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cultural and theological influences on Machen, which helped lead Machen
to spearhead an ‘Old School’ faction within the school’s faculty to leave
the seminary in 1929 to found the conservative Presbyterian Westminster
Seminary in Philadelphia.

Moorhead follows his treatment of Machen with perhaps one of the
best discussions to be found anywhere on the frightfully understudied
John A. Mackay, who took over the presidency of PTS in 1937 and found
himself responsible for stabilising the school and redefining its identity in
the aftermath of the devastating battles with Machen and his compatriots,
Robert Dick Wilson, Oswald Allis and Cornelius Van Til. Mackay was an
absolutely pivotal figure in the seminary’s twentieth-century story as PTS
sought to place itself within the bounds of its conservative theological
past while seeking to be relevant in an ever more modern and liberal age.
Moorhead gives us a glimpse of just how important Mackay was in ushering
in a new age of American Presbyterianism not only for the seminary in
particular, but for the denomination more generally both nationally and
internationally.

Moorhead’s history is valuable and enjoyable for several reasons. It is an
easily digested story, written in lucid prose and beautifully formatted by
Eerdmans Publishing Company on high-quality paper with dozens of colour
photographs. It is also a history which manages to be comprehensive within
its goal of attempting to understand the core tenets that those at the seminary
revered and used to guide the school over time. Moorhead clearly admires
PTS, but he does not deify it. His is a study which will stand for years to
come as a valuable scholarly resource for those who wish to see a broader
sweep when considering the role of PTS in American religious culture. It
is a most welcome addition to the histories of American Presbyterianism,
American religion and American theological education.
Paul Gutjahr
Indiana University, Bloomington, IN 47405-7005, USA

pgutjahr@indiana.edu
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Harriet A. Harris (ed.), God, Goodness and Philosophy, The British Society for the
Philosophy of Religion Series (Farnham: Ashgate, 2011), pp. 276. $114.95.

God, Goodness and Philosophy is the first volume of a series being published
by Ashgate, the British Society for the Philosophy of Religion, which is
associated with a biennial conference of the same name. The goal of the
series is to publish books which will shape contemporary debates, and it
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Book reviews

is without question that this particular volume in the series should have
that effect. This volume’s chapters are an excellent example of philosophy
of religion in action while making significant contributions to the subject
matter. Topics covered in the volume are as diverse as the use of philosophy
of religion, Euthyphro dilemma, evolution and the grounds of morality, evil
and the goodness of God, and moral responsibility and God.

The volume begins with Victoria Harrison responding to criticisms that
analytic philosophy of religion (APR), with its dependence on the scientific
method, forces scholars into specialisations and thus is unable to make
profitable contributions to contemporary religious questions. Harrison’s
solution is to re-envision APR so that it can better address issues raised by
religion outside the academy. Her solution is to encourage APR to draw upon
non-Western religions and philosophies as well as focusing on concepts
of religion rather than concepts of God. Despite this fascinating proposal
for a way that APR should be conducted in the future, this volume does
not adopt this suggestion. In the following chapters the discourses which
assume the existence of God to address their perspective topics do so from a
predominantly Western outlook.

This discontinuity between themes and issues addressed continues
through the edition; however this ends up being one of the overarching
strengths of the volume. Though it may not have been able to take up
Harrison’s call to draw upon different cultures to solve issues in contemporary
APR, the volume’s diversity of stances shines as one of its educational
highpoints, which is most clearly shown in the diversity of interpretations
of the Euthyphro dilemma.

Timothy Chappell argues in his chapter that the Euthyphro dilemma as it
is conceived of today – is the morally good commanded by God because it
is morally good, or is it morally good because it is commanded by God? –
is not actually Socrates’ driving concern. Chappell argues that the dialogue’s
emphasis is not that divine command ethics should be rejected, but rather
that Plato’s ethical theism is desired over the chaotic polytheism. Euthyphro
cannot be an argument against divine command theories of ethics because
Socrates himself is a divine command theorist who received knowledge
by divine revelation. Along with this fascinating, and rather convincing,
argument for a rereading of the dilemma, Anders Kraal, in a later chapter
in the volume, specifically argues against Alvin Plantinga’s attack on divine
simplicity, referring to the Euthyphro dilemma in its currently understood
form. This discontinuity between readings of Plato’s dialogue is not a negative
aspect of the volume. Rather, it shows the breadth of issues being engaged
with from a number of different points of view, making this volume accessible
and applicable to a wide audience at varying educational levels. With that
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said, the volume stands out as an edition which would be good to assign to
students as well as being of benefit to established scholars.

Other notable chapters in the volume are Herman Philipse’s discussion
on God, ethics and evolution, as well as Nicholas Wolterstorff’s discussion
of injustice in generosity and gift giving. Each chapter stands on its own as
an excellent piece of work being both clear and accessible. For this reason
the volume provides a good starting point for understanding the concepts of
different issues while also making contributions to the fields. This volume
will be of interest to both philosophers of religion and moral theologians.
Nathaniel A. Warne
University of Durham, Abbey House, Palace Green, Durham, DH1 3RS, UK

n.a.warne@durham.ac.uk
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