A2 F 4 9

gule] AZHolee FHoR——

A & T

1. o 2 @

Aol FAYRAEL YR 21 S (statement)o] 23§ o] o she] “u)
7h s Ago] T JuHrt? 2 BLo2A A4 us $45d
2 Sulg = 2 ou)e] ALl WA s ok ALY Julg E4E
o 2 9Jplo] Ay F9L The Vienna Circle & 2402 § =z 42
FAAEE T F YUz dulE 2140t} “The meaning is the use™® = of
o8] %ol whz olole] Aol Aol U44e FAA AL 2
2o 2 Wittgenstein & & 4 gl t}.

A 4539 FP325] Jaul, o F(sentence)o] qYHoz
ezt Jodd FAAAY, APHos AFES & 24 (statement)
< 2ok Aoty Wt dA4Hoz RBE WASE 429 Fgo of
d AR AAE 2RAAY 398 JeiE 2] 98 4 3l (IES
H 2 F R ERTFH A 2 A FAe.) 2y B4 A4H
. (cognitve), A}4lA (factual), 7]<A (descriptive) F=}zd] =9 (literal) &)
® AYdE” 28R 4ol A Aoj= 92 4(n principle) EiS(true or
false) ¢ wolAY g Q2E & gv Aee s Botn 37
Aot ASdele] BE oG nle AZolA B AEUSe ge B3
A “olde A, FAd TR Yola, LE AANA YE3} FA
Ad A2 A FeE 24 A4 Tge 2. 2z dEE

1) M. White, The age of analysis, a Mentor Book, New York 1955 p.228
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L35 FOF GAAE g 4L ZE AHF] 2304 2RE

2 ZAE T E AF P8 £A4oA  Reichenbach 7} AA ¢ upet
7o) o] F¢ & A¥yAL $F9 EE AE] U o]4HAd FAHA ¥
A7l 918 22A AEHS YUY zddtd e ZolgAw d4AE £

= 9)u| gl o]t Ao}, Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus o 4 Witt-
genstein X o]} 7L dREY gL B Aeldrirdrs FUE
(nonsensical) w24 & F Y& FAolgEs Aol

olAd =g AFFYAEe] YuigE FAE FAH3 WA T o of
Lol YA S-E JFo] viE AFAE T v 474 AFH=Y ASHs
A9 71FE3 FAHE WH 2y g

G A5 =F AFFAAE] & Yol A5HY guiEs FYPAR
ofd A7 ddHoz Seigle Aoldd HAEHoR AFH F ook
. AYA AFo] vy JFelPz F+h

lf‘—Ti

2. A& =49 JIE

$2e o9 A4 Qeiglkn ¥ A, @ FAA A5 F A& (verifia-
ble) A$§ TohA, AEd (verified) Fpolwt el & ZEchz FHA @
£ A Sk & Al ogA HHd “dAA—A AFE F ¢
£ Aol FYelsA =& £ (here and now predicament)o] 4 o] ¢ <
St AZAel% AF A4 ¢ A9 Lewis vt Schlick 7 148 wh
s 7ol Russello] “FYA AL $e17h AA 2 BAE Rol FaRH ">

2) Reichenbach, The Rise of Scientific Philosophy Chapter 1 p.3 The Urmerslty
of California Press p.106

3) Ibid. p.4

4) M. Schlick, Meaning and Verification. Central issues in Philosophy Series
p.104

5) Ibid. Verifiability means Possibility of Verification p. 106

6) Ibid. quoted by Schlick, Empirical knowledge is confined to what we actually
observe. p.104
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A& Here and Now Predicament ] ¢ F& 93 7] =},
ARl AF 5L JtEdE Hol =2 A dvle] A s
29 Ges 2,
Reichenbach & ¢] 7}549 Md¢ 714 7154, 244 7t54, =
A Asdoz vr%oi wgpen

D sled A

oJAL ofF Aol G AFol Mol A=Y F& e A= A5
#A Qdzte] 2z Yk J1E2A HAYT F Ax AL DY (This con-

cerns facts the realization of which lies within the power of individuals or

r°"

of groups of men).
EDE RS
Aol A AFl AR FARE Aglel EAF YA Eel
5 oofd Aol F AR YA EA FEHA AL FAHo=
s Aol &3tz 28 X wHolE E/bsd A2z ", (It demands-
only that the fact in question be comfortable to physical laws regardless:
of human power).
) =24 7bed
AL ol Aol A ABol BEg AvA PR A, 3 old A4
o] 2 4o 2ot AUA god Aoz A% Aol Sm Teg
AUE =gHoz E715¢ Ao =, (It demands still less; it demands.
the fact can be imagined or strictly speaking, that it involve no contradi-
ction.) o] FA =eld & Eeuhs WA E 8 a7 97 AE
o o] F AF 2 9de] 7t We Aolzgtz & 4 ¢t} (This third con-
cept of possibility is the widest one; it excludes only contradictions).
28 d Reichenbach = o] & 4l oA 74 71542 =z ¥ dF
FZ 2 vk A= YA g2 Az FE5HY Ane 2 uH e

7) Reichenbach, Experience and Prediction pp. 38-39
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A¥E Az ] Aol A549 /2o 3 4 Y0 m B o
@9 wA s 2 495 A He A Adz 97 A of
q Ao Egol YEESl, ofn AAE AAE 4 UL 2 A4d néol
Qete Aoz 2738 A9 A02 BE AL UF B4HlolA WobE
o3 4A Fe FAEAAE uigle Aoz Wb FolA I APy A
Y etz it

o]gAl & @ Reichenbach= E2l4 754& AF4HY 7Fez 4=
Qe Ao Rl

3. 2ojgl HEH 0|8

A7t e AFH5AY 71EE - 5 AelA F11kE  Reichen-
bach 7} Febe E A shsAel T A ASFYAEL 949 -°4 1
Foul g AF5E F AL AL gvidde A, A5 £ %1 BAE
g Aolztz E& Hx 29 gu] HAF Yol &L AMNAA Yrtn ,\1"'}.
S 2EL gvg 454 FolA A

o gul9 HFAEE AZHY A ot HHAZ 52 1}y
Ad. 2 Y& 44§ 2o Ayer & Language, Truth and Logic o] A ‘7
HolA ARAH o2 AZFSE #8AZ4 (strong verifiability) & Ex 9=
‘Carnap= The Rejection of Metaphysics o] 4 ‘v}o] az2] x|z+o g4 A
AZEF A AA A2 (direct verifiability) ] ZAqlt] o] AEL =z A
Aol Zet7] A Eel ol A5& AAA %4 (inclusive verifiability) o] 2
2 FEd oYY AAA AFHL 279 EaAH 4239 QLA ¢
Al AE Aelvh. A4 AFAAAE Ayerd 38 A=4, Carnap
A A3 AFH 02N FAE ugdE FAZ wolEolm 2yt WAL
guigle HAR wolEA, ogA el A4 AZYL oule H=
ToE ¥ Ho A%AQ FAY IHEAEL duigls @Az Hokse
AE A Hd.

8) Ibid. p.45
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Carnap & “§t A& A4H rle 29 4 A7 2AqF gz F
AR, G714 AzAo Y S BBY F e AAB) (Ao
AL WL F 4V 4 £4¢ AU AT 2L S dx =

AL A A4A Ju] Y o] 4F L g lol4 & sentence: z F

Az okl 49 & UE A3 A4A gulg Ay
28y Az 2A gujg HA4}HE o9 2L A EE FrbA o] fof
| € 4ol HFH At

AAZ ol AEL ZEZ o] &H ZHo] 17 HEe]}. o F &4 “
AAE Axpd Al ad R A8 FAE F 5 Ao o)A 94
olgA e dAY AFozH AR AFE 71 QLA

A2 v AFFAAEL 25 YulBoA 9% Yad wu4y
€ 2493z Ad. dEEd, ‘ZE AL S E QuHAE 34
‘AR Ry A2 A5E 7§48 Bog SRR @] g Eoit o
y3tA ol gt BAe FaF Al AH £34 A Ale Az
+YE 97 dAEol Az A" BREAE Y ¢ As 419 Ao
ol 7] = Eol}.

U AAR AFAo AHAE 2 ALUNA T3 AR H Yo 9
ol RS AFHE AL B2 UFdE F2 Averd &F AEA
{weak verifiability) & ‘Ao zar AZHE A’Y g4 LAY
T2 b HAE e 3AE 9rde Aol 294 2@ HAE
gulgle FA . 05 JA S ANE AT F U= DY o] Yo
vl Jd& FAZ e Aok, %3 Carnap 9] ‘AA AFE F Y& A
o] obx A AFE F Ut 94 AANAAERZ FYHA A% w24 A
FEE WA 254 2. Carnap o A HHAF Eoind ‘WA o
447t ¥ A & FA7 2AA6 S8 E 2R 2] @ (observa-

O{N

i

9) Ayer Language, Truth and Logic p.22 1936.
10) Ibid. 26
11) R. Carnap, The Rejection Metaphysics p.210
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tion)ol JH A AFE + Ut =2}A o JHAAE AYYA G ¥
. 2z o] JA BAE Wt ALY d48 vA =" mEH A
9. 22y o] d4 H=z 5 Ao|h(“This key is made of iron”)e)
BAE ASe PP A=A Yol At dE 5w, Aol Ao
Ryl 2oz 45t FAAEAE WL Bk oL Yoz
% & (deduction) 3} = A

Piid47t A2 Soida(e] FAE Az elok &b,

Pyiol H2d EA& A4 el Fowd 7o) ZTejalg, (o]xe 24
9 A (Physical law) 2. 2 ou] AZ35 ARolc}),

Pyifol AFAE Aot (o] HAE oln] AZH G

Piiol 941 & A5A )Gl szl k. o] AL el maro] 9
A4 AY A5, o] 4 AR e Fe AES 2L £ g

Psio] d4+ = (F4)ell sl 23 o] Fa & Aolot,

ol BAE B JAA AAE F e FoldNd Aol = of
He FAE DAtz gt o] JAY BmEE A4 AAlolYe =x
2R Ao A9 (electrical), 74| AH¢] (mechanical), 3}8+42] (chemical),.
3 (opticaDsl 220 8 A FAH A (positive) HAE Jg w, =i
Proj 442 AA2 AxNE Aol $29 A Ao 2Zgx
A =9 44 (to a degree of certainty) g dAl o wZo)x 2ale A
2 Al 244 (absolute certainty) & J¢ 4 Y& Aok, o] AZ
9 (verified), £+ A4 AE5E = A& (verifiable), & wiFo] o3 4=
APz e =58 ¥ F Adx A% dge AL FoEs] o Fol},
2HEZ Y02 FAAA(negative)dll & DAY 754 L 9= Aojgtn &
T it weA g4 P Ada s A5" dAgn & 4 ¢ o
71l Al glE Aol ofAlul o]FA B FA P A2 31
499 9gn & WAy 234 FAged Rud @Az P
ol 8} el Ayer 9] gt A3 Carnap 9] indirect verifiability of 4 =

12> Carn#p, The Rejection Metaphisics pp.220-221 .
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AAAAY EL 7Hsd RS ¥ 5 AV, BARAE A RFAA
AE PAHD AeIE FAL BE Bel goh |

AF7A Bolg gule] AFYY AL FAEL ofd HAE AHA F
L A AFE F AV 24 AAAAGFAEAE A9 ¥ F+ A
od gride HAR Byt

o] FAEL AFAHE ‘HAAA HAFA oA wolEdd FL EollA W
WA st A5Ae e AR vaE drAE A ¢ AA HAG §
oA sHEAel FA (2419 o)A BeRe] FHA FAE ojdF 23
HellA 22 AFAE 4 F Az 2¥A F3AE GAE = 9
244 F §1°Vé—°-— A ""’“ﬂ°l7] W el guigle A2 g 2o} gt
rlzk7bA]) 2 ‘:—l*ﬂ-‘{% Ax 240 2H3e 2E HASEE Z2AA (conclusive-
ez AFY £+ =3z, odd 24 Lol 284 & B4F
TE Az 224 FHRAEHEEAE dnde dAS%z ¥ + A
22 o) U FAE BLRANA b ARl HAYo] opix A=
o B4 F B4 F£ 94 probability)el e Ao

A=zt S G4 g0 g A4 (certainty) o] A =-F 5o A4
22 Zol7le AL ®ol grh. Reichenbach &= Experience and Prediction
A4 el AFAolEE F 9= vehiz g sAdE, HAL
aRel B 52 B2 ASE Fvhd z Afelwt el 2 oz
<{“A proposition has meaninig if, and only if it is verifiable as true or
false”y 4 9%, F 947 2250 AshALo] A8 K 3L B2 2
2 AFAE 9& W e Yu]E e ol (Two propositions have the
same meaning if they obtain the same determination as true or false by
every possible observation) A== “Yn] & ZE= A" “AZ " £ Q)
AL 598 AL F9%. Soh AEE (verifed) o] e] P4 A
%% 4 (verifiable) Q& WA+ 9 v)¢l=(meaningfu) = A 2 31}, o)

13) Moritz Schlick &= =9 A9 vl & F9 YA 2tk F A sentence is cogni-
tively meaningful if and only if it’s logically possible to verify the statement
in experience.
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A 4% Reichenbach &) 2214 A54¢ A%y s&oz 4w g
+& &5 gld. EAgE s F 940 259 d3E F9A zedd
3 9ul7t FEdee Aold. 2 B F& 47 59 Adeldh. “EA
A7l BZoz £Add " AL “E4 Brsl AZoz A9 "s #HAS
A2 98 A4de Aestx de Relzdx e dx A" o] F G4
= Aoz T4 B Al A ASHE F F Urk et
o 3 Aol Qe 2 g9 E AY HAR FFHI] o Fol ¥

o] F 482 Yeld v YrlY AFH) B2 o AHEE AA
olt}. 3t Statement 9] QA AH ¢o]r]: = Statement o] Y9 =g 2A
e AMloltt. o] AASL Ynle] HFHolBA od ALE A
£ Reichenbach & &3} o] 7%tz ¢lct.

Qg A sh satgel A Aol FA9 nleh 2 A zAS] 2
sttbz & o gluvks A AR st ol A4 ASHE
of ol z o] A A =EHE AAFAE A AAHE AF =
gtell ¢17] = Fel .

=24 AFFIAEL JAEAS HAEA Y BA & FY4 (equiva-
lence)ol 2tz 7HA Bl FxQlet. wetd =8l A AFFYRELS A&
Agtstn oA FEHE JAYAEE (e a,]01 33 T wjof &3}

e 548 FA3d, (Let us denote the aggregate of direct propositoins by

_>.:,

o

b
r

7

-

h
39,
(3

e

ot e

mUE

T

[a,a,--- a,], the indirect proposition by A; then positivism maintains the
equivalence)®
A=[a1a,+ a,]— (1)

A71A =715 AHgtel Zode As g F 4,0 Helgd
(@18, a,]= Holzte Aol vhtsiA2 A, olfietd (a4 al= B2
£ Aoldh. A 99 £ANA (00 0] A ke 2HAANA 2
A ol AEL M4 F33k Aolt}. (This is not a finite class;jorTat least

14) Reichenbach, Experience and Prediction p. 44, The University of Chicago Press
15) Ibid. p.48
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it is practically infinite class, i.e., a class which never can be exhaustively

given to human beings, !®

detd (D 0 BE9 Aol 4Rz o Fold 4 g A7e 5

i
& ARolct. weld A9} [a16,- a,]& Z(equivalence) 2 FErhe A A
Fo]t}. Reichenbach & o] A& = J15E A83d oo o)
e o

A-S-[ayay a,]—(2)

A St [a10y au]AtolF ZHA A A7 #AA A=A Apo]ef
EAGdAL A debe AolA F54l dde As itz YA
ol gt Mol

Reichenbach of £] sl s Aol & HE{RS] A2 o] Yol | A4 (probability)
o AFAE Dtz A wHY FAE FANA v & AL A
& & Pestz .

AN B uke} 2ol grl AFAHo)BL FAHAA o= Az HA
Hoz FAE A8 ok Yot

4 WY
o] ¢ W&ol oA FA(sentence) s} 2] & (statement), = A (proposition)
9 AdE FEAA AEHT 97 B¢ A4EY AAEd e 29

2 A48 AEolth = o] FlAE EFER TET + e AL

A % (statement), = &] (proposition) 2 A}-&-3 2 olv|8] £F& oA =&
T (sentence) £ E {3 AHE-H-S-& wralc.

w “olu]o AZHol2 oA AZPAANS AFE F Q=U? 2Ae]
ASHA XA 24L& Foud Aol HA v 3t £A7 A 2
Py A543 BRY £A47 ke A5 f84e dHA B
F3lE & Aolth. AL AF4EE 87 KA st wE EHL
Aoz &AL 4 3.

16) Ibid p.50
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2oz o) AZYHS 444 $AA WA AF TR, TR £%
o AL AR 2z AFASAY J1E¢ BAA 7}—%3011 )
944 749 APsaTolse BAAA FUE 2+ god A
& Zoly & doke W ofgy gule) AFHNEL BAHAA ol F
£9 244 Ad4ez g FAE AR ¢ WiHe Ae
A5tz o] & sl

N

Résumé

Verification Principle

——1In the light of the verifiability theory of meaning——
Hyun-kyu Shin

The logical positivists asserted that for any sentence to be cognitively
‘meaningful it must express a statement that is either analystic or
-empirically verifiable.

According to Reichenbach the criterions for verifiability are supposed
to be technical possibility, logical possibility, physical possibility.

Of these three possibilities Reichenhack says that the concept of
Togical possibility is the widest of the three concepts, and that the
concept of technical possibility is the narrowest of the three concepts.

Even if one accepts physical possibility for the definition of
verifiability, Reichenbach points that these would be meaningless
propositions. He says that if one is to make a choice between these
two definitions of physical meaning and logical meaning, one must
clearly keep in mind that this is a question for a volitional décision

and not a question of a truth character. But physical possibility seems
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more appropriate to the criterion for the definition of verifiability.

The logical positivists say that the cognitive meaning of a proposition
is determind by the verifiability. In their early formulations they held
that the cognitive meaning of a proposition is determined completely
by the experiences that would verify it conclusively.‘ A statement
‘which cannot be verified conclusively is not verifiable at all. This was
called the requirement of “strong verifiability.” |

To meet the difficulties in the strong verifiability, the later
formulations of the verifiability principle require of a meaningful
statement that it should be related to a set of observation statement
in such a way that they provide not conclusive verifiability but simply
some degree of evidential support for the original statement.

If the principle itself is meaningful, that’s because the principle has
been regarded as a recommendation or a decision concerning the use

of the expression factually meaningful statement.
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