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gk EEEZ . Putnam 3Dummett. *

o W %
= Xt
Eosle ¥ 2. U ESA MAFG A4 ®wAY JHyA
1. A& A= Ad 3. BE 39 24| QA 2 v
1 AREs Yol 4t 4. TN AAen 2 v
2. AXEY A AY(I): Putnam IV. Putnam®] A A48 <+ (0O)
3 AL xe AY(: Dummett 1. 8ol A% +% (argument from
4. A7 gz AL illusion) & AA4&x Al Ad
0. &l —o]l &3 W4AE : Dummett 2. 254 7l AAE3} 732 4 AL (equi-
o ANE = valent descriptions and structuralist
I xAE# d-4AL Putnam 9 4 realism)
HE et V., dt- 4485 A= A
1. Putnam: AAEx2A = U4-4 He ¥
A8 zre A Fa¥d

#olArste] wia ¥ WA BEE A AFFY & AN F4 248 o]FT Utk AFTA
= wataql A3 solAttaolw Aeaal Aol FHel = AFFY JEHY T 448
= AL Ao &chD old 8 AFFo MAJ W Yol YA AUHE
AL Tul2g dojnk Hol Azt AL UM FHoM WA stE A AAMIL T MY
BolArata gAolrk #al olya 279 w8 AEF ot YAE (phenomenalism) el <

* AR 1983 FFH FALBAL R

Dolde =8 45308 Hegel 79 Hol Aol ot e A ofsrlutdes £ e A e
Wol 4o B4 A% Frgoed &7 45FE o sislx A2 A! F.Suppes, “ The
search for philosophic understanding of scientific terms,” ¢ ch.l in: The Structure of
Scientific Theories (University cf Illinois Press, 1977) ©] ATt
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Atz e, 2 F =2 A4F5FYY HAME oy JAovHEHY AMaq WHS
HogFEAe gech B3R oA (material objects) o &4F L5 QWALL TR
w8 ATt o & /@A 4% (observational - theoretical dichotomy) ol < z&)
Al #pEto] “UA” stz o4 tf A E(theoretical entities) ol Wai 4 T332 (instru-
mentalism) & A& HEA =Hodl, o YL 27 AL 5% olF AHojat Az
s,

Fol Aol ofi Fofal 2ol HalA = wH- dedt Ao dhel F ol o] gk @
5 BFstm AAEd 98, AAES UG =L oAy =Holzt 51 Y&
T ot aElm YRS uE oF BEEol J S, Millel b M HEHE Aoln) =g
AgFost dizsta old W42/ FFolo daiMs B2 =0 Uz, 2 A% van
Fraassen (1980. 229) 0] & Z3sl% sty 4A &9 “s3 54 27"5 B}

A7l ASFolet Haby AL Aoid-g =32t e o ohak owA #A
Fol A Ao FHo A Botudd =8 4FFoe b AoSo] FolAwyey &
A HAHA 7R, AFF s 2pAe] oladl =40 el HYd HA HiderE AFsis
T g A golth AFFeld Ay Pol4d Aoje) wgo] FrajAe Ao £
of £ 1957 Wel F 7oA R.Carnap-& o] =40 Rl “&o|Adt”olat o] <oy
2 (science) ¢l HAE F¥stn £ dutslsiels A2 o Haisds HEHA Yoz
@atm ok 2 ojale AEFole} ety AME ste]el =Yool Yol Ao
otvets AEE WelA Brlethe 238 ASToe FHolguHe AuAA Fud A
ol ot 7}t st of-F& ¥ deort

AZlA dFd AL T Holathe RAgln 7Y s AL ok AMEolzt &
Bte AT " DUAALE FHsm Arvkm wairloli: oy sz A ofo] Hmo
FA B wAAA JElUE ANER 2o BEL mAHE oA A
e A 2 oy ddg g AreA FAAEE Aol ¥ YA (universals)?]
A A/ (reality) of Fol Hg sloletw, Fxloll M= I (ideas, H}F-o) *s A =]z 2§
sensations) ol ¥ == 244 o4 (material objects) 2} Aol LA} & 54
YoM el Foet @5 9 YaFoje uye $44 o4 (abstract objects) 2] &
AEA Ao B Platon ¥ Ax-23 A dE(conceptualism) % 448 (nominalism)
o eHez s AEs AhY Aol wyol FHe 2 =BT FUoA b
SHeAo] BHA Ee At T ALV IRE AV HE T A AAE o] o

r.“i

2) “The elimination of metaphysics through logical analysis of language,” tr in: Logical Po-
sitwism, ed. by A.J. Ayer (The Free Press, 1959), p. 80,

3) Quine, W.V.O.: “On what there is” rp.in: From o Logical Point of View (Harper & Row
1953).

4) Dummett (1981), ch. 14. Frege 2| 9 &o] =elv& 43 W43 T84 oA (concrete ob-
jects) Apolo] F-£o] Aristoteles d FTH#—7HH 212} B H o] FH 3} YR8} Qerie =
Holl 4 o] £},



RERE RE®|E 151

3 Aok

HolldE o 3 Aol g AL BA HEHT Y8 BHR 2, S8 Atos
HEt AAE FXE AFHED oz EAEo moa oimjolj A ¥ ol gdtel ooy
Sstelol B e REsiEn Soh(oa AU A2 Yolgeyq ay 4
ofel A w2l AFF o2 AzuE tbEAT poopE A& GAY #olrp), A
€olzks A A7t o ot Jol A HEH ok a4 AL 2R aje
"I AANLE, B oo B AAE, ol B3 ol B ANE, A4 gy
T AMNE, dol dao VY AL, T A -Fo WY Ao UHIL B Mol &g
Zolth Alckzk ¥ Fe] Y Felx)Ql o 8 $ 2] 25 (behaviorists ) ©] del d4e 248
FABA Feoy €8 4 drths Ao noF 506 om BFollE oA Az 2 oo
Aol “AAMY" 2 theA Hoh ascod oA YRS Axm sle &% #=7 Ant
T T UAE? AAER (FHAA SodE Agdga) U -4AA4E (anti- realism)
A eAEo] A F2H RFA4E volT YL} ?2— o|a] oy A Eo] AdAHA A
71k o] EAEE “(ol® oiatel M) AL g ae HYE Ao Tus om
AUZL?” & “AdAEol™ Rzt ?2 el FAE sAYo ey Hed ¢ Uk 2ym
of wAlel t& gl A8 ko] oty Az Ho|Asya Halol #ag FAE
el 4 9lg oD

M .Dummett & dME2] FAE o4y Lyl BAAA b g s Ao £4 5714 7}
Btk 2ol glojA Mig 4 “oim FF o] tiaEo] AAErt P e B8 S MM “ARYEo]
A oiH dARAA?T e B0l WEY BYARM EFH 19 o oo med 4AHE
olgt “Ae] 224 29 - o] &"(truth - conditional theory of meaning) & woj=o)
o AelEE A FHHor A FaL or4 oln] YART 9K, g 4xgel
TAZE Ao detdql FAGT 23 Utk ek Wn 6] Moy AR B9 A 7t

§) 2% AARe EAZ oHE YolAYH AW BAY FAlze A€ AAgoz i
45522 irony & dAQch

6) At4 Berkeley £ 3]9|5 oo =z g3 EAAY “AY4"g BAHE ¢ g RUt YA
olebe ZAHMNAM el BYEE Lxslm AT

)7l Aty AMEL Yol 4T ofu|oj o] UAHEO R HA(Ee AA) steiE Aol
Uohe AE Al S oHm, Wy gEE ¥l &2 %2 (physicalism).

8) Dummett ©| “ theory of meamng”ol2tn %2+ H-¢ Putnam & i) (meaning) ol ¢
ol&°| etz F A4t ol Putnam S-82 i oj oy Z1dt = Aol Aqk, WE o o
Aol & Aol T A §o1F ARBLE o) vgAY molo, o2t 4 Dummett & 3] 3+
€ =% WA E FF§ “theory of meaning” olat &Ko} Al “theory of understanding” o] &
&o1E AH8St2h. Dummett o §0152 Moy ol BAl 7 oot o ol 4 AEE FF Ao
< g3 g} '

(Dummett ©| AMg-8t= 2j5|o| 4) theory of meaning : 2{v] —o] &
semantics ! 2o € T ¥4 ool8

theory of sense: & o]&
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o585 5 A 498 23 U Aolnh

A4 AREel oH YHUXE &3 Dummett 2 *“S53 4 ddo) w3 AYE” o
oluje}l “AAE dil” (realism in general)°)l 715 A& €31 Yok zglz 2 %A
of 2|¥& AL =F(argument) & AMAIToE o Yo ooy AW HH = vim
H nd AFHAcE 2% =qolAE RS EHEH A7 AL AEAEL
=4 A M HEabEe] AMAE AASZA, RHEAE] AAgoda o 219
Ze AE YHY ¢ YcAst FAAHUGL DY 4 YA OE oY £YEE oAF
¥ e F2E Az Yok o] AL MEHow HYF oyl AR watelst HHz
Aete AHAE A70ckd FHMA o] AEHA M Soid Awka 9 - A A E(an-
ti-realism) ol 2¢® Fol ohd7?P 22w 54 o el Y AHE £
o ol B oY) AHE AT eH AYEL YR &44 FelEA kD
dbgiel Dummett & BHAF207 Al F43 oigke] oivste AL BgFcoh 29 9t
—AAEL AXF £ 2HE A UHAA ¥ -LYEY Ud-AdAHEelch At Dum-
mett & T GEoid GYF-os ) AYEe AYEE A% obloh 2WA Dum-
mette] H¥ALA 2ol 4utgt AR E(naive realism) B HYAF-2 o sy YL o
t-AEe] WS FEH ke HAdAdL ZE 5 UE Aejrk

Hiy ARE A FoF FEAE F ¢ Agolstn ¥ 4 ¢+ H Putnam& #-23
©2 Dummettd 2ol d&g wIoz4 @ FEoH Dummett 3 dxstes A
& WASz Ut A 9 ofvlEelA A zAdE AAE TAY ez A
Z]¢ Putnam?o] A4l A4 g FHz TAE A4 2L 1976 del] 243 “Referen-
ce and understanding "(Putnam 1978 c)olAolth o 7|4 Q&L Ag WEE4E wo}
Sole Ao2d SHAPAZ,ID A¥H 714 (empirical hypothesis) 24 $EF e} 12);
AR EL Ao AARA7 DdoiF AfFgozy Aol A iz sHAA He B -4
%A (reference relation) —& 4% zde d¥ 2 AL A “m¥e] 43 ”(convergence
of science) ¥ *do #H el AE"(success of linguistic behavior) 5o H¥EH A4
€ 4sl= 23l 2#4¥Ad 74 (over-arching empirical hypothesis) olth  ol&l A4
ol Ha AFe Uod A Eo] g Hojadha gAERd ¢H3E AL BHF

9) McGinn(1979) o 4AE &3+ 7l&Ao 2 o) Yo 2ALT},

10) Quine 9| “¥7}@A4el| &A% =% "(indispensibility argument) = o8l z5old AALE
xstm Aot FUFoY UMl aAT w2 AFFool N MBO2 4+ Quine, “Two
dogmas of empiricism,” ch. 6,rp. in: From a Logical Point of View (Harper & Row,
1953) #2. = Quine 2| #7173 40l AT =5 & 7 AHELE FRHOR AAY T2
A Putnam(1971) #%.

11) A2 dgA8o] Foldx: Fo 498 a8,

12) mel4 Putnam(1978c) 2 AME FAol B AYA A Yo & Fhoz & 4 g
o, EFof e AAE TT e vt o FHo| oAsm U
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ozH, AYEE §3E F AUrt

A7 =E Holz AAEe A ® ¥ Putnam & A7) A8 $@AUHa £
4 d+d, 2 AR AAe “AHE [AC 2AAHNE B Y 5 UArt”(coherence can deter
mine reference ; 1976b, 164 ff) & X AJA #AA ol&olrh “oF 34" (external co-
herence) & “U% A 34" (internal coherence)oll wetAd oj®H oj&o] &7t HAEH
T, & o8 AA & YAEY $4 'V AAAA, AVA A" DI EY AAAA A
HEr} o Yxe #F3 AMALY T 2 FM Ao = gch(Putnam 197%9a % 1979b)1)
A AYES E78A 9 Putnam,'> & Dummett s tiio] - U 8L A
"}l o] F9 FalE Putnam:@ Dummett o} A 78k AAE =d5& FA4stE 2olr)

of FAl A M7 Putnam: & W3d A—AAEAen FANE HoE 4P el
A4RY Kant: =48 2¥Y3¥ ¥d-E7(transcendental idealist) B4 F4lo) F &3
A A& 2 (empirical realist) etz sted, 293 AQERN FYd VgL & A=A
og waam ol oo ¥ AFA Putnam.S 2HAle] YAE HoladHy W—AAHE
(metaphysical anti-realism), W= A& (internal realism)!® o2 FT el 7 ol
alt} o] Zo|AE Putnam, ol (W) AMEO|ZI 3t AoHE A3 (FHF 7 of
Uets A, & 2 Aol BalE 8 “A 5207 (1981b, ix) = A oJA49] 20 g
4 gtk ¥tk Putnam,°l EHFe AL (Feo]Aed) AQgo 2ANA Guds o
BFAs W+ Arke Aoleh a#;A o Fo| AL Putnam, o AL WA AHER
2tz $ 21+ 72 Putnam, o 7R AA4EL] 2o EHsicty BEAET 24w
A F9 2} (internalist) etz d}i= o] Bok FHANL FaAAo gls Fayolrt
Putnam, & HF-Alg&e] 49 “AAHEe 2 A" (realist intuition) & TH31x £33z
Aok FA s el obvrh o] Afew A FIU F Axe Ad A JAde AL A
=H3se zieolrt

42 “AAES A" #3te 47 (convergence of science), HAL o]&0] AHAAY
AL BE Fo2 BHEHAE sd, 2 £8-2 Putnam (1979b, 284) o] Y EtE  ofy

Aot :

13) #]4] Q34 (causal theory of reference) ® ol&l HH A o) 8o YR ojr},

14) o3 7]o) & nel A& o= O 1HE o) Eof,

15) metd AAEel #H A Putnam 2 F e A€ J34E AAxA 9ok, 28l FE Put-
nam (1978¢) °|¥2| Putnam & %A o L 242 Putnam & AF¢oaHd ol
el sl 9ol Ao HE s “Putnam,” °l BAL £ o4# 4=  “Putnamz”
e 9A4-& ALt @3 “Putnam” ol A& AMEse AL T 85} 8l
Putnam; ¢| YA AB&HAY F& ¥} dojol dAY AL AFE Wolo,

16) “ZAd 2 4A4-E” (empirical realism), “#H34 A A E” (scientific realism) olzl= ol &
t}, Putnam (1980, 464)

17) o] ¢} & 4 Putnam °] AL F 75l mojof H[ 24 “ infer- linguistic” (U ¥ #2)
olele g oi7} vebvbes © Fog A (1979a, 227).
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(P) “o]& Wtz #F33 Folel AAMHY BER ¢ U o Yaj§ wol Fo|d
qAe BAAAM #A & oj&o] Azl W& ¥ 4 UA "k ohAsiziz Ay
9 ofEe] AAYAE REde FHL o e HA ol g0 YEIEAE BECUE Sy
4& EHdn T dAY HY oo Fuhe A& HASHH, HAY BFE WMo Lo
Aol et Bl 2414 Al gl (approximately true)o 22] Hxlolat: AL RAE £ Y}

of o] FEH v, “o]& WA 4" (intra-theoretic) ol HHE = o 2 A2 “of
& 24974"(trans ~theoretic) & “°ol& -~ 4% 4" (inter —theoretic) # F-2 2 7joj 49 “o]
E—2Y4T o2 F¥BHE Aol AAAYol =k B oy T w3 v, WY
(P)E WotEdotn A WA HAHEE FA5e AL ohvele A4o] =l Put-
nam (1975c, 236f) & Putnam,; 3 AAE TE7} o|& WA HejndPoz s ¢ o
AL wolEd 4 gthe dlA o8 243 AlejAyd Y HAAEE HolEdor At HE
< Wele ez 29 & Ucks A§ AFYSIA BH4Ecl = Putnam; ©) AMEY o
deoz ¥ ol AdFo(relativism) v 232l (conventionalism) Bt= AL FE£U g3}
ot ©] A2 Putnam,°l AAExets o gL o2 A+ gherh 28U Putnam, ol 4
et $E6A © 5% 2 =50 vAE 2 £nh!P of Fo| Putnamol H 2y
Ulgol HZ e AR vt uat A A A YA ¢ Ae Fyses ¢
A o] A2 =27 HAadittw B& Aolth Putnam €& AAExZ UF F o8l
Aok

thA] FAl2 EotebA, W—AAE o2& Putnam o 3L Al FAE o] &
At

(1) AM2s " A2 ¥ (Putnamol AAAE A -g4de Ay AY)ess &
A A&

() sdof olaBolq of A2l A HgR WA 85 o8 wolEd,

) 2% o]&dd A% A4AE =49 (model - theoretic argument against realism)

°f 25 AR X2 F2E Ax ot @metA o] Fo EF+ Putnamd AHE =
4 B4t Aclstas ¥ 4 YAk 2”4 (1)9 YA Putnam, © o7 wolgo
I U+ Aol dA%, 2 AE HFHog Mg AL Dummett ©) o} £ Putnam 3L
fo AAE U4 =5 (el 43str] HaiAde (D)2 UAe] ol &Y= glojorgt
¥t 2222 Putnam, o Y Aol B &9E 492 Dummett & U3 4 gy =
T ootdet 5 (€ 7uelx FaAE £5(0)+ 2 A2 oln] ANE &4

18) of. Koethe (1979, 94 n.5) .

19) 44 8¢ REs Putnam ©) Dummett 3o| =33 &0} 37 (?7) UY—A4AE7 §
7igtol orlel gltt. Putnam o $8 E§o] A" UY—dPLol 4 48532 U Aolo,
Putnam,3 R.Boydel o4 Q&7 4fee gatoz 259 2ol = 3 =
;M 4+ Margolis (1980)¢] #3383 it}
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2Ae fAAE AVa U aHA o 29 £F7t Putnam & AAE v 2isE
H Avia wstrlel $AEE 8 AUtk

g (IPlMe ol5e A7 43 FPeiol $HST Ut olF 257 ARE =& 4
Aeo] Gaste Ae AYE #Hoced R Y& H otdel, ofF Aol AlAlE
AAgs A Ay WlalAL FE5XH A& £88 4 & Uk wetd o] |9 FAe
Hol Aty =Moo H4AL FAE A Ade AYelM hFE A E HAs
£ Aoty +A3E + U

I. AXME2 X2l g

1. AdE gol 4

Yolarete HAM e, 27 QA4se HEe AAZ otvet 2 MM AAZ g
U7HE Edte olth 2 Az AL AA (s N-AHA2 43)7 od £/ d4s
2 olFoA Uert? ol FF tAEo] AA 1 A Uest? —olH E&o] o
H AANE EHEY Mol Wotm ¥ 4 UMch B4 Ayl ARHS2 A2 4
e £yHom EAE=717— o A “ YA o2 (objectively) . “A M 2" (really)
E “E}Hor” 52 $4F= ut2 oY 2ujol| A A A (reality) & &4 (appearance)
o FE¥E dFd Fx U+ Aotk M B3 tiged Ha A AAEY X, HY
e 22, 244 jaso] N-HA T4 84(element) 8t& # F ofFo EHaA
90+ 4 (mind - independent objects) olehE A& WobEolE zolch eharixz off
F7 eSS 22 AY eI} FHge] ofv] HME e MA EAUYGE g
A8 Adba 4 A& (realism in general) olgt & 4 Yzch orlol Y= i o
B FHo dAE(EAAY #HASA) L N-AAd €482 geote Aol obvnh Mt
A vb—A4 A E(anti— realism in general ) & N-AM A= o|®H £F AEE E&
A gEthe A2 & N-AMAE d4cs FESHS A @goe Yook
Ad dAEdlMde ZE WA dA4E FAY e+ gt od iAEL ¥9 &H
A @& $oE, o o" F5Y o4ES ey AEdy 24, o B4 W sy
2 AMA AYAGch ovt A" 45 2219 o) SAEFHE AW 4Y¥UHT F
At Adba Aol Rk

Dummett % Putnam °] A4 &2 A& o+ Wt oy Holejw £} o] # Ay
o A4 Afdvt didd A48 ARse A A7 JH5sA Dol Putnam (1983,49) ¢

200 ol A& N—AlA 27 2R3 ghethe £33 thad, e 247 H+ &304 (Now
mena) 2| £& of Y olf Wbl WA x| RuMHE AR 4 ge Holoh
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AMee 4o o3 ol Hosta Ak

ARE  AAE HA—SYA WS gAY HARZ o} Fo A At (the world con-
sists of some fixed totality of mind- independent objects)
% Dummett & AAEE thd3 o] Adstn U :

«o = 229 Qalzke Aol EAste AF AEE 4FHoe AT & Ynt
--"(1982, 104)

‘g3 F25 A A|A R AArt ejete AWl TAHT UAA, F

= aztoll #a @sta--” (1978, xxv).

Dummett ol oiA olzEol Ao mat Hojo 4L st 22 obvch el A
ol A AAEL Mot oulL E& Aotk odrlME it olEeo] 4B FAE ol
Wetol A Ha AUthE A gy, o5 £os A F44& o#stels Aotk

oleA ned AMEF A A Aolel JAE vima HAAYA Fd £ Atk A
A yHoz¥Ee SYHL Ao A4 2o} AEAE Tk o) A AW oF
S o $59 4 53 AL dertel @8 Ath; A¥AHow A W
Ae 1 AA2A sSsE FEE A7 AT et s WAL e ¥
AAe) =B glth A& Eol we A a4 2493 ze g (recognition — transcendent
notion of truth) & s AL ofuAwl, FaAE Hebsdts AL A AF
A= A$olnt 7tsdtth,  #tel Putnam 3 Dummett ol %e A9 Axtelld  F Ao
2 ogdrtE AL olEo] oA Ze A AJE wotEY f27 Yo AF R
oyZct2D ojm & Putnam® Dummett& AAEo] " FFo Ae] Mgz S
A4 Aotz FA%c ® AR ¥&sE AE MEg FASE HAFH AN U
A vl & zolzp AR, oA AT S F A4 YAl AAHEY & A FHEL
gtz ne Mol A= gtz AA gk ol <4 2¥WAH AeAdE AAEH Als
70 d (realist notion of truth)”elel ¥ 22k olxyg AHge] od A Hd& T
A, whRo] waj A ofw AeE Aol AAEY ¥4 24F olEud, o AR Myl o
& dubEql Ed A Fuabe T AMNE Ydtel g +=dte] Stk Dummett 3 Putnam
o AME =k vl2 oy AAe Hoirh Rz of® WA F Ao B Aetx HAAHE
o RS FAsE 3 kA, WA o wuhg 2eA "Wart vk #HE WA d9 &
Aol A ANELE FEstE AL 2 oS EAch Dummett-2 FeHeol 93y AR
2 =Y FTEHL U o] H-AAEo TEaE A MYl FAAME HHLZA A
S Al AYE =40 ke H -oAM RHeth

21) 2 AA ALl t4e A4 Ftopehs 4 FHR FeloAd Yoty anE 4EdMe 2
Fo A4S 49 % 4 grhes A4 Dummeit 2 3 gk §¥ Putnam & 242 AHA
£ ugo) Ay o2 AT A (naturalists) A A U HEET Aaa AL dg) 4=
g5 A, FAe sl A vEe] s Hal YFolzta wuch
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9ol 4 el A2 (truth) & & %3H¥ (justification) 2248 S ddez F4Hsie <
A 2493 Az AgL “AHLAH A2l A @”(realist notion of truth) ojgt F2xtm
Argch o A /Mol AL RE 4L Yeksln oAU, T AAEY A
Adel wgol o Mel Mgon AHs] AEcin AAHA o)F AMLE & AL o
Utk A Dummett ® Putnam Zzt7} #ete= ¥ A Ay Mdy FF ¥=
s} A Hde o™ 4 (A4 2YA) ozt A4k ala o&e HAE v#
o] £4% 8l2 AAgol §&5ts v A Mdel A4 22U 2Ah & Putnam®
25 AME 8Ho] A2 gAY sldte] He A @A A AHelrle sHARKIA,
VA 2" A YE s 72 AMEY QAo B F5 U4 243 st dve A4
e 2AZ A AAEE FAYE $5 Utk 2MHA Putnam ol AAE A E A
Euhe vz Q14 249F g el W ez H shReEojop grtm B Aolrh
2844 Putnam 3 Dummett® A& =l FAel 2E $elzMEe AR I3
e Mg-g meh ysiA Fodste dol AasA Yrie AEE WY & UAS

2. ANge Ay AY(I) : Putnam

Putnam & A28 Y Aw o-&4(correspondence theory of truth) = FUAI%
th 2y Al Aol Fojalel BalAH Putname REY Lo AUtk FMY A
HeAde olgA FHEET: [Ha e Aol Bigsle aeolrt.(True statement is
a statement that corresponds to the facts), 3714 £ FA+& Fgd o&3x &
odAd AA-g A 4 e Uy 2 A4E9 FEAE BAstE MFel Yok H Ut
A AP WAL FEHE AolAY ohdd AAT Folgke HdE wUuTH &R Tar-
ski el A2l A el (Tarski’s definition of truth) & =& MNB-E oA Ae oFLo
Agsln ded, drd gzd AYE AFdste o AASY B¥E FHA 2
A7 ohgl wroje} 1 WA el XA [A A oot grpe o wh 2 Yo
& Tarski 422 #¢sich(Davidson 1969 : Field 1974 200)?? Putnamol €8+
HeAHds Uck o1z Hye A ot

qbe (1) Tarski 4 A2 Holz Ao Az Ad sl At ot €9 & Use AL
ot el E,

(2) 24 =2 (classical logic) & wotgols ZFolx ¥t o F BFAE 38 =3

AyFo $E M £ A5 oelzh ohg3h ol (A A Mol orvieh) F
A=A &9 754" (constructive provablhty) ol Mgg E3 4EErh

(a) 94 pE FHs+ AL pt F stg FASE ol

(Asserting p 1s asserting p 1§ provable)

e m*
R

™
i

22) Tarski & zHdle] 2] Fo|7t el el F4-& #32 otn F¥sT YA, ol
Az #AQ Ae T8I
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o o .

() Tp & pel £9 A5AE F4E) 240 UGS A FHU (1p asserts
the absurdity of p’s provability)

) Tp.al® p 7t 39 582 & g £ 49 A585e Soloh (fpr q) means p
is provable and q is provable.)

1R olgA H4FE ARF 448 A4 A AEAE ded o Y4,
H P A4t (classical propositional calculus) ¢l #ej= 25 239 F A Abe] g
R AF 34 e YYSL £ A4 ool AAsiA 8o £ Ay Ay
ol ANEHAUA ot FAFANAAE AY A Lo A-ANEH A2 7 d shol| M &
T S polsd £ 9

dd —¥4 4d9
A =g A3 oy
-p += p 2t ol
AN pP°q
pVa (peg)
p—q (e q)

% Tarski & 7 T (ConventionT) £- o}eho} e 4o £ (T-F&)e vs x
Bl ool A dAga ¥ 5 Uofof Frhe Aolt)

(T)xel ¥ Aol 2282 23 1 Aot “wol Heb"L F4e otk (“Snowis
white” is true iff snow is white)

A7)A WA Ao el F ARFoog, T “4A ABFo A" (quasi-intuition-
istic) 22 i Mateiad, o m Hols) W AL “ANE A7 ojug “Hg5E " Gu
stified) o] 7H¥el ®Heh & ¢ F(1)o] &t

Tarski o Ae Pt “FH4, duyd 28z 490 AoAg A 2o Ao o

23) %t 2 (quantificational logic) ol W&l HE ofat7l =] Wefo] 75 afch

24) Putnam € F¥ol Mo “F43 59 sbsg”olete MY Ao “o|8 TojMo 2
54" (provability in a theory T) olat AW Al @o2H o] AHE o Hael 4 A
WA A JHd2An AL o4 detdE H—AYEA Al Ade “olm o g
AA WA wobgd 4 UF " F “YF8H” (justified) o] Mr}, Putnam e “Yorsry”
°olzhe &of tiAlel “&ut2 AW 7H54 " (correct assertibility), 23 A A~
(warranted assertibility), “ 825 48 754" (rational acceptability) &2 &% 4}
£5ta U,

25) P. Horwich (1982, 190) 7} = 2j3}%o] =eja g Bt oje} o 73] (inference rule)
E% 24 %o 4 g0t web4 Putnam o] Yl BEL Ry oot oW E
Putnam,; = o€ 32 A% wRel] 24 w2l +4 7548 AN kL Bl thu ol oy
AE 2A Eole YHEVL YolEY £ 9g Rolr}
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A& U Aoz worE AT U2 MM AEFox, wyol ALy $95] 8
ol AzHge] 27 wA=EATh old Tarski o Ale] Aole] HaA Ydtgow 5
72l As b wobg oA gt

1. Tarski & A2 o+ Ay Mo zE A& sFdstz AUth

2. Tarski & A7 (g A2 MAga Ae&) L Fo|4%a A& =l gysi4
Aot

Putnam & Tarski 4 A2 27 AfFoa Ag] HY(F-e “Hed315™) 5 A4ge 1
AAEE THES ¥ 5 e AE Heidoh oAl FH 1L AYHY BE MY ddH
(redundancy theory of truth) ol A& H=zbe} Fae] F#o] Alojul F¥olele: v Pe
G Aot Alel YoM BHMHE goz tha oA o8 E Putnam €& A g
doid Al HEd W FAFY AYH Aolol Y A7} ok AL HAFET &
Tarski o A8 Aol Ao 843 54 (formal property of truth) olgt A5tz 9
ooz FolA4ey =Yl v d F-HoIxq, Tarski & A2 Hor e Mge zE
AL HFsta Rk Aol =vid o4 Putnam o] Lol F 7z A Adely ¥ o
Aed R WA FEHoHL FAL 7= Y

olAl 742 Tarski®l Azl Folu zd £e]F wolEole Aoz AL AAHEe Ay A
d& wobEelr) % F¥ 2ol HA EovhE Hg 4 3gich HField(1972)s 27
2| (physicalism) & o) Q334 283 44 (semantic property )55 2 &
‘8 (physical property) ol S =ojo} dtvkm FA%h Tarski & Az Aol 4]
Aol #3A a2 A el(extensional definition)o] =75 ¥ 4% 2 (real reduction)
of Hx Xslx gernz BFPElvhe Zoich 2wl A Tarski A A Helr obd Hag
el g g7t

Putnam & $4 o™ &8 F49 = A& (physicalist theory of reference)o] A 2&
#4327 A4 B Wt AL ohdetn AHwek?? Tarskio] Ale Aole AAEH A
W OAA Wl M tolE o] A & o A3 - HAZAMe Aol & Hojolrt o]A Put-
nam 2+ AAEd A A FYL FUssE £+ 2 54 24 Gustification)
7 A=l Apole] Al WA chEa e YAE wolEolE olslm wiH

(R) 7}# o144l o]&(ideal theory) ol A3 AeA2Ae A dx 2ao)
AR mEd, $4A g4 oA FdsH Aeo] AAAA mEE volstA wy
EHog ool o ol Y gle oo Uttm stuix, XA Y I
Ago] HhE 4] #]l AL ofvrh -2l AHH 4 HHo) ¥4 g RE7 BgFo
o}, AAERENA UAAM AL %’:—%’—‘iﬁi 4] <1 4] & (radically non- epistemic) 91 7}

26) Hacking , 1. : Why Does Language Matter to Philosophy (Cambridge, 1975), p. 131.
27) Field ol W3 Putnam 2| 2=3ql ¢ gte MY 3o« ool
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¥, A4 2439 Mol

3. AAeel Ay AY) : Dummett

Putnam® %2 Dummett -2 8] &AL vjgdct 2t A d-§Adol &2 &3t
e Aol 24 AAMEH Ay MEE FAHY 4 dut= A& F3A+ ¥Er Ulesiz
B Asta A sty o)A el Al A *(a world undescribed, undepicted, unperceived ; Good-
man 1978 4) ¢} dlasid A€o AHE 78 W S g7 Wi, & de 2z Y A
AE A Hadsiuie sH LeloiAE 917 g Az oi-gdol Ay E ¥ (te-
sts) & A s o0 H & glvh £ g WMol whx Ase AL #HFd=
44 #olgtxn striels, AdAE A FuM ABH AR B ¥ =20
7] oFoll A WEFHL A4 o] Ho Hrch od RAMEdx EF3tm:, wtef Al
2] tigAdo] ofd Ui Co FUdAEHd, T2 43 Crt o el g4 A %
of e Aoleld, o ¥i 3 2 MM A AL A FA MM ojE TFHFE
b4}, Dummett & 27210] “of7t €2]” (principle of bivalence) 2t g} 28

N C: A AE (Y4 AE7 EyHor EAYsE) Ay A2 HA Fojti(A

statement is true by virtue of objective constitution of reality if it is true ; cf.
Dummett 1959, 14).
Dummett & A3 A Eold 47t Y& Holed 4 Ut A HdE& 5z +
Fate Aad, %7t Yol $Et 2 AYHE ¢ 4 e AFolE $E Aee R
A AolAU et Ae wAYch Urt YE wobsolA =Ha, A Ade A4 29
Ao 4 ol gl Aok

Putnam-& AAEe A Adezx e g4 e H¥gf £3, Dummett 2 Al
2 eAe vHToEH 2usA, o5 Mo ¢ FEH 8485 FE8 4
Atk ApEel Az Mg A4 -2YAY Ao kP

2) 2E Age] GudA HolAY F-& Aslolel= 7 (the thesis that every statement is,
determinately, either true or false), &% Rasmussen / Ravnkilde (1982) + ¥4 C¢ &
Zo| ofr} ezt obvzl, A2 2 A 4o e (principle of determinacy) 2t F4 &k (it
—A e “Ae X BL B71AE” ggnosticism of truth—value ©] & t}) Dummett (1982)
2 ] —okrla] HAANG Wolsole YAE “AUF2o 2/v] &” (objectivist semantics) °lz2}
2Ech OFE o] F YA AAEo] U4 2YUA AP HdE THF o= e F2Ftm
olth, zelm Dummett o AME = A2 T Ao 2nj 2 Aol oM &
A7 ek, whebd Dummett @ AYE =wel #4e] = $2l2ME Rasmussen/ Ravn-
kilde & Dummett & ol AN E F2tH Dummett 2= 98 471 Yejol g Ale
Mol opel a4 2¥A Ael A “AAEATQ Rolzta ¥R Y JYAE ol 4
zhoff A& RolH,

29) Horwich (1982) = A A9 A2 7doe| ¥ — 3 (non—redundant), 8] —<1 4 2 (non—
epistemic) 5 43202 wol 5PN 4 gloke A oA, AMEY dAA A
L “yEajo|m Aoy 4 gli= 44" (primitive, indefinable quality) e} FAE-& Wach
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4. A A4z ARE

M. Devitt (1983a, 74ff 3 1983b, 292f) ¢} Field(1982 554f) & oA sHI¢ 4
A EA e (realist truth) & AAHEo] M2 FHg Aoletn FAUY 2 A+ Ald
oJoide AREN FY rHEdvhe Aol

A2} oo 4 (redundancy theory of truth)ol& oA & ¥ A& T- FHEUCRS
Ae] Mol FAs Fdrte o8 LUk Dummett(1959) + Al dof 4zt g 2
Az ov)-olBo] YYY 5 ¢gth: AL YBFH AL Ark T- FANA BE, o
A olole] olojgl A MY F ol T Fg gd uveiAe T-¥#FoR A4ddd 13
2 A dodE ar] YA Ale AL golor ok, am Al AP gAY Ao
o3& HAE A AMe]MdE& dFstm A T-F4 oo XA ojsi=ojof ¥t o]
g A oJode Eacie A€ APAHoR ¥AFE AL ofvcth o AL ¢4 Aw
ool srEsield, WA oo wisl A Ale 2 gn] -o&g WolEHME AHH
L Ag 2dEt oA orlg A 2 okd “AF 7HE Y X7 "(assertibility condi-
tion) 2.2 AHslejor By zdy AP AA Y “&&"(correctness) # 15 (incorrec-
tness) ¢ melstol UL Aotk A A YgAEL AF LAY &&o) FAY
2t EAlo] e E@A AEeg AR ok 5A A ool &£3e “H° (true) ol
= wojol] tiy Ao FAS ohve oA (WY FE&E 4P 2 o vtE A EY
Z5 #4023 gai4 Ae dd4e o249 A 7l (redundant notion of tru-
th) o] 2je] Aaa Ae 719 (substantial notion of truth) & WolEodof qrk 2ejmz
e o4 ARE olgolry

o] Ao AAEL FAE A Ade AfdodlA thFE B+ Putnam & Dummett & A%
of o3 Devitt 7 Field®] w1&& dFstx, o e A7 S A Joddel X
5§ o]&olet: A& e Fo2H Putnam 3 Dummettd -FE3I3x ¥t vixletor
Putnam ¥ Dummett &} ¢ &) AishA A7"E + U+ F & 713 S 4¥ 83

AP EE A BATE Aol AL HA £3he otk e ANEL FHol
ArstaQl Aoty &l dojorge fe7) ol AR FHI: EFolmz AYEE A
glgo FAA kR Al E A7} oju] of® odd rlaad Aolch AW 29
dole WAMEA, AFFAA A Ay vl HET + gota stuE, 2 AN A
o] AAlE oJd HAER o]FoiA A& T AU WEolTh

ol YAe " Ao FHE ¢&sT AU & A Zoh Aol Ay g 23] ¢
AN HEFoe AAHEo #HAC #H|E Putnam (1978b, 113) o dAFel Fo3H nx}:
qlol H&Fofrt KHotA $2lel odojrt ®AA %8 %7 (phenomenal truth—condition)

30) Putnam(1982b, 595f ¥ 1983a, xiv)
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2 AHE27 gl 7z U gobd, AYES FASE FA 2L AR N—di 4ol
ofvial &A=z tf 4 (phenomenal objects)oll & HA Y Hoick A HdAHEL HE
BopsstA obuld A3lol Rk E <A Eol qbef ztoletd od AdoolMd EH vt
Saof gtrk” (Jhid) = AAA s A ATFelet AAEL 2 BA AA =k oy
o o] AA xAe] TAE Folrt? AAEol ¥E N-AAe 3k o]0l SR 2
Aol Wt $218 dAolrh et NAT 4 gt el B AE AFY FEUT E
Se7t A8 $ gle A Yok FAY S5 vk zEa dofe ARE Tdde &
Folth(ef, Dummett 1981, 431). &2 &2 4l & (ontological realism) & 2[0] &4 44
& (semantic realism) & +¥35+ Aol ¥t Putnam 3} Dummett 8] 4 Zto] olal 2
oletd, & Dummettz g AHEol “ofu]&2] F4"(semantic thesis) oletz 4 Z3dt&
olade] o] Azte] g ZHoletw, ANYEE thfEe olF2 HEx A4E 92 F Yol
Aozt @ 4 el oEel AME = 2y o7 AHE Hoifrh

-

0. 298 -0l21 JHME ; Dummett2] MME =t

Dummett & %4 AAMEL nHE F4on g, & i BHiR(two-valued semantics)
o2 &gk W4 ou e yFe 270 v -olgd AKX HE 8 Qloke
2o Fae] d¥-He, ANEL T Ae] 244 29 - o] & (truth- conditional theory of
meaning )& $olEol zlol Sl Dummett 2 2|ol—0o] B2 oo} oJsilE&oF Ru g

|

o olm] —o] 8L ol ot ol FHAAE S|Pt oj&oltk3) adu Putnam
(1978¢c) ol AME ¥ &7 B % 4 onjgo] ey 9v]—0o]& & o] o3
(theory of understanding) A3t 71g& & + U+ AL o7 m-gol, AHEE U

A orjEog SYALE FH IHEL olF FHHFE 5 U Yoz BE A
Bt BteeiAl doh 28 d Dummett 2H4 2] AAE =4 A5 AR Eo] o] ofa &l
A A He $AdE =Eue ez & $ Aok

o2 2m|Ee dollA AFT U7t UE ojYoE oy chE FA4E AT YT A
2z ofrlEe e 4oy dejEe] AH AAA TALHE HE AHE & Y=o,
2 =g AHe el HBAl A7 ofviel ¢s]8 Udt o4 (general terms) &
2 & =) A (direct reference)2! -FAetx & %= vk ol%A 2H Dummett ¢ Tl 2}
A FAE st dejo) e g3 2 origow AYES FYste Aol Rt vt

31) Dummett o] gloiA 2o] —ol &2l 4 4dL “2 0 4" (knowing of meaning) o] =}
“oio)”zt QA H 7l (cognitive notion) ot

32) ojs & o]2jo] oA TAHH 2o]Z& 2EEB R & Putnam(1978b) ol 3t “Commen
ts” (1979¢) /A4 Dummett #HAE ol #A-& &l glct,
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= odxjsh ok TH oz AYE =HE dUEAA obF £ Dummett?
Ae ofE =M od F2H FAGE FEH 4 5 Une Aoz, 2
FAAdole ofH A dde Y AMER B FAsE " =50 Ut
Aol el ARMEe] stEstad, F At od FH dA4dEA HMME AdAER F
Astem, Ax o wtof =54 2eld Her Ik (Dummett 1981 b, 433) Dummett &
o] AAE =xto] vi2 AMEL TAHLAA AUY MY, F7t UHE &5 AP HgE 2
Aol o8 A& zoletm gtk z22{M Dummett o AAE =do] FE3 L g AAgEol F
el 7tel #& Dummett @ )42l WHE T olxbxql MAAs Heh oA AN Eo §
% 8= 47t HelE F4208 Dummett & AAE =g AR B2 o

| Fd7HE sigste Adolatn &
% ok= 2, F o®" 4% 59 (prac
tical ability) -& 7}x|&= Zolth o FH zelx U¥E& ¥|FAH A 2 4 (non-proposi-
tional knowledge) ol & %ch o® Ao A oigA L F ot 2, o FHE T
g% ole A, E Ad & Sod oFA Y F ols A Fol Uz ddE e
#W ARA e Ag FHolrh vt ofvl —o] &2 mofd R o] (theory) ol:, o] &L ¥
Az FHHcE 2 2rl—olEY HAle & “AY FHg oJ&8Ho2 FH”(theore-
tical representation of practical ability) 3+ Z ojch. 2oio] -0l Ao ol&le FH

Dummett -& ¢v] - o] &2 HA 7t A E o=
2

ok deE obe A, Wl & obx

< o™ = Alx =4 (propositional knowledge ) ol A sl o' #A s wolth 9o
o] —ol22o] Azg oldl UHolM 2A HA, ‘v -0l UAA AAY HAEo Wit
sobg el AEF AMT Yt SHT AX sHozd 49 stx 2epd, 2 oo
—olgg Auol A o] £7(1975 121) °let: Dummett® 877t S e Ao
2 "l Dummett & #HAAH o5 —olgo] sl5diaid AP E ol oF7 FFHoor
Fotw vm, 2¥R B o8& AX¥EgS ‘U423 Y32 "(methodological principle:
bid)o =2 el ANREH, A2 243 ou] ool i 29 ¥HE vta o] W
Yzte Aolele e 5o FuA 2 o dAE FEH 2A

Sejo)] dojrt “Exa FA o sl5E FA” (effectively decidable sentences : °I3tED
—Fgog oA)Erte g olFoA qvid, Uyt el wolEoldetx ANMEH AP
A-e wotgolx] Yot Rk ED—249 Afoles o4 2 Alel Ao EHAE

33) o] A3 st Fokt “E ol&” (theory of sense) olth, £ °o]€L2 2jo] -0l
AR B4 onBg BAdEe Foprt, ou|—o]E-& o F Holo} oH o] “force— °l
27 (theory of force) ¢] 4l # 2 o|foiAct £ oJEolME “X8 2o g $aly
ol#i7t ol o olF o U&A" (in what our knowledge of truth—conditions con-
sists ), ChA WA ARl e ol& st o WA LU E I (manifested) UEAE HFEeH,
Dummett of AA&ef ojv-—o]84ql A2l 2213 ofv]--o]&el A A 7|8l ¥]HL o)A
o] & ol HAE HAEAYE F grte d Act.
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2} ohd 2§ HAY 4 Y+ EAAQ Ux (effective method) 7t =t=d=lo Ak ;WA
“987 UAY 4 Ut AT ATolete U—AAEA Ay MAdE wolEoiHBAE
ED—§4 e o7 deld wE o zeiu “Asty FAol E7e 7 2% 3% (effectively un-
decidable sentences: ©13t “non—ED ¥&"cl2l %4A)S) Aol Aol 2ok Hu
#al non-ED Aol wiaiAd o7t Aeld gdebEeold, A FE U 4+ e AF
o E AP 2UL HEE g 4 U7 WEolh non-EDEAIZA 24 el&( &
o v E2Pe MEgg Aztd, 834)2 FasA H, 2F A 2YH A HEE ¥
ol Eole Aol Hrh olA A& Az} Mdel AREe "e RAcleld, shfol wMA AR
go] g YA ofH AAA 2o A, AAQLel FHHE ¥ 7 F4 F°l non
-ED £& 0] gojor gttt Dummettol non-ED ¥4& 443t Al “E ¥4
2] *(sentence - forming operators) & A sE R old Wt A U ZHolrh ©l
Ax 24 Dummett-2 o2 Al ZIXE &

(1) 7k3 4 X% (subjunctive conditionals)

(2) A A LdnHdos BIA, £F BT A -F Fgo AT A4

(3) FEsAY F& Aol Eri5T MM WY ¥

(quantification over unsurveyable or infinite totalities)

non-ED ¥4& AA4%E a4 &3 d4E AAss XY —oAd 24 ¥ (sing-
ular terms)—o°] ote, ol ® A (formulae) | E ¥71€ ¢ v X ¥4 HA=He
e gorel =od UM F4Y AYL Tt ¥olA dojel non-ED EFEC AT
= olma oA AA+AAE(2A ou&)ol AAEH A HdE FHUoe AEE
Wtk oA Dummett 2 AME =vte ¥tz o] A Aol tx e FAAHE AA
e AYe wty Aotk 2#H B pon-ED EAHE AAsE Yol AW HA ©Y
o] # (singular terms) Solztad, @i tha Feofol M AL ANEE E75d ok 23
U o2 Qe B3 g4 FaSo dckd, #Ae webAloh g of® diAdeld 1 %
A A8 A2Y 4 U=, 234 =S )& Dummett o ol $E3HA vk Dumm-
ett o £2 AME Yol sAMor ¥ FHMR @A He Aotk

Dummett o] #}7|5l+& v} Ao FAHL, ooy ols7t AABNMAY £ A =2
A4 ob= 2 (knowing of truth -conditions) 22 AF &z F o A2 Ado] Ax -2
g4ae Aoletw *$gr A xS ArkE Aol oW FH oz o]FH Y&A" (in

34) Rasmussen/ Ravnkilde (1982, 390f) 7} A& st% FAFTA Ao Ad-§ HopEole A
4o+ non—ED &%) Ut FA4E & £71 ¢A v, 2ejng AR - AN EY
oA TAZ A€ 5 e FUAHY ol “Ad AAHo sEdiva FHE 5+ 8t
FA7 0 Rt 2 o] ol o g oo FE FRole o™ F¥RE VXA @
<t
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what our knowledge of truth- conditions consists) & A9 & 4 gick: Aelgp o
HA& &9 Fds waA,

ol E&e] 20l F oft AL A" H$ 2ol HEY HE FHeE UAYE 5 U ¥
oz uerdth o] F$ 2 A4 £o{4 x4 (verbalizable knowledge) °l2 314 (expli-
cit) olch, B of® HA (AW Gz AE Q3 GATEE A} YR o= R F
A A =24 (propositional knowledge) ot} z&d o] ojsfe] HHo| o1 £H9 x|
Hrtoz fhdsl AEd F gl &2 5ok ohE AfolE “Ale 2AE grold oW
oz FHSHE? o "ot oM YR oiH “A# 5" (practical ability)
o2& BHHE o ¢ A2z g ol AL FAHY 4oz TYUY 4 g, vleold
A olzl m ol ZlAs ek B AlA A4 (implicit knowledge) 4 4 8o} giol 7 Adg
& Ale] 273 oloj—olEL o] AR7 23 e ANAY Hojx Yy BAAH 24
ojgtx FA&h Aol

old A 4& T4, Bl #EAE oy x| 4ol WHHE vy AY e e
oz Ae 240 EHn E o AAE QAT+ UL Ao $4 G A2 B
FUE Porsole v AEEh H7A Ax & /A (observation) o] #& oJH ¥
ol AYE /Y et gk BA 5L HHE M5 T ¢ €A Aol: $9 2
Ay #A2A AeE HUY F A Y= ¥4 A7) dok non-EDEHol ¥t
2 ad Aeok

non—ED #ae] A, 2ataiw $2jo A 5HY ¢A W 2 AHE BEL T ¢
= A%l UA wEgH, AYEA ged oy Afodr o FAL Su;EAH AlolAU 9
olrh, ojdl AH$ z Alel Aol W AL FI UHE ¢+ Y& Aoy FF oy F
AEe] Ay 2zE oy 22 &4 U™ (fully manifested) °] B715 % 5413 =24 ot}
22 ovjBg rdlor 4+ Ao oHELR U 2YH Ay 2AL 5 g3 Uoe
FAE &SI A7 W, 2 X4o] oo H F¥i(use) o2 YHEHEAE 43
2ol gich ¥lpo a4 Ay 2AA orj—olRoldEe Ui RBEAH wWHEE R o
Aol o] vHE do] AHEAEAA ¥ U Aol

woll 4 A7 el tH = 4o] S| AH sHoz A HHE Y= oof Yri= Wil
g)e]—ol 89 4% £F ¥ Dummette] Aol &AL Aeolehes & AAY 8 Aok
o] 92 “stA wael 93" (principle of full manifestation : ¢13t PFMelzl ¢3)
olztm H2at, HollA Aw Rz oej—ol& (¥ 23 FITFIL AE HRE)] o ¥
Ho| g nofch Ful+ 1 Wl A AMEH Ay AHgdg wdobEQ Hlol Ant
3 FHE Aolth Dummett & 249 PFMeol “lnl 88X "(meaning is use) 8t *
Bl Wittgenstein 2] A& olojwtm glckm A gct ¢ol4d PFM & ¥olEolE A
ol = oo —o] &2 43 (explanatory power)d E#H 7 UL Bekch PFMe = 3
71z A 24 2]v]e] Mg 754 (communicability of sense) o] &4 7t 2l Frege +
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E(sense) o} AAH YL ZA2Uuh ol 2 Ade] AgAEe] FL A E AgEHa UG
= AAE 237 A% Aol ¥ $2l= Ao § % (linguistic practise) & Yo 24
Aol Wik 2w Ao ofuirt oW Ao FReTME M WHH 5 = Aol
glad, olgA MA AAE Wi 2 A>e] 2 A E A&tm Urtm Y F U T
Azt ojejell A=71? oAl “Fo] B olels Frege o FHL izt &xrete Witt-
genstein ¢ ¥e|& dlzAstz ¢ = 2" (Dummett 1976, 135) oletx F4E 4 Urh

A ea Ale Mol et ol v I e YYge uor FFEHE ofH B— AR
£o] 2@ X% (tenable) & B 7] Aol £ngE= ol Hx wbeh Ae 2Ax  2n
—olg2 tge M FFHE ZAE5Fo EE UFFY 2olv - o] & (verificationist theory
of meaning or falsificationist theory of meaning) 3 27o] §& 3l= vl A4 EH
Ael Mo et 492 VAL =2 w8, #4342 oyl 714 A 2ol ohlgl &
Aol HAFEMF)HAA 224E ok Aoz 95z, A AE-e H4F == 459 A
Wg A 2adoz AHoRTie AL HqrlA A £t

. XIAJ2D} gt ~4AME ; Putnam| AME =4

1. Putnam : AAEAZA T ul-AHEAZ A

olol 4/ Dummett & A& i=ulo)

1 AQEeg 24 2uj&e wolgole 2o ¥,

(1) o714 AQesd el Hde Zoid g

(2) olzle] oie] - o] &, & A ol &AM AL FAE A7 se dAR o 9l
| nobrh AMES] W v%e] onj—o|RolM o]F oz AL ¥ 2on]E (semantics) 2
FU3 75 rl—ol&e ZIte® AR zlolels Dummetto] Ao o= Hx o9&
stz ATk3VE of Ashe lovl=Alal 24 (& AWEE A)=Clolg olsigozs ¢A He
Alolets AEA sy EFFolvh Dummett 2] gAE 4 oA 2 24, v —o]&
ANAE AAEY e AdE £33 4 vtz sidels, AAHEH Ag Mgy A% o
€ FollA vidE ¢ goejels Aol Wogoh ozl AL 2ujg W oujzke Y

35) Dummett &f AAE =92 F2 “ U8 =35 " (manifestation argument ) 3} “$F5 =357
( acquisition argument) & % 71X 2 Us 4 Uch, A7 HE HAANE F5 Aoz ¥vu, F
Zhe Ao o AN A AdgFl= g HE ok, Dummett & =9E olsiA 2, Dummett
o] “cqlat 2|z 3¢ o]&” (armchair learning theory)dl Uzstz Ucts ¥ o] R ER
4 4 Ut A#EE 4 ol gAECEH Dummett & £ 22l+ =32 Dummett ¢
Br} 9% =g HESNA Y 3 FHY Aol

36) Dummett &f ¥ ®o] = ojAslzl 2 ¢og Putnam®| HZ P4 & HEHA AFSC
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o] =E o3 Mo EH2 UrqAxn Y+ FA%E FHEH Putnam (1975¢) A M€
9] 49 Al o] 7 EAHQ Holm, AE thE RopillA 75& &tk Putname] o
o] o] A :

(a) (& ouloAqel) “u"& 4% o4 43 (communication) & HslA Had A
oz ;

(b) A2l o8 (language understanding) + ¥%°o &% o|-&(use theory) o2 A
=54

(e) MA| Ee Ao FAHE£ o &FAe} F#3 Aotk

ofAl  (c)Eok AHFHol ARA nFHjoF sl FAR @A "k Putnam, &
olxol A3 ® 4 e TAE AYH AUEA Aok FA FHF diAdTHe A4
BAE 7o A AP AFse Ae A4S WolEol: A4 R AYAH 4
(empirical hypothesis) ¢l2t& el vz z7iolch

(A ES) Ae - Aol A&7 27l GFe] A 7 FHY FA A Alsym-
bolic representations) & F4 %tz R+ Aojth o|A-& Ao AHEAS A #
A% Az 4% A8e 1A wolw sHesith 2oz 2 B4 A4S UL AAA
ohd Ao met figd] A 19 =) HER AU E BT AU 2™
o oawA el ALg el Al Abole] HA] Tyt HFL UBES BE VY AR
3 myel g% ®rh(Putnam 1983a, 4 ; A=t #2).

AR E & (Putnam ¢ A mEctd) Ale AFHAL AYHo2 AT ¢ A+ A4
& AYsie ol 447t Tk A dEEHE AL F AHEY =424 Putnam,
£ 3138te] 4% (convergence of science), o] H$ 9 A -F(success of linguistic beha-
vior) ™ (ol RA9 U¥et 4zEE) el 4 F(success of science) & £r}37

Qo] ol (A EH o} Dummettol AIAE FA7 57 @) 5 o802 4
Bxich 55 dgons Ao oI o4 (meta A7HA o]F T ol4), WA A
2l 2+ FYEC T AASAE AFRO W F Ak~ “mefol’E A YolE
AA g m, relam g #BA S R AEEel AW AAEE A F AdFdte olEY
YFeid, ze] WA F AL AY e ol EEH vASIA Yo FIHE=Aont

o|#] Dummett & =59 Z4-% ciA] % &% 4 Aok Uk AMEA A Ade
24 old FEA A4 dEstelm shobd, 1 APl o]F X meta- AN AHe ¢
o] A ool it AAEF A= AMde] $5(acquire) Hol Uojop gtk &4 Dum-

3D o)A AR B B AYH Y daelzgtn ¥ Witk oME Putnam, £ o] HT W4
o2 Yolatty daA A-FANA & drtn Adstm T



lés 8 B R =

mett & =3 & &3] Ao olazt AAA oARA o]RoiAn UErtE HHFR UAe Aol o}
Ut 2+ $-2eliA 7hedt Ao elsle] AE =3tz A+ Aotk Dummettd =%o &t
d, o7& olvl Putnam, ol 7}al #AAHE =l & AHeoich o 7]A4 Putnam,°l 7}3
Aol Putnam o] 44E& X734 sl E7]4 o] =8 udrl. Putnam o 42 “dojg}
a2 Abg kel 2 Abole] Aol R o] & (x4 AFAH ] & EHYY Sl o Aal
7t #2le] ale] Mg A" (19794, 228) & zolth Putnamol] {4 Ax4ee Al
2] 7ge Al 83 th4(mind-independent objects) ol &t x| ] AAE s|uto 2 A
Meels Ae MAdelchI) zeh M Putnam, o JHL “$elo] o]& Mar A HAE
AAgct" 3 (our entire theory determines reference) & zolth o] Mal 7} &cial o
o] A¥o AAE A He 2A(UE] §5)8 do24 Ao} osE, o|¥A
A ol gl o (£ oo ola +AYA Astel dAyz AYR o) A4 A E-A
HArw o greldt g HAE A drh aela o #AE S Helsl= zig A
W2 4 2Yaq Aolrh

A A7 AA=o] AA @Frkn FHES A A HaE ABVLE A= ¥
ofF o)A (ol At Griinbaum) & =4 (Putnam 1975b) & ZA-%ol= o] A7 A3
AE5do] o] malch 2y Aol AAS] drto] Wt AYH HAYE +HE 2
ezl e gbecte Aol NFHZ, o AANF HoFol Eufolats WEtE muy AR
29 A TAZA FAEHAE o= 2 Fohdo] e 4 dhel gith

23 wejol Aol Aela wupol wolsel oldg Aol BEFE(XA WAL w8
4, underdetermination of reference) stx, Lpob7tA x4 BA = Bmamolet: AR
Al #A Y BrEFA4, inscrutability of reference) & ©lv] Quine ¢] =33 ¢lch Put-
nam,;(1975b) o] ¢] BAME clRAME 1 943E 4% ZRL AL A 1 2o ¥
o Fo g FAR I ol diFolm, AR A A EiFALE TH UY E
gyAe d¥zd thRods) mEelinh oA KRl MAE FAE7 YA A Fa
& ok oof st A2 obunh Aae Fard o EA4el gl Faolcht® sz #
745414 fdz|e| vigtolli= Skolem-Ldwenheim A 2|7} 2tk ol# Putnam, 2] 24+, 0]
g9 Alejde 2As Fe ol® #4 AA(FFEA A, standard interpretation) 7}

38) 214 2% 4 (recognition transcendence) & o|&l 2| /Hdel A T2 A zaz Ut

39) ol & HAE $Act a3 oz “Yalo XAME FA A" (Putnam 1983d, 71)
= A ZL2 Aot F 0|82 4% 2A (operational constraints) 7 ©]& 3 (theo-
retical constraints) 2 AAHHD 2 “AY A AANAE ZAYE 4+ Yo’ (Putnam1975b
164f) & RS L F4o|ct(Putnam ( 1975b) 7} | HgAelegtm k= AL AH A
UH H4oleta st AL ofE 2ol 2z Aol £S5 H).E o] dojoA o9
J#l  F2 ol AgoA FL& o]B S AYE vk, 2oz “ use determines re-
ference ” T8 22 YAYE ¢ F Ut

40) Quine (1970, 182), Lewis (1974, 342f) 7} o] d& A3z Ut}
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thal o] AEEHAE ottt E 2ol Aeld s wyds Fe o 4 AA (i
24 A, non-standard interpretations) 7t $ithe Zlolch X H AMe ErIMor
gtey, & 2 AA7F Putnam, o) A2 S3oM A2 EE 9EE 4718, Putnam,
o] Alg7t AMYE of & Yok Putnam, & A Eo| Erjsgloior ik ZEE WA
o]t AES welAd s+ Putpam 2 =358 FA4ste ol ol HAH

2. HEFH A 24 AL oIHAE

otolj 4 Putnam; ¢ AME ST oFA #A & FAE obr|stEAE A¥ B
oo 2t Putnam; & AME =t A o FA F524 J5E Tos AE B Fn
o E o] EAU wAsA e & o E das AdgeA ® zelck(etd IA 34)
ol HEE A4 "ol Fa AL A wAse FAE Y M Lz FHA

A AAEY FAeln FEi e ‘B gye o Ay gl IHE T
Az GodME BAE FAGE QoS HHAE AR oE AAME YHSE HA
AAEo] Yob” & FAg Aok oANE A4 WA @y 4el de)” (thesis of under-
determination of reference : ©/3 TUR & «*A)atzm ¥&ch. TURO &obd, eollA
2% Putnam,; & MM Az U FAHL ¥F3ch AP 22 (operational con-
straints) # ©|& Z 7 (theoretical constraints) & Z1AoF 4 EHEE AXE +
ge W, ool AAMEL AY AW 4= gohtl M olE A #Y o §
279 dgee oA HriE, A4 Fxr dole] AAAE AHE F wA 2oh

Quine¢ Y& 4ol olE Soz4 TURE AL EZZ dEtd de ool 2™
& ZAeout agl P FAo A “Gavagai” o A XA o F FAHE 2 “ga-
vagai” & A ME A FA Fooke Aolch s, AW “Gavagai”ol ©F
Haow MAEHE olz) Al B Aejxde AL, 2 e H$ “gavagai” A
AARE A2 o A(E7; 87 —<3 ) rabbit—slice ; E71%, rabbithood) o & 7]
o -E ol

(1) A7 E77 2ot (There is a rabbit over there),
20 A7 E7 -g="do] 9ltt(There is a rabbit — slice over there).
(3) M7 27 o] olstelo] Art(There is a rabbithood being exemplified over there).

4D A kst o] B 74z 2ol & o8& sz (uniquely) FHE 4 A= 4290, 2
g2 Z30E FAo #E “AYH FA oY o] & “j&Ye ¥el"(thesis of underdeter-
mination of theory from evidence) o/th, ¢ ¥2l& Quine2| #% ¥y #&¢ye U
(thesis of indeterminacy of transtation) & €47} "¢l

42) 4309 Z1A g4 EAE AEe web AR A4 T A Ao 8 A,
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ol A &2 stAe] el Ech f2le Aos AAE oy 4He Az U&e §
%8+ 924 Quine & td F7XE £

(a) dlzlof E®(expressions) # 2 Gbdel 4 (Godel number) Aol o] A} : Sl “1°
olgt= «A(numeral) 7} +42 4o 2 M 4 (number) & 4|8l 2L, ohig 2
Aol ESE oJH FH (g “a” )& AAEAE ¢ £87) i} (Fae g2 A
+& $34 =4 deferred ostension o2} F+Er}) FA = ofmW wros} A 24| BAHE
ZeA ohd 3 A4 #BAE ZEAs FHY Ay F2AE YERY A=A Foe b
A

(b) “F viz|e} 4A” e} 22 AL o Y& Fojg WHEH “two oxen” B “two
heads of cattle” o] . a#®d Azt “£”7 Fax Lt o A (concrete gene-
ral term)<l g FAAN M= BYFAH(mass term) & Soh-—F AR g A& A4
Lid=s

a3 ol’l dHRAR AE, 3 A FAS AYAE BEsE Aol¥ WA dEater
A 28 239 A &40 glote 2ot T F4-2 (LA srld s B4t o
B oaEE 8y EY A¥2 AAsE 2AE Quine & Lowenheim— Skolem Hel s &
dA4 dYgstzn qdth

G5t MAY HeEol ofd BAHAQA WAL A Yz AAHH £oE AHE X
Hhm At fele N T4 AE AAS AW 2 Solsd B T4 s
4 g HeEe] Ho AFox BFsta, o doje o FAEL JAs ot 4
A g€ HAINA AML#7t sid, 5UY 252 ofd HAYolaby AL w)
A4 & Aok (e THEE Hom HHHEE & 47 qdrd) e Fola W
o] % WHooletd, F¢ Holsgt 54 Hrt: o]0l Skolem - Lowenheim 3 &
ooold ZE HEENE Edta, #HA EAELS A8 H Aol

2A S5 FE B A ool ©olEe) ANty prbe BAS Aex 9
A# 229 solct (Putnam 1981b, 41914 A AR),

“ gavagai” ol ol $32]& =4 (deferred ostension) & 4l &L ¢ F Muwtfe &
FHAe2 =y S dudcn @ 4 Ao a3y o ¢ 3
kA2 gtk Putnam (1981b) & Holx 5712 Aol o] ol &o] A A B3
Mz2g o5 2 AT

HAA , A2 o8 AN A Eo] AR oFHF ™ol gl HAEo

ER, ¥4 AA Mo Aol #at obvlel BE Jb5 Al A (possible worlds) ol 42 Al
2ixj oty WA A7 A gt

o] o} & w2 &4 Putnam 2 Quine & ©lE°] 7}A A7t TUR 2bA) 7} 71A kA7) o}

=]
2 T X
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Uete A& 249FE Alojch oA o] ol& 713z TUR® &9 A494SHEF 3=,

(1) Lgol7t e Hol Uch(A cat is on a mat).

T (el At F&3 Aol jEgd, *TUdol” = 2|8 “tHE " fER AT
oo #AE #HA, A, "id F o mAd Helx % vl mYolrt Aox & A9
HE ol e 7He MAA Foltk amjuz o] FA4L WA AlANA Aol ox
< A 24¥ FANDAHAE “2Yo" 7 HHE, “HE"F YFE XAEA He v FEH
HqE A Bk A ok FA (2)o] T chSH Fe HAE AY 8=

(2) aofel *7F mME*9 o] 2Tt (A cat™®is on a mat®,

of 4 ofzie} el (a)(b),(c) Al ALE FHR AL 7122 “zofo]* 9} *“njeer
£ Foltozd AR

(a) 1" 3ofolzt oj®” WHE o Atk = ojH MR} o UF e ot
(b) oi® mFolzt o sE 9o Atk 22U 4d UF HolE HA & gk
{c) (a)(b)ol A% = o}

“3oFol*” of o

A (a7t S 27 WK oIAY

ZAF b7 &2 27t 2FoIAY;

A (c)7h 32 27 MR Aol 28m 234 2 ASoat x & mYo* o)
“oiE *7 o 3o

At (a7t &2 x7F UFolAY ;
AL-(b)7 3 27 HEAY ;
Atle)7t 32 27 FA(quark) Y 9o 28w 23 72 Aot x& HE* oL}

Zgol* ot E*S o|FA FsA =HA, FA(1) # (2)« Az o] 2k mofol*
EHE* ol A& FHol a2lm 03 2 Aot ndole HE Yol UA HrH(A cat
is on a mat iff a cat*is on a mat*) ojA] “mYol"2} “olE”5 A4 A =
HA(REA HA)ANA “mYol*" 9} “mE*"7 7tHY Carnap ¥ WE(Carnapian inten-
sion)*¥ & “ mofolm et ‘o eI} 2z A TS ok, B4 (1) 9 M 2AL WA
vk W4 AAE FF (a)d S3loz, ol HESH HAAA WA AANA 3o
ool oA wRE Atk ZE bF MAAdA 4 (1) Y HPAe vEHAAE
“Fofol” = HEE AASA & Aok & HE o UolrtH BE Js AlAAdA 2E R
e AgAg nEsdAr, dojEol FFH HAodels b8 Carnap d WE 9 24
#& 714 4 stk A& Putnam (1982b, appendix) & 2of Fcp

43) 7Hs AMA A 2ddelze 4
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ojd] ol4tz @& Putnam® TUREEE &d dHFste Wrta 48 Hubsl nzt of 5
Mo sofolel ;opol* i FHY F U- WEF A Fo24 TURE =4stac 4xd d
%t Putnam o #tE& 43 Ao ofFojirt

(1) ${oll M oll2 & :ofol*e (being a cat® @ "HE* U(being a mat®)+ YA ¥]2 3z
I 728 S4olth zAlH mgolE nm, HAMA mofeldA obdAE vtRue A
EoubE S UdRg, nYol*e] Afols 2% Gk HEol dAdEd amb o™ i
£ 3) #AH S99 e 248 ARNEE (4) FAE HAYE + Adrte A4S A
2 Qloh olAl th4] WA A Fe& A, F (3 WA {4)2] Al el A 1 whoe] x4
A7 AAE ] At s FAR s[Eol siA ok

(3) X+ xofold Ech (FAZrL agoletn deh)

(4) X+ 3;ofol* & Rrh* (hztok* zofol*etm Faoh)

(D) %219 izt 2% = At 4L W3 44 (intrinsic property) e 2 FHE
4 gl TiAFE QG aLakol* = o)A 44 (extrinsic property) & FolFojoful sBid 4
o= tiAtolztE whEo] ATk olm wtEol FHA B, et ‘mYol*” & JE
olflzg 43 g+ do| L*7h advksd “mofel”rh e35le mopel* 9 wim*el oF &4 x
&2 woba sk d ok WH S4a o 4o 78 AL o AE SR R
Ax el s A Aae zolch 2w TURE of F¥e #4858 A 2utony
= AAHY A Ygotn FAsE Aotk

(L) A A wehe ofxAl gord & Ak fele e FHEHs AdE EHE
29 a3, 1 & Wt Psach HFol A& AHXE JtHEFoEAY
obtg 4 Atk a4 A W A AL whojel A Ao o Fhe ¥t WA Bl
A & AE AANRAZ AYsE MG 2ol Heptd

o 7)o thE &5 o Foh: 2ol YEol 4F Aol HAM M Y AEE (2
2 g% 24 AdE, directive beliefs) o] #olete Ao F¥ 2o "ot xizz
HEEA oA Ale B2y FiH AHolAe Aleje} ctarAE 4L oY FER
dolch A4 w5y s A Aej: TEH s A Aol L Aoln

(IV) Putnam & Z24 4 ololo] ¥ FE A siMo] tks A& ndFozs TURE
253k oA AF FE M A} HEFH Aol TEE & e AL AA}E A

2

=2
el F+=

e

4) 471 H o] 2 ATsZR Guk o FH.& B A s 1 golEo] FoF A=t
shuel ol Eel T¥ BAZ ofw ghxle) o8 APATE A& o) Fsta Ut 2B &
o]50] x|A|ste AE MA Moz APy YA wHEA HA, soEe EE UA U EFe
Az o= Halrl Yojuba] @A =& zolth o] FY EU T o|Bo TAHL ALRA
Ldwenheim—Skolem 322t ¥ TUR 2 58 A7 |+,

45) o|zte] ulE clo] e HFE EUE AAEL §I3tE Putnam(1978c) of EAete A
of 228 7, oo thg Putnam (1981b, 38ff ) o wtutg Hze| 5o 4AE TX 24
24 NEAYA 5= A4 Putnam 242 B 3 3o
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olcy, z&u T&EAH A oM 2yl “% ukel” 2% (“intended” model) & o
Agzte] oo ol 232 %+ 2% (unintended model ) 3 FHEHIT U FE7H?
o714 Wit 9 % (intention) & @] a2 4 WA bE 4|8l 4 zZH(thought) ojrh
ol&d s F 7HA7 HHAE ool dAbE ANAE + Uv vHol Uoof ¥k MR
Faixtad, ‘ol ot mefolrt AAxe g A R “I;yolme} myol* st AxE o
% ¥A Rp7t W& o, *mYdol 24 mYolE AA&B & 4 4 (intention) & 7HAltte A
< R:otd Riol A #HA s AAE sl Aelnk, 2™ old A4zg =7 s
At Ri# Ry & THHAM & FolAd Ri& AAE 5 Uxe FHol Aojor ¥rh 22yt

g olgl FRo] AF A4 Hx U+ Aotk

tele AMESE TX37 HAAAE fEl7 oBA M4 WAS AAY T AsAE 4
Mok Rk AEE Uzttt TUR 2 diA 4] o] o5 AelxzE oks Aoz
Ae A49E 4+ grhe 22 Roffrh oA tad TURSR £9sty] sld $2le 23
A A4 FHE B Eole AL AF A 279 eH(petitio prinapid ol & B3t
£ deolth, o7lM 2ol xgt A4 FHE 4P Y T A+ Aol ot 2233 A4
THo2d diEoor st Aotk

AF7AAe A2 A FAI oG ozt Aolch o] 24 Putnam & Y 24|
AA o8& BF =ubg Aol

I AR E oA AdFF Putnam, o FHEN o8, F 4% 27 ol 2o XA
£ AA ke ool

ERE odo] AHEFEL] e A T $E7t defo] Foidte (WEete RolA)
“ou” 7t XAHE AL ol&olth Putnam (1975¢) & #HA13 Kripke & v &
& ofdl Ao AW wHor Heda vt o7 mEg FUT 42d gesie
< 8y ¥ 248 @5 FaM AR 2ol ALox Ao AgAe 4F g
stz e AAZE SEA = Aest wEl 42 oE AR A" 5 Ak o] A
Y A8 A2 shA

Putnam & =24 ®A 7 sl aolets Aol £ AME(a posteriori realism) 46
ol Zrm Ut MHAY 4 it EAtzm 2ok FAAH AL ML “myel’st mygolE
A" = EH A4S A9sta) ZuckE ol vbFo wExd A fA Y F4
AR Az WA FHY A8 AAHD ddctn ¢ +x A $A FA
q4 AAEY & ¥ 5 gl M TUR ° oAl 2AE doseAE 4
® 8

3. e e AA A3d 2 v

46) D.M. Armstrong: Universals and Scientific Realism (Cambridge U.P., 1978) ol 4 A8
i de 49,
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A dle oARA ZAAHF+=7?  Quine-Putnam ol mEcim x| A WA= o] 83 3 o]} B
Aoz EF4étm »i@ygaolat %7l (underdetermined by what) ? AlAlo] Hg g
o] ol & A7t ARt o vHHHoh HAA olEolwt AYA ol2e wu}
dbo] S As 2B A ow sotste 24 A4 ¥l o A" HH(intelle-
ktuelle Anschauung) ol Aot F-#l &= Ziebsich A4 Aol $u2 EAGE o g
#dA 5 ol ol A A4 TARIXE o] 9l4 FHo| LalE F+ Y& Aolrl oIy A
A el “EA(Form)eol shts]m, s wAES A7 " F(kind) o & 5}
A7b ARk ol WA %74 (intrinsic property) 3 214 4 4 (extrinsic property) ¢l
TFEel Aol sHasHEAM, 227 AT Us Pdo]EL WH S4Ewog Ay 5
e HAEE AA ok gige] 75 A Sk

A2 WA Ale] (Y 1 F4 249 24 AADel T4 UL o =}
£ AL FAE A AR HAH vEmabs Yol fejoA Yttt A2 YTz o
ool #Ae AL oM FHH 2RE ASHAM FHAU ZHE Soly, & Godel
(2 ol# = Kripke) 2t &0} olzd 2o sHo| gvta FAsnA £AF0 Hyitg
& deAr 2ol e oel YA sidgor dowy kA Ye offE ¥
2H FFstetfelE F4de] otvch Kant7b & sldsjezal “qte oA 4l
e oza e FHol Uthd, -"olgkm WaE o] HE Y 4 e Motk 9o
Aol vl 5 HdaA Q4 FHE wolEolsE A9sae Yoty sidety, FH7 w
AstAl == & hA WAE sy £

Quine o] 2/=|& o Aty Hate] Fal ol zdF o (naturalism)d-& AHgl o]l o
74 gl& %k ool A A Quine 2 4] BA s} vigHgolale HAolA &
74 (indeterminacy) olzht 4 &8& Fojulch we|Foa'D ge gelstol 2217t Al
34 olEoletn FAe = HollAe Quine I U =xstAwt, Eelsto] 1 A E A2 AA
o F2F =ity ¥+ HolME Quine o HRSich oy ol MM BelFo
b2 A &2 FAll ta Quine B} WtiElE HEE Bojuch 2eFox FieldE =
Al ZAo] H AR gejFold THAo] Fyr|eiofat ofn| &g wolEa 4 iy Fag
o A4 BAE el oA Alolel Ay 4F aAgow MAEoof BHm, o] o W3
Tt Z8HeR—F 2 43 8o Fsln ot AYH PSS wPoey — 495
ojor dotxn FAsle Aoy

A A B Putnam © AL #THo g Field o ol& Yol odh HEoA v
%8y, XA 894 Putnam & ZEL Field § oh2 3 o] =utsl= o oj2r} .

47) “steba A, B A, delahy A4 U ou| B4 Ado] 2E (WAA) RelEy 4
A2 498 4 Ath= 4,7 Field (1972, 91) ; “71A|-& (mechanism) ¢ 2% =},” Ivid., p.
92.
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Field 7t 833t Eel59d #do] +HE A 24 #A 7 Rolgte £33y HA Y
ol W lm shat, #Al& oA o A R AME AAE £ Y7t e Aol
el mEha gFolA =8y 4 U 3-& Field 7F F48% 1 MAA Fslx Y o
g ol gk F obel A (1)o]l UL #Y £ Us Polobs Yolrh

(1) skel x 7} o4 yoll disha Rel UAE 714 ZH$o 2832 23 1 F$olat «
< y & AA & (x refers to y iff x bears R to y).
aEd “x7 yoll A R #AE Ak (= ‘yrt oz ol WA HEG £
Fol Mol HaMe el AL ofF T4 A E(AZIMAE “y7e} “R7¢%y"
gf “fQl™) el oig MEEE MAE WAY £ ok Yt HEAT “QA*” o
Carnap 3 W2 E ZAste 8EEA dHHo] Hgdich AF BeFIdaEL 24 #BA 9
FRE UJEhE o8 Ad3d #AR.R, R7 ) € FolAd o ol “AUR” 24 #aAq
A€ 2T & A "ok ¥ we ‘[T vE Holtt AHEL HEExw o
% % shxigko] Yalolm, A4 BAE olxne2 FALE ol BFoe JAoleid,
24 HAE AZ NFE £ gz " AvEg golgga” Ao HoE® oime s
A¥ o] gle 4" (I know not how) € “4A9 ¥ 4 g+ A4”( know not what)
£ Fof HA3= FHolnh

Putnam ¢| &2[F2] w|go] W Field o) 5+ T4 TURE w=4she o Uojor
gtch Field (19729 1974) & “*#&3 =4 A "(partial reference) @ A dg& T Y&
o FEHe2s od AW sldoR AN, ¥RHoze UE HYL dder 7}
Al golwel vk olE2 FAlel xE vh A ste AL oA, oAB A A A s
AA-e AxE 22 the Y A sl e FAE AT A 2] BA o
WAooy BFstm, Y 24 @A ARs A4 S3HE gael guy st 8
the Holch 4

of AL w4 dojel HE 4 FAF FAUAE U= meta~ Ao (Field 1972 o
M 34 e ol &) AR o ME ¥ FEEH A Yo Asdtrhs AAE Hsm 9
ot Field 7} & &ll'§ AMg-3babs, ““ (Newton ¥4 2) "ty o] (Einstein & 8fol|42))
A& FEoR 21*1?'&5}"% el “dw T ojm o8 tA(HA Asg) el
Hug #HAE RoFeid “AHx Ywre (rest mass)” 7 FRE A seAs A A

|

48) & Putnam ¢ A3 Hdo] 49 (explanation) ol&} el oj&stm Yon Fae i
x| 4l y vhRe] WA A Aol Adolels AL BeFErt gdefAd AAZ 2 A
A 2A A3H F2{causal structure) & 7t Yrhe $4 (e.g., Harman 1982) & 44 =
Azt el 54 geld o AAE XTestn Jdoke Faow 4 olv) AMEY 47 gl

49) E o] wlojfo] & 21":‘1(11nl~1)-‘L ol F- Ul A, o]AE FollA el A SHG Wy
€ wolgolw um R cholEe] i A AAE AL (A “gavagai” 2} “is the
same as”).
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o] gojor &ttt FE Field v “FAAHS of VA AT “AgFy o A FL2 F
g #7223, Field © 7% Einstein ol &2 @& £¢ $¥ A4 A€ 7Aade 5
a2 Einstein ol80] ¥} UL olgoe oA=& Bl 755ttt & Einstein o€
o] 2|49 meta—<adi7}t obhd Hfollrt FhEsith aEu EAE Ao B T, F HF9
meta—Soj 2L dliets of & a7t 1 Hoje AAAE AAH FAv 2¥de o U
i, Field o] A& o] AHAg A=g +7 gk

4. FAA AAQen 2 v

Quine # Putnam °] F&3%+ TURL $A4 2¢3 U4 sl ¢y w4
5 Yotk TUR o A#4d 42 =3us 2L vt A gy o4 A
wropg o)z godME, @olst ofd A4 -5 A (mind - independent objects) &
gustA A %o FA57 gRolth dollMdE o™ UL HEN: T AYAH A
o] A2 oj® EAlo] $HUAE=AE A% vt zddE EF7sln &4y A4 vAE
wolZolalm sl o fE FAAZ? 2 olf+ Field7t A4 A #HUL g 73c
WA AH vd celdrh BeElFoAEe A4 A B T A A A
& wol 29 4 Utk olmj wolEd A el MYE Fieldv Az A48 A Adel
Bl ch(1974, 200). AP HgAdol AAEY Hoix Hg zdoletd, gjo4 4H £
AL ol #Heo AAL(E FEF)el Adx Uv A obBRHFAHA) AHE A
7t k@ e FAEkE Aol dAE

golld dFR ol Putnam- AAES oh33 o] 453n At
ANEY HA  AHAE A -SHY d4E ZFAE AR ol A U (1981b,
49},

28 o AANE ART F Yt A A HA-5JH A4S A T Axe F
o] oA AUrk: A AAGUE JAE WUk olzH AAE MY Putnam 9
% o d9do 4+ 85HE Aotk

Aee AA" “s2e S A2 SHY 2 A 2AMe AEE HVHA L5
T 48 4 vk’ (1982b, 141).

oW E AAEY A=

(1) MAZ 2 FA2A o8 JAER olFo4d F2E AUz UeH,

(I) o] SAE (BAIAS ™A-E, noumenal objects: °13 N-tjgez ofy)E& A
A+ s FH oA Urth

olal Aol Ak, 2w 2% 3 FHolgt FAHY As ol (EE AR -7 E th-
ought- sign) & N-SHAE(EL 2 ) Aol =4 /AE T 43=+ Ay HEA4
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&+ LobEd T AW A97A dAsE BAE CowA HA SR A4 YL @A 5
£71?” (how we can refer) 3l Ziolcth Putnam, ©o] A4 &L LE3E 3o o &
At g Ao HEEE Bygm, o A g Putnam o mate] gw e AR Ex}
A EeFAEE =sta U 22Utk Putnam, & ¢ 4] BAS GdsA AN
4 go s od EAs dcke £oh 2ol e 9 24| #BAE A £ ¢
=Hx Bt Tolet tia itole] Al AL gl FHY & A=st? ol F3
2 FAF UAEel 2 AARA 2o g3 olE(“AR "olE)E AT Uk FAo] Ho)
Putnam 2 ©]3& *“&& 248" (magical theory of reference)s ¥+ &8tk zelw da
o AR A" F8 o Aol FA B, £ ol jIAE wolEolA @3 YL
HAETh:

Mel7} $A3 Winston Churchill © 2<% mef $lof 23tk 342 ol 2] Churchill
of #HE aYolHm ¥ 4 st o FA HAAM AREL 23X g u By
Blebe Aolrk o] AR AY-E A EAgsA HEe go=2H B3 7| F (physical sign)
3 otvet d2ld 7% (mental sign), WolztA A& F4 F2E A 7T~ AAR
A2 9y dtez oo 9 A, AAAE Al Adel RAHAE Gk Aol
o} oA F Ahel Aoldt UAro] AR

AR, olBo AR AASE AT AAA H AHAL 4@ S Eotel WA
of g} o] sl A"k 13} 9% (intention) ¥ 4 5H-& 4HAE ¢ U

0}‘43},9-31?4 A g MR 2 T He dolld Ao

€4, 7Mé (concept) oI&t oj® 7iH =} (particular) 7} otk “7|TE A3t 24~
(ways of using sign) °l2h= Wittgenstein &l FAojth o]21& Putnam, ©] ‘ol&o]
= Aol gk, TURL vtz o a8 AAstA #33 Ao oldd dAdAs F43
A Zo2AH =sEa & TUR o EIEH+ 540 Aajgel =yxich

ARE oldl FAMANE B3 F+4 AAEE aFEela doid, TURA AN A
g 5 7hA el dob g #olrh

AR, ¥243 (non—natural ) YA U4 5L WolEol 24 & o|4dt(trans-
cendental metaphysics) : ololl R A+ olnl gollA AFE 8 Ak

A, 22l dolge g3 A4 #AAE JIxz; Y"L aH) oy g VA F o

o]

e =

x £

L AdAs ¢ 7 ¢lvkes 3259 (scepticism): van Fraassen (1982, 25) o] =33l %,

25 FoF Fd A% AR =Fo AUvh: e o)W AFo| FHeF o o]E
the Aol lERiod, 2 YA =45 Ao’ HYFE olEd £ 2w, &
Y ol WA AAROE A4S ZHE olf7) o] Uw B ? (cf Putnam 1982
¢, 43) oAl AAMEL TUR W&o ¢el7t wolgd & glve Y4AYUel =jdtes Ao
Putnam ¢ Z&e] Xltl o] -Fol& Putnam & AAE +rtedl dold TURC A% o
=5€ M 528 Aoz HFsn Urh ol A o 5o Putnam 9 HEU4AH g
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e FEANE d UolAH A 9% J¢e gotn 27 Eolm, HE2% Putnam
o] Bt EEEL olAY WEE golol grtm A AEy WEolrh

V. Putnam2| 4ME =l

grofj 4 2 AME =9 AL TURoIx, ©4 TURS F#AA A+ HEEH 2
Ho] 9 &% B3+ Lowenheim - Skolem & elojch ol AF2st HE= 7 93 A Pear-
ce /Rantala (1982a % 1982b) 7} =& st =& AH|, Uo7t 2o A Ad AAE
1 2t £0]At(first —order predicate calculus) & Mol A 3 4 3t(formalized) & A
o] shxsiol Btiul, old MAE oW AR Ao MAL FH& A dojol] Baske AR
x4 879 288 etz ok o3 2L Quine ©14 Putnam & A Hor A
Chr| wohe o] Eo] Al xad dojo A sjEAAel olE &l FAY ARE ABH T
£ %%, Putnam©l AF Z2sE ¥y =50 Aoy HHHY & USE BA T
o AA =3¢ TEAoR hE A tE W Feolm, whetd UL Wl =F
olt}, o ohEA ™ AolA, Aol EAEH $HE AAME AYHoRe F
%% 7|4 A A5 (equivalent descriptions)ol Uthe A4 TURA didt = sute] o
7t & 4 & AHolth

ol E Putnam ¢ £% 24+ Lbwenheim—- Skolem® 2/ Yol &delz, wetA ol A
L Ae “23 o8 7Y AL =" (model- theoretic argument against real-
jsm)oletn ¥Ex o] && sloith zely Putnam 9 AAE &HE FolA o™ 9
Yoz Bee AL & o AHolth A ML ¥R o vz o], (Goodman® 3
ol 7z FolA) B5E e A A6 AT AR =0E Adnr2 s
Az BAS o A =5358¢ AYozH Putnam o AAE £ 25 4AFdste Aot

1. Bzto 9 A% == (argument from illusion) ¥ A AEA A2 A

Agel §4-¢ AF ez vg4al, 4 xYael A AdE wokEolE H Utk
Putnam ¢ %3t= 2z g-gAe ANEA el o 44& vy & & Ux AHAA
olth, olME AQEL AR g e Aol VAT xolE opEn F9 Tt AA
2 7% (conclusive verification) & A %3te] o2 4+ Dummett ol A& ozl A
252 ¥3 Qv ALoE YL Bolgol: Aoz FHHE U, ¥AYH BEH I
Z (probabilistic verification) % WotE ol Putnam ol A= olFA A Agsd ol
o] ARYAE BETIE sl5AS wolSole o FANch 2Ad WAl ool AAYUA
5 22oE 34 woh e oo MY £ goke g %I B Utk oA FAH
& AREFT U -AAR Aol ERAQ YL YolA “olB-HETA"olehe MEE WM A
W dh rh aeme ANee A SA-L A HAUAA Aol ol T 7t Ak
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doete, T:2a AW 4 Aotz FAHsE o Urh oA F48 7H5A e AHE
A Ae Adel Y T3+ HEHo2 slojFolo §Ho Ytk zjofolo Mg &
zel A4E JIgyez Yxn Uil “fzto oA =5 " (argument from illusion) ol
ool 52 2 ARE Feo wed Ul F4 HU(science fiction) 22 A AW
4 A =Hadlcoh

Xt Sugtos olFolx Utk 1 A4 RHEL HREHA AR e, o F
Fee mzade mebd Xt ohx AAlo] 4RE w3 dt ANY, AMA A A
Ay L7z ok & A2 Wgol AelAE $e S E of FHEE WS <
g e A, X7 2 am Az ol metd dAn ‘e ST AaAS w4,
£o] SEE AMY LSS A ATE WU Foh X& Aol ¥l AN FY
e WAL UE AHY LA He Aol z#A XoF AZAsE Aol e A
Za SUY ABE AFT 4 Uk oW X& Aol “E & £ 7(a brainina
vat) 7t obdelm Azw Aolch XoAE olHA AzAske Aol—F Us FUY ol
£8 7HXE ol el (reasonable) ol 2, T Awstd zolth %ok X7 7
A 4 gle 3 A9 olE(ideal theory for X) XAt ’:}";—}_wg’:(really)ﬂélﬁ Aol
SR 2 Wb A4S (really) X9 2o A%e o YEAE BET 2% ¥

oz 2% w9y =47 ek med 4R $£49  ¥qx 2Ech ( might be a

brain in a vat)5) —ol& V—iHole} eby At

o] V-7pAdo] ¥% Putnam & fhehe ol A AT A& ARE sgo s A
RERY

(1) X& 2ol £ &9 ¥etx Azsi- v} 28 4 ok

Aol E &9 et A4 A S A7 dMAE X7 A4 8A FARD U
= BAE2AS Eg ANAY 47 dojor frk A olzol AssrcEs X A4
4 (psychological state) 7} X7 % 4 etz 423te v Aelgels} dobe A-E&
X7 s} 59 o2& 72T UThE A-VoTAE E2EET(TUR ) Bt 54 4|
g0l &uhx wokal, X7 of| @A o AW 27 Agse gl (AR “ UET) £
(% 9e) URE AA8A 5z, oldd BojEe ARToRA “ el £ &9 H” ga
A5t £ AR 4 Atk 28U T4 AR B o0 WY v Yk

W 279} oj®H AF 38 (causal interaction) o] U+ WA(EE 2AH XS FF)
WE St AR 4 ke A4 S Aoe wohgdd, X7 AAY 4 Ue A

50) Putnam *tAl-& o] £A48& €4 (“we might be brains ina vat”) 2 t}f32 ¢xgk, 74
£ B4E dgoz4 AE I,
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e oMy 2AE WAooz UEs ofuel uFel 445D (trees in the image, tree
~image) o ¥3aiA ek okt X o we} &7 el AAsE AL X7 el
2y 2o Eof ofyel, o wolel A Yale] He A, F T A4l Ex3ich X
=2 A A A8 dodME (ME F &9 d)an ‘Adrsidets, 2 7H 8
A59 AARE thEr] yEol oA oA YT d) A FHIE X7 FE
of H*els A7t 7HA SE Yrhs AEol Y As Aotk ehatAA R,

(2) W7 et B 49 seba, vE Aol ¥ 4o setm 4248 4 glrh

Ao £ &of slebm Hzete ol AT AEE Wt B &2 b ok mgolnh
V- slde 2asen god ofRE AsE & As Aolofok s, Af sEdtsl ¢
HAL W B42 Hiohofel Bt azEE V-s4E FAUSE AL Ay 2
Hal Aotk med V-4 ok (shAxE Xo B AAAe XAl &
&0 vt opymz, XAA A4 st dMA X 5 &9 Hyne AMelrh)

Selst AR Hae olBol AAYANE RECH: Fae $es AdA Vel e A
o 4% Qo= AsAel AR golth zaE olzel el AsAdel cei el
A4 AR E AMES YT TALE Fael Hrh oW AMNE FAE AW A
v gold el TURS $&ych 234 Xo @oish gt=4 felel =ejs
2o ANHE spAcr Grie FAL FASA BE Aok olAlE X mojgel o
AR A 2e AAA (ex, T B, £o BY)E AAA goTH, X7 A A
o] o] Eo] o] HE & b= H wUE ol§7h Utk o clefd mEol UMz HAY
O2RAE AU 4 it AR B FAL oin WA ¥} Ur F& AL oA
sA RTAL AYsY 4 9l= ziolth ol Aol Putnam +%¢ FATh

Putnam & A9 o€ T, & #o2 =t 2 (model) & 44% 4 A2, E Tie
ARH AY Zua olg 2AL FEA73 sl W, o 2ael “Sl8)s] 2Y” (un-
intended model) olete AMEAEL F3}e o o4 olH ¥ 4 g+ Holetm sk
A ME V—7lAel AaE S0 o &3 tEo] Putnam o e AFsHn & sl
0ol S AL AMEAES FE(F 24 VHANAAE A" myH o
o] wale] 9itke FE)o] Putnam ol ©l9 =i F¢ A g AL Ave # olth,
2e YAEE Evgvz AAENEL FE A ANHAE geth AU ARE
A7 Hssts] AL ol® HHEd AT ARl golof Yrite 4T Uit 2
2 —AYEE HIHoe TIHL Yrhs AL 2 FAUTh

o

51) 52 o] AA4% Yo+ A7 37 (electronic impulses that cause tree experiences) °|t}
o) M7 272 A Hie T a1y 45 (features of the program that are respon-
sible for those electronic impulses).
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Dummett (1979, 16) ol x4 & % A} B4 FE 5 A Holdt EH=2 olF
2 vt

AR, A Aol Yol olEF H oY FE.

A, AWA e $A Ay se g T

2 3aEl o]Bo] ¢¢g 7ol AR vF T Azel Aude {4zet =S (argument
from relativity of perception) 224 RelE £ Ats FAL AA FRE dFd ¥
Aolth o 2&}e o Wa UrtA & Aol olf Tizas AALA Zeva FH3e A
& ol £ F¥E TEI de Aol

2 S8 ¢ AAS3 F2 A& (equivalent descriptions and structuralist
realism)

oLy miiel AAEAETL AYHon: FEIAU FAHo2E FESE e A
A =5 ( empirically equivalent but formally inconsistent desciptions : o3} EFD =2
oba))o] ke Ag wolErh oPE WF Aol olE e F¥E £d4¥Gn-
variants) ol 2 Eolz 4 qth mhal AT A A fEe] o8 Ax Adyel U
2 g so], o] B0 s&dE AA A A g o Aoy 7€ AAF
L3tk EFDE sl83s& zol AA Ao 4ozke Aolrt

281} EFD E¢l golets 21¢ Ae wgael dAelA wotgolain std old A
s g : T, 3% T,7 EFDetm 3z 434 T, 9 @elsd A" d4& AU
A= T,9 T,olze 4Awa 34 (relative interpretation, & z W) 9 Aot sy ol
Arolgbi g etk oA T, o welgol ¥AE AAs=AE 75_7?}% w7} gk ol A
L 28 7& AA Y 2Y Fole e wAR T, T, AdA #HA
waE odgoith 28y EFD & wolsd Afols #A7 o% AFstA YEhdH
o7 A ol & &2 RolEol (A BAE shAlciz AAsdete, e ol&eol ®oE

2 A A7 FHA A

gt ® EFD 714 old Eale] tisiMe A=A A &) &2} (sophisticated realists) =
o] EFD of WaiA 7tAd A% 2 BEd Aoz & 22 o 4 AAsL 2
£ o} &ui—olAo] kA AA zmel HHol "ok metd weiEol Al ‘A7
(image) olgh+ Aze Ersiof Ak AL T2 Al Aolgt M4 AA
So] Qo AHAeE BT s Redch oA AMEL TR A=A A
Baolae A4 AR S3E Aol &4 $E77W FAstel gRe AL HA

52) of. Putnam (1979¢, 611 no.6) & “folk story” ol &% d+F.

53) EFD ¢ &e 3 Ad+ Putnam(1983c) § =22t

54) o|™ gl o] ¥l2 Pearce / Rantala(1982a 48) 7t gAlEe TR A &” (structuralist
realism) ¢1z} Az=ch, £ YolAd £ Quine & ol E ¥rIE ¥2T dAE Alapget, of,
Quine (1969¢, 45)
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A7 otdel WAE Atole] A olch FAL oy H|AE FASHE AeRA, 2 A
gl fe2lo Q4 FHFH= A#gol AAs Aoiirtel wtebd AA L o™ Y
oiAd mE Ay df4del Udx: e FAHYES UE HAE FHHYoz AHdFsEH
&7 o Rol uebdth e HEgAY Fakes “felo FHLE A3 Ao o H
o] ©lt}”(our sentence is made true by objectively existing reality) 2= 4 3}oj
ek o WA A A EEY HRE e AFFHo o dt&dwl, s A
|3t B3] Axst A on FAAHY vk FAL Holx oy §EE A
$ej7 ¢ 224 AleAs ool AFHA Utk

oje] qlAo] olAgitl: e AAEY EAYo] A% Dummett o] A7 s A A
ol &g B £k oMY A A3 HEHY AA R Wi Dummett o H L o
ol grol A chigdeh oAl Putnam o UFE 4 wA

(1) Putnam 2 o8 71 EFD &o] dtd, 7l& AA7 sty me} 2 340 A=

g e Ag Foutes A0 doks g ARG ol AL AlA duyq 44
ol o}zl ol® AWHQ AA ol Eastx Ry E QL Ado] iy 5 e A
AEL 73] god A AlAY duy 442 Y o Fo EA, AA AAg A
2 Kant 7} ®3t+ &4 4 (noumena) &+ 22 o] Ml ol8A A “o]8 FHA Al
Al B4 (how THE WORLD is) & 2% 4 gl Rohad, ol&8ol ($UW) ‘AA #
& 7le AAa e w-& FHE 2o Brt”(Putnam 1979d, 132 : (& #Ax),

Putnam & ol& +o] A= & + gt AHE °lAe¢ Goodman (1978),
Rorty (1972) $°l &4 8% 23 2L $52 £wolebes ¥& Xds) £oh  Quine
(1981¢c) ol Aoldt 7|4 # A7 TL ol FIY 4 gA gozq BN AFIe
EFDES AAsSL 3le A2 Hox F¥yons oa #AE 243tz U7 HEY
Aol e} 5%

(2) dolet diA Abole] 4] A= A4 A7 ohveta A, T4 A xe o
A3 /A olety FHE ANEANELE £29 ol AAS A Ut oF §4 (&
244, incompleteness) Mol FAjoll wAich 229 ol MA (Y AAE A
As Fx 2 29 ohie) RE AT 249 AL AYY 4 gdoie AL Godel

55) EFD & Wolgolt AMEAEL EFD7 Putnam o 48l df “ Aot of=)ef kol 4”
(Trivial Semantic Conventionality) 2| ol ¢ #olzglz A stz v+ A o] Quine o] o™
AEo A GAEm Utk ALt ofmlel zejA oyt st AR BlR Ut dojEel AFIHe
thg Foer A8 4 Utk AL Bk 2y fele #4E o A: EFD I A4

ofe]e| ztojAlel rjelat Ho] oty HF—AME& wolE AT Mol YA T U= A
YA AAdlAn Al —xe] AoiA) o Az ot A4 FHsEn € %Eo] Ade 2
2 AdE e 9 A (Ee 2 Ud AF) —eoo,
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o} 29444 A (Incompleteness Theorem) ol 2o $rf agols ¥F3la 2 & ¥4
o] Z{fA AExE du Utkes FAL DoAY A A GpAeg FAAYH Ak F
A3 vlastA] EAAHE d3 de Aoth—F HHH AgLolu FoFdE sBMof gt

olx] Dummett & Putnam oAl A UF[H FH 24-& 3A HHch olEd o2 4
Aol UG ¢ alg SR AAZ Utke A (externality of the world)el o}
Yz, A7 S| gz 4 F2(determinate structure of the world) & 71Xl U=
Aolebe Aol xzejwdrh AlAZ e ohE o EAgo=ATt i, Ry T2
ANT Yoz HA FHE AR Ol A UA ok £ gl B
Aggol ofm A% Ao £33 aAsol dckm FA5A gRol, £33 Hadd |
db—AlA Eo] Wtz Al BAA tiAo] (et SA¥Ud) £ A ¢ YR M gl &
g 4 ks FAL F2eAE ¥t £ Putnam® Dummett & H—-AAHEL £
27t AAfgezd ool FR M JAel ohvrh ok FxAYAR] gL 2 Ue
Aol 2o &7 s, E el deld R4 getd oo oW AHY AY
o] Al met vlE4 ofw F&, o® WAL A AAZ A™EA Hoke JAelch
o}A] Putnam 3 Dummett o] A& T A Y =de] EejFole H—4AAEY ¢
A& A9 Bz

i

V. o —4dMEDN J2f M

Putnam % Dummett o] ¥ ¥g Azl Aol $eo A Sz vg 4 & nAE
A Aol A dHhE A BAFE Aolth 2dlE EFstn A Ad AME I
AetAe %n o £89 M Adel Wasitn Azass AL oW EF wdel o
W Aol 4 & (correct) 7} stz EA 7L dobaly] W B TES® 22 2 A ofv]—o] Bl
M BE ou|gn 4o F4e Ao ez AFE Wi $&% 2EE olF
EoA AEEC old 4% WAL AMEY Az Ade BEez sl ¥FHTIL &
st wW, S& wdT 22w FEE fA4ST ste ool H-AAEH AP A

56) Putnam & F%o| mt2w & &(correct) #d3 218 (incorrect) Wale| +Hel gdrtd 2
Aol 2t PN L8 7 obiz} A& (statement) ol 2 doiztm A4Y 7R} gt 2¥x
A4e sln Aol gefA Afdte AL 2 FAE AFA(person) 2 B HE ¥R 2
Aotk o M AuFelo] W& Putnam ¢ UM 98 S8 ¥oh, A4 YR
o] Putnam € $27 Q@dAele Afdo] 7Heslr] AMME, & 7 o244 A% o
Ro| 758l HMAE Ad AA o] wEEolop &okm +=3ln Ur. Putnam-& “ AR
o] A ZA”(preconditions of thought) & 73 %t Aelft. 5 Putnam & &2
Aea 4A4e A84H =3 (transcendental argument) o1t} cizt Kant = @ Aga =
Zo A BYA HAEL AF2o AR A& ¥olrt,
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dol A&slE ol ok

Dummett & A12] 273 ojoj-olgoy & thto 2 AHEF2 ¢ o] -ol&(verifica-
tionist theory of meaning) & A Al ¢rh oA =2 Ao ofujol e @2 Y
3 oUAE Hog ALd, B 2elE ol A. Aol A s (justified) F A2 (veri-
fied) 5114 A& ol zoz 4%t

o FAY HF 2ol UEFHAYE R, F %7 1 X0 Sun T F U= A
Boll F Aok A(EE HFRAL ) & YA SeldA ¥A 4 Us Aotk
BME2 HS 2o WY A4 g wde AEE Aotk FAY HFolwu B
o dFelx, o §EF ter A 2 S4% YA §5E AHsE= 42
ofrl - ol “9nl: &5” e Wittgenstein & 2o gAY “AAd ude Uy
(Full Manifestation Principle) & ¥E£417|2 gl ot o8 ooj-o|oM= 23
H, AAEH Ay AdE AME 42 @odw, ASF 2R A AHAFY £ Y= TBE
Well 4k Alel AMd-e wobEQichk Ul &3 2% =% 2 HEF E- S zAdom
M AdgEHo o 3t dolth Alele HFHold ‘o AL wdgoz H  oFez:
o1 (assertion) © A F3 =2 & A+t A% 2 #4L #oitd” (Dummett 1979b,
129),

Putnam-& Dummett & 2|7] ~o|&o] whoio] #ya A A7 ofr|ele EAEL
L7172 gethe HE AT Dummett 9 ©l9] -0 88 E 49| Putnam & 4t
Y T s dAolch o] ojBolAE A4 BAV Ay 2o YR Solox gu ¢
7l Wl A B FAE ot ArEHAE =k 9 ojyel o] He wch 29% o
PE Adh gl A Al Aol Az oz Aol Al olae] ofH AAA Az AL
43t 2 &€ 2ovh Dummett& of AdA el o] AAMEH Aol ofuer A
FehEolets W-AAEH el AMgolojol At e Mo{FT oA W—ANER 2
Bl AdAE Ao Ao dEE S8Y 4+ UA "ok S AT TE ‘x4
Bhe ©olo] o5 E obs AL ol T84 9 R—E49 ‘HY' (FUa™ AY)S o
o g4ej}

fn
+

(T) ol 8 A¢ol 28lm o3 1 Aozt “fol s & F4L 49| th(“Snow is
white is true iff snow is white)

(R) “¥"¢ ¥& ANA DT (“Snow refers to Snow ),

AAEH Ae Hde 93 gots A Aol Wigl olsyt 4H™ 4 Qoiad, T-£=
R-24& “Ael”, “xA" tigt Hojg Aggogs o dolsg =T 4 Yk A
Ztel Aol €att Al MY (FF3He) -2 -elo] o) AA ARA ol A= ofoF st
7HE o &H, T2 Ale] Ad-e olo] dojo] dR-r} olsiEe] Utk e HME T
ol A& FE7t o ol A A Lo A UL FHoY Y - U, AE AT A
€ ok o’ FAAR Aoldt e THEA A Axte ‘oY Ale Nd”(external no-

e 5o
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tion of truth), ¥2t= “ W% 22| 71 g” (internal notion of truth) olet ¥& 4 317l
oS Aagel FHME g Ao FaW AL 9 HAoldh IYNE BFsu Fa
E Adgsts A e ofF FAM -AYEe YolAy YAE 4dHss s ol v
7| W olch

Putnam ° AAl &l A A7 &= WAl S8/ 24 sl A@gol olv 4y
A Aoletd, & 4z $e] dojrt x4 FAle) Aok Aol AP Y + gl= Aol

£ Aolrh & ¢ TA (R U—4AEL Wobsd A% XA WA it 3o
bEstohe A A T mE- AL R om|-ol el 4] AMYE Erse AL otz
+ Dummett(1979¢, 2210 2] Fa 5 o/ &l wefol 4 ofsjslojol & AHelrt, Putnam ©f
F 4 Hobe “oJEA A4 TAS AFEHA?7ee FAGD HE 4 UE A 2o Kant
7t Axa S8 tsde] wrta A st o A4S dgsisiad el d4d gEe e
2 shor gke AEE WA=, Putnam & x4 BAE H4EY 4 Ue olEL A4
o #dlw WAFe RAygoletes FEL WRIch o FAE =dlro A AeAda BT
Putnam o &A-& 42 0=,

ol A 2 3t=eol Dummett & A2l Aol A4 2 zlolojor gtctm FAsIuAE o
TAE "ok ol oha Ale]E A oM AEEIT FAAT £ A4E FA7
A7) A A A7 5% Dummett £48 28 AWE FA¥51 U+ A
2 otk v -alAly Adelgg A Wy ol umx] A= Dummett & B4 A
ohvigtm & 4 2Uzich “H 935" (ustification ) 3 Putnam o] A& 3l& Loj2  “glg]
A 8 754" (rational acceptability) & o# 7}z slofn “aej”of= oh& 7Hgolc)
A A /AGETe 2 AgTell s = Ao oA AmE Adeltt, =
Bl A /AL e Falely) Brkbs A v FAoloh 2 A Putham -2 Ay ge)
z 8 71549 o] A (idealization of rational acceptability) 2tz F4 3ot —al 4 3 o
2 olAtAel AddlA A GatE zo] Alefol ek

ol Holt Peirce M@ sty &9 x5 He olay olfo] dvtm FAsI= AL
obuar, t-9-71u ojzie] bt S MAZ 431 U+ AL otk Putnam &
Goodman 3 tj#of &elx $8&7bedE AW o8 (A = 4 Ad) o o3 H(plura-
lism) etz 33 ¢t =2 ol 43 ol & oy +& 7549 oldaE Ay o
Hagol B wd-E TAHEE 21 (regulative ideal) ¢ & gy $E7t o] ¥

57) ¢} A2 Dummett 2 2] 28 =fol 4o FHolzlx 8§t Putnam(1980, 48),

58) “Within the reality we encounter, we may discern and pick out by names, descriptions,
demonstrative phrases, etc. objects (in the most general sense of the word)” (& =z
#42). & Putnam @ thS 2dsF %% : “ ( what a sentence is about) is an intra— theore-
tic (sometimes inter—theoretic) question.” (1979a. 227; ¥ & #X)

59) “Die Gegenstiinde miissen sich nach unserer Erkenntnis richten” Kant, K.d.r.V. (Fe-
Iix Meiner, 1956), S. 20.
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of ¥ T+ a4, Rt ¥ AEA = oam awo A ot 2% Fx
2] o] Adjel HT¥H S+ Uk

Putnam ol t-AR &2t & 24 Ao oj8axs AAYANE 2 Ecp: F3E&
Eelx g da, 3o #HAY ool © & Al ol o™ fuje M= ool B
At AlA 7 olo] &R gt Peirce 4 A A -&(Peircean realism) & #¥#3l+= ¢ ok
Putnam o Al A@stel A& Aol UolASl Py ol ALY + giche AoFe
=3 WA ®HAe] o]Eo] ANUAT LECE AL AY 2T o] 2L U
A7l AHoll AA HAY olEucr £YE ojfo] Y& ¢ Qtte FAA A9 = (28
a2 23 2 Aol & FAolth Putnam o AL AAME FHFY HUF) 9o
FE, 5 U-AAERH ARF Y gyl SOV

olAl chA] AAEL FAR FEor o, AMEY & AL “HAZ H4A E-A A4
ol g% AA e Aol z@G gellAd AHa M4 Ade @B, 27 FA
=83 tfAtel i3 A FA e AFglel A E oldlsln, E MA BI olEE F
A WE Mollof HRA4 o Ao/ 8L MAeR H4uMd Tl FRE AAGEAEY
@ehe Aol Ay el Hoh ol 2 Putnam ol webe o, <A F8 3
list Perspective) ol Alct= A& Zarlh

WAFS A “AAZ " HAER FAEY AeAE B AL o & AMAY
7| AA R A7 elv] Qe Aolth” (What oljects does the world cosists of ? is

#4” (Interna-

a question that it only makes sense to ask wifhin a theory or descriptions) (Put-
nam 1981b, 49)

o]zl Mo /WA FME AW ohF 24 A UY BFL ‘oW g lojq
Adidel AerM & AL 2o U+ A (Quine 1969c, 48) 012t FA8= Quine
o] A3 &A&"(ontological relativity) ¢ 4& vl2 170} 62

E il ale] /ol&e] olaH Qv Hfole ¢ R-24o] @als id sl ohe},

€ dof /ol B "egel FUAE AABEA, 270 ofH FAMEH FEHFE JAE AR
ug 4 Ao

60) 54714 £l Putnam® JAHNAE Aelst "dA ool A A HolA = @A, T
Ao g o8& -AtA (theory-relative) ©1th.  cf Smart(1982,1) . oI} & #Bl& °JE€—
A3 4 (inter —theoretic) ol Aoz 4943 it}

61) o132 ¢l Putnam o WAFo AL o8E He) Yoda ¥z =us wolr} °‘17]*1r:

Aelxel giol A (B 7)) HE AY 4 Uhs Aol FAE ‘YA AYER
2tz ®2+= Putnam® =A7 ®Act,

62) Quine o A ol (theory) & 24 %4 (ontological commitment)-& 7}Ac}, )
A4 Rolo] ATt 7T BES AR, AEH A0 JdAsA ojH o] &g wolEY Aal
7te AAstn, EA o o] o] @ FAEH FFE AU F o] 0|80l &L o8] 5
B 2 golEef AAMI oul Fo]ojo} SP“P'PE" AYgoz4 ogrt, agez o £
A Bgol MA oo A A ojete AL F AoFe FTAELE U0
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(R) “snow” = ¥& A&} (“Schnee” refers to snow).

28U o] R—EHL do4(5Y) 7t $8 2(do) 2 d9se] Unks A& HAz ¢
o AACEAI A7 FUYSA Bohs AL Yol M A3 wotck 28 A Quine & XA @
A7 g o] # otye} W A A (translation scheme) o]l HHAE ANH YR =48
9 A ‘EHEL oF An4E Ad ok (Ontology is doubly relative ; Quine 1969¢
48). 2B ol Aol sl AA AAE olv] od Bl AEE o]folx Ysd 27
of M %2 MAle AHHY £ ol ks Ao EN 8o VEx gonid, £
o2 "gojuA olEFAHNAZE st HAEC] Us Aol ozt A A7} olm] o)
€9 F4Eolet= Putnam ¢ ZEL 9-7%ch

WAFY BANME 75k, WA ARHE2] £ FFo. o8] ALHExGe 4
#glol WAES £204 Gntrinsically) B¢ BAE ANz Y AL obvch 29
Ak EHY YAo2 54 o] A% DA AN Agse s zE 2 AEAES A
dAA HelA EY aAs dg BAE AL+ Uk WAk AW AAG A
of @Astt ol ohvch oMY 714 AATE EUVO2A AAE AHEE
2e AL $9E0T A3 2% I g4 EQ se WA ANA RARY A
ol7| well, FoAol Foim FEHe eAE W 4 9t (Putnam 1981b, 52).

old AL 2 A RAL AA S A4 2HE Y o]B FAF ATgo] olf o
AEE2 olF4A F2E AV doe FHE $AHE Aotk Putnam o -AMNE =
3 olv] FRAYA Ue AAE wokEolxl G+ 474 Putnam® Dummett ¢} thA] 4
#Fota USE & 5 Utk Dummett o L -AMHER “ Ao VG AL 2y 3
ol d-E (2o U-AHAABAAE) AAY 2dojde ZE FHL ol Axer @AyHNE
te dulelA s 2% FZ(fully determinate) & 713 Moz e gertt
+ Aol Uth”(Dummett 1979¢, 2211),

+3e AAEcET Bt (S AT e dUdY SHER AHUYemy o F

=X

€ Aado 22 Jetd Putnam® Dummett?] 93+ o8 A48 =358 ¥¥
Ho g ol & Alxolth olEL AAEF M A MY gz, 2 ¥y o

63) Putnam (1983b, xiif) + Quine 2| Ao ojgA A" 427 i+ A A]A}ﬂt}, ol gy
#HAFe 22 A4 43 (object positing) o] EAe 23 efv (stimulus meaning) oH= B
2] %8 A A E4olel= A% A2sH= Quine (1969b) ol Foj ¢ A,
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A AAE of U -AALY & AMetn Uk 7L og o] T Ago HAgo A
A AREY FAE R o 2 AR DAL (P TAYE(EE B -AHE) of
Alel A3 | A7t Uk F34e $EsE Holojop ok 2 b GHA = (P2)
A&z #dd A Ndol oW AU, & 2 VA7 om AR & AgE ol
ehRlet chAle B8 old UAEo YFMA(P3) [HAEL L35I AY =utaps A el
o},

(PD) o EAl& A2 o2 J S0 7AxE Hat@zs BUASS 73 T3 AHA A}
Dot ol Aol doidE AHHA T3 =uhe A4 Ao Arrssity obar o
ASE v AL st A, Aol M AL 4 Y gA” MHEEE Ags 4
°f Wol 9l& 4olch old A A7} Descartes ole) A Hae A uws & A d A3
(prima philosophia) ¢l °l¥-& 7%t oM Ajlsls Holsle stk ofME o x|
A (PDel iAE ASxoz $33AY =08 4= gtk 284 ¢4 (PDY 4
A& 7HgstaAd (P2) ol £4E obf g, olal Ao talA MR - Y= 2 AH
HEEE Yoz (P12 A4S algels SAo ¥HHog 2Fst: 714 3q uay
< Yyt

AAEL Aoy w402y Ael oi-§4 (correspondence theory of truth)
48l WHEA HRE Aok sy WML dA HS HE Yol QA fnal o
oA AAsHI st A ofsle FAEE U Ytk ama dyexs
E M2-E A2l (ex. A2 94, redundancy theory of truth) & 24 8=} alad, &
Bel e wigAdel AA A wslee AERA Az E A2e Yol e ogabd
< AANEL Yolgsa Adg wmuys AT Udck oM AR Y -AHEFY g
A WAL 2o YA Aol ohdeke Aol Awael AFgo| § =dth (Haack 1978,
94 ; Devitt, Field etc, ) Tarski ® #l2 Ao 9 olziz YHsiA Vaislo] Y+ g o
Ade 5 ofldd Ao M AYHA 7|98 & ze2 2k Putnam 3 Dum-
mett & H¥t& ol&] ol sl HbE A YA A U= Ao}

Putnam & Tarski & #Al2] A olel )& A2 o Ao L4 71548 A4
A, o7A AEEE Ale Adel Mz AMEL A2l AMdoletm Bk oA Ale
£ HA -S43 o4 (mind- independent objects) 22| A4 TAE E Mg, ol
Al Mygel £33z 542 ¥ -4 A (non—epistemic) olzt=  AHolch &M wr} HE
Hol Hejel Ay WMo F23+E= Dummett & ola g &M o o4 53z

@Ruk, Ale HEHE EosE Ffol® %t 98 (principle of bivalence): uwols

64) cf. G. Pitcher: “Propositions and the correspondence theory of truth,” rp.in: Readings
in the Philosophy of Language, ed.by J.¥. Rosenberg and C.Travis(Prentice- Hall, 1971)
Davidson (1969) % Rescher (1973, 5ff),

65) A} J. L. Austin: 1950 , “ Truth” rp.in : Philosophical Papers (Oxford U, P).
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T A3, ¥ dYE BFEhE Ale HEe AAEY F4 f4hE A4S Auo

A7lA BRo] olg2 BT AL od Ay Hderd S4 ANYa 4+ Uz 4
ot zu A g3AdeY shsdel tslMe A4S HEE A Yz, olgh [
A AAEY Ay Mol | Al b BHAE dA MR thE YA stz o o]
A A% D f2le of F Ag Alolol AvIE el stA ¥m, 2 AolE A
Hels 4ide gy,

Putnam °] 2% A2 hgdolA Al Mg v -q4ael Aotk oL B¢s| 2
A Mgol 7z e & A SAY 7 ot A WE4d dsa e o}
HAE #A% ¢ Ae FY3dn £ FFAA JFoith E Dummett © ¥7t HelE 4
A& T4 242 He olfe A3y AAol 158 EA(effectively undecidable sen-
tences) o] M3 Y-} Wt 24 2Ya Ae Ay (recognition- transcendent notion
of truth) & #&F &7 wifolet= 2& wolM gtalrh AA 3 235 (conclusive verification)
olvt AA A ulE (conclusive falsification) ¢l 7He 812 @+ EARAE B ustA &
°lA v} obsd 43l (determinately true or false) olehi 2-& A7} S2]o Q4 5aig
2 Ate AE B¢ o Fol A+ Putnam o] 3t 8} ¥ -9l 4 A3 Dummettol
Wb vh A4 4ol A4 YA Alg Mol F Sdoizty nyoh (2w oA Al
o Age “AYeATols aatm AGW o Ao e Adol Ay 2¥How, A
A 2Fol Br5 T APelE Y 4 e ¥ olver v -dAda, 85234 43 (non—
conclusive, probabilistic verification) o {4 zt& 2 A9 olB Azt AHAY 4 gt oz
7t et

olgA A A Ao Mol FuaAs BE Dummett 3 Putnam & A s ol A
I AL Fod 4 dvtn FAGE obg, s ‘ol 433 &4 ooy 1 ze A
do Brh AFH SA4L TS FAL BEA Hgn $4 o] 2o £F¥A A
g Mol WY EARHA thFoize AAE o -AANEY =YL nASE 6 Yos
e 878 Frh AAEol ARAEY Ay AL T4 848 FEoE AL AP AA
T oE AANEY A2l el o Foletm YAStAA o] 2R oW B4 (24 2
d44) & Ml A BAFE o4, AAEL U4 2493 A Ade FEuoe= Y
€ 9% F Ag Holrh®

2 o& ®A Putnam 3 Dummett o AAE =4o] 25 Al Mg A4 244
of el A& 83+ Aolth Dummett o] A& HY2 432 U+ A 2744 9
] - o] & (truth-- conditional theory of meaning ) & 47} €& 74 248 43 9
o A7t feEle ohi] AAEE e Ag-g $EEE b, ol Ae AYR gHEE o
o] —ol &2 &4 wWale U3 (Principle of Full Manifestation) ol ${M =ck ols Fx

66) A Eo] W43 AAE IHA FH3: o ALY Ygolete A MoK o] o A
Aol A Mo 4 2442 #Estelzle A& APz Ui,
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€ 243 2+ Dummett & AL ool dHAHAS A7 FH0] 2 Fy7 gtk 2
By Putnam o A$edle o &0 & 3F-& agrh
Putnam & AAEL A dEAHE Sk o FAAME o J# ARE £33
%33, Putnam @ AAE =g obE mo& o JAE AMNE =F AAYUY 282
Ae] g4l 7)dte] e A F3A AT X4 A7 A2 A= FHHE EF
U= 210l Putnam & AAE =l UM F5 AoletmrtA FAA3 v Ut 2R A
4 F2 AAE(structuralist realism) &} qjato] el A&k Holl 4 =vke]l =4 #
A2l o84 A (underdetermination of reference) ol &/AH % w=dte]l 2 F=HQ zlo] ®H 4
= gt Ae Ade A4 2YAUE TAE 4 FHAYE 5 UEs oW A IH
o] 2+ Aelrh oAl WA Az Aol A4 YUY AHEL KX HE A
A, F AAEzEc] 284  Ads stdelny, a4 e dEAdE d¢ A
2] (regulative principle) 2 A& 7o) Uehde Az Mg A4 2442 =4ge
EHnte], A8 g =2eo] YA4” 4+ Urh old 7ol ¥E Putnam ol U A&
2R A el g o) dele] AR o] £ Aolo ot A =FE0] o HAE
Atolop 3129}, Putnam 2l AAE =9 £ Ale] sgel A4 YA i FFEE4A
1d 9 23)24 mpFelEeor 3t Aok odd d8rtx HEE LBHAH A48 A
2l Aol FaQlztel B o oige] w2l o Fo Hx2 RBot EREFY Holgte A
€& U™ zeln

JHE AAE] 4AEAH Ae AYRT)E F5¢uAY, RTZ A4 B +4 848
AY, ¢ RT 7 4AEE §X387] A& 32ae +Aes A&0] 7H53rid, o|A RT
F Yitaq AN AM ttEeoes AR Yl (realism in general) o) tiat =3 9 9]
bl oyt HEE ¥ $7F 9UA Xk Putnam 3 Dummett 2| AAE =3he ¥tz o
H Ay Aojch oA ofH w4 Fde UHAH AL FAH I Uobd, HA o
=i Be|HoF g

A A BANA dAHeR AR oo Ue Al A YHE Ur] & He st
oo,

(S1) oj® FF2 HAEL 89 A4 sHA: 4ol AU FE oH F7Y
WAL $e2l9 a4 sHIG= FHgio] s AA ()3 N-AlAR o44) e FA4Y
o c}.

(82) Xete ¥79 UAEL 89 A4 e A4#glol &A% F2, Xeos
5o AEe N-AMAe T4tk

(829 Xt dAe f8l9 A4 FAAEs AHglo] ST F&, Xetes 42 N-
A A o T4 eln

(S3) Xete ¥Fo) tA4se N-AAS 3342 749 (utimate constituents) o ok
(S3") Xohe mAe N-AA9 342 F49000
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o714 S2 83& 2 S1, 827 Hoe A& HAE stz Utk o) AE FolAM ANE
Y3t (realism in general) o U2 ¥z S10thb? & S2& FolA $H9 W4 Xol
#at 4AES Yot RT+ o1® Xo HisiMets S2& WobEolr s #71d
T, & S1€ wotsols HsAs 714 gLt 23A RTE =943 @42 Yt

= U-AAEY AL AF S, 82 839 U BE wiMem Urh o)y w- A
A& 2 3% 24 Putnam ) %3+ ¥ WAF2] 33 (internalist perspective), Quine
of Wit v} AT SR A At HArA AHEHH = 22 Putnam Dummett o
AAE =3E Azl Ade AYel A, F S19 xtlollA ttEozd ANERN BHY ¥
ol 4% XNyro HAMA AHE AR Holrh

Putnam 3 Dummett o] - A A &0] i 4Fz = HME Holat: AHHL HEH
o2 AAEY Wdez AAE Aol o 742 Haje] BYF2(reductionism) & HE
A718kd EFM A B Ers4 A (irreducibility thesis) o ] 28 44 gr AR
€ (naive realism: S3) 7 #U59 Aole =4-& & S3 9 Yol =3 ok @
X #a BYFo Hotd Xv EF Yol stUslojor itz soelE, o] A4
X7k N-AAY £33 7492 ohete AL JIF 8 # X7 vjZF3d F4YE oY
Bhe Ag RedFAE 2906w Zo9 Ae ofF Wy Xo B BYFs} e
HA Yol B AL HAR & Holeke Mol BE #—ARE Y (anti-realism
in general), & WAFo /A BT ¢ AAQE A DA 435t SI, 52,53
T Y FEE & UE dola, HEtM Yo B H-AAEL AME T Xo) B B
YFox Zhsstet 2y Siol W e 338 3 Tolof ol Foja Holm, 2EjM A
Ao B B FEo #HUFoEs AR 4 HUYF9e 4 2R

T¥ S1 £+ S29 AN BAFY AL g AdasE Aok A" ¥F
o d4=E Y7 AASSE e AASE 4% oE YR d4dE X7 doe A€ B

Fe 7HA &4 e X7 YolE BU8 R 243 A, & X7 uwetAd gy
AAEE AdE RAFE Aokt & 347 WYE 275 At M Y
7t Qlthe o] & Y Y4UE(menism) N2 B27] 4¢ AolojM Y Yoz #u=x o
+ HAEL S48 Yethe &L WelA "ok =S A4 S€E A oleel 4l
o, A4 AmA AMY7A AdgeHn stefete, Mol v Fae 2T oe)jg A

67) S1¢ AME Ut Putnam o Hej9 A2 YA UL

68) ot} X7} N—#jAle] FAMe] & ¢ el odfe X7t $=E 4o g2, A0
e 32| (behaviorism)+ A8 Ao w4 A3 28357 4& Ud, 44 YL (dentity
theory) & 42 Aol 4442 248 Sch= HolAE ¢ |3 o)Boletn H7E 4
ch o] AHel g AA% =2+ Dummett (1982) %,

69) Berkeley 7} @ oAl Sl A4 28 Berkeley A€ zHAle] B dEo)ofg R Loc-
ke o A#}H AAL (causal realism) © 712 A= FHH @ Fo) o WA= Y &R
Aol AAYE RANE 4 A= UG Fol At dolzle Yoz 7] YA€ xS 8}
= R o
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d 4 gol gloh oM A FEE= “BYstett ol wiAsiel ! ® (Reduce, or
repudiate 1) 7} "k

Hod vl g Awstm Us Aol AARe UdF4q BelFo(physicalism) et A
2 o HolAE =edch A Aeie T o] F U] FEY HA(HA FUE,iden-
tity —theory) oj2td, 7t &o 2doiA o]Fo JAL vtz FE FA(FE A4 #F
£, non - cognitivism o & Fete ok’ ARz YA FeH ojFoe THe
a AAZ He g2Fe] 2AH4EE 2o eH AEEiA Sl Aotk

ool 4 Putnam 3 Dummett 2] ARE vio] Yoy, 82 ¢ Y +F
Yo HHH FY& LTFUkE AT AP, o MEE FF G AAHA +E
A slelgel wiAgn AAS $935) seldrhe AE BUrh oriMe owl EeFely £yt
¢ 38 FAE 43 U+ Putnam o] 29 dl—A A0 A4 A 71R Y g » AsiE
t AR Z5gte A Al £17 x Aden G-AHEY A, Fol4Y
& Ay Aol BT =224 oEee AT Fo| W-¢ TEAH Aol dHH &
37 B E Aoletd, HA o|BoAM E AABAA -AAET AYEo] AR 4F™
2 AFojop & Aotk %A =4 o 5 Bl AT Putnam 9] AL =4l ¥ A
Aol g HHA T2 HFE 5 UL Aok

2]

sejdoR Ba o w2 A HA dA He AME wo] o] e T4 HAL

70) oi#w S13 AAME #Y Putnam 2 A9 (“the world consists of fixed totality of
mind - independent objects”) AFo]e| o]y -2 "P.i. o] A -S1¢ od gAse Uctzm 3}
=¥ A 22& 4w Putnamel At 2 ggEte] dts AL HEseic A ) A
Alg AHolzgke Ao UeAE ZEo}

1) HAEA BelPojd e SR & HYE EF52 &8 4 FHE] T4EL
olfx oA YA”HEE F Mol AL 2T AA B ¥z QT
72) Putnam(1981b). 9] AshAlsl A &2lety gofB-¢ Bz e AEE 493 TUHAL,

Yz} ol & BEFo E48 ¥ N Y PAo g e FLE A e A
o} 7o AFAoix& 2 I HEAQ ol oot J. Searle 2 B 3lth, Searle & brute
fact of EAE3 Aol Y MBo] o7t 2goeH, 1o GUE 50 Y 4
Aol rydiel TAE HEY HHFLNE E75n 8 Q4 FHEE FEFE W ol2x

+ 280 "4 Ade FEE A G AAxE 24 WY F4H ATE ARFR T
W gelol sledg Rawls o 2tgd& Zlduldiolet ¢ 4 AR, 2 Ade] &l U4 #3
£ o]BHo2 FH A AL ol BE o wWyBol HY AFEL A A Ao
o, ol HEL e o] 8ol HA Quine o] ol iz Ao HolEd, o TR FA
Putnam ¢| 13 ¢|71% 3ith, cf, Putnam (1981b, 104) . wH 8o Bd M S A Rawls =
Ale zp7le] 8 o] ¥ =3 (coherence argument) o)zt B ST B35, &
gl Aol A= o] =52 ggAol dalA oA HEE Hn Uv AHLS vt BT
of FlQl&tch, zElA o] H¢ BU4¥ 4 2+ Putnam ¢ +=9E ¥ Emotivism 2| +#4E A
dq =438 Putnam 9 Y5 &8 g4 FAHEAEH Hd qAolele HAA AHAY
+ #Aolzt Ba A
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H+=d], 9714 Putnam 3 Dummettd AAHE =94€ oy AEE 4+ gt Putnam 9
08 FHL o ¥4y g tHstm Yo ‘g $7 A4 2494 A Adg 7
Az ok, 2ol 2l golAd ofd HEE ¥ F U=AET wE + dA Bo(1982d
197). 013 el Ade) Byt “z}d*(grasping ) o] 2o ol A o s%-& St (Du-
mmett), XA LA A AR 7l5E = (Putnam, TA), = H3x g A o
Hd 758 32 (Putnam, VH)E 498 o+ glens AR TrHoof gty oy
A 2d o] HARAE =90 Q484 ;B A solgs e ¢ 4 UGk

ol Aol “HF E-E”(category mistake) o] A3 Aok slAre] dbBo] tisiA,
AR H15 Holgthay YolslE oA WolAwA FA VY F29 Yol
£ e drvend wug Acfc; M AHES TAUE 2, $3W 4 U A
A7t s AHolrt :

(Pl tafiAd A7" E &7pA gL AAE5 Ae] Jqdo]l ¥y sedivte A
off Jztgt Zolrk A Ale HgA ohd RT7 Ael YodAds wed] A3se2s 43
x 49 e gg A3 2, oJ®E Putnam 3 Dummett & Ag Ji4g =ugtos
A o] RS BejAlvh o 8AE vhea grh: Ay doddA Y T-FHemH Al
Mg Agstald, wa diojoll ta olsizt dAslojor ghrh 2#b A <doje] olsis}
o™ FEo g FAHEY A=AE AYste o) ol B A= AP Y &5 (correctness of
an assertion) ©l F-olQl=E AW 4 Aojor dxw, olF HaME oW Ay AYE &
of Fofof gtrt o] AlE AP HA Aol oIHE AR T-FHAA 44+ 2 A
¥, = dod2 Aol 22 A (redundant notion of truth)d 47} ¢, A4d Az Ad
(substantial notion of truth) olejof gtk #AF T-EHoz4 Al Ad-g H4F57] ¢
MAe | Aad e AMgol MAEeof s, wetd T-EAE FA7 Alel Ay
o BE Z& siFdche A dodHde R otk

Tarski o Ale] A ojel tiEold A Ye Aoldt Hol4ed oy A FHY
olgte A7t 5l o At T-2% ¥ ozE Fo2 A9 We Tarskid A
2l Aot Hola4ea o WA FHHoSE YA A dddol FrE AL
of vehe Aok A4 T-E4L o® e AE-g wolgold, & A dojol o
g ool 2ol oA FAED B wetEY F e zoloh oivt ol HoyFE “AH” 9
g wole mAb dlee] olal Bl MM § AAY xe Age BEAEE oo A
g Aok’ awy Alel ddMel gRol ek o4, T— Bl Holuwzyez

73) AFA Devitt 7} 28] JodAddl ¢jzgt ALz A8 1 v Quine & ¥ s 4
AEe EFolzle AL A2 At (1981b, 91).

74) Tarski 4 A8 AolE T-4#4 olgos 24 =elof YiES HAE k¥, Putnam
(1975a,x )& A&F24 a8 A (“leading to the true predictions™ o] ZLAH &lo] 9
WgdctE AL Aok AW E Putnam £ Tarski 4 A7 AHYE AFAL + U+ A=
2§ oAl A @Ay Al A s A Ad) & Fx U (1978b),
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Fiiaolebn HA e My A7 FRAolets HAER Uox Ygerh A Yod4
+ =3 Putnam 3} Dummett 2] §J3& T-##% U Tarski 4 A2 Yol FHol4s
A el ddA FHAA F71 AR, ol F4 MdezMo AMEA A M
2 Holadta =Yool HAHA FHHY 4 gk Aok

T-24& ofd Aady el A Ut ol SolA =Hd, o4& AR “i” oele
holzh Aol EYE 4 AvhE AL RAFcl ogA A £dXl “Arolats T o
A cdelE  meta- dlofollz FAAAM, “Arolets wlojrt TS meta- Ao A9
219 % # (assertibility condition) & w4 oo} 4S9 49 273 AA@AAE 5L
ok & “Alel”ebe qhele} BElHA MR o A%E M- T oA Mgl e Aol
ch o] F AW FEE7] HM A Dummett 2 WA Adoj2] ols oA el A A
Ael AgE “o A2l M d” (external notion of truth) ole} &1z, Fate| el My &
A dojE vier dool2 HAA s Ale] Mg “ ¥ Al A 9" (internal notion of
truth) ojetm ek QoA € A7 7hxlxn e S 3L ¥t T-24 9 uy As
ol oty Aol M S AHolet: A o o Avta # otk A A
2l Mo 5 5 st vbd, Yol A FAAE & de A Mg H
2 oo e Adelets A E UF e Age azlel AAR 43 U= v R g
el oA £45& ootk Aol =yytrt

ol (PN Htuisle AL ® & 7hx wAF €A & UMk W T-FAe} alz
HeAda FAAR A, dxol Ale] HEgHR s Yol AeY YAe PR R
o] i AE+ Aot T 2 EHY dlgsd Kantd & FHolth Putnam ©] # 2ol Wt
~AA AR B3 UE(1981b, 60) Kant 2 AE e “ql4 s oi4e) A" (Uberein-
stimmung unserer Erkenntnis mit ihrem Gegenstdnde) 2l wslzm Uch 4ol =
Putnam 22t T-¥43% A HEAH-E FUANA, T-EA4E Hotsols 22284 &
Mol sty vF (WA AYEel 2AR Moeln & Mo Uch(1978d, esp.13ff; T,
1981b ol H= o] A A3 Trsln U-Sol F28 A, esp., 63), olal Yapo]
Az Adz oF e Ad-g B Aolete ¥ $£¥93ith Kant o Putnam(1978d)
o] Wl Ale] WAL Mo WY Al Aol I Aol

I, 5ANA H-AAHEH A AEE A A T-#3(Y R-F4) & wotg
olA ==, of of WA ML o]E -4y Aol Rt HE HEch Kant el $oFE
Ag A, A4S W BAE A WAL 294 o A(transcendental object)’ o]
obvel, 44 A (empirical object) o)t} weld AME ol ° 5 e Ay of

75) o] 2ollA+ Putnameol] TzlM “ Al ~E&a oj4” (mind-independent objects) 2h= &
€ F8 A49n, T “N-ui4” B 294 dUddg a8 @& Fole ‘R o
A” (mind- independent objects) 2}z & *F U}
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AL ¥ A Mg HHse dorM e A4, F 2YY AT A4 B
AE sltes 4+ Ao dgdeolnt a2lu FHY 4 HAMZ & Ay gL e
ofF Az A, H-AHAMEH g MGE MAsor gt

Kant 242 Aele] Aol 2tz 882 gl 28y ey A A &ys)
+ Putnam-& A= Kant o} -2 ol4dal AL YA =k ol24 Kant7t ¥
3l Hh, “ Copernicus ¥ 3" (Kopernikanische Wendung) & ¢]9& M 2¢ zZsolA
olsig & Uw A7t vt s Aolnh AE 2YA e Ax s ol A
B3 el dzjol A zotor grie Kant 4 “Aeg W{A4"e ¥z e 3 YA (coher-
ence theory of truth) T+ 4l -ARAEY el A de) Beride Ty Y4osin Ug
+ A2 ek

olA wgdl wAade] dAE FHUUT HA AAE He AL ol FaF(ex.,
Horwich 1982, 189) 2] €77 =2y &%, AAEx #3% Ae o gdolHdE oy A
dol 2 olojor ot Hg WHEcth ¢ A= A MEdel ARE Aol 2
Aol o Hefe] Alel HFAHAUXE FEYE & A= HE7 A&7t stE Aotk o] EA
of W3 e oF A Aol B e dSAH 5 2494 AL Jdtew & A= o
Ao ZlEol Falojojor st FEHLEM A& 7 9 A ol oA Aelggd
2] 7% oo ofs| ol qlojorat gl o W HAS Aol ol& e Fute] H&= Holat
d, & Azl AdE AAMZ & glo] o] WRol] 2w AREE= AL 24 wAY
grol gich atsdel Wi A2 Age] | AE S AHoAE Ao o EL rite] S
€ e " A Aol aolor dm, o % Ale Age oAty 4L YR A
2] Aol ololubA Xt}

Davidson (1977) o] F&3% Ao} & & onl—o]goel A A cdste 2
& BAe alg] AU AL st aBER AAES EHAE 4 dve A g
71 &0l Aol olsiEMNA AolAorat ok, HAFY x4 BAEFE ALsA Fz M A
g3 s Ay Alole AL FEFYovy Ay el MY EAE Wi E A
o] B} $A4Mql FAelE A ASH AUx o] Kok (P2)e] B3 ol T dHo] H
FatE 5 Ade A5 A7AE & £ ATk

+

o Ef 72 BRe WS 87 Bk Putnam 3} Dummett & {JAtol 7txln U&=
AqAA, =23 YAE =da, o5 YAE g 4+ e AE W VAL g
A Fs gk vixleto 2 Wiy ARiv $ele) A4 AR W g AA e AHEolzl: Kant
H 2L &Y FAHes Wyg224 of & Yoxn

N. Goodman (1955) -& #} ¥4 uh (scientific method) & 3 A& F & E(formal rul-
es) 2 VRSB AEE s, olzEe: UUY 4 d& P FEEe ¥
A A 259 HAM 7 Rk 2% 2HFcoh o ¥y A @24 (informal rationality )2
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o A HF 4ol wrt e HAH Yutst(lawlike generalization) & 71&3tAl &
Aelztel] @3 Sele] A, F 2 oA W (Aol HEEE) WY EF HAe] dge
24 Jebgdch Hge Al B8 Goodman & L (green/ grue & o), A4 A
gyl oig Quine & o (rabbit—stage / rabbite} o) W XA [A v A A HF
Putnam 9] ol (cat /cat* 9] o)+ 5 £ @& g Tk

olFGA v MaA A vie o AER FRE UAE el otvel, o®m Ad Al
A7t el Azl #E -8/l A3 (our conception of rationality) ol elai A AlAH 7} o
W ooz FRESor stz A Aol olFA HA AAA BE ojEo] Fo
e o] o2 thAF ool elaizte] A $ele Asel iy YL ¥R, F
48 ged-e A2 AAE T4k ‘A A SHRA A AAE e
(Putnam 1981b, xi),

Kant ol A 8} vlatrixze ol dyelMs “gidde ©d ZAde 2AZAe &4 A" (a nou-
menal ground behind the dualities of experience ; Putnam 1982b, 163) & &4 & +
HY = grh® oL wstad wAER Fate T2 E Az YA %= EEH
MA ALY MAtn B8 5 A& 28t a2 o™ AAe HT K2 ool A
g A goletd, of =k AMA AR o ol W A +F A AT Us A
olr}, A “ol&¢] FYA"(one true theory) & AR 3 M2 e AYE =
Peirce 4 4 A& (Peircean realism) o] W 53} ®Hrch; o]® ofajol A= AlA 2 7} olo]
o HAER UFodd UE Holrh

Kant 7} ol&d Aol 2l fHorad, $2le Agd 244 A gy £24(24)
o] vtRAl Hwl A FF cfE ol E AA U PYotEHH FE Utk S HE B8 dll
Mg ez AQzHch oldl Helo AEo M chE FE HES AL T U
o Mol A Putnam-& Hoh FAAHQ -4 A4 £ 2z d2 o] A wi#o Putnam
of ZYH AAMEAZ FHY + Ut A5AL Kantol LojAnT 9% 5ogolny

A, o o8 AMAS A e S4U ERAAL AHY & Uk F HY9
A EAAZ Aotz sdete, ool AAE AR 5 e Aol H3E ot o
€ Aoleh

E4, Putnam & Goodman 9] Z&oA & 25 o uotstA 219 Wy +7F ¥4
(category system) ¥ of® Zo] @l Alrte] i 2le 78 (our conception of rati-
onality) 7} #2/2] %4 (interests) ¥ 7}2 A A (value system) o AtEolet: A& A4
Lid=s

AR, gt oluel AAld 3 see dolA 5 HHE FAYE & dv oo A

76) 28 thm SAM R0l EAMIR FAY £+ v AR okt AL TARAMe EAAE
ol g #jutel wixx} FuAE AR 4 gl Aolth, 2WA Putnam & “ 2o o HE
= oinlx @uld Atte| HAAelAR e Fme| 44 2A7(1982b, 163) olztm WA
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€ AAZ Advhe 29 (pluralism) & Putnam & #obsalth 223 ol E o4 o
A& A AA7be 20 2 #Y 9 st BE F oA AL ojuch
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