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Evidentialism vs. Non-Evidentialism
Evidentialism refers to the theory that asserts that the only way a believe can be justified is solely on the basis of its evidence. However, Non-Evidentialism is a substitute that gives non-public proof in defending one's faith. Since our main focus is on philosophy, this thesis will explain the two arguments based on religion and faith about the existence of God. Considering the two arguments, my main justification will be on the non-evidentialism theory since I am a born believer that knows God truly exists. The evidentialist argument by E.K. Clifford on ethical beliefs on the other hand that provides contrasts with the non-evidentialist views on religious and ethical beliefs is also explained below.
Clifford begins his thesis by providing a specific story about an individual who owned a vessel that was shipped by the sea. The person had doubts concerning the sea such that instead of examining and mending his ship before dispatching it out onto the sea, he went ahead and just shipped it out which resulted in a sea accident. Those people who had boarded the ship met their death. This is blamed on the ship-owner since he had ignored all the mechanical problems that his ship was associated with, mainly because of the faith he had placed on the ship plus the fact that journeys which he had captained prior had been safe. Clifford argues that if the owner of the ship had taken into consideration the condition of his vessel before dispatching it, he would have saved many lives since he would have prevented the accident from happening. Clifford further clarifies what he believes in by saying that it was not the faith of the owner towards the credibility of his ship that he blames, he defends that if he had just taken extra measures and examined the ship, the accident that occurred could have been avoided.
Clifford argues that a person does not truly have faith entirely unless the individual is influenced by an outlook that makes him/her take action. He comes out as pretentious since a lot of exceptional affirmations reflect a section of Kierkegaard’s argument concerning existentialism, which states that a person's passions and beliefs are lived out through actions. His course argument proposes that the amount of time spent in between workplaces mainly arises from intestinal passion. Conversely, his essays suggest that the amount of time spent does not entirely focus on his beliefs on what he wishes to achieve in the future, instead it is from the passion that a person possesses when it comes to working. Clifford makes it clear that he does not believe in the quiet internal faith that people claim to possess. Instead, he argues that if the case of the ship-owner is looked into, it is found out that the faith that he had on his vessel was simply not enough and that an individual cannot defend his/her beliefs by suppressing their doubts. His thoughts defend the lie that each belief is powerful as compared to actions that happen due to the forces in life (Mcallister, 547).
Pascal’s story, The Wager, of Blaise Pascal that says she was once a true seeker that was given a task by God to bring believers to Him and to help convert non-believers so that they believed in the existence of God is considered one of the feeblest theories concerning non-evidentialism. They are seen as mare beliefs and even intellectuals overrule them. It was seen as traditional since nobody believed such stories anymore making Pascal’s “The Wager” to be insufficient as a way of convincing people of the existence of God. He considered the way of life of humans and the supernatural things that happen that nobody knows how to explain and insisted that God existed. However, all his proposals led humans nowhere close in believing that there was a supernatural being. It conversely set a question about atheism which made human faith evident (Fouke, 68).
People can choose to defend whether God exists or not. If a person agrees with Pascal’s “The Wager”, then the person believes in the existence of a supernatural being, who made life possible and everything in the world. He believes that it is because of God’s mercy that they are alive and that they live to praise his name and turn the lost souls towards him for salvation (Jordan, 46). On the other hand, if an individual chooses to believe that God does not exist, the person has lost his/her determinate ethnicity due to the absence of a supernatural being. The person is said to be in denial of the existence of God and practices tend to find anything in the form of evidence that can help him in explaining some natural occurrences that tend to be unique.
People who are evidentialists tend to negotiate so much in trying to prove the causes of occurrences that cannot be avoided. Non-evidentialists on the other hand believe in their faith more than anything else. They believe that everything that happens is because God decided for them to be so and tend to accept fate because it cannot be changed. Taking, for example, death is inevitable and once it knocks on one's door, there is nothing that can be done. Just like life can be given, it can still be taken away in the same way. Pascal defends that it is all God's doing because he is the maker and the decider of fate. While an evidentialist would argue that a disease would not kill a person and that the person only dies because maybe he/she did not receive proper treatment, believers will accept that the doctor tried his best and that nothing could be done because God had already decided on the person’s fate. 
James majored in two important issues concerning non-secular beliefs. These two things included: The correct staff which are eternal such as perfection and that it was better convincing people on the existence of God than not at all. According to his opinion, religious faith is thoroughly optional. This is because a person can choose to be a believer and place his/her faith in God or remain an atheist (Koopman, 491-512). His belief is tricky since they are sought of a very weak argument considering the choices he lays open on the table. He supports Pascal's proposition that a person can either be a believer or not since there is no in between. Doubting the existence of God weakens the human faith since a person will forever be questioning the truths that come automatically after accepting that God exists. He further proposes that Clifford’s approval concerning power over proof is a confused provision and that is why most people that support him have doubts about the existence of God (Magnus, 120).
In conclusion, Non-evidentialists arguments and beliefs about the existence of a supernatural being is what stems up religion and faith that defines believers. There are things that happen naturally that cannot be explained by humans together with occurrences such as deaths that cannot be ignored. I believe in the existence of God and my faith stems from within. Evidentialists on the other had ignore the superiority of the divine existence of God by trying to justify everything that happens naturally including those that cannot be avoided. This makes them doubt religion such that they do not believe in anything supernatural and divine.
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