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Abstract

In contemporary analytic philosophy, the principle of sufficient reason (PSR) has been
attacked due to its controversial results. Among these results, necessarianism (modal
collapse) is the most significant one. Indeed, our intuition indicates that there are some
things around us which are contingent which means that they could be in another way.
Accepting the PSR seems to conflict with this common intuition; if all things have a
sufficient reason, is it possible to have contingency or would all things be necessary? In
response to this problem, several answers have been presented which we will recount
briefly in this paper , nevertheless the main points that we have emphasized in this paper
are: 1. explaining the problem of necessarianism based on the text of one of the pioneer
thinkers in this regard (Van Inwagen) who refuted the principle and 2. an answer to this
problem from one of the most important researchers on the issue (Pruss) who tries to
solve the problem by denying causal necessity. Finally, we examine the solution of
Muslim philosophers especially Ibn-Sina (Avicenna) who solved the problem without
refuting causal necessity.
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Introduction

The simple formulation of the principle of sufficient reason (hereafter, PSR) is that
"e must have a reason or cause." If we accept a tempered version of this principle,
we will seek a reason for any fact. Although PSR was coined by Leibniz and he was
the first to call it by this name and, arguably, the first to formulate it with full
generality, it should be noted that the content of the principle goes back nearly as far
as philosophy itself.

The refutation of PSR has too many negative consequences. Suppose that "there
are somethings that don’t have a reason"; we also know that “there are some things
that have a reason". Therefore, by refuting PSR we face the issue of criterion: when
is it acceptable and when it is unacceptable for something to not have a reason?
Those who deny this principle must place the limits where is not arbitrary or
questionable.

According to some critics of PSR, acceptance of the principle is too costly due to
its radical implications. These are said to include: 1) failure to conform to the
findings of modern physics (quantum indeterminacy), 2) necessarianism, and 3) the
existence of God. In this article, we will concentrate on necessarianism, which is
considered to be the most important contemporary objection to PSR.

Summary

Necessarianism briefly means that there is no contingent being, and all beings are
necessary; sometimes it is expressed as that there is no true contingent proposition
and all truths are necessary. Necessarianism is refuted in two ways: 1) it is against
the intuition that there are contingent beings or truths, and 2) with the addition of
some other premises, it is placed against the intuition that we are free agents. In this
article, we will not consider the second objection, which requires the explanation
and deliberation of the consequence argument.

Inwagen is one of the main contemporary critics of PSR and his denial is
mainly based on the problem of necessarianism. He believes that PSR has the
consequence that all true propositions must be necessarily true. In short, his
argument is that if there is a contingent proposition, then there is a set of all
contingent propositions, but the explanation of any set of contingent
propositions must be based on a contingent proposition outside of that set;
therefore, the set of all contingent propositions cannot be explained. Hence,
since, according to PSR, only those things can exist that have an explanation;
only the necessary truths can exist.

Inwagen founds his argument on two claims about the nature of the contingent
propositions:

1. A contingent proposition cannot explain itself.
2. A contingent proposition cannot be explained by a necessary proposition.

Similarly, both claims are grounded on the belief that if Q explains P, then Q entails
P. Here entailment means that P is a logically necessary consequence of Q
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(explanation is equivalent to logical implication). By rejection of this belief, Pruss
proposes his tempered version of PSR.

Pruss explains that sufficient reason needs to be understood not as ‘necessitating
reason’ but as ‘sufficient explanation,” where we understand that a causal account is
always sufficiently explanatory, even in an indeterministic approach. Hence, if you
have found the cause of an event, then you have sufficiently explained it even
though one may not be able to explain why another event has not taken place instead
of this contingent one. Therefore, the key component that is refuted in Pruss’s
proposal, is the lack of contrastive explanation (to explain why a proposition is just
so and also why it is not otherwise).

According to this explanation, Pruss will be able to refute both fundamental
claims of Inwagen’s argument. For instance, the truth of (2) depends on whether we
accept that if Q explains P, then Q necessarily entails P. As we have already seen, it
is not necessary for Pruss that an explanation logically entails what it explains, thus,
a proposition may explain itself without logically entailing itself.

The response of Avicenna to necessarianism, in a nutshell, is that his modal
ontology allows for contingency in the following sense: some existents are
contingent where ‘contingent’ means possible in itself and necessary through
another. According to him, all creatures are contingent when considered alone and
necessary when their sufficient causes are considered. Both of these claims are
compatible with our intuition and there is no need to sacrifice one for another.
Causal determinism and therefore non-restricted PSR is compatible with the
intuition of some beings being contingent in themselves.

Main References

- Marmura, M. E. (2005). The Metaphysics of the Healing: A Parallel English-Arabic
Text (al-1lahihyat min al-Shifa’). Brigham Young University Press.

- McGinnis, J. (2010). The Physics of the Healing: A Parallel English-Arabic Text (al-
Tabie‘ehyat min al-Shifa’). Brigham Young University.

Melamed, Y. Y., & Lin, M. (2016). Principle of Sufficient Reason. Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy. N.P.

Pruss, A. R. (2006). The Principle of Sufficient Reason: A Reassessment. New York:
Cambridge University Press.

Richardson, K. (2014). Avicenna and the Principle of Sufficient Reason. The Review
of Metaphysics, 743-768.

Van Inwagen, P. (1983). An essay on free will. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
Van Inwagen, P. (2018). Metaphysics. New York: Routledge






The Journal of Philosophical -Theological Research (JPTR)
Vol. 21, No. 2, Summer 2019, Issue 80 (pp. 5-28)
ERBE 10.22091/jptr.2019.1370 (YA0) At gy o \WAA il 3 s 0 3 Comy v

8010 1990 5 S Juo Jo!
20035599 99 (w9 Wiyl ¥

" sy o |8 154059,

VAN X0 i | YAV Y/ ) il gt

WS>

ol Ol 33,8 e 3 ades 550 (o 5501 patdlis ol dlauls 4 S s ool elows ddls jnlae Slosl
250 45 sl ) g Lo o el (Dlggn CnK8) (5SS 03,0 35 0 (A ol a3 g el el
S e G a S1aS Gl ey o kBl S0 (514565 45 Al § e 45 Lol 95 o (el S
lias ol b agarlgo 53 Sl dal s (655 50 o aen b Jils s L SISGl (gLdl 55 (sl ol T il anls
o Vol lon, S ASB oT a1 s T Ll okl LT i 20 5565 5. IS syt slagimdly
3 e s o Sl s e el 1065 (S5l 005 ) O s 58 31 S e b ARSI 15,00 31, 38
Jeom ey g 3 s s s ol o oy s (ol S8l a2 o o S, Ot I S il
el b IS 55 0 51 (e Dy o S sy oS (2le3,S b L 0l 015 S8 5 gme by Glads losendid

‘.MJL;A

bojlgus
.w\jx‘).ﬁm‘ Lugﬁ‘ Q}J::", cCJL@.%-}A C«w.g.& ‘LS)L<." CJ))):p c‘;lSJ:JJ UL\&‘

rzare@sharifedu | (Jsime oty 5) 0l 05 i mino oS oo ahdag S (5 7Soluy Stingsy
hoseinih@sharif.edu | ol e acd b mins oKl e adudb o S slan

Gn i addoad L olas 3, 55 95 iy 5 SIS (KD 5,0 5 ALS L s Jool LOWWAA) L e ¢ e )95 &) (=]
10.22091/jptr.2019.1370  .YALD (A )X\ . IS ik

» (|NSF))}_.‘“§Q|JJL:L}QL§_$»A;}=31C,_lbdj.x_.oqwQ)dla)};wﬁéﬁ:bﬂcjbquj:duﬂdlqicu,:c,:&,u“ A
Lol 0 ool AV ol YEE ojlels aslipals ol

This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 | http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
= =]


http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0
mailto:hoseinih@sharif.edu
https://dx.doi.org/10.22091/jptr.2019.1370

Vo ol 35505 95 s 5 GIF 4Kl g0 5 SIS s ool

'doddo .\
A0S o o Yoo T 5l 5 s 5.3 ey 5 a3 Jge 3 ST S s oo
3 s 0l (6 pdos B (gl esle GLiols ) Sl axdls e Lide (s b (g5 8y
5050085 (SIS 3 bo den el 0351 S 4y adals 6 53 1 Uyl o 5 5ol alBlis 5 o St
a4 oot s Lol 23,5 oo w85 6l T o b e JUoo 4 ool o Jlad s yizean
LS s Jaol 80 e glaasens ST Sialsn oy LT dan T Sl 5 Ao 3l5 nlBs
il o o Ol a3 3k &b 5 i3S om e i & (umdls 2 (sl el a5y
S o SN (S5 S e 5 S ol

il O ygop il 4 (B s ol B3l (suu s 50

el X S Iy aS Gl S as s 35y Y S X a sl ()

(oo g cidizee (Galus gl oee Jlosl b aS ol Jpnl 3l slosl il ¢ 37 1> Lol @l
Hgds o il (V) 517 s O3 31 558658 Sl ol S
(St 5" o) Vo b b i Cansidioms Jast b ool ol 3 (950 slassns
S 03 55 SlSes b sd ety Jardll O o 4 g ol S (o (51 358 o a5l
2 lm GBS s (st 534558 Gy p0 (51655 @y o Dl S0 S )
Sl S i bl s JLos 40 a8 T .S s 1) LT las 5 eLil b ail (Bolo) oS
i aS Ll s aS b (o sl e 1) 552 6l L b il g (e sl e 5 3525 (612
el ) 51 Sl b 5 gl oo (S50 5 Sl (slaoyliS dan Jalis by il oliass] Laoy)S

4_3ob}@m&'450::.\EJQ)J)PMAS())‘VUJ”FJ%JJA)QM\Jafom.VU;LSAJ{)J\)

S (Melamed & Lin, 2016) 5 gz auds O Jmalls s 53 €3S s sl J5-do 3l ¢ e cpl (58S 3.
sl tl?)l e M s ‘cl;.p 593 4 1 ol 3Lz

2. principle of sufficient reason (psr)

3. explanation

4. reason

5. brute fact

6. modal strength

7. relata

8. explananda

9. explanantia

10. actual entity



At gl ook Y AA Gl 93 )locd (oSG 5 Sy Il ¢ @A - s (gl gy dslidoad | AR

S 3gdoen b oime |y ABL (S 4 S 4Scp) AL

See Slaglg alad 1) Jeol pl ( B s Juol 3 (558 gy Bl dsend cpieen
Olmean Les ) Jool ol nio g s Bloda e &S Jlo 53 10 oo Blow 13 5 5509 00
=l oo 5 68 alSin | adls Ll e 0155 ot 1y 5,500 KK S s Sl Sas koo
s oo B S it s 238 5 53 o 0 46 S ekt i g5 53,5 o 15 oot 3
dalllas gl plasaly camys 5 (adls 5B LS 53) g plos 5 ol b5 ol LT (S
o)l Bolo Cndly 3 ¢ ool ol 45 Ao ol Sluasy ¢ gnils den 3,8 o i 3l
L (Solos s l5 om ool A i oo plana ot 3l Juol sl 393 b agarlgn 5 ol A 0
IVl ¢ JLS s Joasl 51 et Saas Sl ool w39 ax3lIS LS Jlte G 3l oL
pLSin 5 el 3l5 36 2 sl lime g Ol 43 IS Ll ool g 25 ) 45 S e
S 0,8 g0 S ol el S ol Ol sy oo e sy 4 oS 2Bl L agrlse
13 aalsh e (8L Sl s alemer 4 AL

S bl ool cpl (S ol 5 i a0 (58 s o] ¢ JS llamDle pl 28ls 5 5oL

S IS Jol S G olils .Y .Y
Lo Jood a8 Sl (S s oY toddo o0 i el (IS Juds Juol PDlasl i
My 500 475 2SS 331 014 Sl S s _ polalialio (5,8 ) _ 5ol ol oyl
0 03l ) 53 Y gt ol ol 0loe 53 i ppmnasiin I (S 085 ) f03.5
{(Della Rocea, 2015) &5 5 o ¢ M hls ol 5S35 Nl b 5 el o) oot

byl i 5 IV () o st 4 il ol LS s 1y ol o) Ysane s
(Lo aindil) Jgo) Ll 558 oo Ll 5 me (glidd s icuY aludil 53 cJgasl ol S oo
FueY aS Sl by umen Lilby e ‘V‘:ng" Soglaas 36,5l s L a3 4 g dzan

1. factive
2. regulative
3. condition for intelligibility
4. law of non-contradiction
Ll g 55 L5 5 é“:"l CL:A colate
5. Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz (1646-1716)
6. Baruch Spinoza (1632-1677)
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2. Peter Van Inwagen (1942 - ...)
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