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1. 7L —ARE Frame problem

AN DOLEBEMRTHEET S Z L3 TE 50 E 0D (2o 0ER BB, AR ot
FHETDHZEDOTEDLRR Y haEDZENTE L0 EW ) EEERM ) BEICE > TE T,
[Zo VER) METHIE, (XU IETTEREAROME SR & FEFTcTEa
VEa—ZTHEIMT L LIETE RN EVWIRE L, —DOfETH Y 2 70, ESERHE
METHLHAE, (BRy hEABIZZZIABR S| EWIHEROSZL ZBET5Z MR T
D, T ZX T7 v —ARE]), TAT Sy (ESZHAR 2003) TZOHEEZFRL L, S F
SERMBINRHTLS 208, EZICbPbbRaBBHMR RN, TRV AX—T7 L—AlEZ
B L7z, A ERU LISy —r 2R LZ0, AREFELAHMT 720D TH 5 |
(AT = 493 H, HHEH) SV OBHN, bo L bERITITV, HEFEOEFFHRMITITLE
ZIZH#E - TV,

ZOEELXT THEREOKEEZGR) MR, BRI TS 25 K0, THTIEL
EZITATD o TKREMNTAHIZE XL LHERSNTEOT, ZREOBITKERM, 72 & 172
L, ZBEoBIIKkEEL ) L0 [T LEE] 2008 TUER LAY, HREE~D
FBRICEDE 7 722 LEX ) 2005008, [7L—ARE] 72209 OBRFLOEIRT
&5,

(=72 LEZ ) oflE LT, TKIZ100ETHET D) LWIHIRFEANCE 72720,
SJIEF1IRETH D T 5], 72720, W EAZE, R TR EZ b SPWERET T
BRNT D) RERERDD,

EHIER MaRy Mol GESRABUGHE 2001) (2%, [7L—AME) LW ERD
5o TV AF =5 H %,



B LWRGLICE I L7z & & (B D WX, BUEDOREICK T 5 A2 EEICEE L L
). ANTREOH NS 7 L — A LN D RS 2RO T, Zaud, AMDREEL
TVWOLHMA (7 L—LTU—27) T, ZOMEZ LIS TERT 5 2 & THEOHFIZ
HWETDEIICRD, T L= A X, BEICND &, FHEDFEEN—T 4 1IT1T<
EWVWolo, AT VLAZATORNERBT H7200T —2EETH D, ) CGRHIER Ry
oL GERABCETE 123 H)

INZEFATRII 7 L— LB LT, G2 D& £ TITEI L 223V & v ) BRRK
FXWMTHD] LWIHIFRE [—IRIELW EfHlErT 5,

LHIZZOENTWD, [ZL—AMEEZZ I FVNZATHENNEA S, BHTDH LN
ZEEZESILIATOTIC, Rt b OEZVII LT GRICEERT5) Z LN TX 507,
STLOL, WSELLKRBOTLEI ZLIZTZN, BIEO L Z A, Dl b T r I A
LRFFRICE DM N THEEDOHRN T, 7 b — AMBEA RIS 5 2 L ITIZIE R ATHE
Thd, LWODb, BIEMBEEMEZ OB EAMRER B IR X T L T, X ZimAIC
e o) 23t XICESTZLKERLRY] ZETHAI N, ALARRIZE ST
I Tx RIS 2 Z &b HnEdTH) & ThY, HIhEITH] Z &% Mz
HETD) ZEThHD, I, HHAOANTHECE > TUE Ix [CBL TIDEFET S
LI X ERTREEERET D) 2 THLIRPXIZ, XERTREERIET S Z &8
FILL XWIZEAT D) Z&iiEnkeszwn, ) (A 127 JH)

IhEmte e REIE, vy M AR T 25 6P 5 RIS 2 &0 D HIFE,
BRI LEZ ) ARy FAGRES EWIHIHIFE S > THDOTIEARWNE RS 23,
HIE OB 720,

2. J7ikimAroMEkis (methodological solipsism) A FEAREGR L ({37 5254)

(7 AV T OEFFHE J A 74— =73 1980 I8 2 T BAB 0 ik Lo, O St
ROBREY L OLEDOLDODOBLZICERZBE, LEIANPOU0EEL CHMCHEfF T
HET D, THEELLIEE 2T, 3T, SN OBBRIEE & OBRZ S L CLRPIREE
X OFMPHCNIERN 2 H 0 FIZBWTERL L) & TP LES oL BlG%0—
BRELTHLELEE 7y — Il lnWiEE&ns, £ 7m0 & v o FRE,
RRLBARHERTEMN, R AT v 7W THROGREEAIRESE] (1928) I2BWT, 3TD
BRI E CORBIFT G L > TEBESTHND LW ORI G Z2RETHLO L
LTHWTWS,

S TT 4 —F— DO HIERAIEGR T KU, BRSOk EOLHPIREBIIA RO H Y T7 &
IAEMIIT BRI - EORENEE L H, ZORGARITG LT —EDLBEEIE
BT sLshsd, 22C, LRPREBORSGAENZOREOERWEE I KIS, Z O
AP S TBRBIERET R b B EMEIC L > TLHNEBIN T2 b5 L3l O LD
FHE £ computationalism T 5, FHiEmmPMIEGERILLORHETE LB OOV CTREEF



DEFZZLTEY  AROBELIZ L D0F D HO~OFERIE, L NS O FE 72 0F 5
ZAREIC L7z, Bfl, T OS~OHHH L\, 72 & 2 IEBMEEOWNE T, OIEERE &
@mﬁwm% RIEA~OEAG &V ) BRI CE RN E T HRREROB X il
IZHRE > TND. FLWPETH, RGNEFED BARMBRESCSHENERREO S 0 FITIKFT
5z k@ﬁ<£%ém DA BRBEN U CHRT 2 MBIV R AU ITE I TN D, )

ZOHEBIZIE LA LO D BEL CHIMCHEECE 5 gl LT, 7o h—nbh
Ny TIREFHENTNDD, E9 LTT I NERTROVDEA S, FREI0EED 7= 305
VES THhI=,

FRENE O T iERm LD Yy, OLEAROEBRLIY B OLZDOEDODERICERZLE,
DEARPLE Y L CHIMTHETE 5 LT 5, [FEaSHCRZ ED.LIREBIIN DO H
07 EIIAREMIITERRIC - EORBANFE B L, ZORLAFIL L T—EDLIE
BT 5 T 5, @ZONHT, DHPREEORGNE N ORIEDOERBIMEZ 2 e S
. ZORRBIMEEIZES S BRAEET 2 b BEREIC L o TUANEEI M T bihud &
HDOFE FFE computationalism CEHE L TWE, @I N ERNTTEHD0, IMNIRE SO
FEAERASREA~OME G & WO BLER X IITBRCE WL THRBEERTH D, |

FANEIT THEGR) L0 ) SEOEWR) FRARZ0 Fikim Lot Lo
LAVREINIRNE WD Riihd D,

TFiERAIMILEE (methodological solipsism) 75 v 73— iR

The view that the study of cognitive processes should consider those processes in
abstraction from the environment in which the subject is placed. FRENEFEDAFE
T, ZOEEZ EERPEPNTOVDERENOHER L TERZ LRI b0 &0 B,

The most powerful motive for this suggestion is the comparison between cognitive
processing and the following of a computer program. Z 9?9 RIBZHE < R DOENE
. AR L a Y a—% - T T O EEEHLETHLICH D, Any
interpretation the elements of a computer program may have in the outside world
(such as the fact that the symbol $ a means a unit of currency) is irrelevant to
the execution of the program. B =a—4& « 71/ T AOBEHEN, R TEHOT
bAH XD LRI (T2 & ZITSITBEDOHMATRT DLWV FEEDOLIR) b,
7T AOHITIZE o T, BEFZRTH D, The doctrine may also be motivated by the
idea that the psychological states of a person must supervene upon the states of
the brain and on nothing else. Z ®ZFIL., O & OLERBEIIMOIREEIZFERE L CA R
L. ZRESADMEDITHEFEL TV RNEWN D ZLIZh> THEH ST o T2,

Environment indeed affects the state of the brain, but then it is that state alone
that creates and fixes the resultant psychology. ERimiX. AXOIRREICEERIC A% 5
ATV b0, L, LEERZFEE L, L TW 01, ZOREZT TH S, This



line of thought has been severely challenged, notably in the debates over wide
and narrow content. ZDOEZX FIZIL, IENHONWED, XEXNFORNFICEL T,
ELL/I/\EFH];] ﬁ”ﬁﬁéi’bf“éoj

3. ¥—uA ¥k (Darwin machine) 77 v 7 X—2 =}k

A model for the brain that treats it as a flexible instrument in which the
function of groups of neurons is selected by the pressure on the organism to
adapt to the surrounding world. — DDINDET LT, Z Z TILMEHREEDOREEED
AWKDOEINC L - T, FBHFUTEET 2 X O ITBREND L O RFRER L LT
DI D, Such functions will include recognizing repeating patterns in the
external environment and the body of the agent, and initiating appropriate
routines in response. Z DRKREIZIE. SMPRESLHFEHE O AR TRIESND F =D
R, ENTFEST DY R FIEOHZ R R EEND, |

P HEMIE T, BEEEE RSO0 o 7oy, UA FXT 4 TIZIROEED S
NTW5b, Pagy« X142 (George Dyson) 1% [HEMRICTHENTZF —7 A >, AR
D]  (Darwin Among the Machines. The Evolution of Global Intelligence.
1998) THAET—DbE b LORHEET 7« Fa—VU 7O ANTAM, A LMFEICHEH
Lic, A4 Y rOFERIE, BIROEINOE#RIET 5 2 LT oninens 2L
Tho, | XA AO0TUE, b ULV T AR TANTHED T Ry 7 A (KH
BN, L3P 2004 42 119 H) CTEAIN TS, A LAHRICERZEAT L &
DA[RIZONTOFRFDYEEETH D, Vo A VT LT, PO FEEDO—ANEL
TY¥nry + 7=7— (Jaron Lanier 1960-) D& HLZEEF TS, 7=7 =LA LT
DALGHIIRD LD RTZ LW 9,

(DAEZELATLHIHOIZEDLL2H LW LB, REFOTWTITER b A=D1V
. ERIEPANRRT 4 v 7 AR T ae A TBTTE S, (2) THENRRER | b
0T MEADER 72809 OIMRITIERS L 5 24T &, (3)EWEN
BRELZFED ST TWDD LR U —T ¢ VHEEERI R IR T 7 ) v Y —0i b a HEY
ST TW5b, (4)7 7 7 aP—REIEOBWTHL LoD L, Fmicidrss - e
T AL W) RN, L B R A E T KE G H 5 WVITKREEIZ L > TRAIORK

EIBNROEND Z LD, b U4V T LA TATHEED/T Ry 7 2] KHEEH
ARL TR 2004 4 130 H)

Ty I N=3RD T =04 U] 2%, ESITBRTALHEEERR & L Cilam
NTWLYHDOLDOTH D, FhiTEmikes LTEbEZZT, AME WS EEDOTERZBW
< mb Ly, FREBEMUNSGRS L [ V2R3 EMBICFHFEL TLIES bR



WV, T2 FETANREGRET D, DRI, arEa—FTEMETHD] LD
FAERIIRERA N E 000 Lo T D, T 2ICE B [T ToAEmifix, #EboiERIo b
LIZEIND, LA OID FES AR, TR L . b2 32 AR @ AR
FOFRANZ L > TEZIERD, DI AN THREX, AME@ERIE D] L )ik
LEELNTWD, TOFIEEZ S HIZHE T2 L THIRICH D EIEEZ RO b DI, FEE
BIcZDRMEZ D] LW HROFERILTH D, HROERILEVIFRVIZ, v~ T
AV ALDBRETHSTZD, WEIIER LFEOBFEIEL 2> TVD,

4 . B O theory of truth

Fixawv & TTHEEZAW] BEETHS ) LOMITIZED LS REBENNH L0 E
WO RINZ LT, DEWNERY) EWIBEZ 2T SEE THHOT 7 L)
deflationary theory of truth &9, T 7 UHIIZIZIBEDIGHE U B WEE 2 CRFTEEIN
ZiiT oLV IA A=V EORPHS>TND, FEOT 7 VEEROMREE L [HE O KRB
#Wl redundancy theory of truth &FEIID, [EH 1IRKFHRDTZLTHDIEVD
TETHD, TEHOR/NREEFEG ] minimalist theory of truth, [EHEIOEKIHM
P semantical theory of truth., [EFOF|HAMEMRIEG] disquotational theory
of truth &7 7 LVEE#IC, BN 5D,

B A 7 VEER| inflationary theory of truth Z H/Z32 6 EIET D AT 720
N, TEFOXLSEER] correspondence theory of truth, [EHOIKEH]
coherence theory of truth, [EBEEO[F—MHEG] identity theory of truth, [EH
DT T <T 4 v 7B pragmatic theory of truth, [EHEOAEHG consenses
theory of truth, [EFOZHITAIHEEF | performative theory of truth EFLOfEEH
i1 truthmaker theory of truth 23, FZIZ&F 5,

AL BRI ZSNTeAR = - A=V v [EH] ANL=E5, FEEER, $hEER
I, T VHEGROPTH b o & bl TEHOR/NRERE] ONEMREFETH

5. BEFOXSPEG correspondence theory of truth

s

ERP A RROEATERICESHA (B O—#

[hita - BELE, - S8 - S L 55 L OXf)E (correspondence) (28 5 & D,

‘BOHLDOITHEDLEEY, AODRLDITHELREELIZ LN, BETHDL LDOT VAT
LAOTEN, sHGHOTHMAERE SNd, BIRTIEZ veAn, SCOHERE L2 S
DX, ZIUTKHET DG DOEAERTH D FEENFET LA L ER L, 281



T4 NP a XA NI E, ARIOEEHTH L LR E L2 DD, (1) &40 & x5
EDVLXF LR L, RIZH O OLRTOFSI AR R OB & A& BRI CCAHERROT
)T, o) ZFOFERENBEIZHKNLTIHHETH D, |

7T 7= 3R TEROXSEERG] correspondence theory of truth O —#F

[Aristotle said that a statement is true if it says of what is that it is, and
of what is not that it is not (Metaphysics I', iv. 1011). 7 U A T L AL, 5D

S, ENDBENDZE) THLIL O R BDZEFHESTVWHLIRLETHYD, 95 TRWVHO
HEESOTCWARLETIIRWEE o7-, But a correspondence theory is not simply
the view that truth consists in correspondence with the facts, but rather the
view that it is theoretically interesting to realize this. UL, XISEREIZE
FUCHEBITHEE L ORISITE Y LD LD BT TIE AR, e LA, HEIHGRIICEDE
HICBEORH DLW RIIFTH D, Aristotle’ s claim is in itself a harmless
platitude, common to all views of truth. 7 U A M T L ADOEET, BEHOHH DD
BRI CHBOBE R FE Y LA THDH, A correspondence theory is distinctive in
holding that the notion of correspondence and fact can be sufficiently developed
to make the platitude into an interesting theory of truth. XFISEREGIIGISE VD
BLEZHER LTS LWV ) RTHEYL > TV D, FEPADCESIND RS, ZORED
AN EF OB S HFEGIC/ D, Opponents charge that this is not so, primarily
because we have no access to facts independently of the statements and beliefs
that we hold. LORURIZ, ZEBTZ D TlIAeW ik b, H—I2., ZOFHEIIMNIZHE
FLFHAPRERIIT 7B AZEFZ720OTHL) 5, We cannot look over our own
shoulders to compare our beliefs with a reality apprehended by other means than
those beliefs, or perhaps further beliefs. IO IVUIBESDFE LICFH L% DIE&E
COEEEFHOFET, bLNLEZOb - LIEDREEEHET L 2 LiITTE R,
Hence we have no fix on 'facts’ as something like structures to which our
beliefs may or may not correspond. 72725 0iLOIVITFA DIE&EBZIERIG LT
Do XS Lo 7203 58ED X O RFRICMET 2D T wnins, |

DibhiE, EF XXy U NZR PO LoV I EEREART, TEFUXIAY
VADENESTET) RE LT AV L UGN T, M FEEZ T 50
TR, Ty NPy a3, MEEEEPERVEILNIA A=V ENTENT
Wb LIRS, BERADENTE 501, B UEMO RO >0k, —>d
BRO XS RGETETTh D, MBEEEEORS] | [FEEEBO— REDORE
X, HELORTH - T, FRERETIER,



6 [EELO4FPEFE] redundancy theory of truth 77 w7 wx/L 2004 D—E

[A theory claiming that the predicate “true” is redundant, for to say that it
is true that P is equivalent to saying that P. [BEFOLRFEFFH L I1X] “true” & W
IMFENRFTTHL EFRTLHMTHD, ZOHBIT, ‘PIHETHL 552 &

. ‘P’ WD EEMENTH D, The assertion that a sentence is true is
precisely the same as the assertion of that sentence. A LEENRETH D EWE
THZ LR, TOXEEMETDHZ L 2R LTHS, For instance, "It is true
that grass is green” amounts to: “Grass is green.” 7= & zxIiF ‘B2 & v o 0%
BTHD 1L . ‘BIFT ITFEETSH, Hence, “is true” or “is false” are
predicates that matter only stylistically and rhetorically, [E «{&] (X, XKL
B LBES LARWiREETH D, and can be eliminated without semantic loss.

TE - {4 ZEDBRWTYH, BRI RILZVY, The concept of truth is useless
in giving a theory of meaning. B & & 9 HE&IE. BEROBGR & 58D IZIFRITL 2720,
Truth is essentially a shallow concept. EIAREANIIRVMES TdH S, The problem
of truth is nothing but a linguistic muddle. HOREILFFEFMRELLICT & e
V), This theory was developed by philosophers such as Frege, Ramsey,
Wittgenstein, Prior, Ayer, Mackie, and a Grover. Z DG, 7L —4, T
— UL NTrva A TIAT 2T wyF— TIA=LW0) L) eE T
HIZ L - TREBH & #17-, However, although the truth—predicate is a redundant,
there are still many philosophical problems about the nature of truth. 72 & 2 E
LEIRENRGFTTH -T2 LThH, BOREIZOWTOHEFHIRBEITZ < S A>T
%, Asking what makes "It is true that grass is green” true will lead to
admitting an extra—linguistic reality. ‘BEXFTHATIETHD ZEIZLTWAD
LN E NI HNENZTHRE, FSORELFALTND L) ZLICHNE
5. The truth—predicate enables us to move from talk about language to talk
about the world. & & 9 WFBEIXSREICOWVWTOEL Z &b, HRIZHOWTRED Z LI
BB <, Hence, the redundancy theory does not cover all meanings of truth.
72D, BEEOAFHEGIL. BEEOBEHROT X TE I/ N—L TV, Nevertheless,
this theory of truth is also a starting—point for Tarski’s semantic theory of

truth. L22L., ZORFFGHN X L AXOEWRGIRERIRRO MR LIRS, )

7. TEEOR/NREFFEPEG ) minimalist theory of truth

A—b e AR—V vy TEH] ALxE, JFHEEER, $95EERE 133 5



(BT 57 7 LVRYBEE—FA (S =~ VU XL LESDIZFN OSBRI TH 5 —
—liE. LFOHIZE K L7z BARRE 2O 2, £O0B LR, HHEOMWEITH D
FEOEEMAMEZF D, #1598 L L CORELOMBEIL, ZOARMENMITTH D 1 EFE

HH SN2V LUEENICOT L, DR EbBEIET, MPPETHLT-DDNE
TR EUEERFET D, ZOERBRBLEDOEY OHIZIX, G (k PETH D iff £ 5
FREEMNET D)0, BAI(k NETHD iff « DEANRESEERROERETH D),
MREERE OB (« WETH D iff ¢ PNEAEAZKME T CREHREED, BRAEFRETH 5),
TITT 4 A NOBE (k NETHD iffk ZELHZERNFHATHD) DD, |

UTAR=UyPiE, M3 0—VOHMAEEA2 TS, LTHRWHMLRDOT, 22
IEETH L7y,

8. [EHOEMWIHAEG] semantical theory of truth

TT I N—=3MET Ty UL (2004) ICZOHEERFET LN TWDHR, [HL
AXOEHSEM) (BFERE—, MpEn [BREFE A UV — ) 2R 2016, 42 H) %
SElTERTe Z Ly, BUREABIT A LS,

[V 2378 1933 FICEFFG S 1TEEDO I HOW T TOERBENZIFEIT 25 DT
HDERELTLSKE, SEENADOEBRICOWTRANE LTEREAS TS,

MAaE [FTAV) PETHLOE, ERANEE, £LXOLEITRD

TROLANVAFIIMEOBERNENBEMR L —HT DL XITZOMERETHD LW
) LtEFETDH, |

[EHOBEWHRAEZ ) semantic theory of truth 77 v 7 /83— 3K

[The view that if a language is provided with a truth definition, this is a
sufficient characterization of its concept of truth; & L& 5 SaBICEBEMN
> TWNBE 5, ZIUIEHEOBMSIZOWTO+0 B EOT THhD E VWO NLETH
%, there is no further philosophical chapter to write about truth itself or
truth as shared across different languages. Z 221X, EHEZDOH D &, Hip o712
EOHTHASNLEI L PICOVT, SLICEDPND NS EENRTN2, The
view is similar to deflationary and disquotational theories. 2D R FiX. EHD
77 VEGR & B OGN AT B R L Il TV D,



ZOHEBFENTET, [EROBERHER] OPENFEIR SN THRNE NS KA
ERLTNWD, ENAXIZHTHT T v 7 N—V DR ZIEXTND LI/ %
%, THHOT 7 VG & HHO5| IFFRERER & ITEITWD ] &) 3CE & BRI PRAF
THZEITHEEL VY,

(B OEHRIGEHFEE ] semantic theory of truth 7 F v 7 v a1 (2004)

A theory develoed by Tarski and originally intended to solve semantic paredoxes,
especiallythe lier paradox. # LV AFIZ K> TR SNT-EHGTH D, ZOHEHMmIX., b
&b LITEWRERIINT By 7 AL LIS ENT R v 7 A2 ZERER ST
72, It suggests that a definition of truth cannot be adequately provided in the
object language, that is, in the language that describes the world and does not
contain the truth-predicate. Z O¥igIL, EFSMANMBRESFEICEUNICEEf I T
HTZETHYZRNENS ZEERBL TS, Thbb, {EZELRTH5DTH-> T,
HHREEZNAT S Z L IXRVWEEEICBW T, It has to be formulated in a
metalanguage, that is, the language that talks about the object language. “iUl%
AZFHEICEBWTER SN, Tbb, JIREFHEIIOVWTEELISHE TH D,
According to this theory, “ ‘P’ is true if and only if P,” where ‘P’ is the
name of the sentence and P is the sentence itself. Z OHEHIZLIUX, P THAHAES
(2 ({if) ROTPIIEMTHD, P [ FIXEOANTHY, PIIXLEZOLDTH D,
For example, ”“Snow is white” is true if and only if snow is white. A sentence is
true in a given language if its elements are so combined as to state what is the
case. =& Z1E IFITHW] NEETHLIDIL, ENAHWVWGEEDOHR (iif) TH D, The
theory has two parts: adequacy conditions on definitions of truth and a
definition of truth in terms of satisfaction. Z DBERIIZ SO ZRH5H, HE

b e oK@ Rt E, RRLEVONFFETHHEZERT DI L THD, Tarski
thought that this theory is suitable only for certain artificial and formal
languages but not for natural languages. ZJ/LAF|ZZ OHIGHREH T A0, H
DREENLHRSHELEEAILINIEEEL Tho T, HAFHEIC lir’uﬂ#?&b\&%zto
Donald Davidson has developed a truth-conditional approach to meaning on the
basis of this theory by relating sentences in a particular language with their
truth conditions. R} /L R« F T ¢ KV E, ZOHGRIZH ESWT, BEEEMHEZE D
720 KEE SRR 2 SCEICEEATT T, BRICEe T TEESFNRT o —F 2R L
oo |

9. EHO|HEMSE disquotational theory of truth



77 v 7T (2004)

[The claim that truth is nothing more than a simplifying linguistic device,
with the truth—predicate understood as having a distinctive role according to
the principle of disquotation. EFE &%, SEEAIENTOEMILIZTE 220, EFE
LEIRFEET, I/ HANGE > T, FEZ T I RE 2 RFFT L b0 L LTHFES
jﬂwéo According to this principle, for any appropriate sentence p, “p” is true
if and only if p. ZOFHIC JiUE, BIEARCECEHL TS, “p” is true if and
only if p [p TH DD, MPOLDHAEITRY pIIETH D] 23V Lo, The
sentences “p” and 7 is true” are in some sense equivalent in meaning, and ”so
and so is true” amounts to “so and so” and no more. XE’p”L 7 is true” &%
BEWRORTEFAETHD, [ZTRIEEE] Lo Z&iE, TZhIhil] LnwH e
WZIRE L. FHLL ETiEZevy, The truth-predicate produces a sentence that can be
used to say the very same thing and to perform the very same propositional acts
as the original sentence. HELEF HuGEIT, HDOXLEICEIIZZEDLDEFEDLTZD
2. FE7o, mOXEEL[F U RIT A Z T T 50N TE L&) Z L zlA
9, Accordingly, truth is a matter of the linguistic role of an expression
rather than an external relation of correspondence with the world or a property.
ZAUT AR, BEET, R E DR & D & DA RHCBIRR TH D L 01X, KBLOFEE
HIRRENC BT AR TH D, The major problem confronting the disquotational
theory is to explain the fact that not all utterances are treated as having
truth-values. Z O 5| HFHRREGGR IS B h 9 E- AKX, X TOF RS EPHE
EROLOLE LTHERLNADDOTIERNE W) FEEFAT L THD, |

TANTH T Fa R [EEOEM S (Wolfgang Kuenne: Conceptions of Truth,

Oxford 2003) X, &~—U v [EH] (1998) NI=<U ZL~FoLIHITHATNL

D EXBANT, ZHRIEICEE L TV 5, £OPTIS5 TR OB H 5 (p. 226)
D T——RIFEDOT TOLRPEFT O RZHIER L T——FRI T L7z,

[The disquotationalist redundancy claim should be strictly distinguished from
another one. 5| FAFFRIR T 3E ORFIER O EEIL, MORFIBLG D O BB I X S /s
T b7y, (—%HIBR) They maintain that what is said remains unaffected
whether we attach (it) is true’ to a that—clause or whether we simply erase the
complementizer that’: i HITE LI TWA Z &L, that 7 v —XIZbivbiuas(it) is
true Z T 2 ENTHN D0 I EoFx DA EAT HKF that 2 HLAMIZTH L
TLEIDENIDPDDY 2, Ko T & ERT 5,



Den =) [ZO!EIIBF S WAL denominalization B ERAEIE L TWA, AN
] To say that it is true that p is to say that p. p CHAIZ LIFETHHEED
ZEiE pkEIZLETHD,

The Denominalization Schema is weaker than this identity schema. By contrast,
disquotationalists take homophonic T-equivalences, i.e. instances of the
Disquotation Schema Wi gaftam D ERIL, F—MEOERX LY H55V, KKxHZ, 51 HRF#
PREFRA T, FERR T-HA, 72 & TSI HMREXZ M5, [T72bbHa AR
RO EXDis) IZFLATFD XL S 12725

(Dis) 'p’ is true iff p HLLpARHIE, TOHEEBICER->T, plFETH 5,

as their starting—point and contend that what is said remains unaffected whether
we append the truth-predicate to the quotational designator of a (declarative)
sentence or whether we simply delete the quotation marks: [5G ERE L]
HRERTIE, GEND 2 EiTbhbnAERRGEL BSOS HAFICT 50, £k b
BRI IR ZHIBRT 2 &R < IRTen D LT 2. [T72b 5]

(Dis =) To say that ‘p’ 1is true is to say that p. ‘p’ IXEF LS5 Z &I,
pEEITELTH B,

The Disquotation Schema, too, is weaker than the corresponding identity schema:
Sl EX L F2, fET DR EX LV 155, if you accept an instance
of Dis =), b L& Dis =) OFFEZITEND 72 G you are conmitted to
endorsing the corresponding instance of (Dis), H7e7=1L. TOEEL L 2%HT5
(Dis) DFEHFNZHIFE L TWV5D, but there is no such obligation in the other
direction. L2L, FHRAZHNZTIUTZD & 5 REHIFE L2V, |

KENZWD LEIHAGMHEREFRE V) DL, [To say that ‘p’  is true is to say
that p. ‘p’ IZELELEIZLIE pEEOIZLTHDI LEIXHEIFAIND LD
iy BIARDROVENFLEITZELTHXRIZEDY B2V W) ERTH D, SRR
PriEzeid, REEGROBEML - ELTH D & Bbh D,

disquotational theory of truth 77 v 7 /X—1 3K



[The simplest formulation is the claim that expressions of the form 'S is true’
mean the same as expressions of the form S. Z @ [BIfAGFMHEREERD] o &b Hil
2ERIT, S is true’ EVVIRDOEREN, S LVIHIRDOERBLFLZLE WS FRTH D,
Some philosophers dislike the idea of sameness of meaning, ¥%%H OHITITEHD
Fl— & WO BB HENR AN WS, and if this is disallowed, then the claim is

that the two forms are equivalent in any sense of equivalence that matters. &

ROFE—MERFTFEN20RE, ZOFERZZO 20T, EiodH HPHHERRER
ICBWTHEME VD E5EIC/A2 D, That is, it makes no difference whether people
say Dogs bark’ is true, or whether they say, dogs bark. ¥ 72 H KIIR 2 HITET
HABLEZ I, RIFKRZ B EF I DITE WDV, In the former representation of
what they say the sentence ’Dogs bark’ is mentioned, but in the latter it
appears to be used, so the claim that the two are equivalent needs careful
formulation and defence. W OMFEDRIOERIRTIL TKIZKZ D]  (Dogs bark) &9
LENNEDPR S TN TZD ;\%mﬁﬁfi EONTRETEN D, 2D 2Dk
RSN TdH D &) FRITER(L & FEITERIR S BMER DO TH S, On the face of
it someone might know that ’Dogs bark’ is true without knowing what it means
(for instance, if he finds it in a list of acknowledged truths, although he does
not understand English), —RL7=&Z A, ZOANIE TRIFKRZD] ITETHDHZ &
. TNRMTEBERT 20BN ERVEET, FoTWHDNns L, Flzid, #
X, EWEEIT OO 2N FIT, ABOEHDY XA NORNIENE BT -0 s Ll
Y, and this is different from knowing that dogs bark. ZiUXRIZRZ D EWVH Z
LEHOTWBD EITIE S, Disquotational theories are usually presented as
versions of the redundancy theory of truth. [E¥H o] 5| HGMEMRGRABIT
WITEHORFEBGROESTLHERILE LTRIND, |

10, [EFEOEAEPHG coherence theory of truth

AR AR 5

[t 2 o SR CITEFE [k e T b 045 (adaequatio intellectus et rei) |
& D RNGIBERBLAM I CERL SN D, 722 L Z oA OmME S [ D D,
A OFNE & B2 0> CTHEIUT D40 D, B OSIGITIEW F A Eim ) BBl D4 7R3 i
HIDHM, IEREBIIHE OEW TR TR OIL, S HICENEBLE - AW - mER &g
AEMRET DI CRMIIRSIT 2, £z, RilmaoEE s LIt &8 ° Ghk) OEKE
NREE S, BRI ZMEL S LOBAMEOTICR S ERERMEIE) NHhE2EL0
HROFKHETHD, )



SLSC R R Bl RS

[# &3 (coherencetheoryoftruth) &, OB BlOMBEE OB#EO L & TE X
X

IEVILDTHD, HOLMENETHD EWVI DX, T OMENR S NOFERFEITHIG
LTna N6 TiER, SEIERMENR DL HR Y MU —7 ORDTEESHNIE 5 )
bThd, ZOLDREZIT, BHRHREREME L TV DE~ OMBEICENENR A
OMOFEENPFIELTNDHEEZX LI, 2IKE L TOHGmNZ DELEZIZB N TR A
BINONTH TRBIBLE L DN T D &9 2 2 (holism) 12, LV HEAN TS
AT

11, TEHOR-—MEHGE) identity theory of predication(identity theory of
truth) 77 v 7 /N—2 3k

lidentity theory of predication RF&E®D [A]—M:BHFG (identity theory of truth EEED
[F—M:FEE4) Theory articulated by Bradley, 77 v KL —iZ Xk > THY H S /-FiH,
according to which there is no division between a true proposition and the fact
making it true. ZILZ KX, BEOMB L ZNEEIZT HHEL ORI 237
N, The idea is the outcome Z DELEZNEZMEk=MEE 21X, both of Bradley’ s
belief that only a world-sized whole can really be true [there is strictly no
such thing as partial truth), = DIIHRBETOLRKIZTNARYBIZEHTHY 55 &
WH T Ty RL—DIEZTHD, and his idealist denial of a distincdon between
the knowing subject and what it is that is known. & L T OBlZFE L L TOHD
THREMOENTNDLE NS ZEDRATH S0 EDFITIZEBRRNE NS BEL TH
%o |

12, THEEOF7~T 4 v 75 pragmatic theory of truth

BLCH B R L, R

ERHEEMNDD UITE B ZAEHE] (pragnatic or instrumentalist theory of truthd>
X, MEOESIL, FOmEN, BEICENTZTENTHLINCL-TEEDLEBZXD D
DTHD, MBS TND L XIT TRBKESTWD] W) ST, BEEHEZTRY AT Z
LR ELTRD &V D E ORI RATEN Z B GRRMETH 20 L EHPEMER E &
WO DT THD, HRHRELAI->7-) EWHEWIL, 4 OB AT, X
EAEBENB LRI BITENE WD) Z LI DTEAD,



A= Am—=Uy v TEH] (NLEE, FEEER, $hEER) 25, HREhzo
T, ZOf& s LT 1B (BT 2ma i BTz, ARorTHE, NTHREimo
BIEHTHD, BrL LA or—EEMOKETIR (the routledge dictionary of
Philosophy, 4™ edition 2010) Z AFL7=2y, [HEB (BT 2EHBAIEH L 2> T
2, SEIERBANPOHKLTAT, 77 v 73— 3B, ETHENTWD &k
Ul (5Epmaatid 1)



