FvE ol ol gk TR b
~ AR A% olEe] BRANA -

I - B

&% (perception) o] gk AdrAql B85 49 A4S Gusty] 9 ksof 3}
Zlell #HEsE L vl 2B == & TAFY sk 53 itk Bl Sle]A
Locke 2 o 5= RER #E7E#H (Representative Realism) 2 ¢ A|5to] Berkeley o] #l&
(Idealism) , Mill oA ¥ =z IS 32 4 9+ HHHF 2% (Phenomenalism) & *] 7ol 4]
SHIEE o8 7hx] BAES A= AERA 2 olE5e] e AIAQ BHe EX
steba shloh zeid Ao SelobA Alel st AA e o vlXe B B e R
st = ztell AgF FAF F AP AEAAQ Aol &l AR wet A Zel] o

B 2ge Ao ng JAoA et £7 A4S FE Yek AL Azol EA A4

)

A A& Aol oieg FFARE el vkt REs o] glolA oA el &
S50l A" AA 7 Yool Ad FAstAQl FAHutezE T Aol ATH ofH gL
FTE @ ogle Aolete & & ek whebA Azbe] @ AstA el EAfe] 45
o] A7l AN AT ol AR FH3te Fa #H A A skA AP AR ST TFE P
AgA e #HY F ot FEE olEAd oz Arske dFE TPk A AW ©
ogh g 2 F Av AW B AAFezA 29 A4 G4 S HAste A
< FHsE AL T FHE 4z o

A2 FFA o g2E o o] A3 A A =4 (objective reference) o FA|0]7] = Lol
A kol et w4 AR 2] TA] N AAE AR Aok I £ F At @

AR Ao Ao W Chisholmo] Q] #4-g 71202 wholFols] ]z s A

* ANCKE HEF Bh#E
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2 SRR Sk (198, 1989)

€ 29 JFel zte TAE mBdste 2 S FTHE A4S A AR o) F %’4311/‘1 Iz
ol A= A2d Ao 3t Chisholme A& 29 FHA AL ol&g &8 2 ¥ A7
of A 2o FAol FAelm 27e] Zte FAAL FAUAE 49 2ild  [AeAE
Chisholm o] |7t o] o] zt= A S SH3MHA QAR #3e] A4 A5 & 2dHoz 4
4 ¢ dE AZE A7 ol &g AANstnA o, =2 e A4 FAs EA A A
AR AAZE] #A S FHE e FAE A Gy A LEEB A o] & oA
A =ETES AHESH A& £AsknA ok Azl g *,d_ﬂiOI T349l An T o]z

7 AN A4 Azar ohle} Brelv Azkw e mmmel A AE Ae W4

lofof oz [AL o F £ A7o] ogs] 248 & Y= A5 B FA 2 Aol

B AL A7k DAA AAG 2\ zo] dat £l 2 ol2de FA% kel o4
£ ool dalA s 2 BA4e £3589k AT BelFE Aol

I

ARA AHo| ogA stk 5, §F A5 Aol dig 29 dHo] #o] (de re)
<+ JgA Austove £50 A sl go2A Fajels Al o] &o] Al A= o ket
Aol &g, od FA x7t A4 vy oJwonsiotn A Wl (F, AAL A )= vy
7b olwoju stz @] (imply) Sk BA p7F Az, o] pF x7} whobEd o2y w24
283 #xdo] sbsshoka FAge ol 23t Aol A A4Sk The First Person® o] Y&
7] o]Ad = (el & 59 Person and Object® o 4]&=) Chisholm%. o] #lo] W-L&-L do)
HE (de dicto) Moz FAsty i AEAA oAl LA, 7t " Ao 2As] b
o] o] W& M Aot AL, & 2 Ael | FA7ME sk HAE W ¥
of ol Adetx AAYY Aolet. 2&Hl Chisholm o] 2]3t WA o] o] F 7} YA
of &5t H& A2A o
A 2=, MA & &4 (identifying property) x 7|d] z§ 23 (haecceity) 7|
3 gEd" ol A F Fo, W7 o Al A WA E AF Aotz D Jxz,

DiARA A9 FAlo] g Chisholm® Aol sl A A71D & gl A oo gzt =29
A I35 QellAE i, A olEozAY AHYAH AL o]E”, [#HE |, 29 (1988
B): 209-24 Hz.

2) " Roderick M. Chisolm, The First Person: An Essay on Reference and Intentionality (Minneapolis:
Univ. of Minnesota Press, 1981).

3): Roderick M. Chisholm, Person and Object (La Salle: Open Court Publishing Co., 1976).

—1712—



el N HEMY AT (s ) 3

Aol #al MAE 2 AF AQUeky WE A4E AN 2A. ol @) ¥F
2 gE A Al ek deld 24 A8aulE sAw 4 Aol A9l
Ul

b kol Sol: WAl A4k 2 Aol Helekz WE W 27k wel Eo)

fru
>

N

£ Dt 4ok 9ok ovkshel A Aok AS W Adehe e T
Aslo o] s goleh 2elm A9 2 T YA P QAT 9 lee 3
e ARHES ol & ddal A Bl £49 Ade =A@k 5

o= -

THeR FHH = GAE A5/ AT Aol 2 HAE CANE T olEE ﬁ—“r‘é o gl&d

A A% BE BE AN ¥H FEAE, AT 24, 2AAd £4¢ el
A5, W7k AR A fol & AFER ohie} ohE BE A 2LE E THAE, el
A e B4 £42 Feler] W Rl F gAlE FEhchn v dolth 2306 of

AA AL EdA 2@ 24 §40] Folo| ke Aoleh Chisholme ofel W3l 1
grol Az ek sk AASE BAAQ £4¢ dvhER & AREE e 2AA
o H4o2 sty 97 ARl FAHD 28T S40) FAUAE AN ke AL

ohssehe QA4S A @A o] BAAe 43 A5 BAAd S40] FollA
FAH o2 melA SE WA o] B2 b Al B e W s 2 Ao B
8 7z e wee FHsA el e FAE bl =k

v o] Zo] 7= % ohE WAL 2 o] Eo] “ * He, Himself ' Locution ” & %45 4
Ashx 2= dlo] ook o WA ol Eo] o FAZ A Rohe AF Fokrsl 94
theat g A43e AR WA AFEE 29 ATES A Ak P4 Asb AR 2 A

ol ok, o] Aol AN AF7t 2 WellA 717F 7b 2 A WSt ’lejx wiE o
Aol dmeicty WA= F& FE Aok oA wHA “xE 77 A A FYS
2 x7b xol 93 AWsckn WA 22 @ x7b Ao E shbe Ach” ek WAE Fel
WA, 77 b 2 Abge 2 Aol deisiw Widh ek BAE AR A7 s
& qolth 2ad] o] 7k A2 G2 FE BHeE HASL THAA ﬂ%a}w
b, A4 st A oSk YAl (the proposition which implies Chul-Soo
to be wise) 9} Zé*r Z]-/KIO] v g}f= AL o5t w4 (the proposition which implies
Chul-Soo himself to be wise) = FH & Zo] ¢l7] wWlFolth wald =4 o]E2L AFY
77 g8 AA A5 FEaAA sk ZKehe o #aol FHHshAl =k

A o] Ee] ztx ol2fd YA ER <Uste Chisholm wlo] o] ®E2 dHo] HE &
o2 fYshs BAS Halxz dle] Alo] Ugez AUSE AL Hho=a Ay A
o TAE dAstzA st F BA et AdE AR A ddel A A4 FAHY
A g R Es dgstedd Aotk o] & 98 Chisholm& v}& F7Hx A AAlge} A

o[r

£
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4 SEEARE w3k (E 198, 1989)

AZ, A4 FA = A7 A 29 AFH Wz 4¢ F dohe Aol F, 8 74
s A7) AAlel A AR 7 dvke Aol AR, 4 FAe 23T At AEE
el Aol 27k A7 Aalel]l d&] AFAE $4E A4S WA= vhe Fo2 44d
8t} Chisholm-& # A &t}

o] = AAo] ZAsNA Chisholme £ 714 7|EAel x| &FH HE2A a7 S
Aol Al 4L ASA = A5 EAqvh 25t o Apgte] 27 2pale] Aot

2 g w 2E AAdA ‘FHF olgte £AHE A HAH o2 HALEAF)E AHolekx Chis-
holm-& A3t 22w =2 Abghe] 27| AAlgel] & d Aol daf 2= AP =&
o gA AW s =77 ool W3l Chisholm2 FA| & Q4] FA| 7} S48 448 o 4ol
AFAF o2 208 AN AFH ] ez 48 F o, s S04
F7b 27 % HellA Y= A5t dysita dg w A5 27F A7) kel A
AT Gl AR deletes F4E AFA = P9tz & F Aok 28" o] WY AK
PA= A7t A7) AAA SAT FAE AFA = Ade FEEE A s
29 A FH AL A7) o] obd oE AAlelz o A gl Aol s e “E
A A (privileged access) ” & 7k Q=] &7] wFot}h, o]& 9um|ex Chisholm
2 A4 FA I 2] AL L] G A oA FAHE AFAZD 9 o] AF JAE “HA
AFrolety LFo2y AP AL EA £

Chisholm-& o]2{gt 7t A A% A& AAA AF Mol dANA £4 8 94
Chisholm-& -2]7} 2] A4l e doflAl FAE ASAA o] 2|9 2 g Aajo]el &=
SA4% A7 A stds AMel F53 e dollA Gl E E AT A e 2 A
o= ‘AR g2 Hell AUF’oleks AIZF A dbeh o] hzte] Q14 FAI A} AHAl9 A&
A ddezA Fet H& d AHEY F U #AE Chisholm-& “ 3ol #A| (identifying
relation) ” ek -2t} Chisholmel & 3td, A7} #47] 2he ol AYE AFolA &

rol

_i

nki rle

AL

d

180
==y
Q)

Polehs $4¢ BAACE AEANGT ohe AL B, WY Gorsh AR B ol
A Qeke #AE Bx P otk £42 5 A4 44_.; A%A 7 Anz
oz @ ol AT A5t Jgol dlal 2E do] dlo] WL Ay Aol B

dlo] Alo] W02 BASE Alo] Dek Mok YA o2 WA, 9 BE AF Y9
& 9o Aol AF A YAZ BASHE Aol AHH A% ol 29 L7o], o] o]2e] 7
£ 2o 2yFay Adel v fHE o] FE w2 o7d] 9ok

oA ol olgel ol d AT WA 12 dAEE A NAT F AEA 47w A
AZ, W7k o Ao el DS UE AF Adckm W, B4o A7 Aol Bl w7
& 27t AT AT B W, AAA AL ol @2yl he o Aol AL ol
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Sl I HEM oA G ) 5

|
ap

e 212.324 22 AFAI 2 Qx, AFe 2 A4S dg AledA AFAR A%
A7) gl & 5 Ark webd FE o] AA & S4 Y =4 Feglol ek A
T A YA E ﬁLasti A + ge Aol

A9 Jdde “ ‘ He, Himself’ Locution ” 9] ZA| 24 t}2 F #7329 zo]4L A
olZL2 Mgk £ glvke dAol Ak,

© 77t A & ARE A7 Aol Adelekn R
@ xS 77 A 2 Ae Bdotz, xE xol 8 AWeltm WAL 28® x7}
st ek,

SE QF FelahAnt QE ST FUSHA BeolE EFohm 3A OB L g Wi
ekl 4} glehe Aol A4S Chisholme 434 A% AMdw 2 A% AL
Agste] 9o £ 23S AAE ol g} ol me] Foh,

ujr

(S") xS 717 7bg & AL FUskn, P Polats £4Le x7b xold APAoR 7
£A7)= &40},

Q) x& 717k AR E AR Fgstx, AP olete
E APALE A%A7E $40l,

p

AL x7b xolA APAoz &

AAd, A7 AR & Azl Aok &7 Aol A7 A 2 Apgeleh AHE F3A
A7t 7% & Age dusickn g W 2E A Aol AR oletE £4¢ A
Ao2 AEA T & 5 Ak wlo] AL A7 Adlel A7t A% F A Ax
2ei4 A7} b 2 e AWttt 2L W 28 2 AMelA AP ol £4S
AR S 2 A7 2 Ak Aol
o) ol A A FHH A% o] &L ChisholmE mf HAte] FAlo] H&A 7o
Gabol e A2E HAL ALtz QEdl ol % FA 4R, AF o nh
g3 Q¥ B, O AFE A 9o e £49, 2% 9AE g2 94 E%-‘,:— 23
(2) “ojwl Apgto] A gleh’ ghE Bael gdolA A FA HolA P 3 +

o Ax7t ARoltlets S Y F Yrke WA 4P} F,

BAE £4 @29 9AE Fo s 2 4L 4YsH gron ¢ F Ak
Wl dd BRHE BAE, @6 o Zd=E w940 FEA gz 9
glon], 28 $4 A5 e nF Pl Fddrin JAH %
S4e AF e nh BAY g E FARE, F5 BAA £4, 0
X9l 3} (being identical with Chul-Soo) * 3} 728 <Ao] nl& 2 w2F

i :{o

¥ o
e
F—i'i
l"-E.«

§I=
kil
r_ﬂ[_"

&

M
=
X
mo ofy &
=2

B
o,
ot
ol
o
k

49

wp SLore
& H
g
-~ M
TN
4 T Lo
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6 SRR HCE (GE198,  1989)

9 AE dEE ojulehe Fao] wolEedd k9714 Chisholme Zejd 2 %
Holete Aol FAH o2 —‘?—°‘°l?<l—§* 27 F48 ¢ F YoBR mf Halel A 99
e BHL Pobsdd F flvkw MBS AWk A £4 Mol £F @7 ehin
P FAAE Yz Aeol EARE & wh WA uish 7o) FAAE welob
o

3} Chisholm-& 0] A4S 29 AAAH HE o] o] ETAMNA TPt

$4 Chisholm& 3§ #HAR] F5 7|58 A A (referential) o]z %4 2 (attributive) ©]
A gobz £, Z,;, “AFrt Aok eta ojul Abge] wH W FEEE el AU
grolote $4 A4AGE ¢ 4 dudl o W A e ng WAE SR A%
P9 Aoz BAL FAE 71 golA = AR FYSE AolA AGHolAE W&
(content) & FA A= Ferhe Aoldh zeld AAA 758 Ze 2f HAes o
olw] (sense) & ZtE7t?  Felols nf FAME ol o2 Zhe @A AL AMA &l FAeol
M2 2 4 WAl ulehn wol et zad 49 EAE 92 Hd £ gk @
of BHL Wolsed 4 fickn AEL walA ole] W vetemA, nf WAL A4

(demonstrative) 2Jn|9} ¥xb4  (secondary) 2jv]E Ztethy FA% o) wEH,H
Akl A AA ou] & 4l #A g A" Ao RA ol o] F& AR Al 2
AA AR ALEAI = AA A FAolx 2 olF] FAAI} Zts 244 FA4L  okgx
ghet,

d & Eo4, Agte Abe]l Bebe Al#elAl “Agt Adw” gta dete A5 A4
dl Bzt o] g stHA AT HFE AV A Aol Ale AR "“7—} St dhdel B 2
TS SowlA AFE Aol € A £ Aoz A4 5 3l o B¢ “As e
25 HAE e #Ake AAA el W o A Ae *P%"’]E}i’« Ao 93 334
3, Ae A7g z8d AAE s Ao 24 Aol CAUE T oldte §42 AFA
71 = Zolw stAutk o] Aol AZE ‘W F Aol Abe AFEE A Tt B Bojs)
it dv AL obdth diushd 23 A A%k BAlY oataFo] o] Fold F gl
d o)k el u]§ BY Aol QojA BF Y AAA YuiE ‘deA £ H F
AH Y Ags BYAl A7) 9 2218 FAIE 22 AT AAFLEA Y AFoA A9 3
CART oleke FAE AFAIIL e BgE A9 BE YAtaso| bk "ok o gldk
Aol Al 2 WAk AAA o] Abghell wet obE = Jdon, FUT AR AfelE 2
Abgtel]l Ak e AR A AA uls W whet gebd F doka dHAloh

dH wf G F3A ofujat, shAbzh 2 ol 2g AMEel A M o2 AYete *]‘%‘%
AR A8l 2 2f BAE AHSdehE skl SAdoleta gk ko) oo 4 "9
F2A ot vtz AV B R 7 o5& Agshe HAlez ‘Ag e 9 %'% A

N

.x_.
o

-
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S5 o gk EEE 4T (IR ) 7

rir

&5t ke A9 S40l ke Aolsh ¥ WA LAH Sujett de] Bad ol

237} 3§ WALS ALY W wF Gab sbe e A AR ohel wg wAF 2o 2
HAE FA7be w7 gl % ¢ QDb AQTh ghw wd W Azl Fgo] 3

r:_—-—-

of A AR wst ot= Aok, AL & AV}
‘AT Bk ol S AREStR AT ¥vke AolH, =z WY mf Ak ¢ E
g shtel ul2 ZpAw 9dvka Chisholm Hrf,

Chisholm-& Kripke 7} A| A3t "2l Foll A3 HE& 2 A 34 oujgts A S
Abgote] A @Y ol & S0 vt Al e " AEEHF 2 Xl g & AR
59 oo F EHE A U2 obFHH " gtx U vk st 2 Foll AFE gl s
Al S LA, & SElied 2 249 Mg AALT XE b EzA s ¢ Los An-
geles is not pretty ” g}z w3tz 7}AskAb. el 47 YA 2 ol gs 3 o] 2o
7kel7l= A9k ¢ Los Angeles ’ 2h= o] 5°] 7hel7l& EAZF Aot AME 22w &
FolAe “vAdL obEwT” i w4 v Tl A= “ Los Angeles is not pretty * 2tx
¢d A el A 2t gL obEwRtta 1w vk gof sheA AA st ekt
A et et ghsel A Pt Ao il o2 iE

rlo

(3) A 4ol obgein Wt
e 2 2ol UoE whale] vl olAe] 29 who] wpzw
(@) A4E ol ohEHA frkm Aen

g Aol vy WEeld. F e F MY Ees HAEE W de Alo] =+,
Al o] & AE h = LfE Wekw Yrka del= T

7b @t vl el A 23 Sele ¥ W ' A = A9l Eg
& 4 Urk o] AL e 7L AL v Fug A}l o)A YEr)ohes 7o) ul
S gvkx AR skal s “ukd FAo] obg T, wAL obEHth” A4 L.A. o 7hA
“Los Angeles is not pretty ” 2tz Z vt 2w Aol ofbF A edvtm W& Alo] ok
227 (@) “9kYd FAol obEET, YA okEHTE 9 (b) “vAL obEEA Ytk ehe
T AA ZHE modus tollenso 23] (c) “ZTAHL o2z Y} "= ARZS 77 224
of det. 22t Arh obe] =] el St glvetE ‘44’ 3 ¢ Los Angeles *7} A
2 o0& 2AEY oJfo® AZstn Yv 3 Aok 2L =A FEE AN AWY F
+ stk wekA A Abele] A fels A4 =elAQl LfE Weka Adrka vl

4) Saul A. Kripke, ‘A Puzzle about Belief,” in Meaning and Use, ed. A. Margalit (Dordrecht: D. Reidel
Publishing Co., 1979), pp. 239-283.
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8 SRR Rz (B 198, 1989)

Aok SRk YA o] o E s vt ilx sk ERol dElA A3 $ele 34
HoRx e FAHCRE dfd e T4 AsH "ok zew oHg 4L ol

A AWE A ?

Chisholm®] ¥4l o|3tal, W57} Gl “Hp4gL ofgstet” =z g w9} m|Fol 4 “Los
Angeles is not pretty ”2txw W& o] 25 F $F/F2 A% IYE Fd5m Yotz s
A Aol el FEE 27 WA olBe o] &L AHgalA B4 o7 XA ST
o =3l ‘0}%4%’01 e $4¢ ASA 2 A wEel FHA Ao YelAE 27t
‘Los Angeles ’ 2 ©] 8¢ AH&al4 4402 ANt 4ol dal ‘ol2HA &g’
olehs $4E AEA7 2 ek Aolth uvby wapd, FF ()L AHA EFHY A5 P9
oA 3 Hol Hm, () FAAY A% Yol A3l Ho| Hrkxw & 4 ek o] 2A Kripke
7t AN ML dlAde] Hrkx Chisholm F743lct,

ol gell 4l 4bwl 2 uke} Fo] Chisholm®] HHH 7% o] 22 AH FAlol Yol4 @A o] Eo]
b e dHES onao} H AAG S4, A, Adete AYE e o2 A
TCEIEEE, AR Sl 4, A mf 24, G4, 75 AA, 28 AAe $)e =st
A mA e ﬂlfﬁ Fol vztthe Aol EAEACRE 99F zEnn ¥ 5

[>3

Ak &, A4 A% o] 2L EAER A4 94 Aoz F4u X3 o Eolekn
T 4 9 Aol
o148 AHH A% o] 29 AAelA AL MBS T3 Po] LA}

x¥E y7b Foletxz A 4dtet =Df. y& Falet: x& y7b Faloka 4ol o) whopgal
thia s ok FRE A2 xelAl B354 (evident) ol e} ¥

Ao EHEH A= A7l o Hrol= 9 (perceptually taking) * & cthg-3} 3Fo] A
= gl
%€ y7b Folepa A 7o) o) wholgleb=Df. y7} xol7l vel}& (appearing) %4 0|
ek 223 x £ yrb 2olAl 29 2 WA o2 velye Aolgtn R yol W3] Fah
54e BRA0R A4 O
ol Ao gollAl HehtRel AFe A7E Aol Yol ‘ol olw g o o] Q1A FA
ol Al “tebe (appearing ) * o] 2% ¢4l FA| 7} oW o w31 7] (being appeared to)’
olehe 84% 7 7124 492 Az vk ol @ AL o Aol gt AW S gl (LA
dozx A7 JE muste= ¢ BlFEtES (adverbialism) * o] A3 9} AbsHFo

5) Chisholm, The First Person, p. 103.
6) Ibid., p. 96.
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ol W3 EEM ST CRg) 9

& Aoz U

rJ

£ @4 (appearance ol A3t AW =S A4 FA7F AZ3E WA el
Ao zA Az o 4o ZA9 Aud o2 shx FAEE s AFS FAste Al d
A ¢ AF7t Hx 5F Al g3 348 7Rl 9t} (Chul-Soo hallucinates a red ci-
rcular object) ’ gt oo ‘A s A 283z T34 A7k} (Chul-Soo senser red-
ly and circularly) ’ 2t AW 2 Rzt 2o} o) %A =l Ao 7k o o] Folo]
o, 270 EAst ke A= Akl 5= Zol

BalskEY = AEAQ X7 o] Zo] e UAHES HATNTE FAL Az Yot 7o

N

24 @A el A AHelA vl o] STk o] d ulgo] Wge] AL B ZRH<
299 wastrolel ool AvlstnA g LANFYE el A4 YWY o s

o] 2917} ?  HAlstF Rt F9 3F Algkel Sellars—‘g “ Jones senses (a red object)ly »

E %32 AL23A4 “ Jones senses a red object ” & Aslyz YUl 2= FiES] +F

o] Yehi= ], & ¢ Jones’ sensing (a red object)ly’ 7} o] W&t AefQl Ao dhai A=
Aedshx] ekgkeh, o] AL F Al Aol WE A F5o] TYHoE A=A FRhes 9
u] gt

o]2) gt u] e A zboll g Chisholme] FAlx st (a) x& y7F Fartz A7
3lc} (x perceives y to be F) &} (b) x = y3lA] z2lz F3kAl =7ch(x is appeared to y-
ly and F-1y) ¢ 2lo] A& 619172 Chisholm-& (a)3 (b)) A=|ellA A3 +=H (a)e}(b)
7 AR oEA 2 gERel delAEs A9-E 3R x ek vkl (a)e} (bpt E o)zt
ok A el gk 2o $A4L w3A A o] Azl gt AAAA o] HA X3t
221} “ being appeared to ” 7} oW AEl & stel7l= AE £ A ¥ 3 Chish-
olm® 4. ZEA FAE <tz Yotz & 5 vk EZF Chisholm 4=l A7l
3 £Ao] YAl Azl dfAE A4E F Ae AE #wolA Bz, 489 F o
W dgAgl A| 2L oj @Al de s oo} ks Egel dElAE FAIA FHE A A5HA
9w 9lch weba Chisholm®) |7 o] &2 Hesojof & o7}t S & e d o

7) E3] “cb £49 F4 (Many Property Problem) ” ¢t “ %4 4 (Identity Problem) ”
7} A7) 5 QEd ool #AF) =9 o =FE5S #F5e). Frank Jackson,““On the Adverbial

Analysis of Visual Experiences,” Metaphilosophy 6 (1975): 127-135; Michael Tye, “The Adverbial
Theory: A Defence of Sellars against Jacson,” Metaphilosphy 6 (1975):136-143; Wilfrid Sellars,
“The Adverbial Theory of the Objects of Sensation,” Metaphilosophy 6 (1975):144-160; Thomas
Vinci, ““Sallars and the Adverbial Theory of Sensation,” Canadian Journal of Philosophy 11 (1981):
199-217; Albert Casullo, ‘“‘Adverbial Theories of Sensing and the Many-Property Problem,” Philoso-
phical Studies 44 (1983): 143-160; Michael Tye, ‘“The Adverbial Approach to Visual Experience,”
Philosophical Review 93 (1984):195-225; Albert Casullo, “A Defense of Sense-Data,” Philosophy
and Phenomenological Research 48 (1987):45-61.
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10 SERBE L CE 198, 1989)

¥ AolA =x+ Chisholmo] 7|24 sjd o2 AAF “ being appeared to * 73S 54
Ste] x| Zboll oigt AAAQ] Mg A A e TH FAEFY S dholEo| ] YuAx HAHA
A o] &Y AR A 27 Ado] AEA EAHE A5 Hol nAt g},

1l

Tzt ofw g A4 W A7 AL Al shx Q47 o] TRk & = YUr) x| 78t
AA FAI e} 224 A, 285 2 Al e 14 FA9 ‘HAA )& (mental con-
ent)’ o] BtZ 2 Al @& Tl ek A E Fo] st FEAE B IdS W 29
Az Fee 25 A} FE3], 28 FeAlel W 29 FAH Loz o] Fox}

T 5 ok o] WMo AAH WL, B} A& A weiaw, =7 W) &(perceptual
content o] 2}5 -5 < Al

z2elwl A7t W golzt FAA R Folg 727l =712 olo] Wel MEE £ At g
< Ao gt dFe] %3 (belief Yot Jtgh(judgment )o]gfz 4T x| x Tt}
2y A7 &2 ot Wgd) ke s o Ha FAEo AR e+ ¢z, 9
A7t gl A vEhs 92He 847 oldl s Ao Egslelal 2o zhd ofo] s} o
Yol Foll kA g W F2HE 22 A 27 oWy shgrel el FAUE sidsiAY
et 57l ofgoh zev oy JhgH k5o JeElE w 42 uhE Tz Eef gt
298] §hgo] whErhs et zhd ofo] & ™S AR Sl gl EHeled o)W 27} 7}
A5z P A WS hedolut wlgd b v 92A FHY Aolgy 2 FUE A
o] e},

A7t FeAE e %
AE7t? et ozt
Al dbabEl gleo] z.9] o
o E8 el Ay A7| 3}tz
T ESAREEH Ho o2& A
ghe} ®
Ao Hol A WA sE oleh e dH o AA A AHE A

[¢]

AT Aol A e, o™ I FHE o] FofA g2 FAE Hx Jdod, 2 FHLE ‘F’ o

RN
=

5 oA A e Bz oolw zoAlE o go] wA Rtk & 5
o ol AWE 4 AWk AFs FEANE B 9 £ EA
Solzbs ol e 2.9 wubg welch oW ¥g, TS, Az

M el Aoz vz 29 BiEs 58 HE2 dddr) 29
ARL A2 2ANA A7 £g Fo Bol £ARE AT

7}

.

8) o] AL Azt el A3t Kosslyno] A 2da Ao ZA 3] Urt. Stephen M. Kosslyn, Ghosts
in the Mind’s Machine (New York: W.W. Norton &'Co., 1983), p. 178.
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252 g Flolgtz F F ok A ut ojw 4o o Ho A=A At
H3 ARE AgstE 7 33 ATl e s of et Aol w4

& 9H AT oa) Y7 2o AAA LA Aoz

mental state)2}sz FAE F Arh A7 HE&E ol & o] A =
AR & HAshE AL Ay A AT A4 &3] FAE o9

gzt 276 dE 29 A Ay Atelo] AFeE HARA 25 <

gheh, A5 FEAE 2w FEAERE G do] A Wehs wEs oA

A7l 38A AFE YoAA AA AAE B A Fele A A4
17 g =t Aol ks He Aolth

Azt et izt Arjo] el Ebgd AF HEI] & A EEA 22 W A

3 £4¢ ARz Urhx WY FE ek o9 ol
49 R

ofel ‘p’AE Bolx, FAE ‘m’AE ¥4 E7si=

2 sha. oo 8 Aol £4¢ W2 viehdvh, $5H9) S4o249 3l A

9) ol2ig A “A el N3 27 °-& (Pictorial Theory of Mental Images) "ol 73} o,
o] olgel Mg w2l k¥ =EEE #2352k Ned Block, “The Photographic Fallacy in the
Debate about Mental Imagery,” Nous 17 (1983): 651-61; idem, “Metnal Pictures and Cognitive
Science,” Philosophical Review 92 (1983): 499-541; Stephen M. Kosslyn, Ghosts in the Mind’s
Machine; Stephen M. Kosslyn and James R. Pomerantz, “Imagery, Propositions, and the Form of
Internal Representations,” in Readings in Philosophy of Psychology, vol. 2, ed. N. Block (Cambridge:
Harvard Univ. Press, 1981), pp. 150-169. Stephen M. Kosslyn, et al., “On the Demystification of
Mental Imagery,” in Imagery, ed. N. Block (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1981), pp. 131-150; Roger
N. Shepard, ‘“The Mental Image,” American Psychologist 33 (1978): 125-137.
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12 SEARK WmaCE (194, 1989)

L Wpr =, ool B gShe A S £4e W, o2 ErsHh RS £49 4
e Pz, wEAl A A5 A7 8] SHER o] FoR AFE Mo e
2, CF@ ol 4L R'E, ‘Ahg ol £4L CUE AR AL, ¥

4o AR oldlsh o] A BT 4 YW

hH =

P={WP- RP! CP:"'}
M:'{me Rm’ Cm!"'}

el A3t 2l A7 YAE Aol s dHsHE AxE vE P9 a9t 2o
HSShe MO faabold <lst wAIZE A dvtn B S Aok A=A Adel g
ol =wepal Pt Mo Aol gt 44 FAE deARAAR A7l Do FE 2719
ARl A A A g olsf st gt 2| P 47t zol oSt Mo 949 9
delzta & ¢ dE A AES BA

PO f&rb zol b &3k MO 49 L8 x7l0] 7| YA E FEAI PO Y4S
22 e @ A A7 W&ol MY U&F zhA| dolof gk, We ot W, o A5 4~
dl Bab. wol 37 A€ sbs AAE e AAR F Aded o] AlAdA 5o £EA
By ks sbge) 2ab. old FEAE <
A B A, TR F4L —Wed el o A7}
We= Woo 18 2310] & & gt W i g
Aoz PO st MO 40 A8 270 & F §lgg ol T3

Po fart M9 949 F 2Alolete e, w347 A7 Pol

s, A7 W& 2 el A SShe Mol &dhe d4E 7hxof 3

N

i

o
oX,

ZA7g0] 10eme}ss & @ o] £AE Dpely H2w o] hLdE M £4L Dyolgts i
22 9k F8A 7 4 De g AR A A7 Wgo] D& 2A = AUl
Dp ¥ Dn¢ 3% 2ol X9k zadl 29 2 A%t 44 2 & ok A %4
Dr & 7} neZA 2 A

10) Wge) E2d £4 AP Az g AU £49 G FRAE AL $el9 7 A2
& Eo A4sE S50 FRAAF Geh YAY LxolA HrohE G40 A 2o WS
AL NG 4L g7 W Rolth $ele] £ & A7l B Ao Bz o]y AYL o E
49 Agol B F AL B ohiel, FelA o) S4ol g SakE A vge S0 g
ASE Qo UL 088 F EF9 $450] TR0 d& nel T SAztn ¢ & A

o},
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3 #AZA Agsrl= ol yoke A2l et
Po} Mo HAE A5k g E shte] W o2 Sosao “FHAH <2l#4 (super-
venient causation) ” 73S 3= A ko] Y& F Ut SosavFuEH AHA L o

23} 7o) Ao ek,

A2 9 upg addut A yE $4Q
, > < 1ol ") & x o H£4EE Zv st ARl
9] £ 5L Z+= = & Aol dis] R IAE Dout kel AAEA FA Aol Q
° o ol (nomologically necessary) &gt x9 £43 y
st A4 Rl ok P

ol & S04 kol Aol HE AAF s1Eo] 5250 Hs APdAbel Y <l 2 )
Aol 43 7 nEe F4, 2z 2 F AAZEe] Ao FulketE 2 WAL ohg s 3o
9o T AAEL g o7 Fg w TE woja] 2 &n 22 AZEY Aol E S e
o, =z

o] 3 f4rt 3ol HiE Aol o U4t mEe] He AL eI w4
¢ 3}449] (being a burn) ’ o] &= & % 5259 (being a pain) ’ o] gtz HAIH <
A7k A€ Yol A" Tk ¥ FAE A Sosav Hx Jth

Fubd Qls} AL oA W Abst A2 W EAtolo] A& F e AE WASI] A& 3
Aol shao]l & olgtE AAL EE A TEAI H Colgte AR dA G, ‘nE
o] mFo] H’ olzhe AR ‘“‘21011 3k A7 go] FEH|oll Higk 22k ujgo] o)zl
Aoz A Bap, o H FFAE s, AG WL cE Fr|H AR AL W,
sYE, 539 AAL (W,, c )& 72 F Aok, 2% (W, s> (W, ¢
L T ao AAEL Fubd Qs Al Yon & F UAEA? F, s F4L #
< Zte o2 Al By S #o)nk sk AAER ¢ F4E e 2 A
L W, 2 2 FHE Aol WAAC2 Aol T F AT

o] Bgo W3t FAA gL 7] ¥k 2 olfE, ¥ F F AT T
o] s9 &AL, o2y W, 9 R, & 7IAx, =2 AbAel R, §4¢ Ze = =& A4
3 e Brfer o] 3 AL W, & 7H F A7 Heltt. AUt HL 2935
ol q FEAE Ha g HlE (W, &R, )9 £4E& 2t Tl gt B9 A7
Yol 5l o2 AL —W, & 2 HE ol 2BBR FEA A A4 o
Latolo = Frubd <zt AL Ak ¥ = od v & 4 QU

u
2
oXx
X

4

11) Ernest Sosa, “Mind-Body Interaction and Supervenient Causation,” in Midwest Studies in Philosophy,
vol. IX, ed. Peter A. French, et al. (Minneapolis: Univ. of Minnesota Press, 1979), p. 279.
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14 EEAREBR RXE(E 198, 1989)

2] FEA 9 270 NG B4 A7 W Lapole] AL ojWet AAIZ FAA oo
}E7? ol SAtolo] AT A AL FlE SPgd] ol BAE o] g , <A ol
3 AR o) & kol AW Bk d7A AT o Aol A wEwe EEMLEE 2
% EAE BE 2R 259 A7 o Salole] 4Pt A Foqalx) Bwix o
oH AR :L—E—Arou BAE BAY FE glonz LasFoe] By 7ed RAoE u
B ol Habe] walolsty F4% 45 & dolth 2 BAEFE ulolSo] A
GomlAE A9 AL FoshE Aol Y= o)y o] AL UE 4Fsigw sl

ol AN D40 FR 7 2ol 3 A2)ehd Gdo] At T2 5] o)t o)
W, et EEAC QAR £45S 2E RS B4 A% HEE 2 A Aol U
2 A AT Qe ¢ 4 Aok 2AL R Q4 o] Wi ket ANE Aaste A
7 #3kA AFolch W& Szt Ay A Aol A4e] A7 Y& ojus WA=
A% AA Ao Aud + Qo A4S 2 F 25 ANS—dr] H3x 43
3 A7t W f—Afole] A & F kool o ol gloelet AzE o

$A EEAG A5 T Lol A B st A7) 85hA FTajolo] 4 s A} of
& EFY Zel AE AHEA D LAY 45 Fof spel W, o Ao YojA, BE
9 FHol A Yoluhe Ar] 5Hd AF5o] BA Utz 2APE JRE Folt W, of B2
AE AAF AR AL Aolwh o] ARE W, 2w HEx. R, Aol W, 9 2L
4oz R, & 44T 5 Aok oA $29 9= (W,, W, >ebEx (R,,R, > o =
of Bo} Yt Y4E7Y BAE Ao FHAE Aol et

OE Al (W, W, > Ag FEo2 go} waAH Bk, W, 7t BASE Apde] W,
o A 98 e FE 270 Aok F 4 YEA? o] To] HANE o4 4
2oz sAges 9 5 gl Qch kel 29 e wE 2EFo2A W, A W, &
WA SAY W, b W, & e @ £ e Ao et W ol ooy
(W Wi > A9sh, (W, Wid8h (W, W, >0 A5 THRA 3= 2L Tojels}?
e AR 45 A4He Aolekn LEm, Fx4) LSS uA4H, B wR
2l Aztoleby 28 4 glid] dwHel A7) Fo Egosa Ay HH AIo] o
o) z7o 2 urulgrol 4ol T RARE FuE A= A T F QAo

il

[0

PN

12) elell kAl A7) shetd AT FAAQ] AL AA ok shx] GrikE 220 A7d 4 9l
o sARE zed AL A4 AR AR <l k] £ AolmE Gy 2 ZAE
=¥ e glode A4dch ot W) SSA ATo] i Al H3 YA A o
2 ddE HAEe] el ZANA TAY WAL FAACH o] g e B4 F
AL ol Fd & gtz Eoh
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FsEel N3 TWEE S GRS )

22 8 (correct ) HR9} ¥H&3 (incorrect) HHE FE3}E 71Ee Faalr?
oy 3t 7| F& utFA Aok M| 34 AFo] d FEA ol HAA FFS FEE Fohz @
‘S7F F3g

T F AE7t? 714 E=AE Dretske o AHE NS =SSkt Ao 2%
(S’s being F) * o &g Just A4 Aus} =7 A% 22024 og Al 7HE A4
et

AZsle A5 (signal)E  S7F F& 7ol 9ajA s = wtF9 Sof

Oz AE7 Sol ) ALshe Aue B ‘ SoF FE ol oo AL B3 2o 2
A¢ TRk Aok (ol @ S7h G ol Yl WANE Fuo] I ok kg

dat Ao 7ol dal AEAAL e ol B F Uheh: @)
o ol 4 Hawss% A7) s Aol £EAS Bk Aol g PAHE I
2E Ageln, B £ FEAE 85, O 2 AT EHA) #Ha A2
s Aue) ke £EAS Hohe Aol da BAHE Ao e YW A5 F
ol Ax A7 sty Aol o) AwHE Are A% Auok Aok Heb W5} ¥

so zatol A 2ald 270 Hekm AAsE Aol 2 ool el Ao Sy
Aol Adste Aust 9o ZAES BEAYA RHEZ $ARY Au2 BFEH e,

olae] w=elol] ZANA Aol YoM AHF FuE e ol FAHc:

€D QY FA9) Fol gle A7l Y AFe g 2ATS BEAQ A vk 2aolg o)
4 07 Febe $4¢ 7R olehe e 39 488 A% d3ad:
()2 A2 0% FRozA 49 239 Od W@ AxE A% 292

(i) O« F3ltt; z28=
(i Z 5ol Oc Hs) HAFshe AHo] +L O7F FRozA WA & Huo] g} 2

AV 2 %& 2k

wepd A4l A7s A A7e) A4E b3} Rol FEY % ek AR A 5ol
= A7) gst4 =xpFo] ‘ J&3F AR A FA}F (correct information carrier, CICZ <f3|
A HE2A)  2AY g&g st ubddl, $A9] ASele A3 AR AdDA (in-
2 oalA 2D T EAY 4FE FPgt 2

correct information carrler

13) Fred I. Dretske, Knowledge and the Flow of Information (Cambridge: The MIT Press, 1981), pp. 63-4.
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16 SREARY Hk (H198E, 1989)

2 CICY Hfol st AR At Abolel A} FA7F AP she wbde] 11CY A%
ol 23 <l A FA=H Uvtz & F Aok 2 B2 A A7 3 2o
24, A4 276 A3 AR ALA (F, A FAY Aol v A7) sy 2T ) Apo)
ol A=t AA 7 sl of dtvbe Z2AE AAT F vk ol AL F 54| A A
b ddE A A FAE A4 dulel QoA e AAddn & F Ygee 9u
gt

olAl f2l7k qt ol & FAlE CICY zo tg3lE A7 W&Alo] o] 4 she a7} £
Aoz FAlol vt dol gt E2A AR mEoleke FAH AL AFog A7 g&
APdEola o] F ApzdAtolel A#stE At o 7l Fo] FAHoR AR Ee o4
zEAel ol el FAE AYdtcta d)E olg & A} vhsRE CIC S A7 w7k 3
AL A FAZ Aeste vl o #gol wEdh zev EA4e A7 HAHA At
9o A EF TAH}E= Hidii_/ﬂ ol AA"E 7 Ad 259 “E# (supervenience) ” 7
de =294 A% et 2 FAE A F de Fol A A

A Az Ew#el W2, SAEY HFg A SHEY o2 A BE oL =24
S REAZ 9 vt2 g wog A Bol %F5hA| ibsltl: Aol £33 94 F owE
Fo AalA, old di4 x7F F& 24 f9d x7 GE 24 5% 283 $4 G7 Boll &
dl e Aol Aoz, old A y7t GE X, vy FE 24 Ao AE £531
of gt g9 A7 W& FHEE o] Fo3 AHJolet dtx, BE 29 T & CIC
o] 459 APolztx sx.  zed Ae Bel A Fukelvtn & 4 JdEst? H4
7F Waolzbs £A4 & 7HAA =l 2.9 Fools Wyol A3t ARE Adsls CICY £4o]
A He Aol dAHolx, AF9 TUT AF &3] de 57t 29 T Sl T
£48 7Y 25 AR £4& A 522 A9l Balolo: FEt gk Al s} A2d S

229 “ 73 4k (strong supervenience) ” #A = oJu &t ? A3 Suk AP LS 2 A

W4 X9k Adl %3 £4 Fol HalA, X7h FE A", x7h GF 2E 2% 44
G7b Bl &l 9l 2ol @AAoln, yrb GE AN yob FE 2 slol 259 A
$ol%k Ax Bol Zspll 4o ©

b

A5 44 W g 707, 29 Mol Wpol 2F Jug Adehe CICe] £4o0] &4

i

14) Jaegwon Kim, “Concepts of Supervenience,” Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 45 (1984).
163.
15) Ibid., p. 165.
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FsE et BER 24T (gt ) 17

st Aol YAHolzm, A4t 29 FHEN FAY £4 (F, cIc §4) ¢ /A, 2
7} Axe £4E XA HE Aol BAAolGm & F ASA? o] 5L ohEF 2ol vt
HA EPY S5 vk CICo o8] AZHE W,ol A3 ARoE EF5tz ofd  Apdol

—Waolate A7 W& A4 & JAEA? F 29 CICH WAl Srhe JuE Hdshe
o] 2 Aol 34 @rhe A7 &S RE Aol A5AA? ol gL ASE Yol

il

A88 o 2 7}= (metaphysically possible) 3}t 2l® ¥ X% o 2 7} (nomologically poss-
ible) 3lx1= ottt zEld] 2 AW 2FE 73 Fuke gAY adA e A -2 F
u} (psycho-physical supervenience)?] 7 WA A Fdyo 2 AT F AT AR

Sel7h EAle) gl e WAH Yo 4
&5 ok 2EE A4 FAG A4 WL B
Fol el Fubgictn AEAE F Ak TEAC AT A A7 @l o] 4] =9l
ZANA g gol 29 A7E FAE T AR

A4 e 275 uEAA o vt2 2 deut 29 Yo e FEA Jz T2
3 AZAG e (1) 29 FHelA Aol #3 A} AR ALAEA A¥E Y5 A
7] 3aA ATz FE Aol Q3 FA ARG, 2z () FE A7) A A=
o] AsHA Fulets FEAol A3 A7 W &S Fech

Ao Aol A 9 BHol halA 2 F zAvre R 29 A7g AWHA R
R A79 5 Uk 7S fuold Weg EdaoF shedl A9 $AL 2% &
£ mesha 2w ok ulde] AZE F e HoIThI® A7) wgol} el Ay
EgsE A9 FAE 458 LABL ALs o] & B TAUY Chisholme o]
Jol sl A ches ol e AL Eedshw ek uzh old AHEE AZsa 3
W, dAE YA o2 oA =AAE o' Ae] vtz v sd=ddet” 1P ey A%
| getoly} Wgg weA Laksichn wodE ofd g 4S5l B AH gk

ofad W4 07} Q4 FAl SelAl webdow wolvehE 07h Mekdol obd & S7b oln)

“

B o

v r—)[qn i

[

1

—_
~

16) ‘@mm’ 3 W’ e QA PHele Az e Ae ddz naE ARl AT EAE of
$¢ AdAoR FEAAE ek ksl Weel geis obd @toltER, ko] Yt
g9 A= AZstr] ofF 7] wgolch  zbe] Wgolvt ete] Al E E¥S= Ao A
xolgX D.M. Armstrong, A Materialist Theory of the Mind {London: Routledge & Kegan Paul,
1968); Fred I. Dretske, Seeing and Knowing (Chicago: The Univ. of Chicago Press, 1969); John
Heil, “Seeing Is Believing,” American Philosophical Quarterly 19 (1982):229-239; George S. Pappas,
“Seeing-e and Seeing-n,” Mind 85 (1976): 171-188; George Pitcher, A Theory of Perception
(Princeton: Princeton Univ. Press, 1971) &%,

17) Roderick M. Chisholm, The First Person, p. 96.

s
]
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18 SIKRER w3k B9, 1989)

Gz Qe S 07 mebolehn BkshAY WAL $¢ Aclth dE SA™, Y359
oA A HeH wAE Br g A A4 2 vhAsk Hebdew Motk 2300

Bepaoleby WS WA % Aolt; @) $elE ARES F42 £ Wb wol 3l
Eul o WolE 2 ASol Bl obF WSE 2A gk ddd WAE wAAE AAT
20l FAAAE Gohih ) RS A «uF Mol 2L FololA? ekm g = 7
Qv ol ATt Mz FAAE AAAAE A Ashe w2hol 2Rl B Berol} @

22 27 e A9 Aolth Sosak £219 F74Hl AP DAY ALE Eola ole)
@& e ¥ =ey Bolx ek

@ s okw AFAN ¢ oWz WE FHE AFHT AL AFE A7 24 $F A
o2& #rhehe Awe EelE BAol A FEAE Sl AFYLHH A Y
duE AFFel YoM 2E ANl 22F B4 AT ' A A Yok A RY 4=

9‘1\:]_.18)
WA o] ukalo] 3l A Chisholme] QAo AL S x|zt oAl g = L&z
H3E A g gk § S7F BXFelAS A2 JAE ofefel Ao Azbo] fEnkn Rl
Aol A9 of doll widt A za} JFE ofefel Ao A7 FESoF Tt AT F

&,

& Aotk 07 #vhx v Widheln S ekAl A6l 07} 84 @rhn v v
Erhels S7b Behe e BeHAn, ow zAse4 07 fohn Wk Sol wew e
ZAS A O7F #7 ghebs W S V&L FAsbsaleh WAl Soh 29 wiA st ¥

offioll A= Bt o 2 Heltpw W= FAld HAXToAs = vpx7h &4 Eolcks 7
of lolAl FAE Aolgtay st ¢lvh webA WA wlel= v ghE g S =,
FHA Y H ol dalAe ofudt FHE & F UEA? Heil & “Fo4l4 Wg(un-

conscious belief ) "ol 2t= g S EQFo2H “ gopalx] XA K
without-noticing ) " 9} “ w43 LR = 74 $ (simple failure to see) ” & F£E3}c} 19
Fopalxl Foknial we Agel dold $elE el Bl TP WgeRA HEE
Aze QA 98¢ Edte 2k FAUG zed $osk ol wal ue W
AHom e 4 e AL 4B ox7t Aok Y $e TN UgE Hivhw
SeeE Lojg wgo] oW @hn vl A el Slaf o] Fol A £ E Ania)
g Heil o H9L z2 ASHAUT Aol Zex Aok F43 4 A4gsr 93
2 T 7 dAEe Sk e AT ol ol E A BAE AR E =

Az Bk A Qkghet,

o ofnt

A
73 % (seeing-
H

o
L
_'L
]
i)
0
2

18) Ernest Sosa, “Experience and Intentionality,” Philosophical Topics 14 (1986):74.
19) John Heil, “Seeing Is Believing,” p. 232.
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G N3 EEE AT GRS )

19
ool Agol Selt ook & el & 43¢ £oRAE RYA A SEE
B A gl wel 55 x4

Zolx, #-$3Ae @ wnick A5E wn), 25T

A AL Ak ol Aueld S At nAAS AUM $AL G T At vy
Ag Fuz Qhx B St 9AT I Pt 215 VR AN e Az LAY
o SR $est dlAn Wk 2B oo Sabe dAe SEv mse 9eL ¥
oh 9AE S £ 49U WA Aol opeh fselm Wl A A aow 1 4
sol A% £l ol k2

2wl o] A97h vE ek FAA 1ES e Been & 5 AT Ak A
ZAstrlel= o] v el FAAA wlge) Aeha Wyl R o AT i $-2
o o)Al bl Feha weke Zlo] Xt A Ag fyols 4 Jrff&r:} whebA 2.9
2 T4 4 ubgEel W AU E 2o AE T F e @ s2le
gAH mlggo] gAY ste A5 Lol A Kok 3, Heil o] #lago] 1o 44 L&
EAE AT Hole ofde AE oA wlgolehs Aevt sldm rhgsie Es 2
Fel7h el dAAl R A 2L ouleAe Wlgelgtn FE e Ae A9
oo g der

AT A 7o] ghetoli} WL ERT s FAE A7 o2k Bg W Hez 4

SSke $AZ AfEchn ¢+ YAk Azdoloks W ki oulz A gekA 2w 7
& ool A AET e ST, v BaAA A4 FA L oL ol melw sk 27
F wehet 2 2 g4l olWelWslekn wetelA L ook ¥ AL aFeriR, Lol A of
2 E @% 2 Aol et i ge AAUThn & 5 gl "ok 2ol Aol

b AgOE T FRW ol e AT UolA 4 maleh wHeiy A

= WEA A3 ofn 2ht L= o
A 1ol A T 7= om| 2 AlgE ALE FHI PQv}
H_x
T

Al
Ao HAMES QU EASA, “BFE 29 ool Uk £E

i) B4 29 ool e EEA Aal “F 7 57 ol ARSI SHSL 24
Aoz AN D
o) Aol A BHBEE A A A 7ol Hat BAG AwksAAN B Fe EHES AT 5
sieh,

20) Ibid.
21) A5 7144 A% W9 E Chisholmo] AAG A A% Aol Faol ANA 452 + Uk
Roderick M. Chisholm, The First Person, p. 31.

—129—



SEAERNE RACE(F 198, 1989)

F4 SE 4 O7F Fsltbz <kst
Ocll =3t A3t AR ALdR2A AT

& Beo,

(PL) o 2458 215414 = vtz 2 wjdqh <l
Sujell 4 = Zghet i (i) SO FH el &
< ohke A7) shetd A5k OAbelel <@t @AlZL YAk zelz (i) SE
A7) S Aol AopAl Fukshe Oell A3 A7 W) 8
akE4] Z o) vl 2 wojgt S& OsF Faleka 73k oujellx 273ieh
Jol A gbets 22l () (PLYS ()7 A ek 28 ) S& Oel
A A AAAE =3 et 28
GA Al of sk
A4 F

A=ie}
e e

(PS) = 24
1
el £4 F& g oz A5
As oy
2l A7
b ukeh o] &7ty =] zbo] 7
7 739

(i) (PL) 9 (
el =2
7o

1747 =2 A4AQ A4
%15 (hallucination)o]1} §&%# (illusion) 3}
o AFo] ¢

=

7_|l-

A a
7F? A 3tz &l AW zs] ¥x}. Smith 7} GF
5": AT
o %
A

#o] 27}
% w4 oMk (mental imagedo] Ha 4% %
o ekl 7@10]] FEo] w7
¥ el oo
o] go] 7} ol
229
A 7} o)

oz

A7t 72 71 AE E8) ol
ghobed, 2 o] 9
= 74
2] 7b AHEAl o]
A= 401‘:}”)
2P FL A FE o] ghon o FA4<l
2] ( Phenomenalism) o]ttt & A9lo]] w2
o] o] g (family o] B2 347te] A9 929
oo b 2y ATl AR Tt 4o A
7t dzof o] Wal] A7) e of 2 7k=1 9wl
Aol A& °P—°]7]7} ol &t 7H 7kt
Sol 7k W ohE Aol A zhE W 2 5 ol
J27t? o7l =5 A
A T o] 7k A zhe W A=l
Aol 74 fleka gepd 7 57
o HAMe et T
7o A 245

of g zkz+ /-oq_,] o8

wH

9

7hae] 7 o] 7} Q)
3 —:%%pn e, el
W7t ool 2% @ A %

of Ha F40] QAo 2
3 2Aol AAHA gL 4

°]'7I-\— /HB}

L AYe Eg =
ZA 9 4 Aol A3 A2
LER

2 Bue
Lo

s
2] vl
o

A ae) Aol & 4
X]Z]'-‘:’_]'}\f' i:z_l_‘oﬂ /‘—r 7H/] e=N=R
22) | David W. Smith,*“Is This A Dagger I See Before Me?” Synthese 54 (1983):97.
g AL AT E sk AL

o] A¥-g ulEale Ao

o] Ag] A= Stephen M. Kosslyn, Ghosts in the Mind's Machine o =A%)

] 4] 3148 433 Shepard & Metzler o 4
—130—

Davi
23) AR HFAAEL $2)5} ol
A

[y
=1

et



sl gk HER ST GRS D 21

i
4
e
ol
2L
XN
2o
=
>
frt

tohz Bl ojlch Sosav AEH A7 4o o] Eo] Ze A
24 $£89 24L& “wA A (propositional relation) » & A X

712 Yot o] o] & G4 o /A FAA EFeHA S & 7 Yt “}EW 7
ad Adgs 2qetA Rz F2AE Agdiol ATt HE LFE AE 7 dev =*

£ @7e e ol FAknA @k

y

(HL) o 274 5¢ 952 o vz 2 wﬁoﬂ 4 F4 S+ 4 071 Fojrix 374
o2 AZg (i) Ol A3 FA R} ARE At A7 334 253 04l
Q¥ @A AR ekA ek ; 22 (i) SE A7) 38 ATl Al Fakehe A
7+ &g etk 283 (i) SE O Ml 4 F& Ao ALA7

o] ol a4 & 74A A7E F A+ A FHL @ dAske d o] gledl o g
A7) 34 AFE AAYE F ke Foloh o] qEHE AAsH] YA == Mar-
ks Ao Eulg w2z ot o] 95, 29 A4S FA A A A #3
ARE AAA Ay 535 (visual analog code )} 91o] £33 (verbal code)o |2 -8
o 7o AF AAel dHH5, oiw Aol oA AANA Arl= AL 23 AHH I
AEI} 71 AAZEH <l %%ii Qg Aolzhs 3ok ® wpebA] 37ke] A9 Q1A FA 9
FuolA WAshE A7) 83h 2AFe, #HH ARE 71 AF AAZEH 4] A= <
ZA71€ A5 (signal )2 ols) & & vk £t

A4 Ao o) Bl $x Byl TAS Holk A9 Be A7 5L, B2t
ge) o ol YTk 2 A Aeeh A AZete Foldh olAL T 2 WAH

A5k BAE 93 g A7 SR ATo] Wl Hal $AYY JRE Ashe A fekn
¥ 4 9ok webd Ao e ol FAY 4 Yt

QA FA SE A4 07} Folokz AzH o2 Aza (i) Oo Wl ¥ 48 Au

2 AgsE 59 Fxol AE Ar) A AT Oapelo] st WA 4P At ;
222 i) SE A7 e Aol FobAl Fakete A4 A& 2ET: 222 G
St Ool Wal F& 2y4o2 75470k

(1L

24) Ernest Sosa, “Imagery and Imagination—Sensory Images and Fictional Characters,” Grazer Philosoph-
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ABSTRACT

A Philosophical Analysis of Perception

Ha, Jong-Ho

As a way of guaranteeing the certainty of our knowledge, many philosophers have
delved into the problem of perception. As most of questions about our physiological
mechanism of perception have been answered owing to the rapid development of cognitive
science, however, the significance of the philosophical inquiry into perception has
diminished. My purpose in this paper is to rehabilitate its philosophical significance by
showing how to newly analyze our normal and deviant perception on the basis of the
experimental data of cognitive science.

Since perception is a kind of objective reference, my analysis of perception is
based on Chisholm’s theory of objective reference, the direct attribution theory.
Although I accept his viewpoint on the problem of objective reference, I disagree with his
analysis of perception. Section II shows my discussion on Chisholm’s direct attribution
theory of objective reference and analysis of perception. In the third section, my new
analysis of perception is proposed. Our normal perception is analyzed as follows:

(PL) A subject, S, perceives in a loose sense an object, 0, to be F iff: (i) There holds a
causal relation between O and his electrochemical impulses which play a role as a
correct information carrier about O in his brain; and (ii) S has the perceptual content
about 0 which strongly supervenes on the electrochemical impulses in his brain.

(PS) S perceives in a strict sense 0 to be F iff: (i) (i) of (PL) holds; and (ii) (ii) of (PL)
holds; and (iii) S indirectly attributes to O the sensible property F.

In the case of deviant perception, hallucination and illusion can be differentiated
from each other and analyzed respectively as follows:

(HL)S hallucinatorily perceives 0 to be F iff: (i) There holds no causal relation between 0
and his electrochemical impulses which carry incorrect information about O in his
brain; and (ii) S has the perceptual content which strongly supervenes on the
electrochemical impulses in his brain; and (iii) S indirectly attributes to O the sensible
property F.

(IL) S illusionarily perceives O to be F iff: (i) There holds a causal relation between 0 and
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his electrochemical impulses which carry incorrect information about O in his brain;

and (ii) S has the perceptual content which strongly supervenes on the electrochemical
impulses in his brain; and (iii) S indirectly attributes to O the sensible property F.

In the last section, some theoretical merits of my version of the direct attribution

theory of perception and anticipated questions about it are discussed.
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