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Dissertation Abstract

Unrestricted Mereologists make the seemingly strong claim that whenever we have two
things, x and y, thereis afurther thing, z, which is the ‘mereological fusion’ or
‘mereological sum’ of x and y. Some of the main complaints against unrestricted
mereology center on the charge that its ontological costs are too expensive. For the
unrestricted mereologigt, if sheisright, seems to be advancing an ontological thesis that
would add considerably to the population of the universe. Thisis because for any two
(non-overlapping) things in our universe that we are already committed to, the
mereologist will posit athird. And once we add this third thing, then other mereol ogical
sums will abound.

To escape the charge of ontological extravagance, many mereologists have insisted that
their view isontologically friendly. One controversial way of doing this has been to
advance the Strong Composition Thesis, which claimsthat the ‘are’ of composition is
literally the ‘is’ of identity. The Strong Composition Thesis (SCT) elegantly explains
how it is the mereology is ontologically innocent, but it is unfortunately counterintuitive
onitsface. Asaresult, much of the current philosophical literature on mereology and
composition is dedicated to seemingly devastating criticisms of the Strong Composition
Thesis (SCT).

In my dissertation, | proceed systematically, taking on the objections against SCT one by
one, showing how this view can be plausibly defended. What is common to most of these
objections, | argue, isthat they all fail to take into account two important resources
available to the proponent of SCT. First, many ignore the availability of aplural logic and
language, complete with plural quantifiers, plural predicates, and (perhaps most
importantly) a plural/singular hybrid identity predicate. Second, none of them consider
relative counting, whereby our “counts’ of objects can only be made relative to a sortal,
kind, or concept. | show how these two resources can bolster a strong defense of SCT,
securing that mereology is, after all, ontologically innocent.

In addition, | explore the connection between composition and constitution, since many
of the traditional constitution puzzles—e.g., puzzles about identity over time, identity
across possible worlds, puzzles about change, etc.—fail to consider the advantages of the
Strong Composition Thesis and its potential contribution to traditional metaphysical
puzzles.

For amore detailed abstract, please visit: http://www.unc.edu/~megw/DisAbstract.html



