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DIFETH DT 06T, BOIIEHERH 0 EFEICITREO KRHAER Y - L B 572
5D BIRTTFEIHIRFTE D LIEMRDTE, LW DR DR TH D, STIDL X,
29 LIEMIAN R OFY O a o B a—2) R L, ZHIUCESN T IFRUTKEOH O
721 EBZ D ENTEDHEAID,

HODZDMWZHTHX N LDEZIT ) —Thbd, BREEYEOME—DHRERE
FNTET TIRET DR 22 F1 530 O8] G Ta ) 2 FEALEOR (A CRERIRIR) ICH D, &
WD HERF L2, <FBROBEITL > 2 & S22 WRY | Z 5 LEZMIXW D72 5 FEIEOEY L
AT ZENTERY, T2/ AU TRUIKEO RO ) 13 S
MR EHERD, )



b LR EmST N M TEE =B RS (BPARn=EMhER, VEBCRFEHIRA 1 9
94) THHN, —HbrLT VR, LG EEEZNMES N0 ONSNLRL 5,
JHENE, TT v IR REMRT LT AV RO TELEE] FoOLEEEL LT
Y EZELE L ECAEFELEEZEDVWZEHRELTYH, TEIHIZEH VITIELYY) &2, 28
HBRERT2 L9127 E0ThHH, FAUEROH EEL WA KEIZHRL LT, ZOHIT
MOB Ly 7 AL TRIZEET L2 WO BE (S5AbyTFay V7B 2RI ENH
%o ZOBED S N F LOFRLDOBETIESNTZDN, /ST AR ZOBENL b k2
T DN H IR0,

LI, ZoOWHEB ZRNT 20, EBHH /N FAZRHT 5 L9 BIKDO H A<
T, FHMOEHE & L UIRETH D, FF, TOTITAD Bz b Atz R LZ 0
DT, ZTO/RIZER LTIZLLY,

KFEEDOT O (brains in a vat) 77 v 7 7 LPEER M The Blackwell Dictionary
of Western Philosophy (2004)
[A thought—experiment imitating Descartes’ s argument from dreaming. 7 /L kD
AL A AR L 72 S T2,
Suppose we remove a person s brain from his body and keep it alive in a vat, and
then wire the vat to a computer that provides the normal stimuli. Fex23&H 5B AD
IMEPDFENDI LT, KREDOPTEF L, ZOKEL = Ea—ZITERTHORNT,
B 7RIS 5 & RREE K
The result would be that this brain in a vat would have a mental life that merges
perfectly with its past life so that it is not aware of what has happened. #&F &
LT, ZOMITOIRATEEZ ©O7EA D ZORMEDENELERIZEWRT L1259, faIni
T oo iZ L KRR,
There is no basis for the brain to distinguish between its present situation and
its previous situation. Z DMANEIAE & DIREEZ KBIT DRI & 720,
The conceptual possibility of this experiment leads to skepticism about the
reliability of experience and empirical knowledge in our actual lives. Z DEEZE
BROBE SR 2 ATREME & LT, #RBR & BLEATEIC IS 1T 5 fRBRAY FIRk~ OIS HEIC kT4~ H 1 EEIC
TEAE<,
Some philosophers, however, challenge the value of such “science fiction” examples
in philosophy. LU ¥ TIEI DX 5 7 SFEHNTIIEE RN E WS TFEE BN D, |
SF BEDHNEIL, EZETHRREL BT 5000 by, #Rit. ZOREZ
SOV LI ADFERDE LW & Zfe - K0 IENITR, 7 =T RFERS TE R, T OHEGE
PIRVBRIZED L R E TH 2 L EDN TV DDONBIRESN TR, KERIE, 5E
EONTT D SN ESND DR B, h— e —0HEMIIR D, (EHKE T, (14 ik



L7720 EBIRRERETH D,
WIRTT T o 7 R_R—= DB DOF RN F LI L THRUTH AN, 2N TH/ 8P
LDEEZPND TN D,

KFEDOH DN (brain in a vat ) 77 v 7 X—2 =k

[An updated version, due to #*Putnam, of “Descartes’ s thought experiment with
the malin genie. 7 /L hd NHELEE] L) BEERO /X M AIZE D HEHK,
We are invited to consider the sceptical possibility that our experience is
actually produced by a brain suspended in a life—preserving medium (a vat) and
stimulated electrically in such is a way as to give us the delusive experience is
of living the life with which we are familiar. R X 9 72857 v[REME A2 % 2 TH
L0, DRLONOBBRITEBRICITRRE R (2M 0 ShEMIC > TELL TV D,
BAHNCH LATELAREZEDL LWV IR ORBRE G2 5 LIl h Tnd,
One reaction is to deny that this is even a bare logical possibility;—2>®D i
ZAVTHICERERAY R FREMEICIR E 2N E WD ZE T O RETDHENHI T ETH D,
another is to argue it that even if it is a bare logical possibility, we know
that it is not the way things are. & 9 —DDiE, FAIUDGHERAY R Al REMEIC T & /A2
WELTH, BIENE D TERWVWEWS ZExbbIM->TnL E@mT oD TH D,

A controversial argument of Putnam s attempts to show that the hypothesis that

[ am a brain in a vat self-destructs, FAIFKIEOHF DI &S RGED, IR TH
L2 LETRTON, NETLOBXIZE WD W OGS & D,
since if I were one, were I to put it to myself 'I am a brain in a vat’, %
LB RDBKREDOTORTH 2726 <FUIKEOHTOWIE> L A AHITE > THrE L
LTH,
I would not be referring to brains and vat, FADMME DKL DEEEZ L TCb L

>

W9 Z &Iy, and hence would not express appreciation of my true situation. %

TULTED BRADA Y OAR DT 2 FK LT 5 H O TIE R, )

1 81thfd 2 1 9 AL N THEFEE FZ BN Lo FOEYD H L7z RO B AR 72
R, T8 TUETEBITRBIZFEMTE 50y LW OBHTHERE 7=, 2 0 iz
FHELBIE BOTHEIZD 5 W, SR VO GHICT R TEEIMRI LD L ES L,
Iz 155 Ga) WEER) Svwo, BFE—HECHAO—H45IHT 5, ZOHEAIZHS
WTC, T T T RT Ty I NR—= T O T B BRGNS 7o BTN T, EiuD K
Db, SRR REROBFE - OBEHA MEA TV D,



SatamAEEE (linguistic turn) JAEAREFHiL (BP0 —)

Lo X5z, TEiEmiEsnl ) & 133 U CRGERICER T 2 o0 o Bk 2 5 5w
1&']@75%%@10“&77:@%@?%50 Lol FESRBLE D D 3L, ZIUTEREF0 7 %

DK TDHKAEELE RAHZ LM TE D, TH/NVMDOaX ORI E DI FIE, &

KE’J THCEROYGEMEZ MR R & L, BLEOIT BRSO (K & HikL LR S
i, TORER, B ORFME &\ 9 BRI N COMRAFAESCMBGEHR O 7 R U 7 & gk <
P ARG OB N IZH D D & 2o T, THUCK LT, TROE LY HE
B RN 72 B AR IR FEE~ AT L. BT b S RE M~ D T IEim s &
X5 Z LIk - T, HERBEICH =R R OMTF AR Z 5 & Li-o) [SiEmpvisn ) <
HolLEITENTE D,

Rakam O N T E > 72D T, SREmER THRmE Z VB L9 biFi,

ZOLE L] NI bDET IV RO X DIZHEERERRTHRAGICEEMAHI TV, K

BT LD IIFE LRV O TIEZRWDN, £ 9 WD B2 R L72DIXF A=K - T A 10 THE
MOFDOHE] Tho,

M Oh DOEYZE (ghost in the machine) ‘SiE¥FEARE M (REBHIE)
[Z A TLoBEE] (1949) (2B W THWEMRE, DISBI LTl < #ifi LTV 5 iLfi#c
ctzhi“ }\F'EﬁODEMZIK (XZEH D HIZAAE LI O & RIARI B ER D 22 W BRIERINZAE 5 23, O
CIXTFEE TR 2 R RN bV, B 3D DEIZ AR THh D DI
ﬂbf %%iﬁ%m X2 DLOFFH EOHRPNBUZ L - THEZ % 25 ZENTED
EEND, TAND [FHV NOMEE] LIRS Z ORI Uz 2 0F, D IR (k) 1243
DR EZADRVHEOMEZ LD L 70D, ZOE T A ML TBEMOTOHMED R 7~
DT, ENN I T Y —FERREMHIN DR THHZ L amEd LilAl, L LAEX
LWVES (raw feel) OREZMAME L 2 T D NEEMTH D, 1 ZOHEADEN TN D
L, TANDRRRN AT A =X ATA 7 ZhHDETHREEHLTNDLZ L THD,
0/2037 T w7 7 VIR R L B U THATIZ LYY,

W OF DEIZE (ghost in the machine) 77 v 7 v = LPHEEFEHM (2004)

[Ryle’ s phrase to characterize the Cartesian concept of mind. LD AL )72
WA ZRHESTET-DDT A NVOHWZZE, According to Descartes, the human mind
and the human body are independent substances that are ordinarily harnessed
together. T H/L MZ XiUE., ARBIOL EARITEFE TR0 TN D DO L7z 3K
Td 5, Human bodies are in space and subject to mechanical laws. ARORIZZZE]
OFNZH Y . A 72 LRI E > TuvD, Their processes and states can be observed
externally. L5 OIEFE & ARREIX, BN HLEIET H Z LN TE %, Minds, on the other



hand, are not in space, and are not

subject to mechanical laws. 5, OMEZZEMINITIZZR < o BB 72BN I 0E D 720,
Their processes and states are private and can be accessed only by their possessors.
LOEFE LIREBIFFAI Th > T, ZOFTHEERTNT 78 ATE %, After the death of
the body the mind
may continue to exist and function. H{KDIEMZIZHONIAFE LEERE LFET 22000 L
720N, This dualistic account of human beings is caricatured by Ryle as the dogma
of the ghost in the machine. Z D _JTimHIBRHAN T A NI L2 TH I IF 2T T4 X
SNTHHMOFTOWMEE WS R ~<iZ7 572, For him the view is mistaken in
construing the mind as an extra object situated in a body TA/VIZE > TIZZ DR,
TClE, DEFHIEOPINE T D55 & RAL TR HiE-> T, and control ling it
by a set of unwitnessable activities. F7=. —fD R 2 Z2WEENC Lo THIE 0TV
ALV ENELE -S> TWAD, Ryle’ s object in The Concept of Mind is to demolish this
dogma. 7 A /D LLOWEER] LW I FEOHEIZO R~ 2t 52 L1i2H 5. )

ZHUZE ST ) ORI LI L WRITZE D TiERW, LA, oo
e ITEIE LTV D,

EROHY: (folk psychology) 77 w7 U = LRSS 3dL (2004)

[Also called common sense psychology, a term for common sense understanding about

intentional mental states and overt behavior, using such terms as “belief,”

"desire,” “intention,” “fear,” “imagination,” and “hope.” EEDEIEO.LFRENE

LT LI D, BRI Z2ODEPIREE, & & HRITAICOWTERT 5 L 5 REMOF

HEThD, B, B, Eih, 2, B FELREDIHIRFETHEDI TN S,

In contrast to scientific or experimental psychology, or academic psychology in

general, folk

psychology is governed by a putative network of principles, which is taken to

underlie our ability to explain and predict human behavior. B9, FEERAG.LIES:,

T AT I w7 LB L O Tl LB, JREEOHEEN Ry U —7 1285

THRINTND, £IVIH)FEBAMOITAEZHH LIV ERLIZY TIREIDOE LI

o TNDHDERINTND,

It is familiar since childhood and is used effortlessly by all of us everyday life.
WFHEHN SR CATHN DD THY . AFFEIC L > THHRHIDZ )72 LicEibi T

Wo,

It is folk psychology in the way that our common sense talk about material objects

is called folk physics. HakIIZHOIVOIBPER 72ROV GRS % 58

WD D L RERICEM LB HEEH D,



Eliminativism in the philosophy of mind, presented in the 1980s by P. M. Churchland,
claimed that folk psychology, an outdated pre—scientific view of the world, should
be replaced by a more scientific theory of the mind-brain. [-DFEDROWEET
FLEAFTFYy—=F T FD1 98 0OFERINKLTWVD L 572, HELRIT, @ L
Fa, BN ORTEER 2 BT T b o LR 20— Bl TE S A Ezhé REHOD
EETRT D,

These claims provoked a continuing debate about the status and adequacy of folk
psychology. Z®D X 9 7pVHEEFRAZEEN, BB OERFEITRT 2k 2 iad 2 M L
TWa,

In opposition to eliminativism, Fodor and Dennett argue that folk psychology can
be vindicated, to greater or lesser extent, by scientific psychology; WEFE L
IERHT, 74— F7 &7 Ry MIBRLHEENR AR LA L > T BETSESE
7L LTH, EffbEsd &EFEL TS, others argue that folk psychology is not a
theory, BB LI FIIHBmBTITILWVWE WS FEH H A, for it does not have
generalizations about the relations among mental states and about the relations
between mental states and behavior. &9 OFEME LIRS OLERIREE & D) ORREE &
ﬁ%®%®%%kwmow1\%Eméﬁébﬁﬁm&wﬂafﬁéo

Some philosophers argue about the claim that the central concepts of folk

psychology, such as belief and desire, have features, such as intentionality, which

exclude them from any scientific psychology. HFEDOTIZIL, [E&E VERE L D@
@bﬁ%@¢@mﬁ%ﬁiwu'ﬁ&ﬁui5@%m%ﬁofﬁ@\%®mfﬂ%mﬁb
IEFENNEFRLE TV,

Folk psychology in another sense flourished in Germany and was represented by the
work of Wilhelm Wundt. KA Y TEEANZ/2>T-RIELEFIZIEBIOEKRTH S, T
T4V e T N OEFIC L o TIRFEIINL D, Here the term means cultural
psychology, that is, a study of the mentality of a people who share a social
practice as that mentality is expressed in culture, myths, and customs. Z Z Tl
R ODHES 213, SRR LEFO Z L TH Y | #aREZ R L LG 2 N2 OO
Th D, LYERIE, #EE, BRICEHIND LW D) KO R TH 5, )

P DI, FBICALDPDICOVWTEESTND L E, ZINIHIFERLLTRITLHLD &
b\oéf‘;&z)x PR DOTFFHEDOMIAEEN T, TOROZ I ANEROXIR LD HEODLD,

B LEE] ROTH D,

BB, REODES (folk psychology)ﬁ*%ﬁﬁﬁ*’*?#% 7— K (2016)
[F % 13252 9 B0 A DITEN 2 (5 A0k 72 EOLIIRREIC L > TR 5, 2ok
9 78 HEWIZATEN O 2 32 2 5 DN D W T O F R 22 R O SR X R LELE: & M iEh



%o R ODHEFIIOICEET 5 ED X 5 RO IER/RDIEAH D e ZDRITOWTIE, £7,
i e v ab—a VILOXNER B D, BEmaC JAuE, RFEGOEITOICE T 2 R
IR CH D, Fxld, L& ZTEERAET R ERTE LI RD LWV oTl LD R0 EE
HIZ BRI > TEB Y, 20X ) BRBRALMEROEE  NRELHETFIEE WS bIF T
bb, EOIEETIUL, REVDEFICE 2TBOFBIL, 712 K 2R OEB O & [F
UL, EANCES SHERmRMAIE L WS Z LTk b,
ZHICH LT, Y ab—rva VTR REDEPIOICEAT 2V I 2 b—ra VREEHO
ERETIZD 72 B, Fex T AT 2 N ES1TEIT 2 200% B3 020 IZZ DA DK
Doz TUL, MEED, EXTEI T EEZTAHADLIEICL>THAZ ENTE
Zo PRIy %ﬁéa%m&ﬂﬁkiEA%MAmhﬁ BWTEX THDLAES, DE VA
a2 b— FTHRAZIENRLRNDTH D, |

Bzl iﬁ%%ﬁ L DOPRANORGIEL &V ) IBEICIEBEDL b e THED LW O L&
Baon SRR &SNk POERTE o7, &L 2APBBRLETEVWH T, 8
MR EIRO LA BRI E VWIS D250 olz, DE VD SmERN < 20 T, 3
AR A & WO AMNCEZRD L 9 ICh oz, TRERLTWDLON TRNEH TH
EEFREIMETR] LWORBETHD, DKOF O] WS ET /ML, WESE WD
RIZEFOFEELH ERTERNZ T L TN D,

[AKFED O (ZxT 2 5EHEROHMHE S 9 —EBI AT 5, 7272 LEFEOWL D0vE
[E@l & TRBl) VWO SHEICEES LD, [fEr) & T3 ICEE|mz 5,

ffﬁﬁm@uwﬂU\EﬁLoﬁﬁﬂk%%@2~ﬂ%-3VE:%5$%@ﬂﬁﬁ%
HlH L T2, 2O TR THIUX, FEA, B3 H KRS0 - LT 27259,
O L EBITRB 2585 L. 2T\ T TFAL 17Mﬁ@EF‘®Em7‘:J EEZDHENTE
D% NEFTLADEZIT ) —Th D, THEFB L OME—DRFBARE TN 2T TIRET D
FEA 72 IS FBDEBUCH D, LI HERF LW, <FRRROBEMTH > %2 & D72V RY |
ZO LI FBUTW DR 2 BB LR T 52 LN TERY ) AN M FATT S8R, 1 9i
DO FE D, GBI OWNTIHATE D &R UHEED, FERIZOW TR Seo T D Z & &5
TW5,

ZTHURICOWT, KiE L HARGEDFEKOEN & W ) Ju M 28N H 5, #KFET MR

T 5] (refer) 1L, G L FOLPMBNEIERTHEVIBETHEDLNLIZETHD, 2D
m%kOWT®1%H7ﬁﬁ%#%6®Tﬁﬂbkw AU — (FHIZRTZA~Y — 8B D%,
BEHLHlTWad) R EFomELE 5% AP (J.Perry, M Bratman, J.M. Fischer:
Intruduction to Philosophy, Oxford 2016) ®fték (Glossary) 1IZ& D,

refers (U —%972 Af{Fk 2016)
Philosophers use a number of terms for the relationship that holds between singular

terms and the objects they designate or stand for. ¥FHT7T-HITW < D DIFEE



BMOWRGEE ZN o280 L, RELRDHGLDEROT-DIZHN S,
Refers is used both for the relation between singular terms and what they stand
for, and for the act of using a singular term to stand for something (” ’That piece
of furniture’ refers to the chair” vs. ”Jane used ’that piece of furniture’ to
refer to the chair.”) T¥§739 5 refer] 11X, ZODFEWERH D, O & DT, BHio
e L ZNOBRET D HDLEDEMRIZ, b 5O & DI, BMOMGEZ (1 Z2ET 720
CHWDITRIL, HBOFERRFERLTND, V=A VTbOFREER/FFE2RTIZDICH
A
The thing referred to is often called the referent. FE R IFL7-H DL LIE LITHETR
Rl D g
Denotes is most properly used for the relation between a definite description and
the object that uniquely meets the descriptive part, [denote] I%. WEEICHR & X
(FLRER oy & ME—AUIZ ST 2 %5) ORRICHWLINLL DR E - & b THh H, as in
"The author of Waverley denotes Sir Walter Scott.” 72¢xiX =7V DF
HLWZIETANE— - 23y MIOZ L7 L) Ao L 5,
But denotes is often simply used as a synonym of refers. L 2>L denote I% refer @
FEEE LTHNOND ZEbE0,
The thing denoted is sometimes called the denotation and, less often, the denotatum.
Denote &4L7c % D73 denotation EFEIINLD Z &b dH DD, denotatum &) EXEITHE Y
(E oY gANTAN
Names is used for the relation between a name and its bearer (or nominatum), as in
"Fred’ names that man.” [7 Ly REWSZKITHOFEZET) &9 AT, 4T
name 234 Hif & EDOFFHEDBEURIZHW BN D,
are used in a very general way, as the latter has been in this discussion. Z D
FRICBEE LIS L L CiL. Designate] & Tstands for] & iXfFEHLNAMERE THIEV, |
TFDOREGBAIZZ EDRVADTEDICBS BB SNZHITZLE Y, [T 7 VD3
FLWzEUANE— - Zay MRIDOZ L2 Lo DIE, A—FF7 U R T yELOHAN
I Th D, S8 EFE) LW EEOXSY) &N (FIE) 1B LT, A frown denotes
displeasure [L22®DHEIIATO LD L) 1L MEIE L omEE L TARmERL TWD], [
DOARGN LD HEICFRDID | SV Z 5315, 1 am not referring to you. [FAEH 7272
DZEEFS>TVDHALRRN] LWV BEEITIE, FERIFRORET 5K HITELS b
S>TW5, LML, ZOROKFFLEZRET O MZHWEVOEK N EnwH 2T, [%
DZLDOIVHRIZITHEET D) (BENMREZHRT D) ZEE2RATLIENTE D,
The novel stands for life itself. [ZD/NFUIANEZDEDERLTNWD] &, EHE%A
FREICEVWZ 52 LT TE S,
Cities are designated by red dots. [EFHIIIIRM THRK/REIL 5] Red dots designates

”

”



cities . [T ZET ) OHE . HKEHEEOBMIZEA S NLRWING, £ E F5E
ETHZEIFHEV RV, TYRIIEMOI T ATRSDFERT, ZMDOT 7 A543 vk
DFEAEFRT, Ty ROFIIEMON 7 AR DOND, — ZOLHIZEE (RE) & (R
BLORISY) &N (REFE) LT, EnaE5EE LT, FUBE]D (BARERS THo
bt lebbhd]) TREINDIGEND D, BEAOEWN, 5T 5, 48T 5. B4
kT 27252 LICRd, 22T

RKELL L, NEIMNTES, BESE 25, #ET DR EOBEWEEL b, refer (X [~
ES] EWIFERNLRTND, EETDHOOHIMN, 47 7 OfFIZH - T, Kk
VIO E 72> TN D, MICARTZEXHE S5 2 L id, WE I OA 77 ROL4 ORI E
ST ETHS,

A EAREI T Ty 144 Z251< & il TRERRTV, SMERIRIV . BF50E—
[NAIBELR, SMIEAER) LWV IR X 9 RIEHAMN 28T 6T T, bbb Ly, ARHME
TNTERIRIV, SMERIRI O3 REBUCEEE L TW5, SRHEME TRTERRIV, SMERIR
W OFEE LTEYEESI AT S,

NIERIRTVY, AMERIRIVY (internal/external question) ‘EiR¥rE: « BEAREM . AR HE
(0T 7%, BUSER - FAEm - MEATR &V o oI 5 EORISLIT R PRI 3 E e
L, —ELTERLTE L, ATy 7id, S L UXEMLITEAT DRV 2 A X7
HREPFZEFH, TNENRV EFEEN S5 1 OFEOR T, 25— EOHRHN - 555
I Db & TOFEICEAT 2N TH D, 29 LW, @BRrY S L < I3mBEA) 22 28
TIZL - TEZNEZBN D D, T2& 21, TR AT RAXEE L0 FERFED /)T,
ME0 L0 b RERFRIIFLET D0 TEFORNT, TRENVEZNEZDND D, %
AUZHR LT, TAMERIRI) EREEN S, 56 2 OFEORMN T, B - SRERFSAZ O
HDIPPDLNTH D, Z 2T, BEFEFITHAAND &9 P2 R4~ &
MEIIMNEVSTZFENRBETH D, WV F > AT XU, 2 2T BEIL, Bmed
DT, 29 LIEMHAZRAT 2 Z EMERITH A0 AR TH DN E Vo Tz, ik
FITRT Ay I RFEED L DITTER, |

& HIRFEATREZR B O NI T2 CHON D E . & 9 W\ ) FEIR A JEAMA L 7= R O E W
BANT y FITIRRTND L D7, WeEDPINENEED L IITRET 20080 ) BEkEAD,
Az BHRT 20 5E 25 L, FROMNS. BEEOWNSL, RERROWNSN R & OREAIL T Z
TT 4 RFEEO L DICTE RN E WD BT BB,
ZITRIZRDOIF THE] EWS FETH D, THFE) 1T immanent (NIZZ $2) DOFR
FEE L UL TEZDIZ, T Tl internal (NTHEE) OFRFEE L THlEbNb Lo
272> TW5, THEIREER] LRLTEL,

WERRE 1236 (internalism) 77 v 7 U = VPEEEY AL (2004)



A theory of epistemic justification, #aksmBYI721E4 kDT, which claims that
the justification of one’s belief is determined by one’s actual or potential
awareness of the correct cognitive process that generates and sustains the given
belief. & % ADEEDIEY T, £DOANRFEC, b L ATBEMIC LD, 4BLUF > T
WHEERZERH L, R L TS, IELWEBIBRIZK OV TN DIC > TIRIESh D &
TRT D HD,
Accordingly, justification is a function of one’s internal states:Z DILIFIZ I
X, EN LTS D NOWNEH R IREDERE CTH 5, one’ s perceptual states, memory
states, and so on. ZDO ANDHFIRETLE. R ER L,
This has been a major trend since Descartes, ZILNT /L FUSEDE L 7 AHAITH
27,
who identifies justification with having a reason for thinking that the belief is
true. BT EYZE, ZOEENELWEEZLT-OOHEAEZ LS L EF—H LT,
According to this theory, the justification of a belief is determined entirely by
subjective characteristics, inoring external factors, and is therefore opposed to
externalism. Z OIFHIZ LAUX, BEROESITE o 7 < T2 BRI R FRMETZ T THE S
., AR FIIER SN D, £ 2 THEBSIRER LT D,
In the philosophy of language, internalism refers to the position that denies that
to understand a sentence is to understand its truth conditions, holding instead
that the meaning of a sentence is its use. =iBHF CIINERPE EF & 1302 FifiE4
HEWS LT, XOBEREMEIFT DL THHLEWVWI ZLERETDIUHOI LT
o, ZHTHLTXDOEKRIIZOHEMTHL LWV OGN H 5, |
ZORRITRGGT 2T v b xR BEWELIT T D, 7 /0 FOSIFIE, 72 Lni
—FEONEBRAE EFRZ H A TIIN DD, ZHTHANCEBRAm ORI E WO BE L > Tnd, 7
71w B3, BAMPEIAAN 2 B IS EFR L TRV & W D RTERIEH D03, 7 H/V FDOILHIE
DFIBIZDORENTND K9 RFF e BB ER TIEZR0,

HEB T (externalism) 77 v 7 U = /LPaER 3L (2004)

[A theory of epistemic justification, which is opposed to internalism. FRikimAY1E
VALOBGG T, WA ETRITHN T 5373, It denies that the justification of a
belief requires the believer to be aware of the cognitive process of the given
belief. 2D &T, FEDIEMUIIEEZW AL, TOFTEOEZOREHIBRIZ KO
TWAKENDD D Z L 2T 5, Internalism, which holds that one must have
this awareness, WERE ERIINTZDO LI R DOEEFFORETHDHZ L 23 FFT 5,
has difficulty in explaining the ascription of knowledge to unsophisticated adults

or to young children, and in explaining some classical problems, such as induction.



ZOSIHIE, HRRANC RN R AR W HIC b ARk D D T L A BT D O N
BB, FIIRMORIED X 5 72 p) 22 2 B4 2 DIC b IN#EN B 5, Externalism
suggests instead that the nature of a belief is at least partly determined by the
surrounding objective world, rather than solely subjectively. #MESRREFEIL. 2
BORMET S S IX O FBCHREIND LWV D L0, 2 & bEEIcITlRY HB<E
BRHMHIIC L > TIEEIND Z L /-84 5, Therefore, justification requires the
consideration of factors external to one s consciousness. FiLW X IESLIZIZAD
EiRON ORI A ~DEEBNVFETH 5, Externalism thus links justification to truth.
NI ERITEHA~DIEYL & R, There are various forms of externalism, %%
MMM ERITIIZIETIEARELH S, and the most influential include reliabilism, %
S EHEEORENEDIEEM TN H S, which claims that justification depends
on the reliability of the cognitive process generating the belief, {EFEIETFRIX

IEYAKITE & Z A7 L7 BB~ ORI K F T 5 &L 13ET 5, and probabilism,

which claims that justification should be evaluated in terms of probability. &K
FEFIEL, EMRITERNE (#ER) 12X > TGl d <& 72L& 587 5, In the philosophy
of language, externalism claims that to understand a sentence S descriptively is
to know under what conditions S is true. SaEHF TlL, MBS ERIT, S &) E
ZRLIRECERET A &) T EE, <SIFEBETHL >NV o&ME2mb L Tho &
Bt S e

WAERL (internalism) f 3% U Z P72 HAREGESL (2 CRR)

[TRERRICIE. TESEED 150 (foundationalism) & [#&E&5H | (coherentlsm) 233 5,
DIEY41k] iﬁ"“’(%”@ﬁ/\ﬁ‘%@?&ﬁﬁa & EFTHIE B oIS & 'C‘Z?)ZDO >
EFVAPESTHLOIE, BRELYTHLIHAETHY, BBRIEETHLHDIE, CHIEETH
L5 ThHD, 7R, O XD R IERIAT AT IR, HEERAE S E RV IES b el
LR B720, DE Y | MDERIT K-> TIESL I D D 7V IE Y 2253 & GEARRIE )
DIRTHT 72 B0, TR EESITROTIRTH D, 72& 21E, A J. =7 1% [RRERAD R
DOFEME] T, BGEFAVRILHES TR A B L, )y, BAaTL, BERBRESYTHLD
F. ENEANA= LT HEEROMOBEENVEZZENNTFLGT LR IZBNTTH S, LEE
T 5, I 212 W7 — XX ELMIZE L TG Bz oo, T2 CEBAMES
VRT2 AT JEPETE T TIE R, BN B 5 L IE, BROBIZHF BN RWIET TIER <,
FIVH DM AEAR (mutual lyexplanatory) THHHZ ETHD, H L A & B BNIEH{KL,
B % CAIES L, C& ANIES T D LD K HIC, IEXERERIRICZR > THhiEDRV,
ZNUOPHAFHAN THIUL, ik & FHINTH LW DOTH S, |

SAEF (externalism) A & U AR (Fp P EER)



[N E AT TR 530 (causal theory) éf'f:lﬂiﬁ £ (reliabilitytheory) & 3 5, KL
HRROFEI DML LT T D HEER, XD EERDOEEZD ﬁ.f%éjk“?*#
ERITMAT, T« T}i{iﬂ%ﬁkﬁ%bi ) tﬁ‘éo WS DI, T 4 TRBIOYTFadlE
R FELEFETHY, TREELTIHEERIVTFaoFE0RNTII RWEEZLRD
MHTh D, i, EEESIIREREFTT L0 RoND, BETHDHIELRERIT

H LENBEHETE L HECL o THROND R LIE, A#THHEBEX D ENTEX S, ﬁ
BEITRBRINCEH TEZ AESATHDL ES-oTH LW, L, B S X izon it
e BERP®H S, )

Rk T EM L ESNTEETH D E V) T —EN, FEEDRGR epistemology D5 FLIZ
b5, AT EAEERO Uik (23, T—MRICTERKEE TITRRI T2 55k & B s
THEY, LENS> TERLZMHRIEH Y 2720 (BHME) tflsnhTnsd, AAGE
MFnE] EE 2L, WOWAREZGZATHNT, bIbX MEmE] L5bhne | BWHIZ
fEbONDHME LW BERICA DRV, HiEOAARGE T (Mg 72wk &) ST Th
WU DX SICHETFET OME L ITZ TSR,

muﬂaunﬂ EWOHITRH ZFM TS L JEFER epistemology TIX7' T 23S E LT

W2k LT, FA % Erkenntnistheorie TII A > &S E L TWT, HARTIZZD

—Omﬁm®mﬁ mNESTo ST 5 Z LR MASNTETVD, TOMBARERR
VIEVWRFEAELTWD, o0 FHEANOIY BIF5Z 21232,

itakan (epistemology) 77 v 7 /38— ZfR (2016)

[The theory of knowledge. ZNikD¥FH, Its central questions include the origin
of knowledge; & D HLHY 72 MBI X R OEIFE NS £45, the place of  *experience
in generating knowledge, and the place of reason in doing so; Hi%kzEAH4H5E
TORBRDOLGETE . 1783 2%E COIMOLPT, the relationship between know ledge
and certainty, ZNak & S0t & DEIFR and between knowledge and the impossibility of
error; AlIGR & Al L OBAfR the possibility of universal scepticism; 2HEAIIESE
T #F O A EE M and the changing forms of knowledge that arise from new
conceptualizations of the world. 1RO LWL S4A N 2002k,
All of these issues link with other central concerns of philosophy, such as the
nature of truth and the nature of experience and meaning. ZiUL5H 9 X TODREDS,
BIROARE, BBREERORE L WD L0 R FoMMoF.OEEEE L Tn b,

It is possible to see epistemology as dominated by two rival metaphors. Foikam
TODKNT DAL T 7 —TXELINTND LD Z LIFAEETH D,

One is that of a building or pyramid, built on foundations. —-2i%. FEBED 2T
Tonr=&merr oIy FTHD, In this conception it is the job of the



philosopher to describe especially secure foundations, Z OO T TIIEHIC 227
WA LR T D NI ORI FHFEDHFETH D, and to identify secure modes of
construction, so that the resulting edifice can be shown to be sound. % L THLAANT
TORZRRE— 2RI REROE D, HREBSTEMANETHRRILKRIELE WD Z LT
S>& DT 5L IHIZ, This metaphor favours some idea of the ’given’ as a basis of
knowledge, and of a rationally defensible theory of confirmation and inference as
a method of construction. Z MDA X 77— LM WNWDIE, FEROHEME L L CORT S
EWIEXFHThDH, T L THANTORFIEE LT, fEGEEIETROGHEMICHGE TE 58
MEWVWIBRGTTHD,

The other metaphor is that of a boat or fuselage, & 9 — DDA X 77—, &
TRITHEDNA{A T, that has no foundations but owes its strength to the stability
given by its interlocking parts. FX z 1LV, HEFETAEMIC L > TEHLONALEM
IR X T3, This rejects the idea of a basis in the "given', FT5IZEAENH
AEWH RIGITMET A, favours ideas of coherence and “holism, but finds it harder
to ward off “scepticism. FEAHMEL D, <ERTEFRALOICHERTEREZDDTONEEL N
EDEEZDHD> LRV,

The problem of defining knowledge in terms of true belief plus some favoured
relation between the believer and the facts began with “Plato’s view in the
Theaetetus that knowledge is true belief plus a logos. &9 REIZ. E&ZEFHOA
EEROMOIFHE 2B E T 7 A LIEE LW BV THME ERT D &V ) BT,
I r T2 2 bR OBOEETHLLEVI T T M AITTAT FAIORTG L & BT
F ol

~)VE—DFF/NEM (Alois Halder/Max Mueller Philosophisches Woeterbuch,
3. Auflage 1992) IE, FIHRAS 1 9 5 8 THETH#EHAT X7, NT7 AL HEY 250
TohFEHRTH D,

Wik (Erkenntnistheorie) ~JL A —@O#Fr22/ N (1992)

[Einzeldisziplin der Philosophie, in der zweiten Haelfte des 19. Jh. entstanden
(unter zumeist fragwurdiger Berufung, auf Kant). %o —FH, 19 ioB¥c, B
BLEZAOMEREZEL L ODOH o M &5 EHWITH L THL, Fasst Erkennen als
dreigliedrige Relation
von  Erkennendem (Erkenntnissubjekt), Erkenntnisgegenstand (Objekt) u.
Erkenntnisinhalt. #ik% [F8a%k3 2% ) GE#IM) . TRHxIS) (K@) . [RERNE) &
W ZIHBAR E LT E B 272, Inauguriert bereits durch Descar tes' scharfe Trennung
zwischen res cogitans u. res extensa, 7 CIZT /L MZ X o T, B LIERE & Ots 72 X



IS E A XL TW72 D T, setzt E. eine vorgingige Differenz zwischen dem
Erkennenden (BewuBtseinsimmanenz) u. dem zu erkennenden Objekt
(BewuBtseinstranszendenz) voraus, um durch Analyse der Sinnes-, Verstandes- u.
Vernunftvermégen zu kliaren, ifikimiL, iliks (BFkNTE) &BEkER (BaRER) Lo
FATT DX A AR L C, IR, 1EMEReT), BRI 02 m U GR35,

wie das Subjekt 7= & zIEFAILin diesen Z #1523V Tden Schritt zu der von ihm
unabhingig gedachten ,AuBenwelt" leisten (Transzendenzproblem) =E{&7>5 M7 LT
WD EEZBNDHRA~DHLEITU, u. sich der Angemessenheit seiner orstellungen
an die , duBeren" Gegenstinde versichern kénne. = DOREIEMA NN 2R IRIC—ET D
ZEERMBENODHIETEDL I EVIFATH D,
In der Rickfiihrung des Erkenntnisproblems allein auf die Frage der GewiBheit ist es
der E. unmoglich, U7 LEBakRE A EMEORBEICO G ERT & fakamiZiX, unter
den von ihr entworfenen Aspekten “iv [F&ikim] 7O E SO & TIL, die
vorgingige Verflochtenheit des Ichs in der Welt zu sehen, HENXHHFIZH LN U HEE
AENTWAHZEERDZ ENARAHETH %, die vor aller Zentrierung der Frage auf
ein ,weltloses" Ich immer schon faktischist. Z DEZIAETN TS Z &1, HRALREH
BICRIEEZ EO XS ITEN L THZORNCDRICT TICHFRNTH L0705, So
ubersieht E., dal} ihre Fragestellung zu eng gefalit ist; sie setzt die Seinsart von
Subjekt, Objekt wie auch die der Relation unbefragt voraus; idikimds. H5 ORIERE
WIRTED LD Z 2R LT 01T, BGRIEFTME. BIROFIEDT % Wi DRIfR
Zab bW E FICHIFE L T 5, diese Frage wie auch jene nach Wesen,
Zustandekommen, Umfang u. Giiltigkeit hatte bereits die klassische Metaphysik
wesentlich radikaler gestellt. = 9 L7=, A&, &3z, #pH, 24 PEICBET50Wa, 3T
W BAOTZ T IR K 0 AR ERYICEREL L Cuhie,
In weiterer Bedeutung wird unter E. jede Reflexion auf Ursprung, Art, Reichweite usw.
des Erkennens verstanden.# DI DO EH TlL, BaGml2iL, s8R AE, (1, HiE
~ORELEEND, |

WIkER & W ORI DA A=V, XU v Rk R LR e v b
EREFNC LI A VRILE T, Fo72<Blx DFEfmE L TCE =00, BRIk %
D18+ 1 9HH KA VHZEADMEENL, T2 I0F o< HLWHEZLTF2 LD EED
ns, (1)



