3. ond or -third -hand t ti1nony? For hoW ong. 

hould I dir r 111 

Iaim . Wh th n 
ak t nti n 
la t n fit 

att nti~n t > ny cvidcn e in upp rt f my f ith 
h n I b gin to doubt wha I bel~eve, h uld I 

ff fit? or how I ng hould I give my f: i h 

f th d ubt? 

If th r 1 'for r " why am I not applying this to con piracy 
5· th g t -n h -qui ks hemes and anecdotal alternative medi-

6 . hat make motivatio nal reasons a test of truth? When are motiva
tion ufficient to replace substantiation in support of a belief? 

th Abus¢d as a Mental Block 
The only negative aspect to the book is the endorsement of belief "in 

the teeth of evidence." ( ) Regarding his support for "paranoia in 
re erse,"( 66) the author gives this jaw -dropper: 

A skeptic will respond that I have just presented a classic rationaliza
tion: beginning with a premise, I proceed to manipulate all evidence 
in support of that premise. The skeptic is right. I begin with the 
premise of a good and loving God as the first principle of the uni
verse; anything contradicting that experience must have another ex
planation. 

Again:( 263) 

Once again, a skeptic might ac
cuse me of flagrant rationaliza

_/ tion, arguing backwards to 
make evidence fit a prior con 
clusion. Yes, exactly. 

', The skeptic objects 
•· to antagonism tow 
.. evidence becau 

is an outrage 

The skeptic objects to antag~ - . Th r r thr 
nism toward evidence because 1t 1s an outrag · h' 1 Jfft ti 

t mpt u1 r 
tant reasons that Phillip Yan ey may no . c. ti t . 

. l d . . tl t b h . is m > d l 
evidence wherever 1t ea . 1r t 1s . l ·J~ l >rat 
which have moral con qu n . Thi will 

section. . 1 , >1tl 111 

I d . ur · is t 1 th 
Another reason is that ra ion 1 ~ . • 1 b Ji , it J 

d . If A l · " od 1 i 1 
' f · · settling 1sputes . aim >ntra I r 11 

and B claims "Al lah aid somet hing r;r; 'tionaJ 'r ruJll 

that settles it," then nothing i "ttl · 



precious be au e it th only real _force o f socia l co h e ion. Even 
though our rati nal on lu ions differ the _only ~cccs ~ul alternative 
method ar d pti n O r i n and emot10na l d1stract 1on. 

Furth r 1 ing int entiona l mind games on oneself ad 
an t u t nr p ntantly admitting nd endorsing manipu-

lation f impli "no-contest" not only to follow ers of contra -
di tor r ligi n but to every shade of paranormal crackpot. Without 
that no ont t , it i a double standar d rendering evangelism hypo-

rit i al: I m not ac ountable to evide nce but you are. Critical thinking 
i th onl pre entative of real para noia and victimization of the 
gu lible. urely most believers in God would cringe to hear faith 
defined a a mental disorder: "paranoia in reverse." ( 66) 

Thi does not automatically entail naturalism. There are many 
religious apologists who claim to be evidentialists. They do not have to 
take their doctrines as presuppositions, but believe that the evidence 
leads to their conclusions. 2 

"Faith" as a Stop-Gap Measure 
So what is the proper place of an act of the will in our minds? It 

ought not to be an act of the will to submit to an a priori conclusion. It 
ought to be an act of the will to submit to the process of following the 
evidence wherever it leads, and an act of the will to accept what has 
been found, including change, no matter how disappointing. 

Of course we can't avoid a certain weakened form of "faith." We 
must constantly make choic_es, even when we don't possess the infor
mation we need, and so~e information has resisted the discover 
efforts of the greate~t minds. Even taking no action is a choice o it i 
. ·table that we will, at first, have to do the best \Ve can ,vithout 
1nev1 . . Th' • 6 . 

. able to justify it. is is a orm of faith. Whatever degre f 
beingi we have, is the deg~ee to ~hich we are re pon ibl t hold ur 
capac ty ntable to question. Children begin ith no kno, ,} d 
b refs accou . h h. h h C • e 1 t cope wit t is t roug 1aith in their parent . adult 
and they mus er so dependent, but the limit of our kno,vl dg r quir 
we are no tong erts and specialists who w a pt ba d 011 id n f 
that we use _e~P The longer we live, th mor w hould l arn hi h 
heir credibthtY~s this dependence a w IL ' 

t Uy reduc 
gradua 



it h/ I tit 1i n1/ oura 
a tin if· 

' n t knowl dge 

1 n nn 

to act as if we know, it is easy 
ith actual knowledge. 

Thi ariation of "fait h " is called trust. It is an exped ient coping tool, 
, ~hi h · only appropri ate when the limit s of kn owledge lea ve no 
al rna 1 e. It should be joyfully discar ded whenever it become s pos-

o reduce th e ignorance that made it necessary. The distinct ion is 
a f tudinal po sition: wheth er faith is something to be celebrate d, or 

a e re table sto p-gap measu re . 

In contrast, the informati on provided by faith, as traditionall y 
de~ned b supe rnaturalist teaching, is not tentative or open to revision. 

rong to mistake either of these kinds of faith for knowledg e. A 
claim held with out being able to justify it acts as a shield again t daim 
tha can be defen ded. 

. t · · · h It 1 . , s s willful resistance to learning, and personal growt · 
pa nful to un earn beliefs whic h we cherish, either becau th r ~o: -~ h and _p~ide, ~r our emotional needs and i~~ 
t g . g · co d , 1 is avoidance o f personal re pon ibth 
0 

p nt fi g ra nd Y "h to ld m o " mp t 
P r on fro m pon i ili y fi r wr ng b r h . 
tool i mi u d i ) 1 i 11 . . 1 1 

f h 
. . g1 111 

o o lding our p ) 1 1 > 

ut ide ou~ t
1
) s_ r v t! s fi lI ti >I 

become avail ') 1 l d1 ti >t • ' 



The Diff eren e B tween D scription and 
Prescrip · on 

Th auth r adn1i that th 111 in r 
1 

11 1h1e t Y. in th e fo ld '<i the 
la f lt n • man fwhi 1 I ve tned."(38) He t t r es 

nl alt n a i r ran enden entr tty of human be·ngs in 
th u 1i r i nihili n .(257) 11 i i a ommon u n u pporte d a sump
ti n laim d b hri tian author • ome peo pl e h ave conclu ded that 
Ii~ m aning b au there is no go d . Th _ey beli eve so because 
th n t t r ognized this as an assumption and chall eng ed it. 

Po i i a of Ii ing have ofte n bee n attached to cosmological 
tru h laim , but they are not a necessary basis for each other . I can 
begin to demonstrate this by rewriting, for instance, Reaching for the 
Invi ible God to not attach cosmological truth claims at all. All that it 
lo e i com fort , which is not a test of truth value. The following are 
my own statements to which Mr. Yancey would probably offer support , 
wi th qualifications . Th ey are followed by page numbers from his book. 

Choosing a brave emotional attitude toward disappointment is a 
demonstrably desirable way to live life.() 

It is socially productive to give trust to those who have earned it, and 
the benefit of the doubt to the rest.() 

Lo ing actions do not need loving feelings to be justified.( 88) 

Acceptance of calculated risk is healthy. When faced with two equally 
supported alternative actions, it is wise to risk the optimistic one. 

(47) 1._. 
Growth comes through adversity.() 1... 5 (_ _ 2.. '7~ 

1 
Z 8' ) 

M more could follow. Alth0 ugh these sentences are pre criptive 
any l . l . d 

l ·ms of usefu emot10na att1tu es and paths of action ea h an 
truth c a1 d . h . , 

b
e rationally defend_e ~1t out ass;rt1nl g d~scriptive truth claim of 

. 
6 

srnic JUSt1ce or a per1ect y wise, p w rful and lo ,jng 
eternal h e, cdo they result in descriptive laim of an kind , pt t 

or O . c d · · ' parent . . rake attitudes 11 r es npt1v b li u b au th an 
who mis • s 

those rne action . 
l . n the sa 

resu t 
1 

. al beli [! do not v n rr irr pla bl u fulln f r 

0 
cosrnofogtc dictory pr crip i truth l im n b ompar d and 

h 
vior- contrah other rationally . U th a r n m R H. Stat 

be a . t eac c d . . . h d aga1ns . e the Evid n 11 r an g m t 1t. R p "at, 'It 
rate laifll· Exa~tn Then Ra e, a ording t h Crit ria of ad qua 
th c . e c1a1rns-
JJcernat1V 



at" n t b i ve is not sufficient to replace substan · 
rt 1 a l it i selective ly app lied by sane believers o y 

hi are harmles s and palata ble. This is inconsistent, b 
r l to embracing madness. Thi s is why Mr. Yancey's bo yo 

.. a n a a wh ole is a refreshi ng antidote to the applicatio o 
teachin g in making pre dictive claims. Respected author.ties 
od' involvement to a mere intangible "comfort ing presence· 
h1 mo del, more people will continue to withho ld medica 

r a men from their child ren, handle poisonous snakes, and ruin he·r 
li re i h impu l ive decisio ns made under the unexamined "urgin o 

eo e us ally become apologists from an admirable desire to 
. Unlike many pulpiteers, their conscience wou ld 
dee are their doct rines unaccountable to the am 
i "lity that are _applied to stage p ychic . a r"'., .. --> 

0 ~arrowing our expectation to noth in ..... -.i••· 

I u to expec t as a re ult of th 
Y n hing di tin gui habl fr m 

l , pr vi u t d a th. 



Her 
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m prom1 
n id r w 

o th 
• 
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pr m1 

b l1 v r 1n 

h t Would 
you. 

tr 11 th 11 u I will help you , I will uphold 

l d " ,- t i u right 1an • 

H \"ho dwells in the shelter of the Most High, who 
h hadow of the Almighty, will say to the LORD, 'My 
my fortre ; my Go d , in whom I trust.' For he _will deliver 

m th nare of the fowler and from the deadly pestilence; he will 
ou rith hi pinions, and under his wings you will find refuge; 

h i a"thfulnes is a shield and buckler. You will not fear the terror of 
he night nor the arrow that flies by day, nor the pestilence that stalks 

in dar ne , no r the destruction that wastes at noonday. A thousand 
ma y fall at your side, ten thousand at your right hand; but it will not 
come near you . You will only look with your eyes and see the recom
pense of the wicked. Because you have made the LORD your refuge, 
the Most High your habitation, no evil shall befall you, no scourge 
come near your tent. For he will give his angels charge of you to guard 
you in all your ways. On their hands they will bear you up, lest you 
dash your foot against a stone. You will tread on the lion and the adder, 
the young lion and the serpent you will trample under foot. Because he 
clea es to me in love, I will deliver him; I will protect him, because he 
knows my name. When he calls to me, I will answer him· I will be with 
him in trouble, I will re_scue him and honor him. With l~ng life I will 
satisfy him, and show him my salvation." 

Luke 6:38: " ... give, and it will be given to you. A good mea ur 
ressed down, shaken _toge~her, running over, will be put int ur 1 . 

~or the measure you give will b th m asure you get back.,, 

h. 3 .10: "Bring th full tith into th tor hou O th t th r 
Malac 

1 
d.. my house, and thu put m t th t t ' th th 

be foo in ·11 , 
may h rs· see if I w1 not op n th windo, of h a O r◄ r u 
LORD of os 'for you an ov rflowing bl ing." 
and pour down 



. . hi . the one who sows 
2 Corinthian 9:6 and 8: "The point 1 t · ho ow bounf fi 11 -11 sparing! ill al o r ap paring ly, and the one w. de you with 

1 
u Y wi 

al o reap bountifull " nd od i able to provt h f ever~. 
ble ing in abundan · o that b al ay havin~, enoug O everyt ing, 

you ma har abundantl in ry good wor 

h L d is on those who fear him 
P a m 3 3: 1 -19: "Truly the eye oft e or . h . 1 c. ' 

.c 1 to deliver t e1r sou 1rom 
on tho ho hope in his stead1ast ove, 
d ath and to keep them alive in famine." 

P b 3·5 -6· "T · h LORD with all your heart, and do not ro r . . rust 1n t e h • d h 
rely on your own insight. In all your ways acknowledge im, an e 
vil make traig ht your paths." 

Palm 31 :19 -20 : " O how abun dant is your goodness th at yo u h ave 
laid up fo r those who fear you, and accompl ished for those who take 
refuge in you, in the sigh t of everyone! In th e sh elter of your presence 
you will hide them from hum an plots; you hold them safe under your 
shelte r from contentious tongues ." 

James 5:14-16: "Are any among you sick? They should call for the 
elde rs of the church and have them pray over them, anointing them 
wit h oil in the name of the Lord. The prayer of faith will save the sick, 
and the Lord will raise them up; [ i~alics mine] and anyone who has 
com mitted sins will be forgiven. Therefore confess your sins to one 
ano ther, and p_ray for o~e another, so that you may be healed. The 
pray er of the nghteous is powerful and effective." 

M ark 16:17-18: "And t~ese signs will accompany those who believe: 
by us ing my na1:1e t~ey will cast o_ut demons, they will speak in new 
tongues; they _will_ pick up snakes in their hands and if they drink an 
dea dly thing , it will not hurt them; they w1·111 ' h . h ds on th i k 

· 11 " [ N • a y t eir an ,, and the y w1 recover . otice six uses of th . I ord ·u 
" • ht "J e unequ1voca not m1g · 

Have you ever ~ad experiences which you thought 
might be breakmg these promises? If you asked a 
past~r, p_erh,aps you were given an· excuse, or to d 
that ,: d1dn t apply. What should we expect to 
exper1ence, or never ex . . 

rornises were true7 0 per1ence, 1f these 
P · r lf they were false? 



Footnote 

1 I ha e phra d it h r . m r pli itly than he did . 

2 William an raig i reputed to be one of these. trangely, in his 
boo R a onabJ Faith: hristian Truth and Apologetics ( 1994 ), he 

rit h uld a onflict arise between the witness of the Holy 
pirit to th fundamental truth of the Christian faith and beliefs 

ha d on argument and evidence, then it is the former which must 
ta e pre edence over the latter, not vice versa." No matter what this 
may reveal of his internal state, he publicly exerts on the religious 

ommunity a positive influen ce for honest and sincere objectivity . 

3 For more development on this, see the essay The Ethics of Beliefb y 
William K. Clifford, and two books, The True Believer: Thoughts 
on the Nature of Mass Movements and The Ordeal of Change by 
Eric Hoffer. 

4 Ravi Zacharias based an entire book on this assumption, titled "Can 
Man Live Without God?" In it, he ignored atheists or humanists 
who believe that life has meaning, and who don't foolishly worship 
mankind. 

5 See "Faith as a Stop-Gap Measure" below. 
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M h d 
gy f M n al Dili9 nee 

p ifi ally nd I rly fin t rm in I im or ques t ion . 

w r n . H bitually tt mpt to b come aware of 

nd bi sing f ctors . 

h tandard of satisfacto ry proof proportio nal t o t_he 
. to decisi on -making , and t he 

on roversy of the claim its relevance 
· .' d E t raordinary claims requ ire importance of the dec 1s1ons affecte • x 

e tr aordinary evide nce. 

Assign compar ative weight to standards of credibility. Accumulate 

observat ions of their reliability by holdin g t hem acco untable to as 

many ot her standards as possible. 

5 Seek out the strongest contradict ory hypotheses and alternative 

explanati ons, and attempt to und erstand their perspectives. 

6 All oth er things being equal, prefer explanations which require the 

fewest assumptions of unexpla ined or hypothetical factors . 

7 

8 

9 

Motivat ion to believe is not sufficient to replace substanti ation for a 
belief. 

The burden of proof is on they who assert. Suspended judgement 
must be the default posit ion . 

Clearly sp cify th conditio ns und r wh ich an explanation or 
description could b falsifi d. 

lO Add ~u~Hfi rs to conclusions to proportion th str ngth of 
conv1et,ons to th str ng h of th vid nc . 

11 C\ear\y id ntify sp 
ulation and d cat.1 know l dg unresolv 

19 
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