A4 &9 A4

I.

AYEL AARATIAE RE, $elzt Aol il nFY o, AAFYH =g A
e A dojank 3¢l (Quine)ol 3o} AAFH BEE Fol(Dewey) 2RE &
e oA, AAEE AN S5 YUt BoAYIE FHoz EET
&, AaFo) (Naturalism) & D selel glol Al 18 o)d37& Esshe Zoldh:
A, AN, gole 2REe] BALL b FUH AAY Frols, Adzee 2%
S A% BUS AYH BN AT olop Btk (AaAmetel) deste e o]
£ g

AYES A TIAE HA ARIF, Adstel a4, A FA et e
gue g8, 1 sl gl 2, RAH ¥Iol ¥ st YEHo Yoh wet
A tedlXE, Fedel d4EY A AAHFE £Fl ofE AWE Hele @
g, AZe A% FUE 23 ANER Aol o $3H HPS su4 ¥
.

ses Aty AAE, & By FgTe Avrozd FUse A EAe o
# 29 Aze A% HFE A A A P4 F8 =AGolh HAe A4
g2 AABAPo A A LgE AEA uEQEH, 208 Yo A sl of
2 stelel AsE Yohiel glol WAHQ e, vz AYes Svol ug 2o HB
3 “HAEY AR ol Aoltk AL ThelM s udY =H4F
zolAse #9 Z2aY, & LE Hote] ¥AE 1 ¥R 2 sdsAE AYe

$3¢ a4 2sns,

xo] 2o 10869 4% A4S By 503 il vhedelM A wh vk G4l M@ &
g9 oA#7lx =¥l A=A
21) A8 setel] tah WetH melol 2lofx|, “xpAFeimi: Apglastel I el LA 8l
AA Bty PEs S Ads Y S, HHEN AeE IR @ add 4
AedEo i Tl iol iRs s golm, galol Aol oltel itk 4L AAET

2) W.V.0. Quine, “Ontological Relativity ” p.26. 1968.

- 37 -



g8

1. =843FAREY AHEH AL MA dF AQA 49 ZFYH =EdE &
AgA Bz Aoy 2EA U] 2 AYPL ‘e =2 (logic of science)’
£ 93] s Yotk sotel dojd dig =2y B T #HoA side AAA
9] #2]A AT (rational reconstruction) & 337 A AYolAdck HEPl A
Fojz Ao gRe Ao AAE PAsNNAE 259 APe ‘=Eld AFAHFY(Logi-
cal Reconstructionism)’'e}l Btk I¢d ZE A9 EUE olF+= Aoz ALY
W 71 %A (Protokollsitze) o) £ S &M o|Zo] HlAYsd YHoA =3 Hol
mal F3 P8 £ #AL uwA g #99 AY ke XA =5y ATA
AgL o9 F Az vd F Uk

i) 23 A7 Edio Hojy 44 digh a7
i) &44¢ 27, § duldez JHAE @oy MY AHH EdE AL
T e FBAHY 7 SHAY Y

)% i) §9&8Y F ¥y &, 4D T dFeld, i) )2y o]
3 &, xo|2}E (Neurath) o ¥%-& we 7}2% (Carnap)e] #JES ¥W3lE 53 an
Hog z9g F Atk FtEde] 27 BEY AHY 7 zxE AIAED(Sense-da-
tum language )& WY ZH, #eo 1§ 72E AFdele YddEolUd AYE
AME 7ASFAZ o] B BAZ GAXNDZ, 2 A EFAE YxHold F, AY
o 2H FojN A& Jwdtne P} 2y YastA god,ohE FAES A Y
A"A e 729 98 g 2y B4 dHo) tE A Y  wojztEg
oo g2 Flage, Yx2H 7 E94 (primitive protocol sentences )e] ZAEH Ao of
# JlUE W, BeFdg Ay FFolF (observation terms ) E2 o]Fojzl #
FHAFo] EFoate] 7| EFA VT ol g} folee EAe Y 7 Jov, I
dAie =gdos APAely, ZYgHo 2 AYrtEIIRE dxy JSHAN Fele
Wy 448 Het kEolEx &5% 71§34 (pure protocol sentences) 8] 7Hs A
£ Bzt “dYHoz #YPE 7S FAE Ay 22FoE Y = Utk
tabula rasat EA8A] vl e vk B vl oA wlE Xopgt da, A
& B5ojA By 4 9lon, = JMY L& ARE TE FE e FEYE 2y
a¥d o] vl EaFgAe JEFAe, AA7E Y B@HEYE #Ae EIH
#ete] A@A Edz LA, ZE TEA gale o JFEFA o FFhssidn

#3) R. Carnap, “ Logical Foundations of the Unity of Science” 1938. pp.42-43.
4) ANEH BPEdME Lol o]B8E RYTE Aoz fEe] 9l¥ £ Ude
A7 A
cf. Carnap, “ Testability and Meaning” (1936). “The Methodological Character of
Theoretical Concepts ” (1956)
E, dAEF Qdola HEEE #BanDpe A1gL Ay Ao AuAg Azs g

Liasd
5) 0. Neurath. (1932), “Protocol Sentences” p.201,
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a2y, I $FEFo2HE o|&F 4o olZ= & (&, translational reduction )
= gusx] £Ee st2de, ol Loe EJEAE Fa HuE 4 Uohé) = HA§
SUES dilv= AT ol o] golE FE3E AN EEEE]D’], o 2fA
@t HA e g BH (VU] VUt VgL ¥rg £ wof = g
wolch

2. 3ol o, Uz 2ol Hafjol olfe HlZ, o] AP WAL uwA
o227t ozt AeHo sy W&ol ey, HAEo] BYEY ARE I3
e =AE olvth F, dihd AA)E) ojdol A& due stEde PR
F84 2838 =eus Aol BAE uet teto 2 Mo HAEL Ao 9 ofF
HfHoZ AAlg oy, E]“ ‘:°L(Duhem)«] atatA 2tgdo] shelel YL Rukdls
E Aok 2E F Uk olRE fde H4TY £ s AEH, S5 HAER HE
€ FHFoEH 29 EZYS 19%@ T ilq—l 24 4 AL ot 7 fFUEI} A
€9 e 923 2o FUEFS UHI Adyo Y AL AU HE 5
doltt gEFoate] gUrteAel et Bee MAFAN AP o AY- F2i1E
del 278 HEST: o]y Azto] thet BHG wrEo] HABolth w2 o] HMA 9
AXNEF Hoto AR A" w3sA Qo

JHER HAEL T4 9 - 7%= (Quine—Dehemian Thesis )2} 8 &alt} ojw =

AE, AgAs} ohd, olBolkt © & YolelzAY BA - YU Y4 159 3
Ag Zeche HAES wob 9 W, St @ oEAAe S¥e @ PAY AYA
IV E RS At WAEL B39 uAe) BE Yig oj24uHez BE

of Helzg, & A9 2= 9A4 $XH 75 (revisable) i} HAEL ol&nZ
4ol =A7 gl “o] HAE =4 (HolismThesis) ¥ 9] A A= 4] (Underdetermina -
tion Thesis ) & UFAAAUA TEFH ek wdigs Sato 2YUA $el7h Al
U §-2 o dig A FEF $£35 ke AHEA Adg 5+ dud, a9

F6) oj2 8ol E °{§} 48 # (C-rules )& Age HAolMTr 4, Hmg ofdfgont A

YAHY e B} chiite] A9 ol2foji, U AR ojmiido], 7 M o
o] 29} L}niz]i'%a FRERE =28 9 21{ AU o frejujsivia v Tl
Carnap. (1956), “The Methodological Character of Theoretical Concepts ” p.67.

7) Carnap A4 % o|v] Duhem 2} Quine o] da o o) lall:: & up vy,
cf. “Philosophy and Syntax " (1937) Part V. of The Logical Syntax of Languages

. by A. Smeaton, RKP, p.318.

8) AL Uy F-FEHE wiwch
“olm™ "'*ﬂ_‘i 7 FEEH HolHalE, fhgolur dui: da] ol @sl 4 @itk s iAo
et ele] WA phgaeiel AL WA o]y, dhube] widlilAln)l uivi st
“Quine , Two Dogmas of Empiricism” p.41, (1051)
i B e - T B S o I L B e B L S R R IRUNNE IO ) RENRR TR B SRR

14
[sX¥]
AA4rE 2A= o= Quine, “Epistemology Naturali=-d” p.%2. (1969)
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B olulx RE 75§ [HESE olEL FUsA AAdeH BFEIT Y Eelol&o
2E 15 [ giME AAHR] Fgvie AL, od § ol diMz aRH
AYHoz FFIY =2z N2 AFste, T g0y AN o3 =F FA}
g 4 gle 9g ggol&e] EAggE FHotd BAFAVL =eHoE BedHe 7
HAE EHste Fold o8& FEA wF - 3t o nAFAHEL W FH9
QA &Ee AAE 3§ 2ol A F, FU T At =HLFTFAAY A
g, 2 A¥A Azd g A3 A9 HZso|&A 712 E (Foundationalism)o]
g AYL BYo M A2E UHEE 248 B AE UEEH

Aol o3 BAL WA P oo F5E o8] EHITE WAFAHRE A9
Agsl Ao od oog ZEst? JxEo Uehle e ‘At HH Hd &
&) =23 WHAez xxede HF"Wold o FHge Z A dg A
g 72z A2RE olFouale Holal, AYl 28 o8& FTHAIEE HFoltk
a3 ZAs} ol& Atole] RETAE 7 2EAEY Azdze g #AsA R “of
W S3o] BF, =28, JFEY £oj2 BTG (couched) = Y& AHde], 2 EF
o] =8ty FAEo N BFEZoHEH FHE (proved)F USE YVISHA %e
th” 12) old AMAE, uAYAw=AC] s 93 THEEC F, AFEZS Aol 9
s 29sE tfy #Hel o880 &Ysnz, #FH A ol8d e FAFE F
glony, #F - AY s ol&o] FH - AZIAHAY, 1 ARYXI FEHAF F Wtk
oA ol2uAAAEL, AP ERE ol&d P FPHo g HEHE FNHA
A BT qusty, =2EoE AFse o84 s FUdH B W=RH
Z9€ # U7 dEelth

gel ztale nARAE 9ok 2L AL AeAE @y, dT #$LY /1A
o og, #AH AFAAE AAE YL UL Woirh ey I A mAFAYE
ol =9l vek vFo] Fu, sxEo] AYHo T =HEE HAFE Hojt o
A cxde) A APAYY ST BAHE Fose PP ¥ e 2y, @
Age F78 FUd. dFt2EA S FaXel i 27 (Cartesian quest for certainty )
£ 12 o|f7) AdET olgd AEA v|AAA T YA =& H(empirical slack ) o
2o, AA i A 4e x2le Fyoly P ATY F YU A=E Y
g, gay Qd4Ee] 448 4 ge Rogx A" F Ad 2y FAA Y3t
W, AgozNE Adel hE NAE AGste AL U/ EYEHE e FHA 9

29) Quine, “On Empirically Equivalent Systems of the World”, 1975.p.313.
Gochet (1982) , “Five Tenets of Quine”, the Monist. v.65
n.l. p.14 N A&
10) &3, “ol#e AN vFAA” (Hah=T Al3Y, 1985)0lA vlAAH & =4, =
Az o] A, =uel ZHsA ol dFexn Yo
11) Quine, “ Epistemology Naturalized” (1969), p.74,
12) Quine, =& p.74.
13) Quine, =& p.74.



A4ee Az

@ olgsl 222W, FTHE Hold BANE 4 golE, ANER ¥V ALY 4
AT “ANEL AZE Tus BaE Al W AgEg” 10

JA4ER el Ko UF A AWL 4FF Aol ol FAol T3
“o| 4ol 4AZ %A YoldE 7E LW 9 AHest? o deleke) AU
oW geEsb 7Y B en wEsn Mck 2oy HEH $E e AdEdse 94
Bol s 29 % ASA} A 209t SEE & 38 ol Ielme ol
N Adsie) Badel gg w3l 9N $8g molol Mk o FolME HA Al
$4R eAE0l A UNEE AZIE 19 Y¥e EAUT BUSAD 23 Ao
‘WAL W (holistic )" el FAL HAIF olol AaFAH Wae e D
E& ol

.

ANEY AVSE T FA84A gT9 Yatg FAATo2A, ANES Tt #4
olnj, “x}7}489d & (only science self-applied)” %) 0.2 mt= <9lojt} nir}g o
Az w) okolA] HE 4ol e 4T, A9} CE AESE ANERT AL
g g e RE AL HE @9 HAgtolEoltt F, AAEL Y HgYTY URE
o2A Fys e ZHolth

#219] AT (Naturalism Thesis ) &= oh& &4 ellA & vepdtt

“dete Bebe AY MY (apriori) wLol} Eois} ope}, Tetel Aoy,
zpetn} dee e uighol stk e gxle glon, AMAME( first philosophy) =

olc}” 17)

“oagAst g Q7o Bete] Y5 HetHoz PTate, AU A2l s empi-

rical psychologist ) 7} ¥olth .- o122 zl¢iajEte], 4ejgte] & Fozg I

o} 18}

olgA U7 FUHQ, A ANE F4ol s S FS 4 Av

A EolR =& 3},

L #dol o3k, Hgzx ANGAAE 22 FnMe Huat Ao 2EH g
FPeAY A2 4+ genz “sdt, 19 INEH @TE A AAERA, ¢
FoNgEl Al cfxi e wrE 1 o]& -1 Aldidl o]§# 4 U HAY A 2
22 Mdg £ ol A% HaatoAlE 2olAl RAN HIAA R ofH -4

[o

ol

gz oo

Ar

#14) Quine, $j=% p.82.
15) Quine, $j=§ p.75.
16) Quine, “Replies” , p.293. (1968)
17) Quine, “Natural Kinds ™ 1969. pp.126-127.
in Ontological Relativity and Other Essays Columbia U.P.
18) Quine, The Roots of Reference 1974, Upen Court Publishing Co. pp.2-3.
19) Quine, “ Posits and Reality ” p.254 (1960)
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& 2)¢] (Vantage point) 7} 91022, AskzielA Htolgde HgH @7 A7} Aok
“ople gytzES @2, AEEE FoE AU AdEe Af3, 2AA EE A%
A wylelz BE £ Y Aol o8 2 Ade, o ve AE A8 MRS v
g 2)
gy, zhete] Edje] B4 RE AAEAI Bhe AT FI] A, AFAAHA
geae) Fae sasd 9T, HEg Ag80Y I AAY 2AE A= ol of
d71? o)y, £@Aol o, ANEY Adstel g whate] s FHAL, AR ©ET
5| By nste] BAE olaAEA e AP tE FFol HA Redu /IS F
2wt BREYE 82 Adsy BRE Agel B9 sgan e At
B BAE olsisty] AsA vlz 1 Fete RE LR "‘—.%% ntEE He F
o qAgsel BAle Azt el 480 JESHnE, AES A= Htg A
wHoz oA FE goh?) He AYET He Al Hole gzmel A42
& A8QlE, 2R selo] ANBE T Ui HYe wy 3lr) Wl ‘oz
2E4e) o4 AASE BAo] okt Adol t selel WA Ade EAHY
NE 78 Selt %A felit 2ol ERAEAE BE + AR P
2 4%ech $T AuEAe o198 Zolg AaFed AstAE, 19 Fgol B
WolAel 289 Molmz mebael wyn AAES mEn 2@ A A A4ELS
v e 2D .
AAZA QAR BAE, AAe FFEs} ohve}, BAFAUE ZIAM %A
Sa7h MAol i@ oo EsesE AFsE 42, Ao R4 A% Wi
298 golshe ol Aetoles BaUS) BANG ol Fuo Ake YAEA
A 2 ( genetic approach) olth, &, “o{¥A ol&do/t & Mg Be Aot AT
o] metolZol UiE FAH L AEEI AHA o]EH °1°H £574-¢ Holo} 3t o]
S, BEH P 719 “BAVA" A2 FEAM Yolus] thEel
a8 o7]A o}4E ( language learning )7 Ao}& 9] v] ( linguistic meaning )oll o
& gele BEe JEHoz HEFoHo|np ) <Qzte] A PHEFE oFA AR
Z90) Quine, Word and Object, pp.24-25.
The MIT Press, 1960.
21) cf. Bej&xE H8tg vubsly] 98l ek AAsn Avhs, g2l M HgEx
#ste] A zele Quine o =9 (1975)
Quine, “The Nature of Natural Knowledge ", pp.67-68.
22) v-F, p.68.
23) Quine, $j+=%, pp.74-75.
24) & %%o](Behaviorism ) 3 AAFelel & Fwddl, thf FHEIA I YERUTL
“S gl ¥H o QRIS Y AgslelMel Ergle] =2y 99 FAAAMT, <lof
it #7338}, “Ontological Relativity” p.26.
ek ol i E Qlzke]l Mgl UiAlshe AL PolMA e, ovux, ojnfe] ot
FALE vl $e=d-, p.29.
. “E’l‘°l-°<l elojol W3 RE 7P FFAoR (BFH) HATAN qEHY”
“ Epistemology Naturalized” p.75.




A4 e At

o Egfert 3k ol&TAdY EAld gt 38 AlFsle Q4SAE, doiFSoiu
A) 232173 8 ( neurology of perception ) o} B #HL e MY £E3A € &,
AAl g el Teg AFIe dAAHY HTE Ao g MYse AL A
gojmg, o]E¢oly F5& €& QEH YTe s h

3. A QAES Ao T¥HE Ao HFda, Moty
she AAFzt ol oj28], AL ZHd g8 FFEHE Hol oy, FFFY
2 SA¢te AP ¥R Aoz FAHREG old HEoA AL “XEolBo A
9] AYPEL ¢33 Adsny, 23 F golnd Aotk ey} Frix TartE:
AYEL FAcIEo 2N E&EY” gy wyd Helth

2y ArA fele £, #Heleo] A& 4ede segle]l mAFoRH A
E &AAAA gtert st whad 5 gl &, #3208 £ AEgaks, d4E88 uE
i ndte] HE me, 223t dEHoz FoA HolR JMEA4 IAE YRR
3 ErEHY Algolgte o2& 4 F up L xAAFH AAExE ezt A
2 &zatrt gol wEdle Alge 2 B Zolt HEd(Putnam)e #Qlo] Hate gl
BES Y3 AXE E7)A ¥ IS AEEITn vpdEnk Ee] 43 dEF
28715459 Jidel AALGHE, 229 FA - AL Ged 24 - 2% o9y FA
o)A =bi wrES AA HE G FA Y E “A2EF AAT 9 (epistemological elimr
inationism) "} Fsic) HEdo 93, #351& H'8(the normative)E A A I &
d, o] #HAQ RY AAE YAH ALY Alzolt) & of2I|Md LAY AHPE #
A Fapo], EFA} Fae Aol Wk YA, L7t Yk v 1 2F5E 2
Altheh Faure] A7} ofygte Relth2o)

agAT #Q AL 128 gHL wolsolx] et ?) #u opz}, $EMe
FArte 233 HEHS gHiE s Utkn Aztdd

i) #e1e ol W FFFgar} opdch iy zpgtel Al diste e olF
A gt o “AAlG] g ele] AP i A ae Auf etk ey, 2RE
287t Y5se JEAAAM AAGG - 2o etz wzlo] vt EA Y&
o, dETAY dagre] Faol disl S2ldA Fusich wpste] UM me} FHEL
o Ax & wigsitt” B) F, ol HetHA LHe TH Qs A=Y, 2 7Y

o

W o

Z95) Quine, “On the very Idea of a Third Dogma " 1981. p.39. in Theories and Thin-

gs Harvard U. P 1981.

96) Putnam, “Why Reason Can’t be naturalized” pp.245-247. (1983)
cf . Putnam* Philosophers and Human Understanding ” p.200. (1981)
BExAdo] selHelrte] ofBg Axsh: e, HdEate) steiAdel ol ohf “gt
2ol o] Ae)itmol ),

27) Putnam(1983), $i=¥-, p.244.

28) Quine, “ Responding to M. J. Cresswell”p.181. (1%1)
rp. in Theories and Things Harvard U.P.1981.
ole} wadsl, “Epistemologh Naturalized” p.832] «}8l», gl4fvtel &y habalol o
g Aol FHEs) ¥ £ Uk
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AAE BerE GRS o) APE Yok Asjoltk oleY FHBE Fold olFsol
97 29 GAW, FolT Hele FPe Erlst ok}, el iE A2E olHE &
T8 S50

ii) Sle] AAStY AHEe BN AYAUte ¥ EHz PRUY, FEHALL
Goldman ) ol 31o1Al 79 (Campbell ) 2 Wo}#] (Piaget ) o Zei3 ti#ol “FYA, 7
£4 QAE"0Z RRECT o 2iA Aol s FUg dge Fe =AY o
A7) g Booel dad Adste T@ “TUH ANe dE 2@ THsA won
Zoe 98 $on 24909 ek, s FYsEel A (28 qdEe ¥
e BAE B Aoldt WA, ANEo] Aol ol vl UM S}
LA Z2He AY7e 438 43 & g H Y IPolE BTFST AEWY
Mge FadxA wodatn IR, duksd 2 dete gaAR W AL
FEsi A she, 7839 (Scientism) o g WHR wioizols] WFolch e, 3
Sa1e) B, WAl AGAA el eAs Yoy AdshE Adse)l AZsRel,

£ A (A 9%s AR e RS ohim ¥ solel we A map W)
cyow HEYE, 2 94 AdAA B 29 ‘ae BF' e J9BA FE WATY
Az olgA A% G A MY # (Boat ) Hekz vlASH By 3

o2 WE 5 Ue AWH?
V.

olAde I¢ MAAMe,  AMEE ofd QU4 BMHoo dt=rtE Wi, 1 U4
Eol Ui Q38 sy Hs FHAY AAFe YIS FAHALR HYn L)
23 sigok e gL J4EH AYE TR el ofum, e e
AEA AEslele Aotk A9 Adste AP fAY T4 oy, 238 §
23 ATA AYL H AFFoo EFozHE ANES TAEHE ¥ U@
oltt o] FAY AuH dHozx9 ‘B9 Aldo] FJoste W<&(Hanson) o,
2(Kuhn)9 YL “914 &7 3| T3 epistemological nihilism”3) 2 ujZdl= A
old mgoxjolct ®EAFEIN(Wittgenstein) X, Ayt A3 AL WA=
izt Bugk o2 BOE, ZE|(Rorty)xd 71289 Egdoz R AHsA U4
£3 H9 FAL MAIIE e FAHGUY ZEol viFE o, FHAY AT L3
2 248 Wotolt) (E&, A3/t Quine A9 @7 AME o Y& Ho|oh) 32)

#29) A. l. Goldman, “The Relation Between Epistemology and Psychology ” Synthese 64.
(1985)
30) Quine, Word & Object pp.275-276. 1960
31) Quine, “Epistemolgy Naturalized” pp.87-88.
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Aolch
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