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Way-Nominalism: 

An Ontological Ground for Non-Nominal Quantification 

Abstract. In this paper, I propose a novel Nominalism about universals, I call 

Way-Nominalism. In Way-Nominalism, it is argued that ways that things are—

e.g., being a human—exist and that ways things are take over the theoretical 

roles that universals play in Realism. Importantly, in Way-Nominalism, a way 

things are is understood in terms of  how reality is carved up. Then, after 

showing that the ground that Rayo & Yablo (2001) put forward for their claim 

that the second-order non-nominal quantification carries no ontological 

commitment to entities of  any sort is quite a linguistic and thereby a shaky 

ground, I offer Way-Nominalism as an ontological ground for their claim, which 

will serve as a firm and proper foundation for their claim. 
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