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Abstract: In a situation in which there is a balance of evidence for and
against religious belief (what is often called “religious ambiguity”), can it
be rational to accept religious propositions? In proposing an answer to this
question, | focus firston the rationality of acceptance of a hinge
proposition and its criteria.

Next, | applythe mentioned criteria of epistemic entitlement to the
theistic propositions in support of the claim that it is epistemically rational
to accept the proposition “God exists”. | shall try to answer some sorts of
objection that might be levelled against my claim.
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