O 5 [F)— G
- SEMER HRE hooz -

kB 7
(BTERK)

1. 5iRM YR

10 5 Bl —3 (Psycho-physical identity theory) & 0 &'¢ ELHFBRAH =
2% 3 Forr AL 2or LEESR(Philosophy of mind) 9 4 *
Aolch, Aejd e #Y FAE Fo thE AR vhgo] EAIE 4
Ag 5she TAERA AAHEol T AdHsty Adge e *
A e AX Yoy A JEAHA EAE 9714 =998 Bazsie 4
Asd&e FAolch

AAEARe] se TEM TAR UFSA © A4 WAL BAm
WYl FHolA ZotE 4 gk, HAUATGY AAtel= H 22olAA
ol B wiEm e Aol sl Wz exn ed, Aldeict fEE] A
2 BAE noy HBO Qlgor AohA HiE AL HRA Wy
28] oj# st AFEA Hoizbr] wEQl A ok, HAL HHHRE oYW X
A4 oldr & 4 ded AR i AR ol ARME HE
oA AAEHE Aoz HAMES viokxq BRA XEBE Y2 BHR
o} RS obvt ThE oW mel WA o Y BwEY U] HA
&7 jrh

BARMEL 959 oo tisle, 4P| 7|dz Alste i, 22w
Azte] BEHEHN st ofF A5 gls 49E ) T

olaAe AT AP ERcia sxut HAME oA o" HFon}
Fuc] o3 ddAE vjurt B 4 gl AxE YFekA AEHU=s 4
Hgole} ARk wetd oAE AYFE THY e AAdRAe] W
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E Ad9sta ol HAAH 2AAFHA oW EAEES) A2FLL
AE QA Yolx Kot g HS A3A ¥ 5 YA = Aolrh
2E A% AL HRAPMENA AR dael 8 + dod, 2xd4q
EAE HAEA g nE Fdy HEE AYs RaxisE GRS
W m go] AE Ao £ 4 goid o8 watdaEa Yoy AA
e dagiA sl Zoltt, ARBEMAU AA Ml LE SAEE AL
YENA g A2 dcokE el

o] -F& F4}L Y+t AL EHAHA AY AFetn ¥ o of 5o
ETEER g " 2YAe 2AE Hew & YgevheE HoH, o £
F QoA oj® WEE Yo+ TAHA EAUA vid-& ZA Fert
3 e 5% FAoJY FE A Wwolew 4 glvke o] HMH
Bl B Al A xto] o},

o)A & vitlz walxw, BAY AMAzz & AN HRAE %
dg A2 B FHolw, wely AL —TRE AA e HE Aojrh

RN AARL 22A FAE AFHA Gt HAdAM dYB
o] x| vk, ztade) AlA dollAH Aoy otz AEE AdFstn ol s}
7l A " Ae JHeE Aol mdEtde kel € £ Yx
Zi@wel & 45 slch oA, 59 BBR 2 AL oldEA M4
oz oldr E 5 32 Aoloh EI, EAEHIY AL FEHIE HH
B AL o] Ak stm, tlE AEF S8 UAxE TEHIE Ao ¥
Ze Aol EAHoF Trte AL TS Yol Urkd ojAe i
= o dF9 odEA ojEe] & Aot =, o HMELANAY k&
—EEE e AL AdMAY g HIE Bz Hdysinux
£ AL &FoA Y& Aot & 4 vk, v E, RE AdR T
o §olE2 YEBoT HUYAAAM TN 2 uA e dAE chdA A A
A deHa AE FFse Az K79 Fdolztn F 4 Yuh olAH
FEEY AAR AAE 229y EAE A gerhe RA dY
EolAak, FEEA AA AolA dojrtE 2E UL HFsEu AE o
dEHoz ¥ 4 dves dAY A Aot dASdEE FEES W
Bl A Qlzke] B3 ob3o PAE o] slE Descartes Hd oJHEHoZ
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RAgn ddBEHor BAE Fo|

2. LERE—=&
o F3 tE o S5 AR HdAN Fo d¥S wrlE da
ol dYE Frlxde Aog ojsFnzt st o B2 Descartes & 7
+xad Fhe] HA A vhFel ] e H4E Foldorste o
FexA "Heh o2 Feo & o] © 4 glvh #eo| s gloAd &
o] FAZE 2gkE P A A A vhgo] gle AEa WA B FAA
FHH A e opch 28 ¥ g0 oFA E3E cl=dM Fx
A= US7? 2H A Fo dAle] HF uhge] AAE LI Bope
Al A4 deiae d4E TEdAA olUEY S FAsA
72 o Azstw, Lxm, APsie AL dely @daerh, a2y AL
A3z, A3tstm, 53s 5o 4AAzy WA= FEo] sl

ol UES Fa olBlg FHol £alaql Aeletm ol B HAE
dEge ded d4E dFoletn s Aelrh

HAFYEY P dd3] THEE 4oy d4% AA4 94 =&
Eoly A4S FUE Aot ¥ o o 5d4Y JEE oFA ALk
oA gk, o= g ofB&S HEr 3t deld "4 AA4E A
A Al d4e TANFE st FHa AolAY glodd Aoz
i FAste AdER Urh

o o gA = dUE KA YL FASE oj2e) 2 & o
ch, At Brt A2 Edsictn 3| A, B A2 OB ex AAY
& AAEE, A9 B ofd "ol M FULFL & 9" WA A9 B
As FHE 4 gortE g Folof sk Al o AHolA JAHRT =
dAgdRgel #E Al A EH3] sz Qv

> @

fr

o

In spite of its rather short history, the identity theory does have some
fairly clear-cut features that identify it as a well-defined position on
the relation of mind and body.

As I see it, the fundamental tenet of the theory is that it is a

phystcalist monism that retains mental events as legitimale enties in
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the world. That is both its central attraction and the source of its
gravest difficulties, And it may prove to be the cause of its downfall,
But if you take it away, you take away the identity theory ; and if
you take away sensations and other mental events, then you take away
that central core of the identity theory. If the identity theory is to be
defended, we must defend it without eliminating mental events in foto.
Moreover, if the identity in the identity theory does not measure up
in any way to the law of indiscerniblity of identicals, then either the
theory is false, or else we do not have an identity theory,

(Kim, 1972, 180)

o] AEENA vErE FAHESY dAe Za U E I U1
54 -& “Mental expression” ©] Y “Psychological sentence” 24 SUEL
2d38l% %3 “Mental event” 2 E™E Aol Ul Adeiaa "ol 4
2iAal Ao SAE dely doje ez dgszie dFE SR
™) &t Iinguistic approach gt trl, o] Aol waw HAFUAEo| g 4
2]4Ql do2 HeEHve BE 2L £33 83 dojRE Ae®E & Y
the Fatel "rke Fojrh, 2@y ArA A e AL Ay Ao
7b w2 F9E) AEEH Folof = do|rh

AAFRTE o doH i A oy wAEE WESHE g
op g 27+ Ontological approach & H ’trlzm 3kl

o] 2424 {lAe events, states, properties L8] facts #L A Fol
A Adeldel A Eelaqd AS TESL 2] FUAe AEE 23
zZp #= Zelrt (Kim, 1971, 324—-5. 342—3).

Z2AEH HATUEL ojH 7Y 44 4 2 d4L H FF
o] Bela A8 £y dA4AFH Tt A& FASE Aoinz ‘A 1
“JATg AGA ol Ee F AHEe] AU FUY AelHn & H 1A
& o BA old skt F astrh.

ZAAHasE 3hte] event &
gt Al 7lx] 848 FAS Aoem ¥l
= ol & A Ao, o™ ¥ Fhd, oW FHT £A40 UEECHER

property ¢t time ¥ place (¥~ particular)
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o™ g A A" T A A AW EHI £4E AA He Al Y
o] AejerEx Aot Aeolvk zEckd & MAQlel oA® ey A
of gttn ¥ o 2x-e F 27 oW B (AA) A gtke A
FUsirhe zo] AAELRe] FAo] "o weld A HE AL A
3 ARt LA ke deld Az stn ofE s B
Adetz @ o 2 5 A A E FEHEFE F R &4, S48 &
Am Bejy &40 ogA U A ¢ At £HA " (Kim,
1966, Brandt and Kim, 1967).
olo} Z& HAFUdEC FASLA = UL vFAN & EA
257 ®obAl At 1 EAlY FAEF duAZ Az AHI £ AR
€ £48e 71 A EolA At AAdA FUT Aolnte A e Aot
Aeld &40 Z Bl &A4o% e FASE Aol oivgt 2 A
24 402 g Azl At kd 22e A ARG a3 Azie]
< o, 233 Beld S402 @ B AHet At Aotk 27
B, td deld &4 FoiA B4 A Aoy dHE EAHor
geA & F& Aol dod HJAFdEL EiEsA & Ao ol
4/4-g *Differential property”elx s, FUAEL viFste =29 Foll
9% &7 ol %9 Differential property & A48l "8 olrh,
Differential property = A A% oo 3}uvbr} AbAb(after-image) oo} 7
8, W7 wade g BhE o vl H&E St vy Agtr W
b Mol oW BAE RAFLUE ook oo iz AMdase H©
He ¢4 Agoladt Ae shie AHAR A A Y8 AR Aoeks
olcy, WMozt &4 A AAol 29 vtE Fo AN A
Ay AL ddohe Aoldh, YA waxH, WA 4L B
£ U 48 Aust Je Bolebe gelth zelm of cwAe A
< 2E U Aed Adte Wrh Ad e " B Add e e
o|® Brain stateo} HUg zoletE zolct (Kim, 1972, 178, 180 — 4).
Differential property = @lcia dtoietse FUEXZ Al Fojof
E g s AL AYA 447 By 48 A2 THEHE & USRS
Ztzt P og AHos FHA A4 FUAAol seEtA & Fojof st

e
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£ dolty, AAPR4E o BAE RMAM AE3 Bme Aol
S X AFez HARL Uth 5, BAN £4L Fe AXUrE A
o2 EFAE 4 Yvke Ao, Ay 442 AHHY o 4 (Direct a-
wareness) 0 2 ¢A el AR SHAE 4 vk otk oWA F
HRe W WA o® $35¢ Athe AL AP Aoz geld A
87t sleol oA Wt o|W Eeld 4 (Brain state)o] gl A3 5
At Holmz, Faz ofd FAE AXsHe A% chAAAE A 1
Ze AAste Ao Mrke Aotk vel T3l ofc) YL @i
£ TAHAAL B5E At Uy Ado] oA dolunuete e
2 wej e Brain state 7} ojrjel $a8 gl:ubets AR FskE A
zol "eke olrh (Kim, 1971).

oAz e EAEA HAAFYES FHSE UL, tha e, A
B AHs 2oy AHE FHE 4 Ao 4o Adete Ae A4
A4 9" Aol $UsthE Aotk 2HER BE Ade AF B3
et Sa wch, Beld AWE ddee AVSTE o MAS ofH 4
BEe 498 4 A HE Aol 2Ad EAA 4HE 3o " AL
SAe] Aela AH2s Jebdoe Aotk ey ojm g Eea Aol
E EUsA g SWE Aen Aus AFSA guoe AolA oze
4P §EE HE Aol

3. E—imel KB A

AAFUEE Hol =xdrtd o® stue Adst A Az ey
= sta &3 Ad2 YEUrle e Aol =HI wiid 2 F A A4

& v dAB/AZ A-EHA H Aoin,

& MoJ&t 42ld 4sst vErd deig Pete B2 Add e
€ Zold, =g Pl E8A Adrt UEd vt Mol& dE A Ad
7t vErgA € Aoy, 8 A2 d Ao FRo mEtd o AL =
€ AEA FFaAA By dHY FFS dAse Ad 2 A& A
olm, ofH AL ARt FEAH A A FFo dAe AL
4% A& Aold, T R AL Z AManin Sl S AHe A
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= 2% Ad 5 UL Aol

g ARlel gloiME B uge Aol Auetn A dAlg Zge
=83 dHet dAsA H zdeivtx FAC Aok, 23y shitel Ay
AEeta 3R at 220 s g42 2 B¥H F22 5o e o
Hol® 1 29 712847 Ht A5 old ny¥d By Ade o
2= R gt gl

st £ olAR HAA Tl WAt wetd Hels 2 oo

TIHer Qe dzly AHo 2E Yo A dA=EHE BEiy
AHE 389 5 Y% A% na2gloy e wde 133 Y AAE
A4 o #AAA sRlets gl ZIHE dol ¥ 4 € el (Kim,
1972, 188 - 192).

23y A 2B deld—Eely dx#AE A FE= HFgHQ
Ag7t SA"G AA 23] JAFAES dF5H F= AL oheted
Sltt, EdEe] Hojztx ¥ o g A (A= HyEor Ak, 0 2
HEt A HA A gGerhd FURel AREPSE ¢ FA He
Hofrt

awd 2AlE A FAd2E sAAsiorat 1d dARA S} AMPE F
glaf WAl S Aol obdeted AY, Aeja A By AHs Y
& Aol ohviet AR 2 A S3E dolAa 4R qdaEg & 4 gl
= Zeleta iz Interactionism ©|1} Double-Aspect Theory & 713 o
etx oiet e dX#_AE Hd-o] FHolof st oty ammz  dxF
Azt $4% 3% Interactionism oji}  Double-Aspect Theory & %% 5}
= ey U desh vk, A 2w dARAS A¥EA gede
He A g Hee w4 d4w 483 Ad (Disembodied mental
state) 7} 7bsdtrte e Eslng ozie fFEEY JdAE F S Aol
Haodkoh, 23y 28 S shAdvhe AL 2 dHAS A
HElZ ke A-e &3 A, B4 23] REEY dAHBAA B
obg-o] stAlC] tE FAE st FUdEH o2 o)E8ES AFHeR Ty
3 v 8L Xdvked ok B ok, FAdECU e diEe
MlEEE AT AHAHA TAC B 5 e AL 2T dA AN HnEG
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gkl givke Aolrh, ozl2 ©ix] Wikl xd ol&E0l AYAHA
<A oA HAE & A Aol ohete AL HWHFIE e A
olc} (Kim, 1966).

TLRY AEA AN HI o4 w=EA AL ANIstHA  EHH
ya olzfe}l o] frh, AHAFUES [Tz st 220 &l (imply)st
€ Aoy —-Eely JdxHJAE CRetz T of

IT-CR
gl 2ARA 7 AYsEch, d CR7 AAlolzgtd 3= (Modus tol-

IT-CR
~CR
£ ~IT
gte A&ol Ve, 28y CR7F #d e
IT -CR
CR
+ AA 7 §7) s IT7 FHolete A€ ud 4 A €drt,
e FdE3 9 yE+ Interactionism-g [Az}z dcid [AE CRe &
oz oot T wEld A AYIA Ko,
Z IT9 [A: oJLzle]E CRE @322 CRY ¥3L 2 F 74
€ 25 HAstA "o
(ITVIA) - CR
~CR
L~ (ITVIA)
L ~ITA~IA
zEli CR7 #olztz slAH ITY TAF olx durt #o] Bl ZAs
obvrt ey 7t ITE CRE ¥ds=d 1A+ ~CRE #d o4,
CR7t A9 A% Hole 1T 1AF ITES ARANH F+= H4d4d A =
$2 Uge FAolrh FAat o] F9+E= IT2 A7 2F CRE a3
mFoll APl AN oA F o)&E o BHEE EstA Hodoe
Zolet, 1gctd o FUEE HHof =712

kg
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4. FiRy Bt

B3 vhgol] Y FERA )JEE FoA FIUAEE HotA she AY
£-& Eshigt (Simplicity) o] 7] & oot Aole, d2ld Ao B3 44
£ 2z 5¥YE 7Y AR F7 e 2 5 HAE FAE Aer
8A = a2 F JEAed A $7 24 "o

au o]@A A A dEAL FI) el A o]BH UL FY
de dedade v dojny, #AHA olEe UL M Bew A
& Aeld —&el3 3 (Psychophysical law) ol it} asja A +=
o gt wko} zro] MejA —Bely UdXHAJ FULE WEE A @R
28% dARAZ YA dA 2 WE FUBEE HaR A Yo,
2888 FYES Ao nd dA HE Aot #3dd oJ2AA Y
@48kt ohilet o] A4l EAsE JEAHY 4F AAH F+ FER
iy EL#hpk (Ontological simplicity)ol 2 ubx] g&ch A olc}(Kim,1966,
Brandt and Kim, 1967).

ol A L FAHWSFY offd wExH JAFdeold o AL
FAs: 9t 7|23 ql events, states, £ factso] +8 He oj4ew
Eolx gATE EARY AL FF8: o8 Hr, oAdL e
2 ¥ FERN 998 gl He Aold, 2By sivy &
gt 2y HH2 Jetdrs sta,4ded 482 vevdrls e A
& A4 EE el AN Azl A BelHQ Ao FHA ¢ UF
& E5e FBRNY oHE S¢da ¥ & vk 2FcE o 44
FUdE ZE A vl FAUNR?

AdEHosE RS UYINAA EHEHoRE —E FAGIL
2 8= AL sk Kant 7} A4 AA BAse] MAE THEAA4 A
Zstnxt & A#AE vk A Aok olEd gL A Azl A43E
AA, Ex Qzte] Q4d vebde AA T ARdes EAste v A
29 MAZ okd 4 ke AL ¥ Eoh 2z dotstd 2 3
o F Az Aol o EshE AAR] obd oiE AAM, F o TUA
Q AlAel e ANt E 4 Ye AARS AW BA st Aoldh
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iAo, FERN —xRe T2 AR EAE HE Y& SAAA
£ Aoz 4F3A & £ ot ©oE 2E A& spiviA e B
AHEQ E4ol HgE& F A2 oFHEFHA 3 FH, olAL oA @It
S8 AAE $FHA AAste| A€ # ozt A EFE oH T H
Aol oA AAHYete A4S dotsolA & Fx Aol

a8y A4S AR FERN —nRoe2 2Add Az HA4E UE
o] she Aol MAIREA onle AlA R ARy TAE AAE F
£ glgle Aotk Uz HFEL Aol BME AYIo, zY AR
Aol A Az BBol A FHEESD o T2 HAE AAsGe A
ok, dEstA BARE A ader wFIHA dx oW JtAE A
2 FR3e A% o F84 o4 JAoje A EAY AAAA®
a8 g 7kl Fa2 Y Aol AXAAA AFsee el +7 QUzeldh,
azd BB dGoldt ohE ofd E2A AeioldA FAlol A AH
Q 2 FFo AR ojFodA & AAolH,

2|7} “spgrolztn e AL dt2 olBEl A4 AAZ A= d A
o] AHAAE o)F AT Hdhe Aoch wWetH AAdEFLEL 1A
o] F&EY AL HIe oA " A& TS Aol oty
gt kg3 g9 RAE FERNLE a8a FREHLE FHA oz
A algel] i MEE OHE JtedA HFE olBelH,
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