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Editor’s Introduction

I wish we could have made this issue about 500 pages long. The kind of
deep and meaningful exchange of ideas that broke out in the forum covering
Timothy O’Conner’s work could have easily been replicated in responses to
the articles by our other featured authors, Smith, Nowacki, Dumsday, Bock,
and Reichenbach—not to mention the provocative review essays appearing
in our notes section. Too many good arguments, far too little space!

I was especially impressed by two things while reading through the
typeset pages for this issue. First, the boldness of some of the articles. Rep-
resented here are scholars taking on questions in areas where others fear
to tread. In his response to O’Conner, Thomas Senor called this boldness
“authorial bravery” and remarked that the fact that “he is able to defend
these positions so ably is a testament to O’Conner’s significant philosophi-
cal chops.” O’Conner is not alone in his scholarly courage and chopfulness
(chophood, choppiness?—help me here) as you will see as you dig in to the
articles.

The second thing that I thought was especially impressive was the breadth
of topics taken on. Issues ranging from svabhava to Peeping Thomists, from
necessitarianism to zygotes and everything in between were addressed with
great skill and depth of knowledge. In some ways this is a fulfillment of the
vision for the journal. The EPS did not set out just to deal just with traditional
issues in philosophy of religion or apologetics, but rather with philosophy in
general as it touches on those things which religious (primarily Christian)
thinkers care about. I hope this little word encourages you to ramp up your
“authorial bravery” and put your chopfulness on display in a first-rank sub-
mission to Philosophia Christi in the new year.

Craig J. Hazen
Biola University
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Guest Editor’s Introduction

Inthis issue, the lead philosophical discussion about Timothy O’Connor’s
recent work was generated from the national meeting of the Evangelical
Philosophical Society in New Orleans, Louisiana, in 2009. The plenary ad-
dress for the meeting was delivered by Timothy O’Connor; the topic un-
der discussion was his excellent work in Theism and Ultimate Explanation:
The Necessary Shape of Contingency. In that work O’Connor reinvigorates
the cosmological argument from contingency that once found a voice from
philosophical luminaries such as Thomas Aquinas, Gottfried Leibniz, and
Samuel Clarke. As is well known, the argument from contingency developed
as a response to the question “Why is there something rather than nothing?”
Facts, truth, and even the existence of the world are contingent phenomena
(phenomena deriving their existence from other things such that, if they were
changed, that current feature of the world would not exist). An “ultimate ex-
planation,” to borrow a phrase from O’Connor, is one that has the explanato-
ry power and scope to explain all the contingent phenomena in our universe:
in agreement with other contingency arguments, O’Connor reasons from the
existence of contingent phenomena to the existence of God.

The significance of O’Connor’s work is that it addresses contemporary
issues in modal epistemology (modal realism, modal nihilism, modal reduc-
tionism, modal deflationism, among others) and the shortcomings of such
theories to account for modal knowledge. What is more, O’Connor’s work
addresses significant themes in contemporary metaphysics (necessity as it
pertains to persons, modality as it pertains to free will, causation as it per-
tains to properties in our world as well as prospects in multiverse theories).
These features in O’Connor’s work give it a balance between the histori-
cal foundations upon which his argument rests, while addressing the cutting
edge research in philosophy, science, and theology.

This issue of Philosophia Christi devotes significant attention to
O’Connor’s work. We invited four scholars (Michael Almeida, Hugh Mc-
Cann, Graham Oppy, and Thomas Senor) to carefully investigate and cri-
tique the line of argument in Theism and Ultimate Explanation. While all
four respondents agree that O’Connor’s work is insightful and original, such
is not to say that it is unobjectionable.

The structure of the exchange begins with O’Connor’s introductory ar-
ticle, followed by the responses from Senor, Oppy, McCann, and Almeida
respectively. As with all formal discussions where an author meets his crit-
ics, we give the last word to the author to provide a response. The editorial
board for Philosophia Christi gratefully thanks each of our contributors for
enriching the discussion on what proves to be a timeless theme.

Jeremy Evans
Wake Forest, North Carolina





