Testing the Christian Worldview (taken from Richard Samples A World of Difference ..with some adaption). 
Review of the Anchors
Evidence of the Reliability of the Bible:

Bibliographical Test

Internal Test

External Test
Was Jesus Resurrected? Minimalist facts approach. 
· Jesus died by crucifixion.

· Jesus’ disciples believed he rose and appeared to them.

· The church persecutor Paul was suddenly changed.

· The skeptic James, brother of Jesus, was suddenly changed.

· The tomb was empty. (This is only about 75% of the scholars investigated. So this we will not yet consider as a minimal fact)

Testing Worldview Truth Claims
· Coherence Test: The test of reason and logic

· Explanatory Power and Scope. How well does a worldview explain the facts of reality, and how wide is the range of explanation (scope).
· Correspondence test: The test of Experience. Does a particular worldview correspond with the well established, empirical facts, and does it correspond to a person’s experience in the world?
· Verification: Can it be verified or falsified? 
· Pragmatic Test: The test of Livability. Does the worldview promote relevant, practical, and workable results?
· Existential Test: Does it provide meaning, purpose, etc. (psychological apologetic): Does the worldview address the internal needs of humanity?
· Cumulative test: How do all the tests add up? : Is the worldview supported by multiple lines of converging evidence that together add increasing support for its truth-claims and extend the breadth of its explanatory power?
· Competitive competence test: How does it fare in the marketplace of ideas?

How did the other worldviews fare? (We will only look at those areas where a worldview does well or poorly. If it is unclear how a worldview scores we will not address that area). 
Naturalism:

· Coherence Test/Logic: Fail. There is no reason to believe our cognitive capabilities when all things are the result of deterministic physical properties. 
· Explanatory Power and Scope. Good in some areas but mostly poor

· Correspondence Test: good. In terms of physical realities this worldview does well. It does believe that these types of truth can be known and discovered through the scientific method. 
· Existential Test: Fail. This worldview gives no sound reason why people should be good, nor provide purpose or direction for their lives. 
· Cumulative test: Fair to poor. It does well on the correspondence test and in some aspects of the verifiability test (but not for the big claims, like the origin of the universe), but that is about it. 
· Competitive competence test: It is a contender, but only by suppressing ignoring its weak areas.

Postmodernism
The test of Coherence/logic- Fails this test. 
The denial of truth backfires on the Postmodernist.

The idea that language is a means of oppression and can’t communicate truth also backfires on the Postmodernist. 

Explanatory Power and Scope: It attempts to have scope, but definitely fails at explanatory power.

Correspondence test: Does not really even attempt this….since truth can’t be known. 
Pragmatic/Livability: Fails-Postmodernism is not pragmatic…it is not livable. Can a postmodernist live out his/her radical skepticism in everyday affairs. Does a postmodern person let the bank interpret his deposits however they want? Do they relativize the morality of the thief who steals their wallet, or do they cry foul!

Existential test: Postmodernism does not adequately address people’s existential/emotional and spiritual needs. 

Competitive Competition test: How can a worldview that claims there is no truth, compete with other worldviews? Since there are no objective truths postmodernism has no ground of comparison with other non-truth truth claims. How can theirs be a superior answer when they claim there are no answers to begins with? 

Pantheism:
1. Coherence Test/logic: The idea that reality is undifferentiated. (The atman is Brahman). Does this make sense? Who is it that is disagreeing with the dualist? If the dualist and the monist are we disagreeing with ourselves. The doctrine of reincarnation distinguishes between different selves/souls (Wilber Wilberforce and Adolf Hitler), yet this does not mesh with the teaching about one undifferentiated reality…as does the whole idea that some can be enlightened and some cannot….this begs the question, some “what” or some “who.” Reincarnation calls for many distinctions, pantheistic monism does not allow for this. 

2. Explanatory power and scope: This worldview does not really explain why we think we are individuals (not just part of the one unity). It gives us no real explanation for eh phenomenon of personal consciousness…since individual personhood is an illusion according to this worldview. 

3. Correspondence test/the test of experience: Is all of the physical reality we sense and illusion? This is counterintuitive to our everyday experiences. The physical world seems very real when I have toothache or just ran into the wall. How did it happen that so many of us have suppressed this one ultimate truth, that the physical world is an illusion? Why should I embrace such a view when my senses and intuition tell me that the world is real, and that I am an individual? 

4. Pragmatic/Existential test (can this be lived out in the real world?). Can I really live as if all is an illusion? Don’t I look both ways before crossing the street? If all is an illusion, then as long as I don’t see the truck coming toward me then it can’t hurt me because it is just my mind telling me that it can hurt me. Suppose I tell my wife that she is not really a significant individual but merely a part of the undifferentiated oneness? Is it motivating to human beings to tell them to strive for “good” karma so that they can achieve release from their self and become an impersonal part of the undifferentiated one? How does this view encourage people justice? Why work to feed poor children if your worldview tells you that they are poor because of bad karma in a previous incarnation? Perhaps being “good” to these folks might help you make your karma better, but is this really the only or best reason we should help others in need? 
 Christianity: 
· Coherence Test: The test of reason and logic. Christianity scores well here on this crucial test. Only a theistic worldview with a personal and conscious God gives an adequate job of giving an explanation for the source and reliability of our rational capabilities. The world seems to be designed so as our cognitive capabilities can comprehend our reality. Design gives a better explanation for this than random chance. 
· Explanatory power and scope: How well does a worldview explain the facts of reality (power) and how wide range is its explanation (scope). Philosopher William Wainwright makes this observation: “Metaphysical theories are better when they explain a wider range of phenomena. A system that illuminates humanities scientific, moral, aesthetic, and religious experience, for example, is superior to one that only illuminates science.”  The historic Christian viewpoint scores well on this area, it explains a broader range of questions and accounts for reality far better than other worldviews. 
· The universe: its source had a singular beginning, order, regularity, and fine tuning. 
· Abstract idea: the existence and validity of mathematics, the laws of logic, and scientific models.
· Ethics: the existence of universal, objective and prescriptive moral values. 
· Human beings: their existence, consciousness, rationality, free agency, moral and aesthetic impulse, their enigmatic nature (good and evil tendencies), and their need for meaning and purpose in life. 
· Religious phenomena: humankind’s spiritual and religious experience; the reason belief in God is so widespread, and humanity’s sense of the numinous. 
· Correspondence Test: The Bible does well here as truth, and its discovery is a key and reoccurring concept in the Scriptures. It also seems that the Bible generally hold to the correspondence theory of truth…some truth claim is true if it corresponds to what is the actual case in the world. Christianity even says to test many of its claims (The Resurrection for example). If they do not correspond to reality they should be rejected. In Christianity we can trust our experiences, unlike many Easter religions that teach that the physical phenomena we experience are illusion. The Christian worldview also supports the finding of true science (not scientism), and expects that good science will render truth. 
· Verification Test: The central truth claim of the Christian religion (The Resurrection) is subject to historical verification or falsification. Christian apologists (and most scholars) have affirmed the reality of six truth claims:
- The death of Christ by crucifixion.

- That the disciples believed Jesus appeared to them after His crucifixion.

- The conversion and transformation of Saul of Tarsus to Paul the apostle.

- The transformation of James (the Lord’s brother) from a skeptic to a follower of Christ.

- The emergence of the Church.

· Pragmatic Test: Christianity has been a vital force in people’s lives and whole cultures bringing transformation and dramatic change. It is true the abuses of Christianity have caused problems and been harmful, but then one cannot judge a worldview solely on the basis of those who abuse it. The Christian worldview has brought comfort to many and has been the catalyst of major philanthropic/charity enterprises since its inception. It is livable because it is based upon truth and therefore conforms to reality. 
· Existential Test: Christianity answers the big existential questions, like: How did I get here, why is there such a mess in the world, what is my purpose in life and what happens when I die? It gives humanity a means of having a relationship with its creator, and gives an answer for how to transform our lives and society through forgiveness and restoration with our Lord. 
· Cumulative Test: 

· Cosmology: The universe had a singular beginning (big bang); there was a beginning of time.
· Astrophysics: Nature’s laws appear fine-tuned to allow human life (anthropic principle); so do the universe’s content and system (galaxy, planets, stars, etc).
· Anthropology/Psychology: Human beings are richly endowed intellectually bur morally flawed.
· Neuroscience: Humans possess consciousness and a capacity for intentionality and rational reflection.
· Logic: As abstract entities the laws of logic are universal, invariant, and independent of human conventions.
· Ethics: Moral absolutes seem intuitively authentic, and moral relativism self defeating. 
· Religion: Religion is a universal phenomena, and religious experience seems intuitively real and consistent with biblical revelation. 
· History: Credible historical reports corroborate the life, death, and resurrection of Jesus Christ.
· Competitive Test: At this point the answer to that question should be obvious. Any worldview that can score high on all the criteria we have looked at is certainly competitive in the marketplace of ideas. It is not that Christianity does not have any difficult  questions not fully answered…like how could a good God allow evil, or how can we have a sovereign God and free will. But compared to the other worldviews which fail on more than half the criteria, Christianity holds its own quite well. 
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