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Metaphysics MA Comp Exam
Nominalists are said to deny that there are properties. What, exactly, is the nominalist denying when she says this? What can be said for and against nominalism, and for and against the existence of properties?

What are the differences between strong and weak supervenience, and between global and local supervenience?  Illustrate the differences with examples of property sets for which one relation holds and another fails to hold.

There seems to be no fact of the matter as to where exactly the "Outback" begins and where it ends. Does this mean that there are vague objects?

What is the best version of the ontological argument for God's existence? Does it succeed?

Are there any good arguments in favor of a four-dimensional ontology?

Can questions concerning numerical identity plausibly be settled by convention? Are they sometimes merely caused by confusions about the meanings of our words or the context in which we find ourselves? What is lost by understanding numerical identity in any of these ways?

What is an INUS condition, and how is it used in the analysis of causation?  Does the analysis succeed?  Why or why not?

Does the past exist? Does the future? Is there an interesting difference between a non-present, non-past object that will exist and a non-actual, merely possible object?

Under what conditions do many objects compose one thing?

When we consider Bob as a cyclist, he seems to be essentially two-legged and only accidentally rational; but when we consider the same man as a mathematician, he seems to be essentially rational and only accidentally two-legged. What are we to conclude from this concerning the status of de re modal properties?

It is sometimes said that, since we could in principle explain all the facts without invoking the-mental, we have no good reason to think that there are irreducible mental properties. Is this so? Why or why not?

Some say that an object x may be the same lump of matter as an object y, even though x is not the same statue as y. Others say this is incoherent. Why does this debate matter? What can be said for and against the view in question?

