Running head: EVIDENTIALISM VS.NON-EVIDENTIALISM
1

EVIDENTIALISM VS.NON-EVIDENTIALISM 

2

Evidentialism vs. Non-Evidentialism
Institution Affiliation

Date

Clifford believed that making our beliefs in the correct way is the subject of actual ethical importance and that the results do not normally make an action wrong. He holds that the ship owner was responsible for the deaths of the people on board for not having the ship checked before it sailed and he would also have been responsible for even if the ship never sunk because he let his beliefs to be guided by other things apart from the evidence. The ship owner questions himself before setting sail but regardless decides to go on. In the ethics of belief, Clifford asks the following question “is it ever morally permissible to believe a proposition on insufficient evidence?” he then concludes that it is not morally permissible to let factors that do not add up to evidence to influence someone’s opinions (Nayding, 2011).

Pascal is a Christian philosopher who does not hold the same position as that of Clifford. Pascal believed that not everything had to decide on because of evidence others could be decided on using faith and religion. Pascal believed that God is either God or he is not. if there was a bet and a person chooses that there is no God and later finds this to be wrong and God actually exists, then the person would have gained considerably while on the other hand if the person chooses that there is a God and finds out that God does not exist then they will have lost everything (Shah, 2006). Contrary to an evidentialist who would not support the choosing of either since there is no justification. A non-evidentialist believes that a person always has to make a decision and choose. Pascal believes that evidence is not necessary to make someone to believe or disbelieve in the existence of God. According to Clifford evidence is required for influence people’s decisions. 


William James was of different belief when it came to “the will to believe” and to what Clifford believed. He holds that it is possible to come up with opinions even when there is little or no evidence at all. He also holds that it is important to take risks at times provided there is enough belief.

In my opinion, it is not important to have hard evidence so as to come up with an opinion or to have a belief of faith. For example, when it comes to religion, a person should make decisions from their inward passion but not because of any evidence presented to them they should be allowed to act from their passion. Most people are of the position that evidentialism is the best approach to adopt; this does not mean that faith should be totally ignored when a person finds their passion they have to make the decision of whether to act on it or not.
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