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‘whgo] TP E FHAA HAA K], Hale d FHdA 94H
A2y 4948 JHHer AFH =58 }] UAE gt
thet, o] =R e RHEAE, £3] Simon Blackburn®d] R AEQ]
Quasi-realismo®] o} AL 4Hsd HAAE =F& AAMHA %
goke d, 2Ela &Y vgg ¥ olEre dHE Wy HAE
(the internalist moral realism)e] ZA}7F ®7)dl R7HR] 483 ¢
HEE 7Hde 3& oM HEHo=2Yrt 93 A9 7HsA
& AAE) Bz gt

Fir

11, A4 AAEHY 44

AAE =N AAEAEL HEEEY AdE ¥7] d9 o
43 Sy FEES AAEY AT A AHE F e
THEo| el gty FAFY $YEL 54 FHUANY &EF
g o] GFFHY gl ¥ of yHEF 1 AYES FolA
HY#A 7 En AEFT £ e AF &EF olgEll T
BEHOR BRIz 3}l fev &8y EAEC ois mHIE O
ElE §TAL Y3 AASAES Bevh 7 wef S A
A &3 AR 5YA, &4 FAE g &6t dgEo
glvtn wegd olgdt &ld dHES AT F AT o
gol ¥ FxE AL Yo ¥ gy AHe REE A
S, TR (27 €3 U ko)) 2 9o #e 3 AMlE A
g Ao, 2% A 1 PHE KEHLE vmrE Bye] 1
WANE FElFH R VA fET e A4A gogete Aol

THA 23] AAEARES UFE SEHA FEY wFde ZE
g AAEH AA)S(presumptions in favor of realism)o] Qow,
ow FAHFH, HAZEH OB =35 93 AEZFXR
e g (AAEo] Hold 919 Sy EC] HA MAEHER) &g
A AREE g SYAAES SRsted Y 92w 9%Y
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otz F%Th wetd 5L HAR =AM ojzd ZHo
e AR AEAA gled, J®0| (HEAEAE) HH%}
28 U2, dol8d FYUAFEH 2RES AN A=
443 o|2Hez FAHY] Jd¥TdE RS AT ks Ao
edelel T4, FBsHEsy Aday &EA9 A4 249
o] AAEAS] oJFA =49 AzdAM $98 Hate A
5o A&EANN & Baxit:

2 orr dr o

o 2 &

AA'AE [£4d0A4] 38, 28ANE 2HHA P ES
WS A2 289 43d e $Evt 2da By
ste vidiz EAE Aolge 4 —chATs $29 ZAHo| »
€ WA REI, $YE LEFTL HAFE, o]EHoE 7
e SAEC] AASH okt AEE & ' FHo| ke Ao
o &83 e 9 2R g Aoy A Fa
Aoz gAEs 2RH7 AfAE AL Ang FEo) 87
He Ro2 $olA A e gebd $e7t A4z a5 @
AHHoE P2 + U [sensitivedtdl HE] &3 A7)
7b Anke #30l Atke AHolth--- EY MAREL &F,
v &2 A 7hA e AYe 2gETH: pHE BEREE S99 vE
ETH; FEE oFolEY Ad g BA%E b $E H)
Hased X9 wRze FHEE EZIH(McNaughton,
Moral Vision, 40, 19).

£

. AN EAES] =FE : Mackie®t Harman

WANEAE] =R S B AL oleiF Fol
E St 2Es godse AL F 28 Usl g Ao (2
A7k wolol, Ad &40t Bed oPRE] BY BANERNE
g ohbaz, AdAeE AABd SAY guld BAREAES

I EAE UE 5 AE ASY PBE Fol: Uk 49 2L T
bgolth) 29 AAEH FAolek: ol W YAz T A
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N

Ho

B EZ BIE2E0] hed R 2ok ARE oW HAAE
A9 AR Hol2H FAHL Aoy ‘TAUE o]&F
o] slo} &84 HAoly 7t HAAE gAY A TETE
T A g oatd AAEHOR Holy d4H &Y
o a1 ARER ARES AAF wrEAEe s EY
shche Aotk 3 WA Aol wEw Brhx Fddelyd &
NdH FdHS 0111—102 AENEH 711‘4’—‘4 &9 £49 ¢
, B—]z;“ o\x}-oﬂ _,]-5],\:1:] Al ;Hix% x-];q]té
o g A A substantlal) 53 olAr8lA o] &
Aoy} MR o2 o] FEAE gethe A

>

ool
o 1o off mn © ofN m oft
Foap e lo

[*]
—

~
-/

fo 2 ©

HA R} A QARE dolwzxl oBREHEY Aldde F2
Moore®] Open Question =%°] HAAEZ o2 ZolRry. I =F
o] AAE ut ‘oulFde] 3t %45 Y (the synonymy criterion
of property identity)olghs =] &Jstd, &=l- 741_ 7}4 )
o7l ERz §YP45£4E o' AdH £A4AE
g 443 AAdde EAg Fedid) &3
oA ddh 2y A2 &23F ANE =FAAA
olg] oug Ed EAEH AEEZo] FHANE gEu’ AR
v:ﬂ—i‘—‘ o] a7t 89 494 fedele] FAse] AT 1 9

do] Zolgle AL John Mackiedl <& oz thi=ch A4 1
7b A F =Ee dFY AAE =89 AgdEeldth. Mackied]

tha
oy

1

L.

AR =5 B ot &9 &YH o|ALRFE =Flthe

argument from moral disagreements)eletil EE /iP_iE_,

Mackiedl 9Jstd ¥4 2" F gl Xo] Role £d7 &9

O|AEY EAE, $E3 FEEe] (AAFHoE HAEE A4 &
B

Hgel BE Aol ANE AAT + A

Mackie?] £% =%¢& 17} the argument from queernessgtil %
1) B8 2 olf= 39 Putnam
227t elmlake v BEA

o

3= 7HeAel Be HEAE

Sl ool ALY 4 U5ol, FolEEA
® 2A%0) BUW el £48 AT+

ARE
dopgcfd YFojrt

A
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EE Z0E A4E ST P9 (2L P57t A B
AZFEY =Folgtn £&AF Aot} Mackied ¢3hd gAH o
2 odiHe &FEH SA4ou /e diddel WAlstEME, 230
oA =ag 9 S PEFZL FAE PYsiHE F)E 2
dHez dod F Qe ABolofot du}: “AAH FLL AL
s ofu g Alge] ddSiME FFE Folt}h ol I AlY &L
EE AbEC] I [A#H FHolghe] E¥E &84 FHoldue

FEA AMHAMIE ollth 2B gE O 3], EHo Holge &
Ad& 2 el 7B 917] wjEo|tKto-be-pursuedness somehow
built into it)" (Mackie, Ethics, Inventing Right and Wrong,
). 23 MackieZt 270 o] 2dHQ 4024 ol
%“E’ﬂ 571525 8 (intrinsic/categorical prescriptivity)& 7} &
Aol Qg 4 gtk (ZEld &£49 EAle doligyoer
queerdtth) & & & 1] AR A= 3d, of
w3k &7 RAQlol: Hte FH(FVNE BAHLR o
HE tidle $4d0) $2l9 &ElEel Aol o3 &
S8 AAMAS UF(part of the fabric of the world)¥ + ¢l
2

—

Rolt}, o]3 AFZ Mackier A9 AL SejTrho
4 B3 #doz M 22XE AR cognitivism), T
FAE 89 $89 EE &YBIELS ARlojgte AYAE 7}
£ error theory 24 A A8t
o] F =FEL 1 o|F Ho| =9 Hoigtm IAe I &9
[s]

obx] WA g &gof ol R, FAE)
Me AAE FdAH F 74 °-‘£-l
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o] Apdo|t}, o] =FEL oW o]&9] Z’ﬁ"iﬂ g o & AdY
et g3 HrtEe HMAHdPo R =F(an argument to the
best explanation)0)i, o|&o]|A Fxzrle A= 1'—1 MdgEojol & d
oJEH & o]A F& Feojo Z3} o7t AR wAA et

3 AR, & BEH AAET7 FEEeelE &2 HEetadole
o] Aujol Futo g AAHY YR FAY, HAHAH R =35,
ofx wtFe| oA & Tyt G| AAAA A 71N e
A9} spoto] wj¢ FQ3H, T Foixl dloletel] s FHA of= o
Bo] FAdgAAE vt Ad ‘HAAF' Y 7|FAE go] &}
B2 oyl BHr|HohE 2dR] @the Aotk ot AAE S
B S B4 vFo] e AAFFEAA ST
B 53 vague) AAHESo] EAIAAY, o ZHATIEE Tl
commensurabled ¥|i7} E7}5ETHE Ao] wt=A] A A
£ FEsirle deves & AAPIR gz ($E7 U BX
o] ojW AAEAEL HAAsE 7HXESY S oMM 2ot 3
73] sy 43g F8sr|E g

Sugn A (57N QA BE=Fo dE
EF R 383 £ AANEY REo] 77T ’ﬁﬂﬂi 9]31
AR golEl Bl AL HHOZ o] =F HAQ AH-BA(F
N 2AF Awe EAE (Pl 23 do] Y YId
o] d¥eke F4E) FAS
FYgds d2le A 4Z3 EO‘W #adidly £4E5 7
= Aglolw, 2 o)F Adapr} Holx 9, B, L HEE 27t
A B A ol 4%— st At Aotk & FAdH PHY
(57)) Atolole= FAA opd A $-Axgl fAT] EA (&
2 #9540 #dd 7H oy 28 glxbEA F8 A6 "S-, of
F dH3 S AV EAY Aelrt)

Wl H AHEAEL Mackied) HAE Wolgolm, 2H
£4& dahl EASEAE Sl 949 4 BPHoz oW
YA(E7) & BH/EAN UEE fLHE S402N EAT

ot Et}, o5& wHAAEAES tFE (Mackie £+ emotivist
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)2+ internalism(&2 Hest B9)/E712k NAHA— A, 4
d YAHA-—BAZL EARHE IDE FHAVAE, WAH 5
figol 284 £49 AAsh MAHAE FEche Yol o

B it

7

[}

So ot 2YBUL VYR HES obd d H4ol g
Agel BROIAW, 1 £40] AU ANHY DA (3L 5749
270¢ V5 BN P90 oW ETE BAHoZ ML 2
d $4024 254 EAVY, (o] AN AHeEe B =
29 whxg R2olN T &g Aolr))

Gilbert Harman& 1 ztA1¢] AdiFe] XA 744 MackieF 2
HAAE =FEFH A FEE (fEY AAEAE fEude
=43 oule] d¥2ZAM 9 internalism)E AHE3IAAT BT} HZH
o2 FYSAY HEAE FEHHE 08 =38 AN v ok
B2 Qly dwe Raji=Fo] azoltd, Harmanol &J8ld ojd
Lol hafA FEjHog guAy vmgy Tals AGHY(E
o Yobzt o ANE FREstAY TEls F)E g9 A
ol W KH &£4E 21 P AHAINA FIME A
T Utk A8 B olo]go] 1A AFdoZ mYold BS BFE
@ Harmanell o3td 159 3$)7} ‘o}F o]#8lE REFLolat=
AHH £4& AYZ A3, Y7 AZHoR olE HYE ym
O3 #AAEE 203EY fhe 2oz 2g9 dugyds 4y
gt (el AAde) fE&dolgs & e 249 2 1R
A ¥uME AL AHEY 2482 S(BAD) A AFH
Aol 7hedtEE, & 929 AAFH AAT] H]Fo] o] HH
ol o d&IEER FHUEHE YT HyEg dte Ao
(Harman, The Nature of Morality, 17).

ol b
i ox rlo

2) tEAA 3 HEREL Peter Railton, Nicholas Sturgeon, Richard
Boyd, David Brink 5-°1®, WA AA&45L John McDowell, Jonathan
Dancy, David McNaughton, Thomas Nagel $€ ¥} (£ =5 2
of X%E 189 & #x) AGxoz WA AHBLE FEHUD &A%t
83 AAE =9 B AAS dH-UE AAE] dulo] BEpAE=

McNaughton® Moral Vision 3%.
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O

| =2 dHME F R &2H AANE & WA ME
te whgo] shssittn Btk AR WEH AAEREL df 2l
HE dge] SLHE ATL AAe YRE By AL FFEA A
Agstd AT ARY AAE P BEY Pl Aol
o Wd A4S Fo & g John McDowelldl <jstd, 4
g dolgt= &40 2ol hAEIY EH T2 IAHE
Hrgoin sz Mo) shite] A@H ANE vy £ o, 23
Qe Ao} (R¥F2S UE) DRE Ay dHEe rRRIge A
Bt} Qzke] WA Ayt lojq Azt 279 [Me]] 2
AE ABHA 2AY F devtelth” a¥d, McDowello] 2719
A3 74X Apolo e, ukx] ARG A Alold XY H7HE HE &
& el Aert gEBEe HdH 2AolZE fAMdel AUtk ©
Uo}7}, oz} Alolel = zto] H(disanalogy) = UEH,

I Ao HL, dE S0 of® virtueZt (FFA] ofE Ao) ©A] A
A $kappropriate 4 82 ¢1FsteE a8 d Aojzke Asle Zol)
Wz BRSBTS S s 28§ Aot AHETrI Y,
$ 38 virtue7t 7 HEE SIS vty oz 2y otk
(a virtue is conceived to be:--such as to merit it[the
appropriate attitude]). o1 7H A A A AP Eqto] 7}
Ao e &P AEH HAEAR JAS FA ¢EC LT
g Uo7l BAE 7Hx 9] ANE FAFAME F7t 22F U
=g ABHA ANE F dEtE BA wEG fEE 2 2R
£ 2 239 Ade i ook T AANY HUG
(McDowell, “Values and Secondary Qualities,” 175).

McDowelle) o Z& olsiat717 oh¢ o @k B of o] F
AR Fgel dotn Boh RAZ £93 SHolU A A7) 3
A HEE $RAAT 2 WAL (ADH 47 BEY BA &

As) AU W) e A9 AEE e = 494
£x43 709 Seist whe Aole] BAE FeH—AE FelH
22 Bokn ola7} nt—Mow Az, et AT
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59 Ay (QQIAEE AN 1/ TS Ysrirt ofdg,
AA} 2360 digt 179 §FeH wEE FEA olsslEnd o
£ $49 AHE W AP dBdeg INE F gk’ oA
D3 Feld EAARAY AT 18 EHF AAee] dEygds
olsjsl=d 19 vﬁl@ T 2 Hriggeh 170 Yt v o
2 g Qe of" £49 &AL deyeln, 1 #A HH e of
o A i F A -4&5 19, 24249] &&Ad-ukedAe 574
AABAZ HAHA G FEo] Stk Aot} (o]Re] o}y BF
shuo} Hzp7t osatE McDowelle] gAolth Eate Ud A4
g9, A#H dHY HAEE AAH £ l}% EoJA 180 y|
AR £dozMe FYP&4e HAAE Foin BAW gae
Uy AAEAER &El&Ade] Ay £4 l FHEIAL oEE ¢l
3 iAg, A9 AAe AAH 49 AANHY AHHe) E 3l
7B} A7kl FHH o3& 7heA FeE l dTHolgtedd
JE FEE& Hu Jon Be Ao BAvks Holth dg9 &4
AAE =4 YAz g A9 7EE 7H AAFARE Alo]
ol Ao =Aolt})

oo WA A HAEAELS FE EIH AIFYY HY 3
HAQJA FAERAN FHEAE
it} SEjgge] 53 didela
3 A2 71eE F e W
ol 54Al E e AT 1 &
2A (F oy 297 QUi x4s7] i A
A) EAQgteE Aoltt. WA vl macro AAEAHE (3

Lo
o=
] o

Fl

ez A 1 r‘

B
2
ox

3) B2 Donald Davidson® = T4 2ga a3 AP dss
1t drgolojof e & Q17he] B olso Hasted AL o|fr(reason)
T 22 399 Y2(cause) (8] YHF)olojof g}, 1L} McDowell2 4]
M E Pl 3H ZH B ke (Davidsonol 22 o &7l &
g3 olf—gH EAZAM Y Y Hagent) 2 YN B ofu de9] A
ol -9} 1 desirabilityd) oldl—o F84E FZHA17)2 vk McDowell 9
“Functionalism and Anomalous Monism” #Z.
4) & Z9 Little, “Moral Realism II: Non-Naturalism” %%,
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B84 £48)01y Hel&Aol tdS micro AAEE FHkstl
oy Fale] o8 FAHUAME 1 Ql#Ee] Hag Y
macro AFFHFES] AT (3, HESH, e Al F
A %o] FE&Ade A E3 JdFHE & Ave Ao dE
o] Nicholas Sturgeone F¥HIdoZA &28]&/439 IFHEHo| B
g 5 dttn Bed, 2o ot ukE dA-AdHH HirEs ¢
ok B4 HA7F ofH Alde] dwol &d3| F@3iohH, 1 ARt
7HdA oz ARolgt Sl AMEE Uz YelUA g FHo|n, £
T a2 AME adgE 2 49 F A& Aot olt} (Sturgeon,
“Moral Explanations,” 245). 2teF 2|7} &83 FubE WolElith
, &EEAL o] HAEE FHghe Ho| Sturgeond FAo|th
&1 zrﬂ AAH £A470 ko] FYPH, ol &8F ®IE 2
FH71AQ AAH £ ofd WHEE a7dTE AL vsie
vl ghok 3 39l AR &Ado] WstEH (dE Fo ololg9 ¥
$7} gratuitous cat-burning©] otHgl®) Sl 1 9ol A
ool WY &HS WX ¥E FHoljzhe FHoIth o]2FH
Sturgeone %o fAHYAE dHdli=d 2 SATY FHo
AA s AES o|FA YT gt
GA7F B7le o] 3L JEE AAEY Wi nlEsty 9
A AAZAE (3L ANEAE dubo] FAH BUH“‘ ojFoR
Y YA ol & AL dAFom Euh $4 Sturgeond
A7} St o) FoR gE-ulgY H4ET o B AHE A
Age st & geldde] Wil 2 F|AY A £49
olRd (u]Agh) W7t ofue}, A Fio] walsjoprt My
o zpd&Ade] ofw REol 1 WgE 7HA =
2= 7Y § o &288 a9 (agn v &94
Ede AR AATORE of¥A ST v
i

2 o min

°

10
1r

oA b o

1oz rE x

o] ’?}I %%(covary V=R O Hes os
Tl #aME oW FAAQ] HA fElo| &7bo] A
b (B0} dFA0R AAEKH F2

Ao % 2]
Wee—FA7} War] dels ME 4 fE— RE $480 A9

o wn o 2
14
T,
(o3
-
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9] AL ojojrE AL oyt & Sturgeon ©] AHlA
Harmano] oiw3 &o)&ou} w3 f2dwe Z (2 o]2o}
#ate] Hse &l EANE PolEold YsA & Aol
, ol AS olgd HHA I HAE YT U 5¢€H =
& AANseE AL 19 (Harman9]) FHolzta 38 Helth
} FAREAA #A o Ao AFEFHE A=A o
Hel 0719 AAle UFE DR @A) lernZ (F ofFd At
AdgEg QYR ¢ A9 EAE Wolgol7lE o $H, od A
o] EAE AREY A 2R ofu FFelAef AREHAE QA3
oftng) &El&Ael disiA AAMHHES AvHo R ARIHA
I FAE =dte AL dlY Z$ Sturgeond] wwutuhl MZAEA
479 /S Hsly] 4o A% 19 thgelA 7t Rop2 A
£ 9F AAEASC] VA AAFYAERA (F AAH AT
9 &4 E& AL QAT AFEEA) B #21F A4

1:1

P

ZAE (R £4& vz 53§99 AASHSolgn 22
He AgEcleid I8e suelyoR §Y-uasyny 92
& AAso @ AT o @AY 1ES FUSHel THd AA%
28] O $of FusHeA, Bef 4B R O FuH Aad
4 (A4 & AW $LAB & dEAS THFE 53 &

gol&7 Aol & A2 BT F AABAESY 7%4 ET
7} ol f39] AxFE WolEATHE Aol ATt Hrld $4
olUn} o33 15 AXA H £359 ARHA & FEolgn *M%l
ok (£ =89 uiAg FEEdA thr] o] AAE =47 54 &l
E9 diel =98 aolt}.)

Nl

_|>~l

V. #8813 Fate 2 By vAAEo RS =5
Blackburn

Az (93) dAeaded doed g 4Ny J44¢



134 TR F20W

% E9o 292 Au Fuide &4 ol A
B 92 EAE U2 A stk aeyd g ko] R F
7o &Ml A & VAR (F Fute] 7]A &4 9] Hstglol
drEA o) Wl e F fitke BARAM) olsiE AY, ke
olE9le o|n] FutEAe] AANENZ FEHE AvE Holth &
HAAEAEL oje] whggth 25 98 Fute Z|EAELS &
24 &Mo] ojve STEHES Wz £33 RS AH&ets
H oire] & Aoreg olFfgn). fYRdIAE HEYHLE F
A% gAse gEHo FYSA BusARo} drte Aoz A
gohs Aotk thauel, &2l Fute 72 &eldo] ARERRe] (A1 9))
saugd AW d#AHQ2T(a consistency requirement)E
2ilikig=s

&£Ed e o|FA Hagoz oY AS IFTH &HUF A
AZGRH g &N EL AT FF vl gdoidl & A Fofof &
o= #2PuU 298 Jga 257 7Y gideddrE 483
ol gaodojarel b5 g8 FAse 4HE Azl
W ORTE {3 £9L wolEY £ A Bk AT o Hag
o] gEA ko] o feo)&d o) A erteln, oAl &
A AYE =AM BHY Aelth

2o =222 %3} Simon Blackbune &3 a
ZpAle] Mwe EALEOH(projectivist) & WHANEBLRY
A2 A g BEdAARE 19 =F5E oY 7ERE #
et}

1) Md™ AFozAe Fuk: Blackbume &4 FikE &9
A 201237 AAH LojE7] MYH T =g BAR olHP

ke g8ld fojEo] onjste vl Yotk A ded
£ddo] AHez ZHzhe] fiddol AMgUlelAe d&BA] glole
A7) PEU (o]= e A A Y dxde ol

=

5) o] =Z¢ Blackburng “Supervenience Revisited”ol &}&3te] AlAj€

P U

w2 dlo
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Ax, &lEAEY AL UM dBAo] o] HEY FHd £
7}9sl7] WEo)t}) gz o] @AY nEe &84 Rol9 dd
o] guldte A FAH dFolth &EH FH-E Hvhate A=, F
Aoz U UNES SHoR gEA HEdse

7b AHgEE &Ed BB ouE olfEtA] Rt Un ool
Blackburn®l &3 b #3k ddo|rt. (o] E3 a7} &4
Fube] iYE "AAHE NEH T& BAY AR olsfdits
A& origh)

(i) &gAE zAALAENY HEA ga
of ALEAEWAY] AEdH Aokol ARt O
£& A4 E 23 $Ee ANEY KADES Aol A
2 zhgd 2AASE, M2 & AASleS(competent) &
ANHERES BT T ‘R,IEEE— 5L &Y8oY FHHS 4T
= 29oM ‘competent' T, &21& ulojets ARl oFA
ERY & 84 7Fo] AFHAE ¥t AMEES AR ¢
7]

v

ﬂll

<
o 4
T
o
o &
Mo
i)

P2
q

42 £ e

FEL iﬂ‘?‘i%}"ﬂE B35 B8 &2 El(moralizing) & 42*3}
MdA AUAEL 259 & PHAA AAYE 57 e,
a4 P‘a”é-" %Zd??_ HEgstol A Aol [&2H] BRES HE l

—|—’

(iif) —Er Fr—%ﬂ(prmechwst) ZAE: Blackburndl <38 (1)/(i)
AL 83 AARAEAA Fhtel wAE'E AT T
AREANES B2 FYESHEC] AAFn 2RAEC] AAH £4
of Fukithd o] HAFukl e P H EH(modal force)
RE FHsAAEANA FL3A FAANE HF 7‘3}]0? gk
Blackburn®] F& ozl o] oiyete Zolrt ( éiﬁ?“a—
Aol g Blackburn 2319 A®& oiw o]7} EE] 01%% A}
43 g 28 o AAfste £HES A3 Aol oz, 2 A
Ale] EH‘r_ o gEldvte] iy B3 Y 7 —’F*é(sensibilities)

22 RE $94 BT & F540l $S5 Suke AL oh)
E1A

3
Blackburn& 1A%ttt 13 o|RERAEEC|Y Hared) 22
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prescriptivist®] &2l e Hx23 dsirt 2dHez %

T BAS aE 23 feldde gl Hel(assertive) F& AA A
(indicative) %3} &elAdEo] &3 JeHAF < (truth-talk)
—AQEREe] 29 geldEHY ‘HolgH ANBEH FAH'Y dF—
7b 449 ¢ Ao 2y, ole o]gA YA or HAEHY &
noe BRRAAEn B¥o] AMEgE B, A 7%31
AAE w3 oty P (dE B0 #H AAB)E &5
e g AR’ $¥d $4EL FHY HEZRH Hlﬂli——l
2 Aol A gk Blackburnd] wEw sutolu d#AAds e Ha
el Ay HFEsie  P4H 24 (improved  moral
sensitivity) & Ad BlE, 22z A3 gF& Flsed EHH
Q HEEL I AAEY 9UYE BHEY F Uvtn ("ARES A
= AP 858 4 gUth” earn the right to use) £k (]
o] a7b AAe NAAEE ‘oA A & quasi-realismo]E} FE

Arolrt)”

Blackburn®] FA}ol& zA7E Ad EAHEL de{7HA=2 A A
AR == gt & B 19 FAl|EL A ERFE W
239 g8 80159 u7l gddd KBS Avlet frAbe
e S AHata) REUAY—HoE 7IAA FeEHEL At
HEE FEsE A 2A 7] gEol— 19 ‘1A HE FL Y
g A 2L dEe] 19 o]&E olREHEH e 84y F
B

_O,L_u.x‘i

W P

paslol H3 (4 felddol TRT UHF WS gL
AAEd 4AL WS ol uo FE ol2oz weA|

ol B A Ao B YA F8o] AP AAMEHOE Holx|gh ofgg 4
27 0) 7z} &(substantial notion of truth)e2 AF= o} A& Fohe
Crispin Wright®] 9%-& Blackburn® Zsje} +2¥ o2 {A8tt}h. Wright
of olatm YA Halsde] BANE EE A2 ‘super-assertibility’ (o]
Hel grage F7bed 30 AEH ettt 19 “Realism:
The Contemporary Debate—W (h)ither Now?" 67-69 #Z.

7) Blackburn, “Errors and the Phenomenclogy of Value” #z=.

8) A wx 2H9 He o2+ Hale, “Can There Be a Logic of
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HelM 2iE FRteZRE 9 WA E=Fo AsiMdald, dahs
o] =59 /211]3:]?_1 AUL (29 &4 wtdEd gEd 3R A
A7E okdzh) F #MA A iz B, o]w oA oAl &
3 fEld olAEERREHY =33 EAFHoz L Aot
Blackburn< &3 ko] 43 F¥(modality)oll @3l 7Hs A7
#Ed f4E W AT, 29 @4 AAYINE FY P4
of thaf Fold FH ddg AXdE o FHEH FEo|8EC
EAQE, 4 olg2 MNdY AGozAg fukg AXHIAE Fo|
‘:P. 5 olEE0] Aold AAdH zPEC ‘FLo)HUA ‘&Y 2

< 8EE HE3AAT, 74749 o|BUldAgtH, it dBA
RHQFC’EH T2 AAZA Aoty &8 F oJHLRREHY =Fo] 4
A8 F3ol A FeEQd AL Ao, HlM AHFHARo)
obd iz«] Bddels BE =97t 7hedid,  mhep
Blackburn®} =3¢ #¢ Z2e] sfilo] iy 19 Fub=Fd 4
AEAANA (]HLZRES =5 &) Edhhe] HEH H§e]
HAe B A 2ok

Blackburn< &3 Fuke] Aoz A
Adat AANgTde BAG— Folgte
483 ¢3A1H Blackburne £457He]
Hel MdEe] #AGSR K ks
olzigt @A FozAel Futdrirt &
g 29| JhdA 59 FAE 0T o
9] &EHY AA UMY dBPY = :
2y AL Bl o]|HA olsiw —r&ﬂ‘é% ’E’ZH%XV} ARE ¥
4% gtk 238 ol HiY Fide FrAARE (E8 &
23 AAFAY Y| 2ET} ofgtd) wolEo A vtk &
A E olalt AHERte AAB 1 A FEjdo} ARGA AW
A FHbe A Aok dinh AT AARAEL olwg HAFY il

>y

o
1o

dl =
L
d

aRLe gENdd—3Y

WAk (B
< 9AE &+ ge 7
E—D}. :194 Bhal A 22

Attitudes?" &, F W5 EAl THAME= (dEE0]) Zangwill, “Quasi-
Quasi-Realism” #2.
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(James Klagge7} ‘®ul& F¢F distributive supervenience®] ¥
2 AN YolA ‘F&A 49 (collective supervenience)&
e Aotk thA T (Holx 9F) AAEAE od &3

o] BAe] AAR £H(T)el FuaThE o] BANA ol
+

B2
L M0 oo o

rlo

Asl geldgel BY BUg] FWARA 22 AR 750
Oa 2 Aolth BE AABAEE of wAA g doiNA of
W WEBFEYHI—FRH BEdEHe] ohd— R4y B
B¢ 1ol2e) FRAel dEaop Bk WAAEAEL ol
BEe ANY AL Yot 20l A AN YA oL
grhsan ot g@Buel BAFon Bu HE 2 og
fad ee wese WEoldn U, AElLAAEFED
wAg gl N 2R HABALTE 0.7 WY Aotk

AECER LR

Blackbun®] #2)% Fwhezo] A =YY A¥g FAL
FRAT AAE =0 glolq Furel AXel i) Fad AAE
Fo3 4780 1AL tgo) ofld Fue dYsolor ¥ A
o, 1 AANTAE FuEY(FAde]l AARTT FAHE £4)
o WolwA Ao} 4ol A BehFEE v} flrke Aotk
o AW Zugoze AAHAd OF HYH o8s TAY
3, e8d FNe A9e avse doldds AA4A wfel
Y3} wo] B AlAgelT:

4

Zeuk 12 e A9E BA7 Utk 2R HelUET Fol
A&H gA 7| Bk &4 3 W (covariation)d] & HHE B
=g A BAY Bolojd 1 #AAE HHH & ojE Ui
= gznAe 22 dAE Fed AvA gt 2R 2

9) Klagge, “Supervenience : Perspective v. Possible Worlds.”
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A2 AABA] AHY o] ofpn 2 F HHo] £
o A oAl AL & Holete EnY #¥o]thKim, “Postscript on
Supervenience,” 167-68)."

"A7L Bo)e) o]2igh Frube] Wiy HEaTE A AdE F2 A
7b7) #Eg, s Aol AFEL TPt Holm o]RE0
Az (£d3) FurdE =AM AF EFHY Ye A 2o
“$a)3 SAUute o dAPor KA SMH| FutstesP” 4
&3 £4e $U02le HE|R A& (3L e 7AEA
o)) Q&&= “s) o™ FHSAL (HE AdH £4EC] ofY
1) ALY AHGH &gl kst

$Ed 4L o AMYos K™ M0 i T gEde
717 o] AFo] tEld LAUH Klagge: Hle A3 & AT vt
olth, S0 9J3td &Ed F99 AAdH Jgolze F2 &7
Bl $ale] 2AE e F9(evidential practice) &2 ol
A gste 39 (reason-giving activity) A T A
et 2= #9% (22 7MY 3 KYBT AT
o] o (& A) A9H £4L XA s PaAcin Y7e

ze A4 oAg g7 olzd

I &84 HRade WE deit Ad3es 8

9= Ao d¥o|d olzo] & (549 AA&HoRe]) ikl
gak Alde dHelgts Aotk AL Bl of d¥Y &3

i
)14_:
filo
> 4y m

£
)
rie
2

10) Terence Horgan% Fte] A Eolol Foie FAE F4€ 19 “From
supervenience to Superdupervenience: Meeting the Demands of a
Material World"s14 #A1gem® Mark Timmons$t ¥ “Troubles on
Moral Twin Earth : Moral Queerness Revived” (231-33)14 Blackburn
I stz $8 Suke) AWaT wEd BAAEY YPog oy
t}. Blackburn®| ZA%s} njazbA 2 Bae a8 =3l 2% (MooreH 4
Open Question Argument®] B&cjAL) &2l o[Hoa2RES) £F2E
AAddctn e

Kim, ibid, 166:; Klagge, “Supervenience, Ontological and Ascriptive,”
466. Kime o143 49 (1A H-2d7 H4029]) Futd] iy
vl&g Mme A|A)F vk glth: “What is Naturalized Epistemology?”

11
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Fube] A Ao HBoRA dARAEE Potsd 7 8lv o
ol
A AEE o &2 £40] fU0l2hE HER = dejadol
Rk wﬂﬂ}n} de] od Bl&2y $HSCIASEE)] AL
3

a750) TRHY WAHOR FYSH(EL BWE 1Yo} @
o Wz A0l el ARelth iAo 84
£4e 5 hso] BE OB 458 FARUW 1A% FHsol
she, 2e® $49712 WA Bl o] ARE B (EE 1
el AR Aen 2y 4409 e drEA o ol

Algs $-29) feadye
ZA7E A Mg d2AHA HA commitments ¥ A
Blackburn¥¥ ctyel A& =Fo T ofd A= (A 2T
oluf wpAlE A#o] ohd) o] Apdell ha MmeAY, 1 AE A
Z5H o dFe F=d HAE X Aol

oA AEL of ofd &eF £4do] BRHL AdEH
E7HIY ole a3 o A fHolgate

J}ol BN
rloﬂ‘

2

'

d ;
oo
v o oy &

+o
i)

It o ok
b

i 2 e o> a2

?ﬂ'
o8 THE w 2

o

L
~N
N

m do oo
£ AL
2
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o
m g e geduEd v :zlwua g3el wo

=1
re QE
o 2
1~ o
ot
e
e ¥ ot
£ %
o
o H
= >,\1
2L i
F_Q r_}l_‘
x L
o
1% s
b T
ox
mn 2
-2
)
Jo |
=
y, — N ©
TR
XN o2
2 O
o

o) dxol TRALI SFuel NASHEDY KU BB
oetn ¥ Holth AAEATY olF Y
A BEAel BES TRRRAE 25 2
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e
r o
fatnl
X
s
)
My o

235-36.
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AQHA L2 AeE) guile TEH0l F FAHA FE UI
o e AAH 450l 2FL ALEN & YIS HE @
Dol 71AE ATE Aolgta FAYL Zolth FAME o A H
HAZo] (2x o] Hel B =& & =AU o] dAIME I
A Ol TFHA o|Bo] A3t FHA o]EL2AM ThE o|8EH
o] AAANA oA rtEA AAEH dFE Hio] H AL
HEo] 8224 A7} 7hsdtAl ot

VI. 2|A AAE vs. H AAE

A AAEAEL o AFAAM o/} EAFZS AT
AT £& EUh 282 ABFad Y s
A Fukg G £ glody BE Aotk ARF4
W g old P9t ofd A AFAE PhEAE AYAe
8 (2 Hxrt gAZAT g3 AFHer FFgE TA

ot

wx rjo

2| 3

52

E&Létj‘lh‘
(o]

E e ow

Basie, A7l 43 ddel U AAE F& PASVIE
OB BERe BEd@sel ohd ARBAA BES dupie)
ofe SRS XN ABOM vigdE FHECID UL A 2A @
o 28 ARFYOIE A8 4350 A3, A9 F 2h0] VEY

o
T Ay AgFert pyfo)goz ol & otk 12v
AQE =Y 724 BAE Gxpe] Azt tizfe] JF dAHEAE
o] AAEoe AF = d4H SdHY AAEH GFHd LI
tE Qe 28 AFFd g #2AF Fxrt wol FAEIs
Ao2 polth & AxFort wria Holxn, 1 o]&o] AAde &
Aol FutdsAdY B ol Buld FukE doME SA40ER, 4
Aol AgeE & uks AERE FHAYoHe Holth (EE 94
AQeARse] AYEd =2aA B A2 g = ol A
= odd 4% dou, A9 BE oF AREAE] AT
= A o8z vl2addds 3933 R. Boyd4 P. RailtonZ4
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2 aAEe fEolRozME ARFgHoR olFdrte FdA
gl A wWead Aoty AUH mWojA gt LAl HAS
o290 o2y EF 149 wEele|2d wErts e YPAE ¢
T3l FHA oo AnFY AAelE APl B} F3A F7I
A9z Aol Apdoltt)

David Brink: 28718 27} X s ARy ARF9" & ‘&
2t Ae] A Hsjdl sty FeHplausible) Z2IHE
2o ‘AAEH degdte) AN gt TR FElol8Y ¥ 1
gxd 2d'e AFIdn  ch(Moral Realism and the
Foundations of Ethics, 11, 213) 2 A9F93 &3 A9,

2 AAE, AN olHEd i $HAHL HHEH 1Y
E3= EP¥oE =39 F un By, AFH s 2
o)|go] 13} K08 oA AA7FsE Meolghe Apdo] 119 g
& 8A Asfd st HHE Y Fuxn Adde A 2o

12) Aod AgEo: ARt FEHo ste AFHY A (& AT &S
F7 =g Ao FANA & 49 hedonistic °]&°Y 7|E F& &7
TkZo) &(the preference/desire-satisfaction theory), 183 3 AFo|} &
9J7te] 7)1 5/&F B2 R A3 old FEEo] AU FelAH HEH
A} TR E 29 4o] FopAthe Y@ 2] AE 0| &(the objective
list theory) 7h&dl W U3e] Ao sf@aich g o] F&-E Derek Parfitd
Persons and Reasons, 483-5021 4 A8 Ald) 3 Q2259 th&
o] ZEoA AUt} Sturgeon, “What Difference Does It Make
Whether Moral Realism Is True?” 117; Boyd, “How To Be a Moral
Realist,” 203-6; Brink, Moral Realism and the Foundations of Ethics,
Ch. 8, Railton, “Alienation, Consequentialism, and the Demands of
Morality,” 109-110. (F22Z Parfito] A& HZ list4rl FEE3 Railton
o AL vlwR A} Parfit: $81% A, 3 B4, Fo AL, e
Zh= A3 38 BEs HE A A4, 28z v9 A4 Railton: 85, A
2 2R2ZEH 9] 284, solidarity, [Q7HEFrespect, LI o))

Railton® T2 ZolA WAH F&L ‘&g 24§ A (fully informed)
Z3ho] (19 AAHA) B7EAF Aol A% HARAT, 1 £F
2% (informed) 878 BEaE £4E9 ‘#9714 (a reduction basis)
7} 2Algttm 2Agch 1 AMA oA g FEe] &7 (4 T
A F& A9 & AK(an indicator) ol 27E “ol43ld &78E ¢
HEE AeFo] golE” (Fx1e] HYVAE Fa) AFPHoR FofFH F 3
vtz 2t} 19 “Moral Realism,” 173ff, “Facts and Values,” 25 32
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(B8, A5y dEetgeige] & £ g4, 13RE ARH
AFE AR ke sty F71d Aelth) ey Hxe #
de 13 o2y &xe wEolEH =AM o ZAAHA I
goha AZEgeh @ 13l fHo|BLEAM Y ThsAdF BEA
2L 179 HElgetd £ Fojasy dFET 23] $8
SHAAES A= T8 o FHA oE87] WiEolrh
ol oA Wxale] 73l Brad Hooker7} “34io]& A9 (Best
Theory Naturalism)elgh 52= Ast fAkeh” o] Hsje] w2
(&) HAEH4EL Y7t Ad A el Ee] 7t
ule] R A LA4oltt BE AAFYrt o714 FofFl Aol
AAFoee Agrtoz HMe pel&e AHZFo HHE &
% EZojth HM Feol&o] Elske Zlo] YWy Ax &
ZEWY (A4 £A4E (& &7, HE, F3He
& 7sd Yotk (AT} o %:——E— A gA 2k
£33 azle) ke £ 5] Axdthe Asjol

L of rulo

ez fddte) AMttes O $49 A7 d5HAE o

orleorlr 2N oox ox B rlr R
oo % O o
S
Ac)

)

o e AAE e 3% o 82 AGES AHrlsjort @

°ojtt)

9% AANEIH dA¥F AAF A MIE Agde ALS 2
=7 @AWY Bk & FeielM JHsdh do} ofynh (o]
Zol o AAge] ©A A ntgE nE o]E2RM ©E
of gle ofFe dF 15}.) 92 Hzo| AAFele] RAM =2id

Sl HFo 2 e
Ane FAHZ F
Hoz geke uprt
5, H58UY ARE A

s, ABFL A £ A B §94
AAF5RY o) 28 FATE Yrhs
54 2359 (3 FAFE 2o

13) Hooker, “Theories of Welfare, Theories of Good Reasons for Action, and
Ontological Naturalism,” 32-33.
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Bo]l ABE opth) ol sjA, A A2 g FEHAH
KRS é#—;f—«] 3£ objective list theoryol 23l HF Ho=
A o] listel 2 F & FFEL 29 HAH-AHH g 5
ojde] ma}, 7jNel & FAANE F AT FEE diF 29

Aol MHFge wel, WA 7}%‘5}‘4-: Aolx, o] HAA R7}A]
MAA NE/SRBEA 2480 vdd £ JoFEe Aot

g teoez 9 AYB-ARFYAES 7] gAEAC|RoRA
9] A#}F9|(the consequentialist mode of decision making)® &
A fHor|FogA e AT (consequentialism as the criterion
of the rightness of an act or a course of action)g& T&3t1 %
th 259 ol AT HFderiEe] wria A, dHAT}
AAY A3pFolo] oM FYMES & das & Aon, &
38 AT opd wWHor ALY S (1A ﬁia]gz_q.
7VE-R T HA o] B A AR
A JIBHM B 2H2 S & 7hsAol mobE E}*‘ Z o]
1=

mlo mst'
2

Fa U AA4EAEE o Mol ofd ANE BRI AU
GAZs 25 o| Waos auaw @ fASyY NASHe
24 %ZJ‘}% AAH 2AS o] TEHS ANE A7 A )

ezt WA sdAEREe, WM E
xriom uﬂfoﬂ sEHee Wals e 944 d9ae 74E
Ax g 28y WS AAEAEEAN 252 E3 & A9
olx]7} ‘WA o E (MgAHoer T Had dd¥ez) o REE
o Ansol rfa derh F9F

3t SAI0) A HHAT FrEHA A o8 FAH=

r
Y
)

—_

14) o] tietBdlE ZABELS A ok FEH list ot FEEN FE
92 4 93, —22 257 commensurabled dla#ATo] gl ASE

C} *V‘"] AnF o} AR Eo) AFHL opyxk— 1 FEET) HAE
17} St 72 FEEQ spolut 1ENE $HeY, FEEN B T

5 Alole] FEL 2tejFo] B Fiylel] glow dbHo| viek HE

%l AL AnH AnFgele) thd g7 Age] Pag el Utk
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AEot,

et A G dAE WM 7HAE 4 ‘$diHmerited) ¥HE
g FEste A% McDowel)olu, 54 4oz P9lsleis A
o] 7ol wha] utE ¥l AAY ‘FEA(salient) FW (A
YEo| AFH2E Aol &ulE FW a feature ‘which people are
right to mind about’; Dancy, Moral Reasons, 140)¢lgti 42 =]
4ot 28 RE §HEo] ‘FREITAY gutE pA-gx14 whg
o AAF & gioh 9714 McDowell2 #78tA Ele At
perfectly virtuous person)olzte olg| AEEH AHQ 7lde
31, Dancy® obF Algolgtk, wref 1] g g Aol
I ARle BAHAAN EF PAE o)Folsle FWE(salient’
details and structures)€ 7t vbE WIS Algolgtd FFuUTt
EutE 98-S Hel Aolgte HIHE HTTh olFA UH dxEA
E9 25dA FEHA AF de2E & REBE 2oy 2l
of 3ol TR A ALY 9EE EYEA faME &

BN 71 e RE giche AZolth thl ey WH UAE
ASE oJBHY T HRW e o] S Adele skl
A& FER BE HUY T HNo Adoldn 4%

Eig=d E‘—’-F"ﬂ 135& e BhgE dxs) Eu o vhe-5Y3
1z Fel2) Foizxlgd f2le HZ 1 A4

ofo] /‘V\Pb‘}% "—’?-*o o] 7kA|d Aolw, o]zl & UG 79
Hhe-2 utE 1 $A4& el 28 9 #3719 9¥n
O 2 4 7] WEolth

wetA] McDowell# Dancy &3 2wjaw) S53% 719e] ¥hg
Fate o] &USHLEY FYT HIFEo|H 1 o]ibe vt}
H feo|88 QutE particularismeE 7]& 1 4tk Dancy e (
27 Brlel &utE A #usl7]E) particularisme] 29 WAE &2
AANECZHE FAZ TEHe AL ofYARE 1 YA WA A
¥4 (internal coherence)®] #7Alo) glom o & ‘FHAMe ]2
package' & TA3%tn dtd. (Moral Reasons, 57, 250) A7} H
71 o]HE &8 AAE =AM e T HozZ M ghek

’L‘ _Ll..
o
rhu
o
oBL
%

O:
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particularisme] ARoE 5& @33x] B KFoj2o2 HIIE
dohd, g s (FeFee 22) d9sid(generalist) 13 &
go|go] AYZ 7|5 F U AR PG, WY &HULA
ge 1298 ARNoE UFHE AL opAT, 279 U 5
S35 Wy AAstA 2 Aolth DancyE ©l& g5 € Rl 2
o WH AAEe AAR 3A HZ AN &IT ]"14
generalism 9yt whatalE do) 5 Hchapter) S #oiE ¥ o}
Uzl (4 AAE-ZAFHF A A %) wbAT o L A5
zolo] Wit A&d FFoF viAA gk 1 FEY 19 T2AE
9 "éﬁﬂg} zastA, ole &3H £49 €A #F deel8HY
=ASo] HA 12} 0|29 AAd FastA d&Edrhe, o] =&l
A %1}7} AMstAE WPEH FUE AAH Fe o2 AAR

Hr:

o n

&

uld AAE 28l3 22 particularism @] tigk AL ]

#e o] Aeoln YSANT TR thal WAk kR RAbA B
£¢ BRIE Ao, 947 AABS ANE ol R24ATY
=R RS EWIE B4

A2 WY AAo] F&aE v Adozxe gjadst 4
A (e 277k AdAUA A ddo] (e Al 2&
ojzt &el AAElel EA47H Humeol $A EHEF,
belief-desire Ate]e] TAH daglgolghe: o]de AL Kihe
H} o|Ro] tjE-2o] o] Holo]A HumeanEQ AAFo|AES] &

ARE @l ol AL &S dojXd FArhd HEH FAoln H
of 8% HEH oz RAHEJornI e Yol HH{u A
25 2§ Ao £H3E & FE g FRolth ¢ 2%
ESg Af 2o AN 49 FHEEFe] WH dA4EAE
A s A, 2z v oA AgEart 2 A L A
g A e £R8 WolEo)A] £ o2 877t & AL ohe
Aorg Btk (Dancy 5¢ =90 s8] Bz apalo] o A
olzxt W E771s Al EA] iz Rt 5] HIUE

g, 98 AAEAEL Sdvo] 13 A dFde A,
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AT ofd wAZAE] Y AT 2AY FUREH VT
o] AFFU= AL LolEY F 911:})

T A Jy A2 o]8AHA FH4Y : McDowell® Dancy
9] particularism< 2E°] H7]d &3 £49 7149 kst =
dH 2AE Aloldl A &3 43 gddte A& Al aA
g, &5 AAH BHAAMHHE, oH FEFH L shaped T4
oJf¥ch= F% (‘a natural shapelessness’ &2 the shapelessness
of the supervenience base)dl @4 &ttt (Moral Reasons, 77, 85)
a3y ole EF 93 HAEAER FE3E FFot}h FH A
EitME &8 BHEAY &9 P FdE FH—L Wiz
M, £ 22 &2 YAE ol uEAH VEEAM ZEAIME
Juigle FEHL g Aok @A 7149 F Y] oy
2, particularistE°] £F AAHFH—u A — 7|eH & 7
2('FL, 'Y F 3“% A% Gt ofH AAE/AFHFR
E E Alolol £ F¥oZA9 A ZzIA|NE BEXIY
Topd QIZYl FAHAAHYA (A&l 1EAHE + dte
Aol oA &E|&A4AY FUANE FASI Aok EArt B4

& Fejof Fetd 1R & S99 (1]
HAA) Adgo]-ge)go] FRAT AEH 1 Alelo] EAFe o
&5 ke FES UFHE Ko] Bt

opRlEo 2 ghoke] gEl&Ade] EA7F IR HY, 5537
o wkg-E AT SlolA OW MRl oH ¥hgS Tt
2 Uy ARBWME bt

rOl
fr ©
[
i
2
N
>
off
ek
I
S
T
do 2
X
l-'EC

15) wetA 93 AH2AEY FAE £844L Bernard Williams®] ‘%
g4l A 2 AA’ (the absolute conception of the world) 8] 4#& o}
olt}. o] Adel el = 28 Descartes, 65-66, 245-49 IZ.

16) 229 213 A2 =4d o Avid S RAdle FFIIZA, FA
of 7 =49 Eug golsler o 2 olfES AT AFozM, g2
AEEo] 2% A%H sile|E(H A= oz MY R R)E A
?}3}1 ot} (o] ZAEL 19899 &3] “Dispositional Theories of Value"&}
= AlEslo] 2HE David Lewis, Mark Johnston, Michael Smith¢] =&&
of glaf FHEHJ}) o] FEL 7HA Y A& (BEAtY 2L Pt §4
WS- Alelel DA BAAZL ‘il‘”% HAZHEY 243t Pl (el o

NLQ
2
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9 &4 daiMe, A FHEZRE PHEF, PLstEE AF
7H - oA ©@A] g SohE (5L FrE) #ddlE %
o] A¢tez wWe . e SE7t shEovR 1 B4 el 9
oA gulE fBGS Wdtn 20w PztA 7t gdHoez
I B FAuetes AL 97 ¥y, #H ggo] @A ® &
Sejddolatd Wy HAAE ( h3- o] EF TR0 &4 J’)% &
FEHo|dr) 1 Afo] FHEo AHAAE o] ME ook & ARl
dl "ale] Az 270] of" 2 HIA Fzte] # 74 YErh

ot Fa3 Aoz ToA ofF 7iY BHH ¥Hg)o] &8l
&4 AT F Je7P? WAE McDowellFe  o]4st
(idealization) 733} Dancy$} Zo] Brl ddH oz 97¢ /e
29 7Agko] dEd, AxEA 50899 o4y FEAH HEAR|E
(ideal moral observer theory)o] Ad ZE FHHEo] ol 3
£2 & Atk $7r HEA 29 °]”§1'5'4 i1l Feoly B¢
AEgE & F on, $E7t Y 13E THoEA Folof serl?
b3y HES F37) g8 2 o) ﬁ} MAezRYH &A <
ojt} gglo]8H AL wiAgTH Lotk (7} BRI
B, *’7%6} <2 F99 AE YAy Fs FAxdia w
ol &) ol AFEHUGAY, BE Aw ¢ o
210 -‘-"ﬂil: el 2HES 41 Juhn fErt & FAo
7] W&ot} whHe grefe] 1 B8 FhQlo]l & H A4
S o "ot oy, Hi2 o gEAE Tl A dzd £
3 AAgle) 9xjEtnxt gernz oAl £8Y FHOR WMAHEA
t})

olo| Hl8} Dancyst #o] 2 H3 7HAE 24 AL AA|eA
A g7 U3 A3l FHEY dig) 72T i) AR 7
Ao, Fds) o sl 8 FYd AN oE A8

o

I ro,

o oo Ho rfr o >

#A 7 7Hx ol d§ ojafe) §Hielgtm Bk FHe)A) dxFe 6lZ o]
A WA 2o} internalistEo)th ol@ 9-3-3} ofH AAHF BAF 259 7HA
BEAo| Ed¥eAd wel, neln fd 18] oud A9 EE 21
A7l wel (hE) dAExte] thekd HAEC] THes.
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ot} o} P9lole FEo] 7H5EA € Aotk (Dancyd ZEWE
2 &2d BHAA, AT PAZA %A A ¥ A
Asleke BHAAM BHE AAE 283 dgEdx e Med
narrative T2& AUn, uix] ZFHHFHE FZo| tE AN /AR
EL FYE A Aol# 98 AeFE A olop|EE ASAE
4 91t} Moral Reasons, 117, 162.) ol Wd Ax&e] AuFe
oz IHPd F& A "otk AuFgFcte FHo| I AA
Dancy9] o]&¢)9] H]Fo| d F+ Ut} ¥<So| Dancyst 22 9y
oA guFeel dAE el t5E AR EEth Aold (&7,
A ) AREA FoldtA MEEHE (ol Ao FHE
YR E) Zel AAZE 749 HAYRAE RE7] fEelry Fzte B
e ox] AuislEgoksE AFA BT Dancyd ol EWelA ($-gl9
£33 HolE8H PLZT Hol) ofF vFFHoln Fotg Fajet
3 PR E Aojd o]H FAJ} gk Aotk HEFHHo|
Zotgk JiE 2 YEUE Al 8L FetsiwA, AldA F
23 (54 Pg9E 873 A iE A4 FEES H4FE
shiel A g, A% bt ey F2E k¥ + Sk

Dancy &A1& @371& A& oleidt &eA-Ae3 olsfol 3l
olx MgH olof7|TA “RHIE ¢H¥ ORE ¢l ok
A B aRd FRHEEC] Atk 7 e 4 G i
olof7|(story) & L3 ZHelW £9 Mg A0l XU FH
(shape)& Folob #t}h” (112: A #=) o8 F dEE°] Dancy
g AAEAZ = AoAAT 19 FHAR! particularismyiol
A dlggFeoln Fodt NEAeE FEE AdE dotatr] X3
‘a2 Mexez WAg FHE gle R Zrh Dancye A9
Aol A w2 Ho|x| o)A particularism¥} (Q1H 3ot 9
B9 $d3 Al constraint) £ F87F A1 Hol G
o, & F s Mdseld &d AGES A Ao 2%
ok (250) ol2id FAe] WA AAEY "AdH AZL opAAT
AL-AL A HAM relEe] Fsw vigta stotd, Fxl
A WA A2 2AY reductioEAM Wole olairt 7R @& ¥
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Bo|th, A HalAe 9F JdA29 ¢ HEVI AHH 2
HFe7t FHA o|gog2M zte EAYEo] particularism®l &)
AERTHE Adsx gvan 4Zen”

17) £ &=Fo| 3= 413 - g gslo ZEHAS (1995 10. 28), B &8
o] & =HEL & FAd &) "W IrkgS AL AT AT
o] & 5L AJte] 3 H3F) Fo|FhH I =W B Y] B Fio &
o] 7Aool Axg, 2RA =R £go] oyt thek, 2 FA| FEAN}
3 F I =HE F F FEd oMY By ANE e g Ao
s, AAEA HAAERN} LolBY F e £ FHEC S
o g2 =97} ook g} By Had HAE e ZFgul(strong
supervenience)o] &l o]zo] ¥&3 A o] B o= Ko AEH
gaAolzt e Fales dAE/AAE 4F 25 238 568 7 dde
Qg boltt. ko] FEEE0], S8 AMAGNA glet B Ad&do) FEl&
Ag nAPE (FL otet B AdH goi7} fEleod AMES FitY
P2 FARE) ZE sMeAASdA a8 75 SE, o) oH
ALl (B& go7h ofd 7|5 & BT Ade FAF Hel7] ol
ot Fd ofwl AdLAo] Fure] NAE AHEHA = ] FHO)EELY
Mejo] 2 Z Zo|ul o] XHoA HANED vHEAEe] datd Aot} (of
zo &2lH pite] AdHolete FHT o] oudA olsfE < gith o=
FrE—AAER8 HAYEAD— Y Adgog 2oit el g
ol TATCGT 2A AW, i AFELANEARD v
— PIREAA(ELS gd)o] TAHHY {EEH(ZL Bhe] nFHEYE Hol
a7} 7HE 42 §eAdEe dFetn 38 Aoly] dEelth) A,
B =Fo] 97 A& rtsAolgiring dFH g2 AA4ee 7hEA
o thy MEele =HE ¢ b 2y Yt Bl (BE FAARE A
HEg%o]) @Y &8 A=Y Uy AEAER die (H4%
e g BAAY H4ozAM e FE&H AAE FAAE o
2, a28dE BAE AdFH 67 el daw 3 A7 A AA
E45tH (UL AAFH AAded $4E ® olieh) FHALRE (F &
Hez) d Anele AAES 2dsing x4 9 A2 (AANEE
FolHde) WEg 7heAel o gthe Aot
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