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&% YR 2Y PE

WEe o474 o Bold Aoz 47457 At KERENS "ERE,
EMEMIEY RE, KEREN SEREJAY 4L va A=Y A,
A3Fe A4 AR AFE Aoldh o FolA 2F FFolz FdE, 4
A4 =, 9Ug FHED oY, AT L §, FEo I&}e b £
A9 BARAE BF L K= AEE Ao

[. #R2 BE

1. al3N gt&e 94

1.1. @B &3 #3k(inference)d] FEE 4T3l FEolet dAAH
23y, &L & @E(proposition)e] 4 o HAE o FEoHE 4FY L
BBl 2 REMR AdA EHE & k. 4A wgdA dReAe
AL FEd 983 WE(argument)Qld], ol AA e FAEH 2 E0
2 @A Z o]FolAx 9.k, Modus Ponens(LAF MP 2 #&#8)o] o-&3t&

y

e X
@ plg P E @ polA @ ¢F JFAWAE AAY pst o7t &
® » % (implication) &4 o] ¥ ook ke A7t @
: o A AF 2EL F2Ad g2y
® ¢ 24 & g Aolh?

KEHY 4% (material implication)o]2t, F Ao BWE{E (truth-value)oj
o1 FA=, 23 =g (two-valued logic)9] #&o]r}, Whitehead & Russell
9] Principia Mathematica vol. 1 (LJ T PM o2 Bgf) o A& &9 FEH
e “Eo HAd g FE=E AL ®H(p. 9ol Aoz oz, 7
gt ~pVez f48tg . B p ot Eolm ~pt I EE g oH F
glol Eo| = ojokdly] d Folrt. =g dled, D¥1.01 pDg.=. ~p\Vg 7} Fo
Aot

Frege(1879) v} Russell(1903)¢] A& #3%°] 7] ¥4l (primitive) Hoz F
qAZEd PMe] S4 ~3 VE A9z 9 444 §39 ulg U

1) D A28 $5¢ vebda A8z, ditdos A4 EF TANE de
I A8 % Aolth. I+ ¥ & implication®] A FAo)nf Lewis & Langford(1932)
9 4y @& Aol

2) 323 vF L ojgA TEHojof ¥ AojAul, YozE HYAN FAYE 3
o] #Zolgt AAF}AA. FE} §59 HA A% AFHE RAdd =F L9
A7 o]okr st A AH A o Fol o}

3) A9 & D (definition), F& & A (axiom), A&l T (theorem)ztEs ZAE # o}
HEge] 294 TAE Zofth
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T 2 R %

¢ & =Y FE Bpjolch. Russell(1937) & =278 AR € olgA <33z
Ak, ¢A F2& A2 AL 718 A =4 Folsich, Euclid 73
1} non-Euclid 73y} o} £443ojz 435 Zgoleln £ & gioh, we
A FE BAE FEFHAT FAY kA, Fejsl EolmE [WAl st Eelztx
FRAHRAE Gk, o™ AFolA F2 ¢ JEdA A, FEeoE A
I shvbel EEEEE (truth-function) o]}, ©& Axd $83% A= gdge
o] o}7] o} (p. vii).

Church(1956)¢] 2j3l= = A A A& 93 BWirayl ~1 Eidks 3 (connective)
o A% AAE, §F5 F4(negation), ¥ EW(disjunctin), H73 3}
#4& (conjunction) 5% oJ Helgtx Fo= = (pp. 129ff), Russell (1903)
€ m2ru PME gdzrves A2 il A4 233 Ao, PMd
Ae ~3 VE o5 388 Adez 47eo 72 42442 A4 %3}
ok, AAA &9 ovl olv] EEEEN T{EREY F3old U4 ZAA
AR AolH, B Hoz FolZd A 2 )49 JgulE F5Y & &
A= Aelch

olgig dule A F&& P F5F 44 ¢ /XA "t BEEE
(truth table)o] 2As A 4] 2=l Hig Ao}, :

I I

r g P D g g D ?
T T | T T
@ T F | F T
® F T ! T T
@ F F : T T

Te B, Fe 8% depdd. w14 443 §59 dA=2A49 448, 93
A, FoA, A wFo] A7 wr = 3t}

pDg7t AR E A (I—0,3, @), p, g7t tho]l EolAY ES2td ¢Dp = A
232D, @), 71 18, ¢t Holztd ¢Dp v A Koz (@), 44
A FE 2 EHBHY (non-symmetrical) o] 2t vt AH oz FFo] A
(symmetrical)o] = #Z %A & T F{#(equivalence) #A 7} |5z H3alz,
FEHBBAY (asymmetrical) o] F{ERA T AP E F 9222 44 g3,
A7l AR FHL A A A3 wtFAGF AL A= 9l &
F A=

=3 §&-2 =BG (syllogism) & 71531 3 oF 3t= 2 #EE Ky (transitive)
olojol gct. PM9 T3.33 pDg. ¢Dr :D. pDOr 2 AAA §&9 Folyg
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28 ¥R AY IH

Z v Fz gt

3&o] QubH o E HigHy(reflexive)o]ojol fdtney Y7 gAY, 4
A4 §&2 A7 K, B & FAA7] AFd oj2 & glo] AAAE
27 "k T2.08 pOp= E3] F—folg E)&d

Avigle oFfd MP ARl A, L8+ Folxl 27¢ 27¢ + ¢«
o A€, 444 §F pDest MPY plg +4¢& & ok o Aoz, £
=, AEA 59 AAANA MPE AHEE 4 Slojok dtte Aojg. MP &
“plg7t B, p7t ®’, WA gv BolF FEoIfTh. pDOgrt El R pgvt
ot ®olAR(D), p7 otz ¢/} B(@®), & B(@)A A A $ol=t 54
p7t B AFE, ¢ KY = Fo)22(D) pDe¢st p7} thzto] Kol ¢
ol 2 4 gt gleh &, AA 242 EEd. B4 24, wFolg
A4, plg7k B A, pE B AF7 ook dote Aol pDert Kl
A% Tl p7t B A¥ (D)7 2RHZE o] 273 94 uE Elv’r

BAd, 444 §52 W8N, B, MPd =9 2458 3
FAA F22, FEO) JE}E vt F29 5L 253 —’F%B%H Wi gk
33l o}

1.2, ofA] oo EER A, 444 F29 4y YYE A¥ysz 3§
. G714 fele EEE, 2o PHYSA AYsE $3¢ 43 ¢, 2
Wl 7 &5olet 234 3.

&l HA, B FAS F4T €32 Foiz & o, dg9 F fézﬂ A
Hgckz Bt old FHEI HEE F2¥ FEL /M —D,0,@)°)H,
FAt AAE 5T FEE 3/4 (10,0, =, FEst A2 423
Y52 1/2 (O, @)l e, o}F3 #3234 A ¥¢ FEL 00}
2700 ofF HA v Eul Fow wEA] o FEFeA GE ZL FE2A
Hehz oloksict. PMe #HotA] A rt ol#d 4AE A B Fz gl

T5.11 pDg. V. ~pDg

T5.12 pDg. V. pD~q

T5.13 pDq. V. ¢Dp
ojgA Fq FFOZE o™ & glo] AL H A HE Aot

49 A4A F%F9 94 (paradox)o| g AL oL F FHEol}.

T2.02 ¢. D.p D¢

D d7ede §59 2434 488 44 A9 47 AAs o des, PM
9 WJ% 44 2 E A4z R3{AE G+ ¥ #. T 14.22 El(D2)
(pz). =. ¢(T2)(p)E ¢(Mx)(gx)7t PM 8 Blsl old¢ ¢ Fxz gl
(p. 182%} )
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T2.21 ~p. D. pDg
T2.02 & PM &3] A “HEe HAE o4 HAd Az 5.2 &
A5z oh(p. 99). T2.21& olof ¥3dle] “Bd AL obF HAY F5F
.72 fA48, %Y E FAS obFdAY 22d o S8 =
3 A 2TE Lot oldEl, JEZEL WA FIAE Ao AU FHEE
e o9l Foud s5nst @ Aol op ke Kol 54 vEA ol

olo] walr] dAY Lt wA oA o ol As PMAAA £
AYER], = FAL HES molof At T2.02& Al 3 ¢.D. pVeelA p
of ~pE o9 8l(substitute) F, D1.0le] 94, =254 T2.21 & AL3
L A7 p.D. ¢Vpst AL 48 WY ¢Vp .D. PVl A Ate=iel 944,
£25qd. AF T2.02, T2.21¢ 715384 3t AAS F+24& 25 94
i

D1.01 pDg. =.~pVg,

Al.3 ¢.D. Vg,

Al.4 pVe. D. ¢\V/p
o} Bl R, MP, 4=y Eo]ch.? AL 3, Al.4: A Aoz wolE
4 & dA=z, AdFE, MP, Adeds AR & g AEeld. 235
g, 45 g7 QS AE 5 UE AL A9 1.01 Bol. 44 D101
pDg. =.~p\ge ~p¥ HE, ¢@ WX pDg7t AFEE A& G T
B Fxz g g8 ASs T T2.210 Hxz, 59 A7 & T2.027 =&
Aoleh, A3 AAdH F3F9 dAdo] = AYoA HAAGT nE AL E
B33tk sl [l 1A= AHPEo] D101 PMojA 1oz wia A
o] olvz}, As %A 2: =t AR E JAA He dvE RKEAN
< B9 Aol z =g, DI101E wolEolx Edtchd, =4 A
71%— < ZIEER] FH4AF 2XAAE Zos okt & Aol ?

28 PM 2 o4 wWigeA A4 2144 & A48 A

7}? OM, of A 5A 2XAA o] Fohg =zt 43R AT

ole] Mg AT FH L FEY HYE ¥ovs AolJlx dAnl, g
E oo W wE2e We &R £tz gloh. bk H#EE3k (ogicism) st

D ool A g 1-2.2, 3.1 4 %ﬂ’ﬂ Zoleh, (o]FA EfiE AT =
de FolA £AEF AHEE Feld. F, [-2.2¢ [ 249 =42 434
2o 23 H 2.2% ¥ & s )

2) PMo] &= 2] Aol 7] &3 (Primitive Proposition) & o] o] Eojglet, g7
Ae gutdq £ojgo ek AdedE PMoAE 2744 Fdd =25
2 AT, 2 AL AEHAG. AFE Aoz dotEd £ A A Eol

3) o] EAE I-14 =54 o]opr|& Holet
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SEY ¥R A% IE

E@EE QAo Mol 2z A gt 25 Lol

Frege & 83 £2%¢ 2¢ 9oz 47z, Russell & £e s}
Fhe 293 Aol W4 BT F% FE Adold A,y
Godele) E@A HE4 7ol = REEHE A4 245z Jgleh? 252+
Sol AEMLZ SEM (extensional o] of of Roke H HF EA 7 Hokz 4
Zg X stk @WES ddAolgE T2 T AYrsHolge Fog 2o
2 g 74 F2Z Russell1919)0] Lewissl A£% A¥ehe o4&
EEES

Z(Lewis)7} #ate zefdt FA(AYE §F217F JE UE Tol, 27L& F8o]
Yoz 34 gz deon, adEs BEE ZAdAM, 39 JA2AdEY KKkl
ETHAA g Aold. ##H4, e Aoz THY F el &=
MGz golgd Bart gtz AEAE ulo] g (p.154).

Frege-Russell & GBS #HEBS A< (essence)® 3 gtow], Russell &
Hegel-Bradley o] A& 2dgo] YJE3E= vt REM MFRP (doctrine of
internal relation)& whahat= A AEBHMKESY I E A=z, —iRk
(monism)# Al &5tk (pluralism) g wHobEo], o] glo] =d £49 &
24¢ AQsAct. o1gd gAold, EHY PAEL ¢4 JEHAE
2 FAHT JEHAEL 3 3 B SEsnzg, B394 E A2
FAESY A e 22 AFse Adf st FEF 3 e, Wittgenstein-
Russell¥ 9] JFEFF 3% (logical atomism) = wj & o]zl o]o}s]e]n}, Tractatus &
B## (picture theory)olzte AE ol2f3 e Amd F3d E33 R
o)zt 47 o,

FF¢ ArlsH ez AU 29 A#A Philos Megara Biko]
folgAat, 29 A7t & MegaraBEE Alolo] A dg QA Z3le
oz, A4 Agrs4de) ALz Megara BES] A4S tEo £ do=
gloglet A= oat A F AL, Megara BiEE Zeno of Elead) o
g wol Bk, Zeno g WEHA H4AA 4T stz v TEAA
A3 Ze H4e 3959 v, Philod) Fogt 2% s G FAH At
© Aol ¥

1) Russell (1919), p. 194.

2) Russell (1937), p. v.

3) Russell A4lo] Wittgenstein®] 4 & W3ke-¢ I3 Wiz goermg, du3
Aol & FAZ old ¢AE EHHAS. Russell(1914) Our knowledge of the
external world, p. 9, Russell(1918)“The Philosophy of Logical Atomism”(Logic
and knowledge2} p. 177) =,

~4) Kneale (1962), pp. 128ff. 3=,
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T 2 R =%

Megarad} =2}7} Stoa 2 gojsldA 3AEeqk Ao Fh4 ke A
& FE5¢ utgt Yolch. LukasiewiczE 3 =2l & @3l A, 2 3=
RERS ALEolH Al FAARAAE 993 HUed, FQd PMAAL
AAEA MAAA e ALAE 43 dE2E v Yok 2y, 2AE
#E ZFUR Stoa BIRE EH 3] A9 AAEL A¥sz Jdhed, 24
o =8 AAE 289 AFEL WS FYF TUE ASHYTE Fe
A Aske v 25 33 .

g ot =87t ddAolojok s, A} A5l AAA
Folst HeAY, 2AAAE Fd A EIA det AQA 559 JELS
FAZ dAFAS. fEE, REIFE 22 FRE F6 AL AA=
e BAE gEdA 2Hydd, 1HEE wee T FYU2E] S 2
= AAE HF A2 ACIH b} dEd Aolejok Ak, A4 4AL &
B2apedA gl A b ", = 2 =dAA MR dedAE
5 AR, ArisHd 44 §50] F & gl gloke A2 o
st gt

2. HYS @& Hy

2.1. Lewis & Langford®] Symbol Logic(LLF SLZE BERE) L FEar 9 A ojg
of “VZEH¥E s FEE AAA A (p. DHEA, 22X FE
o et2A & At 45 R AdSR . 3). oEe, oF
Hd, oz Xo2 AAdd. ‘T JxE AFE Aol =Y Fd# &
AL obHrh ol HAAE A3 zHH Aol 44H SHH g &
Wel o} alw o-% 28t ”Y Lewise] &4, “FEL on], =73
g, HE gE"SE AolzrY, SLY £¥7 28] old wiEv AEM
s (intensionel logic)s =3¥ Zolg, ozt 443 AA¢ 243 =
T =87t 2 Reln.

olgl g WAl A SLE A4AA FFL AFSy, Pe ¢F FTHFA"S ¢
Epeld 49877 Bt & & e 2T vy F5HE FT3=
ieh(p. 122). AT F5L HIETHEE (deducibility) o] HHMIFR7 5l & 414,
olgl e 8 FE WFAANE ¥5FE ofFA FAE AUAT? SLe 444 %

1) olo]l g S A7t E-1e14 cha dAFE Aeldh
2) 714 el Aristotlec]d 8] A FAH =2 E Jte7lE A 2. SL, p. 3% 2.

3) Marcus (1960), p. 47.
4) Lewis, A survey of Symbolic logic (1918), p. 328. « 7|4 & Nelson(1930),

p. 45301 A <1839t
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S HH BF Jo#

g FEHTAT T1A BE dA 2 AntE F2 gl A4 §59 o
A0l 284 FE HE BTz, 44 ALHUE H9 $2e EEM
(tautological) o] =2 %Zo] 7153 et Holch(pp. 239f). o A

o @ @
$Dg . D.~gD~p

dX @& £9 F4d 3 (asserted implication)o] g Aele] D 2o =
A=A G4 Bel HE2E 49549 9FA5 B £ Y, 280 Ax
ol Aete olokrlelnt. SLo] gxate #32, 4 JYst: ure] Fapg
5, T wate SRWA 4AF P20 s o).

94714 SL& A %4 =& =78tx #i(modality) & =984 ot

D 11.02 p—q. =. ~O(p. ~g)V
O FHEM (possibility) & WEl e, oj®A Addm ¥
(strict implication)o] g} R &},

278, (p~gd=~(~p\Vg=~(pDg)ol 2 g,

T 18.7 p—q. =. ~O~(pDg)

AUY 5

o

° 4T AL A Ak ~O~E “nd] ol & 9T, Z BRE
& i EE oA 99e B39 £ Es} 293 sy s o
A 428 §3e 444 T59 549 —flz ¥ 4 glornz, Uy

2ol 42% 4 424 HL wma 49AAT, 2 Mo T EEt 2+ 4
¢ T ¢4 A
T 14.1 p—q.—. pDg

T 4UE T3 444 F39 WAL 2 2o F2 Yo

SLe ¢&e PMS $&uch 7 Hdolmz -1 16|14 42 gk A]uh v}
2% 4A¢ Gusty J¢L R dwt A SAA} ohyre 1
S Ze PR FHE £ 942, SLY A9 A 2EAYE AL
sz #AE ABWY EEET 985,

D 11.03 p=q.=.p—q. g—p

A 11.6 p—q. g—or > por

A 11.7 p.p—q:—.q

T 12.1 p—p

2.2. SL8 ARYH =g, 2F 444 3 dd4L P 2q g
U FHol AL whEol A o g d4H JAE 248 g2

1) Lewis®] AMA€ $i~S:9 571A17F QA= SL Aol A FA=E Sy, St AF &
Zolth, D 19.01 o]AL Sy, ol & S;d S S, 9 # HFoz B &z g
o2, d4d°] £MFHE AU B 2E4MAE A= gl
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T VEA =5t o] AE g ¢ S, w7 wikAd 994 @ $E L
QG754 HAZE HolEY F Axve A AVHS e =4
23 dofich duUd $EY AAAA P AL ol HFT =Y £
7 "z de Aol ‘dud #FEY g4 Ee v AHEL,
T 19.74 ~Op.—. 0,
T 19.76 ~O~p.—.g—p
oltl. T 10.74% “BTFIE (self-contradictory)ql =A& oF WA 5%
o, T 19.75¢ “URwoz E HAE od G J At §2dd"=
A= (. 174). A3 A-F F29 g4 BEAA 4K, /A BEF
Boz uhulEelsd JEld o)k, Lewis 9 AL, PMAE B 4K,
B HOFEC T8E 4 9oz 434 §39 4o -1.24d Ve
PRt 249 W43 9w)= SL T 19.74, T 19.758}2 A48l = 8+
o] & 9] Lewis (1959)e} &A1,
T 12.91 p~p.—.q
T 13.7 g.—.p\/~p |
E E3 dUg 59 4o el 2oh T 12,919 p~pe T 12.9~(p~p)
9 BRECNZE AU|Rgq] WAooz, T 13.79 p\/~pe T 13.50]2% 94
A PALdE S5, A3 T 12,91 T 10.748), T 13.72 T 19.75 9
TAH 2old E33ceE A ¢ F dA+
2l ddd 59 dAHe] ojgA =228EX 2 HA3 & HE U2
Bk F A8 T 19.74, T 19.75 %, = HE7 28 F%¢], A9, TIE
FE A3 B4 A2E A 2239 ATl MY FAFL wEstz A
A7 Az Qe o, FHES FEFA e G233
D 11.02 p—g. =. ~O(p~0g)
D 11.03 p=p. = : p—q. g—p
A 11.1 pg.—.qp
A 11.2 pg.—.p
A 11.5 p.—. ~(~p)
A 11.6 p—g.g—r i —. por
D 17.01 pog. =. ~(p—~g)V
A 19.01 Og).—Op

23L& A, MiE(adjunction), MP Zo]t},

1) pogt pS}+ ¢t ——iB’J(consxstent)°l gt 2eldl, ool W AE [-1.301 4 o] oF
719 Aol
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S8 ¥R 1Y I

SLej A+ w2z, A7 AAd odFdte] flol, dutd dlo we} o] A E
9 E434¢ noyFz gl (pp. 250f.), d7lAE £ o & FER Hughes
& Cresswell(1968; pp. 337f.)¢] @€ 4d T 12.919 A$4¢ 45u7
. 24, FE9 V7R A8 E AAH FA

A. 2= 4 (conjunction) & 7t #4& F#(conjunct)§& &3t

B. 2E =4 p& g7l o/’ HAERA el VO E T3

C. B3VOS ~p, ¥ AAE ¢t 2ES 5T '

. D. p7} ¢, ¢7} r& #F2EAH, pE F4 r& T59
olA T 12.91¢ &3 u=A.

(1 p.~p
(Del A Adl o3, (2) »
©)) B , (3 pVe
€Y A , (4 ~p
3@ C , 6) ¢q

A= Do 93te (p~p)—¢E 44 & Aol

49 HYHAF¢ AHRE A $e ddntl A A AN
b, dA49 W AAES] A8 34 FS F o= AL =/FUAH,
SLAAE =78 Aol Hx, 5749 Fae AP Kol Loj22, 25 o
L Ag 280 AL A #4F Fo] Ropgd xRl HE Aol
ool Ha e 24 A3 wE Aol

3. Lukasiewicz &&2| 94

8.1. Aristoteles = De Interpretatione A 9 Ao A 49 ‘v=#} ¢4’ (future
contingency)ol# ZA & A 7| s% .

ZA48E Aol, A EA4F #H=, A EA¢GE AL, ZE Ao €45
2 A47de Agde GE Dol BE AL, HEA, ERFEA EH}A GE
Ase, vy o= Wil EAHA HEA EAHA @A HEA ¥ 2} #
de oy A4s @A AAA ez B¢ S o dAdd, dde R A, R
EA, ddER GEA ¢ Aol 2, 2de] didEA GEA Ye
e obfd A4 E ok ddAd AL, WY AAdel dof HEA FEA e
€ (#2] 241V

Lukasiewicz(1923) & o] EAE A4 A A7 ste], “A 7} oz Bl £l
A behel, 2mch 4Al oln AMAE Ast AF el A behe AL Kolw
BE Eae AAEel Hn(p. 22), 29 +& §AYL, ARERG WA

1) Aristotle, The Organon (Cambridge U. Pr.; 1949) H. Cook W9, p. 139.
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" 8 & %

AEol o A Aoz dojAddz gAH(pp. 37D). F, “Hd K] ¢
olg Aol"a HAS K, 8 £FY 2 AAH vz BE SteaE
BE Az, 2450 A gtz B+ EpicurusE{E A A dohE o] oF
Alold. 2+ 3d=HE FAE #H¥EH oHF 4L AT UA,
Lukasiewicz(1920)o] 4] ¥4 “4=2$ =29 MM LBY 727 3€ FRE
WE B (p. 1808 3 HE .

28)3}e], Lukasiewicz(1930)%, “v= U 129 219 A Lo Warsaw 9}
£ Aolt'et HAl= Ex BE ofd A3 EREE A 34, 122 &
A8t e(p. 53). PoststE et 2 o2z 34 =l (interpreted) A 2A
=g AAQonz, 29 A4, A5del A *p EFVE
Hubobg A gt, =29] 3% =] Rescher(1969; p. 28) A¥ A4 ¢ += A7
o Fofl, odds= @z

Lukasiewicz = FX#o] 5389 F4847 2 4 glokz Bof, PMeojy
SL o] 794 AX¥3tx, Freger tf A4 Aol AA =¥ Z7/W& 329
d Wit plge Cpgz, ~pe NpZ ZA =9 2 AdBE 974 7.

C I 0 12 1 ‘ Nl &, 1/2.2 WHEE, 02 BF ehdoo.
e B,

0 1 1 1] 1
vz |z 1 1| 1e 29 3REAUWT Lz HDE K F 3
1 0 1/2 1 0 Solg FaRANGE 24 =g IXHEE, Ly

9 BE Azl FAd PM9 Ao/ E st
Lol A BB} 4L 23 Yoz Aoy 4 gAq, 5L d& &
gz QY 4 Qoo FE% usir). o)L, Russell(1903)d] vlad o
24z o A Lo FRAF F4 I} st
3.2. oA, L, & XL ow AE{(axiomatization)§d Wajsberg(1931) 9
AAe] A, gAY £AE A EA.
L8 29 dH4=z 71578 4+ de AL,
A 1. CpCpg
T 18. CqCpp
T 20. CNpCpgq
T 23. CNCppq
Solch, Al PM T 2.028, T 20& PM T 2.215% @& AolH, Cope L,
9 T 19ojz2, T 18& SL T 13.74], T 23& SL T 12.91¢] A& + YU+

1) PMAAY ZAL o4 ¥E A8 AF8A &¢ A, Lewis & Diodorusd] +F A2
2 ¥%9 A, Butler(1955)3 & irrevocable necessity, causal necessity, logical

necessity & TH A AYd AFAA 59+



SEA YR 2G F

REold ol &4 AAE,

A 1. CqCpg,

A 2. CCpqCCqrCpr,

A 3. CCCpNppp,

A 4. CCNgNpCpq
24 Wajsberg Ly o] Fg] A¥oltt. FETAL, FASA+= kA= A
AT MP £4 £ o,

Lo SQloiA = &9 94 F£Al+= PMoju SL3 8 Aojsl gl&s ¢
AR =t chat, Wajsberge] Lol A 571& =tk AL, 52 d4& =84
A Fao AFHez Agez dobe ook 44 2okEel ¥H 94
o] vtz Fst Hx glon, Wajsberg(1937) e A= 6742 &l A #] 54
“C-OALE AT FAAAD o3 EeiAgA T 20& FAst= ek
“O7} 2% 3, B4 Cop e 1378 Aol2E, “Co OdA A=
BE dAEY A& C-OAz Y FEGn gV C-0 Al4tol gk JY
3 T 209 =lEl=el A<l &R Aol :

Lukasiewiczt} Wajsbergsl 329 G o) @3] o AHE ;&_,_ 9l =&
& 4 g1A 5k, Russello] vt Lewis —jRol 4] 42l o g2 e
o utel, o] &Y YFE ©F33 1AL "3 R Yo 0}” T o

I. snRsel ¥R
1. 90| &= A

1.1. $3€ [-1.100A4 424 &5 AR E &AM 9 dJdd. 2%
®9 A$E $d9 A 3 Fo e AolA=, pDgrt BEY o p,97t B
ol AL FAF ATt p, g7t HEolzt sl A utEA pDgx HY = & A=
2 @Y A%E 4" v st @, @& o7 B A, o= pDg
2 goE AT AL =FA F5o A g Aot MPrE4, Fol4
zg 7Hdd @Y AEE BoE ogA AdAH Eodd, old AHREE o
2 oF o] & Holrt. |

g | pog  A7A (T, B ad a9 S48 §3d w2t Kezx

T T BEE Foxds Kol | '

TF F olgAl NI FAHE A3 WotzgA Gz dFq <

(T, F) A%E TE§ BEEBEEELN(quasi-truth-functional) =2 2}
(T, F) ¥&d. KEEEEEN REL Rescher, Reichenbach,

o
o=

1) Wajsberg (1937); McCall (1967), p. 309.
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TR B %

Zawirski $o] 98] @75 ojghe. v
ol AL e TFE =dAAZA S Awn 233 AR =
few F59 AR YA Gt z8, 2 o)qe d& ukd,
PqDP, p.2.6Vq, pDg. D~ gD~p
8 A AP ES dojokut dhe YA o] 9o o] 42 o A u)
A 4 4o WS Aol fAGHE AL
TAGA NRAAE DA, 22247154 A9 A

3
0114. o] 194«1 oltﬁ 3875 4 A E FAGRSY Bl & z5) 4 okul &
AE = ot
T &5 WA BN O~@Y A$E F? 244 vade ojgA =
7t oldE A s ATE old T}z thE PrE BE Ao #d
¥ Aol 4AA SLg p—qo) MEEKES ?7F? 9%oz B & 3291 t}H(p.199).
274, FAAZEH 2ol AL J4e A28 == =l uho}

—4

w017l A HE =eAAL At oA S ARAE Q3 FHe o
Aol A7z, 284 dox FARY et 4787 Seds FA &
g Aol

12, 423 §59 9o 9§ o] EEBMEEN REel shoy, SL
4 o] W +422 Andersons} Belnape] ExjA| & & 2 9o},

EAA = plg8) 13AE —2 vdeblieA o) & AREYF 4 (entailment) o] 2}
F22 b o] AAAAE GV, ~p.—.g7t Y8R Gome G2y

Aol MAHA gtz B9 28, (Vo). ~p.—. gk 29 ‘MY 4
Z=4’ (disjunctive syllogism)o]2 Ro g4 <gx olo 3 FHE Eulo
femz, 949 wae AXHA Ao A zgaa 2% 4 9E =
xold. EAAC} =z Qe F4AE, A3, FAG554 =g 4o 2q
T Aolzt 3.

ERA € 714 Fo Adol Arbg, Y2y =58 AYnAE gxdi o}
+ Rolgleh. &9 H2d =gzde 45 2F Yo % (entailment)
g AALE AAsz Y, o B Fy(entailment)& Mooresj 7] o] &}
3 e

1) Rescher (1969), pp. 166f. #=z.

2) Hughes & Cresswell (1968), pp. 208~301] 4E5 Lo} o AL,

3) Ibid., p. 300. = o] F & 475 A=A ?%-%‘ﬂ, Fel e (pVg).~p.=.p~p \g~p
& &=z flezz, (Ve .~a—gE T (~p)V(gep).—golzm, o374
p~g—q, g~p—g7t TEE 2lQld o2& ﬂx}ﬂ FH9 dHo] g Aoz olf ¥
T A+t
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289 YR A% I E

Moore(1919~1920) & AZEMMGERY L34 Ax37 48, d9d =
g4 £4¢ 7letd A, PMS AAH 3 g4, 2o J3dd Sis g2
Al, ¥93Fk(entailment)E EY3tgch. FAo] A7 Gz, S YA
deld &4 4dAE FE2AAZA AIHFUL, ¢7} polA o] T Yo
o} (follow from), & o= i(deducible from)z % =, =z J3A = L%
=3 glek(p. 291D, TAA T A2 FHot QA4 L F 48 YA
FHAEZ, PE % FHHLE T E pEgE BA GO, pEgrt 23
A BAH A ofdtE Kols w34 pDgE A A A} = oH(p.302).
Moores AR AA AL F2ste EALTEA G445 HE 2q3leng
A4 AgE HelAe gt AR ELR A=z, “pEgE PO o]
A7t g ®el ofveE BHAYZ FAH 9 —flztes AL o=
AEE &£738H 4, Moore A2 HEidthE w919 423 Lo]E A &
of ZEAF 2 A= gz A H(pp. 3050). #ithe] /P o) WAAF
W olwA A dA wddchz 3.

1.3. EfA g+ 2] SLE A3 Atz A ongtg FALAE
2 =dAAEA Nelsons A& AE A
Nelson(1930)& % o4 Fulg JE—EM: (inconsistency) 3} F & (Contradiction)
oz Atz g(p. 444).

pEq. =.p/—q
G714 /e E—EHE, -5 FES UEH, p/ge — ooz FE ),
o= —Etk(consistency) ¢ el £, —t o J & @Al A pE
¢% Aoz FHAt'E AL p7t ¢ Ee(F, -oF AL & Ao
= Zeo] "o (p. 45).

Nelsong& 24 Fug 44944 4049 #§F3 A F4§ oz
2Ed, ol Ed4oz BfRAyeld, wbA F =AY uige] AL
2 FAFH . zstd, e dEd FFY Ao FEMFEHA &E
(conjunction)g¢ AF&3H& A& ¥ d3tx gleh(pp. 445~446). == v, Nelson
o 4 Fus ; -

pEq. =.p/—g=—(po—q)
2 FojR 3, SLAE
T 17.12 p—q. =. ~(po~q)
b AYEnz dA4gelg Ade 283 A& & "Bt dAH
SLel M= d#A o,
D 17.01 poq. =. ~(p—~q)
ol FoFed, p—g.=.~O@~POEE, pog.=. 0097 "ok, AT
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T 2R R

SLolA “pe ¢ d@Foltt et e “po g= FAd AW E FY
o 5 @&Eh. Nelson & 434 & /|2AAA 2 AAs=4, Russell o] 1}
Sheffer 2 Rz Z15d sHde] ofsh, F @A on] Ae]o] JYstE
BA gtz Atz Yoh(p. 443). SLY ASE peF vt AsREolPE
pog7t AR @A,V Nelsong] 74$E 4% FAge] A7 242 2E pog
o AYPARE ¢ 4 ke Holst 9k

Nelson & B g Eure] FAA o]n] dAo] HAET A& F3tz Y
on, 444 #3o} U F2olA d4 A HES HAD F A e

palp, pIp\/q

= AX3z 3. g4 Nelsone] Aga Aol #3 Hzd AP £39
Z2g whalch, AFe AZAAA R, pgE Frbe] Efr(uni)g, AA
(whole)e] 7] =h&d] = wA o] #4 (aggregate)e] obiehz R olu] (p.44d),
PNVae —p/~q2 A H Y, SER R (extensional logic) hE 2e] p o
g Atelol WA dzte] Y& wal »wfs}rﬂ o] SluHp. 446). ol =2
oA, paEgetEs pEp\/g7t A=18tx 2 AL oasm 33 o

Nelson #|A o 4 = TR A =7 w-ﬂfz] % vk 28, SL
AAY EQAS J 2D =28 AL o4 g A Fedln
¥ uba), Nelsone 939 dd4e A¥sz glezz, PM &2 SLaA
xi Q49 AR 2 Qo FEG Fol Rol: HEo| Fs B

oz A8y % 9ee A3 Hok syt

Welssugss)t A9 sldolgt el o vl BME(minimum)e} F7}3}
2(p. 521), Nelsono] 9 AAY yzd 22e websx EPse v
Bl 2h(p. 522n). =3 Nelson A ol 4] A A FA (decision problem)r} o4
A 2" 4 e AE ZA Az u glch

2. 3y BEY 85

2.1. 434 & Arsx 2X=dete A G4 dao] E iy
$¢ =3 w A 2, $Ee, AAVI5A A =dAE, v
A o Ax Gao] WA, Qo] RS FE AAdAE = o
EA7 A7E A dgtz, 11604 AAH F2o wietm g 4
< 49 2w gilenz, oA d4& 2% adE 434 $2& 3
B 5 & 3.

QR FEe] 25 PMEY REMRE %z Yielo s Avst

o

iy

1) SL T 19.17 ~Og—o~O(pg) FE. ~O () £ ~(pog)ol .
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SES R AW N

ol et EEERESC Y RAe] YA, =AAE T2 o dPddE
FEESE Adel4 2wsigd. PMdA Jdsls d4qee AdeL,
gu7k UE oA AQBAUA A oYE A, 24 wede
EQE 4 gioe A, B Ae A% FEE S 9= 0w A B4
ol UF At A, AYEY AAE 29 Y & ddE %
o] o (p. 2). |

oledd WA FAIE 424 §2¢ YAl doR HHL HFn o
Aol A TE AL A 423 do] o ke olokr] st e 4 YAt
ARA F2¢ YAelold $93 WY Aoz nAE AdE Moore of 4]
oz yehdo,
Moore(1919~1920) & “of =g dAEo] o}FE Zo U8 ‘FEYp =
23 GE ofd FAL ooz ‘YFUN E TL ALz P,
B oo Eg(p. 200014, ZHEH 2 o] 4-F A A (~pVe)
THHE FAE S ALHz = AF JFHE Aoz FL o F
EFAFE Aol Fo8ud, LAVFIAE 2o H$E o] &o] gt
29, V)7t ‘=t peted gk Foz 2
299" “abg pul gol o e ovlz ArgEE g o]
ot ol @3t o]fo A (~p\Vedol “FE2H = o] B2 2P Aotk =y
(~pVOE “atd ptel golth,” B2 9= ¢ B FEHYG gL E
43t= A BHs ARolgh: Aol H(pp. 296D). |

A2 2L REEAF AZdNE AdH 29 Aoz FL& 3
sas dAY FADE &A5E Aol ofe, 4Ady ¥2L oy Jo=
4N AE e, A4dd F2e AR AE SEG ouls} Qs
29 olokr] & #x k. —@FE Copi(1972)8] A& o w3,

r“\° o L oo

°of 94, 2y, ‘THFUH & 2o AL AR HA 44 AAAF. ‘g2
T £ 29 2R JuldAE, ou@ +dF Aes ofF FUGYE 474 A%
T $5% 7 8de Ao Adolg ez, 1Y s %ol 43F gEreF
A sjol g obF Foo] gick. BER(disjunct)F vzt [Eolzt: BiBe Mol
ge ol % JAAA ol gdoH, AL F pD(~gVp), ~pD(~pVg 7t F
FaE vlolz, oy F ‘94’ T4 Aol (pp. 283f).

Carnap(1942)= o] ¥ %@ AAAe, Y4dold A45e) 2EEA A=

A F2AY Eoh 2o d8d, FFL HE GWEE FL guzE

FAAE 4+ gom, oA FAALYE AL FES FA 3, o

A Aol FE Qe 229 A BEdol HARY A8, FE
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A¢Y Ade ACF, FCV'7A 288 Axz §A 29 @2,
§ 224 W E A=, YEES €43 24347 ¢ YA, 2
o q44¢ Adde AA L FE38 oI AAE, oJEg I =4 4
q9 o] Eo] WA B ALz PolEo o Fbe Aol h(pp. 65). Carnap
o] #29 44e ACF, FCVel 3% vlag AL 3 25§ Haihs
At |

AZdA FFo] a2z F59 4 99 F9 FJIE SAuE dE 9
Aol 2Rl 4AM9 Al §Ax Hox AdAA FFo] A4y L4
A9 EM e ol BES 2 it 28y, 34 9oy £ FE
= Mg PolEd & T AAT? obFg z AAdel dUsA A=
o stEi e ol EAlZF A A L] s EA F Ao o}ds? s
A= =] %2 (uninterpreted) 7] 25t AAE oFz e Aol ofd e,
olzl 49 AAL £ + A %A+=71? Philor} F& £371284 W)
AelA Add 5 TR 4492 gor, Russell Ao ‘g2
Yo e B¢ WAHOoR FIYH E FoE ASAIE WWD B B
febul, ‘BEe 4A’o) AHoz AASE AAY] YL G Rl o
o}

2. o)A EA 2 A A Russelld] Hi=& Eojvs]z 34, Russell(19
19 A4 HEo] 44dx 5o &EFT4E X FF 47 £5Y
7] AEol dtx, AA FEo] o]FAE 4L oj¥A A}

polA ¢ & BREA FEES] AL, p7H K, ‘~p F g7 Eole A 9
£33, ol® Aged = Xl EY o] Bl zeEy, FE2L A '~
? %L g8 FAT ~pF AUFES ¢F Lot ofd FE WEz <3 LW
gt prt Bl ~p FL ¢ v Kol Aul, FEold AL prt EI AL g
TIEZR, o] A FE LA g7 oln] Koz LHFE AE, ‘~p FE
¢E TE MAE ¢ F Ao BT 94 SR £AG A gz3ER
o] olv] ¢HzeEz FEY Host eVl dEeld. Az 22L ~pu} gF o=
Hol RME AHAI=A ©lg oteutr}t glo] ‘~p T L o7 GHAHL W YA
o (pp. 152f).

1) 9514 Fe 999 A%, Ae Z£E(null set), Ve 288%4 (universal set) ¢

Yl

2) Russell(1919); (1) 4T & AFo] Waverleyd #ch, (2) A7 s oF § Abgto)
Waverley & #1©}, (3) Waverley & #ldl Al#e FFEDo] 2z3 Bl Aot}
“o] Ho] Fel(ol EE olz) Waverleyd] AAE 23Ed=Acladt AE #
. "(p. 177) Y o] FFo] 4FH FFojgn] 2 Me] o 48 deo e
€ Aol |

— 214 —



SES ¥R 1Y FE

Russell(1903)¢ 424 #3& By &% (formal implication) 9]  H4
g dz 25T ¢ ddp 3DE ¢ Ad Ho] Uz, PMAAE 44
F22 E4E a7} ofd #FEHL ol #&oz 7FE 4 Uk (p. 2002 3}
gt G714 E93) =ve AL 43dd $E5E& A A, 44 FEH
Aol Ao Agg Aol Yz Jldce Aol AAA F2o] 23A F
U A Jgste I FFolAw, UA EHAAAdA EAHE A T
g ¥2volz, AP Jehte F48 2 2E g4 $2(2)ida.
D.¢: 9 FAA 277 HE Aol oA $e& S FEe A o
9 42 d4£59A4, 2R A2 dFo] H71A HA)
‘Russell o] Wgo)] wb2x}e] PM T 2,02, T 2.21 & A 24 B9 &
gl AA A= do] glolok ¥ Hldl, T 2.0201% “t3le 494”7
7 o] Eo] o] Yz(p. 99), T2.21 Lel& “N$ AF ALAN & F47
A Bolgleoy(p. 104), oAl oi¥A & AU ? =, PM A& =49
Egutel AoEA Fed, ~pvt gol & ol b glo] £ FE ‘~pVg
A AREE ¢ F A AAT? PMAA “$E5t 2F (2)idx. D. gz} ¢y
£ 4z g 4EH Ao gtod.e(p. 2D TP S HEd, A4
A A olg FAL et ? =st A A JE2EdE AL o}
9 F Adet?

A HulA AZEE A v T 2029 T 2.219 &5 s 23}
A, = AEe] 3 Y9I AEHE €2 97, 428 AYE =2
g o AA2A ALsnE A3 AL o et T221e] Ag =iA
A2 E T 2.249 A$E ol &3t

T 2.24 p. D.~pDgq (T2.21, Comm.)

Comm.2 #f#ae] FE, F T2.04 p.D.¢Dr :Dig.D.pDr o] 1:} T 2.04
o pgol A7t ~ppE RAZ A T 2.21¢ AAZ 3o, MPo] 94, T
2.247} 22"}, SLAE p.~p.—.q, .= pV~p Fo| A7} =z gle
U, PMoAE, p.~p.D.q, ¢.D.p\/~p Fo], A2 Fo] 93 EEIAA
gk, Aelst ohgte Hol FFd ok syl 224, Russelle, iy &
Ao 29 AL FHE YolEGo} 44 FEQIE ALHAE &
oz d2g Aol Aot Aol h? o8 @ YAL 27t £4 2% Occham

D I-21 %=

2) PM] RE A EA0) 2Lz A4Y § ded 949 A 234 ¢

o, PMAA o] 2% Fe o] 3240z A4 4 A=% B& 248
ok & Aol o}d7t? ofvlx Rurselle A Agsine o ¢ 4 gomz o

29ds $HE Ao}, o] =& Tractatus 9] 5.473 “HRFEE AAL EHolojul
3}, ”(Die Logik muB fiir sich selber sorgen.)& W42 AA3te wh 2.
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e B =%

g dEY FA HulsE Aol ke wEe] & F AAAR 474
€ W3R g7
2, oA &4, AAY gL 743 EA €A 7] Frege(187D = o}
LA AFT uk U
tele A Bl 34 & FAdeA A%F ¢4 RAPA=
AWV
—B
#d& g 4 etk odE Eol, B o] U 90°AE2 ¥ 4FE, A
dhoz yoli= 4%E Aedx A4 old At e
A
—B
7% ASAE A 4T £ I “dd go] B 90° F=z Fded,
g oz Bch” AdstA gto] oA FHY " TAE AFFAL, “if”
F o] gD AA#AE, 2, FP Flize YA g Adsd d
SAAE e durHe Aolel $2E obf Y4 e BHSE ¢ oA EAR
o Eoleb(§12 #=). (p. 14)

Freges] —fgtte 713 HEMFEE, §128 Ftotxw, Russelld) 44
Z3 5L AdE & F A ATODO7 FA4H FF9 THH 2Ud
o 8o Az, A3 52 AdFFA HA Ay Aol = H3
o 57} G AT o ops] 7t H gl o

Ut A7) A ‘A g o T AHRE AAH T HATE AE
= dAE JEd WE Jdz, EEEE(propositional function) g st d o
= A F, pE, DQE EF ‘HA’% Hz 3dE F de A4
Frege & ofvtx AdA 349 3+E 47Asted d33AR T AT A
Z2, Russell & HAZ5¢ GFe Fx= A4A et #¢ £ 2 A,
A A2 Freged] ‘Zat ejof 9 m7]o] ofa, Russell(1919)& (rD~s. D.sD
~r)e B7& Ex gloh(p. 153). Frege s m 3+ =Alol BEigutozE o
A 4 Qe Aol2z 2318 Hzx =89 d9oz FHE4 REHWARA
o2 7Fs ok gz, Russell o] A$ubg 473 Lo, A3 A&
‘YA4H AR’ oz HAA4E F & A 2o == Z2AE A=A Ao
Foae AL vldA = Z§ dolxz, Russelld] gz 238 ‘944 3
Folg 22 fS HHI BHEE F A7 Aol =S AFL Aq4F
- 3 HENYE £ ¥ e A @welgd F UE Aol o] EAE 3F

his
gol

1) Fregee #3%A & o374 TA#AG 2744 Ad9Y so] & FAs 2 @
5 PMe] ‘BOA’S & Zlolz ¥ 4 A+
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S R A hE
A olob1g Aol
3. 9ae 33

3.1. A2 =dPAEL e ARFHE AFoldz, AARE AF
A gey 23 FAE FEged, Lewist A4 F5d 9% G2 2
T4 z qAE A7 Aoz felgolnA Y.

SLY #Hedg a3 4ving oot 1A, 4971548 ¢idq 9n
o REWRA (Logistical) ojv]e] £2 P T MEE ‘o4 By 3
E FAel 3 dGtE e Folx, #EE ‘olv AU FEY 94
of g3 Ads% gt Folci(pp. 252f). YUd e AL duty 9
oY A9k A Eolgten, A4 A8 AL g7t oildh |
—2.20014 A=Y EEAR L AAH oz E1FE 4ol % 2HASF
Foldeh. z2HEZ, dYz AYd o HAE g4 He FHorRE
d99 F =, 444 B Qutg oz ofF HAdAY ddgg. ~Op.
=g ~Orvg o pog B AT A A9 A ¢ A
A%tz Q& Aolth(pp. 250D). 2, AUF F29 4AL =HAAA
gule AFGtsAdste FE}A Fech. 2328, T 19.75 ~O~.—.p—g
b AR} 3t o 3] obFRAV AF T4 EE =HAAE =
28 AthE w919 FI7 ookl E g 47 flE Aol tHp. 253). ol A
Q49 A 53 FAE oA AEH 2R AL T19.755 o] &%
L4202 o} FZAY FE Y APz AR AJA viFAT FEEE
vH‘ Ao WeE stz 2 2%, T 19.757} vl FoiA A &7 #

Eof, T19.75% o] &% 4 A = zeidd, T 19.757 T8 £& A

2 A8 d3de ofgA & AA? 714 Lewise dEd FFo] =4
AAA A95AF ¥R e Aoz P HurAds 4 A
2tk Russell o) #i=dzl w]4g W&ol 3= 4gld, ol E]HP AL Lewis
(1959) el A Bt} £33] o]okr] =l gl

d44 BHAE F = A5 FEY EFE FHEL A48 ALE & 8t F

Kol Ag MEES, o AL F2dE AAdd JdFFo2A 22 AT AY

AE EAFES e dol AEd F& g S8 ‘dY9stE4d’ S ‘FE0ME

A Atole] 2WER FEE T F AL Aot (V& oY FEE AGAAE @

A) A Ese Ao e od 2Ex ¢ & 4oz 2¥ 4 A4 29

2, 243 Ao AHfAE ojd HAAE F49 2722 PolEAAA et 2

Aol ‘2gddm #dw 29 ol REAMY Aot FEHF & A& o

YA APHAZ B, AT T2 GAEL A9 A94d ¢ de ®WHAFE

o)Xut, Aoz B3y 323E A3 Aolztmalol ¥ Aolth (p. 514)
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188 590 A3 e A2HAdE & F AAA, £33, Lewis
b FEde d9F FEY Aol A oY U gz, dL¥ #5FY o
Ag FE9 427 ofd 299 Yz 34, AS¥cd ZdA 2R
< 94U E A EA & 71

3.2. &9 45L& ARHoz P g5l o =&HgenE ¢
of £ ok Ztte AFdA FAE o volrt, §59 94 2 AAUeEE
153 det g8 Rolde Axs Ao $ivh 39 dAe LAdloE
2% 34 A48+ weld, o714 E Hughes & Cresswell(1968)9] 7
$% AEd 2.

ZARAIFE (entailment) ) £, A2Eed AE FEAFE AZoA “ad Fob
AL LolEQ T, zARE Foloy o 9 Y F G2 HFHE £
o] Agg digste 98 2gort gk z¥dH, (.~ ¢F $dH o2 F
vlgtct(entai) ® 948 E, F4A JA 24 ut@AY Yoz o] Jg¢ FHHL 3
£ Aol (pp. 338f)

“atgd o 2AE ¢ ]"‘;:‘ o, "2 Ao s FHES YIS Y]
d8 Tz 2A FoFe] ook s A =

Al A3} U E “{‘i A, (D “A4 a7t g3Erle Folozxr F
< 4 g "skz, (@ U FHol il FololE E F& Ao A%
Fach. FEE @) @Al Foz FaA dsiE A ofgA HPL TS
?%l‘;}. A, ATE Lol A
(DY w7k EA48dE AL p2t A BAL (DpE T3, o)A
@)~pE FAFACt B9 AL, HMmEld oA, BAL T p.~EF
A% A gong, o H¥d A ] Tl A FA¢ FELT F AT AEE
L Aotk oA ‘g #F9 A4’ ] T Pl o3k, o A “F
£ golE o goiA etz AHE F QST BAdY 2 T3 T
FE9 942 %E 1 2 =l o3 0}1‘— b Ao, FEdel =8 st
E UE Fx & Aotk FAo ofF T A FI AL Fdd dq A
olt}. p.~p.— q7]~ Hughes & Cresewelle] & T8¢ ¢+ 9z BAAH
E 3P 5 Y922 T AEUAAT? ZEY QAR Aol A A
Aol & 943 o] ofd7t?

Nelson(1930)& ol&l 49 AxE wlAsdA, “§5AA < &4 If-then’
oz uE & glAwt, ‘If-then’& 1?} FE5HA 2 vHE & 897 (. 46)
= 3tgd e Y o A S golEddd, e "ete 9ACE AE 9
A, “FF7 2R3 dolEQGE BAS ‘2 AL Ty o FHig”
E GAE F28dx ¢ ¢ dde ololsh F, po~po—ge €AY
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&S HRA AY M E

‘If-then’o 2 AT & ke Aol

Quine(1940)& ‘If-then’g E2 Y7ol 1AM 233 A4 zAL
T AL gkl Ed 9e H, AHAYe A g K
€ 933 &¢ o AL g, £FF =g A Aol S &
Bz AAEL dagicty FAHAA(p. 16). 434 £ G4 p,97
QA AAE7A et 4 3¢ AA7H? Hughes & CresswellZ o] 4 36
A deok F Aol

M. @R rork

1. 942 24

29 942 Dt Bdd 0Fo oldd, £IAAY T T
t Aot zEod, G4 i £ iR Bk okdz, TAA
AZE A& F U2 ZAd Aol e & Aold. s 48 £ uiz
£, Nelson®] AA, EAA, £A7%54 AA N A3 AAAA A& )

= o Aoy x, SL, Hughes & Cresswell 52 HIz o2 233 9
Aolgler, PMe TAFAE WA= ¥e, olEdd =IdAAY AF
A ge HAE Axz2 3y JFolds}. Copivp Carnape o714 oti 3

1 202 7lgdAe X 4Add 948 A A= H5E 2 H7

2

g5 zAGAAZA AR kY A2z 4FY Aol HFeA go
zz. EdA, £Ag7154 44 52 %42 g, Hughes & Cresswell
d QA Fas oz 94 B k. $eE oA 49 A
oz A, AAs WEd o A JHL MAGE Wk, J4e A
Sz LaEEE B, oA4H =dAAY) F2e A4EEE Fz JAL
A god: W 52 a2 F @ AU Pkl &= Wajsberge]
QAR LHAA THE Rolch AA W F, o o $ex AAL
Wely] Ao gAe FAE F o) 244 2 B9t e A 2o

2gE [-1261A Agr5d 23kt 40 29 AL BHA
L zrgdeolrg, A% AAsdnl ANgrEA 238 E To kg A
olgtz et zd, A5 22Xk AL JH WA A
22zAe sAT YezAL HA GouE, oA o Wl 4y oo}
A AgYr5d 2= Lo dE, ¢4 49 2AAY kEE
AR BN HFol 474 FE o 44 FE o, REREN SiEH
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BHoAs Jdo] 44 Fx ¢ A FEY Qe Aolgh. 2=, dide]
At AR AU FHAA?

A71A FA ‘GdAolgt T Ax E st dAS =Y A4
olgt T A3 FYA AEHzm Yo, = g vt Fg Fol g
BES 494 Agstz de X3P Ar) 5L vady 3§ Jadyge
2 AT F dFem, PMA Y Agr5As ddde 2L Toz Ay
A AL PMAAZ 78 JA49 =i AEeldctz 448, 44
€ odgA ASE AAAT FEAA GF A7 obn, #A e ‘@
Ee BEES AR = FEE X8tz A @b Ao w4t EE
g JdFolete TEAC Az, dAe] AJA FEF 23 =
HE VZ Po2E, dvt 49 wdgcler ‘A4S 474 £
RE A Zd zEY, EEdAY ddyelzl FAE oF sAEZ dAE
Az, ddAHed =ZAAAARE FAe] 471 gA 2248 F UL F
€ gusteA H4A A2 dAFjok & A Foh

AAA A7t oA FPRE 2o}, PM T 2,02, 2.21°] SL T 19.74,
19.75 o5 “H(FE SR BAE obF AAdAY £2h.", BEL
A2 FAE o FAY FEYLE A4 R ol WA ¥
24 FAAYN} 2 ¢A AFsgch o1& g o]felA, #F9 g4
ElAER A4, MOk (semantics)d A FAHz 4FE FE dAh
Carnap(1942)¢] vl 2 AA]A FZ9 JHo] AWE Fof YV L ol
ANE dHeE 2o FE Ao okdst A HmES HERE, RH
(expression) 3} $#575 (designation), By PRl 3 PR (statement about
statement) 559 TH& HAE = dTF A ETHEE] H= o,
‘2o Aol EAAE G4 FE X E ALoE Jddd 23y,
AAH FE9 dess 2 Skl F43d EA40 Hz glezz 4FE
FAE #&9 gnE dFHAE ¢E AelH, o FHEdRE 5
grelsb Foekes Aol ERMEIS FAE F Al “REL ANED
ol BAE o}F HAY ‘A2 P& o, oF dHR B A3
49z 3t g2 TR0z ‘¥29 ovE FHoldy nriE 9
24 o) @ Eeleh

1 %

2

1) 28754 =dAAdA4 (T, HE A3y A=Az 3FE¢ § gemz, o
gdAdo]l 477 e Gz B Fr o gz ez Jd9 gy L A
§ Azl 2= Bochvard 3xx8& £ & Ut

2) old] W #MAE Marcus (1960) %=,

3) P 14-14, P 14-158 FAH = ¥ FdE°] zAold p. 164 F=,
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& $29) AAE 293 A FoA Ao REER D Eeud 4d 42
oz Tolw, WEM Mol WY A3} HHEEEED H@ 3L Y
e Foz ALt EdA Adel 4@ A%e 2 Ad AREE
Bl A Savl, Q4o E v e 78 4E godg 44 &
Eetd el A3 J2E Hohw H2QY Do) gon], o 2T Ha) B
Hoz Pgads Ladd, $39 FHd Eel dE Aoz stz
b 29 Aol A AR 93 oA Aol QALY EAE 23
A gteh.

‘¥ 2 AR 39 g Aoz EeAAY F5A 7aa+
¢z gemz, 2 gulag e8d 2 J%e YAE = Ao
A4, ‘B39 gulst FqolrE Eeug, ‘@39 -M
ook e ee Fool UE £3dt . ¥2Y g REd
sel, EelAdel Ag AR 2 HAAE AT 2 Aoz, U B30
FAG 2 vhd F24el da Aol 2 FAE BolEY 4+ ALAY
4%F AN & Aok LA mgEe] adde 9 FAAA @
onl WY FUE BF AL 4 fenz, 43 H4Ex ¥2e
dele A FojHobat ok gk, Aol ATHE ule Ha
oA $& A=, F4E 22U AAAT

A4 £de A, FL e Fol At AYL & ol Lol B
AR SeE, B39 Jdo G P YL Fol g ol 4o i
Bol AAHD e e FHY foul, Az LA Fiel chopa F4
g A9 gol4%d WAL, A5 FAA =z o gd o gl
S, =9, $30 2P I6E AAGAY, AHo Ftn: F7eA
Gech 444 $52 424 ¥R 4UAY YEL 42U ¥IH= A
A3 $849 4 9& 249 990 YL BT + 9y Aol

S B39 4o B3 oz shte e AsA %z Haw [l
oA e A Beke TF delE Aol 2ol olH@ Wars
AA 4gA 4o 9e E 9 W& Fug Ads, @A AN &
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