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Quine# B2 o] JEXREH T tHIA

F X B
F®

01 S —¥rel miordha BIL BERT &

CoJRA XM KRGl 57T f o] &l Kant® SRR
fitHo = qlxbct. At B BBHED 2 49 AAA AUt d EA3)
A @3, WEtd 2 teEAE 28 4% grtxn gk oA miTA o] A
€, 2 AAIE T2 AR oj5d AHor g e £ e
Ae Zsel daE B e X Sk

1 2& BEfe SrEgol AV FEArel o

2 EE oy BEfe £XM, BRe9elv, duiydor Ao

2E el BEe GBE, MRrelw, di4 sA4shssch

3 4 Alele AAe] R A4E T2 Yert dd A E F53
|, el oEskA] Yk ¥4H AelE #HAE 4+ vk wd, F9d Al=le
A AE g ot jloE F5% Follx Ado]l AMIIE Holop FHA A
2l-& g 4 st

o] & AYF2 ook T, AEF WTME B o] ojde B
oAFmat vk o) SRy HIESH KRAK HIfe] AT WisrHk Pol Wi v
£ AP A AxHs, 2 oz AEYK AL Quined fthfo] ot

0.2. B MERFFS] KETEM HiH

AHETHE, WA Arstoteles (9 REFHFS HEHMBA AHN Bitol Atts <
Aol ¥ oo} e EalFoln FaL 2 £ wAlz v 4 r},

1) 4714 “do"=&t 24 ~-F3e Fol| gt vjse] o]R x5 @A gy &
o2 =gick, o] wiMe Quine (“Two dogmas of empiricism™ ¥ Goodman, White,
Waismannoll &13] A 7[sic},

2) dore w3 M (dichotomy), B+ it (aualism)eo] 2F oF & szl ok

3) Quine, From a Logical Point of View, p. 155.
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1 234 £431 23 44 WA el 2 zleje] 4,

2 AHolx, Hdd &£4,42 Aelo] d¥= pAAAL] A ALY 8
A 2R L& AMsw, 2F s Aot of F2 "EAF/]
W= BT (of essentialism)’ &t "AEF XM (essentialistic) ol &F & F
datx, 2AFos AR d4x gde L& UorEole 2E IS XEIEM
ojg} ¥-2xtxm AQrgtrt : EAF Htdte oW o] FH L& FAAHoR
U 5o g wlolgd 5 Qlod, uotztd L& AWsirlE AL¥ 4 Ut

ZAEoBc Folo] AAAY odFrie A (AR JAT F US ¥, Folo] 1t
EA] ojmfafofql grobe A (AL HAY F gvke Y48H FAL 493
B LR A2 E ol Rt a¥coid A3 el AsbsETE, 2
3 dadozat Q4 7bgth, o]Ae] obntE AXH RIHeL KN AME T
e 71 Aolrt®

Camap, Lewis € ¥|Z¢ B KBRBFES Y S¢ULY] EHE ¥
2 qt, o= AMAH A=E F4A Ao FHA73, A el EAE A
ool olaf A7l UE? AW o] & jAe A = 4o "&Cﬂ&lﬂ
Rholl oAt BAH £43 o3 4L FHYPHD EPF/}H, o= EAF
olE A¥shxinl, £AFY AHA L& wolEolm, ol & K B £HAm
B oz Aot o)Al o] FE W 2 A He FES EX, £
of FA et A Al zEe] FRHE AHUF A wotEole AAFHMN Mikol et
T+ B

4) ol ‘WA d44’ (de re modality)e] <l 3 o)c}

5) °] #42 Kripke?t “Hii LB# LM (metaphysical necessity)”“BMey LMK
(epistemic necessity)” % H&d MHYES FH57] olHolls Uty o g wrols iz )
ZIRrthe AA® £ sboh Kripke+ A 227 Agyon AqAAs @ 245
i, ME¥ Yo THAFIE AYstma ok webd ot Quine o ¥V WY

4 Ao, Kripke, "Naming and necessity”p. 260ff, “Identity and necessity”p. 88.
6) Axdd zel9 %"%i’li el e :a‘“%°] Yol A 113194 < = fl.aljl.ﬁ’:‘ﬁ% U4 &
+ AZ
7) ol ‘ool ojFl A4’ (de dicto modality)el Qa)ojxr}
8) dlzdd] Wittgenstein & 2E Had4eo] =23 "Walygoletn ghch Corrado, M,
The Analytic Tradition in Philosophy, Chicago : ALA 1975.p. 15
9) Quine® ¥ FE& Aristoteles 3 g uFojolo] A& A4 stetstm gh
“ Two dogmas of empiricism® p 22 g White, M_p. 3181 9 p. 330,
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olgdt EARFA Alme Mo FHEAU o2, HuHos HA4UY AeE
FFcke Aot A7 4 Aolx, o] ool AYL mE A zgle] B
kel BAtetA v, 2E A EAS ol24 sA W sARcE g
of71gtch. o] 9] k&, thAl HEA, ol AARFEH HE M4t ofz
AZ1d2d, Fxu o3t Asqo] sl AEwt 49 HFHste) dAG T
U, UortA AAZYH e AeE dE3Re ¥t AE 1dFE Ao
th. o] Adtge] olo] MAES UAU, Hx oA AYsI 4 EAF A
AL Adolo HAMA wie MY WA SEEF AL thEuE 49 FY
Ferg dAs FEHAZT. oAl AL AA Ha HEY AFE 4 glAG, I
te] MeEAE A Aoz at AAN BAYcH 5 bl FEIAHL A
Al A ot A gLt

ol A %ﬂﬂ} Aol dAg THel £4A Alvleh T3 el g
of AN Y31, E FAE AT Azt FAHARAC. oA AAE W&
€ e 2T datdolzt s

olM Fxpo] FoHo| Wi w2 AFYFol EAF o HEe it wfolH,
o] wdhe o EAF A e 7px] vk o] ¥R M Quine 2 :

1 AHelE o]+ dodd g4 AU 84F A3 T,

2 ool ZAMA sMrH BEH” 2l Bel YA FYA o8 3 B
el W7k USE By ALE Este] &k o F FA HE  Quine
o] vigdol oyt ;o] o] 24 £8E ol Erh

F ]

¥43 Azl Ao oololvt 2AMA o2 Aol HA=a, weld A4
Aot FRIA Aeolztx grh. o]EL Quined WEd o F AR UE
4+ U

L E=2d AW o) 2E AL ¢ dxe AESA gL dAol

(All unmarried men are unmarried men,)

10) ol& Fol AaA A7 sz FASHUD 43 olch
11) A%des “wd A€ ¥4 FH7x Tagch i H9 »ol /L Quine
°of 3A ¥-#o At A Je€ deotn 85 sl



Quine H®e FAETHMH M 223

2 EAz A EojoES AznBgons =vH A 8P £ U
= 23 d) RE 245 AEsA g gdAEolrk (All bachelors are unm-
arried men ) '#+'9

2 Aele oot =eld o7k Alelch ghek =2 Alzle] doje]& ' o
drolSof Ak 243 e gao oo A& Alel, F AT ould A
"B xe]"Wolct. o)) HE Quinedl YAL T F AR vE S+ UCh

1 B8 BHo Aelza EAEcolela FARcd, Adx dAE v
o] by FEmbd Zwm AR gk ot £4 ¢ & Hyg ool WA #
Az Aol e o A ER oMY o 4%—?&Dl—t F-aH4-o] ot

2. =u]a ofFExt Fojalviy, weld A FHIIEL HAAH|TH® ofA
BAl= Qal8ad &ao g Mo EiEMH (linguistic doctrine)o] i, o] o} F
st wlyl wwaia) gron, Aol gl AbojH] ol Eo|rh

Al

1. 9 -8 maEed 22X

Quineo] 1 BtHAS HEsE F42 el YA Alely THEHAEL i
Al Az s 4 St

| B Ae] WA HERAE (criteria in epistemological test for analyticity).

9 BaAel iy sk (criteria in formal test for analyticity),

3 Ao frEpFHKe KEREHE 7 (criteria in behavioristic test for analyti-

12) o] &L “&zA"g Fojoq “AEsA ¥ A" 2 akFo 2 =23 3Ale
7t "k

13) o) 52 Aristoteles®] £33 4 o3} (essential predication)ell &gk 22, Locke
o] AtA% = A (trifling proposition) o) 3l g3ghc)

14) linguistic doctrine of logical truth : & x2]3 el $£43) oo 23
4 (true purely by virtue of language) olet= F3,

15) “¥-44 el st Go qlojo] o5 Holeles FHES AWt

16) H97 252 (elementary logic)e] sl A&, Godel 2 T2t (comple-
teness theorem)o] w35 F-& 2vjol He] E A4 A8l (narrowly syntactical
formulation) 2% 153}t Quine, “Carnap and logical truth® p, 130.

17) £44 2o “q4ed 8" 9 AN ZR" ol oj& ] Passmore’t A
Hundred Years of Philosophy (Penguin Books, 1968).p. 11404 &3tz e
o T EHRN BB o} we o] FollM AHS A8 B
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11 QM EX AT E0 EEF9
LI AR oal K] dulabE

A AL QA 7 E-2 Bkl ki (verification theory of meaning)e) wh
et A txlch ofo] w2 oW %ol oulEe aAE FEHow TS (confi-
m) 3tA v ¥-F (disconfirm) st Wy ojrt” oAl EAH AzlE oW AT
B35 A Lotk AF 4 Ale]"wt YA AEHow SHES
&% (irrevisable in principle) €59 A gl Eols HYolt}h ! o &0
Hal Quine H3ol& AAE HEHOo2HA =uidic) 7&3—0]%——— Ade] Ag
o] Alejxlof AIgcin ok 28d, Fga Aee 015‘1 HAlo) g7t ?

ol Rt HA AU o) &L UYUFrL oo WEw, BE goluy s
< 25 A FEe g Ae2 HAE 4+ Urk o] FAL Carnap ] “AA
=813 T2 (Logische Aufbau der Welt)" o A 28 Ago] AR oIz M 2t
ztzk g ol of (sense—datum language)$} =2l lolE Tést: AYFH oo
(empiricist language) 24 EE 2}8bd olole] AjFAo] AERIC o Al%d o
i Quineol Mgt VAL dHL Ty o : Camape “H4dqrt Al
Zb—-F2F 2AF x iy iz ctel) vk (Quality q is ot point—instant z:y:zit)
t A& AHg3t UE ¥, o] AE B o] Aso £ "—o UL (—is af
S RA YR o2 ey 4 YA woldx RETh meld B
el BPFol& ob3] QIFEA gL Eciol EFsirl. o)Ay YIS} A
571 ojel¥ FAojet, FAE HFO|BAAL i e FaolM BYZ 9]
o Atafel] Eztsirie zlolrt @ BE A4 ET ST MM LSS FHHoO
2 B3 (confimm) E+ -3 (disconfirm)® 4 Atk o)A HYFos x4
7} B Ao FE3E Quine o 2% (supposition)-& THEEF Tk ;g
Alol ¥ *elo] A5 MEgHoBMs ot el o AYR WA 2zt

18 ) Quine, “Two dogmas of empiricism” p, 37.
19) Quine & F4x AA2AMe] EkE sz Yo, ki (theory of mean-
ing)& “# &ekpy~(significant ; having meaning )3 *“[F&E&"(synonymous ;
alike in meaning)®| ¥ 7Ado =2 cffoja 4 Qctm Frh Quine From a Logical
Point of View, p. 48 ola] dE5ol& o ¥A42 742 i3 o] HEdE 4+ Ack
a, ZAFolE : ANeeL HYAH 73%9 ] o]l FUdT ALl ME FolHo|rt
b, =21y Aleje} Foaq A&, ¥4 4ojck Quine “ Two dogmas of empiric-
ism” p, 37f
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A el Adto] At

olalgl Aol A A Alele Aoy syo2¥e HAso UFol (maxime
um immunity from revision) E3tatch, ol AHEol AA A AAMAWAAM Tt
2E nEe] MAB 7lso TAsSE, 2388tk (centrality) olgt ¥ &
k. ol Zztd AY AA WwEsE, A M A Yrk(peripery) e 2¥ES] 4
WA Ae|' 0], Azl zo] ohet o] A olrt o]& AR Aol
Meta, A9 24H S Muidor 43 Ersyt Ao, id 2E FYA
e s A3 HHoz & Nda AY o8 £ shssictn BE Aol oY
wo| wolSol: oFrCh Putnamel FA-E U= FHA4L, od MM AR o

8%l 2 A4 "(misconceived centrality)o] ch.*®
1.12. Lewis, Carnap; Mill#}e] ¥ja

Carnap& ol & (linguistic framework)e] Al®iol 3t < AukjRE" (exter
nal question) &} 2zle]l WHolAd dojihe ‘WAY fillRE  (internal question)& T
watch, 24 Aele dg Qoid Fol AYE"l FA AYHS O FAS
M Rse A, dolEe) Az wel FMH £x FYPHoR, A sEA
b, AAE A4S od dojE Ao 848 B @AM Az A
9|7} ofu el chat Ao WA SE Ao]w] Al (pseudo-problem)zha ek E
C.1. Lewisol m=w : “Ada Aelet Fda Aelpe)® FA-L ofH Z gl
gat s X% 4 o+ de] 2 Fod AYEd ¥ o] FHE A B
2r o Aze, ug vl Ael F¥A dusize] FRAH® oL
2E BMA el 248 doEE st &R (convention)oll £, F
2po] AT AE ALAo] Fxgt, o] Adujd o83 z;x A&dn UFE ¥

olsbale @t Quine & Aty AL FAskA @x, TEje] o] AL 44

20) Putnam, <The meaning of ‘meaning’” p. 254,

21) Carnap, “Empiricism, semantics and ontology * p. 206. °] lA4-& ¥&: Quine,
“On what there is. "o/ &AL ojBe] *2A &4 ¥%"(contological commit-
ment) sigel tg, welAFEFFo QIAelAe wdto g ATk ad, o 4
L Aty e Ay YFe w©HAY + grh

22) Lewisol QoA Aadx $¥dAa &M6lx] ¥+rh “The modes of meaning’
Readings in the Philosophy of Language (Rosenberg ], F./ Travis, C eds.)

p. 18 metd ¢ 71F9 T FAH-F Y QdEH FE/E0 b

23) C.I Lewis, A pragmatic conception of the a priori’ p. 283
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234 xel, 4¥A 4 Aol BAshs AR BAEEE Ao 94
wdstd FAlE A Eyolm, AEH e ol FAAH A
At ol 2r7Ax FHsA BAEC e Adold, ol @A Axe Aeld.

oM e W 48 Al FAA TAE AFT 5 UAd JSMil
Az wamE 4 gtk Mille] % RE Azt A o4& AEA Atz
stolgicid, odrlAds WA ow #de Al (problem of induction)7t Aol
o} 2E el MEA o s ¥AE 5 Urh ol AF FEHE AN
s, FAH alele) Ade] FAYoleke dAolet. el Quine > FAA A
2] b A BASE FA-Fg FEAAE FAA B AEA A
%o] Aol 28 AAAFew ¥uEE & strieis, AL AMNA AR -
He olxsE g £ ; 34 &4 F3 (maxim of minimum mutilation)?” o]

arerelel agsta gt Aotk

—

o
Hr
B

Mo

ol BA) HBREE

r

LEE 5%’&011 sed $A4e BAR e AdERA 499t oW A8
= e Zok :ovelwln QAW Fol4; WY -AHA wEd
gEmsA; ool @A AT WA keld £33 ool AT F. olF
3 AAEe Addolol goiAel FA4E, FAETL ATl olHs ¥4

121, xtededoo] qloiA el A A

A Aele dolo o Ale FAHEHS, 1 J1EE YolA Bx =EH
zElr g <(elalA) Folyre] £ Agew dojalrt E AAH Fol gL “HE
{5 AR FILAR #l8ed: " (interchangeability salva veritate)ol& Moz 4
gtz gok, ad o] A& £AE (frame of reference)® A3 Ut doi7t X
et ol3lo] uwhel Aolgt Teg Wil Al a2 FAES ALK FE®
(extensional language) 2 M TA7|", Aelx vEd Fraufrtsdeoese A
TR el AR B4 (coextensionality) ¥tol &A1& 4 o™ ¥t " W4

24) Z|&AAAA AA 4L FAHE staieis A
25) ¢ldde] $U3 AT HEL ATa¥sixs 2 Aol 2E #go A W
3hA g Aol
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" (necessary) § Sl HE E@EE ol oSl g o4 49 4 QU

1) Seigow wi £4-0 Fool (Nexessanly afl bachelors are bach-
eloss_ )

1) 9dides v 2742 ZTFHH $& yatch (Necessanly all bachel-
ors are wmnamied men)

2) Uqldox vE 44E AN 5L 4FE A2 FEold. (Necessari
ly all creatures with 2 heart are creatmes with 2 heart)

7)) 4qidow v 4%3 A4 5L TE¥E M 5Bl (Necessar-
ily all creatures with a heart are creatures with kidoeys_ )

Sl A 27 1), 2)+ A9 =, 1) EF FoolE WAAAN d& FF 1)
+ AolAxgt, 2)FAd Qi FAYH TVE WARNA <AL FF 2)= glojtk
A3 Udy-olzt ol E WoiEUri=l, ofF TSI TRUAAY A »
+£4 3 eWAsdos F4E, vYolAN EAALS 4498 5 A

A+ 19 Z)2] AEAE PEss] fHa Rold " -o] ojals o}F]
Pustx gorl, 1) Aolxql )+ =i A9l gL o33 N+ ¥4
Holxwl N+ FHA ol = T8 AR A ALt

1) =€ 3z ATsA g dAd
2) 2E 4FL AA 552 T2 AR FBok

A volnj: FAAY- 5ol 4 ~ded- 5ol XA APF ol shig
X wojsqithd g 2E AGES 449 5 A4, o5 2T Ud4dAow
A& s T8z, ot shidx & 29 £ 2g ol A=+ 2o 3
Aj H-gAFo] Folx AA gk, FolA Ze dul olE9 AN PR AEl
i, 98 AS(aAY I95A g dE5)x o9 = 4 Tejr. ol 4XA
2 2A7 St e guad, 2R P99 A4z 24 o] ohiel,
3ol ARS AMAo| /1A% FERIG FES T (intuitive semantics)o] At oj+=
¥-Aa zz2)e} F§A AeE I ow FHFo v A AL Qoje] A o
& a%d A4S s dolx o] AL ool old ‘HAF9 "(grad-
umalsm= % A9 5+ o).

26) WA, Folde AF e EZA o ¥ AEM B4 (co—extensionality by
language)ojz} Fo)d 4 glirk

27) A3AY old4 cdolAAL “34"7 “AEHA G FA” A9 FA4E AP
2 714 §E7 3 “FEE A4 230 ddy FAHdoeeVEH THEE 4 At}
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1.22. qlZ ool oo xle] ¥4 4

Cannap-& 9% 4ol oh & Quinel ¥IZHE Uikalr) Uie] dy-2A Pax N
(meaning postulaies) 5% Edgoes 75w & rtx ek & ATl
= oo A FER & mumsm Bl (semantic rules)E& BA sto 24 243 T4
e, ool Y7t milideii (L-postulate) ¥k k%S (meaning postulate)
ojth. MaE =2jd Alele], Axiel Fare] AL #AA Azl MEE MIFW
o, g, BAMd AelE g dojrt =E ofel BA sl urh ol Car
nap @l AidiEe ohg AEe] st Holth

| g EQiol xpaiqiole} sttt : qlgaloje] AL QojHol:, of F¥
o] *RHE o2 WAL Hoisik AL oelyolct cial, o™ T elye

apojeiole] £4 4ol 2yg AFsAE XIrh

2 QEQE & Aialole] whEsigl Jlgolrt ool Ataddeld] WWE =
B uba] ge AT W Ee chestel A el fAgct e AFAede] A
o AYA sladols, QlEAdoie] FAAHL T AFshe & Acdcdole] EH
E Aol o|&sliof gt ol A obz] 1 Hado) HehE sMREA o Ark M3,
& Ao A glojgi ol JAsMA 2 FHe el ¥E nASACH
3 qlZolE qloiautel AL westaA AP, A4 -Fe FTIE
Aolaute] &AA HAoltk, rlAE oY A A Carnapel 442l E
g y4E& HEEHTT

olmf AL W4 Sreh ‘Lol waA dutdos, ez & A, F “A
£S7 doLel WaAM A PAMor Hug F4& /A dAE T
grooam o] A oy Udtd gL wrh BolsA stma Aok a#dl, Ca-
mapel &l Leold F44e) B simE ¥vd, St Lol ovlesd 3
o) osfiM AU Ao E 2 Holvt Lol A ¥4 2ol k(S is analytic for
Lo iff S is true according to the semantic rules of Lo). oi7ld& 430
2 o] oulEd Falolzt e txAd #, chAF o9leH o] oA
& THE Qdolel rpxje Ao gt Lty gL FoixA gherh @ebAd L
olele] ojml lolzt FolFe W 2 odeje] omlEH A, Ux ¥A4H A
olm #alx] o 4 9l wyolat gitt : MM doiEe] o=l #F3a, WA ¥
Mz Ael zte], Fololztm HUthe AEFFALL U ¥, AAe dos A

o

28 ) Carnap, “Meaning postulate ”
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e A5AY FEAHL APHA Y3 AUrh

& QFaele ddbd ouloj Ao o], Aaddoie} on| @A FAE A%
(ordered pair)ojg} grim, ol UdbA onjo Mgl qleieh #43 A Eo €A
spolet et Az geul, 44 el TAL AF FAAH Ao (explicit
convention)oll FolAlth. ol ma o vA xaddie]l dutelztx] TRAEHE £44
Ade dge 4 oo Fusirt @ zadddoldE ooz AAK E4A AE
o] Age nlE FoAH UA grt

Tarski ] Al2]7ldel ol=|&2 A e](semantic definition of truth)ell mesd o
e BEHo wEw o3 BAE 2E odold HsA 2 Aol A e (tr-
te—in—L)& drEdow Aod 4 qrl. E =2y £olEq dAHckd =@l
A Aele HAY Aolx Fojart?® b ofzbe]l Fahda EAA Ale”
B AE aelg Fa4d e Foixx| ¢gu, tirt 73 B A5 T
A o] Eqte] A AHx girh Quine o] AN (intension) o 3 FejAolojxq  «
A rolgk e Aystaa, “Ael”, U “w=elF A7 MdEL LolEdL
AHojx olepzre olol] A REL}

&)

e

1.3

HI

Ao et TETHRE HREE

Quine & 21o1& “AAo] UM EETHNY EEMEY B 22 2o
BE qiole] xol& AFo] tigk wbgel afolz uebube, alole AL AFe
2 455 AQ o, ol o AFEo] HEEE “¥-43 x4 " (collateral inform
ation)e =3 Hygzrl. of He| #Al= AL u—,ﬂJr HagAa dojal o
9] oja malomAMel, A WA FAse dbSAAH ¥4 2o ZIQse 4
A28 43| adojol 7QAskE 84F 7}31% ol=7F & A oleh. Quined &
2y ulTo] & Camap®l "hx=t §4, oot YFFo0H HLOoB I T

29) ¢ & 2% #Z,

30) Carnap % Stegmuller+ Quine 2] el g A¥7t Quined 9144 WX

A ube] hEk oA ®xo TAgC: £rh ‘

Stegmiiller, Hauptstrdmungen der Gegenwartsphilosophie, Bd . II. p. 236.

28y, o)d As: Quineol A7 F AMEE HelEArke AE Addg 4 gk

31) “(language as) the complex of present dispositions to verbal behavior.*

Quine, Word and Objecl. P, 27. Quine & *Z¥A" o2 Ee|d 48 WA F2E

7t2 4tk “Each disposition, in my view, is a physical state or mechanism’

Quine, The Roots of Reference, p. 10.
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#o] yhssithe Holi,*” Quine-& mAe] wWelE FUH A3 (prompting stim
ulation) o] aletel B&oma FA o} £aol WS dod $ Us TS
2 4, of gjare] A Y-S 2k

ool 8 ¢ (linguistic behavior)& sl M 2A doizle AL T Aol oW
Absh - 22 A (stimulus situation) kel A 34 £+ FAFE=7F st Aol
o 71 A o FAto] Fojsloln 4y Aol A - HEM RJEKEM (affirmat-
ive stimulus meaning) ¢t ¥-HE oA 232 Aspe]l A - FIEH] FIFEK (ne-
gative stimulus meaning)2l -&44 (ordered pair) &2 M #lEEK (stimulus m-
eaning) & Aol 4 vk o)z2-& Ml W AAE bl HP FAS AlA
o] WEo wel FAHr LfsbE F4H 24 ofe] WskEly] WEolrt. webA
T Bape] xpZejale] wlmyte g 1 Yz B EAUx|s} olole] orleivt &7
e, o alolel Al 5EER 4 2 4e] JFE FAld Hm wA Tt
A 4 glrh.

agzel g A A & FAlF Hfete 24 dAdstn, et & e
A EBIM IR (intrasub ective stimulus - synonymy)+& #4-3 24 2t
o)z qlail Aolgt olulel Fabe] HU AFejnlE ZE ASE AAY &+ YUk
T oo ABAY BT Ws ElRd A<l gy WEA AFF o (so-
cialized intrasubjective stimulus—synonymy)-& A& A4 zbe] 22| 2] x}o] 7}
o3rlon  dES ZAE ALE AAL 4 vk Fabo] A AslHoer #
23 49l & (socially stimulus -analytic sentence)ol@t ASI A 257t oH

222 Argtsle] A% FA s FAL Tahen, old HEAR ¢ 4ol AHE

28| odol® e (linguistic behavior) 2% FAs W 5 A “Atslssl 5
B ATHol 4 CAbslEks] AFEAA ol 4] Fe A B AT

Zola myo] © 4 9rh? vlate] B oAEe B x4 MAxe] 4Y
e AAsT gort, oM A S AT FRske F4A AAG o2
oje] olmle FHaulxE £erl P o 1M Quine s FEE AL adolo] W
TR R ol oheh, XA 2n|go] Fu|gbH o folEolE WEH A

32) Carnap, “Meaning and synonymy in natural language.,” ol A

33) ®E ApFelnl g ApFo] Fojxd= A z(modulus)o) A E 4 A (relative)o]ct,

34) 2A 2 A olds, AlE 4, oW Az felvebac 2z Zshohs ¢

“‘nE 7o FEslxr gL ARtk oA +EEAE AFH FA ZEch
(dtedell A AP, F2= FAHog deolrh)
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g4 ol 54 ¥ %’_—4”%013}1 Aeslech aAd, A3Fe] I doiH

ugofj Al olmlo] o] 849 AtAlel T gAa&F steig-e =2 4ol Aqlate] o
sk A AsHE O Az gAleks Aot deist AAle] BARAL FAEE

Quine o] A# = thg Foll A zrerstAl A AR

flest ol Amas mab oW EAAG B, 2 AFE o] ¥4 A
2e) seglols FHow ofm AP FAS (occasion sentences)ol] &l &2
= Zw(prompt)sh7]ol FEF bR a2 AL EnLe TEeth £ o A™
S &= ATTol sHAX R Seoff mal £ Fushrlel FxaAal, A
o mabe oslE o wwHolsAl REF ¥4H A Ce dEUtn A
A aelw gAls] = oopasbx s ohgw el WHAE FA #E7? A4C
e ssvozs auelel Sel BUEAAE WAAAA Dol WaEel olAE

o] QAT plavixe "Row [EE sl ] ZHE5E Pol H
olabA =leitha, vhis AljbsbA, ey olgA HAHE F £g Aot ; HAHA
E 2% (clairvoyance) X 2kE, ¥& 270l C= £E3o) gojdel mE HAE
o cedch steebe, FEe =RuaE 2 Aotk kst 2lmlE ofel
abukal (pari passu) Al8HE 4 g7l mi{olch o] 3w Fojvjgict 27t A
Sros A U= AL B, Aoz FwsEw H¢ T FolatA v
wolahs Aasel A gel Alste] WA} iy, Aol mE H-gel Alstd ¥
olth. ozl AWE-e AA HF A& TEL o IR B 2

ertha giohel, o]t AW 4 Ag Aotk B, o 4¥EE Aol ¥
sq goigo] A4 Tust Ak

o] Quine-& ¥AEolst B thgw} gol AgsimA Adwrh wief BE
Aol 2 tholEE MgomH zilol AYUg WeThd, 2 AL AHN®
o] Aol GiME B - B TEL AES AT Azl doAFEHA

AaprEsa, oW FAe we Awoel 1 weled wozs aziel A

o
o

E=R

o oo wd ojm e ayx Eajch I FolM Axte S AE &
Mozt HelE 2ok 2, olAe thE AfE3 Fygol THHE AS
olUm, T A o® Aol LAMA s ¥ & UE AE ok E R
Aol A BMA AE s dnEo £PE s the S ALHY & YUsE

¢

35) Quine, “Meaning and translation.” p. 466.
36) Quine, The Roots of Reference, p. 80.
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o W sjct
14 S BES EEIEN B

ol e} HEE 4 -FT] JAEH Y AV Tt HE RAT
. 2y, el B44 2 540 diE FYstar AEE A/ ol
€ /M o, @A U4 47 A AHH AeEe] dHdE ETE,
obz2] FH x| ojopt & Folo] vk el TAZE "D ofAl o] AH|-& vok
TR AET & Uxe A Aoz

Quine & A#E& oF Al ¥ F=2 Tk
a, @ EE (observation ®® temms): 9| S B0 R RARYH FATHAL 9
+ct.
of, oY AEAL" "B
b, FEEN Z-+E4 (unobservational ® occasion®® sentence) & o1& 4+
£ ¥ E.
ol *& 2" 57| (sibling)’

c. AMA Al o] @aete] ofy.

ao] &3t SR A AU Ao alaist itk aMA AT A BA
goz4 FS5ch e bol &3l oo AFHul= AN met oty
th, o] & B Wl @AM FEEI W & oL 1 3
7150 Hi o dolERe A 471 vlmA A ? Co &3e A¥e

37) AHAA BA -Fge FEL AWRAH Ao TLAHA dAe A zelE FA
sl A Ayt o2 Schalick, *Is there a factual a priori 2° p, 282
Grice/ Strawson, “In defense of a dogma,” p. 83f,

38) “A9FA~(occasion sentence) “x|&-F-A~(standing sentence)2] Ad 74y
Adl, 2R B¢ Fu HAg A =4 WA e U4 =S (prompting st-
imulus)o] 85t FAE Bk U ASBHoR WA Fud A3 gols
A 2 Aol g T4 FAEL, vmH oW AFL, HEIY 4 U A
€ BEohwAFATolgt A2 Fol A a1 AFoeizt A AY AMe B dA
e EAE i

39) °] okxt= z+7] Russell ¢ Ql=lol|l 2]§ % 4] (knowledge by acquaintance) 2} 7}
<o) 98 x4 (knowledge by descriptions)e] Ar-g-ghr}

40) b o &5t o9 33y A9 Putnam$y #9743 o (one-—criterion
word)e] ¢,
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ARSI Y-S el A=2 ezt AR A Yrke HolA bol &3k AA%e}t ok, W
d Axe GE oss3el et AR Brhs dolA Fakele oz

YA AW o3 o] ARt bol &3 o3 o] dEA 1A F
SE o Fo4, ohE doEdte] HANE 1, FZol vEA Fzraer
ot g Ao oA dRDE FA Rk, 2 onhei(oll, <F 2 ol H
foll AL AE AE ¢ ¢A "ok R olsER 2% FAE F
< Weob e Aol dejrdrh Wb Coll &t olfe] § HAZ FAEe)
5 2 e WE & AAAA NN M AAH Age aokx SAEA gtk
wetA olmolx ¢lot e, oot vip L Qvhe AL doluA] gt nha
7t e A -4 dofE WA S0 sl Pu AUES BYse
Aol doltrt o)Ay U A 4o Rk, 22E FAsE o AE%
ol EE ARA A§Fol HAY AU ¢ 4+ YA "Drh

ol Aol Aol Al ol’l A o] WEA] ol Mo mul Yojutol s
= obd ook dukaid flel A E A £/ olfize] FH L UM o] of
Yt AR FAle]y] WEolnt, oA BAlE FHAEQ 9o gouiE 2 Ho)
obu=t, of g a% AMgons YA AHEH FEYYo] i)

2 REM NE 22X

ST ARG TR delAdEe TEAEAAI FAIAOl UL, E o] FAlo)
HE gEFH YA 2 FEo| thak Ao FAYL wErh FF oy
o Atd2 T 4 gl 3, Quinedl YA FHAA I Entolele Aol n}
Agor, Holx weld Al2lE A5 oo & Az (truth purely by virtue
of language), & 43 ol AME Az yx}

A =2 Alele oAl JEe, =EA olfnl HAXiow, it Folm
g8l il AR 2Ael o7 A o3 EE uEEMoE TYY A
% =814 Aleloltir*» (The logical truths, then, are those true sentences wh-
ich involve only logical words essemtially). 9714 =213 A8y sl Fo
A7, o] AL oA Aol Wit QAEH P Aolo|BuE B
41) °1 &< Putnam¢] Y AFIH (law—cluster word)e| ) 5o},

42) Quine, “Carnap and logical truth® P. 110. ® “Two dogmas of empiricism”
oMol Ao Hzx. p 22f
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spth. mebd ol alojol el Etdeif st BAIARCH
2. 1 - “Ea] &i ZJ_E] o‘ l]ﬂll}pnﬂ“( I )Oﬂ CH 3H /q

szEpps (linguistic doctrine) & & FHEIH A zAog & & rt 1 €
2ld alele] Wy Aoz A & fle AMAE ey oHEe (S,
o] o) ate] Z At} (Deductively imesoluble disagreement as to a logical truth
is evidence of deviation in usage(or meanings) of logical words.)® 944 o &
e A e 2T AL ULk

L BE zle|Ale] #halo] alolel Apdle] mF oEFE wpe, =eld Al e

9 Sgl5e welotE the fEE A &t i, FAME =
5150 At Mo hE W4, F oE el g wolzta & 4 Uk

3 ool 9]FolE WAL A T &Fol HFAEC =8]8 A2lE FAH T
cegrid ol 1 owedabde] ¥ A A o W& E-A

gy o)se mhAtx 2 &FwE (elementany logic) # ¢ FHE 4 (obviousn-

ess) o2 E AEd 4 arh

o g aradte] Aale wWHE EA4E e Al 2ELHT gozy A
mel & ek, oA (x)(x =07t dofdl esARE atelo] HalEE A
ware] Qo] (53] “=")e Sl olsh oyl WFolhi 4 49 & Axol, =t
A e AL ¢ Bl BE diAe] @uet £49 HiA ANEdEE F
Hatm oy WEolehn 49 & Arh
g Ae]® Bysle 2L o W AL Aoje] oulWEo tia b BA
g ZAolxm, =eld Aele wWHsich webd 27t A=gglich
welo] AREQTIE kg & ole Fha HAYR FA= daEg AL $AHo
Ag ASch E meld aviel ol WYy Ao W g2 d™¥E T
Zolth, mebd 3o Agxlch
A7 A ey ele HAYsirke FHEYL FAROS olojoj o]l ™ A3}

o]

flo

2

2
A

43) Quine, “Carnap and logical truth” p, 112 «ddgxdoez #zY 4+ & AN
o Fare] Alglol 3 AL W& Aol L Aotz Hoste ¥4 2 A
omyge Adogd H4AH 4 glv AMAE i

44) A 48 (truth-function theory), ok3} o] & (quantification theory) ° %%
A o) & (identity theory)& T Hghrt.
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wp7} gloke Aol =@ U o, Quine A7} 2T FAE AEHo] 8l
£ {L‘Jiﬁ]i&iﬁéﬁa(pseudo—doctrme)fﬂ] 23t AEAETH

rir

99 el Alelel FEMRDA HalA

glolo| 2o *xeld Alel: {EEM FHLK (inguistic convention)ol| o181 el
AL caele] s o]k EEIIE ghch o zmbard abqelM FEIU
# ol & ohat 270l s 2] (convenient ) 8tehA U, th4(simple) shthe AbA ol 2l
v oopw AuetE glol AdE .y Aslch o]dy Eel g WwotEolt AFE T
7} 7F gl et

1. Mt A REL (legislative postulation) : @2 & oojo| A, Azg A" F2
2 mosiglo] ateletm wobEelE BT

2 #Emwg AFR{L(discursive postulation) : 71 ¥ A & Aol QlolM 7|& Ale]

2o A5 Fl2 LHsE BF

o zol A EeA aEA dolder vzl Aelel A% ATk FAE ALY
L oge Ae oty qlgA Felsd olrh 2 EAE 2 %—1‘%01 3ol 8
desie gelxe] T3 ¥, onl A Fd gelel A&H S o

L og oyl ol ol BAAL FAl &FE AF 22z Zeistz AR F@

o} mpatrixl 2 UHa Ee e =qE Zeo] HaAT FA7EE0l AES 2,
g AgEE & & 4 ke AAR JFEH Zele] wole JojHexrE I
Al Ao BAAE obE HE oelelAel FHe A g 7lchele Aelvh wa
A alolo| (I xeld zlele] $H4E 49% & glom, Quine-& A7t
shera apeiel A Felv gelel ARl vt oslo] A%k &k

2.3 AT dF2Ae =HH

oM relto] AAYHAGIE AF b FolTE Asfol i =lE-E A
Hw, olA E2lte] 4z | Quined] AME Agoms A dwel I3
0] Asfel e mae] sHg Axnxh ok

welate Adzae ddelm A FEEH opxt7b| 2, o A A A
Ass 9r)dos ARgess 2Ye AFste Jlegict. FE A" ol
Ao e g waelAU, 239 dusdE Egokd, webM Aol
Amda APl olsh 2HY 4+ U ovdn, eHHL B FHA

45) o) Fag <loix ool *HF 2 (linguistic conventionalism)olgtE ¥&Th
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“vbiel gre ¥ olnly Ml =g A
dAol obd slojrh. eatete] 1 &5 ol ojujoj A Mo et ko] B
i FA A To] of ol AAst= AFolr),
trell ofabetsrolut Aj dojizo] rtE AL A ST $vHo g °13&3P°%, o]
=8 AAstdead FHg Bl B desis o gk oo M
Holehsd, Eelse A 4A AL 2ol FA Yol £ B EUF o) v|o) A HEYa o
=, oAbl atelw Al AA Ayl WAB: 8, XAAA HAle] s)edsi A
stel Hxol grk =2lA A 452 ofd Y Fop] FTUEA @1, 2E A
RIS, obsbM A A Al Al A Bl ol2r)7kA] §akg vl A M, Lalo] A Es)
ISl EEA AAAA] Y2 FYe] WAL sl BOBREY] Y
(maxim of minimum mutilation)& 2 A A Al FHe e FFS v]xz Y= =
Blge] 48 AAsArt, A4 +5¢ AvsE £ ste] Welel B
o] 2| (principle of simplicity) & =elste] ANARNE £ ASH-E A
T2 werh WESEE AVYond odxldg tastsimie gFolel Mgt
of mal Quine-& 3[elMolx|qt, o] qiate Al A A theEHE melalA el st
= +A4" 4 vk A Quine 3 A x| g},

= i

L E8ol e S —fitel Yol B¢ Quinedl ¥%z, 1 YPozM =
BlA Alele] HAd #Hg 29 AE Yyl Btk Kant & A7 AAE A o
R, Quined| JAAM, 7z Aol FH AL ox g, HolE §-x]817
=g dAede] =uenth. Quine & of YAHEL M2E 73S Foldowsy 3
Astmat sh ol ofvel ¥¥ AAME Tslm, tidowA ool AA e
FA] et Meg 2¥g AAg. 2ele LE Ata =go] uiz ojolzre
Haer AN gtu, B AMEopat iz B A ©l, o]xo] Quined A
ol dAFE 1 dolrh. thg HAHE HMAM, EEBAM =ejuzt ¢ Qui-
ne 2| AL ol F HAg aokdl wxa,

HAlF2] (gradualism) @ £A 7 3, Aol Ao FHL AT o EAjc)

b, F42 Alejrt Mdeon Adu=lol ¢d, FEA L BIFRTEEL (rrevisable
in principle) Alel& £x3}x vl ; Aods 2 F2AHE AP ¥RFEY =

wtolth.
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o WAlat BAFA due ¢ e, FEFAA 3 ® (an empiricistic vers-
ion of essentialistic philosophy)ol &t Axo) sate, AAAN FEFAA
249 Quine-& ol 24 HaFojA At Al WA Feld BEE 3ok
Ao Aol Al ots A-gsted, ol A& Quine s kABEFEEN HEEol et sk

ol AMato] Azt tjfo] opd <ol thETHE Aol = Auta A YA
apa apEe ofslsiAe @zth AHA el ¥lF Are A AFEHA %
3, dAE dFsHe qlold wH ot sl EHHA ¥ (semantic ascent)oll 2J3}
ol2ojAl k. striebE, doie] EAeH AL BAzke] Ade AABA v Q@
ginedl olME olzlo] Az AYdeE TEAIE Ao HAlx Z¥h &
s AYFEE ool Ago] o FTL & glom, F oW ¥FL AAE
olebzro] EFHT USE ot oA HHA o} &l Atste] UoME Aol
AR ASe] Agd §-84 0] wuEE Aol olxw A HY ezt
A ol ® ¥AsE FAETEM HBHEL M Aae Ay Ad4A4
oM, A@zete] A2 A stebaA sted, ol A Y Hte) T8 o4,
A sAAde] 2F, & F-EB ode TIE M= gtk 9 FA b vt
e o 2AES AEFR B2 g FA-UHA 44858 Aele FT
2-olo}slchi® o] A Aahe x| A AW ol A el Aeld-E oAdsHA grorA,
270 AEE Exe Aerh o W 8T $Hel omjg s Afolct, ML
ool Al Eeste] AP UAT FUAT o=l A Hgaolch, AL i AH¥AI
27| Asto] AR Ao|e} FArtH, Quine ol A7|AAL] ak]el it 1
Aerare] o B 2k AAAL A HAA dr g 7gA 714 (empirical
hypothesis)-& A 7@ #olutn =¥ Aot

A oH A E FEel Aathe welel TeAEe Aot 2w,
mojo| EAFES, Folo]l AAAAstE A& 2 BE L¥ GEER)OITH
SmA el wojo] EASE AE okerste AEE wAez I AEAS
ERE F T LI TR Copx et 2AAE, ob%E FAYHAASE, 24 F
st gy o] Tk

46) A% 2AQ FA-Fge] FRAA ofc] ojAel Aoz FAHHole: FHL
apelAolch oMy HA b7t FA ag] wEsHAA uwAMAa e g o A%
AAE Quine 8 WEAFAH H g TAYHT HE AL

47) Quine, Word and object. p. 225.
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3. Stegmuller ol 218}™ Quine?| =% “AHFolel & Ect 3 Eo -
ol doiM MEHEEN M (nachpositivistische Ara der philosophie)Z} =2
ok ® Quine -2 A YAHTe] ool A oldgowyd HMEHEY A F olE
A Aeta, o] AEE v & WionA el F5g Yok, w
F dofo] ik "ot deel fd FHoiAU, My FACE HHo o]
A dAdEe A ohA, AFH Aot MFAIA ] 2 REA0 HlmEE
HeA EFE olFo] FREt Ao ddoz Welg zlo] A=, o7} u}
2 9u[E3 5ol A¥sle virh. el dojo] W& ol E wigow 7 A
AT A e AT FATFH B Aty @ 58% SHow B A
°lx, Quine-& F+A A FalFoja Ao oiat wiHg T8 BuFold My
T, Wittgenstein 3 A2 wloju HEAHSHE ArFPgoes die] Axz
ol A E dlelyx Urth; Quine o] MEL ofw olelo 4E& Wittgenstein o]
Aol A& A, &3] Frege vt Russell o] 27 2o EHE E3icl

48) Stegmuller, Hauptstrommungen der Gegenwartsphilosophie, Bd, 1. p. 223.
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