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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposition
to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-actual
entities exist in some form. Actualism is most commonly
associated with modal metaphysics, where it plays a cru-
cial role in discussions about necessity, possibility, and the
nature of reality. This philosophical perspective has been
explored in various ways by different thinkers, including
Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, and more contem-
porary philosophers like Alvin Plantinga and David Arm-
strong. Actualism influences a wide range of philosophical
areas, from logic and epistemology to ethics and the phi-
losophy of language. The roots of actualism can be traced
back to Aristotle, who emphasized the distinction between
actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and potentiality (dyna-
mis). Aristotle argued that things exist in their actual form
rather than merely as possibilities. This distinction played
a significant role in his metaphysics, particularly in his un-
derstanding of causation and change. In the medieval pe-
riod, scholars like Thomas Aquinas built upon Aristotelian
actualism to develop theological arguments, particularly in
relation to the existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus
purus (pure actuality) was foundational to his argument
that God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also
contributed to actualist thought with his principle of the
best possible world, which suggests that the actual world
is the best of all possible worlds that God could have cre-
ated. Though his approach involved possible worlds, he
maintained that only one—the actual world—truly exists.
In the 20th and 21st centuries, actualism has been most
rigorously formulated in the context of modal metaphysi-
cs. Alvin Plantinga is one of the most influential actualists,
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposition
to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-actual
entities exist in some form. Actualism is most commonly
associated with modal metaphysics, where it plays a cru-
cial role in discussions about necessity, possibility, and the
nature of reality. This philosophical perspective has been
explored in various ways by different thinkers, including
Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, and more contem-
porary philosophers like Alvin Plantinga and David Arm-
strong. Actualism influences a wide range of philosophical
areas, from logic and epistemology to ethics and the phi-
losophy of language. The roots of actualism can be traced
back to Aristotle, who emphasized the distinction between
actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and potentiality (dyna-
mis). Aristotle argued that things exist in their actual form
rather than merely as possibilities. This distinction played
a significant role in his metaphysics, particularly in his un-
derstanding of causation and change. In the medieval pe-
riod, scholars like Thomas Aquinas built upon Aristotelian
actualism to develop theological arguments, particularly in
relation to the existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus
purus (pure actuality) was foundational to his argument
that God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also
contributed to actualist thought with his principle of the
best possible world, which suggests that the actual world
Is the best of all possible worlds that God could have cre-
ated. Though his approach involved possible worlds, he
maintained that only one—the actual world—truly exists.

In the 20th and 21st centuries, actualism has been most
rigorously formulated in the context of modal metaphysi-
cs. Alvin Plantinga is one of the most influential actualists,
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and
meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist thinking
by maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather than to de-
scriptions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemology, actualism
has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how we under-
stand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then knowledge
about non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic or conceptual
analysis rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory,
actualism influences debates over moral responsibility and decision-making.
Some ethical theories consider what agents ought to do based on actual
circumstances rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain
consequentialist approaches that consider all possible outcomes. Theologi-
cal actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that
God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather than possible
ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example, often aligns with actua-
list perspectives by denying that God has unrealized potentialities. Despite

its appeal, actualism faces several challenges. One major criticism comes
from modal realists like David Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide
a more robust explanatory framework for necessity and possibility. Another
issue concerns counterfactuals and fiction. If only actual things exist, then

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and me-
aning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist thinking by
maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather than to descrip-
tions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemology, actualism has
consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then knowledge about
non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis
rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism
influences debates over moral responsibility and decision-making. Some
ethical theories consider what agents ought to do based on actual circum-
stances rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain consequen-
tialist approaches that consider all possible outcomes. Theological actualism,
influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowled-
ge and actions pertain to actual realities rather than possible ones. The doctri-
ne of divine simplicity, for example, often aligns with actualist perspectives by
denying that God has unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism
faces several challenges. One major criticism comes from modal realists like
David Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide a more robust explana-
tory framework for necessity and possibility. Another issue concerns coun-
terfactuals and fiction. If only actual things exist, then what does it mean to
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In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns
with actualist thinking by maintaining that
names refer directly to actual objects rather
than to descriptions that might encompass
possible entities. In epistemology, actualism
has consequences for knowledge and belief,
particularly in how we understand counter-
factual reasoning. If only actual things exist,
then knowledge about non-actual possibilities
must be grounded in linguistic or conceptual
analysis rather than in direct reference to
possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism
influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories
consider what agents ought to do based on
actual circumstances rather than hypothetical
ones. This contrasts with certain consequen-
tialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced
by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts
that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to
actual realities rather than possible ones. The
doctrine of divine simplicity, for example, often
aligns with actualist perspectives by denying

In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns
with actualist thinking by maintaining that
names refer directly to actual objects rather
than to descriptions that might encompass
possible entities. In epistemology, actualism
has consequences for knowledge and belief,
particularly in how we understand counter-
factual reasoning. If only actual things exist,
then knowledge about non-actual possibilities
must be grounded in linguistic or conceptual
analysis rather than in direct reference to
possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism
influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories
consider what agents ought to do based on
actual circumstances rather than hypothetical
ones. This contrasts with certain consequen-
tialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced
by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts
that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to
actual realities rather than possible ones. The
doctrine of divine simplicity, for example, often
aligns with actualist perspectives by denying

(6/31)

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories
of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of
reference aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects rather than

to descriptions that might encompass possible enti-

ties. In epistemology, actualism has consequences for
knowledge and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist,

then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be
grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather than
in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory,
actualism influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider
what agents ought to do based on actual circumstances
rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain
consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers
like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge
and actions pertain to actual realities rather than possible
ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example, often
aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God
has unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism
faces several challenges. One major criticism comes from
modal realists like David Lewis, who argue that possible
worlds provide a more robust explanatory framework

for necessity and possibility. Another issue concerns
counterfactuals and fiction. If only actual things exist, then
what does it mean to speak about fictional characters or
hypothetical scenarios? Actualists typically respond by
treating these as linguistic constructions rather than as
ontologically real entities. Additionally, some critics argue

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories
of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke's causal theory of
reference aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects rather than

to descriptions that might encompass possible enti-

ties. In epistemology, actualism has consequences for
knowledge and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist,

then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be
grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather than
in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory,
actualism influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider
what agents ought to do based on actual circumstances
rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain
consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers
like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge
and actions pertain to actual realities rather than possible
ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example, often
aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God
has unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism
faces several challenges. One major criticism comes from
modal realists like David Lewis, who argue that possible
worlds provide a more robust explanatory framework

for necessity and possibility. Another issue concerns
counterfactuals and fiction. If only actual things exist, then
what does it mean to speak about fictional characters

or hypothetical scenarios? Actualists typically respond
by treating these as linguistic constructions rather than
as ontologically real entities. Additionally, some critics
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposition
to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-actual
entities exist in some form. Actualism is most commonly
associated with modal metaphysics, where it plays a
crucial role in discussions about necessity, possibility,
and the nature of reality. This philosophical perspective
has been explored in various ways by different thinkers,
including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, and more
contemporary philosophers like Alvin Plantinga and Da-
vid Armstrong. Actualism influences a wide range of phi-
losophical areas, from logic and epistemology to ethics
and the philosophy of language. The roots of actualism
can be traced back to Aristotle, who emphasized the di-
stinction between actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and
potentiality (dynamis). Aristotle argued that things exist in
their actual form rather than merely as possibilities. This
distinction played a significant role in his metaphysics,
particularly in his understanding of causation and chan-
ge. In the medieval period, scholars like Thomas Aquinas
built upon Aristotelian actualism to develop theological
arguments, particularly in relation to the existence of
God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus (pure actuality) was
foundational to his argument that God is purely actual,
with no potentiality. Leibniz also contributed to actualist
thought with his principle of the best possible world, whi-
ch suggests that the actual world is the best of all possi-
ble worlds that God could have created. Though his ap-
proach involved possible worlds, he maintained that only
one—the actual world—truly exists. In the 20th and 21st
centuries, actualism has been most rigorously formula-
ted in the context of modal metaphysics. Alvin Plantinga

Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposition
to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-actual
entities exist in some form. Actualism is most commonly
associated with modal metaphysics, where it plays a cru-
cial role in discussions about necessity, possibility, and
the nature of reality. This philosophical perspective has
been explored in various ways by different thinkers, inclu-
ding Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, and more con-
temporary philosophers like Alvin Plantinga and David
Armstrong. Actualism influences a wide range of philo-
sophical areas, from logic and epistemology to ethics and
the philosophy of language. The roots of actualism can be
traced back to Aristotle, who emphasized the distinction
between actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and poten-
tiality (dynamis). Aristotle argued that things exist in their
actual form rather than merely as possibilities. This distin-
ction played a significant role in his metaphysics, particu-
larly in his understanding of causation and change. In the
medieval period, scholars like Thomas Aquinas built upon
Aristotelian actualism to develop theological arguments,
particularly in relation to the existence of God. Aquinas’
notion of actus purus (pure actuality) was foundational

to his argument that God is purely actual, with no poten-
tiality. Leibniz also contributed to actualist thought with
his principle of the best possible world, which suggests
that the actual world is the best of all possible worlds that
God could have created. Though his approach involved
possible worlds, he maintained that only one—the actual
world—truly exists. In the 20th and 21st centuries, actua-
lism has been most rigorously formulated in the context
of modal metaphysics. Alvin Plantinga is one of the most
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and
meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist thin-
king by maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather than
to descriptions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how
we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then
knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic

or conceptual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In
ethical theory, actualism influences debates over moral responsibility and
decision-making. Some ethical theories consider what agents ought to do
based on actual circumstances rather than hypothetical ones. This con-
trasts with certain consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and
Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual reali-
ties rather than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has unrealized
potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges. One
major criticism comes from modal realists like David Lewis, who argue that
possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory framework for necessity
and possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals and fiction. If only

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and
meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist thin-
king by maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather than

to descriptions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how
we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then
knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic

or conceptual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In
ethical theory, actualism influences debates over moral responsibility and
decision-making. Some ethical theories consider what agents ought to do
based on actual circumstances rather than hypothetical ones. This con-
trasts with certain consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and
Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual reali-
ties rather than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has unrealized
potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges. One
major criticism comes from modal realists like David Lewis, who argue that
possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory framework for necessity
and possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals and fiction. If only
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In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference
aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might en-
compass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge
and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual thin-
gs exist, then knowledge about non-actual
possibilities must be grounded in linguistic
or conceptual analysis rather than in direct
reference to possible worlds. In ethical
theory, actualism influences debates over
moral responsibility and decision-making.
Some ethical theories consider what agents
ought to do based on actual circumstances
rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts
with certain consequentialist approaches
that consider all possible outcomes. Theo-
logical actualism, influenced by thinkers like
Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual rea-
lities rather than possible ones. The doctrine
of divine simplicity, for example, often aligns

In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference
aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might en-
compass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge
and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual thin-
gs exist, then knowledge about non-actual
possibilities must be grounded in linguistic
or conceptual analysis rather than in direct
reference to possible worlds. In ethical the-
ory, actualism influences debates over moral
responsibility and decision-making. Some
ethical theories consider what agents ought
to do based on actual circumstances rather
than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with
certain consequentialist approaches that
consider all possible outcomes. Theological
actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas
and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowle-
dge and actions pertain to actual realities
rather than possible ones. The doctrine of
divine simplicity, for example, often aligns
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories
of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of
reference aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects rather than

to descriptions that might encompass possible entities.
In epistemology, actualism has consequences for
knowledge and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist,
then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be
grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather than
in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory,
actualism influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider
what agents ought to do based on actual circumstan-
ces rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with
certain consequentialist approaches that consider all
possible outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by
thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather
than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity,

for example, often aligns with actualist perspectives

by denying that God has unrealized potentialities.
Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges.
One major criticism comes from modal realists like
David Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide a
more robust explanatory framework for necessity and
possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals and
fiction. If only actual things exist, then what does it mean
to speak about fictional characters or hypothetical sce-
narios? Actualists typically respond by treating these as
linguistic constructions rather than as ontologically real

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories
of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of
reference aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects rather than

to descriptions that might encompass possible entities.
In epistemology, actualism has consequences for
knowledge and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist,

then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be
grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather than
in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory,
actualism influences debates over moral responsibility
and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider
what agents ought to do based on actual circumstan-
ces rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with
certain consequentialist approaches that consider all
possible outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by
thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather
than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity,

for example, often aligns with actualist perspectives

by denying that God has unrealized potentialities.
Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges.
One major criticism comes from modal realists like
David Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide a
more robust explanatory framework for necessity and
possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals and
fiction. If only actual things exist, then what does it mean
to speak about fictional characters or hypothetical sce-
narios? Actualists typically respond by treating these as
linguistic constructions rather than as ontologically real
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposi-
tion to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-
actual entities exist in some form. Actualism is most
commonly associated with modal metaphysics, where it
plays a crucial role in discussions about necessity, pos-
sibility, and the nature of reality. This philosophical per-
spective has been explored in various ways by different
thinkers, including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz,
and more contemporary philosophers like Alvin Plantin-
ga and David Armstrong. Actualism influences a wide
range of philosophical areas, from logic and epistemo-
logy to ethics and the philosophy of language. The roots
of actualism can be traced back to Aristotle, who em-
phasized the distinction between actuality (energeia or
entelecheia) and potentiality (dynamis). Aristotle argued
that things exist in their actual form rather than merely
as possibilities. This distinction played a significant role
in his metaphysics, particularly in his understanding of
causation and change. In the medieval period, scholars
like Thomas Aquinas built upon Aristotelian actualism to
develop theological arguments, particularly in relation
to the existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus
(pure actuality) was foundational to his argument that
God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also
contributed to actualist thought with his principle of the
best possible world, which suggests that the actual wor-
Id is the best of all possible worlds that God could have
created. Though his approach involved possible worlds,
he maintained that only one—the actual world—truly
exists. In the 20th and 21st centuries, actualism has
been most rigorously formulated in the context of modal

Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposi-
tion to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-
actual entities exist in some form. Actualism is most
commonly associated with modal metaphysics, where it
plays a crucial role in discussions about necessity, pos-
sibility, and the nature of reality. This philosophical per-
spective has been explored in various ways by different
thinkers, including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz,
and more contemporary philosophers like Alvin Plantin-
ga and David Armstrong. Actualism influences a wide
range of philosophical areas, from logic and epistemo-
logy to ethics and the philosophy of language. The roots
of actualism can be traced back to Aristotle, who em-
phasized the distinction between actuality (energeia or
entelecheia) and potentiality (dynamis). Aristotle argued
that things exist in their actual form rather than merely
as possibilities. This distinction played a significant role
in his metaphysics, particularly in his understanding of
causation and change. In the medieval period, scholars
like Thomas Aquinas built upon Aristotelian actualism to
develop theological arguments, particularly in relation
to the existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus
(pure actuality) was foundational to his argument that
God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also
contributed to actualist thought with his principle of

the best possible world, which suggests that the actual
world is the best of all possible worlds that God could
have created. Though his approach involved possible
worlds, he maintained that only one—the actual world—
truly exists. In the 20th and 21st centuries, actualism has
been most rigorously formulated in the context of modal
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and
meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist
thinking by maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather
than to descriptions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemo-
logy, actualism has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in
how we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist,
then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be grounded in lin-
guistic or conceptual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible
worlds. In ethical theory, actualism influences debates over moral respon-
sibility and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider what agents
ought to do based on actual circumstances rather than hypothetical ones.
This contrasts with certain consequentialist approaches that consider

all possible outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers like
Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge and actions pertain
to actual realities rather than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simpli-
city, for example, often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that
God has unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces se-
veral challenges. One major criticism comes from modal realists like David
Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory
framework for necessity and possibility. Another issue concerns coun-

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of reference and
meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference aligns with actualist thin-
king by maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects rather than
to descriptions that might encompass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how
we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then
knowledge about non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic
or conceptual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In
ethical theory, actualism influences debates over moral responsibility and
decision-making. Some ethical theories consider what agents ought to do
based on actual circumstances rather than hypothetical ones. This con-
trasts with certain consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and
Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual rea-
lities rather than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for exam-
ple, often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has unre-
alized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges.
One major criticism comes from modal realists like David Lewis, who
argue that possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory framework
for necessity and possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals and

Book, Book Italic 12,10, 8 points

In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference
aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might
encompass possible entities. In episte-
mology, actualism has consequences for
knowledge and belief, particularly in how we
understand counterfactual reasoning. If only
actual things exist, then knowledge about
non-actual possibilities must be grounded
in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather
than in direct reference to possible wor-
Ids. In ethical theory, actualism influences
debates over moral responsibility and
decision-making. Some ethical theories
consider what agents ought to do based on
actual circumstances rather than hypothe-
tical ones. This contrasts with certain
consequentialist approaches that consider
all possible outcomes. Theological actua-
lism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas
and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowle-
dge and actions pertain to actual realities
rather than possible ones. The doctrine of

In the philosophy of language, actualism
affects theories of reference and meaning.
Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference
aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining
that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might en-
compass possible entities. In epistemology,
actualism has consequences for knowledge
and belief, particularly in how we understand
counterfactual reasoning. If only actual thin-
gs exist, then knowledge about non-actual
possibilities must be grounded in linguistic
or conceptual analysis rather than in direct
reference to possible worlds. In ethical
theory, actualism influences debates over
moral responsibility and decision-making.
Some ethical theories consider what agents
ought to do based on actual circumstances
rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts
with certain consequentialist approaches
that consider all possible outcomes. Theo-
logical actualism, influenced by thinkers like
Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual rea-
lities rather than possible ones. The doctrine
of divine simplicity, for example, often aligns
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects the-
ories of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal
theory of reference aligns with actualist thinking by
maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might encompass
possible entities. In epistemology, actualism has
consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly

in how we understand counterfactual reasoning. If
only actual things exist, then knowledge about non-
actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic or
conceptual analysis rather than in direct reference to
possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism influences
debates over moral responsibility and decision-ma-
king. Some ethical theories consider what agents
ought to do based on actual circumstances rather
than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain
consequentialist approaches that consider all possible
outcomes. Theological actualism, influenced by
thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather
than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity,
for example, often aligns with actualist perspectives
by denying that God has unrealized potentialities.
Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challenges.
One major criticism comes from modal realists like
David Lewis, who argue that possible worlds provide a
more robust explanatory framework for necessity and
possibility. Another issue concerns counterfactuals
and fiction. If only actual things exist, then what does it
mean to speak about fictional characters or hypotheti-
cal scenarios? Actualists typically respond by treating

In the philosophy of language, actualism affects the-
ories of reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal
theory of reference aligns with actualist thinking by
maintaining that names refer directly to actual objects
rather than to descriptions that might encompass
possible entities. In epistemology, actualism has
consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in
how we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only
actual things exist, then knowledge about non-actual
possibilities must be grounded in linguistic or concep-
tual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible
worlds. In ethical theory, actualism influences debates
over moral responsibility and decision-making. Some
ethical theories consider what agents ought to do
based on actual circumstances rather than hypotheti-
cal ones. This contrasts with certain consequentialist
approaches that consider all possible outcomes.
Theological actualism, influenced by thinkers like Aqui-
nas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s knowledge and
actions pertain to actual realities rather than possible
ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that
God has unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal,
actualism faces several challenges. One major criticism
comes from modal realists like David Lewis, who argue
that possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory
framework for necessity and possibility. Another issue
concerns counterfactuals and fiction. If only actual
things exist, then what does it mean to speak about fi-
ctional characters or hypothetical scenarios? Actualists
typically respond by treating these as linguistic con-
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposi-
tion to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-
actual entities exist in some form. Actualism is most
commonly associated with modal metaphysics, where
it plays a crucial role in discussions about necessity,
possibility, and the nature of reality. This philosophical
perspective has been explored in various ways by dif-
ferent thinkers, including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm
Leibniz, and more contemporary philosophers like
Alvin Plantinga and David Armstrong. Actualism in-
fluences a wide range of philosophical areas, from lo-
gic and epistemology to ethics and the philosophy of
language. The roots of actualism can be traced back
to Aristotle, who emphasized the distinction betwe-
en actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and potentiality
(dynamis). Aristotle argued that things exist in their
actual form rather than merely as possibilities. This
distinction played a significant role in his metaphysi-
cs, particularly in his understanding of causation and
change. In the medieval period, scholars like Thomas
Aquinas built upon Aristotelian actualism to develop
theological arguments, particularly in relation to the
existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus (pure
actuality) was foundational to his argument that God
is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also con-
tributed to actualist thought with his principle of the
best possible world, which suggests that the actual
world is the best of all possible worlds that God could
have created. Though his approach involved possi-
ble worlds, he maintained that only one—the actual
world—truly exists. In the 20th and 21st centuries,
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objects rather than to descriptions that might encompass possible
entities. In epistemology, actualism has consequences for knowledge
and belief, particularly in how we understand counterfactual reasoning.
If only actual things exist, then knowledge about non-actual possibili-
ties must be grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather than
in direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism in-
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ethical theories consider what agents ought to do based on actual
circumstances rather than hypothetical ones. This contrasts with cer-
tain consequentialist approaches that consider all possible outcomes.
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ga, asserts that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities
rather than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has unrea-
lized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces several challen-
ges. One maijor criticism comes from modal realists like David Lewis,
who argue that possible worlds provide a more robust explanatory fra-
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts that
only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands in opposi-
tion to possibilism, which holds that possible but non-
actual entities exist in some form. Actualism is most
commonly associated with modal metaphysics, where
it plays a crucial role in discussions about necessity,
possibility, and the nature of reality. This philosophical
perspective has been explored in various ways by dif-
ferent thinkers, including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm
Leibniz, and more contemporary philosophers like
Alvin Plantinga and David Armstrong. Actualism in-
fluences a wide range of philosophical areas, from lo-
gic and epistemology to ethics and the philosophy of
language. The roots of actualism can be traced back
to Aristotle, who emphasized the distinction betwe-
en actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and potentiality
(dynamis). Aristotle argued that things exist in their
actual form rather than merely as possibilities. This
distinction played a significant role in his metaphysi-
cs, particularly in his understanding of causation and
change. In the medieval period, scholars like Thomas
Aquinas built upon Aristotelian actualism to develop
theological arguments, particularly in relation to the
existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus (pure
actuality) was foundational to his argument that God
is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leibniz also con-
tributed to actualist thought with his principle of the
best possible world, which suggests that the actual
world is the best of all possible worlds that God could
have created. Though his approach involved possi-
ble worlds, he maintained that only one—the actual
world—truly exists. In the 20th and 21st centuries,
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that asserts
that only actual, concrete entities exist. It stands
in opposition to possibilism, which holds that pos-
sible but non-actual entities exist in some form.
Actualism is most commonly associated with mo-
dal metaphysics, where it plays a crucial role in
discussions about necessity, possibility, and the
nature of reality. This philosophical perspective
has been explored in various ways by different
thinkers, including Aristotle, Gottfried Wilhelm
Leibniz, and more contemporary philosophers like
Alvin Plantinga and David Armstrong. Actualism
influences a wide range of philosophical areas,
from logic and epistemology to ethics and the phi-
losophy of language. The roots of actualism can
be traced back to Aristotle, who emphasized the
distinction between actuality (energeia or entele-
cheia) and potentiality (dynamis). Aristotle argued
that things exist in their actual form rather than
merely as possibilities. This distinction played a
significant role in his metaphysics, particularly in
his understanding of causation and change. In the
medieval period, scholars like Thomas Aquinas
built upon Aristotelian actualism to develop the-
ological arguments, particularly in relation to the
existence of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus
(pure actuality) was foundational to his argument
that God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Lei-
bniz also contributed to actualist thought with his
principle of the best possible world, which sugge-
sts that the actual world is the best of all possible
worlds that God could have created. Though his
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factual reasoning. If only actual things exist, then knowledge about
non-actual possibilities must be grounded in linguistic or concep-
tual analysis rather than in direct reference to possible worlds. In
ethical theory, actualism influences debates over moral responsi-
bility and decision-making. Some ethical theories consider what
agents ought to do based on actual circumstances rather than
hypothetical ones. This contrasts with certain consequentialist ap-
proaches that consider all possible outcomes. Theological actua-
lism, influenced by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts
that God’s knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather
than possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has
unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces seve-
ral challenges. One major criticism comes from modal realists like
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Actualism is a metaphysical position that as-
serts that only actual, concrete entities exist. It
stands in opposition to possibilism, which holds
that possible but non-actual entities existin
some form. Actualism is most commonly asso-
ciated with modal metaphysics, where it plays a
crucial role in discussions about necessity, pos-
sibility, and the nature of reality. This philosophi-
cal perspective has been explored in various
ways by different thinkers, including Aristotle,
Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz, and more contempo-
rary philosophers like Alvin Plantinga and David
Armstrong. Actualism influences a wide range
of philosophical areas, from logic and epistemo-
logy to ethics and the philosophy of language.
The roots of actualism can be traced back to Ari-
stotle, who emphasized the distinction between
actuality (energeia or entelecheia) and potentia-
lity (dynamis). Aristotle argued that things exist
in their actual form rather than merely as possi-
bilities. This distinction played a significant role
in his metaphysics, particularly in his understan-
ding of causation and change. In the medieval
period, scholars like Thomas Aquinas built upon
Aristotelian actualism to develop theological ar-
guments, particularly in relation to the existen-
ce of God. Aquinas’ notion of actus purus (pure
actuality) was foundational to his argument that
God is purely actual, with no potentiality. Leib-
niz also contributed to actualist thought with
his principle of the best possible world, which
suggests that the actual world is the best of all
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In the philosophy of language, actualism affects theories of
reference and meaning. Saul Kripke’s causal theory of reference
aligns with actualist thinking by maintaining that names refer
directly to actual objects rather than to descriptions that mi-
ght encompass possible entities. In epistemology, actualism
has consequences for knowledge and belief, particularly in how
we understand counterfactual reasoning. If only actual thin-

gs exist, then knowledge about non-actual possibilities must

be grounded in linguistic or conceptual analysis rather thanin
direct reference to possible worlds. In ethical theory, actualism
influences debates over moral responsibility and decision-ma-
king. Some ethical theories consider what agents ought to do
based on actual circumstances rather than hypothetical ones.
This contrasts with certain consequentialist approaches that
consider all possible outcomes. Theological actualism, influen-
ced by thinkers like Aquinas and Plantinga, asserts that God’s
knowledge and actions pertain to actual realities rather than
possible ones. The doctrine of divine simplicity, for example,
often aligns with actualist perspectives by denying that God has
unrealized potentialities. Despite its appeal, actualism faces
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