


Evidence and Interpretation Map
Editable working document  |  Companion to Appendix A
Use this form with Appendix A. Replace the bracketed prompts with your own entries and expand the space as needed. Preserve earlier dated versions when a question or judgment changes. References to numbered sections refer to the book.
Identity and corpus boundary. State the record version, date, current question, what material is included, what is excluded, and why. Name any parts not yet read or unavailable. Three selected examples are not automatically the whole dataset.
[Enter the question, corpus boundary and reading status.]
Selected-source view. Identify the sources included in this particular analysis by linking their inventory and preparation entries in the Sources and AI Register. Explain the selection and what remains outside this reading. Keep one authoritative source location and propagate corrections to the claims that use it.
[Included source links; selection grounds; exclusions; correction links.]
Provisional pattern entry. Record a working label, the passages that prompted it, material that complicates it, and what remains undecided. Link the AI comparison and your examination in the Sources and AI Register, including source coverage and any proposed grouping you rejected. Note how you searched beyond the first attractive examples. A repeated word and an interpretive theme are different kinds of analytic result.
[Pattern label; source locators; contrary material; missing perspectives; next reading.]
Claims and theological reasoning
Interpretive memo. Explain the proposed relationship among accounts, context, alternatives, and the researcher’s part in reaching the reading. Where a surprise prompts a new explanation, preserve the earlier expectation, the detail it missed, competing readings, and what further material could distinguish them. Identify participant responses and their circumstances; agreement does not certify the whole analysis (Sections 6.3–6.5). Link the generated proposal, its examination and the resulting interpretation to the Sources and AI Register. Identify what the input already supplied and what the response developed.
[Interpretation and grounds; competing explanations; participant response; further evidence; decision and limits.]
Claim view. This is a view within the Evidence and Interpretation Map. Give the claim ID, exact wording and version, and the question version in the Inquiry Register that it answers. State its scope; supporting and challenging source locators; the analytic reasoning; what is missing; and the current judgment. When using the four judgments from Chapter 8, distinguish supported within limits, supported with revision, not supported, and inconclusive. Preserve both original and revised wording. Separate an empirical finding from a theological judgment or a proposed action.
[Claim ID and version; Inquiry Register question version; scope; evidence; reasoning; judgment; original and revised wording where needed.]
Theological reasoning entry. Link the empirical claims to which this argument responds, preserving the difference between those claims and the theological judgment. Explain the candidate’s theological position, sources and contexts, and the reasoning relating them to the experience. Where useful, compare professed commitments, enacted practice, authoritative texts and scholarly arguments as in Section 9.1; these voices can overlap. Address alternatives and unresolved tensions, distinguishing what the material illuminates from the theological judgment defended. Preserve the AI-generated relation or alternative you examined, the sources used to assess it and the practical consequence, with the full exchange in the Sources and AI Register.
[Empirical claim links; theological argument; source passages and locators; alternatives; responsibilities and limits.]
Handoff. Explain whether the interpretation warrants a bounded action, further listening, a changed question or deferral. Link the decision in the Ministry Experiment Journal and any changed assumption in the Reflection and Learning Journal. State what the next step could illuminate and what it cannot establish.
[Decision; reasons; record links; remaining limits.]
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