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A4 A 2o AL Y F Uz £ 2 FZdE vAEA a4}
35 gtz #of F Aol

aag 27 AR A S4ddz RAgENA G4 B A4S
ZHAEE 919 A 2 PHHR EFEAI okd o JlE4 qlejs)
a3t " A DA velA JAAY FAAE AHA FHHLE JEd
of A3tz RAMBIER HA 7 At

o]gA ok i YA A Y A48 ZTAE A Hz 28
3 AAY Fag Jukg HA HA g ?

U AR EA4E0] FA43E vk o] AHPH AHY J4e o33 Ax
3o 22d AL GE ZE AEE A4 EY A5 He 48
vt o g stz §).

2. (= Ao 2R =9 .

A e FAE AA sobsti st FALE 24y nx

78 A4 od o7t #FA WAL 2w vz . AL AR E
Aol o, 22yl 2R FUAUN? FRABEAEL AL 2o
A AA FojA 49 R (private) H A F- 7Fabo] 2 (sense data, sensa)
Bz FEFY. A ot FAE AES £ o, YUY Ao 27
3 oold vl T4 dEldg B g% A4S JE Yy Fuds
€ 34 22 A3, ®REJ AF dE 2 349 $40)%n 15 25

1) HH. Price € A4 Flzgcte Aol dha) 24y 282 Uvh: And when
I say that it is ‘directly’ present to my consciousness, I mean that my con-
sciousness of it is not reached by inference, nor by any other intellectual
process (such as abstraction or intuitive induction), nor by any passage
from sign to significate. FAHY @ A4 relE AAAd8E 22 Qg
a9k FAlol o)A & sensible species, J. Locke & G. Berkeley &= ideas
of sensation, D. Hume & impressions, Kant = Vorstellung o) 8}z ). o
gl 194]7] &L sensations 2 2 2. #HojAE C.D. Broad 8
Zoll w2} sensa gtz E A},

H.H. Price, “sense-data” Readings in Introductory Philosophical Analysis,
J. Hospers (ed.) Routledge & Kegan Paul. London p.300 % p.-312 =,
AR 5o A A HfuBe = HH. Price 8] Perception, G.E. Moore
9| Philosophical Studies 23 C.D. Broad &) The Mind and Its Place in
Nature %o glt},



T AWAEE 44 23 Yok 2z Wl AW 2E ¥ 258 EAG
Sz FekA g 4 9o BAYed FTad B Zo] P Belz
= o o] AR 2H4 $2 SAcldx BHozA By =x A
7454 dehte FRAEE WASAE ¢ Foh

NHF wE $s B AL 43 dobsA geve A¢ WA F
. 2 B4 442 setse A9E ARl Bd TR BR
gole AZe 4P 4§k 2=z e ARAolz Aze HeA
2R A o] 2.

3. FUHe2YHY £

3% %4 BHo ¥y PR’} £UYE vy e HAy
o2y oy 2R £UHEA 43 wx

A ool guztel Fel AL W 2L Be AL JAE & Q. 2A
o] YdzdA JAE & Ak 2AL YdPFAD Folg AAAE rEw
gztolt Azt A9AE e AW GAY 4 gov AT
Q Aol 9. ZAL “YHBAY BolE Aol Yok AolTH(o] HAE
AU THA 2R 9L A 2A A 249 Aol ol T
A4 230 AF ARG Aehe A, = W5 A3 23L 4% Ao
AL AR 948 & 9.

1. BB B4

28d o] Zaelast ofd 449 RAA? P Tad WS 4w uz
$4, 2AL AAolh U 46 A4 et AL EHdd 2AH
= gz 2z 4 46 dehte AL 4 daE 5544, A9
ol Aolsh. -

Bgoz, Hebd, AL 454 EAold. 1AL FANAE FAYY
9 $4E opdth zey FAFE FU FANE EAAdelnz 4L
AA S AAZFo| T3 oo} ghey,

2) The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Paul Edwards(ed.) Macmillan and Free
Press “Sensa” &z,
3) H.H. Price, Ibid. p.300.



o HEeE Fod ML dAA 247 WAHGE Aol F@ARE 9
A EENTAY 2R (entient) 7} Fld Wtz ¢ ¢ 9o ety &
AR AAZIY TR FIEY LA Hoju, = 2E £EE
TAHA 4z oA Fojal &Aule] EXHAt. wha 2AL rhikgyel
9. z8E2 2 JEe J83 FA% A g
5. e E 94

IAY $est Aoz Hotste AL FAAER ol
A ol AAA AYH4L V148 F AL ? 28z 2@ HAE
q AAE AAA HeA?

e 94 A e TR = 2 gy dage A A5y
% ARAZEREL o] Al Hak T 2E9 4] e AU

AN R A4 el mel G 4ol 1 Aol 2 44
9 A4 G4 BRIz AP Selv) YAGA =AY 4 goms
Z AAA FHE Jedte BRAEHAE s)-2edA (basic proposition)o]
B 28 Yot of g FojA AY A EASAA T FAe
ool FAL W Faste 28y ¢ EAge] e Aol s =
L3172 e ofe WY z H§A BASAA ofztel B o Ao
A 49 A = AA (premise) 7t F F 7] = Fo]d},

o]} 1 EFA £ ol s AL YA oz myAG:

“o]AL ¢ Ao 2 Bqlt}. "(This appears to be ¢.)

“¢ 33_'/‘&'01 91}, ”"(There is a ¢ appearance) |

“¢ e 87} 9o}, "(There is a ¢ sense-datum)

236 o] FHEL Julo] AL FAHT,

o
1
o rr

4

4) H.H. Price & W#Eayol gt 2ol A & I3 wgd.

Thus the term sense-datum is meant to be neutral term. The use of it does
not imply the acceptance of any particular theory. The term is meant to
stand for something whose existence is indubitable (however fleeting),
something from which all theories of perception ought to start, however
much they may diverge later. Ibid. p.312.

5) Anthony Quinton, “The Problem of Perception” Meaning and Knowledge



24 “9uzyd mel: Ao AMA, AF)."z FAHA, A
qizte] WENE & HE ol 2= = PAE YA st o A
S A7 9l AA 87 2w 27 QEFAY Bel: e IA
Bokete AL Holsl = Fold),
o)}y s ARIE A4S e &, 2 T Aol I8 2500 B
2z FYsR A, BHAAE A = @, 99 F At @3 B
A 32 A4 FHAR ALe] UZoF gt
29 AL AEJoz o] Iz FAS gEd, e AF
AN 2w WA 2k AE@Ege] ohd)E EFE & Ylojok drte
234 e 2E 4N slEse Admz, PR odoj: €A
24 M—c’— 2 A go] glolel @at adelelet. watA P E Aol A}
-%01 o’1 A et E Jlese delolt. a4 $HE AEe] 44
A GEAE(@AY A$AL), S35 Y AYHE A2 E dd=
] 4 Qe
289 ¢4 guod zhdAAe of HAEL FARLE ojgA o
o2 &7 F gk 8 Fol EAE SHe.

o g
m\l

M 2% B. Russell 2| =2|F RIXI=2IL Gjarei0]

1. A=A
24 B. Russell 9 =23 4AF2e] Vel F3& zits] vz},
Aoh, e, F& A=E 2dA 3 G460 47 Fojd ARe A
4¢ ), "R ¥hrdz FRdd dods FEAek ¥ Faxsl gl
. Shie A&se Aoz BE Sk mlstE APV, ol of

Nagel and Brandt(eds.) Harcourt, Brace & World. p.455 A5 g}

6) An atomic proposition is one which does mention actual particulars, not
merely describe them but actually name them, and you can only name by
means of names.

B. Russell, “The Philosophy of Logical Atomism.” Readings in Twentie-
th-century Philosophy, Alston and Nakhinikian(eds.) The Free Press. p.316.



AL 2 e Polz FRYE ai-s-:- YabA wle] ‘HePo) of-geh.
o) UuHH Rolzt AREEY] W Eo] “o|AL Frhvehx 2 ¥ o oF 27t
Azt Rute] FASE AL ohish gupshd Wst “o] AL 2. "gw
o 224 AEE olm Wk AR e Be AYSd WALz g
7] HEolth. F 2EL 2L WFe £39 2 o2 S|4t soe
Ag B F2 Yo 2gm =2 FIE AL O)A°L =A 9ulo]A
2fAateln 270 FAHCR o AAE AYH o2 S} B
of Fn,

2%d ‘o]’ 94 (attention) ] FATEY KMol HF m4odafo]s] o
FAY, wetd 2ol e, ‘5, AFE’ £ ARHoE 249}
otz FAlel ‘o)A’ e SHTHEL EME ‘e o) Wa o] To)z “o]R
& ¥ AGANGY, olgA uw o] T oz Aty Aot
£ felsieh. 9vksla Russello] g1 ‘o3’ & ztabed 2ol o Falxmt
29 9uA A oA’ A=ANE Sz J4EY Ao B
& R 4ol7] WY, o] FAPAE 29 o] Aelels AL

oM FA
7) @ The importance of proper names, in the sense of which I am talking, is
in the sense of logic, not of daily life. Ibid. p.317.
® A name, in the narrow logical sense of a word whose meaning is a
particular, can only be applied to particular with which the speaker is acq-

uainted, because you cannot name anything you are not acquainted with.
Ibid. p.316.

‘8) Ibid. p.333. B4 Tt
9) B. Russell °ﬂ AelA PAFA =
a) o] Fog." 22 AL stk d=
b) A A 73‘@*’}4 AAANA 2 JuF A& ¢ Y= 49 (term)u S T F

‘6}_1_.
}CD o oold e Aoz H¥E ¢ e AE(entities)F A 5 oo}
ot

Paul Edwards(ed.), Ibid. “Russell, B.A. William” #z.

10) #=19 dubd A# & Aristotle o Ao 4] LEA o= So ). Aristotle
of eiA o]0 I AL AAA stz ez ‘Be’e 44
A A F4A Yook ‘olA’L P43} A= sHel gz Aga FT
oz YAUEMAL) Aed Az TAE g3 o A 2Ax
et siuvkstd, R0t & 4 AE AL YA Boly] @ Fol}. (%A A
A HFEL 919 AANA J1€Rt.) 224 Russell of o] ‘o]’ e



o2}, 28z o] ool AA oJgA = ejop est B 2o
%o L8 TAlAE 3.

Russell & ol 4oiolel st FoingE ‘Ao & 24’ Knowl-
edge by acquaintance) & ZE@F. AL olR dolH Tdel $37 3
4 AYHE AL ANFAYL 2= 297 A45E 8 3P0z 39 €
2 olojol $El7} 2 HE AT F ke Aol FAld T v
e o = shbe] mawto] Qlojol B B oz AL AT A
Ao SAA Ak gef. webd E=2d 4AFdE BE AP Ao &
A st 259 A PEA AgYAoz Agse Gl 7 A,

2. 2l d QoA vl

Russell 8 o] &¢ ohe g Azs ma W7t £& sk=§ HRA “o]
Ao Bob. ez A4 @ 2o el o] R’ L HiEd & kel
g 2t 928 ARA A Adsteletl o)A’ SAARE o] F

solg(EE B 1, ¥ etz AR, =AA A “ole FE
WA ‘o] 2oL B "ebz zA & 4 A oA FAE AF AT
Aoz SFolA 4w AYA AL AFH FeA J42F

el

29
2ee e ‘oATel A A ASEER)E T AAsE el
e wm ee NEF A2E AASHE e, o TR
8 A4 9o AR A, @ Aol g Aelg. 2o K
Josboh 2h2 s (simple symboD2 A7 b A A 4 Y A4
T, o AYA A A2e dEpiE defelth e v SR
Qe Azs ARz SeATz 4Aes dusd HANL e
e AeAY A FAHoz g F 9o AL, 7H%§751°i£
9 o) 24B5HS fEI, HA YL AAE @A FEAlD
2204 Russell 8§ o] Eol wzm Sea ‘F&' s 2aa HA 9878 ;

Aristotle 3 =&l S oA AL o5 A3 olg) A5, = 2RARLE
X ols 7A5E ZAEAteld

11) Ibid. “Russell, B.A. William” #}=. B. Russell, Ibid. p.314 I =.

12) Ibid. p.311 RA .



Bryo e Wizpelh®. 2822 “BE F& AL 53 A=t "ee HAE
Zol A SHpIRicl obde webd “olRe ¥ 2y A A g
e F4L Béo] ot

ol g o Az wA

Ol FHR FAE )AL Aol e gAE ¥2ed. 2y
FA AL FL WA ‘ol A YEE FEGFLE? o] EaAo
B & HAH Yeolg ol AYH oz AR A P 4 ¢U] W Eo
PlEF ol 68 Atk oA 3 Fo] Hol AL Fo] BQ =g P A
ZA “lAL HA gtz FRsE 2AdE s Rl U A
o] t},

2 e AL F79 “AL A g s F gL oo
294 FAS A WA st ‘9d gete T 2Egge ux
st 227t o9 Aokel Eolor BE Aol gHA L8] ggm =
A AL EH oz B B ol @ Zo] 99 22w He, w
HA, TEAE FHE S 4 2AL (A Qee THsa oo
s gl

ZAA FEolEe d9Y Holz 2HYY 4 ZE FLSo 9o
A TS FAY I A BAY 5 ' Ado] 99 = w7
of BdAolx Bdd FA 4AEL 594, 2822 Russell o] o] 2
°of 5Kl F HA Alol9 =84 EYYL FHFL 59 o),

3. A¥A ALl A9 w3t
e el el® 24F A S dAG A 2 @ ojae Ho] g
T ARG, = oA 44599 Fa g F39 e AUS7he
44 5P dAL & 5o uaeigo.

o
n
=

13) -eeeo » each particular that there is in the world does not in any way log-
ically depend upon any other particular. Each one might happen to be the
whole universe; it is a merely empirical fact that this is not the case. There
is no reason why you should not have a universe constituting of one par-
ticular and nothing else. That is a pecularity of particulars. Ibid. p.317 %
A Edt, oA E »A,
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# 9AA27} 89 F Agte A | B

dAH AL Fp R FAUNA ol L FAE AAFEA?HE
B0 QAR dAAdE A% =E ‘HA gl sy AEelt 2¥
Bz oA’ e W R & Ao 2yw #F Lol e dwel ¥
Aok, 2} olAL B olf wEl Erb5seh.

A, oA’ EHel A £7A AN Z2 Wit o AE A
G <79 Wed 2T A% F Adz T ¥ F QA7) Aol ©
dero] Bhepatadm ‘o) Aol Tl oE AWWEs A dE A A
o} of gte}. | -

YA B =g A ‘oA oz 44 gz FYH HA,
2 Fagd o]A’E Aold FUF ‘olA’0] YT ClelE FE 2
o] ¥R A, i oA Ate e itk oF A i o B4
o% T AE uhdtz ¥ & Q7 ALY FLHFAE WA ¥
2 Qert? ¥ 4 g Ue $4 g e L U guld sleiA
szl AAHok sz 2 AAFel I MmLNS Pelok & F A2
AR5tz 3o, |

ety W7k 22 Ao E t=9 W e Wk AF 22 ¥
sqastade LA Yold; 234 I molA weh wgkz, HFF
gr A wA%, 1} AL deigehete 240 HE e £7
A8 TR #A @GR AR LG ol ez ¥ 5
A9 2z o] 2L 58 AFE ot AEE APNAT BAAA

[V J
Koo B

30,
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14) And in that it has a very odd property for a proper name, namely that it
seldom meanst he same thing two moments running and does not mean the
same thing to the speaker and to the hearer. It is an ambiguous proper
name, but it is really a proper name all the same. Ibid. p.317 A £



AR Aolth HolAY AVAZE 29 Sz LolHY FRARE vt
o oot ysk FLE ol AW 29 44 a, B, yo7t yol A T
gl ok Gk, Y olFel A YRoz 2Hn o YlNE F
etz T ¥+ Aok 2 olx 04 F YA S foznz Y9 B
& gulelAE, 49 WAAE HRGz 42 AAAE Aoleteh. 27
2, 9o, JEe 448 2olE APAoR AL B 4 Y. 2
HEz ¢34 gRdEE 2R dEt Rele Aol Tz I o4
Ad AE ohich.Webe 4L Ehgsis.

59 2 Russell A4A9] =ajo] Qzsl Aok, 2ol &Jsha 7] 4 (desprip-
tion)sh =4 AHE ARelrt 7ol 4z e}

Russell o] gle] m4ate el 2 9u]9 %le}el o Aol e}, wheba]
DA’ JulE WA A Aol 2y 4L 2 AH AL 9o
4 9m(E A2e 440 A4E A BEmD YR 23524
e Fxoke Eol A 2 oulsl B s gl o,

webd £409) dAlA Melvpdd G. Freges] o] 248 244le] o
w7t A4t Rehe Ae AAsd ok @b ks Fregeol dojde =
£ 2R BEA 2 el § AR QA A Eolg(zey = )
ARAE Az 9E AL )Y,

15) Winston, H.F. Barnes. “The Myth of Sense-data”, Meaning and Knowledge
p. 586.

16) “Nixon is the king of the U.S:A., 2t = A o] 4 Nixon & = Auto 24 3
AR} gore 9ul g 74 (Russell o] QoA oJrl= 2 9nlg =
#tolel). 22} the king of the USAAE =z Aalatoz A slelsls Ao
g, 2 AAgtezA gust glomg 270 dulE sAEHE GE 43
o (Al Nixon)s} ¥4 & FHel At sb5stch. 28l A ‘o]z’ & FAL
AAstErtets Eo S 2ol A 7 & (description)o] ¥ P Hig
de G838 2ol 24 4 4 dol: the extended thing which I now point.

B. Russell, Ibid. p.349-359 %=,

17) Frege ol &} “Nixon is the king of the U.S.A.”o] 4] Nixon & <] =] (sense)
+ 7)€ (description)ol 2 z HA A AL 2 AR Aoleh, = 2o 9 7
%% Nixon & wtz=4] sense & 7Ah(HetA Fregeol oA+ 7Ae=
afgAteltt). B. Russell 8 ‘the description theory’ &= Frege, Meinong %
I 7L AGAEY o] 2 YA FEEI] Astd A F=HUALU . Frege =

& A3 ={kc}: A proper name(word, sign, sign-compound, expression)



o9 ZE o) f7, “Co]A’L Folg AAHES?"HE TLoE ¥

Hog AL acjd e = & ZHYAE ALFo M S5
Mz 202 "R F do BHEF g

1. 7149 A4 @S B3t

U oA AAA AYE Aol Yo 2 Ag o] FUFA = A
43 AAA FA mi

ezt 2 A9 ot e A4S 2AA e o] AeEgd.

“@ FgdlE G4kl Y= 2 Yol Ja2yd whddo] Q"

1] o)} e J)gel Ha Dol AR Al el e AY AT

Bdge 2HE 27 Qe o shiw wokdw dEst?

AR 9 EFd ™ol e A EHREi?

U ol @ AR W3R 2 & Y oA AsHlE Aol g
el zEy oldl A9 AASE A Eoza 9 gL AE
WE wHe ¥ 4 glonz(gd Tl Ee 2AL OE A v
273 1 Jlode] AT 2 ALY AT & At P4 o=
‘g8 BrheFa el Ao E FAs HJEd Y Qe sl 34
e Fabo] Qo ZAL FA S Aolm Az,

gt B & e T e 2L YA U Aol

“@ ShedlE BT UAE A2 Mol = Yol oaw uhy
ge] g A o2 nqr}.”

283 i 99 Jde] A8 =E Ssedw 2 Az 39 s
“Yrt B AL BhelEm F4 ¢ & Yolor dbm At 2y
o] AA2AL 49 ASH4olA BR ddg AFAAE & F Aok 9
Uite FAEz 9E AL AEHE AFolm = APAEd QoA S
E ARHA GEFS AN E ¢2 AA ATolh 2d 99 24

expresses its sense, and designates or signifies its nominatum. We let a sign
-express its sense and designate its nominatum. G. Frege, “On sense and
‘Nominatum”, Ibid, p.69~78 3 =.



5 2 AANZASY BAL 84 DU GozAD AYaE Leey
oA el ol gz},

S zElm v vt 98 2e SSNAL e pe B vas
o) 2 P4 =& 44 E FA%E A A 88 SAY G 8
xgzrs}a. g1t}

29 AARAA olrke H3¢ AL Agaa S FARHel e

st A4 otk wE Agse e ASE 473 2,

$FE o] FLE QA 2 ALY =x FAYL FAeS 5o o
oA 2AEE AT ¢ At dAH BE) ALAE BFY o F, oY
A A AH5E 2oz H#EY ASel: 9, A, A4E A=
Aol e 42 Aol g odFo] Aok & A W ol

239 YA ALY AgdlE oA ‘AR ) A5dH FE
e Akebd A9 wAY A4 APALEL ADAo)m & ozaow.g.
2Ae AR I ¢ 9o ALl

2. W3e4, BAY, LA Bt

283 “23¢ 44 Aoz vdF e AA 459 24 E
s QA g%z oF AP AYNL Aol A4UL o ¥
74 HAYE FAsE Fel A vBeiet

Goethe 8] B E#40& #vlz=9 wzds 27 43¢ A¢ gE 5
Soprano 7hF7k ERT. o F A& AW FAAW A FEAA Xhe
Aol oli wje] $W2E g T3 2ol $46] I 2L YWAE
“o)Ae FFY TAR?HE AEAE PG AL F F UL
Q7 HED Ae Az meh olATe] gl F T S A WE
§ EASEE A%e A8AA “2Ae fel2E Foz vk dn A
#g. SelE o |, ‘3 VIS T2 Ad"HE AL AL HA=
4g & 95 = o 947 H4¢ 49 AT 4 Ak 2 7]
¢ AgHE HFL £99 FedFAold. A 2 AE “2RL
= Zoz nagid: AL F2E AAY Aot
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e o & 5o 27

“o] A& ¥7 B.<lt}"(This appears to be red.). - (A)

“ol A& YA AANY X" (This appearsto be a tomato.)««- (B)

A Azt ARHE AS% AU LE ST A28 4 HE A9 o
s A4 & 9 Aol

Ay Ase -

D) FAU5 AH(EE ojd 2R 4ol gch

i) e 2w 434l o

i) H4 A
Bz zH 4z wa

A2H FoUAx) FTEAA B FeA FobA deA 42L nej >
AA “oldo] F& Azelx Wats T wel"w aT7Pe W EE 29
Tee e 2Ev DY 24 4%z o B 294 g
A 44 A 4R Fe Aol Balel 27} FHG fg Lae o
e i)Y 24¢ A% Y7l G el olsh 2e A @A A 43
doiz shd WA A £9E A3 Aol B4 2 oot
28y 29 i)Y 24¢ g4 YA GEdE, G4 oY PH e
% 4 JdedE 94 AR WASE, 2AL “JRe 2 a}—:— CE R
dlgth. 2ddE Foiage] A4e 24 gz FRRGE 2AL AR
& AT Aeldst TIHoE AL BA e AL et
Aol EASGE 18 F2). .

"’Zﬂ BE 2 A4 329 Aclz wakd ALRA7 2 4 g s
“9f Azl AAY wol=1k?"e] @ Wulo] A5ty wf £l
2emz 49 AR E WAL v2e Aolz YA FUANE Aol
T 349 Aol Soludt. @ay 2zel ‘2A° A I 4 Y= F

Aol Az cpe,

o(

18) ‘B el eE Ade, & $oo $A nddaz Gt FYL B
Pehe g e AAGH(RAA Ol $A veldh e 49 FAS
AL A 9+ deh). A E $4. Aol Fol Fe detolF Ay &



J.L. Austin & Z-7 (evidence) et Ado] RAHAZ 3¢ AA}=z &
o, A Wk oA Agte Aol By AE At A& 54K
932 32k, ve o] W 2 AFAY FozM FAE AAYE F dov A
7t BE 539475 419 F39 FA Az A &+ =4 2 A
Wb A 54 f7 A&l A9 W3 A3 FAE Mz doev 2 o
Ao A FA2A ‘FRAE JA7 glolok ok AL FASE AY
9 2.8l :

28z 20 g3 ‘FA’Y] AFEHe FAT AeE] ' AL oM
2 2 W& 43¢+ (situation-functiona) © 2 2Qlch. A, Wit P&
AYEd F3A AddE AE TAZ HA “o] AL A Zdx. "=
T F Az, LY A HE dedE R AR ) A= WE
HE Aolx."gkz & & + A

ez AR A9 Aee EAFFAdlRE FEe #A 24

Apgro] L& A SolhA netg oz Holy ol F Fol HE YEelz
2 A 2R, FHAL AL A godxn 2. F4le] 2dAE F
& defolstz Baak Foldlel “of, 13, o detolE pHoE Molx
F972 EQeh oo & “] drolx Heh. 22 olHelAT FYol
Ae pddez weld. "da BYd. A Folde A AHH gL
2 Az g “o] A%E 4§ A Holxu?"z EA, ¥ ‘AL
E7] s Eolch. lFgol w]A W& defo] Y Moz nojE Polt.”
gz dastact. olHE ALE W, Sellars = oS Al g8 ddd A
€] (a necessary truth)s}z 8= g},

«X is red=X looks red to standard observers in standard conditions.” (]
AL 92 P¢ 28 ZFoz AYE ol ohyz 2] A Aslz}
Z e AL ‘EFzA T AEY el 2 RedE ey Boly 2
Ael7] W Zoldt.) HAd AF ‘B’ gtE AGE AAE HA 2 AHE0
ool F e AoE oA Holer T ¥ & YA A, = G} FE
A%% 478 nA. A “This appears to be red.”o] 4 o A=) % A
“pzgui, w3 gru(ael BYEA AAA)E Aol FAE
o $19 wA} 7} =48] “This merely looks red to me.”g}= A& oju] o}
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Résumé

_A Critical Study on the description of the Direct
Experience in the Empiricism

Moon-heum Ygng

Generally we think that the problem of perception is to give am
account of the relationship of sense-experience to material objects.
As for the relationship, it is a ‘matter of showing how beliefs about
material objects can be established or supported by what we know in
immediate or direct experience. For, only our knowledge of experience
is direct, immediate and certain or indubitable; what we claim to
know about material objects is indirect, by inference from what we
know directly. Consequently if our beliefs about objects are to have
any solid or secure foundation (rock-bottom), it must consist in what
we know directly by acquaintance, about sense-data.

My purpose in this paper is to refute this ‘sense-data’ theory,
especially in the light of the descriptions of the experience. And then
my target contains Russell’s Ideal Language in Logical Atomism..
Having examined in the light of logic and experience, I found many"

difficulties in it. Next it contains the characteristics that basic

statements must have. . argued that the certainty of the basic
statement is false or misleading, the non-inference of it is not
reasonable, and, with Austin, the basic statement can’t be the evidence

of the knowledge about material objects.



