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ZhR<,
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thin concepts, Tracking, Veil of perception,
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THEHRRLE D B X TVD,

2. REFEROHD

MR D = — 1| Veil of perception (LA t—=fif)

[Bennett's name for a doctrine, or perhaps just assumption, which he attributes to
Locke in particular. <Ry BRI R v Z71F L2 #FE, b LATEEL T4, This
1s that we are in effect separated by a veil from the world outside our minds, L iLiL
FELEOLNDONOLOINBIZH HIHRNE VAL TR THNATND LWV HETH S, s0
that we can only perceive things outside us by having IDEAS which copy and resemble
those things. LIV OIVUISNBOED Z T b L IFXZNCHET 28L& FF>Z itk -
TORIBOED Z TS HZENTED, ]

[FRE D 725 | blindsight, (777 » 7 28— =hR)



[The phenomenon in which a patient has no conscious visual experience in some
direction, yet functions much better than a blind person could in various tasks involving
the spatial location of objects in that region. BFH IMERTREEROEMZ L2/ —EDH
[T, SEIEOMET, TOBEROMEOREDMERLEED T, EBHOALY b
VT REBENME < 814, Philosophically, the syndrome illustrates the complexities of
mental processes that may occur somewhere below the conscious threshold. ¥ == iZ,

ZOBEIE. EROBLUTY TAT L LARROEEEZ IR L TV D,

ZOBZITOWTIIMFEH R (072 boWF) (PRAFE 1991, &R 2008)
THH L TR\, Mo & OB THREICKEN S 5 BHIT, € DOREESS TOR
N TRED] EEVWYTHIENTEDLLEWVWIHIBRTHD, BRI NS FHNC A
SMIETE ) Lo flb e D, KetDoE 2R NI, KEEh 637 5 O AT s: O FLE I % &
CTW5, [TRTORFEHZRFTEG 2/ HTERICIE, 2OKEOE CEM. MU i
bivd, TNOXEDERE AT HIENTED] LW IRMHEESZ S OB FEEIIEL
TWABD, ZHICx3 2 KEER A, blindsight 72 EOH% CT&H %5, Blindsight 1%, The
Blackwell Dictionary of Western Philospphy,, ed.by N.Bunnin and J. Yu, 2004 33 X O},
The Cambridge Dictionary of Philosophy, 2ndEdition, 1999 (Z HEt# LT\ 5,

[RGB & DPLH ] theory of representative ideas(4 > 7 A 7 4 — R AP EfiR)

[ RLBLEOHTRIX, AT OHFRITE 5 A DLOHF OB ideas (T L > THSr & T
WD ETFRLTWD, D ANE SEM LM O EN 51T L TR 7R BR Ok
227 C in virtue of a twofold relation %9 5, Z OBLRITANIRFDIC L > THIEE D
ST caused W5, AR FYEFFEOHE L OB D & L THIE depict LTW5, | H
DOHIORFE VI BINRHTL B, [ZOEGFRIL, EH0 errors & &5 &9 FlfE, F1R D
X, SR mIEEZ 2 T AL TUWW5,  This theory allows an account of error and a
treatment of the argument from perceptual relativity and the argument from
illusion. The argument from perceptual relativity shows that &% D Z OFH xR IEIX.
which thing an idea represents & O ELEZFHHL L TW5H 3%, and how it depicts
that object to be do not depend just on the features of the idea, but also on auxiliary
beliefs. F72. WM L TBLADS KGN £ SICBLEOHFUMKFE L T D0 Tid/e < | #ilh
M7RERIEFL T DINE#EH L TWE &R L TW5, The same visual image
might represent an object as elliptical or circular, depending on whether it was taken to
be held at a right angle or an acute angle to the line of vision. & 2¥{E)MEHROIE L
WHAETELRALND, BLIIFEDWAETELRALNDI NS T, HEERLE
D, MEERLEVT DL ellmEBE H%5, Normal errors and illusions occur i i D[]
EWRLEER X when the idea caused by a thing does not accurately depict it, either



because the auxiliary beliefs are wrong, #IZ &> THl & Z SNZBENIEMEIZZD
DEHFLRVWGEICRZ 5, b LI REEDBHE> TS EWHI BB TEZ 2,
or something unusual in the perceiving conditions or the perceiver's state leads to a
wrong idea being produced. & & 22 AUTFNFREEMFICRITHEFERZ 03 H D, b LT,
HREOWRREN, FEH SN DEEST-BEIZE T TV 50 Th D, The more radical types
of error involved in certain kinds of delusions, such as hallucinations, involve having
an idea that is not caused by an external thing at all,[FiEV D ¢, - L2 5A1X. Y%
EEMINOERITEE ZENTWD, TROBIIOMIC L > TFESEZ SN TV
WBLEZ RO Z L 2R XIRAIZL TV 5D, But by some disorder in the perceiver. 5% # (2
BT D H0OMEIZL S, |

ZOXFEOHFO B MES] (auxiliary beliefs) &9 SEEIX, FAZITEETH 5,
MHIZE DS, REAVRIED Lo 728, JEUCHE) LTINS O T, T TITR v &l &
I, TEUGEE) L TR D HEEOIX TRV W) g THIBIN (5 L fiF
WAL, GEITE D,

ZOHEBOREZIC (RGBEOHR X, 7NV, vy N—=2 U Ea—AITH
HiIL, MOPFFFITZENEHE L THD EBRRENTWD, DKOFOBRIZEHA > TR X%
MHHEILH TSR B0 ERPINSERT=DIL, 77 F o Thod, BERBHFET 20T
HRIEH TIZRZ DR SV I EERERIEICK LT, NERRIIB L7220, 330 ILE D EROR
TEINBIET D] LD AR 236 LT,

FE TEBEFBLODHNEIZED XL S o272 N0 BEEND D) LW I RBEOEXE T
R LS LI LTS, Tl ICHY T2 X9 22 W22 B85 03 BRI TH
5L DEFHENME U TNDD, EO ZMMED SR EIZ L VWO O, =
7. ~—= N0 TE—E%) Ditgo BRI RT1E 57,

Yk BHEE TR, n—T ¢ %L AR08 (1979 4F) 28, TR 2k E THLe
JRE] LTS T E WO RIEVWARE REELEV LT, BRO~—FLVIEHE -
TITT 4 ALDOEMEAEZE L TWDEA, lEZ b - LD FiIFhEX, £8l - F8lo
TREPEDRRSIARILZ 072 < TR B,

3. 7T 4 7ML EHEME

(77 4 7RI X, Ao T EEEEN ) (SRESTV D2, BEHE T4 %D X
T - RS A DRk e ER) VO PHE TR TNDHOT, ML O Y
INGIIN D RN,

1963 £ T AV I DOFH#H ELTT 4 71X 2 X— O A X ) ZAOEFHEET 7
TV RN IZER LT, T 4713, ABHDZEICHOVWTERLEREF>TEY, L
b THITIFIEYRBEHAH D DIZ, ZONTETNEZM > TVD LITFZRNHEH



BHET T, ZHITT 4 TRBIEFFHIR T, —D0FIEZ 9 Th b, v FabfFu—
WD EZZ T2 T 5, T F TROBESMBEIC OV TRWVFEHLA FF> T\ D &
RET %,

(DA Fo—ZFFRAENETHA L, oA Fao——FR7 v M2 10 HEF-> T 5,
el X, BT IO ENSA Fr—RNRASNLGTHA ) LTV L
DUHNCA Fr—0R Ty SOohax Rz Tl iy, & 2AT, WDITROmEE FRERRY
WZEET 5,

Q@QBHENDTHA I FITAR 7 v MM 10 HFF-> T\ 5,

PF I OB EELZFHML TV DE 0L L, (WIZESHN TR EZITAND &

Do WENMEFELDDITESRTHLINE, HENB@EZFELLDITIEYTHD, Linl,
BHINAOIIYTFaThh, yFai3Rry MT10 E2F>TnaH08, HFagHixs
NoOZEEMLRNET D, T8, DIIBTHLIN, QIFTELEETHD, THW
Z. @QUEFEETHY, YFFZ@PETH L EEFELTEY, HENR@EELCDLDILIEY
THDHN, WENRQ)EH>TND EITF R,

BB, BRHEEER->TBY., TOREARITEE i%ok%tkmbhéﬁﬁf%
BINTNDLDIL, FEREIIZEZARWE I RGERH DL, Tz, HikOERER 72 E
IR T TV L) iIclbihd, 2L T, 2 OYPFEERZDKI Tt*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂj%

DEBNLTE, | (PFHEER)

Fix, BOoOR7ry homo— G2, B2OHD0THY, BOoNESIITETHH
DTHHERFELTNDEWVIFNETWD LB o7, 5HEIAEITEEITER > TWDHN,
ZOTRWEAELHDL, bLL— THRETF~RX—T, TOI— REHHIES & —FTH
DOFTA OEENBIFARETH 5 L THUE. BHDOKRT > hORhOBLEREXSIZH 5 O
BTHDLZEEWLNITHIENTE S,

ZOREIZONWTT T v 7 N—= R OS5Il Z2 L THWDO TR LKL 9,

(77 4 7 DM Gettier examples (77 v 7 /83— = fR)

For example, I see what I reasonably and justifiably take to be an event of your
receiving a bottle of whisky and on this basis I believe you drink whisky. 5l 21X, B ¥
AAF—DR M AEAFLIEZ LA, BT, IEXEARERIE THEEL B2 L TV &
STWND, ZORPIZE > T, FAUFEN VA AX—%ie {5 L%, The truth is that you
do drink whisky, but on this occasion you were in fact taking delivery of a medical
specimen. E X, BT T A AX—ZTeIITARTe A, EEEICITE IXERH OB 1 B
DAY 3 - 72, In such a case my belief is true and justified, but I do not thereby know
that you drink whisky, since this truth is only accidental relative to my evidence. Z ® X

DRGEITIE, RAOERIIEFETHY, EYTHLID, L, ERVAAF—%]irZ



LEHSTWADITTIEARY., ZOEEIFAOIFMUST U TERBMHEEI T LW b T
»HD, ]

[E#EME ) Reliabirism, Theory of reliability (5L 3CE: [BURMGEEFFH ) o [HIR T
DIHEHA)

177 47 EdmundL.Gettier LAFEOSME EZAFETGR, & 0 D A.F—/L K< Alvin
Goldman (2f4F &N A E#EME T (reliabilism) DN 25 Z LN TE 5, [FiEME T
X, HFEOSEMEE LT TERDESR] WA T, ZOEEMEBEOET L 71 AT L
ST SN Z LE2ERT L, Z2TEH MEEHOET LI mkR] Lk, BEERLHFR
DA & DRNIERI R OB R H D L5 R Tme A0 LTHL, LA, Ead
HAROMOED X 5725730 BMERIBTH VD @Y TH 2 O00BEKIT, RBEMERONE
AHNZALEBRENRED L D72 b D TH DOV TORBREAR R LICIX TH Z
EWTERY, 29 LT, FEMEERIGEHGRIBERERDO ANV v — LD 1 DEAED
FonsZ & D) (FHELFIA)

ZHEAT AN, BT T ¢ TRIER (B Lk, HEEETREAT50
RHfECTHD, [TTAT FA] THZOFIIEEZE2ZUT0E 500, IRENRO TiLk
WEA I D THIER) EWIHIBEIZ TETHD] LI FENRD D LV EREBPFUZIEZR U,

HIZTHEXERND 5> THISTWOET N &, rﬂ\ TN Ly RREE LT %
HoTWD] EWHET D] L) FHER, BEOEWRZEN L TWD LD FERK
IRV, BE S < ZOEBIIHAILELZ LB,

FT 4 TRIEEBRITODHE LT, FAUTKORBEZ DSR2, A TICEE-> TS
(HAELTWD) Bl&ER, ROELYRFIATHLIZLEWHLNITHITE, 2084 (&
%V*~) IR TOFMAHEOBIRGRNE S Z EN TWIUZRIENE Z 6720, FAD

Ih, TOL) RRBRGFHENEZ ZENTWNT, FROEE L 2o 2R EH AT HE
traceable Th 5706, RIEITEZ 57220,

FLORT v M2 D — LA, TESICHRO LD THD E W2 B8, TFL723 H B
3 LTWDWERME ] 13y, gk, Zof8Ic, ZBxko&720L, TRORT Y MZd
ML) OFEOTRTER LI LA TER bRV, ZITITESEIER 0 -
7o, FERIDOBRH R ZR2NRY | TRAOR T > MZdH 25— HHALUZIESICRO D TH Y >
D, AR EEICAS LTV RS 2 & T, B ETEO Y Lo TS, R
L, TREEIEOMERRTH 5,

TEEDPE SN EEH>TWETD] LEINT, THoTWET, 727 L
VE@:n~XTEkEHT?ﬁJkwik@\mwfwéjkwﬁikﬁ I DI ﬁ
T XNt aMmoTnD, Ay« £—1) OFEBREE & ITTFE CEEIMED
TeDIXRE Ty LD, Dok fﬂ*mfkékwimfié%@%wkbfﬁbMT



WHDITTTR LW BIMOERICEZ bNDEHI>)NT, [HoTWb] OEEIT
HESTCL b, YT THEI THoTWAZEDEEDTRTEHLNZEL] 2V RY
FEDOBEAZW-DF LS,

4 | Inferentialism
D.Moran(ed.)The Routledge Companion to Twentieth Century Philosophy, 2008 ™
glossary | [HEimE A ER AW/ B L] Inferentialist semantics & WO HEERH 5,
[HEGmIERS = FRAEMEER) &1, an approach that claims that the meaning of terms, at
least those of interest to philosophy, can be satisfactorily explained by their inferential
links to each other;fiTzE D EM, 9 < 72 < & b FFHICHILD & 2 IRFEDOFRIL, £ HHH
HOBOHEGRINZ2EREIZ L > THRICA SN D & FERTHT7 e —F ThH 2,
or, a theory that claims that to know what a term means is to know what inferences
one can make with it, #8595 &, HHBRENMEZERT 20255 2 Lid, Thick-
TARED XD pHEEmER 2 EV T 2 N TE 20 E2MDL 2 L Th D,
to what other positions in the conceptual firmament one is entitled to move by virtue
of undertaking the commitments that term brings with it. [T72b 5] #&DOFER TAN
EDO LM DOAEICE T, ZOWRENFICE T TODHIE - R ESIEZTHZ LD L
ST, BT ZLPHSNLINEMDZETH D, |

H2ETHIN, HDHANEMDZ LT, TOANOKREHHEZMDZ L THDHENIER
Tirod, =T DEILLHDIN, VI ADT A TNy T—RIlHD [AM
CITHBHERIROT v TN TH D] LW EEE, ST WHRITERE L TH LY,

0T AT TORNFERIECDOAT 7V A (GGA) IZLoTHMbnG | LEWRZD &
TYVANTVAEREDOERANPAZ TS DA,

b o LI TRERIIHEGER TH D, Wi, Frgk. (EBI O EES OB BT
51 EEZX, HERERE TRV ERICIED RO NWZ ERGNDTEA I,

X T, Eiz#H1F 7~ D.Moran(ed.)The Routledge Companion to Twentieth Century
Philosophy, 2008 @ glossary (ZX ST AR N DD, EDOARL, $72H 5 Terry Pinkard:
Hegelianism in the Twentieth Century (p.118-147) (%, 2 O f:f2iZTek o BAERE T4z
BEATZHD] ELTHbNTETaA~A—F I, &0 & LTEEEZZRT 5%
Tk, A=T, u—Fx= NWAI—F, av=T ARy TEv— ~ V>
EERRICTESTHRES, E<ICA e =Y O MERPEARREERE L 72 o7
LW R, Bh TV D,

Terry Pinkard (%, Charles Taylor (1931-) D452 KD L 9 I(ZHEWVTW D,

[ Although Findlay's work was a step in the reawakening of interest in Hegel, it at

first did little to interest analytical philosophers in exploring Hegel further. 7 1 > K L-



A DERII~N—FT N ~DOELEFBREROIEDL AT v I Tholod, HAIONIX
W FE L DO~N—FNRR~OELEHE D D Z L1372 h > 7=, The Hegel revival
came into fuller swing when in 1975, the Oxford philosopher, Charles Taylor (1931-),
published his ground-breaking Hegel, ~— 7 ViGN ELIEIRZFFOICE S T-DIE,
I AT — ROEFHE, Fx—NX T4 T —=REOEBHR~—FVELATI LT L &
T® > 7=, which, like Findlay's book, attempted to survey the whole of Hegel's system to
see what was living and what was dead in it. ZDE/EIL. 7 4 > FL A D & [EEEIZ, ~
— T NMEROBEEFRT, TOFOAEZTNDL LD ELEEATND HDERNZES &L
7z, Like Findlay, Taylor saw Hegel as a quintessential "modernist," but unlike Findlay,
Taylor argued that we should understand Hegel as responding to a deeper philosophical
problem in western modernity. 7 > KL A L[EBEICT A T—b~—FLEho& L L
IERANE R LIz, UL, 74 A LiESTT A 7 =3, BEHELROBNEER
TRREADIRE L L TA~—F NV EBiE L 7p < T b 7eun & E3E L=, Indeed, for Taylor,
it is because Hegel turns out to be so at odds with the dominant trends of contemporary
philosophy (rather than as being continuous with, say, Wittgenstein or some other
contemporary figure) that he is all the more interesting. I, 74 7 —I2L > T, ~—
TAPNETETHKRES R L8BIL, BIREFOFEhZRTHEHmE~—F v Een (T4 b
FrvaBAsling TOMODBERANESRPB-TND LN LVIT) EOETENEL-o
TWDHMNBH72DTH-7-, The deeper problem to which Hegel was responding, so Taylor
claimed, was the difficulty of reconciling two different demands that modern life made
on itself: ~—Z /LR L TD KD IRWEE X, 74 7—0FRTIE, ERAETENH
IO DI LT ZoORR DFROFRICHERHDH &) Z L THD, On the one
hand, after the scientific revolution, nature was "disenchanted," devoid of meaning; —
T35 Tl B DU . BRI BEE OB T TR 8 BIR O 22V KRBT 72 > T L £ 572, on the
other hand, the new conception of the human agent (the modern "subject") that had
emerged out of the scientific revolution and the political and cultural upheavals of
modernity claimed a certain rational and even radical autonomy for itself. 7 Tix, A
MERESHI>H LS GERMER) 23H- T, U MEo RS54 & Bis - b
FHEEND 72 B RELTZDOTH -T2, T OANEEERD—EDOEEA 2B ORIFER 72 A
NAEBSDDOOIZEE L=, The problem was how to unite these two —
self-determining subjectivity and objective, disenchanted nature — into one
comprehensive view, BTV LTI O 2D HO——HOWRET 5 EMRME L EEHY
3. BEEERINIZE R E —OOWUFEN R R~ EHET 20 E VOB TH -7, and,
this formed, in a sense, the philosophical problem for modernity, which although
deeply philosophical, was nonetheless not just "academic." Z ®OFEN, & 5 EHE Tl
IARME~DOTFRIRE L TEAE o T, CHUTIRS EFTIEDH 72058, TN S0 b 5T,



FoL I 7hTIv 7] THLARM o7, The response to this was at first that of
"expressivism" (a term of art Taylor introduced to capture the sense of what was at work
in the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries). = ORIBE~DIEEN, F T K]
ii‘%ﬁdEé’g"expressiVism"“C“&)o 770 1 8RS LTl 9 HIHcARI TH-T1- %
@@ﬁ%’i’iﬁiék T AT —0NEANLLENOHGETH 5, Rather than
understanding meaning as the link between two types of objective things, &% — >0
S A TOEBHIFEY (Bl 2IX L5 L &FE) OfoEREE LTS 2 &9 VI, many
of the figures in early Romanticism and the prelude to it =@~ »JR#IHIE L NZEDORFIZE &
B NEDELIL, ——HRFIZ A~V X —T——sought to understand meaning as the
expression of some kind of order, not as a link between two types of "things." —FfiD & D
DO OHEFEE L TTIEHRS T, —FHORFORNE LTEREZEMFEL L9 LiBkL7Z, In
expression, we clarify something about ourselves that otherwise remains indeterminate
(such as a feeling), EHIZBW T, bhvbiuIbivbivH & M2 R LT 5, 5L
RN B FORACIT (T2 & 2 ITEF L L O AMRERE EITE £ E %, and we realize some
aspiration (thus making the aspiration more determinate). i HOIVITHIA % FEH T 5,
(Z9 LTHRAIZTETEIMENIZ/25,) Expressivism revived a key element of the
Aristotelian tradition, RMEFIL, 7 U A M T LV ADEHROH L 70 5 BEREEIE I,
namely, Aristotle's "hylomorphism," 7 U A F 7 L A DEEHEARG T 5, the union of
form and matter. £ ¥ DFES TH 5, However, expressivism differed from that
tradition in holding that the form <that is realized in matter (or embodiment) > is not
something <that is determinate prior to its embodiment > L 7> L, #£HEFlL. FEAHIZ
BRI ORI TEBIIND (HOHWITEGLEIN D) BNENDBELILI N DRI GHEE LT
WD EE LD B ITE/ > TV 5D, and then is only actualized; FEAHIZELFEIZ 72D D
HCToh D, rather, it acquires its determinateness in its being expressed.?e L AR ITFE
HaSnD 2 EiCk > TEDMREZERT 5,] (p.142)

RO - BARE I T [RB13:78) (Expressionismus) &9 Efi & %2 HEH
E L TCITTWAD, Expressivism [3K% L TW5, SLCEOBMRMEFFIIIL TIAFR
TOFRMFFE expressionism| WV IFERH D (636 H) 23, WFIErhd T4 F Y 2857 -
A 13 TR EF expressivism ([ L AVUTH 720 H FEEM B E 2R LT 5
DX DITEED L& PRUDbITH COFBIREE R S HRICRE L Tnd ) (207 H)
LRl LTV 5,

[FHF7%] expressivism (77 v 7 /38— =fR)
Theories that take as fundamental not the thought that we always use words to

describe the world, but often to express attitudes, stances, habits of inference, and so



on. PIVONNHRZFLIRT H7-DIZORICFEEL L H NS &V ) BHEAIRIER & L3
DTS, v LIXUITRBE, 8, #HEmOBEBEREZRATLOICEELD
H 5 E W) BEEZRIFE T & A7 385, Particularly in ethics, $FIZfEE CTld the
term applies to any theorythat locates the primary function of ethical sentences fm£H
HISCE D JF AR 72 HERE 2 in the expression of attitudes, emotions, or other practical
states, FEE. 1E&. MOEEMIREDEHIZ, or in the issuing of commands, or the
putting of pressure on action & L < I, 3 DEFE, {TA~DEININLET H X 5 78
I, ENICTHRHERNY CTiEE S, The older term covering much of the ground
was 'emotivism', = DNH D% < & B 3—F 5 ORI, [EH 8 emotivism' TH > 7=,
but this doctrine became linked with naive views about the state of mind expressed,
L L 2O ER &V D HFEIT, LOIRBEICEAT 2F 47277 L . and naive views
about the consequences of the theory for notions such as truth and objectivity. E#f
EINEBUE L DOREDTZ O OBEROIFHE BT 2 FAMe BT LSV TN D & 5 ik
-7z, Expressivism 1is also applied to views in other domains that stress the
practical function of uses of language rather than any function of representing
facts. RIHFEFRIT, L7 > T, OB TEH, KRR L TWOIEEOKRELY b, S5
DEEERLHERED T I E R A E < IR, EHTE D,
So there are expressive theories of causation, modality, knowledge, and truth.
*Pragmatism can itself be seen as a generalised expressivism. [KF, #BH. &%k, =
DOHEFRICRHGRPFET D, T 77 ~T 4 ANE, bR HEERER LI 5, )

5. OB 2 —LnbH > hos

T AOLEICIE, BB, 1 Tom 0 OBEI /K ELNL, TH LN LD,
ZONIEFHEHTIET T, BT TORVOTIEARWD) EWVWIREEKLE SE
Do
Robert B.Brandom: Articulating Reasons —— An Introduction to Inferentialism,
Harvard University Press 2001

2 0 0 HOMEFL T, HHD 4 0 HIZE D Introduction T, #HFEHAZ2LARD FTO
WD E R DALEST 25> T\ D,

[Sellars once said that the aim of his work as a whole was to begin moving analytic
philosophy from its humean phase into a kantian one. 7 — X%, &{k& L CoOM O
FORME, SITEEELZOE 22— LAWRJFEMN DI > MAYRRE~ BN LG 5 2 &
7ZLiE-STZ B 5, The full implications of this remark include reverberations

contributed by many of the chambers and corridors of the Kantian edifice. Z®
HKEOTRTOGEIL, B eI REEDEL S O/NFEEPERRE P LERD G55



THEENDINELEZE LTS, But at its heart, DO OIZHB W TIE 1 think, is the
conviction that the distinctive nature, contribution, and significance of the conceptual
articulation of thought and action have been systematically slighted by empiricism
in all its forms. AR L1728 OWEER 72 o8I kD, WA M:, Z20&E], BEIN.Z0H
HPLERIZEBNTRBRERICL > TRRNCBER SN TE LW OMETHD LA,
Although the addition of logic to the mix in the twentieth century was a promising
development, there was from Sellars's point of view a failure to rethink from the
beginning the constraints and criteria of adequacy of the enterprise in the light of the
expressive power the new formal idioms put at our disposal. 2 0 k2D Z 7= F (12 imEE
FERNTDHZEE, I TE2REETIEIO 720, 7 —X0BANLTH L, Z0H
LWERAR DN DNDLEIINATZRBE OO LTH DL &, &b ZDOEED
FEHIPR &Y & DA T D580 238 o 7=, The result was the pursuit of traditional
empiricist visions by other means i i3, [aAIRREREFRO T 4 ¥ 3 &2 MO FETIE
K35 Z Lit#ki o7, —ones that could not in principle do justice in the end to the
normativity of concept use & FE:T, FERAIHE S A OBI&EME I3 L TIE LWk
FERIETE - o 72, that finds its expression variously in the distinction between laws
of nature codifying inferential relations among facts, on the one hand, & &
PEIX, OEDITIX, 2472 T, FELFEOMOHERI2BRE = — Med 5 B RIEH]
DOEOZERIZZEDOFREN A 5%, and mere regularities regarding them, on the other,
and in the difference between acting for a reason and merely moving when prompted.{tt
FTIE, ENOICEGT IR LIHAMECAOND, LT, BEEZRDDITHLHRD
BEEIIhEREOERIZALOND, ] (p.32)

FTEFLOEE L L THAL I, BARATER L TWDEFELEFHIT, ~— TV EROH
FHORENA—Va a7 )0 PPRERTHBLIZZENDIHE ST, Ea—AIlLo
THMEORY ZEEE SNy ME, LoL, Ea—20@Y ZHEf L7, B a—2A0%,
KEHEESH (774 OREHE %2 T7RATVAY OREHE 7ZEREB0 L
Teo 1770 AV OBEHWITOIZ U TREER DN, 2T FOEIY WA T, 7
A BT RERBEEGIY, =) RS, NV TR E IR o T, i E—r /N T
DOHMBRERTH D, 177V AU OREHIE] OFREZZED D LV I K TIE, ~—F
bl NERERETHD,

RO FD, 177V AV OREHWT] OEEMENRRWE STz, FIRERT 77U 4
VX I7 7040 OGN OF, ZhnT veLrOHBEETHD, HAR, o Mk
HE a—AOwRIXTZTEDEL ST, B P~DiEZFIZIKL T, Ea—ANnLHAX—
ZUILRTUTRBRY, 2y GREAE i) EREREGEER . Oy ol
STZIETH- T,



ZNRE, Tea—LZB2ThHy b~ EWHBITFICEDS Tz, 72d 238D [5E
EEFRmMF] X, =7 - ~—=FUNn TE—87%7 2B EOMESHE#iE -
EFA—TH o, 199 0FRD IEfEERRF 1X. 180 0FRD IH—EFF) OFH
Thd, ~—TNVEHOENTFIX, [F—8%) Oz ~—FAn [RizLiz) RS
WA, [EEERRFE OEE 2D LV AiBLO R Y Lo T,

MEfEERmmg) (B LTIk, shoris BB i) o 5755 OB BT HILFA)
THIMEICFLIE STV D, 7y m 2R 785 i) (Stathis  Psillos: Philosophy of
Science A-Z 2007) (21X, T5E7ERHR. XZFEEH ) (Realism and anti-realism) &9 IEH
WHHDT, BHIZLIZVY,

[E1Ef. FEEM ] Realism and anti-realism (73 v AR 7/ Fo )

[ Historically, realism was a doctrine about the independent and complete existence
of universals (properties). JESRICIX, FEfEmm GE&Gm) ($TEEE GEIK) OS5
iR BFETH o7, It was opposed to nominalism. ZFUITMEL i & X7 L7z,
Currently, realism has a more general meaning. B TITIEERIZD - EIERO VDA NE
W% o, It affirms the objective reality (existence) of a class of entities, and
stresses that these entities are mind-independent. FEEimIIdH 5 7 T A DIFIEE DEHL
HIFELE (E1F) 2#EHET 5, Realism is primarily a metaphysical thesis. EfEfiL. b
b LM SRR r5 T D, But many philosophers think that it has a semantic as
well as an epistemic component. L72>L., %< O FEF N FELEimIT IR WRimIRRakam
7R N D & 2 Tu b, The semantic thesis claims that a certain discourse or class
of propositions (e.g., about theoretical entities, or numbers, or morals) should be taken
at face value (literally), as purporting to refer to real entities. [EfEimD] BRI T
—EiL, PLRIREES. B T VCEL ) &5 EDiim. MEOESEENLF
TEE~DEREILZ DO L LT, il L CFEYID), ZiTE o TUIRLRWN
L FiE7 5, The epistemic thesis suggests that there are reasons to believe that the
entities posited exist and that the propositions about them are true. #2i%7 —tix., =D
FAEENEFATLHEELD, FENCHETOIMENRETHLEELL2HENHD L V)
Z L& LTS, Given this epistemic thesis, realism is opposed to scepticism about
a contested class of entities. Z DRk T —X DHFA . FEIEMRITFELEEZE DY 7 AT
HIEEEEFR X T 5, Anti-realism can take several forms. EEGmIZITV < DD
& 5, One of them is anti-factualism:Z D — DI FEEFK TH 5, it understands the
contested propositions (e.g., about unobservable entities, or mental states, or numbers)
literally but denies that there are facts that make them true. X FFHEFFHITYe%mE (Bl
AR [LAN TR, DAPREE, $0 Z230r@ 0 ICH 278, snozH e



HEDBREENMIET D L EEGTET H, Hence, it takes the contested propositions to be
false X FEERITYEMELZBTH D & A727, and denies that there are entities that
these propositions refer to. = L C. T HDOMBEICE ST HFEE DIFEEGRT D,
Mathematical fictionalism and ethical error-theory are species of this form of
anti-realism. 7 EOARERE & MR 2RRE 0 (LA N Catll] 122 0O EERTH
%, Another form of anti- realism is non-factualism: KEERDOBIDOIIL, FHEEER ThH
%, the 'propositions'of the contested class are not really propositions; 3% 7 A DA
REITFEIIMAE TILZ2 ), they are not apt for truth and falsity; Z 4L HIZIZE A DAL L
< 72\, they are not in the business of describing facts. =1 HIZITFFEE2 TR T H Z &
PMEFE L2720 [£F 9 ], Instrumentalism 18 E. 373, ethical noncognitivism ffiELHIFEF
A+ # and mathematical formalism #(*7*HJF X% are cases of this kind of
anti-realism. &\ 9 X 9 7 EEGROFIENH 5, A third popular form of anti-realism
comes from Dummett who argues that the concept of truth is epistemically constrained.
KELERROEFE = DHLIRIEN, XAy M T b, XAy ME, BEEOBESIIFEHG
BZHH XD Eimd D, Dummettian anti-realism does not deny that the contested
propositions (e.g., about numbers) can be (and in fact are) true, but argues that their
truth cannot outrun the possibility of verification. % A » MO FEEmIL. Ha%n N

(72 & 2TV T) ETHY 922 Lx2EELRY, LML, L, TbDmE
OEHIIMEFED AREMEZ B 2 D Z LixT&E 2 & F9E9 5, This species of anti-realism
equates truth with warranted assertibility. % A v MEEOKEEmITEER L [T v—o
D] FERE ST EVE & & [FZEIZ L7297, Mathematical intuitionism is a case of this form
of anti-realism. M FM AR EHBA LR IZIZOBOKEERD —Hl TH D, Given this
Dummettian perspective, realism is the view that every proposition of the contested
class 1s either true or false, independently of anyone's ability to verify or recognise its
truth or falsity. % A > MEDORBETH 5 & EEMm L 13447 7 A0 H LD LN ED
BNTHDLE NI RITTH D, Bfbs%Mer L., Rk T 20 & 1THEEHRIZ, Hence, realism
is taken to subscribe to the logical principle of bivalence. i1z . FEIEamITimEL) 72 —
Al ZREETHREbDLEMEND,

FHRLFAL, B B, BRI ELSR., BPMEERE ST T a2,
MERE LTIiX, 77 v 7 3—r 0 THEEE] (quasirealism), 772« 77—k D
MERkPOAEER 3-8 | (constructive empiricism) 723% 5,

B ARHEF(EA ] (unobservable entities ) ([ 7> v AR 22/ Nl )
[Unobservable Entities, for example, electrons, or DNA molecules, that cannot be
seen with the naked eye.7= & 21X, & 1. DNA 7> 71X AR TIE A 2 72\, They are posited



as constituents of observable objects and/or as causes of their observable behaviour. %
NS IFBIER AT RE 2t B ORE AR 4y & L CENL STV 5, Many scientific theories seem to
assume their existence. % < ORI FHERITZN O DFEFEZIT AN TS L O IZlbih s,
Scientific realists take it that there are such entities (i.e., that the world has a deep
unobservable structure) and that scientific theories describe their behaviour. F}5f)52
A X, £O X5 FEE (MFIIIROWBIR A RHIELZ S > TWD) BFEET D L
L. TLTHSPHEmIII O LEBEATRAESEOTREZRLET D LML TS,
Empiricists (but not all of them) have typically felt that positing unobservable entities is
illegitimate, since their existence transcends what can be known directly from
observation and experiment. 9" _XTIEXR W LT HRRBRERE 1L, BRI, BIEARA]
BEAAAER DESLITIETE LI TV D, ENHOFEFIT, BIE LR OEEICHLND
HbOEBELTWLENHLTHD,

[PERREEGR | error-theory (The Blackwell Dictionary of Western Philospphy,, ed.by
N.Bunnin and J. Yu, 2004)

[ETHICS J. L. Mackie's term for his position rejecting ethical naturalism. ~ » &% —
DT OMFET, MEANRAREREZEGT 2O GOODOMFETH 5, Ethical
naturalism claims that all moral judgments refer to some objective moral property, are
capable of truth and falsity, and have their truth-value determined by an external
objective meaning fi#RHY B AR T IL, & O 1P DB B & 2D KB 72 B8 R 72 SR
ZHERLTWD L FiET D, According to naturalism, moral judgments are true through
reflecting what is the case in nature. HAREFRIC LAUE, EFEAHEIBIIE RO HFITAFET
HHDENMT DI EICE > TETHD, Mackie rejects ethical naturalism because he
holds that there are no objective values or moral facts to determine the truth-value of
moral judgments. ~ v F—MEEAY R ER AT 2 B, BRI O EPRAGE A
ET DI LNTE DD REBAMME, EEOFEIFAELLRVLWENEZLLNDTH D,
Hence, all ethical theories that presuppose the existence of objective moral truth are
systematically wrong. ZHIERENEIROEEFEEZFIHET D H O D5 mELHGG XA R
\Z[E#E > T\ %, Mackie claimed that morality is a matter of free choice, rather than
something imposed on us by an objective moral reality. ~ » & —{%, EREILH H72ER O
METH Y, BEAEREAMEIC L > ThhvbhIZRE o b X5 b o TidAw, His
non-cognitivist position echoes Moore's naturalistic fallacy and Hume's is /ought gap.
WeDIFFRAMERARIG X, b—T O THRERWZREE) BEL Pt 2—20 [is /Jought
Xy v 7| LR LT 5, "The denial of objective values will have to be put forward not
as the result of an analytic approach, but as an 'error theory', a theory that although

most people in making moral judgements implicitly claim, among other things, to be



pointing to something objectively prescriptive, these claims are all false."
Mmmemmwgﬁm&ﬁﬁ® YEIL, TR FEOR R E LTHERINWD L5 b DT
T2 A S, THERAEGR] L L THERENDRETh D, Thbb, 1ZLA LD APETE
Hi] b D % E 2 BRI LV‘JTE"J CERELTWVD, RALPDOFBIETEZERL TS L FHET
DITH0b LT ZOERITTNTHY TH D, |

B RIE LRGN & WV ) BIRECKITT 2O K G, ~— 7 AT ORIk [RFEFE
L LT, HOBERTIHIRENONTND, DF D, ~—F L EHTIE, MELHIET,
KT O Z 4 PEIX, BRTIROBE OIS & [ UET AV CHRT & T3, Flbm
EWVIHIRIDOT v E LT Y, EWVWFEEZD E, FEEMICRY) THDH KN, [IE
LW EEbIDN, %nifé%#EwJkﬁb%%f%%®ﬂﬁ&ffﬁbmjmf
E7e 0, BROFEKFFON—F N ~OFE ORI, mEREERmm e N, ~—7 v
DOEBUE L DD B LR Z 72 DS AR EmIC e D E W IOTRE L E TN T 5D,

AFIXZZTOWolzAfkbs, TELE MFEEE4E2016) OUARTELERLT
WRWEDPRFES TWDNR, Hith CRIROMFEEZFEELVWE/- S, ZZETOIIM LW
T, ANBRANT=holcZ Eid, FTHE—IT, FROEFEEA~—F NV TEFR E ORI D
LR HEENTND LWV Zen, BifE, OB FTE>TWD Z L Db HE
RTEZLETHDHEND ZETHD, ZAULR L TREIIZREEATIEAR W, M2V 21X,
FILESE RIRDIRIRAY 72 2840 & 3B L TV D ITEWV R, RIS, TORBOES 2R T b
DL L THEREFORNTOBIED FE im0, ho T =) o7 ~—F/LDF—
WRIZHIG L, 77X LEFILOHET 0720 L OFFEN, ~—F L OB O
WBUED ELEfm P OfEA R EBRDEVIBEEZ LS TNDHEWNWI Z LITHEA LY,
AR Tlfihiv 2o 7203, /3o H— (Frederick C. Beiser) @ [ KA >V #l&G] AF7E0s, =
DORICELEDOS LIRS TWD LS, F=I10, Effammdid, By & miyen
EHICHBEOFREGRIIE A FF O E I D E VI MG E B A TWND D, —HOIK OIS
FEPEHLTWD LY ICA~A—T D [RBUEH] LW OB NE D LTHRINLT 2D 0%
WRT D EDFPMIEORIBETHDL RS, Z2nbid, Eoz<MBED Mo F
TEam) 23k, BRSNS Z L2220 L WO MIFFRATAT D > TV D, EDFEEMmD 72D
2 TEERD ) & WS DMERNFIET 2 2 ERHLNICR D LS, BINRRTEn T &%
PP ORI CH D, Fll, B, BE, UV —TF 0 TR (RN X%)ﬁ
XTI O T V) 2 — KTITEN S NS, AT AR Lz [0rigss)
(The Oxford Handbook of The History of Anlytic Philosophy, ed.by Michael Beaney
2013)1%, FFk. [DHTEFOKD Y OIHE D OIRE] LW I LESITEFFON S LR,
HAAS, BAROEEHZENRERICA R TR Z - TV 2 BAAR 238 123 BN 2 Al HE
PEDR B Do HWIFZEE N Z OIRPUSSE B9 BB A L o> TH HWNoW, Z D72 D
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