
F
IRST, I shall provide the outline 

-
ing.1 Then, I shall raise some 

to modal languages and point to some 

this topic and discuss issues pertaining 

in modal contexts and discourse. The 
-

and modal truths.

 

T
HE GENERAL 

-
strong’s views in his Truth and Truth-
makers

to endorse the view that truth is a re-
lational property that holds between 
truth-bearers and other entities in or-
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“Given any statement about 
what may be conceived  
to be the case, we translate 
it into a statement about 
what is the case.” 
(D. Lewis)



relational view comes in two versions:2

correspondence identity between the true 

-

the truth-bearers themselves, that is, between 
-

Aristotle’s work (Categories

3 The topic has been developed and now it is widespread among phi-
losophers in Australia. The inspiration there is C. B. Martin. An original thinker 

thoughts on this issue motivate my remarks here. In Europe the notion was intro-
duced independently by Kevin Mulligan, Peter Simons and Barry Smith. Pascal 
Engel, in his work on truth, makes very important comments on this theory.

4

categorial relation: one term is an entity or some entities in the world, the other 
is a truth (true propositions

entails a realist

or whatever, and this very objective thing makes the truth-bearer bear the truth. 

-
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-
sary relation, such that the truthmakers actually necessitate their truth, or is it a 

all propositions have truthmakers, or are there 

its own truthmaker.  The truthmaking relation is not one-one. It is one-many or 
many-one. To substantiate this let us look at some examples. For the one-many 

p or q (inclusive or p and q. 

p or q p is also a 

worth taking into account John Bigelow’s suggestion that “truth supervenes on 
7 Truth ought to be determined by being, and that by an absolute neces-

-

namely that some necessary truth, say <2 + 2 = 4>, is not true. Then, how 

truthmakers can
metaphysically. I do believe that more should be done in this regard.

The truthmaking relation is an internal relation. The reason is that being a ne-

-

-
tive and it does not go beyond its terms.



p p>. The modal case shows an interest-

impossibility. Suppose it is true that <it is impossible that p and not-p be both 

true conjunct will simultaneously 
A very important thesis in truthmaking theory is the entailment principle. 

p, and suppose that proposition 
p entails proposition q q.

T  p
p entails q

 T q
The arrow symbolizes the truthmaking relation, which is a non-propositional 

necessitating relation.

O
NE CONTROVERTIBLE issue is whether modal sentences have truthmakers. 

-

p
p

p is merely possible, then not-p is a contingent truth. Every 
contingent truth has a truthmaker. So not-p also has a truthmaker, whatever that 

p.
p

it works in the possibility case. But here it is a suggestion: the truthmakers 
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9

R
ECENT PHILOSOPHICAL thinking on modalities has been dominated by 

10 One view, motivat-

between necessity and contingency with regard to what is the case, and between 
-

-
-

-

stance with respect to objects.

-

phlogiston, because there’s nothing to be talking about, when people are talking 
about possible objects there’s just the illusion that there’s something to be talk-

11

Thesis I (Modalism) -



Thesis II (Actualism) Everything that exists is actual.

alternative views about possibilia 
-

ential views which do not share with modal actualism, either the semantic doc-

solution that I intend to work out in more detail in another paper.
The challenge that a modal actualist has to meet is serious. In order to make 

-

-

have both the possible-worlds semantics which works so well with respect valid-

needn’t be a modal actualist. One can very well be a quantificational actualist who 

or propositions, but who, nevertheless, in contradistinction to a modal actualist, 

radical.

and arguments we can see the logical mechanisms at stake in metalogical issues 
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-

-

-

modal reasoning at all, we understand it as disguised reasoning about possible 
12

any statement about what may be conceived to be the case, we translate it into a 
13

-

the ways in which things could have been other-
wise than they actually are things which could have been in many ways 
otherwise than they actually are. 

-

sm sw



that there is a relation R that holds between them and its holding between the 
two sm sw.

14

sm and 
sw

-
spectively. Thus, what R is bound to guarantee is that whenever sm is true under 
one intended interpretation, sw is also true under a corresponding interpretation, 
and that an argument Am

Aw
Am, is also valid.

R is a synonymy relation between modal 
sm and sw mean the same, 

and provided that sw -
sm and the modal reasoning 

show, then it makes sense to use sw
sm sm

-
ments then we need to buy into the view which construes modal operators as 

-

sentence is given through its synonymous possible-worlds sentence.

corresponding to modal operators are supposed to range over. Since in the dis-

ontologically radical.

On the Plurality of Worlds 

systems to matters philosophical.
-
-

physical issues without paying a certain ontological price.

blown realist regarding possibilia is to keep those commitments to a minimum, 
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and to see whether it is possible to stick to the mathematical policy toward pos-

-

-

respect to possible-worlds language. First, one may have worries concerning the 
ontological status that
worlds. Second, as we shall 
suspicious about the reduction as such. For as Kit Fine shows the main problem 
with the attempt to reduce modal discourse to possible worlds language, and 

17

In general, you may not want to be a realist about worlds and possible indi-

-

worlds language one has to introduce into one’s own ontology entities which  

the natural language.

-

possible worlds are not to be taken as primitive with respect to modal operators 
and that modal operators should be given meaning via another approach.



about possible worlds is that between an absolute realist and a reductive realist.19

-

-

philosophical problems which otherwise would be dealt with in a clumsier way, 

-
20

-

-

And our world is actual not because it has attached to it a special ontological sta-

opposes absolutely one particular world to any other possible world. Rather, it 

world in which they inhabit.
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21

kinds 22

23

which are held to be in better ontological standing than the worlds themselves.
Some prominent options which have been worked out are that worlds are 

possibilities.24 These reductive positions are not at variance with the main tenet 
there 

are worlds

things themselves.
It is worth noticing, though, that the absolute-reductive distinction does not 

coincide with the possibilism–actualism distinction. Although many prominent 
-

-
larity and incorrectness, probably shows that the divide between actualism and 

-
so-

called

27

 by taking sets 



proposition, possibilit

29

In addition to the ontological problems with possible worlds there is an epis-
temological nominalist-actualist objection against both absolute and reductive 

-

-
tual thing, whereas the latter claims that the property is attributed to an abstract 

30

is taken to be an ersatz entity. The objection is due to Kit Fine, and its target is 

-
vidual essences, respectively.

-

-

31
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-

propositions and essences.

-

A(x
32

-
jectionable. Even were the Discernibility Doctrine unobjectionable, we are ill-

-

the reduction is possible then that possibility should be written into the very na-
33

-
sible. And what this boils down to is, as Fine says: “It will be impossible, even 
in principle, 

-
34



supposed to range over ersatz possible worlds and ersatz possible individuals.

N
OW, LET us move more toward the constructive part. I want to investi-

background I want to develop a view which is anti-realist concerning the 

The challenge now is to show that possible-worlds sentences do not mean, as it 

there are 

-
ever else the relation between the modal language and the possible-worlds lan-

very well our intuitions concerning what is valid and what is invalid in modal 

and our modal intuitions not be something miraculous the anti-realist has to 

meaning to modal 
sentences are their truth-conditions 
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w w

validity problem. Since what modal sentences mean is not what possible-
-

prima facie
-

tives via elimination and introduction rules does not work in the modal case. 

-

Given two arbitrary modal connectives cm and c’m it is not the case in general 
m and c’m

a sentence having cm

c’m
rule to two sentences to get new sentences having cm and c’m respectively as their 

m 
and c’m

 reverse translation problem. The proposal made by the anti-realist works 
to the extent that any possible-worlds sentence corresponds to a modal sentence 

-

possible-worlds sentence should have a meaning. But as modal actualists we 
-



sponding modal sentence, and c

-

possible-worlds sentences which can be evaluated on interpretations but which 

A
GAINST THIS back -
ti-realism with respect to possible worlds embodies, roughly, Michael 
Dummett’s anti-realist reductive strategy as developed in his paper “Re-

what, or necessary objects, which do not come into existence, and whose exis-

-

-
sible objects we, as modal actualists, are speaking modally only about actual 
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r the intuition-
istic approach toward the

-

grasp its truth-conditions and thereby give it a meaning.

reductive class should be grasped in ad-
-

reductive 
grasp their meanings. But typically we do not need that

given class (the 

sentences which belong to the reductive class. Thus, one does not need a truth-

grasp their meanings.

As Dummett’s claim reads: “This translation is proposed, not merely as preserv-

given class: it is 
37

-
-

responding modal sentence through reverse-translation, there is a coherent way 

genuine 



-
ments, I cannot see how we can avoid giving the usual model-theory account 

-
tence there should exist 

-
language in which the semantic evaluation clause is given does not have its nor-

ambiguous, and that its occurrence in the above clause does not carry the usual 

in its application. But I do not think that this solution will do. For one thing, 

-
tion on a given interpretation.

worlds discourse are given a substitutional-instance Fregean interpretation. To 

“( w w wi  The individ-
ual constant “wi

sentences 

-

-

bearing:

the modal language as the class to be reduced and the possible-worlds language 
as the reductive class.
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possible-worlds language is the class to be reduced, and the modal language is 
the one which gives the meanings to possible-worlds sentences.

w w

w w
w w

w w

w w w
-

ment is indispensable that the variable w which is bound by “( w
w w

we do possible-worlds semantics.

this work.

-

Modality and Tense, 

 13. Ibid., 11–12.



 

guidance, ‘may be regarded as’ possible worlds, but which in turn may be anything 

-

And again, acknowledging the seminal results about the relations between modal 

-

be reduced.

-

might have been, then the actual world should be construed as the way things are, 

is as 
the is is

-
erty, “then the way the world is 
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-

-

-

 23. Ibid.

-

the other or to do the work that was supposed to be done by talking about the 

 33. Ibid., 149.
 34. Ibid.

-

impossible, nor, necessarily, because there is any reason to repudiate the principle 
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