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A. #E# LEB( folk psychology ) 2. RBaisss R1Y HX
1. @ LEBY $#9 Ko %y 3. Bamar #HE HRY [ Eme
2. Bt oA 4. BHRY BHH HRA WY K
3. @ LEB FAYE ﬁ’:“}TrEi
B. .(#5 FH (mental representation ) - B AT
L. L8R B2 Mo R 2. W EEY M
2. BRRY R 2R . W
3. Ll B s Bl e
4. g o) RgEamol B #HUS * Fag#

* 2 g
[. 2x|B2 538

AREL 71RHY YFe B Be Hojt F Ayx 2
b AY AR SE gou, T HAS Yoy @ Huol Jeu, Bgsn HHe o
S YA Lol AYel FPole AARoE FEANA vtgo] 1 ok UTt: A
ot Atel BEM) YEEo| vhE ol Aol HYHE dzoltt WehA BN
© Az} B RS L MEA A A R0 UER 3o wi Aojch D)

WABHEE QS| Y58 st Lo) 4Bk AV wFolR Foly @79 4ol

U 2538 YHoz A8l g A" TAS 23po] Mo} A3 w8t Hojrl2)

i1 Searle J.(198%44) p.64. 2812 Haugeland, . (1981)p. 260,

mtelhgent behavior is to be explained by appeal to internal “ cognitive
processes” -+ "

2 ) Hofstadter,D.(1981)p.82 %z,
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NgA

olzig A Wl U ol A Yol BAUY TAHNY 4F PAT FAR Hel ol
o e oldsh 2 4% ¥Y 9t 33 A
Xe Ag ¥4

7

a2 PE 91 Qg gz deyrt.
W71 P Qi o® WEg 77 WA BAol 9 Bl AZte ¥F& oWISAE
& WHa Dol Arp = Salel Y5 8ol By HAel WHoz HIPesH Yo

Ue Aot

Geba Azt BEL AW gaAME 2 o] WHLR dojutn e W&o v
Sof Ty o] YaskH Brh olay 4Eg AN Aoy AT Ae AL
@ OLEB( folk Psychology)old #tn ok 2V H AAEL §4 Helse Kot A
u5n dustd Helojhd) YAEL EA Eol ofd e wet AHe W4
g4oe 3 Az Yo FAM L dgsAn v 2 AAEL o] RE A& FUA
oz ¥ol sy AHHAY AR A HYE =Y ARk AXNEAS &3 vt
Se YEe AHHoG %ol stY e AAY FFL WHA FE] AAAS
Atz YeptE Aotk add ez stdd mAC 71 xdte] AN & A d=
Re 1 BASo EiMy BMEA SEdA gEmez Jentn, webq $ele YT ol
a8 7130 7blR #iEe] HEM KRol7] WEoThe ol w2 HFFEI} st 4
o vkl zHgold oleisr HWHEI 289l Aotk ol AHRE =g B, 72 vt
o] 717 EAHEAS Vot SHY kA Wg)o] oIgA AHA YFL oFIF=A
7t A€

29 AAY YPSo] iy AANEHNY 4L gt felo AAH Yo A (5
WHel EAAE S Ue) dWo] gk 1H oy due HEHY ¥ A9
PAS s genh & AABAME ofm HAHARY A TR)E I ¥ &
dEa AWt ¥ oW FAL & FRAYZ AAsL AFse e T AW
t}h5) obg e dANEH MdPdlME LAY A olFst AHgETh 39 AAA FAE
a8 o2 JleHUS W HMEY —&(t iEtEe]l ZeluAl " Relth® AR ol
3 AANEH YPolM9] AL LAY 4FE R FEHY 2 Aol e

RERG 92S SA3AYE + e W /A axs Ao aze 4 @ OEE,
Dy #%, Badke R 221n AFeoltk 2 Zztel ey Qe dEs BII=
8- 24

J

¢

[l

§£3) Stich.S.(1983)p.129 %X
4 ) Pylyshyn,Z (1986} p.xiii,
5 ) Cummins, R, (1983} pp.14-22.
6 ) Pylyshyn,Z, (1985)pp.1-21.
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AAYg) g AAEY §Y

A. Bf§ LB ( folk psychology )

TS Aol A1 YEL 1 YAA A Yol vlUE Hojo T Mysh=
olgelth & Fgolu vy T & YAHQA 4T A2 YHUE dYste ol&op D
5 AL 4 A AAHY Y9 4ol Ro] o]gHm U 2HL P H 2
< YerHel B 7HAR U AAY Bt

X AE 4

o) ?

Xe PE 21 QF vtn oz

1. 5% A2y 49 4o 54 8

TS AU dides o2 28 FEo] MAHY Ak HAZ, TR A=)
o Gebgn 4% zge] fule YEL oprlsiAEte Ael At Ak SAZ, 1Y 4
2l Aele] F8 Tlgde g Sl Y99 FHAHL gt 4 YA ok

olefd T& Mgt 49 W EAL P9z UIoly vlAL i) 10 WY
AREohE o Atk o] A9 AU dojd WAL BT 1 YA ERE Lo} v
ol g4 a8lw §4 e due RERNQA ABIME 1 IS 94 geo
e 2 #HA7F 2 EFF 2oy viEe AR gguE o= o Y99S BlAle o
%S Aolgtn HHE] wiolct

& dEoly YHE HEE o SHse dE e USoly vy ge WA
g0t ojd FAHEEL §4 AULHA AN ol Zo3 A¥e g L)
Ad FAE & AL ouF Loy uiPE JHA7) HEoT F 229 wo) nuly
2 WAE Plste $4& /AT Yok goz $E9 weoly vlYe YA LS
ZHAR Q. R gl Folo] tid Wo|n upYE Fojo] thyh upde|tt o @ A}eo)
od YAE & A& 29 Lol vy WEolm, 7 VLT wlYL ojn WES P A
Ao, AS YAF YAzte) Yol uiPe) Yho] AHEE FHA eI HE R
S2AM HAYE F e Aotk olgd wWeH uue dayrtz ge FANZ g Ay
R aREE oishs A% 7HAE Aok Wold nel Be U] oeizba Az (@
SIS 202 Foprtm Yo Yo BB G ofr)Y & 9m E 1 vl ngz gug
22 4UE o JANEE oI ¢ Atk agstE, £4 Aeetzel Agols 5%
dhe w2l o] JHE(Usolu vl Ze AS)e LS REge AZ, Y4 of
Boe AH(AAY 4ol FoE H3F), 28n O JAHESS ol s A2 2
=}

2. YAEHY BA
YA EE 718H 02 §4 AH2RAA HY F49 B wolSole YPoldtn & %

g7 ) Fodor,J.(1985)pp.77-81.
8) 32 Fodor,].(1985)pp.77-81 & =.
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SRl

qlt} olAlZolu S Aulttolu BF #9Y A AR 2R B YWAE 271 98
A ARl 2golu upgie] WS Ve ot Adx By] wj ot} 9

wal §4 4atte QA &o] woliolm Uk whgol tgh #4d o]&(‘the represent-
ational theory of mind)® YH§ HAL 7MKL Yok Aoz 474U g&e(a
Aol yare g olush A YEe % Ae2A HFsHeH H2 o] W& ke
#4 o]&( the representational theory of mind LI'F RTMelgtil BE) o= A
2 EAH(mental representation)¢! Zolth RTME A TS FAo] st BAEH
My she oj&olct & $ele we Ay &7 Ade st o AH A g §
As TAS 7HAoE Ae oulsith o & goi Wizt A olERTL 3he '?—_‘3(1’)73:
ZARlm Qdoka &ab. ol Ue W AtblE Adotste] olEHTR e WE 5
Aol el W7h AAE BA(DLolTE AHE A BA)E R Ro2 "‘1:4
olgl < olrh uiek ujs} Aetato] o} BgA S wiela UATkY, ¥ 19 whie RS
9l9] ASor e TAel Ha) va TAE(uolgs HHE ¥ A AE) Wt %
7 Q= PozA setslE soltk olefd wAe] FAeEd B 4BE T YU
aRn BgE vz goh $elel wgolu upyel AuHatE Re, §4 At osid,
oludst Wi (mgolut uige] iAo g )¢ ZHE Holm IR olud FYE FIMTlE
o) BE A EoldE A 23e) AnA o e 2 (A2 HBsn
7] Woltt,

AAEL E4 Aultte AP Yt AAHE 2 £ Q1 JUHE &+ Ude
oy Zustm Aok B 4 k10 aRe B4 A2l RE FHE

AL otk ¢lAEo] Walm Qe Agoly FY HAL s
sl o]8 % B4 AeetHe dule S 71EE o uhso] HATE Aol ¥4 A
Al HWS AYHAQ olge $Fog Folga e COMPUTER#Ste] & 353 ¢
2.glo] 27U wSo] Ao R old #HPL AXH AYE olAlYIe HAUA S W
k M 49g & F AYY Re WHEH

o

oo

A, =
A5o) WG olgg F2H A

[=]
54 A% 49e) B wolnAcks ¥ 1D Y9 49 Adae A

ol olEstAl B2 4 gicke Hold AMEe 7R
2 %4 deletn wgsl wdsel dodn & 5 9
3. 54 gelntel wAdy

559 ) Pylyshyn.Z.(1985)pp.14-22.
0 ) Stich,S.(1983)p.129.
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UGl g AYER My

AAZ B4 Yt SAEH o2 L&A wolsd 4 o dAe 4¥stn g
S 2L riEolegte vlaHA g A4S AT e Aotk tlee, £ ARl 9
3td, SAlste FEEAG I 43 F&stE, a8 AR #UY 4 g, 2
2l Aoltt

EAE, §4 Heitte thE SEEHY Ao Ao AL AT YA %8}C¥. &
At A% Aelg §o o83 MY TaAstA =& AT oy, ulgo] FHH
o2 olmF AXE AH A ARASE Ao o) AlF) =R B (7’@”02) s
F28 HAYE s YR Fsboh b

AAZ, & Aelete RNEN HEe H2stn Yol guiy e Adsa Qo

dAZ, 712302 B $& g1 v £ Qe vk 4o Haa AY¥"og 89
g 7 e oAU AU ABHQ riRo] B4 AgelME A vhes)o] o) g}
A7E AEe] A Ee ARH 71F0] ot & oW Hfo) oW WS Hojsjo}
I ol Urkslg A GAIAHoE GA ofufd AL} ) 12)

B. {#9 XM (mental representation )

AAEIME, Ate] F(5Ws My F78) FH97 230 g dutetg A7)
fAsiAe, WHRA WEolu &7 WS Fusly Tojuolol g gart Adoa g o
d e PEE 3lE Aol AF mAbold)

1. R ic#E(mental symbol ) 2Ae) #f

BHHo2 fele] BAYEE, F Ug, &7, % §02 UYrlE 35S, 1 gt
2A old Wge (BAXN Nge) Zen Sl 8 Yo 54 vz e o
A EE Atk f29 dg Ay “‘ZJ]EHET_A % 2ole Ba AEolr] miojck w
Folu vtgole MEAl oW At (FAF Wg)o] A Aotk olHy AHS me N
g A% (intentionality )ojekn Byt 19 Sale W8S 7t odef Aal Ae
22 Sl o Ansn FYste Aotk o)y, Hel AUy WAHESo 5L 9
AN E LMY EHE YT ORH 4Y JlzE a0 dgstux se b, o
P g2 ZHAI 7] wgeltt ol## rizo HE@e nhe Lol 1 s Rol O
H RHEA Aot

NEe YirHoz F e 2de I st R, 71E AT Ye
Y moel BAEE FREN SuUe A28 2 £ da 42, 7157 gn e ye

f£11) Fodor,J,(1985)pp.80-1.

2 ) Churchland, P, (1984) pp.88-9.

13) “Every mental phenomenon is characterized by what the Scholastics of the Middle
Ages called the intentional (or mental) inexistence of an object, and what we
might call, though not wholly unambiguously. reference to a content, direction
toward an object ( which is not to be understood here to be a thing). or immanent
objectivity ", ( Pshchology from an empirical standpoint ( Brentano %) Antos C. Rancuredc,
D.B. Terrell and Linda L.McAlister, 1% New York, Humanities Press, 1973, pp.78-9)
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4%

o BASE oojed 2ug 44g + Aok S FA By Y A e 2] &
N, 2 U8e e 4Ae AEQ 7159 oujgd $4¢ Fu dEE F A% agA
2w 29 wgo A uide] gue AEA 71sgd W v SED oA 2
202 gotg 4 gl Aotk UAAERESC] 4AHA FAE U 71m2A A ztdhe ol
st bz A7) AEEe Aol 7159 gulEd 402 HuEd £ Ut B3t o
Zolot

aeu AEY B4e 7152 AZdste olfE 2 9ol & ¥ JHAVF 9 A a%e ¥
2o HESo] EAol oa obrlEthE Al e, EAE 4 VIEE HAUYLEA, 4
8 2 gl7] Wolk Sele) Wert Szt ha Lol upyel gl A ok7l €

= He (E0 Asid W} ol Bk W) woleUthd, oA 28 WEEe]
§9s obrlatA Aol Te Mgo] WaskA ok Fst LZ JAAY et BE A
so Rashx) %= ASOIAY A4 Aed £5 Aud, 2d Aeel A9 AAH
2 Zgsto] g9 Aol e mAEs? o He AF PG TR AAFeEA
gAY 7lsE QoM 3 uie} go] FEEHY AAE AR Utk 0T TEE
Aol o] AREIH AAAFAL AN ZH oW d AR Y& A @ (o) F+
28 gAY Y8 2ue BEED) olajd Holx Bopd, 4 S 715R 4%
& o)f7t Basy 2k falo] A2 AduHse W E etk afa 23 Wge 3l
g oprlaitt AMQ mAe e ZlzzA WE(ev)S AL oy TEEY {4
o S3) WS otk $alg Alal A AL N15EY HAYe R dAste
AEHg YZe v olfF HolM st A €k

AF 52 AUt 49 (2eH ude) Ygo] YUF o7l Atke A dH)e
DSl BRSNS AN BES AASE AL 58 dASHA A@E Pk I/ o A
e Dy |ke) FFEH Mgt 43 wAle mlo 2 g4ddEn

2. BBRN REER
WA BAL 7IAD 23E o8 $oz dFA e Helds AoE vhed He d
Aol 71ge 9F AYEoENA Agd &3Z 4 Uck Fodor of o3t = FPEA
(B3 §)& U 2 P vbgo] F FACEL ZHAR Uk
i) idea (A& FEAH)te He] EAldch
ZetE AL idea s ZHAR FHEHE Holnk
i) Ale BAL idea 9 A ARl HAFolc}
iv) ideas 1Y} 2 Folt
v) ideat: AT B Aol os) ujER HAS Rerh (FAH ) 98 ou|EH
44 g dett)
o] 23t HYPEAES £l BF Hdo AEASA wolE AR Ye AL oM
A 5 71R AHelA, Hu ¥4 ol& g AXste AXNEAEY FAL HA FHEA

re oo

>

\

o:

ii) té_]._o__O_ pa3

g 14 ) Fodor.J.(198la)p,131.
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ARG by A4ey §y

g9 2778 FEEn

RAAZ, S0 7HAZ Qe A48 B4 279 dug 330 vk B2 e R
A gojes Aol ohunk el oj" U Rol oy AL 2 Bl A AAle 21 uB
o B3t7] WEd I Yol thy BAol He R oluhg Sl XA AYslA e
Aol e B4 /M FE Qli, dobrl A3 o] Agele Edn B 4 de Rl
B¢ EYE 7t £= 7] dRolth (WRRe AN EANEL EHL aFo] FE J15H
Aol o3 ojuF g AL FHT Aok a2 o] AL YA WE2HE
d3e ohunk ofd & E4el da Hulse] A A W e J1FH d¥e 2 ¥
Fol EAF g Rodprlel= vgsiths do) A A= gir}) (Fodor,J.(1985)
p.96 F=x. o] FAE & =89 YHAE dolA e EAloth)

AZ, el Y2 W] AR BE HYEH Ao v WU JAERNSE
Rrge glEe Bad Hmleld, wdEol FLlY Byl BEo 2 s Zojxln B
ote A, FHEAEL olefs dde Aol sy Yl weoly &7 4
7 e 23e] oY B4 $9E opl¥nm gk add], oy Fye $dx
A del FHE A% U REHAIS des B#F) BH BES TRY S @
o 9 BFe o YY) mo Agdce HoA ded (LA A A
BEe Ad)ats TEHolol Bk aAd AHEHQ Yol MW, Sl Almrt ol
] .

A eEd dse) 9ol o8 Gehtt 44 olael ol dexE AR 2ot o
d EAE ol AAERSL AFE A Ao B HHS PL¥o =y Musi
(TAAHQ 49 D.computer 2 2ojA])

o) JAANEAEL HHE 7} e e s}

— A7 dHs " gH, FAE dad dig #Aoltt; old A O, ojw HAP,
old ARl Ux, oW 4= EAMPs} ojd WA Wg pE s e w,
O7b pE Zede 2L 071 MPo] disiy RS BAE P 97 7 23S0
g3t 15)

— I H4A UL WEs zZeg

— 2d 34 e A3 715 (mental symbol )2A, FHEHQ waoz g
g2 (o] He ZHEAQY B ol2oA Huiel AXNEAHQ FA olE&e TEA= F
2% 2do] gr})

ddie] AR EHR] B olE8S FHsE AIYEL 7B 0T A AL dHHg: A

AN mAS] FUEH Y ole/lEH FYUF HS AL Yo}, 4F EAY Huny =
HeRd g AHRHAHA FHoz B Moy 159 HEHQA NF FAsSHE sds] T
o ZHEAHA B ol8E AAske olEsts T TR 95t Hule AXEXNSLS
ohg-ol gk W FEI A o] &( the computational theory of mind E& ZaoA CTM)

Q.
i
A

e

g 15) Fodor,J.(1985)p.88.
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A ¥

& AAgE AEoldn L2/AE G0

3. 0N RET BHEE o F

olzgt AW EAbol Alg Aeiuk ol oy Aol Wehtok she olf= tEd 2
o

AAZ, S A st e APYE
e BAS dAste otk $ae Y2 g
o a27Ee FAH Weg XD Foa a4 2 i
Brentano (1838-1971 )& A& @4el S3o2 o Hg ¥ttt 4o A8/t He old
£42 25 A8 (intentionality)olgtn BHEH, o AT 24 uol, AR @
43 i BAHS FRSE 29 71F0) B0 94 e gyold #ueld &AYeld
MbEA] olw thabe] By Agols, ol 1 2 AL AYHOE 2L AT
Brentanoi= Wathi7 olaig 42l dulol e T $4E v s e
Yoz M, Al Eaol AAsE Aot F 4% EAe o4 %ee tiyel =He Ao
o

gA2, Selo AAH YAE /MF 2 4FY & AT PHE AL e Aeln,

+ e ofd 9uid
ojd Wgg 7L A

£
N
2
N
N
o}
B
g A

s

f£16) CTMT RTIME ohg 9 HolM Aol & 7+l Ak,
RTM : Ag] A #ge 270 7xa e Ede Wesh 23% gA40l 7HAZ e
Aol agt FRECE & g Fo7bA RAeE
a) X believes that P
” Q
” R
b) X ” that P
X hopes that P
X fears that P
o7| M e el Wgol & 42 st o€ A2 Ure 7ieel g 4 Utk
CTM : Wgu 71 Ae) 44g 728 F oo Yad oz A FEsojol ok
AREHAQ 7159 M2 HAeld 715e FA4H &40 7hsAE RAelmg,ol
g =o] oot & Tast 47le Roldh old zxe Ed2 Fodor e #Wd
@egol HRBE MRRE BT Nz HHA %& 4 oA "dn g
Al AeEg #ge] AFEIARA A Aol w2 ou|EF gA4(en], A, ) §&
aes A Wece AHolz] WiEol @ Ao W we-o £4o2 2l dudt A43&
Melgr 4 gle Zoloh $209) Alel Ataivh Bl e AYAHA AP (¥ AAY o}
W Abdolt ApAl ta ezt ojw wgg #Hetm Arke Ho2 MAHA wa) $-82
WAe 4l Bde] 4R Yoludx U HE RFo2H AR solo} ed, 28 B
&2 oulg SH4T e 849 AgTHe WY FAY F Ace Holo, I g5g 2
Aale e o2 Wee wsts 2aud, oRe PFEAA A WAl F3
s 7AEE A e WA uig A Aolzt W AHRI( formal ) AelE op71Ee &
S8 ot CTMAME EAS) Wgo] ¥4HA(formal ) Pt£3E 23 Yehtes A
olt}  Fodor(1980) ¥ =,
%izis;{?a;n;{(msupp.zs-se. ae2jm & A% (1984) pp.53-88. “Edmund Husserl 9

~

17
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BAFG g A4EY &4

1) 99 dgel UoiA
et AAH AF G 4dWErl ) ueis B 9% 4P 2 A shRlojg) 18)
* JIAA HEE A A g8 S40) A 1 YE S MYsE P4
= 11 AL Ve PR gEHA (Y 1T sF] F RS0 owl 382 &),
HAHA AA Y Yol fNHJYE RAFOBN) APl w4
wx FAZE S AAE ofu EA4E AR 2R O wet HYstoasy, o g
A7t ok7]l H Ak ke g4,
Feld AAY HAE ANZ dHsr] HaiMe A 49 wao] sby gesit o
olf
i) ¢ F79 P& oderta e FIYHA WAooz A¥Y 4 Ay
i) $219 A P&, o= FE WA, A8 ws Lo I ATy £&
of weh A #s] ¥adshs el obvnh YYole 28 XUSE dolM Yk U S
o] T3 Aol Uct 19
iii ) 7152 el e $ao YNSS T8 (individuate 3] BT 4 Qo Lajs}
shte] AAY Potn shz AL o UE 715y YAER A JE $
ofd BA Pst a3l o]F A YA ~(~P)E 4% ux. oW A Pet
~(~P)E AHEE Wgol Yol FYg st wHajolth  add 5 Y gy
°f 2t X¥d =3 F20 UAojA, P7l EHE 82 ~(~P)7} ¥ 2
gyt 47 A3 e ARE A (P14 BlEsEe F =2y 288 Po
Ao ~(~P) 7} & ~(~P)Y Ao P7} g4l Eoj7} ke BE s
HZE FEoit) AMgol eleivtd Py} TR 283 ~(~P)7} THY S
e 7IsHo2 gdadu ¢ & Atk Ty fee o7 sy yeHos
YUY FEE Y Aol 20
iv) #2219 AAH Pol Uiyt + 9} x* 2] MW WAL ous} gtk e o Ko
BRHY HRAM dolun e RolUzl, 2R sl » 4 =AY Huse
ol AXE R ofyrh 8y JYPolE BPER ad AWe Do] HA g=
o (5 senselessdlth) + 9} s g 49e g e o)4s Ho| Hu
Fla=s
H 7] of 4 °?
el Fxo) Al ahpe] Ae) mjF o,
2) BN T Yus} spEA U
AAAQA gjo] Byl 713 At Yurs} 7

)
54

-

tie

Ao} ¥ 4 ol A B

i

rlo
rlo
>
2

i 18 ) Pylyshyn.Z (1985)pp.1-12 18] Dennett ,D.(1971) pp.221-7.
19 ) Pylyshyn.Z. (1985)pp.12-21.
20) Pylyshyn,Z (1985)pp.28-32.
21) Pylyshyn, Z_(1987) “ What’s in a mind 7" ©] oA Pylyshyn & 889l e] #2432 9
#3} sMeA o ZAE FHoa vpgu
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o] HAFS AASHE ol I olfE 4 UXH Y THAYl BAS Tk Al

oz meotslr] doln, e shue Y A £oly 7153 89
2 ZRSE= Aol diE M 3 (multiple realization) A(F dte] ot o
ge 2283 7153 AUz d8de 23g 8A)E 7HAA 5 7] ol

« QolME olopy #AW, oW dHE FAH Ao elzsta] 4duydtAY A3 T
gt $ale] g9 o7kAl g gy Aoz 449 F+ W] HEelth $-2le]
Yo 22, 4 spea 2 wstd 202 =& Aol oplth 238 1
A g 2de o& TAR R FYSHE Holth el 2 FHHL BES
Aoz dojzint

« o % oMo FAA PEe YA A BHY NS A (FDEozHA (F
AL vl Fo M), MAHeE HaAY F AW dE gof T2 43S 4
zts) pab, ojd gel 717 v Kol ~87} gdcka &b, olwl F¥e AL
old A}Z AR ol woizn 4Z4sn(SF Pe wes sAm) o AEE HHAY
Auajo) @dghe sl €k ol A wek AciAl 12 gl Eol & ol epu &
W 3ug sb] e e AvlE solal & Ao 2yt ¥ FUH,
(% 29 ¥e PE U Wgo 2 uiETd) 0o PES Fige g2hd Red B
o) ML 2F AUy 7153 dHE upo g8 wabxle Hol ofdzt, UAAH
E(E BE AEE uhe] ZozA gaT (AE 371, W19 4, Aeld
agle] dbo] £ A9 HEL A uFAlE EoTh) THEAM Yoo FAYL F4e
Wgo] o)&Folct olgA Buw gl FALE BES Ao zAT B =y
£ Aot} 22)

« & 289 olz4 71¢Y F A& Yutsyt tE F7A FoiRE 71&87] ofyE
Ao ok gelA 0], 7157H o2 e AAH HH 9 T AL =&uli7]
gtk 1 olfE MZ & FTHY £ole AME s Zaol wrHo g HAS FHH
{t(individuate) 3}7] W&ol & oj® Feiu &4 sl th& 71Ee] T T
(type identity)ol 7b5aich eiu] 219 #9e 44 B4 2 Ul gol zys
Q= @Al 714 oFEA J1eHAS W FHAo savte Rolh )

« S2lo aXH Ysloz B SAU 7Ied BAE HolM e Aol AT £ 3
e AAHA YUS AWse Gl getE & e Aol A oL Ligles
Ao 7len e gAY 7142 UE F e 71E0] 8 = U4
galete] WAy YEge) P L o2 5o BHah Fttel Aol HEde HYiE

f22) %2l 89le ojziy FRAYE AAHoz FHHA( cognitively penetrable ) A FHeolgtx
Pylyshyn & 23ty Pylyshyn,Z, (1987)p.105.
23 ) Pylyshyn & 842 7]%¢ W AlZEZA|(Phenomena as “Events under Descriptions™)
#gsth Pylyshyn, Z,(1987) pp.16-21.
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B Uig ANEY H4

AP HAZ AAlo) EAdte AEAY &4 Bo o Be T/ 4EM EF
7hedE Bl £ o 28y dAZE EYte] HEde UHEY YA B
BAAE et Aoz sted Aol o AE¥HoTE A ¥I}?
YR Yoz HEHe AV o Aoz EAY + Yevt? 2A
< E2HQA MY GARYG Lfro] A& A" 74 fFe] A7) W otk F HE
el ¥y o]l g AN Gtk o]¥A EoE Bt QgL o YAl
SR & 5 A2

old AIZE A wA(EAT 23 WEE YEhiE olHE 7o HI Y @A)
gt 7154 oA, B2H oA Aleldx vty & + AW f9 UAXF Y&
TAHS S 4¥ES BAH AT FdHD osE = ATk

v At w fo

AAZ e F 7R AMIES A3 B34S 54 E§sHA Ay

i) B#e Al

el ool A st AAEES AT & ¥ = Utk olejg AJUES ARA MY
g 5 Udg AU ?

ol BAIE #Asle A9 WHe, AEE AdsL B 723 Th a48e
N2 2oz AT 4Adte Relok F dhle 44 g d&d 39 8425
o] Agtelztm B RHoltk Y A Zo] oM 39 a4 FoUs?

Aol lolAel 39 f4aE Eoh 7130 AZe okl believing (P & Q)& be-
lieving (P) & believing Q)22 4" £ Jd 28y believing (P) Y} belie-
ving (Q) & 22 %A% (believing (P) or believing (Q))E 712 4 It} & A
ZH(P) e AG(Q)de A4 YZH(P)} HHQ)E =F T "ot gt w2y
shidl AZH(FAHRE)e 2o 71EHQA AodA TAHUG T 8 F AR 2 7189 &
ac 2o 71230 47183 dAgE)S olde] =ajdo)

o] B¢ MAAL LAY DHWE YABo A Aojzg HAHESE YT 7izE A
gty o] Al MAgd F 71s ‘P’ 28ln 7% 'Q'E 24 ¥3ME ‘P v Q'

= AE U  dxel, ey A= (W e %9 7133 Aew ¥E @) ®
t} 3o Aztgo FAgo g Hee AZY o427} YA o)

A7l old FHY N32 $8 Y4(FA HE)EL AFY AUHT? 2HL BE D
) FZRoltk

ii ) 42 24 (mental process)

F29 Al H(FH W) ARH A1 AHZ AAA 4 Aok 2 FA|
oA 223 dE BAPL 38 73L& w2, F, AnE AYse 33 Reltk 2=

# 24 ) Pylyshyn, z.(1987), pp.112-2,
25 ) Fodor,J.(1985) pp.89-94.
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4%

olgth olul ol W&o BAHE Ho
A A I Hagshs ol FoUAT 223U Atn AN AL 4y
7ol oA FAl Fofub=7t?

olgl Al AEIY AT Frgoan Hugrt (& o 2% FHHY FFl 7]
so g4 248 wstug 2 b Aol YAME mheo] #EF}7] AshM Y
72137 B o AA sl Aeld)

AHe e 7159 A 23y g AYPAIY F4 715 B
AR BT BN S Ztich Zlae FEEAA S0l P wIE 7)
39 wopg Tk dl, o] By 1 111.4 Ay Agg T} aglel €nh w

&
y

 on
_?L'.
2
o
B

o,

rir
-{N

il

BA vsel AMA ARE rlse TREH £47 A /5P Ao @k 1)
A meld oletw 7len Abole) ujad wAlE 1o FEER BAZ AMY &
th o] A% e e TEEH Audw Aok J3ES WAL AEe &
= 7AE n9e 4 Aok o] vAE AEdoz 7 )Ee ojuE&F B WAL
ZA € mebd olw AA A oful @zel wash 4D & WasA "ok
2 oy z 3— s 717 AFEHe T of A% P vl TREEH 4L S
224 Ansh A9E e BAe AzA & WA Lok

&2 74 2) '“61 2 AE A tie 74 e olge v g Y% Be FEEH &4
of Wg FAR WE Holdn ) 2dd TEEX &4e 7lave] /1A £ s A
thomaby AA Bale] Bk old o Mue] ehRsitid, ojwWs L EH(mental
symbol )7} 4% sl ojok & WR7} Y& Ho|t}

4. ubgo] HA ol d3 wHE

flolla HALE oe)7bA] ol folle B3l 4F A4S AAFsIe AAEH 4l Ha)
A o2j7}A] wrEol g

Az, o a2l Azt & ojE WL A2 dvde H, § AFHL 7Rn
O A Wi el e (S KRS dYste AL & Eoh Ao B

S WAL E Ao &5 dasty g oz [Ur?_-x. Ae AY ®olg. 54 4
< fee R st ¥ FFE dn oy aRS BEAMY ALY Ykl
Sl FAAR Holvh obgd fuEle) do} Bgo) FAUE oo EZo & ow way
A Wgs tofsta olM, B4 om dgo] FAHE HARD Y A Y Ho|Ag
AL @] AojF] Fihy Helth HABEE o' A (ow AArE ofd HA| Lol
e WE & £ AR, 29 B2 g8 FE Ao BANEE oW A
(system = organism)2] BT (monadic) 7ISAHZ £ 4 Uk o) AL HAu
€& zhztel Al Aeizh del Aulse A AA ol old 71 %A A% e st wel
A g, 26)

326 ) Fodor,J.(1985)pp.84-7. Fodor | 2|3}'8 Loar, Burge, 22|31 Stalnaker 7} ©] A|g o
E AlgEol ®u
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ANY Y i dHEH MY

EAZ, AF 3L 4Asle A A¥F dho) U F3 Fe(dH2Y) S 4
Héte Rolth
LA, Zo] B Ad ZAREA ¢F(ontological commitment )E 7HA Al¥ F
AS s siol stert e A Atk AF BACl# AL st £ v HAFE ®
& Aluj2alg AP HolZIx 81, E wl$ R4 AT HE HR%He dWt Wik
gtk azle] EA4gte AFHYU FAN UL T
teoz AH EALS AASA XINE A Yo dg FEF 4BE ANY +
Qrhs Aol AT ek ol UYL WAFE HEHQ o]&7t2 Steven Stich &
e £ uk a2 AF EAL AAFoEAN QoA E(EAE oW A FAFLEA
o WA PSS dEshE Aoz FAE) o]&3Q olSo] ¥R givke H& AHIo
a9 #3L gy @k
* ojH FAL 2 ojw WL Y& od A Hodsle e ofristn W o
el A97t g BAZ o] HEE ol Falo] TRHA gtk TR(EA]
E3E) o]d $ojE R QA& TAHTH, I o]&9 Ywtsrt ojul EHF G Ll
Hgslolop &), Tolo} ¥R A oA ey
+ P(EAUR)TZE RS 2&d, £& Pz 4z8cs g2 e nlx  ‘olHetd
gan Bt s ALy AT siFd osArt otdel, 27 2¥A vy
ok M} st Aol 2EsiA 2 AMdo]l AASE A4 Buh wEky ‘olud
A% Bt e ZASAY (PE Ut g A B3 AUz 44E 724 8o
AAFetE THo] AL AAH3E & o2 HFE(ES HAUTAH Y FAMLH)
Be R 48 4 g ¥u Z2F o)A S| BERA gt ¢ AA 2 W
£2 vz Hoste Aol 7H5dA goh & & 84S 4% + UA Bo
* go) GE(FANE F E4d &) U FEL 71X 71& o3 259 7
BRg Adg TE £L AAsidn 8 5 Utk ol TRol U F3Y 99
79l £A40 oAE wole F2F TR € 2y P MHEF dFd o
ME E 883 THE/? 28 7L o dYd dejMe 238 FAE ¥
A stz Ffelt) AXEL 2Y 48 Fojuln wo U s4vtez AYE
sof gk A8 5o o W AAI GE ofd AP YHE MY FTE
A4# 22l 29 AlEe 98 d9gsle o dolME vlge Y o]0 ¥ T
Zgrh $4 2o U8 2dEr fEn o2 dnkstE Al dsth
* Q17 #atofl A ol&E FASE A& YWF U drlE X Fojof st HHel U
0 a2 Aeol $eles Ax wy A, 9A g A, a8z A Ha e

¢

& 27 ) Stich, S.(1983) pp.127-45.
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CR

LR e R =

ARZ, A% R4S 445 Ao HAMHY FkKE 7Ha Bolzte F4o] U Daniel
Dennett & th&3} o] FAact 28) AZ AL 4Astn, A o9 AN 4FE
Ye(Uge Wg F B Hostm 1 Al Yehg diste Ae 2R YHE o
23l de 32U 5¢0 ¥ 2y 2R @3 =73 oug 71y #elt old
AL od £79 #9322 A AEHQ AR A wolEAA Holx], A IWHEY
olujg wolsoa £y gk wWee Rods g4 ( rationality )& MAsled o] 4
tre Yo mMAE(t(idealization)EA] HEHESL 7HAL Utz Bre 571 WEolth
u2br A FAold, HY A o232 AV AYgE =ToH, IR ETol
ol BAN EES Esk(lheuristic meaning) Ll EE ZHA] Ejich

C. fTiRol izt BEME RA
Peto] @ YntH o2 AAH o] W olFe] =& JIgols AAAN YA H R
olgh 4zkg 4 Ut Aol old ojulely FHatelM Y4 AAE AL Ue
Roz ofyusith 4woly 443z ‘9 P eke AEe) W Boldn A4 & K
edl, 8 1 dES Fatod 2 e e AV He 84 2ag ol = A
7] wjgo|ct
‘o ehe ARl tiustyl SlsA Sale A AL AFsor ¥ B o, g2 &
g Wee g8 AAg gart g £F Foy AT guigle gl U F o
7l Motk guigle diggeld, $2zt ofd 79 dgg ule vietn Atke AW
L s vieia go] 2 ¥ Hsojr) 29
EEFS AdYo] ZEojol & UL o Wl F Utk 2Ho] HHazt s A
FHY7 Qust M4 AU Ao £ Y 490l T dyeld
ol LE A mels B O 2o Aol € & ofd o] ojw Aol Y uE
23 A Aol €7 PAlAE thee) UL BEA AL} ¢ Ro2 AR W
1) (ATHOE QY & AE) A A 428 A
i) Fojz BA, Fola #Aol B 2ol A o] Si=(make sense) HL
Azg + A& A
i) FoIY 89Sl TG DL IS 4E 42 F e A
v) KBRS (-counterfactual ) 4FoME FHLS AR & A.
olzigt &, nejuh, 43 ofulF LES(F o] ﬂuw':ag AAE 4 U AR
A, agn Ro] Bol e BAX WA AAE slEe] ¥) Tasn Atk 4714

# 28 ) Dennett,D.(1971) “Intentional System” ¥ZX,
29 ) Putnam,H,(1978)pp.41-3. 221 Nagel,E.(1961)pp.26-8.
30 ) Putmam,H.(1978) Lecture I 228]1 Nagel,E.(1961) 233 3% %z o] Yepvde
2ASE, 28U, XA 47w nefa A HYE FY 53 28 wlie ¥4
o] By B ( cognitive penetrability )3} F+&o] ity
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Aol dig A Ay

€ ok $HlE AR 5 < AR (2R 0] FAolE)Y AAneRZE ofd WA oig
nEAY d¥o] 8 £ gvke Fug AHEe Aoz 233k
e 22 FRE 499 o7t ol FAg A HE Aol
* REFE2e  AANE 4R ert?
29 A3 (P,Pyyes Po) B 2 (M, M, M )E9 $AU(K, Ky Ka ) WHE
o, (2¥ii )& nFeA £)
*+ X A ¥4
sl X9 Fxol) (E,E,, yEn )ol2hs Alzio] dojit7] d&o|tt
X F4oI(E, E,, ,En)ol & Abzio} dojutA] gkeidd---,
a¥dE X& A & Heolth
(27 ii & W& )
Aol B ol2is FZEL ugo 2 Yoo FF AXNSHY AFEAL oE 54
& MRz A dsrya g

1. ¥8 33 2%( covering law model )3} 4lelg}

HEAQ Tt o) 3y, AQ HA gyt Ug Y FBEtn AP AP WAL ¥
293 98 23 Holu) zheE] LA T2 P LYoy MYsolof she ¥HL,Y
g M (BEetAR)e dE2y THFeo N 4FE st $AE ek oY ¥4¥ ¥4
o] dEHQ At HAl WP 4gdola Zotd = Ao WY AHH (deductive-
nomological ) Aol A=, MdEsojol sl 4 & #HRVES v Py 27 =4
(APHoE HArss 2A)olM =dHod Ad=e] g 4 glojof 3ty o] B
dHy FAE FA FeloA Fojz L dPErh

Te H8d d9L 25 X@ ¥ vy P g wlo} sivke Fo] gt A
AZ1Y Hol AYE ol@ YA HEAN —TReY Yol sted, HAgtolrlE ¥
e R2E §Fe BT olgist Yol metok HAt

ay o]y WHER YUY UL 4TEE vwE wAEY g vy e
T2 Py Mduryoe] Mg HEs A g 2ot Ade A Ad el Mz 1
g dE Lo EFEIche Hojrg

AEigte] A9 Augrt 7 Aaley dRsol s A A F9oltth oY ¥
AEL 987 felM TP By o &3 Ao JHE) KA A HHEHIA?

31 ) Hempel,C.G. (1962) pp.56-61. 1213 Haugeland, J.{1978) pp.244-6.
32 ) Nagel,E.(1961)p.27. &47] X Nagel 2 <eiz}x] 5w 2o] oeirpx] “gfele B&ol O
A AAE Ak ol
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SR

«2)2]8t3 4d™e] A (The Nature of Psychological Explanation )ol2te 2ol A
Cummins & th23} o] F33ict 33)

“wo) @7o Fg 2ae AYsA Y4 AFgPog, IRET AHH YHE of
Hz TRz HYsA o, 2A(analysis)o 2 4¥Se THE9 YHE
A HFgezA d9sHe Aot (p.1)

wp A e, AEEtd dgolth ol e uirye] dHHAH clgEel dH* X
HAo 2 HHHYE W ofF YlE UL 235 EHoEZ A4HAS W Fad
ouig A = AP Yol AAA7] W E3E Holoh uwbA 47 A
ol olgm AFsH Huel ojsjol BAA Aok gy FAO FaF A
Mo Aast olele] AW et YolME FEHol JIEA] T84T Fe TR
1% durho 2 ALrbsd A Aol AtdE Aged Atk o A2ty 49
o TA olgd Eo s LIee R I 4P Aad & FYuGES
AARNA s F7FE AE AFolu, o E UoiA et dA4 A BEE #o)
§j51 ghok” (p.27)

&% Hor

2 4% myo| Aoty 4ol Hesv)dl $APE Holeke Cummins & F3)
AL 28 4ol $4e 90 sl Agel @ 4 Yrke Motk o] HE FelNE A
A9 A, Cummins & A2jeta #4dol B oo waok she &80l B
Q13 Wl B o)Eo] Helol sk BT ThE Zelg e AT Uk Kol Bk

a0 ojabe, et olgole T 7 B8 O 42 7R olgdtsel stk stk ojd A
Ao} geiel wstE oA Ale] ATZH AYsE wsk ol&( trunsition ‘theory) ol
2, oe e oW A $48 ¥Fske &4 ol&(troperty theory)elthd 4
gate &4 ol 29 Bol &3y, 230l e} st AEL W3 o8] WEdck 3
=A% ot &, e o A2 Sob S, olg Aol S, & Hl2 wslsket she Aol ok

2 33 ) Cummins, R, {1983),

34) o] 7% Eadete ANE hEste ol80 ¥ Roln e dZMe Agstolt My

ol @ otk s} o]2olAle of| Abo] A, o i dtellA, ofd HUeR HA U
oueslrt 28R SA ol (Hsol B ol&o] ohmE) of ofFA ofH HA
S7h £4 P& gSaA =it 28 BaAddelt WM ¥t didsor ¥ g9
o g Esith
H3l o]g ol ThEo] Eojxirh
“of AA S7b Siold Auiolla Sz AR Aslstese”
aeht $4ol@olME ot Bgol Bojrh
“AA s7t &4 PE e olfE FAUs?”
(& £40182 g e AT Felol gk Fdol o] /AR A7 A& 2A &
7b? Role] g nFe Yosert?) WA ¥E ol8o] MAlse B 28UY &
4 o] o] MM B AU thEchs o] ERsATE Aeltte] Mol g Wy
o] qlztel gejet® TR BAE &4 ol€9 BEe) BEoz Aol & AHolm, o
2 gelgtel ATY S £8 T AY BAe Adge MdUsiAe 2g Aok
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ARG g A2 4y

2 HASHEYPE ool FAUI st o] "ok (B 9] 2o o] A A2 &
98 & ZA she7t? £ FAo] o9A 5L Yoslevt Pk AESo| £hoE
Bl &3 ol8%°] dalol she ARSoIT) mely B4 o83 MUY At
old Foluigt Y g AT ot}
deEEd @ 39 dde) oz ast T Y HHTY Hikold &4 ole
Bl slold F2% 5ol Atk aze MAl S AL Ye £4L Sol @ 2Mg
T3 d9she WHolt & So RREo £A4E0 RS AYe Uy &8 S
7t ofd £4 PE 7HAT USE AEshs ol
Cummins & 42]83 dqol] glojy & Y3 myg 2= He o0 b 3L
598 A gk e o7lA £¥ ¥ 28] Haste] ¥ olgE o] ofd
T YARHA AFolA 2 Hs) wuz gk
2. QAEH 49 ¥y
AA 23 desto] Aol s e A AAH FFold AXA S Pt AN
otk AAEH Hejtto] Esfol st gL 7 ey gL Aol
- 8 2= Xgd= Y& dert?
- o¥A 2% Yehe 3998 et ?
e AR e Ao HFsob she (e ANH PAY ) =
o3 2
* dFpe] A YAE e AT FHo 3 dojubs ANY B Aluy Fa
8 #H7gol 1ejdta Aoje] FAL 9jrt a8,
* QAL FAS2 o] B Yoo 2 A¥u wapy 22 H oo o Eabe
712X e AAH P9 shd SlUE Faio] TEY 4 Utk
ot 4A& 7kl 4 2 AgE ¥ e wde Pt ? aze 2y xg
HAA 499 WYL old Aol I olfE T WY MY Bdo] AME 4yFQ
89 99 ohAl 2EE AL P GGl o} Lo == (make sense )Y T
drigle dEe ATsA 237 GEoln A2 AnH Yol 9§ THe Azge o
A R selel HgstA @) gRolch (7 WY FHAYL e
Abel @ste] A Aas Rad Zwol Uty
Aol ol2fshtd <Azt Aol Ve BTk @I ol E J5A W F 4 Y MY
S ER YA 47 Uy olsje Aol ol Aol Atk zoiW 4w #ae el
AHE A F9e) SAES BF 2 A9 5 e Aololol & AW, ARNEASL
AAEH dygol ¢ 4 23 49 Wolgkn F¥uo)
A MM E U] HAE b2 3} 2o wao e Mosic) 39

& 35 ) Haugeland, J.{1978) “The Nature and Plausibility of Cognitivism”
°l ®ZA Haugelandi= A& 4 wrejo] & 3o Wil YFHoz =ostm gk

oX
flo
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48

i) Aol st WA (AR F PFlo] £ od AAE FAHE.
i) 2 A o8 FHolu $48 F8 Adhsier He dA(AAA ¥F) S AyE.
iii) olwl ol Fo|U £ & 2 MAE TH}E H2H 8259 4uHgy 4y
25 A3,
iv) 2 AA A 2EEY A& o] (F FHA WE)E /M ez 53,
v) A A g9e B2 AU Adolut 715 A F5A Lo R HYHA U5
iv) Folld AH§ ANY AL AAY 45zeol B 53 A DA 3
3 aRE o83t} o]H&, Dennett 9 £ WA, A3 A ( intentional
stance )& #H3te Ho| Wrh F oW TXE 7k AAY YIS TRe] ofE Vg, 9
5 /421 49 71 Qe Ao rdtn, 2 UeH Just ojf dzHT M2
SAestE Ao 1 YeE HPe Rolth R Wy JivHA Mo ¥y
e e Aotk oA 23tE, ARAEoMe odd A E(AAF YHE) TE3] o A
Ao FxY 23 P2 Jepte 8(F2E $34U)S 58 49ste Re] ohde,
AAE 0|21 e T4 L4SE, AA AA Fei7t JeIeE dojgle 435 2348
she Roz, 5 AgoaH 1 PHE d¥se Aotk
AAEA dyw2e] 542 azlo]l d¥stele Uiy FHEL e (F4S 7HR)
W HAe Anz dFshs solch '
ol2idt MmHo], AAERE AolA, S dYste ZHF =77 He olfe
g3 g
AR, o] Mgtie] 9o FA AN w3} sHeAE /M B =W o £9F
BAe) Aol 715H el Aue WY FAYL F =y 3 Rgrh (o] W
M e Bl o RS0 vt e olFE AAFe HFdAM =dHU BAL
43I aze] A8 YAE APshe FAL AANER 4Pl YN F28 SAHo] €
o})
EAZ o]y Wae) Myuio] o) HF Bl tl Lol H= WY, & JuUe o)
o] gt
3. Bake RY SR LBE
AAEHA 4L E A se Jede 4E FPYgsge PEHe Sa3
Q 44¢ 713 Bastel ok

— IE YA T/E 4y W2e MAA d9(isystematic explanation )o)2t 1 REC)
714 g 7HA) z4lsol @ F& o] 45 W4% el 4% (morphological explanation)
€ TEIE Aot AMAH MEe AA AME TN TAHLLY EYHY H35HEL
A HAA Held dya FEE)
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AU Ui AHEF Y

SH dege 47 Aty & Bd JEAH Bettes #YY £ U HE
e el 2Y ESY S ALEHA Lol 4 or] Yoy AAAYYA 2
olut, BEY 7)&2H A AXNA Yo FHAL YW olele Aok

AdEetdel Age a3o] R8st naw B A9e pec Bty YNoas
Hese ZA7 WEGHo2E 2AY 4 WA Hx AL A o] A YEYe =
Zeteld £&57 Gt The PHE AL A AL WEHSE ot om 97
t 2983 HB%e 08 BA(level)ol &8 UctT TY & Yok BEL = Balet
dNE E29 F gk 28U 4Ete] ddd: HEY ¢ Y THS LS Bl
£ Holtk H2 oY BAE Mty A7 At £ Bejt Alojojy wHE & 9]
%e7t? etk 1d StESERHE 2 M5eA %, Od 8259 YASL ol
A e T4E 90 B WHE AT Yo AR YA FEHD ok g
ste, geld old FREE B98N % DR 27T SYH B2 ANE 3
% A @

AT AEtte nHg DAY 28 A8 SEY AuwAL 4 az0] Rus
she Ul (Y2 AAH P9)ol BY YuAA AL SelolA ABEE BMissel HF
FHao] gy 9

4. B B FRo U K#

ol2gig QA& Aol YA Thed ge wEo] ok

sa]o] geje] B AN Holm 24ty YL AT At ool JU A
A Atolol, A8 WA(RE A BA)E 4T Yast Avke T Utk
Searle & mhgollt Aeag T AL A} 4 2o HEGH swg e W4
oz B AL FRATL =, $2e FAH g2l Fuie wAlsh 929 AF4ER o
A Aelolle o} FhAQ ©AE 4AY Wask goke Holnk 3

- 3X7& oFA ANEEs}T
3¢ UF W gaA,
- 3% 4dd ¥ oA9A dslest?
aRe $2 ¥7h ¢ a¥A e Rolot

oled ool BE, $29 Be ANY YASS 2Re WA F= AAY, FuAA,
EA4A 9AE 2 okl 2T U Aol okt B M7 RS I ¥ Rtk =
2] AT 284 S0} U2 HEe] 1Y Bolct

Searle o) ol&l F#&, ey ANEY Jo] 2= ¢ AP HAYHL H2x I
7hehe AXNY BT AAH GYol e AAH Mdo] AA A%H GAAME o

36 ) Pylyshyn, Z.(1987) pp.111-2.
37 ) Searle, J.(1984a)pp.51-2, p.54.
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HEY

oja 4 gtk (0] WL Searle® YAVTH) EF ANH(EAH) BA G&d Bl
o MAHE Re ofuth IR £ A 9ol B VY v (A7 AR WF
o AL = F 4+ Ue) 49 AT/ g2l 4AHRen, e, (o4
Agold e 47 AgE Jeud 715H g uEE Arg 233, A 4

£ uEozM AHE Ao YA FHHL AL F ) WEl) AdHo=
CMFE Aol ohuet Mol M AW A FFL vl & g DARA 4FE Holn

2% A2 RARAS0 vhx Eette] YA gae AME gFojx ¥
8 pon A gt agol AXdE 4% YL AAd & 2§d HAFE
HEojp vlAZMAZ AANERAEE 29 AXF PFol vtA AAH AL AW 2%
of os UEhb € AAY pAvn FAA ¢ Relch 9 T YAZ AA
A 3ol s et S solx, YAH GAe @ ojud ol tiE A 7
£ Helh, aBlA AIA.

D. #FH

QREH Yol 9] kel AR P47 WHA AL g T 4P £ AL =
£ 949, o]t AR Ml BAold 7|3 =4 HFer HFE + A €4 olRe(H
B e dEe] B0 F) A YA ol dde AAEL TFEAN TE
Hdoltp HAEHe wAo] WY Ade AANEAEL S WHEC] FA AHA I
$& oA A Hevtel daf HHEAA 49 s HU

1. QA 7 5FH

nlo] g AFEA F2 Wio] AAEHY Ao UM oF r|E kA4 HeA
g 49 1z}

oN ATHE S PP & oA WAY AT o) T 2F R 4BE A
A 4 e Ante) € 20 AFES e LA FATE, AFY AANEH AF L
g4 Agte) £22 Wolux Rn AL Holth et B 4= A £E e 7t
gold WAt olalaly] P& Fgoe o NS dFse A& Mol Ao E
2718 A 8] ¢le Aotk COMPUTERY F3oz ¥4 AU o3
Yaolx ARHY onE A "ok r8e FLg AFEHY FrALY FPo= ojFH
£ AL, oldF HA, " AAEHA P UojH W Fag Helth

Az E2EL vh2o] AFY FFEHAD FAEY oA FAL o2 28L& A
Ao B RFo) M2E 4P AMAgE

Sa ge fHol Aol oE FHE uet Fole AMFE HAL Y old A
zZte SAlo) ofd (F4e]) ARH HAoVE k. 5 FE FHE FAHY AZ
HEA7E AP 2 Azt Wgoly st Bde] e Ao, IHL IEHU x¥
7 YL PR she Relth W A Ao AHe] Y AR AME R
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ARl i AAed 84y

Ak old Adsle T FWol oRA 3t AlnFg o] FTEY & AT Yupy
ol A 4g EAA S v ¢ P Holgdd, e AL ¢ 9 382 ¢
T UL B HozE AAEY VANY AN WL BYsA € Aotk ) a9 ¢
4. 29 AFL2 AR T SoM o Aoz dojum e, 23U, AL FA
od #&89 3§ w21 SlE oy B8

oleld AYE ofFA Y & AE7H T (C1RE ESH WA 3R] ZE Qe Asys)
I g AR v AKQd B33 dyd Folgole o8]y wRoct) HFEHY
S Fxgoay old FA: Hddd AFHe AF3¥ R #A(automated
formal system) & AFHos wH(theorem) & 433 Ut 5L 71 Y4 NA
ol ol FAMAY, oF 7)|x & FoIF FHo GPN 2Feq 2 NGE ol
d g ASE, A4 At € ¢ A 2Wd HFEHE oA v)ae zg B
o %7t 2oy Alueln FEUY YL FyYPg) e

AFEZ 3he de Uy g FFEHe IR0 Aste 7139 ARH £4(AA=R
AFE UielM 7157 Beldoe A2E 4 A she £4)3 & £4(2 V=
7t el n2t dhe vh& 229 FEEF £4¢ T3 A4 AL #40

i) 7159 SYNTAX(7EE7 £4) 3 21d3] Ty 7|39 wgoz MYE <+
Je AL TP} o] B 12 J159 Ay ¥ FASE 890 € £ A A
A9 mdo] ofd AEHE Aol d F JertE A= AAY). wy 7z 7
BEF $4 279 %Y Q87 42E + 3tk

i) ¥4 =2 Jsid, 7|58 Alelg 9ulEF /A& 2RE Alole] FEEH B
A2 A4E £ Ackn gt B/Y HER(proof theory) o] FF& Aol Id Aok &
5 7138 AlololA Aste ouE3 #A(2 7|sE2 EEE FA e 7zER X
e 348 ¥EFde 49 #4) & 2F 4y 7|3 E0] e ol dH(derivable)
g & Jdte TEEF #A= A4 + Ao

iti) Waka, $EEL ol 4B, 7IZES T TFEEF Ao A Wzt ¥
YAFle F4E e ZIAE 2y £ Aok (2 A7 dA 2 dhe A Ve BY
& HFE A Bojtk) 23y o] Jlde AE8Yeg o 7IEEY ujEd BACME ®
38 F4 gk o] 71AV vt2 HFEHAY o AL 7|59 AAH J¥FH 7) 37 FH3=
gAo £EF A Alold FfT #AE FAHE BE v Aotk

iv) 922 B3lA 48 A3 & 7HF #§23 o8 vtz nlgg o] COMP-

# 38 ) Haugeland,J.(1981) pp.1-5. 28l3 Fodor,J.(1985) pp.90-3.
39 ) Haugeland,J.(1981}pp.5-15,
40 ) Fodor, J.(1985) pp.90-3.
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UTERY 4%oz, § @ AEM(syntax driven machine) 2 B Y¥E Ase
o] Eojrt,

ojd 2% 2o ojd Atgo] P& Wx QE vielr) W] X & Wohm dhe= 4o 4
o] A4 AHe @A Hojd & AA sHE AHojtk fe9 EolY &7 o
o yeg AL ded oAEL 439 VE(FEHERA AHY ZRAV(S 22 7
)l o5 xaislol(RWFEAY Fa oz A=) ofF oivle ANA AT (AAH F4)
£ op7|shA F Aotk (AAEAT] A AL FHde RE vE oY AFHH
Q 47 d&olct)

ARE SHe Y ALY AH Yo U ANENEY FHE BHHL2 AU
= 5 non FEEHY FAFo] WA= <lze AHY §#FL EPEHDL AT AR A
Q Fe(=ds| Aasd)d 47 +F ¥28n Achs AHE YA A&l AT

e Azt AR Yol N FAE] §The AL FRHe2 BAFL e A
¥ Hath o] Mo BHAE BE w7t s dge A A THY &
| Ead wae) g =ojo) FuolM, JALo] AAAE Y I%E AT A
4g + g Roln

&Y gete wge AXEdEe o A 4 ddy AP L 71E8 F U= A
43 §ol8 94g 4 WA IU S WY Ay AP e gty gojt €
23 goj7t ohual @AY FuALe oz @A HAUTGE Rt #4 o
a4 2082 Jlege d, AR PE FH4ol 7 7 AL F A Hed.
goz 1@ w9 71eg AHeez gld Aol Aol Etton UL T
= g9o] B8 LHY YHEL 2= SPHQ HEL £ e AV RIS AL
2 old 7149 A4 B4 AnEe dye] FUHoz dud A £ A& JAE A
F8tA A

2. BT ERge EA

AAEANE WHHY =Y Fi 22 H29 A8F P FAYE 448 + 3
ot ey ojgd EdEA A9 & dE 290 At £EE vl e 3 vt
olslel A AAHA BFolzt FEUY RENAV(AZ, F2l, ¥, A, 719, F
2, Az So] pAHE FYolAW) Iz ETET FHFHAD FuAze 3L A
A P50 obd AAH B 2

i) % 71e0] BHE &P AR FAH (B RAL 2o Akt %4

T T

o

)

w
a

g 41 ) Fodor,J.(1981b)p.11.
42 ) Haugeland, J.(1978) pp.270-7. 97| A Haugeland& 4l 7}A 73%& ANt F 7€
(mood), 71%:( skill ), 2213 o}sl (understanding ) .
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€ Folx dF7hs AF =T € €3 2t AFsF & SEE L3 1qNu
I 23] et 713l e BHR WY H=2n B#e] #EE Yaw A @
=

i) HF: o8 AU Z3ol i) A2 olsigichs R 2 Rl i) A3 A
E2F AGE AAE F dde AL gudt ae A2 9uzt FEE ¢ e 9%
& TEo] e FHolth FEAY AAe, 2y,.Foi3 Ao we) 7] 59 Ju s
A2lshe AAL Eeloh ofsfiztn ke e ' M2 Hd &) daix A R,
o ot HEd At v)se ouiEg HUstn ¥ AP Uz § Ae B
2 AFHS e FRAY AA7 R F e gEon

« W

AR e dAS ANHQA AR AL Rojo] 24 & dfAT AxE
8 7124 4Fe e AAF A WA AuA HFAYe Adges Aotk o]
A YL D] A3 PHE dolMAH B & B $E e vhLe) Fgo] s
Al AEE 7] ARRTE FA, 713 Ao HRE Wiy, opfEH ol ¢
A2HY AFE AEFo] sue FPAQ #1 HouN & 71E F UA ot
A QALHQY Aol A7 AElgto|y Ette) foirt opd AFEHHY PBA
gl gojz felo] AAF PH& 7)€ RN FAAYL FUy) HEol

olg AAEHQ AP HAFH Huto ey FHEo] Urh 2F w9 HFR= v
24,939 474 33 WA BAE Asts AHolds TP 2 WA oue
dA s Aotk

gy JAAEHQ AFL 29 Aoy vl F HE|A4H7 aed FrA2 3o
BHdite 4 oz A 229 A HEE0] 2 AP UL Y Wasd
& 33 w27t ojd Waoly §FE g Roide AL d&d] a7k W
o2 FuAe FHE £ YUthe AWL Yu|iA] et ofgd, e UAFH
P9 7LdE WY ArA FAAE FAF RAE0) Aok 71&(skill) ojy o]& (un-
derstanding) o] BHE A= WA FrA R A= BHo] e RS

QA& L 9 g 4%y AFHE B YAt $29 g9 &L
w2 AFHHQY FErAY ok ey, v #E ol ol UAHUY A
PN E dgsted 228 Ho| oMU &, od W AT, ojd HhEg 7HA%,
od UL oxstn, AYdh= A9 FHo #F Ao UoA AH}A e G AL @
A9 Ay A3 WHos FASD 2 Fold AL |2 HAF 3= Ao)7]
E A% By 7|EFHe2E 2d 50| ofH 43S HASn Ade Aot e @
#3] ol WL AR U Aol oz, 2 BLE AVIY AN olsEtn Ae A
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