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Abstract

David Lewis’s theory of modal realism—the theory that our world is one among 

many others that are spatiotemporally isolated yet on an ontological par—typically draws

the incredulous stare. There are, however, some aspects of his theory that theists may find

appealing. For example, the multiverse theodicy, which has been proposed as a solution 

to the problem of evil, involves concrete, spatiotemporally isolated worlds other than our 

own. Furthermore, modal realism entails S5, and S5 yields a valid ontological argument 

for God’s existence. In light of these promising implications, theists may be inclined to 

accept, or at least be open to, modal realism. Unfortunately, they should not accept modal

realism, for—as I argue in this paper—modal realism and theism are incompatible.

My main argument takes the following form:

P1. There are many spatiotemporally isolated worlds, all of which exist simpliciter. 
(Statement of modal realism)

P2. God exists. (Statement of theism)
P3. Either God exists in some world or it is not the case that God exists in some 

world. (Law of excluded middle)
P4. If God is in some world, then worlds are not isolated.
P5. If worlds are not isolated, then modal realism is false. (From P1)
P6. If God is not in some world, then God does not exist.
P7. If God does not exist, then theism is false. (From P2)
C. Either modal realism is false or theism is false.

If my argument is sound, modal realism and theism cannot both be true. P1 and P2 are 

simply statements of modal realism and theism. P5 and P7 follow from them, 

respectively. P3 is uncontroversially true. Thus, the controversial premises are P4 and P6.

Below, I offer a brief exegesis of P1, and then sketch a defense of the controversial 

premises P4 and P6.

Two of modal realism’s core tenets are realism and isolation. According to 

realism, possible worlds do not differ from our world in their manner of existing. Other 

worlds and their inhabiting individuals exist simpliciter; they exist on an ontological par 

with the actual world. According to isolation, a world is the mereological sum of all the 

individuals that are part of it; and individuals are parts of the same world if and only if 

they are spatiotemporally related. A world, then, is unified by the spatiotemporal 
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interrelation of its parts; and two worlds are distinct so long as there is no spatiotemporal 

relation between them. In other words, possible worlds are spatiotemporally isolated. So, 

from realism and isolation, modal realism holds that all possible worlds are 

spatiotemporally isolated yet exist on an ontological par.

Now that we have a better grasp of P1, let’s move to the heart of the argument. 

Either God exists in some world or it is not the case that God exists in some world. Most 

theists will hold the former, perhaps in light of God’s presence in the world. After all, 

tradition has it that God created the world and interacts with it. However, if God’s 

creation and interaction with a world are enough to say that he is in it, then God is in all 

worlds, not just some worlds. Indeed, even the ontological argument maintains that God’s

existence is necessary—that is, there is no possibility according to which God does not 

exist. But if God is in all worlds, worlds must not be isolated. For if God created all 

worlds and interacts with them, God stands in a causal relation with everything. 

However, two individuals can causally interact only if they are spatiotemporally related. 

So God must be causally and spatiotemporally related to everything. In other words, 

every world has a part that is causally and spatiotemporally related to everything. In 

which case, according to isolation, possible worlds and their inhabitants are not isolated. 

God’s existence in all worlds effectively conflates all possible worlds into one massive 

world. Everything, then, is actual and necessary. This is an unacceptable consequence for

the modal realist. 

Suppose instead that it is not the case that God is in some world. Perhaps theists 

who conceive of God as timeless will take this disjunct since if God is not in time, God 

cannot be in a world that is in time. But if God is not in spacetime, God cannot be 

spatiotemporally related to a world. Unfortunately, however, anything not 

spatiotemporally related to a world simply does not exist according to Lewis’s modal 

realism. For modality, according to Lewis, is quantification over worlds and what goes on

in them, and worlds, according to isolation, are unified by the spatiotemporal 

interrelation of their parts. In which case, to say that God is not a part of any world is to 

say that God is necessarily nonexistent. This, clearly, is an unacceptable conclusion for 

the theist. Thus it is evident that modal realism and theism are incompatible.
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