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Quine®] HHERAA =4

el & g°

I

o™ Qo] L& oln] ¢iA Ut dol M2z HHde WS €93 ATV E ME ¢
AE AFHES 2y E oo L& WE & Ao FEt M-EUEY gr|E d2 UL, L
~BEYEL M-EUSE NAESF U g L-RUEY duie o oA ‘oulE
) & @o] oJgA olHMHE Boll, MAHA WY E(theory of translation) UF 9 v
(theory of meaning)©lth, & & WHE0] 2L ole AlA WY qe] HE Ao,
) L9 olv] & ol =T BEIF V] AMAE Lol HgsE Ao M9 o7t AA = ofo}
g}, o] A HAEL AEA 9ujEo] HAe R )AL oA 2E £E U
227 ‘o) o A Tg o, AVNE TR A7) 2EREG. AA, “HEL H ARHe
E¥o] eoju|sitin Y Aol M A ofE do) A Y2 #2174 (meaningfulness) °] F-2] ]
BAANEY § A o] Agol oue] FAE old EHo] FouPrtE ZteFE Vg B¢
2H o] A, feu§ BHol foAmA e A 2 BY ojd £4 WEAVIE B &
ou) 4’ o] ojuje] EA7L € Aolth, & o] F7HA EAE A2 YA #EHA Aot AAe
BAE Ron)g B AL Bx Jud ¥ ¥ EAe 2 HEE 23 Ut Aol
ZEY0E F B #do] oW HF AR &Fo] =g Aolvh. EAZ, ‘IR L
AE 3 GAE 9B TY A9 ofule 2AE F EY 2l 54 (synonymy) EA 2
Az, $Pde ‘32 9 FE LR ERE FYoiHI $& F UK ‘34" H “bachelor’ =
Folojztxn 2 4 surh. $94 FAE ¥ Aol el A (intraliguistically) 8} PR 2 5 o]
A}o) o)l A (interlinguistically) = #71€ 4 ich. 2FchE HAEL dojA A FAYE &
Ade uigolgda T £ ok wetM WY Eo] A&A ujEe] € F Yo B F
£Y e 394 BAE T fouj o] dF 23] g AANL A& FAT BEH=
A dgE 5 lohe 23 2ok 288 A9l g dge] 240 f n@o] frjdnty
2Ao] dfH Le dA4Z £5 Uk $27t Quined| FFE 4B Ui PolsATkA 29
HYBGAA =A7F viE 29§ Z$du, 2o B2W LE M2 PopEithd 19 WY
B8N =47 vt 28 A9, Tol ©2E L MO2 HAY do) YAse WgE
AN L T dojrt YR 2ehA A7lE W) olgigolu BrbeAdE T3 e Rl of
Ut} old ojalge 8] ¢l Aot Wi BeRde LA AH S402M AHdY
Mo EARE F@F Holth? EE Quined] HARHAFY w=A7t 19 YHF o Adoj@oR
RE $352 JAoke FL 0|89 A} ek, a2y 7k Wgolge A, AAE YxH

« gdustn Feta

1) Dummett, M., “What Is a Theory of Meaning ? " in Guttenplan[ 1981], p. 98f.

2) Dummett, M., “The Significance of Quine’s Indeterminacy Thesis” in Dummett[1978], p. 389. ©] A&
e Dummetts] A ML A RHAE Quine A E=FANAM £33 =8 ok, A2 Quine
[1960]. p. 27.
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Heolzte 4gE 3l oue Bao Yaale v} (2w FRAME $27) He 2=
A A 71F0] Aol YEa} 11 JPAERo)ge A UL Eysxoa) e 32| o]
#E Z537] HY ¥ we] B AolQi=AE BRA gt AdolH HejFolE Wi
A Rr=A] WA E & Fato] ouEofl ol s AL ojUT), E RE WA Eo] PeF o) &
AAGAG AFZ 2 A% ohrh, 29 2AHE Adojol tate ep=o)e WolEd H o]
MEA AQESF Yol oA eV} s ol Tk e oo A B8Pl oz
Quined| =3 vt2 YehFo 4 Adojwo] EXE HE RAZE AR =Zolgn F3s71%
¥k E o]BA[74]e MBS Yolahs Quined] ARl AN BBYA o] 5= Ae el
TAE X713 HHHQ 9n]9] 2folg WolSY o Wo|B 2 Quined) =X o Atol ] =30l
i AT Ak Quined Aalo] B 3o AARE 7A P59 QJ4g 4
o] A3HA MR £t i Aol v

A F S 2F Quine[1960]9] HE “gavag” S BM¥ozm A 2L Ha
ATk, 2eu of71M £E3) A3 dojrtol @ RE ‘gavagai’ @ WHo] BHAH] e AL
o] Lol 3ol ohyzt dof A EFolste] T2 2L ALk Holth. EFo] ofd wo
2N ‘gavagai’ 7t ‘B7'2 HAE £ 5 T 'E7 Y (rabbithood)’ £.2 MAY 4% 91 ‘E
712 Al (rabbit stage)' 2 AN E £ 5 A0 F5olghes A P83 dabad Gole) AAAE AR Y
T ot A, F AL A (inscrutability of terms)S] =Z0]x] B G0 =22 o}
Yot “Gavagai”7} - Gol-BAo 2 2L AL BUPNE HY3A = Aol oA
BEERC|D BFEF AL P 7| Fol M BHEY 5 glon, 93] o]d BHE
T WAL AR AF 7} she ol uE HAUT sht2 BY 4 Qe WezEAo] §7)
A Zoltt. Word and Object ol X A A 27142 A28 A Aol =42 A9 Quinee ol “On
the Reasons for Indeterminacy of Tanslation” o A $19} 22 z}o]& B3 A Haln Yu}.» L&
YA ujo A B dojo) MAx Mdo)7lsh, 22iu} Quined] YojolE2] B oloA] &
o XA ETbs o] Evte MBI s Aol HAE Gethe Ho| Wale] Azbo|tt, 2a)s} o
vle} Ao Qoj B39 S48 wol s & Exo] 213 o)y} 1 B AUA &9
e, guke Wgel sl 2AFeu)e] B2 Az HE o9 O o] AL g
78 5 AWM=

aYez A9 Brlsigo2RE HAESAANCE 7} Quined =52 4 F3A £n
Atk EE Quined MR FH Aol ¥ O 2AE 7R Uh. 2= AABYHYRYA Y 2
AZA ol &9 v 244 (underdetermination)®&, & 19} 7] AE2Z 9] AolBS =1 ¢oh.?
et A EGYAY =AY FLAEL =3 dsME BOA m AP =AY AYH Qo
A7 A9BSR E B3NS AHBolol ot o]2uAYA wAE ANE =49
FA7Ved =Ae AZZ ANEDY AFY BAE =AY vEAY =Nz RE HARY

3) Searle, J., “Indeterminacy, Empiricism, and the First Person”

4) °lFY. “Quined] HEH VYo BYAANE 2 wBH HE", A, 1974

5) Quine, “On the Reasons for Indeterminacy of translation” in Journal of Philsophy, vol. 67, 1970, pp. 181~
182

6) Quine, “On the Reasons for the Indeterminacy of Translation™

7) Quine, “Epistemology Naturalized” in Quoine[1969], pp. 80~81.

8) Quine, “On Empirically Equivalent Systems of the World” in Evkentnis 9 1975, p. 313
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e 22HA Fett, $E7t A5TYE YoM HYH FAY 27 viE AYA 9
g FAlgs AE AT Ax o|Eu A ANE HAEHPAHL P87 g=o,
Quine[1960]2 Y B8P =AE F 712 el 2 BH T Qed” 2 shvke Lo Mo 2
o glojA BHPAE Tl )z, d& e ¢ dof oM NPy &8 Btz gl
Hallo Wb FAE X @=A (permutation thesis)2t F27|2 812}, Quine® ¥ %3] o] 5
72 F4E F5H Aoz 9l o 28y 42EA Zald P=AE § o] el
AN £ )7t $FHo)2] grie Aoln, Hed o]2{% 2nje) B P o] MY BEUPAHE
wuf dte e HEE mxidolel & Aotk Ut AP=AE o) vAYHY FEH
Ao 2 HF3te DummettS] A 2H0¢) Foj i), o|En) AP AL § o]&8 FASI v BAE
FolA o] ZREL MERCE AU ZAE 7IXA o wata 1 ojuld glojA] B
AHolgte FFLZA o] FF 9 njg BHFAH LS B3 e Aoz B £ Ut Y
jule] 28 Y WA ol29) v FAPHL Quined] E4/FHo] B Ho)B+ “Two Dogmas”
ol#) 2] Quined] FA3 g neld wogt HABGAHAS F2Pdn B}, Sl WA B
A/ Fdol BrHolgte £3E 2ejdA MY o AYH FAHERE Y o8 W
Ao| oA BHHoZ HYE 4 Y78 BolE Dummett] =58 4B B4 /F§e
Bl Aol o]gA HABSHA L =F3e o MY Heg d3nriz fiv,

II.

Quine(1960]& ¥ x3 WA 9 F&ollA HA}7} A4 o] Wgo] 22 2EA HAE + UE
Z1Ee A 7| $9S ¥, 222 2v 2 YA NFE FAME WIS AR}
A% G247} He Ao “F2l9) B (assent and dissent) 2] A A”E B3 ok, 953719 o
gFol FE EABL ofd #Fo] £US HAG=7) de AL HYgle BE9 AYAAL
T3t gobd = QU EE 399 A T4 dF Blxolc}, watA Quineol A s
U 424 WAl glojx WA e BAoloh 74 Quine2 3ol thg Fe)H ukg-2
Y F7HAZ 8332 e doloh, EF0 d o] £ gEE wl e 42 HY 2o A
AoiX A& A S w9 ofololAl AAXY EIHAF 247 4, “BX Fo/RUse
S B1"EE AU Y E BFEFES v 7|33 Ao E v $-7)o)), T WYL 379
e B3FfAn gioh.” F356 dig g FrAE §Ase Aol §2riste A4
el M= Word and Object) X BAE 4ol AURA @¢3ls o] ALE Quines YA Hol.
PN J|Foz A EFo g B2 DA HgArt 2L o HhEA ojd UEE E
ojgts Bgeld glon, Agrt 4FNe] gigg Foin sl 23] T} 82l F9f 3
Ud Al o o738 ZAE gle Hold. €39 Adlo] For Rx 37 ojgcin 4
ZHeta A& & A7) WEoidk. A £ v FYx 234 Fe FHHY HEE
hr] 12i3HH (Quinee ©]2-& abstentiono] 83 $-2 3 i) MYl YFH1e) dojoA
o] A=l HQl F&A Wgdte L& FopfA] FE £5 e Holth, 2Fgx e Fo
N3 Fojo}h Bl HAIE dohe Ho] <ol & w-Au v she o 1ol H4H nelr)

9) Quine, Word and Object, p. 27
100 Dummett, “The Significance of Quine’s Indeterminacy Thesis” in Dummett [1978]
11) Quine[1973], The Rools of Reference, pp. 45~49
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Hde Fe QAN deirirlz dia},

Quine[ 196012 < AtAE 9 ©@97t Eolabe A 2 3ol dig F71A] BEE 2ojH 3
HES VA3 AV ZRE Yopd F U oA A Z3le o]Eul Y2 X Wdo) ey A
Z18€ =& 232 (NEFEFS ¥Y" £ A R ErE Nd" £ U (3)
ASENY EZE(FH AFEEH EFE)E Yot £ dde A7A 7130 o714 Bdx
A4 o] bilingual?l %ol (1)2} ‘#FEA"2 A 7)E % (occasion sentense)’ &2 vl@c}? o
714 $-2l Quine°] AAISIL = el H 7|50 AYEIIE B 5 Atk YolA A A )
AP+ AQA Py 7| FoT AN HEE 5 Ae7) I BAE 213(2)9 HAFA
3 o) Folt}, X Quineo] L3t vl HE 9 AGAAd P AE X EAA Y 99 7FE
AAol s 2 AP AR 28y $2l7) 9 71Fe] AYA S EAMNA Y1 ol
UYL A 2 ¥te] o F, & el A 7)Fo] Hd 92H NG WAy}
o8 & A Y 7|E S A3 AT AeT) g o Fo] Herh Quineol B4
M 7jEo] AokA WMo JEe 6L Fitd & UL Holn BHYN Ze anz
o} B Holth, o] FA | #¥ ¥ Quined 2H419) B 2o] A3ty o7 A 2R & g,
Hintikkat= “language —game of searching and finding”©) ¥ 2] /%2l o]9lo)) C}2 &ef & 7)Fo]
€ 4 3den %A B3e B FH JFe oA AAPFR ol F=EH =TERE W
48 F AL BAF T Qed? olgl A Ho) g Quined &S Hintikka®) 7130 o)) A)
W33 g3h=gle YA %2 (substitutional quantification)ol 2 whabA el A oalo) of & =}
d¢] yr&o] Hintikkaol gt 23 o] €A2te Aot ¥ U o] oA F}i=za)9)
WA M3 g HY B =Ao usM AR AE FAG, FA) Quineol F UE
Aol YA 7|E 9] AP e o F& A 7Y 2271 AotER Uoke L AHGE=
Ax g aA7)2 &AL

o714 227} FE8 o ¥ HL Quineo] AAIE e A P H FHE &M 2
Ase R ul2 o] §HHO 2 o] R £ 9l Fioln] YO E o] FojR oyt 3=
HEolgle Hojut, o] UL UFAFA Edte HEL uE WYo] olUx wejy HPE
AL =dte d AdA i do] ol HAB A =4 A7} Yile vie ol §
ZPE DE2AFe AR, HgHFo] JF 7} UE F U T HFE Atolo| A o= Fo]
S UYL FErl e B2 UHE 5 vke Aojth, Ho4 Moo & 'Uol, ‘gavagai’
e BEE IS e ASUOE Lot 8t Mo 2ol A& Molgta 8z} LE

o2 MYdA Fe HYHY T 99 duy 2UEE BF BFAIe F HEE 44
S, S22 &AL o)W S, Sv Al7IEZolY e 5 W oM E Aol E HolR|
2RE Ao, S St AlolE BY F Uv FEE FF o9 dojot HAE A HHo
Boiel ALY ofH A& EAe] WMo glojAMd Aotk 7|4 SEle WIEHFPYeR
2871 2ol 717 28 B 4 vk 2 A Z-2 Quine®] Word and Objectol 4] 931
Qe A2A B o)3le] RHE oA %A A HYE T o] AH3eAE BAFE
ZYd oA ulE YA BIIAAAE =53l 23] 2 NI BEEFYY S RoFE Hon}, 1
s 22 A48 (stimulatory circumstannces)ol 93t 1 &jw|7} Zuig AFHA @e

12) Quine[1960], Word and Object, p. 68. ~12] il Putnam. H., “The Refutation of Conventionalism” in his
(1982]¢} W], ‘

13) Hintikka, J., “Behavioral Criteria of Radical Translation” in Davidson and Hintikka [1960] pp. 70~77

14) Quine, “Replies” in Davidson and Hintikka, sbid. pp. 312~315



Quined] HAE LAY =A 24
g, & AL EAE 33 oujE 71A F gidke A =53e 28AM, Ne RE
B FA dHME e F2 oo FAHA Yevhe A RAFT HYH FA
FAle 2 284 9guj9] 2A 9 APt AE =FUO2H JEEFE0] YujEHog ¥
Y Mol AL BAFE Yo},

AN 27184 9] =52 Quineo) Y BHPY L 4317 A8t AAsle =F & 7Hed MR
7t Al HQl thBolt}, L—¥0] ‘gavagai’ 8 Si2 ‘rabbit’ 2 M3} i S ‘rabbithood’ 21t
HAHE o, A3 LM E ol Hdo] g7 7talg 4 gld. 53] £22 7}g
71 A (ostension) 2+ A2 ¥ A 4 Q). Ostension® F4 3¢l ¥ ojg} FAFHQY Yukon
FEYFA 2P0 S0 §2A4 S7 §2A vhelEiE Lol 783} =7 E(individuative
apparatus) ol B4 8o sl 1 NEE =vee Aol HIAEHAHAHS Y + vk oA
S0 ol L-EAE “o] E7le St} n WD of Mo Ltate] BE Aol i} Sof
et S 2 AL ‘9] E799 3 ol3le ¥ (whiteness) 2 ¥ ol Slojt} b MY
Aol o) WY JA] L-3}zle] RE AolF FPAT EolLg Aeolth, o]Flo] ulZ A&7}
#Agoltt, #F EAS(E A9 getMe A7IEZE)L BHHG ; 2 Do}t A%
A AA AN FriHolct, dojeke i A7 B HL Aot fo] F UHE
Ao £ge A2u g e}, F EALS ASFol. 2y F AFEZY AFFALE
‘gavagai’ 9} ‘rabbit’, = ‘gavagai’ 9 ‘rabbithood” 7Hel F o)A Y F ©ol7t T A A (coexte-
nsive)o]2te AT BAHFA] Z§c}, "

gy o] =2 AUz NESAAL HoF D Jut? of wFe] AANENNYE 4T
Hog BoZn gt Xz} 2 IR0 T AAEHYA e AFAHL =FA? )
Fregeol whehA ©rojo] i@ 49 ou &3 +98 g ek, 223 Quineol 31 Ae
AXNY dolol ojujo] B3t oA AA Ue FLT A WA 7Tl Aot O
A Roleld Bgo 22U E BASE WY 87 Mo digtq] 878 F JE BE
ZAL 221 e Ao] oldrt? ujel BAlo) 1A £33 $HE AFFTE AL dole
oule 1Ae] B39 on & AAste ul oA doist st Yl o HA ol HE A
Aol ® tholo] FoAL ER9 FolAd FAMAT Y & UL A GoHA
22 £98 e Ae TG Fi AYA geth o9 do] Wit e Bl vt F
oojete AL WE XTI gle £l wlald VE Yo E dAU 5 A &30l Yt
Ag oug,® 280 oA g8 & F HYEAoA ‘rabbit’ & ‘rabbithood’ & 23 %
sjolz}t ofch, S8 N EFol ‘rabbit’ th4lo] ‘rabbithood’ & HYEF ool FHA ol
dolx)A] 7] WEolt}, o] L ST S/t ThE Tl & AR A 2 AT v & 7Y EFES

%
R

15) Quine [1960], Word and Object, p. 52.

16) Quine [1960], p. 53

17) Quine [1960], p. 54

18) Dummett. “The Significance of Quine’s Indeterminacy Thesis” in Dummett[1978], p. 382. % Davidson,
“Reality without Reference”, “The Inscrutability of Reference” in Davison [1984], pp. 220~222, pp. 228f.

19) o] Aej7}t gole] Eeoj el th YUY BSAL AF AL Hojetn A Gk AHd B
o) ol TuiA 29127t she R TEAH 2 of7)7l Eoh. At AF $e7 3 e el
HlZo} B7}A¢ A7)% olcrh Quine, “Use and Its Place in Meaning” in Quine[1981], p. 513 ¥|

o,



A9 3 %

7t ke Aol F2l3d Fol ¥k S,EF ‘rabbit’ S ‘rabbithood’ £ HFEIE o
BAERE AT v E BE}E WIS VEY] H8ME, $9 FFo] e FKo] £ rjg
F2E “LEIA 2N EA B HYE B e Holth Dol AANEL EZAR
EA0l 2 mehA Quine©] BHE o] A BN S EAEH Juldo R ¥n 2 4 glex maY,
2y BRE A gole AAt grssina N 1AL EHEE 2ASe) wigo) B8
BHY g8 € gde Hojuh

Davidson©] 2| %3t 1 g Ko|® B&PHolghe & el 7hx|o A 220}, HA, F3
AYA7 B&PHY 4 Ach. Quineol BHAH =AE $alo walzin A AL vz oA
22X, old BFEL $A WEANE /HAA BPoe HolAch. T3 oA B4,
e A Ao gejX e BHYolobe 2 13lo] Aolatd AP Puket Holgn ¥ 4 Q)
o By o] 28340 Quined] FRHZ MR £40] ofg} loje) B A Sl Aol
g, 2Rl A 92 WA Yol N AZE P B Y o) L EE EFEe
Mool et o] EAE AolE B AL E o]l s lthe $2lo) Aol g Azte ¥
T A7l HEolh? 2AR, F U RE BAZFAYG FYEHUME, Z BEHQ
L-2739 Ao dsjre 22 4gS FAY 2 4L A2 W AojA MojE B Y
TUE BFEUE F Ak FSFH Sy oW L-FHE SYolz My ojd L-FHE
FPALE & A7}, EE LD FBETE oJH3le] L-ole) FHo] HE =go) AL
Azl disfx AHE 22l ¥ 5 AUk Quined o]H FEE TFUF9 WA dojAy
T o R WolN BHPL® AAZ, =2 Yoy EFE9 FX7} gAYz
A= 2 olste] L-FHE] A S& S,71 27 OE AAANE & 4 Yok 28 o] Ro
w2 A B2 Holth Quined o3 B 1A A Eo] B WARRF A slPETin
AHo2M ANEZIHAEE =3 Fie 230 vlg AR SPY ] 2ol AHY A
olth. $2t AN Quine A Aojolge & WA Aol WARRHNE §
Z5tA) deve e Bolg sk F, A9 BE¥ggo] £ axe) BHPYL
A gerh

NE7AAY =2 doje] A Bt 2AE EHaE BH WgEgPHoE AR
HA guve ol E¥szoz Bed. 2y ojRes AAEIHES B HARY
A9 Fol #8 FUAA & A 2ok AN} Brrsste o] woje] W] B
#PHolzte 22x o) d & e Rolghd o] A A4 YF o) WA B &P A o] o1 Fejol
FAHT AL Aol N BeFui2 A A9} wdo] #g o] ojghe Abdlo] B39 Ag] o)
AP S $5AE gentn A AANBAY FFHoz WY F Avhe AU}
Zo A EHPAY LS T3t e A ohdrh? B8 o]RA B 5 UE Ho] YU 9. w@oe)
M= W dFolate HolA old 4242 &b 22} o|& HZHe 2jujo] EAo)] QoA
@ololl iy B9 +97t £ite vE AASA BolFolA] ¥ wolut §T}, ol

971 AN M2 el 39 TE 22N “B4HA ZH(compensating adjustment)”® &

20) Quine, “Ontological Relativity” in Quin[1969], p. 29, pp33~34, p. 517 .
21) Quine, ibid., p. 47

22) Davidson, “The Inscrutability of Reference” in Davidson[1984], p. 228

23) Quine, “Ontological Relativity” in Quine[1969]. p. 46

24) o9 ¥, op. dt.

25) ¢to] F [16] &=,
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239 o8 d $98 YAVTHE AL BolF TR0 BANA = AU g WE o}F J)5E
gohe 22 AFHE Rojth, Wolo YrlEA SHoF £ dujgy SYgavy 2y
A4 Aol ATk ® Quineo) Word and Objecto| A =18 AANY o) B3l Juj2x $9§ 3
A0 YAthe Ae FPTh? 2 olfo) Qune® EF AgH 917} Aojolg,
Aol A Mol ofw o] & 7HHLEAN hEA AZstA LA L& A
A7) ‘olmel’ B B A& Fol Quine[19701 olFA w1 7] WRolch,

gavagai dl© 7148oF dole] BrlsA Y oo st £ HGBFAHA o=
ofUtt, EZLZAME “Gavagai'v AT FYAolele HFE UoX FYF HY L A
t}. ‘Rabbit’, ‘Rabbit—stage’, ‘Undetached rabbit part’' & A3 5o Holn AAE 3 —
doj-EFo2 HIFMA M2 HAE § A, gavagai o= FA) AQEBH XY o
A @A -3 o] BHFo AT BAE ot} ! gavagaitte Y E BT Ut ojd
21 v FEERo] dolA 23 e] ‘rabbit’, ‘rabbit—stage’ T oA oJ® Aoz WMAE
ol kA AdAZ & EFo2 HAE 5 o ggle Aol 3 2Pt FellA
o] de WY EEPAY By} ®

e ANEZIAEY 5ol MGG A FEY FHolehs Word and Objectol X 9|
AZhe 71313 e Aot Aol ould] B¢ RE FAE £F¢) B8 FA. St
1O EE SAE REMAM Le M2 HYske HEE FoA o= Fo] WolEY T AUA
238 7 01 dE 2w FAES AA WA EAEY A= FES Rolth. A B
Zhede] A ERPAHE F= AL A9 A& EAA D3I K] Tolg Xgo] GE HNARS
B ZF Rold. I FelM E uts} Zo] FAEFY A9l 2 Bl THE ol
APL (1) T OGE FE HHE 2PFo 2N oo AP, F AN (@2 BAPo2H
AFEAHA EFE A, (2 28 23] B7bs A & 1S I o 4 .
(28] 5= AP “o] E7le A e L-ERA gavagaid ‘tiger’ 2 WA H 4ol HF
&), olfol o] L-FFY “ol~& " FEE olFe AN FA &3 AFF
AHA M—EZE dold + T ol BES A9 P H =4-g PEAIA e
Mol ety Y Hgolt. dojgl AL st AL BoE & e e (DY
5 oluo EAel MY GAHF o}, Eae] o] FPHelgdA ¢ o) FAL HAY
AJert? L-FRE] HYe] §2A 1A E ALY £ A AFE Y FAS|@F 2T

26) 4] F [18] #=.

27) °| ML Quined & o= EolME B 4 lth. 53] “Five Milestones of Empiricism™ 4 1€ &34
298 Age Ho| 24 o APEL HAA A JH Fad AV §5F9 svdda A
A A (Quine[1981], pp. 68~70) 2 FEE J. BenthamolA &1 Ut E& Dummett(op. cit.,
p. 382)0u}t FAF(“F 9 EAT)7} A8 Fo] QuineB e 71N §EE o ol B P
olg2) ouEd 998 7431 7% k. E Quine AT 22 9] AME =AE 2] tA7HA
W E shz ¥ Aok Ude vl glojA E3e $-9i9) o]89 $971 ¥8E # e AYA
EE 230 FPY & ATHA 2T 2871 o FA o] F01 R & A Al disfA o} 7 2% /T
aev e $29 = o] ZA9 FHIA AAE + Ao

28) Quine. “On the Reasons for Indeterminacy of Translation” in fournal of Philosphy [1970] vol. 67, p. 182.
% Quine “Indeterminacy of Translation Again™ in Jowrnal of Philosophy 119871 vol. 84, pp. 8~ 3=
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ol g FAS It 1 FAHEL ol XA W] L-Adojrt AASL YE EAEYE
Fa3 AEoldt, ©ekA Word and Objectdl X Quine®l Lol &ThH 19] =Fo] HAZE HE
e 4ol I F36 Solde ©olE A= F@sige Ho|t),

AE7A A= N Word and Object) Y Quined BAV P4 S HJFHo2 295l £
Ao HE Belaln e olzlo] §ubd fae HE AS dishe Aol Lo s 2
L—F359 A59v & B&&e 19 g & F ke oi7loln B AER 249 857
Woll M= L-3AE3 48 Moz oitr%s € + Jduke To] "o}, o] HE A &HA
Quine®} AAE7IAH 2149 ¢ AZ2 AAHD Qe 2AHEH RS wolEegH &
e g A =28tA "ok F 32 119 AT HA AL Fo] F AMG 7He] EAE 9]
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33) Dummett, sbid. p. 390

34) Dummett, ibid. pp- 390—~391
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36) Dummett, op. cit., pp. 395~400
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