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1. Introduction

A general practical tendency of contemporary analytical metaphysics goes
as follows. Research focuses on certain largely isolated topics e.g. the na-
ture of properties, (mental) causation, actions, perception, colours, qualia,
the self etc. In such a discussion, different possible ontological positions are
traced and mapped in function of the capability to individuate and define
the subject-matter. A wide range of methodological instruments is used
in order to support or either criticise them. Such instruments are concep-
tual analysis, generalisations based on paradigmatic examples, a strategy of
counter examples, intuitive constructs, scientific findings and thought ex-
periments. At the same time, several criteria of legitimacy are considered
in order to evaluate and defend ontological positions. Common criteria are
thriftiness, simplicity, robustness, compatibility with sciences, complete-
ness and plausibility. Judging on the number of publications, analytical
metaphysics is clearly a booming business. But does the level of the de-
bate follow this positive slope? A focal point in analytical metaphysics is
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a strong emphasis on methodology. However, a diversity of methodological
tools is circulating which often leads to sheer methodological chaos. This
diversity is not in se a problem. Rather, the problem is that there is no con-
sensus on which methods are (contextually) appropriate. Metaphysicians
often criticize their opponents on methodological grounds. But while doing
so, they often only discuss those criteria which are in their own advantage,
using different standards depending on the topic at hand.

The aim of this volume is twofold. First, a selection of ongoing discus-
sions on a central topic is included. Several authors are asked to bring a
précis, i.e. to point down the contesting views, to mention the main argu-
ments pro and contra, and to describe the origin, the evolution and the
eventual offspring of a respective discussion. Second, the methodological
question is addressed; What can be learned if we compare these discus-
sions from a methodological perspective? What are the red harrings and
shortcomings? Is an integrated methodology possible? Does each discus-
sion finally awaits a pluralism of plausible positions or is an overall con-
vincing account to be expected? And finally, can analytical metaphysics
methodologically assert and investigate their basic assumptions, if not from
a common sense stance?
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