EHE T Bk o) BRAY o} HibH
F ¥ &

8 x

I.F & V. @RS BRo R L BE
I. figEe) & V. B HiEe EHEE

. i@ BHRN B 2R REA W &R: 5B

V. ey Hike & HEN

I.F E

AAS l7kel FAE A sho) Ha) A o 22
v, oel = 223 A Al Sol A Aol Wy Lo 7}
2eiut Qlzrel @Al FAl2 Aol 57
Ao o wyto] HatatEol glol4l A A

$olE oW FHe) Aol £ zhel 2%
eoh Aol E MR AANES g8 A
ol ek ol oAl A &

ol Aol &2 7F A o 2] 7hA] Ao
ZAel ol B Aolm2 Qa2 o

Fohabg o ual, A0S Wlof ol
R Fe) ulol chobghg of £ aleh ol A el 4
3 FWS 24 TR 2 o] Hast gk 2 %ﬂ e nu @;Lx} Z}*Jﬂl
B AA S AT A ABY SH3 P Soloh? A o o) @w} LA s

oA AMES AN AES
7t 234 gEche AL BAwL

gal A4 eFsE AL

1) Socrates 2] 3y, Platon 2 E4#, Kant2] ‘A& =’ ud] Hegel o W&y,
Husserl o 434 wh, 22|37 o 233 ol glof 4o A3 ] So] of 7)o %3}
o},
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2 At #4 197 (A2d)

UEe) WL A2 st A AA L FE A, 25 Ale] Adz A chad
HolE Ax AL ole| gt W Ao polof] 7IQlslE vl Atz & ok, 28dx &
Shibel ERL ol 5428 nAT PYHE e Ao YA @ Yokl

£ 9 A s g d9y s Aol 2ol AWML Aristoteles o] THE, 72
z —‘H\;Hj & Renaissance o338 7o Xuldel #EAF sl 2o sArLsm glo

, HF o ol 5 A2 wjekael Zo] ohya A5o Al Aol Aokn st ANE
°l°l oAl *V‘JC’IB}.

AR FAL SeAvt dold Ay BFE Fobx EHY W AU SuMe A, &
AQgst AdH e #TAT 72 Fikkolhx st Zalold wad v o Yeh?

I. e &

A7he) AmHL A4, A4, AR, FAHE AsiNe] THE FUL £ Ahe
U AF $UE AnG FAAE $29 5HE 2A 44 ek Gake] wFLojol 9ol
Eoledd Andds FAEAAE HIN & AL BE (el ol ok dE
okolch AP #AS Bal, olu] ool QoM E EelHel AT AFY Ao YEARE
AR F glet ol 52 ob2 ShAMME A Fx, Aristoteles o b4 of ¥ 24
datol 2 YAH AAE 227 ARk 2oz AN MA TRl ‘iel b L
AAH o2 saEe) o We Ao A8 3 Ych TS, ANk, WEE, EFF
oA £ 55 ol Yubee A vpbshi A SH A2 EelTL e WS
4 o Walzbe Aok webd @EWe ofn] ‘e’ ehe ol Aubeel E& FAE
#49 AY FE Aok 2o fele £ k2’ kRt kY oletn o}%ﬂ;.ka—

& 9 gspl FHoA fw ALehe Atol ofdl 2Ol AUE A A vl W g 2
S W 4%e ol e Lalch AW FATAS Aol Aol Aol alom
£ ol BEsh A7 ket oh cuhd ooty Sk T4 dulz E4An A A Aol
B2 94 o8¢ valslE ehastAel St

2 £2oAE A Deduction) & qlojiee] 2 q1ofn #2)9) ofu) 2 g8z, 27

2) Fae] g AYL Aoy A ol 24 A 2 HEHAE AEY &, Aty
dFoletz & U 5 (analogy) o) ol A AlA & =9st e 3ol 4aH ol
A FAAHLE ofFA HEH 7t ste TAE A ESE Aolieh 22| o] pHS 2 Y
A 2ol 22 ook .
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KL Sk MRS B0 3

o o3z uel (deductive method) & ojd ] Z2] & ol Aol o]z A dlof /5111].1 A L5
Teolel= ool & 7 3l At&3 R} gich ole|gt A W2 HArh o o] v
Sapgol el Hdwol Adwmeld At W o B Faso] dFHT U Ao o
5 oukoteh web olejgl FH 2 Ao Aol o AAYL A Pk zed AHME o]
Ho| ojuAx UdS Ad Holet o FAle © o S o e =95 87
st Aol BE o7l e 2 AUA IR gk dgt, ddEy Adele 2 = A
et Aol o alA ol 24 T Pz F & oo, ook el d A whyolh Ay
A oy o g WS Alfsted HAS S ATl A 2 A AAA RS Hoid S

o o2 W

—p_:

ol

ol dtoll 41 A W3t FArdH ol ol @4 A P 2 AL 4 um, ololA Aeln w3}
Ak wh e o Abolold A doluk AAA Aol AAZ ALY 4 Ak WAS W e oA
o 22 Sele dAxadas 1L S.Mill ¢ 452 a4 AAsE Adzel 9 FHo2
e mAeks] 49 o) WY S A4 WP L XL ATt defol 2xg A
AE Mol 2k AT Aok

o
e

M. mEiEkel R HiE 2 BR

el dslold WAk el 94 pRolebs ¢ 4 QE FeAE, 53] Auhed Gsyllo-
gism)o] % astel oA dch Aebmolebn shE AL o) & Foid A
Ado F ol #E5E w4, 3 kel B4 E Ad Bedol L2 E £ DR
& 74 ehe Wal4olety stk 2o Sulsh kel GAH *olehe
Al x| 2 2L Aristoteles ol §¢] A2l £ AT T At o3 Rol ek
cejel gebed o] a4, 440y e AL FANe R oWl A BeE AU T
YudoZ HA ko] Yol WA old el it Eald Az Aol oi4
2 g ol AUl HA ol alAet 29 A T pddel HUHE e
FHchY  webd gerege] A%l Y E 2o A - R BAL A Pl
Jqald #Edcx shch 226 AA 5 A (proposition) Z2E shite) WA E AL

3) Aristoteles ; The Basic Works of Aristotie, ed. by Richard Mckeon, Random
House, 1941. p.66.

4) 1.Copi; Introduction to Logic, The Macmillan Co., 1961. p.3

5) #BU; “HEM BEN ABM EE”, TAXHE] A 213, dAdedF28td 14,1969,
pp.48-50 # 2.
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4 MFddha =74 194 (U¥4)

0% 2EEE AEN L o3 e Wobx QubAQ) FAE BN 2 dhm g F, 4w
=ge @ ALY Fol2g 2Md (S), AEY Fo122 Y (P) 3 F HAd FF
0 Solglt Y (M)o2 FAS ook sz, @ F A BFst FEoloIAE F &0l
49¢ & 9, @ F A7t L5 BHolol A E kg 2ot ohiet, @ Aolx HA T
JE AEH 2L 5 94 (34, 24, 49, B ool ddE A, @2 F
Ade] 2ol & ohed AD S 4 (figure) 7 =L TSk A& A A9 FF A, E,

1,0)ol webd AFSE & (mood) ol 9 3lod 2l d #2¢ debe 2 Solch o £54,

< Polt}
S Molt} e '¢))
- S¢ Pold
dmste =HaAe A, ol AL T AAs BF Foln AEE A ARH vl I
£z 23% 2 F5 Aok wid F AAS goid 2 ARE Holojok s A, A
A 9 A 2ol 5 el mwlol bz 4 F2A AP FEA FE Yrkx she v o A

(o]

o Qlold A =el2Ael Aekzvlol A TAPel WAGh SelE Y (DG FHE
o Aol 2 4 YAd AQE 2ol gulE Lvld B $4 A (Do) E
W@ Alol glo14 S.P.Mol 77 ol ab (term) & Q) shiz ol wet dhebniel bt
Hol A9 B2 ot ARt dAd, (1D Aol AeiA S, P Meislel 77} el
o #@E At TheH 2 (DEXHY FEHAS 4F & Aok

-

o,
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WL B4 mRsL 818 5

A9l #2HAEF (D€ 93 mholn, (DL F WA 25 Holu ALE ol ]
Aol 2ol et el AAE ol Ak o] AEE Fo)A = AA A 228 Aol
oh 2t 2 AH# 24

THE Hxe olfrof ot ol Aoldh whebd (3)9 =W Bug
T2 27 (Fallacy of undistributed middle) 2 W&tz 9lch 58] 3

(4)4 3T T Zdzilﬂ T AolaAvl Azl A FEH A Eol Ao|BZ o] k] oA H

G Ao 2A Y Bl Q5 (Fallacy of illicit minor) € ol s}x| 28kck o] 9k
ol Ak e] A4 (validity) & Mg 52 Fol} A5 Lo osl ARSE 7o)
ohet A 5o AIE AA st dA S FAol ey AL} wepy 722l =
Mol oA e SutEm 3 e Y HASol o olApNLe 2 AES g2 Ao
2 ob FE F2 2% vhdal Eobe oviv Bk S sy, dAle]  wlaSol
Aot F3te e A A ANE A Se R el Aoy R Aaks sAl7) gl
sivkstel #2lef Al eba sty 22 A Hold AL AHY B9, AEE vt 270

N

AedatA #el 5l Aolehy vbr Al gtolo]o} it AL BAste F= o Bxbal Aoyl o
wolch ol Zlel wi2 =djo] 4 ¥ dlol 92 AA L AZAlole A Z =W Ao &
shchi= ol ool o)

ol Al $-2)i= 9ol a ojx] LS F4 o0 e 6;,“41&315}&] oAl ol =
AG Ao Hazh g ® « A st ol AEE golofof 3
pothetical proposition) &= 3o} & &)o) 9lo] 4] 7FZL 71%4 el Ao
FelE ol ZhldAl i Ao a4 Fets mwolely & 4 g

Aol ZoAE eldolid & 717k P wiek * H At Folud * o] 2

[ue

2 %f}"aﬂr ‘A Zﬂ 7b FholHd
ALE 3olojof Fch” & Frha AFYE SAlo] ol Holw) el st 4astE Aolekn
gheted, -2le oful EACMA ol 5 AR Aol sl AANT? ol YA e B
Al 3t 2AL oAl 28 F 2, zea 2 T da 2% AAstey 874
ek ook ol A HAMEL = k2 HA £& AA A 5l T34 F (infinite regress)
of A% & ubell @ik wheba el7h A Al of shelndAl F “ AA7L Hojwl A EE
Fololof ghet” = oAl & 2ol & o5 F 2l Aolebw, Ad A7 AP 4 o
= Zolets Apale] FEHcCh olAL "MI of AiAlell gk 5 Abghgtel Az o] F Fapgtol 3t
o] =5l et A2 HotE deld ol AAol dg Ak A4 Rl &
Ao AN A & ubol A F e A 01]711 2R & ol SolAl ¥ ol deh o Aol
Fele oA sl lojxe] HAH e ZAL AL =9 Ao 9l Aol ohg} gl
kst Rl zhstel o abaE sHAofAl A ool F1 2 F2 ke Aol el weli

Ol

) kL&, p.49.
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6 MAFga =+ #1943 (sl#4)

Aad 229 7| EYHel A3 TAE FAskE FE PHAAZAE AHANE RET
gl che A7tk 8 ke

229, dAS AEe) WeiAq HAE shotshe dd el sl eelel W 2AT §
de ool #E 4 gl AA? o FAE v WAL Wl Hese) el
£aich oha Wk, @ 2ele] ZAE AL A7 (kg el fx, 2w Aze Tt
S jol o @A 2Ed 54 2 Hlen, = 23 Yol AZlA A FHAH LR Fo4A
A HREF e FAE B2l g dALe Hold thE Fopol HA R ATl T
sl 2 ql7bolAl Leldt F &5 o] Rad o2 Foia vk AbdelAd FEdeh 7)ol ut
2 ddd sbzzt Ad AL Aok

V. EiEH Hike EMEE

ofu] AtslE ulsl 7ol JdFel9] 7] Hol =& Aol st A

o upd Azt 7h3 YE2A AAPASE vt 2 sted 2 ATAT AgsiA BT A
o}, o] 22uh A4 Qlzke] deisbA Az hgdl 2 st e e a bisch
Adch 28z oeld BaS Wol Flstt el YlA 2 £ 29 71297t A=
Ao geiA] (A E. I, O9A| Do 22 A aolol s wald A 2 JA st zejol A3
slojof stet, 2k A& vizbAle AR o Zaf vio] oF S Aol oln] {4} e (2
A=) o) Ast4ol WAk oA s, il REH o N5 oot oul
2 Ay £ genz 183 AEES RFIHY BAZ 2 2R ¥ woll = A A A )
HS s, 2o ol slE Fol wekd Al Be AR nAH Folok ST d 7]l
oA e oulst A ALY ol s gl FAAA =] AR Wolyreh 2
23 Aok o ApEs ojo ¥ SR A F Bl et gA (1FA o= A) o 2leiA 2
oF (B)9 AEE Jebd F A& whilel Aok B SE wA e A7t A A ez A
A% 4 Qok? 28 $eE olais A solvtna AS Aol Alell 71 & & AH&3t
& el7t A ofskx A Ao 24 Nok B FHE o A getA 2l T8
A Ao Ay & YA @9 7] L2 (symbolic logic) EE 4-g] 3= 2] (mathe-
matical logic) 2} 44l WA & sl ¥ ¥ 9+

7) E#®®3C p.56.
Q) MW ; [RES BE, Ag:olsodd Z45, 1979, p.101.
9) LiK#, p.97
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RELN RS RS wm 7

sl e A1y FAES A E, 1,02 282 249, dAd, ZH49L S,
P.Mo2 71238t ot obd WAl S 7] S8be At A S alolo] Al & el = A o]
T 7128 st AA £ o122 Rflch olol tdhe] @A L Al (rermdo] YA E  Apze
712A Q] 842 Bol APl S AT oay ® ByalSe e A Hoz ?M@ T
YA ASL F4 wed ol Ad ool A x| A& gusty] 93 7 e B A
olet & oleh 2o v Sel & orlo) 4] 4 me) stat 7] S ke sk HAlo] o 3 *WPEJ
© 7HA A E AT F A 222 o dE Sk s M el &) WA ¥
HE Berh s, = o dgeldt s Sk stel WAk dtt o2 4Ye Ua
e M 22 BECE FY § ddn FHGE £F 82459 Aslolch g2} of
T T e oAl ge AT B7okn 2 ultte] ZYE P Ao TENo
Z vlotel 712 el ohe YA meldte] AFEE ¥E AAY At A Aol g
7hels 7 el oo Al gk 253 AiH ANE @S o, s Yl E ¥
Aol el ek Fapgh 2w A S aboll ojA9 FHA S o *“2 T At

Nezele 4 7155 Ao 2 YAy Y4 Be 245 A48 4 g
A A F Aoy A4 F 71558 YoM E A o] A Ak YA =gl
dold REHAZ 244 F Ut G E ol Ao ojojrt g & gt G
2 71z eelel gdeldx A 8818 F e WA S gl A S=29 ololst 4 gt ufaja
71 Zzel gofl gl % A1 5std FA S Aol ol o)L oj W 2oL F Fasix 2
Stz A9 TS S A B4 2ol = el S E8E HAS wloz
T A AEL = S 198t HA HE Aolng 272 thA o Alelelg] o
A2 A Folopat dadclol el bzl o $8 F | W Lolch, T2 A gole] o 7]
T3 Aol (A" RES vAHcrt A S Saksl P A S A Aol s Aol
A st g s 474 Aok 2o dAct A AFE B Yol By
ol @&7] epddolct ol g, 7153k “A.B” ¥4l o]y ‘A zEdm BY ‘B
2 AT 22 AAgs Feh Aol A9 ‘A zel%e] B9k B a3l fo
AT A AFBASL s AEE A G2 RS DALY by s SeA s A 7HA
AFRAZ TANHA G dAulelAnt A2 & ohs Ad e AU

S, - Y 7)ol Yol ddH P& ALSE FSelE Aol E F
TYASEGET 71 Sl Yol A =2 & AR WA E HAY + dE A - ZAs) 2

als r"l

10) ZYele -, v, ~, D= ¥ 5oh0ch
11) Willard V.0.Quine 3 2.2 ol & A 9I% & £89| 7| iz shaSo] 7 S=elg Y4 =2
o A B wAd P vy Yo,
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8 HMFAdka =24 M 19 A (U-#4)

A 24 dehdohe Aol Hadch

V. B BHRM BR 3 BRE

2e s ool Ago] dolA s st kAR A g o) A A Aristoteles o =2fel
53 A 49l [Organonjoll A4 HZ2E vehts 98¢ £ F ek o AAolde Adeld
27tA e oo]Z A EQe Ao oldlgm gl A Rk zeu ok & A &l
2 Apsel ol 5 Aol YoM E 2 FE5S ALel HEYS W AR FAHHR A
Hol AL BeAE @) A At A3 A9 A s Teteh 28
242l F. Baconoll 9lal4 2 5847 ool 27 AFAgo2ZA A=
b o2 Sadich Ak Aol A4S ] ARG ol FEE WL WA
ol oo it A F& Aldste $kx, 58] ol ol Zaj Fetst 7l =gl stol Aol
A g o2 Zeo] TLeW A 2 A A mel ok A v Eolety dhe
Sz 2oio FHEE AL HAG® 2 A% AdHtrdd s ial’dﬂ

CFe FE A9yl 1-gom 712 =g M o 4] ﬂwu iav %°J
T2 §84o] BHAHL ARG oM of Yo Aol AFHE AFE Holx YoM

old St Ay ol 24 A% 2 FAF A ud gel YolA ofnl w2l A9
she] A smeolalold FAxhHe) EAE £t d%E @tk F, Baconol ¥, AR
Qubd Aol A S5 A4S 282 AdEe ST NN AMdelA HHA e F
23] Wbz s 9 el QoA el F1EAQ HolHol AH=®  FE, oldl HolAe
o) ubAsl el o] QAo Bl 2 Aol FAAHL 2z £k ¥ L ol ol 0] ¥R
upol 7ol 29 2 £ol Al ez AAFol Fojet ol olu] Edsle] U7l A

12) Aristoteles ; op.cit, pp.3-217 & &. ol ¥¥ol we|staute] A3t Aol  Hog)
o 3 o] Exxrwrde] @&l Induction ol j7|H 32| (enumerative induct-
ion), % ztoll |3} HH, analogy, deduction 59 EW& 9v|2 A&5 2 glch

13y &l9e] A+, 2 H, Reichenbach b R.Carnap 3 2:& Aheh5el a4l A
A wye] oA d7s EAsEdgE ¢ U

14) Ado] gojds AupHoe YA kefshe wad] wed}’olztn FEedl st A
Wo| EeHe &ne Bshe AdEede guid e 53 A%YYE’ ol
et

15) AhoE ; [—MHRER ], A& EXpt, 1981, p.3
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FEL Seshitol MRS w09

ol e A 2L A Aol ofm A 2E A4S Tall F2 R Zol Ak
ofell whal B}td Adirel s 2 AEol AT Lol AU A2 =) =}
(dubd o 2 3ol qlolote o] 28 FAL A ZE F v AT AL oloipe
al
DA e AEel AL £ e dP 4ol HES ] k™ F. Bacon ol & Aol Ay
AL vk ol zlolet olelqt FAlo| et =rlo] D, Hume ol vl 34 Zsl & ¥ o)

Hume of 23kl , #dd Folo] Bbd4 @ Eeld o =3¢ ¢ g Batopel A s
219 $ 44 (a posteriori)Ql 2% ¥}sjciy b}, *é_aé ,ol of ®3t FHAH) =5& 5t
rbi StEftE 272 o] =5 wolobd 12l & AA| sk sichE Aotk = oA
ZIoREE ofx ohefz)A] r2 AU S ol Z3ol glolA o EstE Al YA kg
Hozx APHess Pustd 4 grke Zolth o9k 7to] Hume & A XYL o]efo] 3
AN L AST 7 YUE Holekn AAste AdEa g dFe [FH)o2 5t o
A gt A Felol U3t Hume o) 394 e o gtetd J. S Mill & r=de] Y4 |
(uniformity of natured & g2l Z34 HAZ AAste] Ao HF & =rax §
©.® F. Baconol & A4 & A Al slste] =2) ote] 3 Lok2 2l Yobn she 29 s
A o] Q172 ofu] 77} ?

Jo S.Mill ol oystel, Atk Ml Fele F7ha gl ulgA ol o] ok st
dubstgl Al A elA S Al ARE EEE AL 22t £ Qe F ol
of. divstd AE2 olv] HAolA stAse Qg Watehet b Foht 2 A E Fog
T %
7

P gloo webd AL RG] W Tolekt otk 2 m ® b o
e7h eSS WA RHn dn S4YAE HANE AL Adel 3 Aol
Aol Al o2l Ale ) Adol st A Hol Fabsl ks Aol o, ohAl
A7 ARA ANE A7l A 2P AE LF SEYA NN EFA 5 o)
Aoled, YA ol efdt H4Y AL FFAA QAN L, & AgH Felo] A
: 24 Mill o 49o old % 7FAZ ol 2lolAl 1o

Al 2Ad Fa4d Bad g 294 oA dReL EEo|h®

3 Ol Ol
- 0
-9
ol
-

i o

~ Jdn e
i
X
s
o,
o~
R
o
rir
N
ol
o
I

16) &% pp.5-¢ =,

17) $00  “ BR#AE Bkl 23 #%E, [HTE] A 61, 4SHK, 1976, p. 6.

18) @@ [H5 HBo) Wkl Ag: ALHEHY, 1975, pp.20-27,

19) John. S, Mill ; A System of Logic, Selections reprinted in Ronald ] ager, ed.,
Essays tn Logic, p.51. Hsled, J, S, Millo] glof 4 o] | AHL T ofofalo] w
HolBg 4o Aol glold F237 4 &g sk Aoty W Folc},
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10 A3 gta =2 A 19 3 ()

73 J. M]ll°1| AdAA o Es = A e Ay A2 Fassgel A s
At zol9 il A HAAE AALS FFHE i'c'?} Ayl A &M &
g zd :1314.-?'1 ael e Redo) MRS AR Ad4d 4AE A
oA B W, o]l S dAE 4T o FAQ A AT @]%%

M. M, M; = Polc}

M,M, M & Seoltt
S, BEE S& Polry,

[+]

—

fr fdo 22
@y A

)

2o Aoid ggt=w] 43749 Yoz S Adaele Yubd F4el ol =
o told] 2d B Folo] 9% (Fallacy of illicit minor) & W& Zo] glovt, o<t
M,, My, My 7} S A4l & b g AL Z o2 o AH H¢3e (complete enumer~
ative induction) @ 7 $-oll & o 2.2 & 97t obA|ut, 237 2 ALo| = F 29z
Uﬂﬂ"—‘} #A}22] (incomplete enumerative induction) < ALo = Aol MAA Hrdol
2 4wl Yz, wabd zefd Aol vHA YHe g FAHI HalMe £ FE ITAE
QR 4 uto) Aok AW, A AR Adre (A AE) Eolul FmdE AL
Copa) 29 A 02A HRE WAL BAY F U Aol ohd whelel F A o4 AA
Adae) (Bobd FAdE) E AN Al & SAd] AAsA Bt My, M, My7b S
S o B8 ghAso] Aol dhell o F ol gleut, e o 7lolA dFe vl ofe]
QA" 4 gloka ol el 3t WhE SelolA HEL A B}FE S ¥ 5 AAREA?
wrebd 29obd 7ol olul dx e EFE AR RE ofF REE AMAAE AR
£ ol 7oz Qub AskE 4 Q7] HalAdE el uodol Y& & YUtk ol Hl*E
Hesty] Aot AA2A J. S, Mill & rAgde] AL A4S AL TUAT A
ol M= Eadt A4S Yo 5 E o SUAAE AAE i Aoz st 4 F
A 2k ol d elel uh, ol Zlo] T Mill A4l ol 4 Axd BhH el AR A
Wolebz sh Aolch zeldkd 2 Aol AR ZA Alele) MY S W9 Hume

502 =xa Sabgont ofal z7b ol AAAL AdHel Aoz WA} HelAdE A
Sciaol g vl B Tud F AQUch? ol o Bisted H. Reichembach& #Ad=elef <
AL eda 29 gty 93 43¢ Ak

-

f“i

20) A ; [EBFE I, 4% @XRL 1972, pp.242-243 F 2. J.S, Mill o} 24 2
48t el 4ol st cAA AU S AATHE AL A4 AYo iAo T
Aol 2l 4e AMG Holztn & 4 YOBZ ol Hel loj4 oln] wke) At Helch
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H. Reichenbach &= 42 & At}s)s)y] Al A 2 A2 I (E)Z B8] LE ol ule
ABEH A2 ohdebn A B2 A o] BYL AZIE AL 7 At o) mwo]
st AR, 2 s FA6 A%t B 45 slohe doldh o] wraw, A 2ol
HAS ATk AL A w10k (inductive leap) & AF3tsly] 913t 283 242 52
A Fazzdel 9 F elehe ovjolch weby o] Tao) gt 22| HobHe Az elst
TRl Aol e HA BE S AT 5 e Y AR AU A2y
A RS F 2w Adelztoled Ao YL AAYF § glE ol & Aplul

L
Aetd 2 AddelE Ags 9 £ 9 Aolatn A7+t 28 sk] H. Reichen
HdF2 5 25 rsdiol 233 202 B Hume 9o Fabof of slod 23] 7
AT TR SIS HES HAt AR, 2E “Ayrele TAe goz G
< A st ojd Al 7 Fests KEHLO AL WA o Aok ® 3 A 7+t
THE FEol E3 A RAZ Aolt), oldA ¥, FdEelE FFEAT 89
stl A7g 4 9 Bakehdel, AYA H4el uish o el d 2A9 BAE HE4
(Probaitity) o] g o] oju] 5 B0 gs dludd 4 9= 7p54 o] A AlgEll agE g
T 7h e Mg G of WA FA sl wmhebA e g &, £, AASel g3
% 01[;}.
Fol £ 3 HEHQl Carnaps) “sikel o aial, ® 2718 el B4 (logi-
cal probaitity) 3} &A% &4 (statistical probability) o 2 g5 £33 A= H
@3 &84 (inductive probability)olg}mx dlid], 27L& ol Mdol AR 9
A4 A% 57 W2l A Reh Camap A4 A Feloh A ARE A axab] Ao
o rade] ALdGss ‘Aol o2 FAHA Fx 2 HAlo] AL ‘HFEAH o8 o
AAYozM AdHel B e ST Aos FHAGD olofd 2k oWy Ay
A Aer ¢AHS EAA - =efHoletn F At H—Molaly st BFAY A4 34
of ofre} FA Aol B2 Ay HFo] WY+ Aoleby Wch wteb4 Carnap-2 Mill o
TAAE 2ol Addel TAE FEY S AA e = Fory Millol Ay =
2 HReE sleld F AT AT Mk A 28 FEM e 24 908 o
A9 Ay Al A phasA 2 2 eldghe A4 Adel ddws o
EHL FAL AAZYEY +29 Aol F2H o2 YO o daid A o Xl

[o
k3
A
AW

21) H, Reichenbach ; Experience and Prediction, the University of Chicago Press,
1938, p.342.

22) R, Carnap; Logical Foundation of Probability, the University of Chicago
Press, 1950, pp.33-34.

23) H. Reichenbach ; op cit.,p.348.
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gadoz e o och AdEe) Al Aol eele T 2ol HEAIHD
e s Re ARAL Ak olwA ¥ u, $F4 AL A Pyl
A2 Adchz s

22)7h ol AbAlol hsted WA o2 HA AL A T FAl & XA

7 A9l N Ddsl FEALS ol YedRA AA Mokt ke Ag vl 2.8
2 o] Fao w2u, A3 5T Ao Yojd g2 2R e
Azslojok dote AL LAY T Aok

ot 2N AR E TGS vlHeilA Ay g B2 Bacon ] FAA A3t
& Hume 9| 3197t QA HAActe A, 22z ol dsted J. S, Mill o] zel9| A4 e
2 2 ZANAL Asstd ot 2 ALY AR ZA el el ool F HAfo] ol 2
A7 BEAEE et A2 A R JUoke 35S wEch wHA o] ok 7
o oele] AF AL Eoted v 2 AdE AN FoA el & A Ae2 Fysio] A
85 % 9 Ak, & 2R L olu] ol A M upeh Pol =eld Fme AT 0 &

-
qol Eeioz awsE Aluh, Aol dAEe ookl Mill & F2 %A dHe
o SA4e Aold dated, AdUANE e 22 £5oH £Ho R YL F
Lt Aoletm Goh W 2 EE Adhe) Axtid e el gl AgA  Felel

W o Z2olx AEEd, Feled, FEolE 5ol $5UL 7 Ak 2 el AL
Adzal 2 245 QB E Aadze R AP sete) wal S o ol of AA g
o84 2 Hopujriel AR YnE A 2t Qe AT T, A A L e
FAo] ) Z5ofokd goke Bl Aol 3449 + Aok

284 o 28 Aol Wa 24 Y F#E Fel, olv] Humeol 243 vpeh 22 7
ool a8 Qe ZAE st Az K popper dote] $-3H ARE FEH
ol £ o] 9] Z]EAQ WL v, ® @ FHehatEol A dbstel ol A2 A
o untASY AYH Z2AZ o WA FYT Akt E EAS, @ AEFAE A
2 g4de] 4Eolgo MM At ® S8 E oivisk A4 A ANd 5 A
e Aot 4, Adel s IAHE vE YFol ok A6l et 39 A

24) ol2|§ AdEeddtase AFol oA vehd 4AE AdEABERT) =2 T o
WE’ e FHsta FadA Lk deikA dAds AaY § Y' AL dolErh
25) Fg; WS SEHL HER”, [ER] A 207, FFHH, 1975, p.59 ez,
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HEs Hole Aol dA|zhell ol & F A= A Adzelol H A gFHAlA et
B 2 e Yo

olde] =A & goshd, Awwle ZAE raiele AU Il Y 2z ol g B
o] ohd f—‘%%" o2 olgfigte 2y ofgA dMAte 2 ZAHE Fot o] & AR e
Zol Hn 3 TAste dd =daEe 5 A & F Uk o A4 o
Ay 32%% E’Ju_ St AdA A S AdFee 242 BAE AL 9oldtg, 2@
Yol e w3t A 2 A AdA Felo] 27 "okn shrldohe 23 S8 28
gt Aol AN ube] Axtiel F & ol Uk st AAHEA A& A At
T Aol obd7t? o, Addale 42 TAE ofdel Axe AYA?

FHE Al AEA A el dojd Aol E FoAA A £ A =g Adse A
& &8 B 4 Aok zEl 3z ofa Aol gk -2l ol A EL A ol B-Fo] gl 7
stk z & 4 ok Sl EE, “Hd ofHolx Al 7t FEol A F Aol k" ga e ol
ARl i3t A = A i) AlE Aol A 5" A FA Aldeletn &4 Q)
ot Zhdo] A Aol gle] A Holdt wishub gl &, ol WAE Y 5 Uk 2t St
A& slolut FetEaiel AxE zFolets ndE 4 ok, ot FAE HAA A
Aol & 4 glupar she Atdel meida ddol whdsl spste] P qhefel A ol A FE
EA % glol °i°ﬂ*ﬂa’ T AT A AP S 7hAZ A ol obd 7t ? A Fetz e B
dolel7t S5l goiAdsd e s “Wed ofelx Tl A A7t F Holth” 2 dte
FA 7 JH3 FHeletr & 7 ASHT? olHY oA fele AQAY ofd AME A6
Aohe ohE ol gt FAoz WAL F Y€ A& A Y= AE Aol
T A 73 A Sl oA E debEA of HEA FA R ZAE AA
tebz 278 °'D} olg] 3t &Fof tsted L el Ueld o] AHo] F-2JolA ol YA E
S obA] grrvkeby e = Aok 2w, A7tz 234 A Ak AA olR Y
AAMAA Y 2efoirl & TAE FAY7? ol Mol a4 J. S, Mill & £93] raR
o Btk 1S GAS A ok 2z e A=A APA JEolEoR
o & Aol ¥edstelet Azisleh 2w, AT oL FH=FY &5 (circulus in
demonstrando) & W&t Zo] opd 7k ?  utebx] AGF2le] HAAE Gy A A
rAg solebx st Aol st 4AFA7 2FHE™ 5 o FAl A A7 APE 531
A FedE @ 5 A HAAdevtetn ke LA AL A A s|of ofat &,
22t o] FA A = A AdlA A FD & Ae AAY Aol obd Futelz} = A

k)

ok

26) Bertrand Russell ; The Problem of Philosophy, Oxford University Press, 1959,
p.67.
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AN AL A9 + Y& Aoz s 49 defut Yok w2 7l A $2l e
gaelel ZAL tol4 278 4 gk gAlol $LA,

V. B ke EHEE

ofu] Sl AL AACl et AW, BEFY AYL EHE2G H3A d FRokl ol
B 52 s dASE AL £ AAR vl 9, 53 Add 4L AT s 3
o4 AL5E o AHL rAds ALY IS 2 TRAAZ 42 Yok AE ohged ol F
ok AAAE G4 o) H—E FA o] HEol $elE oo] AN AYH ALE v

o284 obx ¢ FL ol AAEL S F UE TE Adet 23¥dH, o7
A e A MYA sol Ad® Aol AT A de]l H &rtSdvtetn &
= 2 E A" Aok 1EFstol )t Abs| et iy Zof Qloj A A FAA E £ Aol

ulZ ol H ol

A3l stetol AEH WS £9 34 F43 A, Comte o4 Azts] 45T o] 22 20
A7) ol SAE wdA AFTFAZ ARGz, ol & oAl AFA - $AA A o
22 7t QA ste] Fol olZe chakdt ol E o2 Y-sis] w R ol vl %A AbAlelth
ole] gt AFF 9 of ol wham, Ql7k3t Ars| @A oA Fol o2z Abs F el A,
ol7l AL AeiFstol At shab 7k 2 o 4% wck A #A, AlE, YT T 9
ook st , olgA 4 A5G AL chAl Ago] Al A HFL & glojok ek Holeh
a2 B e 4w del Fad Ad v, odx, §71, 5ol dsty ol F
oA & Qlzks} ASl A Aol At ezt e o Mg F AT ks, Asd
AL A7MP S 2 45 AL R ol FofAE Ao 2A FH dAdde TEHe2 GEA
Aol o] 7] wj Folch, A3 }ste] ebE by o 2 Aol AZEA Qo] A A vlE o
7lel gict. olzldt A& FEs7] el e = o shute] HHE AT 7 3
Z A3 P AL A7 Ao 2 st Abs ek A8 E T4 e I A A, TR &
A5 ool 2 FHAH SUFE Fol o} vhehbe A P9 HAEE 4yt
o] 8 st Zlo] o] oF qheh= 3 *46‘1-1 Wol 2ol webd ol & g 2 AZFA eaa
oo A4S e 2 FAEFol Yol AFA TR 345 ARG A A
#3sty] & aFeh 249, ol 5yl TEHA AAE A3l FHeo] A AelF]
AN AF7He FAA HAdtel Agsl oA bk Aol o

27) RKMAL; [RH8s B, 480 Exit, 1983, p.99 2. =i} oln] el ¢l AHal 7
AAAEE 517] ol ol o] Fejad ol vt lBA ool AFol Yol AL FAR ol Y
o 4o MBI AL FAS) ol ek shek,
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22} Al ol olo] Qlol4 Akl zsto] 7hx FRlol Ark ohw hABT e Fahar
1o & 987 ? oA7lol4 oAl Felt #2) BAol gl Absl A &4l N3t ABa
1%, A, el 2AE Aol ohish, el A A £AE A A4
Y23 A, A A2 2 AAY 5 ofok FobE FUH o] £2 Faste Ad B
Fok B&olel @ AN E Hegel o W5 U3 42 vl Zoje] Aps|vighol 250 thepu)
Y 024 A2l TS Al AT 2 A FH 4, BA, S dol A AR Ful 5ol
FE ok obuet b Bdst 0SS Absshekel o Fol EEA Aok ghrh Holth e
B2 o] el ued, mw 22}5 Fg Slefo] QoA E A FY Aol At BL 7
Ak A FBY S glE Aolehm skl

Absl s stel shebadol 2 Wb EAol A FEl AL Aeizheke) Wl o] oA el 7habs]

o BE @4L vhel, de, o2ma g A BYF A WS goldrin ¥ 4+ 9

rlr oe X >\4

o
-

o el 2eld A9 Aot 2o WE S AHE AR 2R A m5 Aol
ZolF FE 2Eel ol 2A7A Aolq 4HE AFEH, HHEH, FULH ol
£ o) o el A% 77t AGH 2 98S B F Ao, 2t Rae ke
24 72 424, mi sulol Qlzkzh Abs @ 4] Aol R ALY 2 2 @

AL 4= doll A" Aol
'T“?’] 9 of] 41 m‘?k?l Ablstate] g Eoll A = Fote] g e A4e el
Tt AR, AfdAelzn st AL Ad A AgE de], A
9lr 1A A Aol ohete A, A7l 4FA,
T Atdeleh ol F ratdel A4 Jol By £ e el Ao
A e St cl AL o 3 ‘
A et o g gFsly] gl & ¢
7Fodt Aol F3A A WFF 2 (Behaviorism) o] QA& ®atE Zol o @z] wwio] ¢
o cdzlel A vhE A ol Ad AR o) A &4el Yol A Al vt Sedet

A "h'
422
rir

ol
o
N
2
&

2
il
rir

o
i)
L
E
.
Jon

ok o 3;5.261 o]

28) G.H,Von Wright ; Explanation and Understanding, Cornell University Press,
1971, p.83. A A £ o 7]l A Asld 4= AAA 4L G el Yol FAZ WYY og 3
B S QiskebE 2Aol dg AT WEH ANE PHEY AYE YA ¢ BAER
Aoy 0 o ol Ee FABE AT Ao o) Yokz AHGh ek Wojol
olze) oI5 A EEH A7 AT Yol FEuA,
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VI &5 - B

cae (AL S A A Ak S P g Bk sk HAH AHE
A% A A QS GalAE Azl el g7k Hatol adoiA ol F W E
o) Bxj7p BAMe 2 Wrol 3 FopEA AFsy] ARG AL Wl o 22} vEL T
Sch ol AL ol 2wl shetel Wle A o2 thFol HwaAl sk e ate) v 2A<L ©
otk ® o] QAo B, Fojal EAZ Ay HalA ofdd Be R 2 FA A
aspufol Wah o2 BetA EAEL HZE Zuidd Az & Ak webd EEA
ol 258 Z o] AstA sFetr]l AMAE By 2o FAS 29kd T84S W Aol A
e, 2ol BEold oig Wee £4e P E AN S FAZ AL Aol ehvet, #
S9eS Ead o o) Fokll Yol At e A2l e A gleid dutHe=
272 wioss Agsn Aoy, A TAE AL Aok olF A%
o ol2m TASH Ax Al HEUYE T2 g4 xel s T A dte TR
of ARE W & 5ot g3 2ok

(1) dedd 2ele] AEAQ Ao Asbegolatn shledl, of #&& WA ol ot
A2 AAY AL, WA 240l APl FaR Helekd, AEE FAHLE Foloof
Shope mdolch o, weokmk HlE AAM? 222 of B HAS A FAAA WA
£ shebatt Saol 7kl A BAH T FoiA Q& AU ? ol cldrdAA ) U2
A ZAd AP FAE £ ool waAckdAE Hol 4 2 7Y F gt

(2) dd5dE 2ohx) ARYAS vigo 2 sof 2 F g0l AYY A2 E H st B
B 4 glont AAlel Aol ol AE A A dech 3,

@ of 2 299L QA7) ol 7hx ALnAAE el 2 shbol F3k ek A,

@ ket 9el 2 A S e QAN VESS R B Aok Ao
A A el EA obld o sk A,

® wueia (19st OAsh) o A%, 2 ol (@) o AEF dehd + A& Pl 3l
o 4,

29) C. G, Hempel; Philosophy of Natural Science, N.]J.. Prentice Hall,Inc.,Englewood
Cliffs, N.J.: 1966, pp.49-54 # 2. YA O 2 olejdt q #o| W &4 E 2AXC s
27 AA§ dA2ZAE Hempel o] 2145w 3w, of Yol A% von Wrighte} 3tel <
ST HEA Wy &g A 4k ek
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2] 37 7]

2 ok 7h-2 o] o4
(3) A 3ele] HEL HA Lol Eslo] = AHedl F3td 2ol 2R Aol gAY
2¢ A4S g F4 3ok, zeu AdFele] AEL AAE Sofl ddd HEF AT
Al FE v 5ot ey E4 L X gixnt, AA ZF FAA s A 2] ARNY & U
AP 4ol HES] Qrix e ol Adedde] FHHE Raslch o Aol sl J. S,
Mill & rzlede] 44 | & Ak ArAe FAAAY] d4 5 Ae Kdgdod, ol

ot £5kx] 23 Ao Avh=e IHEAEL oMl #Eol B2 d Xsta gl FAleleh
23 d7le & FH & A3 dedh s, FEHolaty ste AYA ALE AW
Felo] ZAZ A7dcE AL A (AL #g AA A S 2T5] W Folch, o g4
A 7t AFL Sotd At 25 & 7 AL AYA? o FAAAT A4 HY
o] dal A FEolm =2t AUl HE g E e A Aolch

(4) F2 Add AL dlste w2 85 & AFH, Ay ol s Aps s
dx 2g H&d A& AA7? 2¥A @b ki, <l ﬂﬂ P 2 43 E
o2 olFo|AE A3 H Aol Ao A FeH AAH Aol ol H2 S AT
T e A$7 U7l s Foloh whebd Aty w2 B9l F Aol 7h5d AL d Aol ut
2 Aol 4 outel gk

2w, 2489 AAE FAAE dolAdet 8-8-F skl AT o\ el 7t
A AAG ALA? FE, O.M*ﬂolv} Atd, 25 727 oju Fulo 24 FE51HA
orch uksld, 25 AHAlel A gHAl & o 0] B £ 8G §5te] EelHAr WFole o7
4 el Fdne # fyez ?4—}5]% ol #2 5o 9y & Sy gte) QoM Es)
vel o 2 AAF § glE 7hs Aol Al Fdd, fujFle Yol A 8d 5 U+
e HopE olm AYA? 22z Ao Ydold F5E A EFog2H FFH  FAHAH
A4S E G HY FUde AYn? A ol FAES A4S T E FuoAd
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Summary
The Limitation in System and Method of Deduction and Induction
Lee Man-sung

We try to find a method for knowledge on certain things. Our study is related to the
problem of this methodology for information about objects. The main problem of this paper is
that we confirm the theoretical limitation and available boundary in deduction and induction as
a fundamental method for the purpose of learning. The main results of this study are as follows:
1. A syllogism which is represented as a general model in formal logic is constituted by two

assumptions, that is, if premise is true, then true conclusion should be deducted. On this
point, we car also ask the reason why this proposition is true. This process of infinite
regress will be continued. Therefore, we can see that the theorems of deduction is finally
based on a mutual association.

2. In case of using the deductive method, first of all, we have some difficult problems of
meaning in reducing ordinary language into logical proposition. Second, there is no way to
confirm the degree of quantity of an Iand O proposition.Third, in the case of using symbolic
logic, there is no way to show the relation of Before and After in tense.

3. There are many systems of induction which are used as methods of studying for empirical
science or philosophy. But the main point of this paper is related to confirming induction
which is based on the uniformity of nature by John Stuart Mill. In order to study this matter,
the basic concept of logical probability is partially added to this paper. However, this
concept of probability is alsobased on practical experience in ordinary life. Therefore, so far
as what experience is cannot be solved, the discussion about logical validity of induction will
be seriously continued.

4. My information from current philosophers is that they have divided induction into two parts,
namely, inductive inference and the inductive method. This clarification is quite useful to
solve several problems in constructing this paper. As we follow this clarification, we try to
confirm the boundary of the inductive method in another field, through examining the
principle of uniformity. However, we finally confirm that in explaining human action or
social phenomenon, this principle could be applied in a restricted sense only.
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