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e AAERMES Putnamd] REH HEY

F X 8

H | Field & w}%& 3|29 $2]F2 2% (Physicalists) -2 Tarski 4]9] xlg] 32)(Tar-
ski style definition of truth)o a4 Hulg 4%} 2 98 xle|to]d 9
Skt= FAol| 4 Tarski 7} x| 1] (reference) J 2| 4% (satisfaction) A de] s 2
e dAshe Aoz wHEsha glwdl, olzle] o4l WA ¥ ‘Al #8l” (real
reduction) of 5z Egrte AHelop (cf,, Feld ,1972)., Putnam E2]F9)2}E9] o]
g Al gk dbed vl G AR FAlE oAl e, 974 2ot deEle AR
2 wholo] 24|47} v]24 A (underdetermined) o] i vjolrt4 E¥HYA(indeterminate)
olgbe Aol $uli= wWd & AdiAd &4 (relative interpretation) o #4E o
FH4 Quineo] 3 F4 spdul Uitr) vk oyl slHolzht RS ¢ Udh A s} e
Putnam-&- Quine & o]# 23 $335lnm, = 2 =AF *{}% ol AdwdatA o e
Aoltl,

Putnamol| Al4 A& A& o He] ohle}l, 17} xA)a] 7%+ 4 4z (principle of
inscrutability of reference)-& wgo 2 Ee|Fo4E58 =ulsly £ g Ag o o}

L.

7h4 B} xbEql glAbel A¥A ANE (o posteriori realism )¢ EFe|Am ol A
ojr}, o] FelldE 4 o] felE FH3l+ Quinest Putname] =32 43 5, Putn-
me] K fE# (anti-realism)-g o] 7} A2 a4 A7 3A He dHEE 8
4% F e deke 2 YA4F Folr,

il

I.

Quine o] A Ashs v} Wl E3bdo; 9z) (principle of indeterminacy of transla-
tion) & 2o Wopgol Atz FhFd Edlch, IYAE 7L AF B
o ajgso] o] EAlY] AHE sleld i xHe$tcl, = Quine & Wil FFE =T

1) o] £E 1984 28 83 9% oklzel A oppulv] sHELolA MALY YT Aaks 3
A A w3 A A g% el wEe Foleh
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QAedlE Bl Toh4) A 2g vabEo] £35tm gle AL o] Yy 43| wuHz
Quineo] F¥So} gAt Yrhe AL Fach oJME A7 =L Quinee] Lzt
Ao AAE ot AE $9sh) celuigdeke 428 e, 914 =#d v Quine o)
e gae xtedFel (naturalism) &, W 2R Yo 4AL YA A4 (emp-
irical hypothesis) o|2}+= Z o[t}

o] felx Ut rhEal o] A,

W 2atae] Ye) ;g odolol] Fabe slol & chE olefdll 2 W she o) AHEse
® g& (manuals for translations ) ﬁ}o]a& oz Z 2AE ztzte] ofo} 43k
£ (linguistic dispositions )2) Zale}+= okd) 7} (compatible)3tz|al 271& 4
2 7kl E ok o5 Al 4ste vl o g Al ot gleb(Quine 1960,27) .

2 o] Hele] WEak ZAE FEEA olsE] HalMde g AYE Yee Yo
e ozl woof sl WrbA Aubd AX#TFI, feel Eal A4kl o
A=z A3 BrHFAl4d e Yl -2 dojrpat ol F4 Folla A} w4 FHLE £
A4 fele el 4x vhazbx 2 A 45 Holoh

A, o] Wl og Ny HEE sheul ofwd o] &2 AUAE & F7t UYthe 49
A& Faol oyl o delE fleld AHT AR A 2AL WA F A
oj4ke] Mate] glvpm, 2 oj4tel Ae “pde] F4 7 (matters of fact) st ofety
2ol
£, Quineo] ofckr|slE olnloll4 At e A7 ol Al e F APYE UL
7b oleh shukabe 2 wda e} £33 wa), 4R ( facts ) 3} 2}2| A ok (convention) 4}
|9 F8oll g Quine o] ¥k del A 917 ®-Folch, Quine & $2]2] 33} o] Fo)
A2 ZAo| osf4 »)2AH4 (underdetermination of theory from all possible evi-
dence )o]'[’/],j_ {g],tnixﬂ,‘r'_ 342“2] :,1}61- o]i-?— u]-o]—-—‘:—oh‘:_ 740) 2}9]2-1o| /Hei}o]a]._‘p. ulgh
F& fukn geh ukehd olwl Bl zholAal Axb Aaasl e Fge] Foivn|
3 Aeg sof wels] wFoloy I o Bl w74 BRe] “AHoz HAHE
2ol = ” (my fully realistic attitude ) 2) & 33l= 4%, 4Fste e HAFE 4
ole] Ao o)Al ZH$r} vtz FAshE AHE FHI of o] AAA|, “ 2bdel] B
4 & xlg] ” ( the whole truth about nature )2) & c} wol&qictm o}r«ia}i A 3A
A g A7 g% ool wRoln oy A AL AAL zeAal Holzte A

Ar de &

—{N

2) Quine, W.V.O., “Reply to Chomsky ", in Words and Objections | ed. by D, Davidson and
J. Hintikka ( D.Reidel, 1969 ), p,303. '



f5°08 RE]ERMESL Putnam® XER RE 163

olet, Wy 4L A Quineo| kAl AtdF ol T oldoll 4 M A& Ao
of 2kl SR wbel] ola) RS AL obPE S Edl€ wy Holetz shdele
Rl whebgolw Wb, o714 YA g AL 25 Lo} g,

A, S3E Aol B HE ol Fve AL wlesl ohzt Fabolebe A o|n] 2
el dejx|ul, Quine 3} o] “olofd] Wi zldFelx @A ” (naturalistic view of
language) 3) | “oju]o] g PEFoA As) " (behavioral view of meaning )3o] A
At o] Aol oot v-% dshAl zejddl a4 de Aede] A3 (output) =
HFE = AL o€ Az gke| v o) 0}‘41*4 4 A FAe) deoloh whe] W wle]9
e o] A3E AHESH] M7 £ AbAl el webd $edl4 webe $R Evbks
Aoldt F4 2bsdoll o] ¥ E7bs4dE “L“H’/}

HW, lzﬂ “obgel ofgk ojule4)9) 5 A (equivalence) " ) ZAE 25}

o E3z4o] ol 432 §5 A (material equivalence)® = z|
ﬂl*]-% °a‘/<]:'£7'¢-‘-:- HEA7] R e Bao] W Habeoelol flr), o714 ghAIE K] W
5 st = g delolet

A2
e
o
oki
r.t_,
o,
e
o

F4 3% 4ol4 = v}l Quineo] Word and Obiect & A} 2 &4 €2 g€ ¥ 7}
Akl A3 03_013 ,_L & “ Gavagai "o W7} b5t sl o Ee o HAPgel 4}
#7F € 7 9ok 2AL s)gsol s Wl x| 44 271544 2] (principle of

inscrutability of reference) & ¥ Z3l: b7t | 4 g% ook

Bl TAEmRE B (principle of inscrutability of reference) :  -F-Ake
T4 849 wlosel daid e 42 ohE 24445 dgdsldidr olo] Aikee
Fal ol oky] sbsdk B9 wd HPE (b a4 4 A A€, interpr-

etation schemes)o] 9-& <+ 9t}

Quine o] BHEFE #1H (relativist theory of reference)d FF#EH2] HE M (ontol
ogical relativity) & 5434 S+ Ax ZA = Ho E8H9 dejst ok} uka x4
A BRG] Qelolth8) o] $HE AT EAEE AL AAeH AR

3) Quine,W.V.O., “Ontological relativity’, in Ontological Relatsvity and Other Essays, by
W.V.0, Quine ( Cambridge U.P., 1969 ), p.28,

4) Quine,W,V,O, , Word ana Object , MIT Press, 1960, p.27.

5) Ibid., p.73f.
Quine,W.V.0O., “On the reasons for indeterminacy of translation”, Journal of Philosophy
67,1970,

6) Cf. Ibid., p.183.
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< EZysfol ¥obE FA4E H: Putnams 9J2% 4L Fqlyl, o] YL o HE
A5Yo] glv Aoz Al4sid 94 WA B34 delg BobEA4 Yl g s Y
T ok ol ¥l Ad=be] A sk 4hatglo] Fabrt SyAow 3 - Y HAYT w
q9F Yast ok Azlel] g 8BL o] F 4 4 glozinkF woe T = Quine 22
25 o] Q27 345 Aove vA geohe 24 pde Yol gok®) AW a2 ¥
7hEAA4 delo] d s “ AL =We| Ax|rF gdrt” (little room for dispute) 9) &
l, o Folldx F2to} el Azl a4 275 & vHEqE HFez

23 g,
T3¢ F v Holglx By Holx}

o] $3& e EFA4 o El% $23e F7F 24 g3l 2 3" e
(7404 dEl 1) € slSshe Ao ol Fojxldl, o] 544 del 12 e
sow gHow gHx gvrfxw Qe E w3 He A2 of dElk Adol grafs
W e gehye) desk AR Afolx A ¥4 et AL + glge] =

$AHEA4 el 1 BAEol ofa AlelA =k e
a9l ol Eol e A2 ke AL
(obo] Hald 4 AAE )l 4T 4 gk

Quine & Utk 7H4e] ol & Fo24 E7FA4E Adel E77 Jehd Q= 4Abgll
A w3l 7 fellul ibo] == At F2) (observation sentence) “ Gavagai " 9} =g 24
o] o]& T4t ko] “gavagai” o] x|A|x§ AAHFA Eirhe HAolvh “Gavagai”
of gt Mg og AAs: oy A 29 A AL FLsiAat, 2 2Hate] A2 “ga-
vagai” o x| Al2l= 4= thE A (B Ex -k 1D w279l Yo N7 wjFo|r,

7) 2 FdAE 5§38 MA.E. Dummett 2 “ The significance of Quine’s indeterminacy the-
sis,” rp. in Truth and Other Enigmas by M.A.E Dummett ( Harvard U.P, | 1978 )| 4]
o] Quinedt A= WA Rowd sk Fasgh Aolzl YR}

8) W.V.O. Quine , Word and Object MIT Press, 1960, p.27.

9) W.V.O, Quine , “ On the reasons for indeter minacy of translation,”  Journal of philosophy

67,1970, p.182.

Fo izt R4 E7FRAA del 18 2 “EURA4 el Yela BEdy 1 2AE AAg

U-g, EHEAA el Jo] dale] E5A4 el E gEga BE o) -3 uze] gE o]

oo A ErbRAl4Y el [ w5 gl WoRAlA delel diw £330 § qAlE

A A gol S Holch

11) 4346 45 Al E7E A5 g wel 22 wels A4E 3 R Habeg & A

10

~—
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(1) A7 =A7t et
( There is a rabbit over there.)
(2) 27 EA —gd=e] ek
( There is a rabbit — slice over 'there,)
) A7) EAlddo] cllshEof gle,

( There is a rabbithood being exemplified over there, )

o] o= 7H4e] alojell o] Fshe 7HEl, Erb5al4do] 2 F Uoke 7HAE HAlE
= d 24 ¥, 7544 delvh Foleke ZAE SA Fbhel, EolRA4 dHE &3
3= Quine o FA= o ¥ kAR gk 4+ Q8 Aol

AR, TAE F4Helx =elxql nEd g Aoz 714 x]4] (derided osten -
sim) 2] EAlole), <A E& (expression) st 1 Godel & (Godel number) 4fo}e]
HAE AR, od FHd] #Y FAEL Fol W Fo]E AAAHor MHHH4 2
ERF| Ashe Godel o] Y TAEE ulFo] Fiof solels T4 MM AY £
A Wk oerh vhsbAE Quine @ €3] (body) ol 3t F4-E A —F ( space —
time)$19] HEo AF FHLR, F o|AE ol g9 Y AY FAoE Ay HY
+ glvke A4 2edEc12) Aoz o)yl Hs| do] shsdivin ¥y A E  Quined
{—E]‘M A7HEIAE 7hxl2 dgslar gl

ok3h AAe) W4Fo] ofn B WAL xn gou = 2 Fo]Ee s4o] 4}
AAY gebEo] v Sl ¥ 7|5 AAE Qdsust soEel WY F
+¢ A3 2Bl A w3t o Aol E 2P, o] ddelz B E H
ol AL ogAsl Ao, M FES HAHE A sf4Eslal s, SUd} 2 Y
o Hdolehe 2AL WA F ek (AR BHL Fow, ALY FHL AR
o M4 4 girf) wEe Foixl Wejo] Fit Wdoletw, F3k Wl
"rh:ojAo| Skolem-Lowenheim Helh old 2 & WBBAE $TFh 1 &

e o3l 2 Aotk

a4 2 F3 B ool ol Al £450] W] o2
2l zAolelel @ Folr} 1¥)

N
=
Ao
F
L

12) e.g., W.V.0.Quine, “Things and their place n theories,” in Theories and Things, by
W.V.0.Quine (Belknap Press 1981) p.16ff

13) W.V.0.Quine, “Facts of the matter ," rp.in Essays on the Philosphy of WV, Quine ed,
by R.W.Shahan and C.Swayer (University of Oklahoma Press, 1979),
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# 27 $elo] aF o2 =zbale] 4Abo]jt 4|22 ¥-4-(ontological commitments)
x5 At otk Adgolely Fudl e 5 HUE FAY 4 = o] 2L
EE4t 7|4 AAE (equivalent descriptions) o] ¢lepE ARl A 28 4 Qo

v e pn

Putnam-2 Reason, Truth and History ol| A} ol@ A dlof] F2AR Br15 404 7
g AMEE odE AAES gedl, o] dl ot} @ Ao AL BEFWHE ok
ol HHE E "E” = YFE A utee o Y F HZFEH Mo %

< BejFr}

(4) 3ofolzt mE o] ok
(A cat is on amat )

of el HolE F 7bx] Yol 4 Quine | o7} AT Y& VAE Fhstn Uk 2 3
B AR ok 4dlA AN E dAEe] AR FRY ozt Hola, FAL HA A
Aol el 22 B ohfzl 2E A% AAelHe] A nAE FAol nEHE ¥ EE
A 84 AAE ALDohe QAo ol 24 ErRAY Qe WA AAY Sy FAL
Az g Aol obd7t e o FAL A4FT Yt Roleh ofBE of o A} ¥R
A4 flele] Wk Azg 2AE AT 2L oldch ¥ H Sl 4 X Quine 9 =
Quine xMle] Fol 4t & meivbal @i 9l y
4 £e]8] 25% olw ok

afa) BARA4 Bele) TAL (1) F5% A% AAEe] ke A3 (2) el il 4
28 o] & (model — theory) 8] ZAzbolch, 2aldl ul4ks] A4r} fare 2$ole Ao o

o,

Putname| 2A4E% 493 =g

3

< dHHels A Age WA £ 4G F5 dAE ok Agrh TR APl
Yoy g4Ee) A4ulxE w7 4 ojub: ML Lowenheim— Skblem®e| 7} B o3l
vBrbRl 2 (1) o] ZANME A2 b 55 7% AAlEo] sk A At &

Aok & o gdeh o] AL B7HRAY delvh AR dis4 A7she 247 Qu-
ine o]y} Putnamo] W¥ & o Eoll4 dAYE A4bncl Y4 o] AZEL PRl

II.

T3 A 2AL 3EIUAE dolBell dalde AR e Ae AAAE Ydate
o e /a4 AAEo] Y& F vk AL dolld Y, 286 o] HE el
2] AFl ZAo] v]#A 2 (underdetermination of reference) ol & B o5 7%
ol & s AR A Adetn B oo gioh (ARA 2R A4 ) £ A o dopgk 33
= SHAskAlE Rdo (BE Azl £245 Fasby] A Ags g8 AR 5

e
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Auk welc}) Yol £ FTEER AAH 7 BYAA 5 Quine o] Bol2 EIFFA|Holzlm
Y3t o]f+ Quine o] HAREHE (naturalism) o4 AF 5 Qo)

Quine o] Wil 2ldFoe Ut 2t o] A#stn E A FFE J2AFe R
249 H—EBE o)l WY FTE Ty Wale or Ao Mok 24 A
B4, on] 2] £ o] volrtA ol BHE xjadmisbdel w0z c}feialol o)
“olole dhibe] k8] @4 (social art) o]} 1%)

o]H% olo]E 418 WAooz nww, “oujzt Yapdom Yo £4 " B ojzlu oo
4 vehde dae HY /aldo] Sadolete AL g og wokEd + oAl R

£ Aoleh 17 axu] o] dahe W] Al Fape] Ael zAnk Ageld APy $7)
etz T Ay Fale] welel XAHE AYY 4 glrke ol AMlelehd, o
A o oojat ARAE AL + e ool AL glvle AEo] 2ol alo] dAbel] Wt
A B 24 Ae A Ust A F Ud&AAd AHAE Sele 24EA (a
priori) #AE b giAl Hedxuk (Hg 284 4), oAHE olAl A EoHFAI4
fele et gagk JAuk Holl HA " Aoleh, “ulEae] $4” (myth of the muse-
um) -2 wpEhff FA s ofop glo] = Aolcf

Quine o] Wl wehyyg sde] 9 A 4|A] EAEAY delE obRA HE AR g =
AFo] A B, Avle] ojEFoadol w24 zlxlzll HIWM— AR A4E &
AEALE FAYL £ ek B AdYc ordE AdFE A 4FHeE 5
oA Ao o)y, sbutA aale] WAE TBLM. :RM 23] "4
g 2 Folal ofn| (meaning) e Al gloid 2R E el T
am 2AYH A3 (a priors mtumon) T3 apekt 4 eke AL 4 wAlS
£ Aeolth
74 e Aol old FelzA—Aeld dderdal, 34 ddond ofy
W Aol Al A Ao Azl —cdole) gfwlst o] %znou lowf, glejEL
AES BAAYA o wM v2g v E od ol Quine- od AME “EHS —?—4} "
2o}

ole} HEu|, o] = Ea}Fe] elo o|& (copy theory of language)24 2|7

o

—

o.

14) W.V.O.Quine, “Five milestones of empiricism,” rp. in Theories and Things by
W.V.O.Quine (Belknap Press, 1981)  p. 67.

15) W.V.O. Quine , Word and Object (MIT Press, 1960), p. ix.

16) J.Dewey, Experience and Nature (Open Court, 1925.), W.V.0.Quine, “Ontological rel -
ativity, ” in Ontological Relativity and Other Essays, by W.V.0.Quine ( Cambridge
U.P.,1969) p.27 ol A 2l

17) Cf, Ibid., p. 28.
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412159 (mentalist semantics ) & 2 dFo|c}, o4 AHYRo| o] YANHE
A iy ool olwl 2AFA AL A SHaol, 2¥A Sd AAA o|Py4e
2 A HA geoh Quines}) vpsbAR o] FAE 274HAH Ao FAE ¥o%
A4 Q€ T He WA o] HalA dFE B, o] dlvt AlFise EAlE
< ey gue ke gd mefdtale g Aoy, 18)
a2du] QuineoAl4 AdFole 2A4HA A4 $YE WAlsle £33 75 ol A3
Aol g =3 shxla gleh Quine & HAl 24 At ekl Feldte] e} o u)a)
ofd ojulol 4 FA4E 7hxz ok T3 d3kw)l defe] EelF| (physicalism)E =
5 o, olvl Fell4 shAlfRe] ofv] Rl 4luds {78 3% ( behaviorism ) F-
T A AL ErbRA4 s 38 dl7E Quineo] Ay Y =2 vy
= "A2 v, Quineo] & A I|H wIE pew] A o] A
A Aelul, 24 EHFA4E AAE =) 242 4hma} ebe, Quine
ol A<l FEE (E2FY 579 ) & 7544 Ao =
olZl ¥ Aol vlEATR Ao e At} Y3t Putname Sy} Yshe
= byi=y 9»]UI (stimulus meaning ) o] o}zl 22| AL s1x
2 E7HRA4Y YEE Adgsln = 3 oed feiE olv] 2 AESE bz 9y
o}

+elo] olofoll Wt s AA AFGA A BAS R A S WA A, =
4 “AH-EA #4 o] E” (Received View of interpretation)ol] wexla B4
(operational constraints) 3} B#H## (theoretical constraints)ol] 2)s] && &4 2
Az AYRcoke Aoloh A 2A R $29 oo /o] S WA 5T 4Y
L @ ) E Abole] BASE olasfof sheAE webe AW, o] B 2AL 29
ol & AA, alol #A A} bEA AL B H4Aoln ‘?1’—’1"1 SAE—dAN 4
(simplicity), A=4 (familarity),k 7| & AH3e} & sl R
Wik AL o] F FFY 2ATel AU AW + At AL Adsol B AedAY
w200 co]Ee AL o AL B DAHow AAYSIE wh F del] doe
Holch zelmz gabe] Al AR sheiehs hele] @7} v]# A Holelw, A
4 84 o] Balde E/HFAAS gl T dhl gk

18) 1Ibid,, p.28,

19) 233 I& Field4d] BdF9 F YT 29 B2 FE Er15A4E 24 Besn
et

20) Aldrt o] T 71X 2Ae) TAEY AlAF dHUH 2 (iniquely) FRE T deAzAs 9
ALy ol 2¥x] Estels FAol vlz AYA FAd o ER KEES EE (princ-
iple of underdetermination of theory from all possible evidences) 21®, ¢]+ Quine¢] 9

B9 Yol Fshe A A,
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o]dl AL skxlx gl Putname] Er15414 de 3+ A3H dY o|E, HE
SHERE wolEoly 7 fol 4 AEsE Folnz, olAl EHFoly HFFe A4
dglol E7H5A4E FAE <+ Al § Folp, BrFFA4ol o]¥ R v} 2 Ak Hoel
A FAg 4 e Aol Hdwwl, of Ak 2ol dla A dFHE Hast A& AR
% itge 2 fell7h BE/EE (verificationism) wix] M%KEH (operationism) 2l
Aol 4 ohA = &= upe}h ro] sEA o2 HFFool o] 47 §lelH, 2 AzFole o4
2 d%e| “sh8EA ojul2 " (pragmatic theory of meaning) 22| & wsict. Put-
namo] 31823 olo] o|#] & (pragmatic theory of language understanding)-& o}
EolmA, 2%A i AAAs dejdos AAso| A A Dty w3 S
4 ot} ololel] I Quine o] ztadFo] A T3 YF| F-EBAH olof o E—ojFslH
HErod 3EE? -0 sy F et 4Aswdl, 280" A4 YeElE
wo4 9 ) o Putnam 42 AAE o] A& WAL HEEGY SE =W
% (truth- conditional theory of language understanding) el &&Ra EE HEMR
ol 2] Mo 7 ek YAk

o|d Putnamo| nedF & u} AxE3} 3EEH olo] o E lole] 2T Aol Xk
o324, Putnam £2lo HA-L AxEo] oz} 3HEEH oo o|sE Y HE Aol
E75o]o} gehe Aolel: a4 Putnamg #lB¥ 45 gloelehe 4zte] £ct.2) ol
7hetell Putnamo] 3824 olo] o sl &4 wobEol Al H o] #F 49 et e,

Putnamo| whole] x| 4] Al % 2ape] Ae] 24 & dovy olelsl o st FH
£ A2l 2AA odol ofs]Eo] wrol g 4 ot Aelvbm wAl B AL el 4= 8 A
2] 244 olo] ols] o oig M. Dummett o) wg wrobiql o2 4olcl,  Zef4f oldl
g A Putnamel] of ¢ =2 & wlejyolul ubHg ukdt ol Kk o7]A& Put-

21) Cf.,M.Devitt | “Realism and the renegade Putnam: A critical study of Meaning and
the Moral Sciences |” Nous 17 (1983), p.403.

22) 7 o4 24E F7] Wittgenstein® 7€~ £3l “&5 o|&” (use theory) oIz} 29
A-ol hef o] BoF  Aatgt up vk A o “HF HE O BR , A AT et.al,
(9T wg A AT, 1982), p.159. 374 o] BoE AMshE = T JHA ofE "
5 o] & "ojgt: £o7F %7 Wittgenstend =& HAHAEAE UAsA dAdsld e 4%
o DA, a9 ouEe § H4E uch TRE Aokeld AAs] AW Aol

23) A4 o] & £of (theoretical terms) R ol €% o} 4+ ( theoretical entities ) o} F&sl Zo]7l+&
#9t Putnam A2 shasA £5E AA v € ].0.Wimie € 2313 A-EA 4 o
Eo] x50} gtk AsHE stAELE ek J.O. Wipnie | “ The implicit definition of
theoretical terms,” British fournal of the Philosophy of Science 18(1967), p.228f .

Wimie 8] Adlel & D.Pearce 9 V.Rantala, “Realism and formal semantics ,” Synthese

52(1982) p.46 8 AL F2¥ 7
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name| A& &b« Dummett o] Edto] AA} H2 &g AHste Aoz 24
# 3 %hch 24)

V.

Aef7ha] x| Ald wlEAe] e D 2 A BAHRAIA A wEa 2AE Wil o]
AzEe ooz ¥A ¥ Putname| AxE =u}(arguments against realism) ¢ Z7
7t S Heol7ldll, of delgell dal4 A vl T o] AME Eifol] AT Eubo]
7% el 2 o] ghAlellA AlAE 5 gl vabES ERAlElR, E o] 29 gx
odl 4 7hs gt A follw 2 Tl AT S WRkE AAE nel3m § Aol ofA] of sl
€ Wokeelt Putname] ofRA| AxE-g FejA=AlE 4Huel ge), Putname| ¢
9 axlw ukebel] felzh AxEe] il Aok, At HAbEol HEE x]4] (refe-
rence) 7} o|BA A sHEAE AWY F7b glow, o] Apd—cll AN * mofo]” & W
# 7 obve} dofo|E A4 dbrbw AR - o] g AW o] Hejo] KAFER (anti —
realism) ol 4 u} 75dbchs Aolo)

Quine o] M-goll ¥7HFA42) <l 2 A4 A& “ Gavagai "] o, & R BWE
(radical interpretation )¢ A-¢¢cl v} 2 o9 :A )4 o]p] EytSe] B
MR ol HEA 42 o3 gt A e dofo] T EAE ohch el
HA4E A Holold, whet 212l Aol grhFA M eb Wl odo] Eak 2% + 4}
of giet, 22 odel& Abgeta = F 4bge] o F sfale] (idiolect) 457k WA ® &
ThEAA e B, EobFAldel dAe] e o|E WA A WAwe] FAH (F 2o

4oke BE BAEe Aol 22) 3t dolol AAAE Ao]o) WALE ¥uial WA ol4
shal xjle) wol off AL A HeAzA A¥Y + g Hsike Faol ¥ T
b ek olal vhel mbo] “ ko] "7} ool ® AAahiAl MAE AAsEeAE el

Eel7h glAl ®leh ofyl AAL o] "7t mokelE A4dtrke W AHE FA A
o] ohuty, o] o} oA AHo] I F leAE MNEw HAolth

ol@ 49| A AMrE whwd ou|Eo TH Ao Eopd, HRole doje A
AAE AAg Quineo] o7l ok MM EFe] odo (idiolect)E 2}3] olo] AL
23 EYdos Astm grke ¥d B ¢ ¥ 2] givh 29wl o] BAE AR

24) o} Ml BHE& A Dunmett & AMHE =L ol 3 glel R, “4MEH Ae 7849 : Putnam
3 Dummett, " 3% =7 123 (1984) &= A & Eutolebe Z5olA Dummett 2] As|E ©f
e

25) M.Dummett , “The social charater of meaning,” rp.in Truth and Other Enigmas by M.
Dummett (Harvard U, P, ,1978 ), p.425,
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thgoll Quine & ¥ Jojrp 2psla oz ol -5 7% (behavioral criteria) & 7} 2
24 “ou] " & deotn Fo w4 o] EAE #agch AAdal A AFL oldd AF
2 2% ool (S 3 alolof o] WY Wah)E AAL T A9elnl shsstoke Aol 21 aao)
o #27F $7hA7] 6 2 b Quine £ o] FAHE AP o s Aol E 28] fior v A
& Z 3882152 olo] oaf-Be A4 A& AlAla ( Realist picture of the world)
of +A=olok & nAFT gle Aoleh ANEATL o] FAHE AN ek w4
Fe pelo] A4 Fga) 4Rglel AAS FHES ol Fm Yeke AAEe] Yol Ak,
Al oz oy THE WEore FESE ool Fite welgel old WdEH
of| 9 o 2 ol s = x4 WAl (reference relation) & Y ke AL ofF
A ARE Acsb? A4A vk e el ulekel] oW & He) oS AAIZE Qlebd, 2
Azl F iz 2 24 #AlS] Fuoh He v A3 AlSe] R gl wWel dckn
FAe) o] WAlE shEul ofls o] Almp 4] WA ? BAARAA dele ¥ A
o vebrbd 225 stole] Alde] «ple| Falvp ohilebal wbyetw gledl, Putnam
A EAE] 2748 Aol 4ea Gk @ of BAE AL 4 floelely v
ojct.

dl

S rlo do

V.

o] o} FA2] AL AU wlatemA AAHE dpAAEe] oS dHu ol 444
Quine o] S{AHE Uodu g gof o] Fell4 = Quineo| @A) HHITR FER(rela-
tivist theory of ontology) o] u}2 Putnamo] tfolo 24 A 45l b4 E2) q]ab—
WZEE% B2 (Internalist Perspetive) — ¥} 2Ao|AY ohyd Holx o 7le] o|2
€ 2d2e-E F2E AAse dolet FAsH L gk

Quine o] $j2| FA| & Al7|etad vele AEL A Al g F5ol 2 FAE (-
ame of reference)OJ = “olw w7 ool (background language )l wia4] Abo]H
al AezA 2 wojul oujgde A " o] Az AF2| 2 AlE (relativist theory of
reference )olc}_ZﬁJ & Quine & o]&o] ZAEM ¥2L Yz Yokt ANE sxx
len], o 7lo] waw “ Folo] ¢lis}? ”"(What is there ? )ehs 8ol HE oihe

1) AdA AL 2o HollA oful o] o] F2AE B33,

(2) o} o]&o] o ETAEA F5F& M YeR], F o] oL
Agtelw, 2 FolEol od g Aol seAE Y22 Ao .
o= (210 FAd Ak dinto]l w7 odofdll disl AtujHo]zle A2 EAEe E-S <M

26) W.V.0.Quine op.cit., p.48.
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5 w7 ololef] dlg] At Holehe A ES Yook “ Z7) Lo 4li4l 7 (ontological rela-
tivity) & F2sh= Quine 2} o]& o) Z+2- = Putnameo| %3t W] e BH"al Aoz
A xlch

K% B (Internalist Perspective) : *AlA7b o HAEE o2 @
L8 2 A ofd ol& AA HA % AA Skl At 2jelzt e Aolel” 27)
AEe 78 Al ola ko2 AFo b4 A2 -~

o]

=}

B4 o
< &

Az

R A % AAE B YA A 448 AAz ol feldd 3l

of,.” 28)
zole] o7k 4ABEL old 7L YHE EHE AVA A7 He YA FHA AL E
2 ofw Ao Quxlo] M4 7] ohE AME B RHole} & F gdul, olAEL T
2 ol FFeo| dladsel 35} /‘JZHL (reahsm about some give entities) 2| HefE o
o}, oA FHEo FelForw o mzaWogae] Ee|Folel vie] FAAAE
(physical entities) o] 7%:%-1%1 M4l S=)A ol dolehs —LAM FEfER ( monistic
realism) & Z2a 3 ), 4983 /A Aolepd Fdolt o el a4 2 Ee

o

ahx) W x Soll = Fedo] Hejok drie e EAE 22 ko)) 3 wEbd A Eoll A
3 gt Aoluh wbH flold & AR AEHE A EA-elA cld-BHeln,
Aoz @A ol 7ol 2T Fee] AHMEo] HAlE TF 2eZ FEHUEE Az
A3tz el Hojry, 28loR oful 8ol 235 o] obshe ¥l F& Quine —putnam 2]
422 g Huo Axgc] $4xoe Al d S ¢ e

ot

V.

AlAl 2 Z}i‘l% dA e °I—|~°i24 Qqes 20 o

il U o
wo] glohe A9] slolFel g Fuke AMeew RaE 4 ol A7k siek ofoll weh A

27) “ What objects docs the World consists of is a question that it only makes sense to ask
within a theory or descriptions ! H . Putnam, Reason Truth and History (Cambridge
U.P.,1981), p,49. ¥+ 2%

28) 1bid, “The world consists of some fixed totality of mind - independent objects,”
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7 odoje] A} =] s} ofn] £l o]_i_ T4 G a4l #29] Axlel AL Quine M

o] FHE sHgul dhuolr), N Goodman-& ¢33 3 44ql Hy =2l ( purely form-
al inductive logic )3 Erp53tcte AS Zajuw4], WA odojo] e (2 o 241}-5-]

w4 projectible sentences ¢} unprojectible sentences 4fo]o| Fi) =211 7} Fol
ol ¥elxlal Aglaldl =3k $-ele] 7l (our conception of rationality ) & glod gho}
AT HAFA) wAFe BYE 2T Yol BT S Asel A4 Sl
T AlAl sl Al 747MI »i QA& 4 5 dokn F4sa e Aolch

ol WA TAx HAE-Kant o £o]& Welzpw " A gj4hE * ( empirische Obje-
kte ) -off 23 =}4] A2 Zhr.‘x’—-"l & 1 Y= e 2l ode) mpalspzlz o]
WAE =k ghe(4del W3 felo) Ao ALE, Selo] ol4] wWele]l By wFolo)

FHdol AE 7138 olga Ahgslex) = F7o oal 445 £x e 4
Aglel HAED ofwd XA A<l (intrinsic ) LA E b2 AL ohoh ¥
Aok 4% 4oz S doj4-g gyl dAle AHgste sz 2 AEAEE)
AdAA el A 53 AT A S AL + o + o4t ol 2k A Ao} 4
ol EAE Aol ofurh, olzjAedt /¢ AAEL 2dgozdg AAE s
2 sbze AL $EEeld A3 B oWIE) dld =q sls AAle] s dkiEel A
o] 7lell, Folo] izl A Hxof ‘LXIE T 4 glef 30

2 3HE&EA ool ofslEe HA A Jetde A4A] EvbsAlAe] AEA AAE
( a posteriori realism ) dubs] ol S & x|z glom, oo wijl sHH@H L ui4dl
a-2o] ol Ho 24 w4 sH5diA Frli: Putname) 2L Ayl = Pu-
tname| WA Fo| HAAHANA 24 Eel FAI Ls= 7tHE AHstEa Ped, o7
A ole @Al ApEY F girke Aol FH #Ho] Hglorztn Hrf
ola]l ofoz 5 s Hd| 2AH 4 Putnamol| ofgl MkEE$ A m Fof ofn| 73 2
Rol o] ZFellAd e A 544 W A9 Lol £ Quineo] ErF
1 FEToE BolEolx Fu &tz Pl =gol, o] FHol a4 Quine
oAl AZl=gd vlsE sbFulA ol o] of Fo| ofAm Fagt Aol =k o4 4

o

lo

29) cf. N.Goodman, Fact Fiction and Forecast (Bobbs -Merrill ,1955),
30) Putnam,op.cit. , p.52, W& ZE,
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Huas sk AL By FolaEe wiatelry, WA 4% "4 alsl4d "(causal theory
of reference)d Eul2 F71544 de| 2 & wdstd e 42§ 4HE ohg, o A
ol A= E7H5A4E AAHetelels dAES 7% Hae dcopn FAske Fieldy g2
£ ohE AHolch

H.Field, M Friedman,6 M, Devitt 52| Ee|Fexbe2 Hlg5d, A AP E
(non-behavioral , physical facts)o] glei4} =] 4] wAe] £ 7} 5= o g WE 7}
ou o Aol A= 4| AlA T A E F vk Gzl 24 Asde] vtz o]
A AASel e ol Eald], oirlol whawl 343t o Foll Jehit d@Hel Yt oAEle] A
dEa vpabsbA 2 24 AUE AYAer F FuFolyos o] Slofop glrhe Aeltt
ol@A a4 x4 shAle] BAo] Fof whsxw, ¥rrFA4e] A=t FA weElEhe Aol

259 owom 3V

defehe, of WAL e BAE) T4 L welE( Aol 4 RRESRIRS S
o) A4 AAEA L Gl
Aok 214 @A) Bt AT 5 ok} S Aol Holehr 444 Polr)

(5) wro] x7b i yoll s Reo| abAlE Pu e A9, 28z o4 23¢
dlat x&= y& =43kt
(x refers toy if and only if x bears R to y.)

a&e " x7b yol sl R #AlE AR € A (F2 2 ddR " yrh xellols
g £F2) dalo] ek & A9 AjH]e o] F T4 dodF -oq7I4e "R”
3} Yyt (EFLe s ra "yr) o] Folg AAseAE AYAE T sk RY(F
& “9dql dolehi rhelol "y ek chofell W sjHo] 4uA eE Fo4 I (5)
o Aelal vl REo] ® 4 vke Toloh AT A4 apAld] B AHLEe] obrEl w
o] waalckn shelebs, =14 FAle] Fust S o3 WE BAE shevl ol ol A=
A2 BARIAe AT X,

31) M. Devitt , “Realism and the renegade Putnam: A critical study of Meaning and the Mor-
al Sczences " Novs 17 (1983), p.298,
H. Fleld Qume and the correspondence theory ® philosophical Review 83(1974) | 5,202,
M, Friedman , Physxcalxsm and mdetermmacy of reference ,” Novs 9(1975), p.365.
32) cf.M. Friedman, “Truth and confirmation, " Journal of Phlloso;hy 76(1979) | p.3741,
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VI

H. Fields "3Yx x4 3 " (partial reference)zle Md L £ g} 3 e
2 A H 7 b5 Aol Quine o] Fo| Johm dhelebs A 4] BAFF H23] sjEHe

= ctol B3 A S]0A Hf4bE olo) Huy AU of Aol AAMA BAFE T
ckm Fabsps Aolch 3 ojrl Fajo] upekell ebdt Aoleld, 2+ AMEE s @
3 EARAY 24 49T ¢ Qe 42 AT gt Aol ol& & Putams] o
g wlate] o} Fielde] F2-& <] A7 v|8ydyq =& £3YH dolgo] dve A
o ohz}, vhul $RH o2 ofd S x4shHA ohE Y Hoegw vhE AT A45ke
tho] 5ol 3l& #aol AoR yo} Slﬂh: Folct, of R FAld k=g o A4AlFe AL o
U, ofd a4 AAll e AxE = ofE A AlAd A F2HE AR 24 2y
£o] 7B AMdE A4 A Aol ohdel AR 4] WA A de] solop shed],
A4 A7 A AAlel e Aalelel® BTFElm zuch slEHe A FEH A4
Al el 53 H4Al €A oA bl o) 3hugk AAZ Slel, Quineo| &z glv "Ga-
vagi " o) o % ol®l MdAxle £8% weld AdHe] o F rke Aelvh  F oA
Aol AAlale] Frw T4 ol Aol xm AAAlA AAY + v APt 4H
d viep 2RSS BF g AR Aela weld Hepe Aol

94 Putname| ofjol) sl 43z o]l F2be] A5#e| A3 FoAEA Helehbe HE A
28| 5=}, Putname] o & #3t7]ul spd olw OlEFi A3 el AAH HEF

e A AAE s F e ueiFil, old Aad FiA A4 WA Sz
A4 #AE e AL Folvlshn = 4@4 b Aol ¥ Aols] Aol
Field 742 459& "gavagai "2 47k 5+ A%l A2 3=l Asolz, =2

%27k g A qksleh Ablell e A ole R w4

ARE Mok T2y AL FEA A4 WA A4 A Hdsle) Hny dAe A4
gk Aol A A F7 glohe AHoloh 34919 meta-dlefdl4E E7HFA4 &
4o olxis| eted), Fieldwe o A4S AWE 771 UA "k

(6) mko] x7} A y& B¥Aow x4l (x partially refers toy.)

of 4 (6)) =o} xo} YAl FYH o4 yalolol ol Hmad Al (¥ A4 A
2 Eqad, dol yv'b b A4 obd yE AAscl Yok a-e] g ododel ¥

33) H.Field, “Theory change and indeterminacy of reference, ? Jourmal of Philosophy 70(1973).
34) H,Field, “Quine and the correspondence theory, ® Philosophical Review 83(1974).
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A A4 A S o] k7o
b2 Fol et weliro] AAA g AARFA) Fareh,
y& AAGebe 44g ofHA AW + glish?

Fal4 wabo]l A7) garrha Fdsol 9 el
]

d Al 4 A sk Ao 0}1,{1;}
ield¥ o] meta -<lejr} 7%
vz & 4 9% AR, oA AL —rvl How 44
3|
el o Aol AT & el

, L oll A thE o] £31%
A A dE Edekm g, ®) oldd el ¥ dof grinl

ol & 342 3} ol Zelufn &+ Aw A Atk

.

o] F A 4ol WFo] ¥ AAMHE FA
o, AF 474 BeE 4 Ak
of Hrhi Aol 2% vhw ubekll of 4Ee] 2
chel of® Al & Aalsk?

sk wE Ea mRde
o] A o) ol Aowy Helrbd

F (A2 A w7 gdebn shdetbe A4S 233}
, 38) elx) o) A
ol A AAskela F

AR Fad S4olth ol

ZH_?;___Q__ 2":21—‘&‘.- —/f- 2}7"‘] E\ll/]’

o8] Al o] Fol 7%

AAZE 22l A el Re spRlae e el ol® qldA A

35) H.Field, “Theory change and indeterminacy of reference,

36) cf. W.V.0. Quine, “Facts of the matter k" rp,

Quine .

Press ,1979),0.165.

W.V.O. Quine ( Belknap press ,

meta -olef (4 (6)o] &dli=
chol “y* b opE
o4l Fieldx: o] meta - oglofol] 4]+

=
2ol g AMAE A7 Fx 972 F (petitio principii)of] wizli= A ¥,

16 meta -def2 440

e #atA wgozAE

Aol Quine 3t Putname] aAlelm, ol&l A|x<{-

| 2 Putname| A)zbeli4 A al
& o 4 ﬂ&{ olgo] 7b5dteEd AAMES
olobr] & Frldhe AA-23HEo

A df4h =l 7b okel ARAEel
A A 2] %aax* -‘3«*4»»3; ol fct, e Al o Aol] Bt
- o] AelAe oA A
A4 (objectivity of truth-value)$ ZAH R 4z 4
AL dl4bEe] ohjel, al4bE 4t

Fze $elo U4 B9

xoLo] LRSS

, “Things and their place in theories "
1981) p.20.

odef ol 4l

e Ale=x

ohd w4

ol Quine o E7HF414 delr-

o] e

i

T.

AR
Al g sAAe] =

LA

meta -clol7} ¥4 ol ole{r} 2,101% 5|3, o] olofoll 4= ¥

Field =
B =3
Fieldol Al 4] #4k8] 2] wlE} ¢

Hul m3to] £2] W Foll 5

CECIRE EE R

SCE

o) gich

@, Aol @ W AE 4]

daglel
Aelx]7F A o

Y Journal of Philosophy 70(1973),
in Essays on the Philosophy of W V
ed, by R.W._ Shahan and C. Swayer (University of Oklahoma

in Theories and Things | by
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ZAA 5o AA e Aolch

Halz ofd 4kx Aol F7HFA4 dele FA i AAMEAEY o] 5 g
oz} 47sle) 37) D, Pearce 9} V Rantalad ojal &l oigh Mg 9% -"7z 4
A& * (structuralist realism) - & AMx5kn Q] 38) 15o] e T2 A S0
uhz ol@l slAslAl e 3] @Rlub, Wb o)y e T2 AAEe dgelzl fEwy
o 7lell o3} Putname] Al7|¢ 4 2142 % WEES 4HE v r}39)

“el Putname| 2|&|E2] FAle] HolahA AAE& Futsirle] o] & AL wlojop Y4l
A o Ale] 9] A4 Ay} ] of-24 (correspondence theory of truth)e] 8414
T4 840]7] wFolet = AAEo] A 4R B + gckn Y74 o
A, Az WSde 74 8430 J4 A FAE chEoz4 AdAEL B2 e A
ole, el AAEe| Az wgde FAxYActe 442 F FA4el v Hel7ldl,
o] Foll4¥ o] WAL A 3tx %z Putname] AME =g delya i Aol

g "kl oy AAEo] ofwl e A - BB Ly HE A (recognition -
transcendent notion of truth) - & #F=3cjs F2L k] 45o| gy Holele
ol 2 o o] gludl, ol H4ld 3} HEo w49 EE g&(correspondence notion
of truth) % 2 74 849l 24 IAE ZAL 42 AR ANEE Y +
ke AE S E 4 24A Ay Ade Ael HSHE owd AFH fior g
olBo g ¥z ¢x, w3 ## EE (correspondence theory as regulative princi-
ple) 2 whobgdd 7 fof]l vtz vEhd Al AdelrlE 3hef AelE FASe Rl £
glo] o4 2-go] ohjel Aatx Aaeldd, ezt ofd FRe| AlA AZQAE dA *
et dtdlels o B HasiAl delAy e ARlelel el feEle] Q4 el A
she vehtbs H49) 33t o] £ (ideal theory) z3bE A 4 Yept?

of F7bAl ;e ksl -T2 AAEL oFo] sbsdiele A AAEL] SAo] o4l of
gk 2|4 @A ZE ohel 2o Al Adolete A--2 AAEe] F-Aalxld] g M. Dumm-
ett o] Zs) % o AAE =t Ao dAdH e Aeolw, = Putnamel] YejH
A4 A 4l e AAE stbel A AY & ke A g weFd o
Foll A+ thuk o] E=ug Fall b B AlA|ael] o] 2y ze]| el AYE RAF
+ Aoz 23l o4 4z E Putname] =2 wjFo] MAN A4 E Y F39

37) AT QuinedlAA o] & YAE dAFE Hog £ 4 dv TA Tl gol vehdEd, oA
A7) 22| o] FMEEE (principle of bivalence) 2H& Dummett o] F30 gk 29 2494
23ty 237t "l of W, V.0, Quine, “What price bivalence " Journal of Philosophy
78 (1981) , £.91.

38) D,Pearce and V. Rantala, “Realism and formal semantics,” Synthese 52(1982) , p.48.

39) fifg, “XARY BB B2 PutnamT} Dummett ” HE =F 127 (1984) Vg 23 |

40) Ibid.
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dlgho] whole] A A)a] akele] obyel Baell widt el Mde) HYel4 kol £ g
= T3HozE adokl gohe vmA Mg AN B2 F gobd, o] Fo] 47
o =xg g oot

ARE AAEE o Fiel of4dEel WY FHoR ol AR 4uks cas Aol
o4, AMEXEA old JAozYe dy FEE 2aY 4 g+ =4o] Putname] 4|
7hAl AAME wE sheEl b FASE Aolale T4 ¥ Tyl 9¢ AzRch Putn-
ameo| A7lehe Yoz 5 sbx) A wuhe Baol s A 45 xel Hde) BA =
A4 ehE Ao, T2 A2 oAbl a4 FAloll SAL M)A Heu), o)
of #¥ TAL o] Fo] UHE doldch tiek o] Foll4 ohE 4 Putname| 7|4
) 2ol Ao ok =ely gy e fel), vojx) s ofa] uch €44 o % Y}
+ Hukg A8 8 w5,

ofAjete® g b, T2 AAlEe] AR ¢ AL o & 5
Aol Hefo A (Weak Realism)o| gleiwd, 242 wfage —:—3151 AL g1 =
d T2 545 XA G AlAl, debxbd el Al 249 AA* (the world
as undifferentiated whole) 7} Al o2 Zafglcli gj&o] & Aojr) o8 AL
ok Ade W A9 FA 2L AR " (a noumenal ground behind the dualities
of experience) *l) 24 At4gg Zo|w Putname| gHAMZ|HE ole] Al ZaA|E
Ao Y 7 vl 294 7 ofF avv Putname] of&e]l “AAEQIsL? o}
U abd Ealz? T sk oEE AlVlsta 4 3 vl A w Qe )

28w o &l AlAle] walH e 23] ok FAST A BT T whAlel, 284
Putnam-& 27d] "olgt s eld Adhe salbe]r] Mrpe oinkx Fael g4k
R * 43 olem webwA, old MAlE AWHE 2k sHAISF P+ A (a world not
worth fighting for ; Goodman)4) = “glojx %& 7 * 4%) (The world well lost;
R.Rorty)zlzm ®5= N, Goodman @] ¢j 4] «ct =z} =gk o] 8l 7}3F 4£xql sefo] 4
H AAEold Al +2 ’%Z 9 ARlell sl g uix)x] P #§ Foug AHolzlm
¥ GAoln, 454 AMET EAYo v T2 MBS SHeE Axol A RS
ol 4 k23] 4 up g} 46

41) Putnam, “Why there is not a ready-made world,” Syntkese 52(1982) p.163.
42) 3 o, “areish AAME) A¥AT A 184 (1983) £.133,

43 ) Putnam, op.cit , p.163,

44) N.Goodman, Ways of Worldmaking (Hackett Publishing Company  1978)  ».20,
45) R.Rorty, “The world well lost,” Journal of Philosophy 69(1972).

46 ) #HB§. op. cit, p.196f,
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2 A, “H#Ro} SE BB @&, J oAF et al F(IFuUE FANT, 1982),
, “Aeef AAME” AT o7 M 187 (1983),
o] W& “WEHI EEHS : Putnamz}l Dummett ” A-gdidtam 44t =7, A
T 124 (1984),
Devitt ,M_, “Realism and the renegade Putnam:A critical study of Meaning
and the Moral Sciences) Novs 17(1983),

Dummett M A, ,E., “The social character of meaning,” rp. in Truth and Other
' Enigmas, by M,A_ E. Dummett(Harvard U P,, 1978),
, “The significance of Quine’s indeterminacy thesis, ” rp.in Truts
and Other Enigmas by M. A E, Dummett (Harvard U P, 1978),
Field, H, , “Tarski’s theory of truth,” rp, in Reference Truth and Reality,
ed, by M Platts( RKP, 1980).
, “Theory change and indeterminacy of reference, ” Journal of Philo -
sophy 70 (1973),
, “Quine and the correspondence theory, ” P/u’losophz’ca) Review 83
(1974),
Friedman,M_ , “Physicalism and indeterminacy of reference, ” Novs 9(1975),
, “Truth and confirmation, ” Journal of Philosophy 76 (1979),
Goodman,N |, Fact, Fiction and Forecast (Bobbs -Merrill, 1955},
Ways of Worldmaking ( Hackett Publishing Company,1978),

1

Pearce,D, and V, Rantala, “Realism and formal semantics, ” Synthese 52

(1982).
, “Realism and reference :Some comments on Putnam, ” Synthese 52
(1982).

Putnam, H,, “Reference and understanding, ” in Meaning and the Moral Sciences,
by H, Putnam(RKP, 1978).

“Reflections on Goodman’s Ways of Woridmaking,” Journal of Ph-
flosophy 76 (1979),

Reason Truth and History (Cambridge U P, 1981),

“Why there isnot a ready-made world, ” Syntnese 52 (1982)
Quine ,W V. O, Word and Object (MIT Press, 1960),

“Ontological relativity,” in Ontological Relativity and Other
Essays ,by W,V 0. Quine ( Cambridge U.P.,1969),

’
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, “Reply to Chomsky,” in Words and Objections, ed, by D_ David-
son and J. Hintikka(D, Reidel, 1969).

, “On the reasons for indeterminacy of translation, ” Journal of Philo-
sophy 67 (1970).

, “Five milestones of empiricism,” rp, in Theories and Trings,by
W.V. 0, Quine(Belknap Press, 1981).

“Facts of the matter, ” rp, in Essays on the Prilosophy of WV,

Quine, ed, by R W._Shahan and C, Swayer (University of Oklahoma
Press, 1979).

, “What price bivalence, ™ Journa! of Philosophy 78 (1981).

, “Things and their place in theories, " in Theories and Things, by

W.V .0, Quine (Belknap Press, 1981).

Rorty , R ., “The world well lost,” Journal of Philosophy 69(1972),
Winnie, J O, , “The implicit definition of theoretical terms, ” British Journal
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