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4HE Aoz ztors)rldl= okzie] <H3i%°l e Aoz of 4ty &
al% A R BEAAYE Arets ok aela el muel ¢
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l H e JEe HiEAk VAT o BENYU BRAM HHgHoR
vhab lgstaal ok ojef o]l e EAAHTWHoIV HI At o
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doz Agas s AL ol AW A aAVEE sl £3
R EAS Holel dEsiewd EAdolm Tgug ¥y 1oz 9o

= #nkes] ggolch

0217} of Flell A (REBERA> 0Bt s e BR EUgREs] (i
gaasDeo] Bajdon A M—_— 2 John Locke f«i Berkelevw =
# Hume o o]2& HEAR9] E@Efihe ddvigrt AR g@ES
EEBR AN KESHRLE WO HEAIE SRR o tite F
syl S MEHY WAL 4Fse AT Ao 4D gug

1) {EE&EBH>(‘standard theon’)ei&l Loeb 42 fo1& dae do g o
o] Askal azpdop 24 % ‘k”“«i ZREME B %5%) B OOESER
o2 #i47ln Y @ fgaistn el LE Loeb From Descartes to
Hume : Contingntal Metaphysics and the Development of Modern Philosophy
( Ithaca and London : Cornell University Press, 1981). pp. 25~32 #Z.

2) olelgh vlstE sHEw| 2o Y5l LAl A 52 el Loeb 2 4 A
& 5 aa &l Loeb ¢ofl A-&% ¥ 4%,
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Sl oaie] Ao (KEMERR> ] MEMAN o
£4%& WEstL Utz Yol dFHddEe] 372 283+ Locke,
Berkeley 3 Hume & 257} A& B (common sense) @ & A# (utiliti-
es)ol Uz BEME osstn domd A gFo ol BEES A
ke ¥FE ARsn Y& A gixl Adold 28y s g
FHAHBANAM AR Ue BEMEE “deas” ol th: ()& B 3
el dgezd P Age et mebdq A o #IT wole
CGEgyol e =z dAHe (AEE>L (BAE) mE (wdoled>
Eool7t Rk Hrol afo] Ei= FHe| HMES ok I HHENEL
27 Az A4e HYE dde dAste AEE Agn LA sER
A ool A& (arge] ANl shlsta Atk o]} zpo] tiAel #
g EE 4E Eve #dol #F =og HYHE YT e BIR
#> (phenomenalism) %£& (38439 %> (phenomenal reductionism) ©| v}
(A AEY =4 (phenomenalistic reduction) o2t #2xak gk D o] & &
of $Ele YITAEEL AHECE THIE AosRH AFAHEA
g vy ol g A xsiAE Holt

HAEL 4 FAES A4 FAE IYEY Gk & SAE dAE

3) Berkeleyi= 20 725 [y b obd s sh Alele] &7 jeke 7=
| 2k8t 3. [ G, Berkeley, A Treatise concerning the Prnciples of Human Know
ledge, ed Colin M, Tarbayne ( NY : The Library of Liberal Arts, 1957),
Introduction, § 1 (@F. 02 oll.% pPrinciplese] ole]3=} Po} 4 Udds 2
ol-gabch)) o) M2 44 sl Three Dialogues #1745 &3le] Haz ﬁﬁ
o] 942 Zxstw o) 28l Hume T TAMIMEN BRZE HR1A A
abd A4 T4 LY dbed oj2] WrhE el opie- AR %L%‘g%ﬁl f{'r
AL dele stal g A jeletn s|@ gk uf Aok, (D Hume, An Inquiry
concerning Human Understanding, ed.C_W Hendel (N Y : The Library of
Library of Arts, 1955, p. 170.(3+o.2 o] 4.2 [ec} page 15 & o A3
o] o1& Aolvh)]). el Hume & Locke 7} Aristotle o]+} Malebranche
o} 3 E<bag) Auke Wy e Be BB @A FAsiea
ei =)k (1.17) Locke zp41-2 19 72 [ ARG &) (An Essay concerning Hum-
an Understanding . collated and anotated by A . C. Fraser (N Y: Dover Pub-
lication, 1959) Two volumes (of 2.2 |42 Essay? 2z Eojcb vol-
ume no, [ £ [4& 2 oh$oll page no, £ dshA a&3teh] oA A
s W] AN Aol batEl Alad aA Fasta dek(EV L 13,
474 2 E . 0. 188 #Z2). ’

4) E_L. 14, 228 328 492 4 E.I. 54, 115, 130, 461~2:p. 6. 21~25 (Intro-
duction) : 1. 91~92 &%



KA BBHme fFERE HE

o] Aoz DUFoeN HEHq S Hojarzte TEEA L (H
#) (substance) &l ¥4 & A sa Hgaye dsia doh ey Al
fE{ERr) &5 (ontological status) g a1 4ol #lghe g =l &trid (identfy)
o] HAE JAEH AFEE AgA "oz 4+ YAE=Es? *"H"C‘i o &b
g 4tolgl Fololn) AAER oRA sHilel AL FAHsE HAA? A4
sasr Gdam Ul Ghe 4% A A€ v vdes wAE 4
el gtk s ets ol E HEelWU e o ol ¥ 4 gle og
M8 2.4 ghod Aok st ol & Ayel vt qbde] ik
EEE obgol e FE EE EME Aeolel slgeln o3&t 1-%°1L’r
AbE 2| 7F chgolyl sbdolud Agdel & odbel W% Elel v Mok %
Lokl 480k AbS 3 9l {h4% (understanding) 2] Wit o] & €§I,L(\\'H])
2] E-al(volition) o] &, L~fR‘VUH {(mental operation)oll #ubza] €5 Ao
= mﬁt Fagow { Lg— o) £ 8 A A S 4 oA wo
b gel 2HE TAAde A gl

2> (phi]osophy of mmd)0 2 oojshstry, 2o EAE HAE e 3.
7o w3 o /é}% a2 FAEH Fov AR B & 4 e

of &4 & chgel At Az Aels O, ANMLE LR aY
55] sheolet siath LEERIR & LgEEe) olge] RAe o s A
og st wreled LEERe 1ge) A48 UFL noew ofsisli
e zetzel dehe) AMdFHo BN dHs su

Aol ol HBE &‘%Oﬂ of g B el ob e FaAler
3 H—pl ol e A" 4 dglm: vtg olel i FHoENE

I OLEREBY ot Ao dod ¢ Yzl @mFolvk uhels 9
gl dej g <“¥%91 -:—‘:—ED(IO;:!'(‘ of mind), AHEYIe ey LopEt

Qog) i OB g

T’i 'ta'“

e L TN
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5) Locke 3| Hume o F2}7} mi- qluhql €8] JAnEhe) s 4o wah gy o)
2ol A A =gl 5‘_¥f‘~ qt 1 22l tH ﬁ}ol sl o}, Berkeley 7 Locke 2 ol
ol & 4G ubobirol L glow [Berkelev, Essays, Principles, .Dialogues with
Selections  from  Other Wnitings, ed, M. W_ Calkins (N’ Y : Charls Scribrers,
Sons, 1957), pp. 306, 326, 327 # 1. =l &g of= 2 Selections o] e R =}
S ofvh page no, & el 7da] 4] alfsb ddolh ] My debd gl 2
Ndez 4u gl

6) &ﬂlﬁhl Hat ol &> S A3 GidED(idealism) e BB S Fs Eoll 4 =l

/Jﬂr‘éO]E)(theor\ of ideas) <(abd td|>(10g1c of ideas), <ald-H4

%)(1deas -analytic) .8 A& 7 94l vl
7) A2 ffu.,E%z Palded 278 aldshy elal REEREsd o
A AEAo g S Selo] ol sl B onlo) abal 4= ke Fiol A

s E R E R
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El (OS> (analytic of mind) 522 28 4 ZActh Hume& [
MPEH (operation of mind)ol =& 3y @35 (LIEES 2 >(mental
geography) &2 FA& Y e Fq [ AtERIS EEAKRTE)
(accurate anatomy of human nature)? ¢ 8 =% ¥} o™, Kanti=
Locke 2 TARIMEtE RIS (—hiel ARMEMAMES  (eine gewisse Physiolo-
gie des menschlichen Verstandes) . & #F%% wp Itk 10 zejzm ol
FHEL n57F LHER ol de wist A oladlz & 4 AT
Locke ¢ 2l zte A &0} Hume 2 alAd&o] alzte] ohdol #3 Al
2 &) -3t %hLi T+AE oYt sdels 2§ 43 Azl {1 Al
thEh kel @FE AEg Aol o chak Aol I KHAHY - NE
O *liiﬁﬁ}L Holl 4] by 3,5 Adeldsd FANUck £
2 oo 1D 5o epgo| #iaE(faculty) & U&= i HE-HE.
Wi s A e sld ol FA48m s AlolH, olld Al Kantd o
A4 AZaxle] drh!2 22 Locke, Berkeley ¥ Hume 2 wl&-& 4l
ol A ERE SHE L ﬁ;)(pnvate realm) =& Alo]gk (NEYZERDD
| AR WKihshs dF el Ag (mirror)® Hebetz 13 9
i el 2lzhe ol HL%OI A-god Fo48 BmEE Hudte Aoz
shAdaban et dell A4 Wu el dste] TREA EAfn Ui &
-oeloh D g Ele) S REAL oo 2AE gk A AlolH

(inner space) o

83 L2 Hume of » Mental geography™ o] -Hyg.o siwj4leldere] gl
Gilbert Ryleol 2] x| The Concept of Mindol 4 4l g3 sty 3l & “log
ical weouraphy of mind”& +43tiL o= A7 2 ofu] ool

o) David Hume, 4 Treafise of Human Nature Being an Attempt to Introduce the
Experimental Method of Reasoning into Moral Subjects, ed. L A Selby-Bigge
{ Oxford : the Clarendon Press, 1068), P.263 (3o ol -p. “ Treatise” 2
vt Tollop page ] &4 o]of4] <l-fghel)

W) I, Kant, Kritik der reinen Vernunft (Hamburg : Felix Meiner, 195), AIX
1) offzlal Lockew sl bed82) b »p nh-3-2] 9EEE « 00 &4 & 2w
af e e gk b A ] sl sha deh EL26~7 22,

12) E_f9, 26~27, 31: T XiX, [ 21~22 :Kant, Kr.d.r. V. All. B 23 &=,
13) wg Hume 0o ob3 gl il ol f-stelh 23 ekl w4 ol O
FMJU pLob v ahal ol gl a4 oo Fabska Ak (T 253 #3:)
o R Al o g w15 i) nlgg e ALR 4 as)

al gl Heg fule dlA ket

14) olel 4 (&M (mirror—metaphor) v} (KA H> (ocular metaphor)o
agh o A Y R o] addell s 43z EC LR, 25, 486 :T. 108, 623, 1. 74

15, 367~368 A
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Az ez gdste] ohgel LS sdee HAL ads £24q E
B ¢ B e HR Histel AU A YA 4L MG 3}
= Yol ok wetd de{de Hale dele oy g4 Be .44 8
Azt FHSE AEE AT Ao ANFEA L G424 F2A
Jle 4 1 TEDAE Ao
olE gt BAE HPsL kEEHE So|q TAgelR oo EAE 2
QA3 wrEele] FA Uohs Holth WA vl e PHse i
Mo g Qe GEFM (intentionality) @] A dojut Wi i« BERfE] &
HAe]dstol OGS MHLENEH FHASE ST or AAF (A7)l
(self-knowledge) &) W& 257} vpgof EAlel 2 QA apolo) 475
E545 JdeEta vk ebg2l A e vlgo] ago] old et muz
o Bt R 2R o] obvek 2 &AL OB e B ¥
Ao FAEBEE olF1 UL & BoFa drh zelm Jrqldefads
4o F3z Ao FUE B ofvel Aol & WAy 9l e "4 Tl Aol
°“—l-3~ AA kel ERME F A Eigch AW g Fo A - (being
pain) o] & E—(pam)" AR LH7} IEE AR o ‘f
18 LT Yod Ui wels] 2% AL s *Olﬁ L’rﬂ% g
dods] AMgtel mFRBAHE o) £ 5 g 2744 ol
N Al AF o] #HE (epistemic privilege) -2 =priql 4ol =g Fql < WI SN
(infallibility) E& A EMSD (incorrigibility) &2 ztebslm ﬁlﬂ/}h
o] dd MM FHxz Yrhld) add FFFEEL dlY gl f"ﬁi£’-|
HFol HrER @ A4 e Zato] AQIEA % HiENEO ALY
b, & Gdadol oledR AsialAe] 548 Axa Atkn Fgack 5
SR "4 A Euk obdel dgde] xrglAe AL Ep
b= A ojr} 18)
Ael dete] TEEAE Ot FHEH A Hsln A sF5
(fEESE B#e B—t>ox hotshe sle ey Ao F3l Fa¢ 9
ol deoh AuEHT ol (ANt Yolasive g A Y
Z4 & A0EEYE 47 40 RERE A4E FFoE Ao WY @
15) #AIMel B 2+ Kurt Baier, “Smart on Sensation” Australasian Jour-
nal of Philosophy, vol. 40 (1962). The Bobbs—Merrill Reprint in Philosophy,
Phil—13:J.J C.Smart,_ “Brain Process and Incorrigibility”  3je] =/,
Phil —13, pp. 68~70 % D M. Armstrong “Is Introspective Knowledge
Incorrigible ? 7 Phitosoplical Review ( OCt. 1963) pp. 417~4325-% # 3.,
16) E. 1. 487, 498, 502, 519, 521, E 1. 185, 186, 197, 305 327:S.310: T.
85, 98, 189, 623 5 AtF. o] ¥Ao M= HMEAD 4] =4 Hillck
9
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0O & & &
:r"°? 2agolety el 4 zstm AUy wgolrh o] Aol Descartes 2] th

S HFgon LAHBRHGESE 29 <cogito= =sum, -2 §4 glo] A5 e 5~
—8-5}1 Tl 2 Ee ZEA Y HYE =Fd =42 23 Descartes I
ol cogito®] HA ol vk el &ulE shxw Aotk 22U WA
£2 vtz 2 {AE>olete AETolaql #lF dEd B|amila wg o
Fat 48 cogitot AAAAA st 2oy, 2 st ol WA
29 #HE FEI T Descartes 1 cogitodE HAEHQY Fdae At
A Holld Az« Aldazie g "abs Al 25 Husserl o) #HRRBolgjoetia
%a]_‘: Azpgtch £ How HABO L Aw wEl o AYEAY &

S BTy e A E2or WAL Ao =] dFF o Fo EE]
et &tz rh

olg| st el HC }JELgl oF o 4k Q) ﬁ%ﬁiﬂ —\‘?:’51 ;g_qo] ugs T
& dotA, melx ) Rk S § 2]
Lo el Aojebe BUES tw "I ]&Eﬂrol Lf LH ol JEEREBER A 2
FAEA EoE Aoaaal A doa 298 s Aol el H
o) TEFAE HAFEwYoz ofsislr] ool Hate ol gz Wy Ee
=g #Ae Ao|dr Hao| Bulsictm A zdsta drnh webd 2o ¢

ol bl ghyebd oA el ojdy YHES &4

AR b g8 5 glch £ fele "o oA HdEAHE .l
2o a4y QA Hoe ARE Adds] Eosta (FE S HE
o} P> 7b G#she (FEBNEY o siloll Bl sior ke Heidegger ¢
gl B Aols, Ade FaRU wEH HEF AASe Aol ofdEt
g (A F A o B b4l A oA ed>g 2ok o ZAstn fH A
Zoo]p s 4o BEolM Hute] ofmE oL Wittgenstein 2] o 3
o # x| grel oAl $Eli o1pd FAe AAE Gz A EelBEGR o
ol F A His Xxﬂg ﬂagaﬂ Agew [YAEHE 47w 2 thol
ole] &t HARA Ty Fo WAl He ENEA Birgd Hde EHE B
& Folth Eo= 047]/‘1 slEw HARN FEe B AGEHER]
o Brjgons mspolst Fojolsd ® HTH YFE oAGA vH
A=t obAlsHE e m el wolF wiRejalanxt Ak

rir
,_{

17) E.@. 197, 305:P. 139, S. 301~304 : T, 25 %=,

18) olelar 2u2 Locke—Berkeley—Hume ol glof4 oln] 4etdh P52 =9
1 23] gch ol&8 o Berkeley o] =4 ¢esseest percipi” &
d&4q) BHzE =4 ch

— 2 2__
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RAEyolar odelzbz aor FHE 4 i AdAsoloh o vksbd (
Avolat AAv (EE> ol dad ol o o (Aot (A
ofvl g Fhal 4 Azl wifolch A AA>E Ay, (EAD, FAD,
<7inﬂ Loz FTRY O WAL (AN (FA4 « T4 o 7,ﬂz<1 = Ay A g
oje} o Ax otvrtjE FHxl & & A gl EAz (dA4HE
<2l #>(appearance), {HH>, HH>, <uAelay, (dzhsodd(sense—
data) o2 FIE o 42 T44 EA, T4, da)e Ja (B -
A A4 e Zz" )] Hhole g slo] ehlrtie HAER nHE
4 Aok Akt "Ae )y E {chd o &8> (bundle), <& (assembl-
age), <& (complex), (¥ &) (association), {gH4#) (series or set), <A
3> (collection), <Hrk)> (construction) 5o 2 cfofstA F&@ =" 4 el o
A (AAD, <HAD F dAdEe] (oo 3T olE cfdd EHEL 4
& (combination) ol 2} A AR clakgt AsEo] 57 (HA4R)
gl zéo]ﬂ al A" 4+ Ak

a2 v AR A Eke HolA ﬁ':} J 9 oo mEhte] Au-g

AT Atk & B AT FaSE Sl Aok od U4 &
£ wAlel diao] WA 2 HEH(realit) & £ ¥ & UE BAd 2
e MY EE olelg =o€ 4 sl welsh eAn [y F
Aol ? Jehe BHGA St dmA she (A Alele] AMA W

A =l ® 4 e S0l (Redee sdel o E £ 45 ATl
Axrel molwal g (EABA o2t wrid Fare] EoUAE (AojH +x
2d e A ole $8 4 qrh apebA dlold . =eld .oidy gaee
(AR (EY o34« Aol B Ade on(Hde Y« A4 - g2a0])
of W AL Y (HL RS+ 2P EFAdPAolZ AE. T
i) o2l WoE AL olmahx @ -—»usa chopabA WA E " 4 AT
22 Adn H4, At o] Aojelt o ol 4ol AFAl Ug Aol
of 2AMEA WHBH ol FAEE doyow YAzt e WA
Ao wrbyd A weh 2ol A Ao AxHE W EE 24
Lol osAd HalEm SAe Add oA AdsEE R4E
Tobr] mEolch el wE dE WIel ool oislM o st KE
L ooy olaigle AEe olalstny HEg L AT bz o
W A Golth Az oW +nHL A BE ALEAE B
e dee A ot Az Ae] TEzold WE 4+ gE BAA o

- 23—
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g} shy o,

ol ¥ s 4e AFHEEANA WA =z, dFFEes WY
Eow ztefstze %219 AEo) AHHI EEE Fa U dFHEE
o] Ay FEgdelx MaAAREE (Hdd>ow o o FHHor A
A% 4 e EAe (" oo A AdS Aol & & UA=7?] 8
= Holvh arefoll el Ao »me| e e o] &rid, 28z A
gg Fdoz dol THY & glokd, ol A g AAe oAd 2
ol 4] E A e A oA o WAUY AYolet T 5 31”"7}9 El =3
of7le] AWL BYOT o Wy oMW 4 AW AFAEYEe) AHA
Q DAY ol ol Taelm et sk wetd dFHEEE WAE
o8 FAE o AAd>et (HAL > Aojol ddEw HAE AYA F
A A7t se FA AFHA & ¢ gtk 9 sk <’£1H>9+<%
Ay Fxk zte] RAE HHYEr] HH M= o] FRE FaH oz UM ¢
alu $elzt 3 e AL W4 Woly] mifolch Azt A A
A ool s BAE B9¥ o HadHor F4EE= o8 E aporia
Hegel »] # = Astm ¢lz 2 ool 2 & A7 Al Berkeley“t Hume=
S7HEA Hstm vk

HAZL Ao AY e o3 A4 FHFGoT VYA dF2)
3144 & (reductionism) Aol B elch mield A4 (AA> S @Al A
e solol |AE (EED (equivalence), (—¥ > (agreement or adeguatio),

o2 T

(&> (comespondence or answering), ¥ (transformation or trans-
lation) £+ {E > (identity) o & cioksiA TAE 4+ Uk b A
FAHED Ze FNEH IR ALodE oA dAFEHR (AAD
RARHE e #AvDE A2 d43 g4zt fA e $d" 5 3
o) gie Fol 2 dabH oz go] alrh ’lai‘/P aze] =3 AEEOlA W
of AHe Yalgs dE BRAM 4 F AHE AR & 7Y
ol B EEHQ ool ATt: 6]—3.‘1‘4. zelm 42 o
aporia 7} 713 A9 eA =45 E %o) (42 (substance) 2| A Ak,
AF GFARES (FEA Ao (FE> & (Hdolut (A2 = &
g o (Eae] EAE ojgA A . s gstertal mketA Locke, Ber-
keley, Hume ¢ #tol2 wehdeh zeiv Q452 ayarstse A
B oEo 4 AAH> & (FAe Hikn 4> (BiE(accidents or pro-
perties)® JE# (substratum or bearer)®l 2P| 2 Ah&= A A HHA

e o

19) G W.F. Hegel Phinomenologie des Gerstes (Hamburg : Felix Meiner,
1952), 5. 63~64 1 P. 86, S. 269, 320: T. 67, 241 3=,

— 24_
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o molshh AL MEIKSITRE deiel e Al whoh wE
A
:

4
AdE welxn 915]'. ,1\,]3_ Bvrkeley»? Hume 91 Locke vlat2 upil o
(o]

ol® f-El& LockeOilkl ) ‘-%6104 Berkelev & Humedol o] 4= &
B A2 HEY gl o2 A ¢rh Locket It FH Atk ¥
MEaocs v SHaddS HES AHT HWE (copy) W BUR (representa-
tion) &2 spebsb= ol A Al zach wrelbad @de] A4, &5 " del 9
Mg st ol masmn Ty AslF? old Ige] EERISRIL
(real) oFu= 314 H <l 7} (fantastical or chimeral)? ol® ftde] A AH
4817 (adequate) RRST U7t okl Tht ¥ Hog}h EEHEH
(inadequate) ¥ 3tz UA&7t? Ev 0%“* Aol EEek ol % sk} (true)d
T= Az sl gEsH(false) ? sk Lo FAE BEBS F  wOH®
SollA vl 24 WP YA EE 2 7~Ml 7t e “1 shibe} 3bh-e WA
3 oglol A o|EEw  (HEE . M e L NABIED (tacit or secret or mental
proposition) 1 2b shzlch 20 2wl - SpRb el B« BAE - BfRS ohE
A 7hA Z2el o] o} el kel T R gabd-e AmthrEel
Abgo] 7| mEo BES T zre] Al A FFE FEHEA derh AW
2 Wyt BAA o Frdo whgehe obfwl HES EAEL AR W
7] W-go] et

i % (Archetypes : &oyérora) 3 I (ectypes © excura) FHo] A H
et "ol AV He AL Easl wa g olch (HEDE (A
48> (substantial form) oF (EEN HHI>(substance —as-reality) & 73
2 goictel At ojul b 2 M7 whel zbo] kol wiAel A Hlelslth
AR Ho g LAmpel B (substratumo] A4 S Am Y =ox
g4 glw, B8 23 Al #std e wdE sk 3z AR §€Y 4
Folth 2D Locke = BEMEH 33 xpdol F 7HAl 2lvle 24 4 U
S At geu 1 e %4 E 4 (each species of things) el 43
274 (real essence)oll AFshE Ao 7HHE N dx ohE s AAs
= ABolA Wz dwe] BYES EYste] of A& MR (pictures
and representations)©| | £& marEle] rh(E. 506). 2®dl Edlel A
Aol BAo)l = | gy mFeol o Aol A-fshe el o

200 E. L 514~515 &2,

21) ol 714 k= (abdyelyl Lockedal shd F shiwel o zdef &
ababd o ofu)sty) wfgoll Abdbedel] ofgh W Msislol da-y Reldt
a7h AUk

_— 25,_
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A o e Ao g AAxA s Wi Aelst ol EHE
goletn stzlaab @ ch oo wialA EE UM LESE Row W
AR 7 Hae wE Hde A H@EE HESIHs Axk dF
o Aol f4g Y-S FAL 5 ok sk g AR o] FRele F
gallA Ao FBdE FAUohE A B ERBI (TR & A=A
Aol A HRAH + 9= e 4UR ety 4+ ks oA osd A
AAEE Lgesicta FE2AF &g 4 ¢oH(E.L 509).

o| Al Locke2 #AEE F¢std, Ax oo =g HPAdL wodd
do] (eejd Fa4dolz HAe] UK CED ot Hd FHALS AR
H5E (convention) o] 2] 8l 4 3okl Aol 2 Uz &7 afFol o] 3 Fe
He B: EaE o8t HiE(correspondence) ol A 7 ohel g atd el =
2} 2] %A (coherence) ol A AP Hch 29 Ao gl HshA Locke =
A7tz 255 FEs3 Udoh Ao 49 K Addd @A o 4A
o] £3}7 zziejr) AwiA HgL nEet: 1"*% Hdola(E.I. 392~
395), FHA wYL Fa U Sl EuA 3 sdgols (E.1.506
~500), A= de Aol BEEsrle shxlak A3 THRY 5 ofle K
de] Bdolot(E.1.509). Locke 7t olxdta e Addge AUz &
o] #Molo] HF3lm o Helld Bl Lockest Holx Aael 4A4H-E& 3l
Hela &g ¢ 5 drk 2= A AAMe oy AuEs 28E X
obatspAl A zHeld Al Stillingfleet ol s A 4l 4 xpilo] A AL
caMel BE>olx (AAe EAYA obvetm Fag AL WS oHE
B A FES] osE 4 dzch ol AAE A A Aol
2 39s 4 ga obg GIeEmal #d e 3 - A4y Fsbha oEE o
U-g #olnt,

Berkeley & Locke o] A A B0l Al4stm & (Hf=r dd D)

22) Bennett: (EHH> 2l g S goFste] [ 432 BBRATHE(sense-data) 2] =
214 41 J( objects are logical constructions of sense-data”) 2z 49
shin Q=u] -12] ‘sense-data’ & ‘ideas’ & of#l|slmd Lockee| & <}go]
=i}, J. Bennett, Locke Berkeley, Hume : Central Themes (Oxford:Cla-
vendon Press 1971), p. 136 ~137 &%,

23) o}xlell 4 Locke 7} <o &4>o) v} (2 Abd) (representative theory)el oby
¢} <o) mbid> (coherence theory)g =7t 98-8 F5L ubzt Aozl

24) E.393~94, editor's note iz ool 4 Alale] g2 4A Aaldl gt
3l A vk Aoy, ol gk Faile]l & gl Aqul g e Ao g4t
cmaboli A ade slqlolzl: Lockee] (wabddolvh (qlzh4ld
(causal theory) o] #alsicl,
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o] & 3}>ol #qtstel (WREMIEISD-S GhMme] WA BE er
Bgond HHEES WEY REor A3 At Lockew
Arolur FhAlol gt Egatdel A Al AbEoly] mie olBig Ay
A zEA Alell A ESE ofd BiAle] HIRY 5 oty mjdgsdch F g
Ay A gHE HESA ofdsty vFR ojwd ol 4 Fdolvt IbAlE A
Aohe o] 1 o2bde] HAKS st Ay Aoz FA3%s Aol E]“
o} A Berkeley + Locke 2] alzt8 A& Hoi-dAlel sl v& HHL
A Alel EPol 7] el Aol Aol AES e s el =Y ol <ﬁﬁ5‘:
EADE AA 4 gltkm FAgch & (& Alds 2 Alzo|rh] 25 28]3 Locke
2] ZF R0l ofAeivt Al ;| Frde] A A ueol Aol mer 2 Alg
7t AA = %ol Berkeley 2| #d-2 Aiyale]l z2bu] o A2} zalo] 2o 884
| !

o) Agel xds| e

rlo o2

¢

\or

FEFE « ANE o 55 —tEo] sl & slelel 4 Ao
datel ergel ew-éﬂ%o] Fake i pol Rdo] Ale| e wrhgael &
||k wE oML Wrhe QAo $As M ER per

Aot 4 @3’1 £ Hfet ol Berkeley &1 @ ArEolir Holal ol Urh

Hajel Ayow & $ gs ol obvel Haow o 4 gl FHE A
B o 2] & 4 gleks Aolld A sk o S sk A
o A el A Aeiztm (9

o}

4

gk
+ A ]l Dé Aol 2k gk A 2
Zooluh (BB (existence) @] ol°l & #F4sL (P3) Az¥ ¢ v A&
A oA gectay FAstn ¢y wfoleh 28 bl Berkeley AH4lo)
abell A A ZFREL QR AAHow Afuifmre HEY BEE> T
HE>L (NdAel 2¢>(contradiction in terms) M= 27 Rl f

e T’f‘ZH-L_‘ 117401 ohle dAle dAs TEAH= g Ale txﬂ } |
Be Aotk BRG] Hz sk Aotk olelste [xsfozm Wi

d o+ Adx *6":—1‘_ "/P“?& A Aol By ME el MG 019| ab-
A& obchj(S. 228) 8t Berkeley ol 4 &3 AL A4 HFaEZHH
obf Al e kst okt GREEIre Hooveolet @ 4 o] gl whelby
a2 REEY BH-E Ao FASe 2 AdAHA FBHEshe solw (S
276, 279, 300, 318~19, 340) N+ A &8& #Hdom HAAA = Aol ¢
et 285 #g-E AER HAIE slold. . Al zro) 2l A Al o A

25) *“Esse is percipi” (p.3) . Berkeley®] F+<si A Treanse concermng the
Principle of Human Knowledge % 21 #5141 72l Three Dialogues between
Hylas and Philonous = S-r>) o] #xl-4 '*Hxl I s R R o)
o b zeivh 2 olelskxl2 Locke % wlalstw 9lom 4w <p4lel 9
el ot Lomke meRel qrolab W ol b dskA vk Al 4fEE 4 gkl = owleh

_— :)7,‘



Al A4E 2 B FUH T "T—;QEI-L. 74 o] £}, 26)

Z2AHE =zl &3] YA I = Berkeley 2] AL ALAA Fhb
B B33 Aol Az o W2 MSHEH dAsz gL B
A oje] ol F A WA 2 RH AASA g2 HE GA FUS 27t &
s (> Al Hal vl M (AHED(things) & A Al sk Aol (P.
38,8.327) HRe R (rerum natura)s A o gle] AA 3w (P.34)
zpede] w o= obf-ul #HEol 2Ach(8.301). 2o HYojer wr  BeE
ZAX 7L ARG A o) AA ctal s AlE FFE o UA & F
o] E HlH (A UMY EH o Eorer= B> (like coming home
from a long voyage) (8. 221) 3 & etk {E&UD olvt ‘ centaver’ #
2t nm%m 1z Adrggsl AADS. 203 W HFogRe yo|}ztal
frRAe 3 ool off Ax oby |20 wAsA frh aElx M7}
A gy U9 A "Hapg A Avd weoln Axg A Aol FH

Al AHEEL [uvhel Alme of&ehx| ga o] % Zye 53K A

A2 spAch 128 ahebd el 22 3 zke] oAt (connection) & 1 S| ¥

“E rabE RS EA4S o 4 Qtokm wEd 4 ohi(S.320). oA

Berkeloy = w2 o] 5%, U Locke?l 412 8ol sl XA A& &
e

ohatubo 8 2ol Hume®l S 484 3192 HAT Ao ol2gro) =9

of el el ]"ﬂ A4 A 2 Berkeley A 429 280 M5 Hume &

Y42 £uAg gop ¢l Berkeleys Locke2 MBE N3 ME 1SS
B apyoluh g AbEl o) el o] A sha glvhe wEl A A s A
W gEeS.320~321). Hume £ =l 2t Sofl = 28] %) 8= A7 = 23t dAs
TR AL welH naojete Lol A4 Alde] AAe) nAd s 4EE ¥
SURHEI (T, 188, 189.) el iz 7l zbel 1Q1o] AAlo) YA AAe 3
A ok (f-e] Aol ARl Adi=zle 2ot o]l oA Lot W
HE7E elohE Eoll A A A AdE 1 ch(T. 84. 632). Berkeley= A1 4

b A 24l Al Aol & gt 2 o] xzteletm FAIH(P.

26) S, 318 olol w@ 4 Bemnett L[zl rl wbg-g <FEsbste Aol oh
b esivd g sbdsleba Rlvbla ulakstal 9k Bemett Wl ol§-dt
4 p. 85.

27)  “The phengmena are nothing else but ideas ” (S 336. ZFv HAIU=2
al). 29. p.48, S, 276, 279, 300, 318, 324 %,
28) P. 48. S. 276, 279, 300, 318, 324 %,

— ‘2 8._.
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9~14, 5.247). Hume = T Aol A U Agol A v & QlAe 2o gk x)ut g
ol 4 A7 WZA](T.190) M 1 4L A 24228 FH= el Ae HA
off &322t FA3rH(T.192). Berkely 7} &A1 2t U2 5= =) zte] 2|3 &3]
AzZdE ol HEol ZFrEEe] Hume & A4S 2z ZUxFa
Locke 7t <l 4#t #¢gE FdAL &S wdlod, qare g e =z
<+ &2 MAEY #4dE A4 30~31 note 1T.190.634). Berkeley
7FTEAE Adolrtj FAE Hubslsly 9l “existence”2hy 7 d-2
Aol o] &3t%e] Hume X °‘ existence’ Bt& g AAr7h & 3y Loy
5ol Ad&E TN 2dows AL A AAdg =5 LT 200 66 67
89. 94). Berkeley 7} A3 A4 & Mo delol %7 %ol Hume & 1*@'%1 &
o AFAA] YHA Atolol HAUHE HAEMEE GEEHAADA Suok ([
67~68) .
oletzo] Hume o RAEAHUAYL Hel SAE A4 E'>“l-1| ot i
A2 3t e Berkeley el A4 &3 TRz og thezx % Axy xolct
2z vt2 awjfol Hume 2] AAE-2 Berkeley o ®lAr& 3 ol g
4 A "rh Berkeley o Ffolye > (abdel =z Aol Aoy 4l
Alol A stod ekl zre) HAE FABAw (AU A ADS =2 Ze] H A 5o
8% 4+ gds Hume 2 Z-2o& 4AsE AL Ao il =zt g
ojch. ofzlsted = 7-E hite] H|ABAM AT 4 9yl YA Humeol
ks W S| <HIED> (impressions) ¥ (¥ >(ideas) 2] F 80|}
Berkeley o] #|z-2& oA A (A zh)a Hdow ¥ =, Locke & sh4 2t
Wi} AE 7o) 3“’] Hume o1 Al M= 4= stye] @Al 2450
22 5 (D}~—>—,_ﬂi WaAstg o 24 (T.194) Locke & Aals=  w3lgl ol
d4gorn UM & HA=d4=xzDl dFo| AABA, & F .7
[AL A= Adolrh zedte Fd e tA4dd AL ME (copy!
3 5 (represent) 5t 29 o} Azt Ty folol = oba] whgo] =ps]uE
(monologue) ¢t % e «dAdsa WAl [A A" (T. 98). mhely
S-eloll Al del A= A olohzhe A4 e el HAHH ol A o
o] 4 (reason) 392 0]} 4 AH(imagination) ©] A 7}¥ o] ahube] (A A (sys-
29) T. 19, 96, 98, 113 &= $els} A4 “ represent’ & (FH>oE wals:
2 ‘represent’z} ‘present’ (Bs) & <(ch4] vehuA] ghpo s B0 s
3] = 7o) o},
30 (ol ol & FEl S-S Kahe Aol Fele A HEm (demons-
trative knowl edge )7} SJL} Hume 2 soel E87 i) HR L o3t
2E alg-g AR o] AR B A 7]0i chal E#ReE (probalility) sl o)
A gkl

(SIS

. 2 9._
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tems) & T s=ut ol MAE de) $ele (WA (redities) o] 2t
B H(T.108. 120. 234. 261. 634), Berkeley+= 2 o] QznYAAE Egm
A G AL A TH vsted U2 22 el WANE (LA A
A= E8) ¥A3h= 2o Hume o o &ojck

Il. #FHERs R

oAl A Eeldl i ol Locket S48 MEME HEFE LM
i85, Berkeley = 23 RoJH1e) 244 &z MHEL BgE 4L L
B # AdAe] EYol MEFS o 4x Parh o)L o]5L A4
o g2jg FaHor HohyAl etFons 3o Fele} Holgstozy
B A48 stmat A ek BEIERS Ad 22 .x@ael  malq
NEMEe ] BMABHEO 2 BUUY Humes 3330zt odzsle) o
Eotd A Q7o miE 2w etk ololzro] &S] of Aol A A A o
el Az charol <lzre] MEEIE w shHAE Az AAe] A Aol oha) A
= oole] Miaql BHAE Rolm Ytk 2 R o Meld A% A £
HAFEA 44 tqsle AHolw oA oley AARH NUe] A2y al
i de) HERFoln Al Ho| FIA K% =T Yk Az Ame] &
Wed A A FAE EE oAl olza ok & Q4 mi x| 7o
B Aol BYoR HAYSL © oW zolu e HAYe
Aol A4YE ok AHolw olfa Aoy WYL AF Mo B pas
ool EAQUE? st BA gol e A Ytk

Locke 2] 7ol 2| 7zte] zlxi=al ojabe wheadolch x| zhe] Alate 2
W 2] Alatebe AR Sdetw [HEE LA A zhe SasiohiE.
L127). agehd [RA] Qzre ofd #dg 7] Aastert? 27 %
@ d S E Bt (EL 141). 22 Zabel o ¥ B4 E-
zrel wd - A AslE 3 (power) 2 A9 MWHE(qualities) olgl  FEcof
(E.1. 169).0] 28l & w43d-& $5 (object) A4 7} B&se dhzo7] oo
of BRF - WUkl (B, 1. 487), (S FEet B BE T: B &
s —EAohe Sol 4 EERQ Bdolh) (B, L 496). uobAA ol el @
HBde A AYe nAws st A HolA 7585 (adequate) (E.
1.501~2), ¥l Aol —# « $ ok dol 4 FLE S (true) T o]t}
(E.1 519). 3D ojjgt #de vuix] Fffkall 234 2oV (E.1.20) 4%
(wax)oll el ® £ (seal) 7 o] 320 A#go] o] HEse <o]F A
(image) oItk 12} #A#e MU Mige] 2d2 wdyd += gAa a4
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Bl HEH U= A Fol 2wl vhddoi A dbEN Al W 4
dtoll Al ok Locke & ubx| oM whmabgdoel BSoldk upge Lo
2 el HIE-S sdol HAsks 2dE g ol g AAE ol
of7] 3}z RH(E.1.498) 33 doll uolA “F-z;fl A Fyvbelgr =7
ofzf-g Yook azla A edel &Feld o ofm gale] FHolH,
o] B E #xo "WAA o g fFfEerhe BE(E 1138, 448~449) ol&t
o &zt ?

Berkeley & Locke o} z-& 8|5 #bg3lod (Algo| zhbxte  Fal sty
(imprint) £ 7} e dsbze opbgo IS SElsks fUEolohr
g A3 (S. 325~~6). oj 2l 3t EH# (thing or object)& [ofel zh it
o|si A = ztsl zhzbal Aoly Fbd el 8- (congeries) ol¢] o A X ol A
(S.324) 0.2 FAHA) weba] TAHE 2285 fdo FH A= Bt %
A 4 goh-2he s Al BiEe] #zhel A Arle Aol o (
sl (x| zhol] iAo e at W gt Arimgolrlel) HaHdaew 712‘%'
AR AR gle= AHom olsiE Iyl WM Wi aALE Tkl A
vl 2=} (S. 310) 2 Berkeley & Z&3alx aith

Hume 8] #A-% Q42 %2 Fdel S48t 3R] 2ol o 7
zZte. dF9o FEHY 1S (original sentiment or feeling) ¥ & 7lof ol 4
(1.28. 74) o]z & °\l*o*°ﬂ et e s =Pl 22 vh2 (2F) (pain)
ojet: 7ol #MBRMEES sk AuEoly Fofsigh deo|th zela o
B =%z o]y olF AT e abg Kol LA FecH (T 190). F
zko] WAL 23 dAY #Hojrh & fYE Ao meols niEh4 =

o
2

<
T
5F

gL M oY B ofd Ax = 7o 4oz 4g& 9 gioh(T.67).
(oS RE WE AL AN A Felold A 0w
e ARMOE zhabe] EMUE e %& 4 gloo x4l B
o] = A4S FHY 4 wtel glch shedof %@ = oAe TR0y HHE
E Gin reality) shbe) 2| ztol 7] @WEel] 2 ok A% L3 (feeling) ol o & A
|zt we] vpebd - oglth ke ol b ATStAl 2l ddtn

31) Locke = wzjulo] .« @ + AT & <2 opg bzt abd el A4
o] ofilel shupel sl Bl vhabd 9 ’3—%‘—0*1!:‘ ooakd o] Bl H
E « —B(ster) olw bl whekd Bk gbdg Tk oA flE B4
& & grvix Fabgheh E. 1 514~16, 228 230 244 L

92) E [ 4873z Locke 7} Bagatehozde vbdy  Hitel 8] f8k o
722 Platono| Theaeetus &( 191c~195a) 4] 72 285 8 <k vlhest
OH‘— -f- A48,



UE ZAE Hert ol Aok A AYse 2FE Yoy Hiol
EFJCT.190. ef 1. 76).

Ak gol Y EAdE
mtimating) %——’Fﬂlﬂ 7+ 4 =
Fgel il Mol ¥2e A o2 aAPe s dg A
g W9 Ao BUSP] A4 Efe WA Aol HsE @

L

A

L B F A Apolo] Mol HOEHRA (self-
j =] o shetsta @leh Berkeley

|

O

Aoz
° . .
& iy

nr

! z
A Holdeot obg Al =iok Hume €& 4229 AlAE AS¥-g /Ffﬂiﬂ
39 2 A zho] iAo 2 RaStT Q4] Az ghg BA Ao x| 7

o8
o FAH o v 42 FdstA =k Locke & | zHe] HA I} BRI o] Nztats &
oA e Aoz RESAME 45 A4 AL A (onA

Ao ool otz FAG oY oba of (o]rx>E H@EStE & e q
Aol e MY A Yk olebgre] 2 zte) tiAE vhSol KEE
bigo R, neix Z! k8] F g Qé%gl <"}"29| %> (Unner Eye) o8 AR

VA 54, 53 7~1 zte| 8% 'é51°1 (a} °>°l<ﬂ%>°]a} %—r ActA “}-°-°ﬂ
FE d g Feglol {H?frr»‘ﬁ_i - e Sl B B e R E—rﬁ’-q_?}?
'1-’5? Borkeley 2 Hume & (M9 43> 7} A& & Yt Yoo ohx] A
gl wedd Ady FFLCS 310 T.188) . o Lol Hume 2 Hgo
=42 2 o] wZel Lz {felt, feeling, original sentiment) ¢[7] @ Foi
=g A (=Ae A A el HERE wldoR HR3m
ply) stz = akd =ge] oi4el e&ek MdAde ne B EiEEA
(language game'2] ¢uial Ao olsf stz glrh Locke 7} TiEER B2
sdol A Wl AMEE e —EAutHshD FHY AL ad=
Berkeley 2f Hume ol Al% &4 5 Uk 5 A& g4z ©43 447
27 Aol (coeval) WEIX g A& xgsiA Y dads A& F 2
FEAL e de AL 4 drie Hdeloh oot FAE doyeAE
ol A Zg %t A2 AEEIT U “privacy argument” 2F 1 fR{EE # o
tf, & i de Age] WS E e . gHyol waA HF Lol FH
(epistemic privilege or privileged access) & 7F3lthe Zlojth A zte] =

JAALS] B REE it e @ie] dalA Ho® HuoAY sz o4

el

33) Richard Rorty, Philosophy and the Mimor of Nature (Princeton: Univer-
sitv Press, 1979), pp. 108, 143, 158~59 #ZF. o) & ko] o3} wiy
2o #A4E HabA Aol 4 g FEYuks A2 g Al

34) ¢“Ideas inthe understanding are coeval with sensation” E. 1. 141. 7z
o R B
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A GTa ashE ] A vhael Lol gEl el oy g el gy

23" + Ackn wEe ulE {Lv’—" U (does not make any sense)

rr e o

e} 5 “infallibility - indubitability -incorrigibility thesis” 2 )

aHctd oleprhe wmeld FA S ol b ? MAUSE R o

2 HESZ] oo ojejgt FH Ay Al kA3 (a prion) #EE

o 2rkes AL & &2

“Inner Eye doctrine” ¥} “pravacy-argument” 2| # =iol] 4 -2} 5} #7 4

ZhRp A gl AEE Bk 4 H (phg2] Eheful - B 4]
<

151324 &vk Locke =

el 274& {Hd)(self, person, cogito) & &
CAH7)E A 4) (personal identity) & = 2{ 3= dioll 4] $-2l9] BE i
LR e o] FER o iEd) o R . @fe] WaiHow SuE: (1l Ege
CBAHEE>(self) E& (At>(person) &2 #hebgieh (F.1. 448~ 149, [ 2
2l A zah ojm &4 (something) & $-2] bl 7px{ o Qlold AJ4 1)
2 ool BAlk ol ER(hind)AAE ¥+ Qebm W 4 kel de) el
X azlo] Follrbedl M g ol 4y 2988 1 &l Ay 3
A Aot Robes Adelle 94w of % Y EL 197). meiy ¢
g Apae] EANG o BBHU AL obF AE glos PeAAe] &
I elo] Ay Mw}t& FEE Mi2 L i % FEY pn o

1

(infallible perception) ] tF(E 1 304~305), Berkeley . H (¢ ITES"‘ Qb 4] i
A Mol A AR Ug A2sT BdL 2 FAS A AEE doi A Ay
He Ade dardoR 27 &Ae = st Amshs dlsl 4 “‘a kw5
st AP 139.8.301~304). <Ar7>&HE ¥4 3t (T.251~263) o]
of oA slefHol AR (T. 633~636) Hume = F-9-8]+ S22 kol ol-%
o] RAE ZFA A BEFLCHY 2 46 %S 4 o s ‘L’ﬂﬁfhﬁ‘@}
of Réfje e @&pffksts < 22z o129 & Y% W
e EA(T. 190)2 ste HAEES obd D b3 2 Folol =717 "]E‘l
B A EA kg R AR Y Foll @A 5HE ks nE 242
ol Fubdelet szl

Locke ¢} cogito= Descartes @] cogito $F che x| ¢di, Berkeley ©] {18
£+ Locke Y Descartes 2| B 5 {£(f (res cogitans) 9} trz x| ¢r} o) &
e 257 Al KHE BEEHe R s, 4ndin Uy
Aol A AnYE ol o g Aol A Lol W EFD QR @
web A AR s A MY o] EAY 4o HAEy mEo o &

35) “ We accompany our ideas with a kind ol refexion”, T, 25
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O&# 5 &

4 gk AL ol ATol Wt £ A
ZekE AL EEHL AEEAH, & KB
A (objective realm, rerum natura)®] ol 4z = A4 AUE @elgch
Sartred} E &2 wald olgE Andle S AHY2LE FEY Kool
£3)7) W-Foll e morde FTE£4e2 ch2oh 223 Heidegger ¢ &
g2 delw S E(Dasein) 249 AMEEE 2 AHA7 FEEE (Seins-
verstehen) 2t Aol M (FE&z M E{EH)(das Seiende as das Seiende)
ol = (FE{EHE 75> (ontologische Differenz)® 7hAlch Berkeley 7t #§ 4
% I WHA T EA & o) KEM REHE A2 A28 261,
269, 301, 305, 325~26, P.95~96) wii olelgt &M &H ze] & # A3t
= Aotk Az ol E ¥xtE & YA B sl A2 Ryle?l o &4t
("3 2 2 >(category mistake) et 33l o
BT R o] (b HEe] HISHE L RHE - Sl AR A 2
oF WE & DAY CHE Abgbol o] el A o Abgel B e A

o A Qiae] ot B4

=2
7.} /:]—_{Lotl é—;}{g.] :’J*% A

e
i

r

—v—'

r

de HER & o= e FEES $A54E wshE Ao ohuT &
SAq SR elann vk & (Feou (agdolse Ade A

71l 4ol Aol ‘-1-8‘% 4+ goe delth zelm 2FAA B AR
uhe} Zo] AF AL EAE0]l X 2el 2F>7t A7 weolEtn Ak A
5 Ao 4dedete) “privacy argument” 9 #-& A Yol weEld HiUtE ¥
4 glzlct o y}olsb Descartes® Ql cogito & &4 Aol old" FF2 #HA
dolsbdl wmaAA Ze wolst A AgHn ATFE FHasHd As A
Mdojet sz ch ) el BB ol S AU A HA
2 Zhr] Eod & g EdZsie) e AN AR 3E Hol
t}. cogito®l #44 o1}t Locke-Berkeley—Hume 2] #lzto] zZt= A%
go sbikgt Ao o BAHQ AR obve z¥otm WA T
5] “language-game”col o] & #E Lol EE @9 - wmegcl F44 A

]

36) o EZ4da Hoee GE, Moore « Certainty” G, E, Moore, Philosovhical
Papers (London : George Allen & Unwin 1959), pp. 227~251 : AJ,
Ayer, The Problems of Knowledge (N,Y :St. Martains Prees, 1956). ch,
9. il pp. 45~54 : B. Williams, “The Certainty of the Cogito”, Cahiers
de Royaumont, Philosophie, No IV : La philosophie Analytique (Paris :Les
Editions de Minuit, 1962) pp. 40~57: Jaakko Hintikka “Cogito, ergo
Sum : Inference or Performance ?% The Philosophical Review vol, LXXI,
No. 1( Jan, 1962), pp. 3~32 5% & 4 Ak o1& =L 27T W
Doney, ed. Descartes : A Collection of Critical Essays (Garden city N,
Y : Doubleday & Co,, 1967) #d=o] ach
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% ohuth 233 a4l dedzie Wl o i Aot HE4e
Mol w24 ofnE ZEE #FE S Ao dads ALRE 8
Aol HEH EE AWNY sFolele AYL HET 4+ got: FolA
A QAo SaBde] xzo] HABAY « ARG SHS Mt T
4 ook o] 9)e] Faolth cogitort TEWY EE  EMES A
T e azt AASL olu] BA el s BT B o|F KA o HL (L 5o
Qalel FH T KA 1S ol g [Ny wiabel <ol isiA A4

ouf FEAE ABSE AL (B AAMISE U] AAdeE ARG
AR AAE £ A A o) ez aelsiat she) (AAW wE
ook ST A AAE A < G4 . ARG E A o
e A F s WE (Hudeb Aaolg B b o ma uw

ol@ Ho 4 lAEe FHEHY ozt 9 4 Ui Qolrh
V. &£FiHRAR B

LA el AIAYEE WAL AHLolhs didold 2 e

e E0js Asyt) HMAS MBow HUs: w4 Fass ge
ozl g FAER zw a7 HESA % Wz otk Aol AW FUY
uh Aol BYEE $A B Y Polch Sikspd 9wl gAlk @
A BATe] M 93 BYUe) AxE Tion gadsibul il
slel 917 “ow % el YFHYEe
Aabsiee Relddch whebd WA4Re] EA
1

24 72E ¥4 . 2ei2)
AEe 2% AARS meel Yoee AAsHel T4, 3 ohgel 4
Egol St Motk GTAYES HE HAANL Ayl g

2 :
/: }7 (ﬁuﬁﬁ 0{ EH ﬁ\’ H;
200 IS HAg o

FFZEEL e =& A4 Hge] v FHoRNH mowi
the Aol A WA Hdel & ol M grtz & & dth 23y FaA Y
Folebe srifrerel EMAS FES BIF Tu kel MEE WEAdezy
e HES &58x 23 A9 #dS LA ASE 2uAAc
FEFBHESL MAN FEe dHonw %EMM] e HAel
A4 FHe HENAS T4 AAAAL EdA R AL A gt
Q& 3t vhge] Aol el Ay (HEA) B (HENDol2t T SHEY

— 35—



O W5 &

T4 e dFE AASR] Edha Uk ot AFAEERL (A Ao
g AYE> B (AA2 FHolgsiolp (Holadha A g>o] & 4 at
ol gleltt Locket AMItEHES FEBS ARB (gueiry) (B HBRES),
BHE (rparresy) (BE RHEEB) Y OB (Shppcioten) (B Hf
Bleor 43t vk OB ARBI FEHBo 483 ARY 7%
(B ot WER 71 (S 248 dFsta o8 J4 « Hgsiad £
F e oot Aol FAGCHEIL 460~463), woi gt Telzte 4 & 1o &
A A el olsdt EEE 1 frgfol A #E AdeY # & HE
o] guurE¥e] AGE. L1 4237 5 Locke o tE#:i#2 Locke
of o] B dl (M B e[ %l wdjdos Tt Qe ot
2 th, Hume -2 22 o] B¥F (AR>S KRR, (S, &R (criticism)

o EigBor PReldA wele [Szswel Yoleh ¢4 U wdel &
Ae ddels Ag 2oz G (T, xin) . F453 9ok Behd Hume
E 248 AAeeton sofstn g ST, AFAFUEL 2

K Fo) jfEl alold ol 4 Eolodwl o] s
%a;.s__ WA A 3tloe) 2 F o T HoBAT ACHRY +5
Fd o 7] 70| o 01%1—91 SAM gy "W Ho] tHEohd B
mr =rollth aEm olB g AR HUHAY. HHFI AL
Gl |l Ae) B e @—'gaa A gelshs 2o Ar1HAA
s AP EL OR o ous}sac} TEEC] R HEM e 20 MR o
3 'oa} B AmAel B WEHS AH & Ye BAY X shof
Ee A Hotrte o RN A4S RAMA £A5 $449 &
AL S Aan ke Meld Muzo vk meld ymael =& x
Aolale oiarel Azt el YNBALT URPEAS AActn FHE
4+ Atk Hol4To] HoiME otEI 1¥Tn HolsEte] W 4E  gn
AL st °l GPLI/I o EqUrd iy Q4 BRI HEAE "oz 3
I G ey 42 des B 45 GO 1.305) AHruEA
al 1-1%01 ohd @A olHw e AFHE>olse el (B
H>d 4 gloheE Oﬂ A <7‘E§ﬁﬂ'3 MWD (¢ranszendentale Erkenntnis) 38 ole}

_é.i

fu

37) B RES i PR gufpRo 2z #est: olelsk Locke o] #AEMA
(The underlabourer conception of philosophy)el| =3l et43t uw|zlo =z
Peter Winch, The Idea of Social Science and Iis Relation to Philosophy
(London : Rontledge & Kegan Paul : New York :Humanities Press, 1958)
pp. 3~T74%,

38 ) M Heidegger, Sern und Zeit ( Tubingen: Max Niemeyer, 1963), S. 38.
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stz ql 4ol <ZP7I{‘—ZH=1P7I°.144>9~] dhH el BAAdE FT8le

Aol ojof ahrlwl EikMS AHog e wEomAo M2
EEA #%E 4 o® #RAes? oA A9E wdoez sk ¢ 9

FAHE0) HARMEE (self-defeating) & & 2 28 5 alo] g%
of A71HF4-& EaRvke] delvk A Aol Ael>(veritas transcendental-
is)oll 4 &8 o dbofl gl Ada 4w 2rigarae $ kel gz 9
Aert? 2oy oled A2 o A8 Fun s Helg ciSof FR
o] al4ol oA AHA|ALE AxErbE B Ay Ha o4& 8 5o atey
A A" Agelrh WAE dold e (FF, HEHRE HEM (trans
phenomenal reality) & {EX2| A4 o] AAHE Ay =48 oy
AZYH SR AfEMReR sobsl dast ok e HEYE A
o) AAlet @A gl Aelo Azte) vlEe AgYE A hstsis A
FER olo] WCHE EAAL obuTh AAIZE A KEE « By Al bl
SAste AL HG - EEE SAole] B e 4] AHYge Qg 4
Aol Aol o o] Foix= EHEEME LA Wk AU 9+ Yok Locke
o] &alz [obgo] Al BHL ol FAd% 2 #AE fivkel 814 (pre-
sent) 82 3 9 2 3 24 (sign) Y &% (representation) ko] % 2]oll A Y
bzl ol J(E.IL 461) dehy A4 dols 53 A4d 5 uol o4
Y 2 E E3ta, aelm dbE 2 oo Rl HEE g qiod
%EF Bt fEXo] &2 Sz A F & (FADY (2 oja>
7t A Ele AVIEE A HeEel _5%8]—,5% ksl Holel Tak Al
= ¢ro] ®AoA Brof obrix] g 4 gloh a3m ¥ BT USS
Bl BHARBE )Y BFEo R stotsla =t ok

Moo
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