Jonathan M. Weinberg
The Methodological Necessity of Experimental Philosophy

Department of Philosophy & Program in Cognitive Science
University of Arizona

United States

e-mail: jmweinberg@email.arizona.edu

Must philosophers incorporate tools of experimental science into their methodological tool-
box? I argue here that they must. Tallying up all the resources that are now part of standard
practice in analytic philosophy, we see the problem that they do not include adequate resources
for detecting and correcting for their own biases and proclivities towards error. Methodologically
sufficient resources for error-detection and error-correction can only come, in part, from the
deployment of specific methods from the sciences. However, we need not imagine that the
resulting methodological norms will be so empirically demanding as to require that all appeals to
intuition must first be precertified by a thorough vetting by teams of scientists. Rather, I sketch a
set of more moderate methodological norms for how we might best include these necessary tools
of experimental philosophy.



