B2 oz A BT & JA=7h?

1

1 BfE REGKESC) By TEEHS REE 2= Meta-ethicsst B Hhoz MEHS o
kS RBREEL HEDEM mES ok Bftel sk E REAY ENR (ethical
absolutism)e] oi & MIEE-L EHIT HHow HES O HEMEB] Bo o WEHE FE
3= MEFEMEEH (noncognitive theory of ethics)o] ‘repiA  BHERS & HEAAYL
el 57)el ol =R},

2# A B Meta-ethicst HA, & WA FR ok skebs AR Tl HE
WAool A4 2208 RN ool Bmez WY 4 d= AAstY BEE MESE A
+ 2 BE2 43 A0 oA BaE BRES.] AR E BT4Y BRES ARRAES)
shie] Bozd K 4 eslete MEold. #iipEmEe] KEEL Mo RY 4
Az HAT AL A% ¥EH A == 789 HEM Rl FES AU AozAd
RESL 2S¢ HEEE ¥ M EEY FEC Joe e 2 RiRE st WMBsT 3]
o Folch. 22} @My e #go] d Y st MBS BHY @R ¥4 de
Biftel olzad e oe T dokshrt P ey KRS MEE %7 A, 2 K
Bl MES Baez AT + ik e Miad B MEYY BaA ges A9

Bift meta-ethicss] BB ¥R A SES T+ ABAEWNA To= FEAA IR &8
3 ehbA 2 Bge s EEY & v #HHES AAsl s MR BB MESY Bl
%e & Ax Kol @ e

2. RfEfREEC] By Kirel REHS wel s ERAEY RBE HEMNo= WY 5 g
ook dc}, a2 [{EE] BozA WuT & J=u MEE EEMES RBE WY
F & FHikel A= = KRS MBIV E s, 2 x EREAEY RS Wele i
%o MEE f%—?-?l Al A= A EEARS BRI BERS MBS ook &k, 1Bz fi
o] By WIS velAw Eokael Skl 244 &€ 5 At
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2 ¥ ¥ 3

284 Bt meta-ethicse] #Amy MES AMS HEA T (moral terms)e] WikE WA
oz HHeE A TES £H2 43 UAvh. B Meta-ethicso] 4| HEse] By wThek:
£ FHESs A% v$He Emotivismo] o}, EmotivistS 2 ¥4#Ay 55 (moral statements)-
WRAW S REH HEEC] FIRSY] o Tol HMAIMC RIBE KB Koz ¥Y 4 @
Bz B, Emotivisme Moz Ryd & At AL 21 HEY R\BE &Rl ketol
REMez vBYE Y& HH @& (analytical proposition)o] £4] == 1 H&HY REBE B
ol 93l BEY F = HAHE (synthetical proposition)z}ol 229] Hifko] & 4 g+
Bokol= @& (meaningful proposition)zli= Zlojc}h, 2 d] EMMNE-S MME LAY BH
o %Bel Tashnz 2 file MISE MEMoz B + - SHREE s, WM
o2 BEY + Y& HAMEE obd 7Bl ME%KY 4% (meaningless proposition)o]w -
Hmz el Mol L Fohs ERoIth P o2 3 EmotivistSe] LR EMN MEMNES
Moz Fole MEMREES) By Rz e FESE oo,

28Rz kM%) FEe BRE Emotivime] MERARETRAES WK HEEES] &
fy Rizel TREYS WE A s Utk MES) M|y Kive] TMEKS NH s ke BRE
Eshe s YolA F2 R B Perryst J. Deweyz i B Mng wotch e B#e R
e Fx) MEY DR FELL B S |

3. Mmms] Mozde THTES NI REIATERY TR RPN ARY 4
glolok Got, fMERSo] My WfEKES WEE B BY HEN BHozAd: REREE
#o MER Emotivismst AHAY THBRS RERFT ¥ & Ut 1Y L FHAE
Emotivisme Rfye = @] Lo uxe) WHEHS FEt BEN SHBRY RERS
e ‘BHY B oz RuL HENAT 1} REB) By TS Adoz B
BetA =vhe MolA Emotivismst: 1 #K e 2estz Qo 2du o T wiBe RE
Bo] By RS FEIHE BN REZAEEROIT. 19nz AES] BozAY Ky
TS Eusteds AREd RAST A9 O AETRAFERS 43 Rl o5t pEs
o]l BY Rz e HESFEAHT @ 1% REE I DEIF? = M HAMo s B
o @ 2T #AW TRY MR U E RER FE Rl pESc] Moz R
VAHES THSES o |

I

FH REL REIRETERY AEI EEE wl=is o A

1) A.J. Ayer,Language, Truth and Logiz, p. 1082 New York’ 1945 & %%, (A&, pp. 224~225 BH,
W ik, 1971
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fhEER 2 o2 A ﬁcn& 4 9s? 3
Emotivismo] @& Zo 24 KT T s WK BHL o439 AAY el
s g4,

1, Ry S¥(moral terms) = JEHEAY R S it (nonfactual logical terms) = o} g,
FWH S8 (factual terms) & o} 7] « Fol EFAY TS WL NilMES R BN BT
] RIBE ﬁiﬁ‘v] Eol o3t REMNoR uFEE TE fdov = RBN FX o3t
BEY 75 A+t 78 REBEL Bozd Ry + dve Aolg.?

2. EFEAES BKES Ik Aol ok 32 Aoy 4 v FE B F9 ¥
Y R&flfe] Mol £33 B (utterance)ol 2 A FEA ‘FHES @R FE vt Ao
amE EEN RES KBS Mo BY + gy 43 RESS Bozd RuY &
o= Aeolg, A 9 X o Y& vdmd. G99 EEg 5P v S BN BR
< FlEie] BRE A5 YAN BEhbkezm E o 27 A Aol obd BEES Bif
(emotion) o] EBlolw E& Ao s F AT KiFE ZES U= HEM BEY
KW o A3t Aol

Carnapell oJ3ta ‘B Foloh. gt AEE 4R 2ildE SRy XBolHA, 1 SHY
BRol Al BRS 231 YA Bkbkor By 2 XRFL ‘BES FAUH. = 4ol
o A RS SR T v e EHE JdeEldi s ‘85 (utterance)o] E33 Aoz A
Filol olvztx mgkch,

B 8- SR Eo% (descriptive meaning) = A¥ ¢l LAYk (emotive meaning)
W AdE v S 84y WREHES FEste Emotivisme] O Riclnz oXE
493 37 Astd 2 R BEFY ERE HE U TFES S,

Carnapol] ¢]3}9 :

“4rgd & FMY SW(value statement)L Alato g st F 259 HEE Helv] 4AdE
¥Y Rz REA A4l A8 2] W FRE SR FE Zold, et #
BY +£x RBY = g& A"

=3 A ] Ayerx Carnaps} wtil7}A o] EiRE saglo:

“dl7b gkl FFoA Y 2 B¢ A AL ARefetn PEgw, 2 #E 24 Yy 2

2) A.]. Ayer, op. cit., p.105 2§
3) R, Carnap, philosophy and logical syntax pp. 24~ 25, Kogan Paul,1935 W_ K. Frankena, Ethics,
p. 105 2 Prentice-Hall, Inc,, 1973
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4 £ ¥ 4
e AP L A B3 v o4 K A Fuvh 2 [Tl BRelvkz REdesHy
Wi 2 R0 B3] 2FE of g wiob fdoh ot v o 58] A% e EEY R
o BHe RUYT Melrh, 2AL obA Wt ol gel AFH Faxz Yy 2 £ %2 A
A Aoy JBg, "0 o - :

3. REESEEHRC T/} ANY uHRY BHAS MEANE —E Aol 7= v *
E2WHE 1 REW HEHC 2r] 4% 1 RBE WY S denz [KEKE Jo=4
Ry g & foke Aolth ol XKL ¥ § emotivisto] 7] = 3| vt Cal'MP°]‘+ Ayers};
2 w#e ReAsE C.L. Stevensonsl 1 f&Hy A#el=l. R AIHANRS HareZ W%
3 KiSgel BEae NN Eigo] oF. v

C.L. SrevensnnO]»]- Hare & Ayery} Carnap?] _:Ei,’E\-_- i 8 k0] EEQEO] E]-_n. B%er. iH
ey B9e AN SUREy ok (descriptive meaning) = g3 BN %57k (emotive meaning) =k
& 3 Yohe Bl KM Stevensono] 1} Hareoj o Emyy FHe  AURA Eske
s FoRE ob-gel ZHa U] o Foll Sl EEE ¥ A JAAW 1 KA Bk
fisEay Tkeke] WRER7Y LAY sote e REM BET cez RN BRE e 1
Bl s Boke RURE fEweE T glokx i?\l‘t}' ®» gz HEANET 22 ﬁﬂ%°i a2
Iﬁifﬁa uy ‘3171 o Foll RR#S & o2 A 9 RiLe AifEdhE Aol

Dbl A —B 3 R0 RIS BN RIe HESHE MEBATERS KON Rl

ERg REASEERS A7 KEMSHA A F FEEN SES BB TR
2 EHY F dvhs THRE AR At 1 FEN KAZA KEAAE A EEN R
fEas) E®/F ARt R wAwS T o A3 RS Sl

ksl EER SOl T EHRE G TRES st 8 FRF REHAA AL
G.E. moores} BAREHS] MER LT HRERY RSB (Naturalistic fallacy)s]. il
Qe ol ¥ MM MEMSS EHRE AU ol REREBIRS VX AEN T
SR 27 oz} LDewey %, RERM#EER (Cognitive theory of ethics)9] 7ol =
0L BEAAE AES st A7 AFolch. Bak opel EMAKY MM ERel A} B
fhFR&e] Bay Rz AIREME REE WrtEets RV =8t

4) A.). Ayer, Language, truth and Logic, p.108
L&BE, HHEE, p.226
W.K. Frankena, Ethics, pp.96~105 B&

5) C.L. Stevension, Ethics and Language, p.76 2/, New Heaven, 1944
R.M. Hare, The Language of Morals, pp.15~20 2/, Oxford, 1952
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fﬁﬂ&: @.°i*] Rurd 4+ 21-:-7]" s

Dk

BN {Ef@i&%° ERE 33} T %M— ?5#159 &= & R.pricev] " Hf( ﬂ:%#—G
E. mooreo| o}, =8 =2 M S BMAST £EY & Aot XK %L Ropricest G
E moores MRy ftxz 4% HRKES sAd. 2 WHE REEEERT AEN THER
9 —#B9 HAREES JAT 252 G E mooresq X AESE wigolnz o] £ At
o ERS R AL BEY @EKST EXY T Ao B BT AH2s 4
24,

1. R.Price: iy MiEMae) T&#7F AafEsiche ERS R4, HEN NERSS
Bpet 3 (Simple) gAY (Ultimate)dl MEaolehs o ok Bk 3o ©ER M|
AEE Hastead dojA= AH K& (rightness)2® 3ol 2t Blast =HA7tA 2 BM
oL FImAY ﬁ‘%’ﬂ ng FRE E®T AU Aold. Hu#lad s o9 REEA I
< £ EFHE UL 5 ¢loh, R Pricer 23 & MR E¥ME w7 fste] Bk @
g% KET ﬁ%ﬁ‘] FEiEgE ol o § ot TEZ Tt RS ARF/RM (tautology) 9
Aol Bigst @A

FT £ DHERESLS S RS FAT ARE & AR ZEHS HE
el Gt e Fol Rz FHRE & TR %% dvlex AR T 4 Ao R
Prices] of3ta Yol HBEL F744 Foz @AY & dde ok AAL 4% R
7 S&olehs FAE AT Jr s Ego B ole, B ‘HEE FUEE
skt eS80 EFel g Koz ¥ 4 gld A9 AE@ECl A Bkl A%
Kow AN Aolatd B¥shd TAAY Bk F 29 EHhEA AL Aol FE}
o, ivgsd GAE TRe FE 'fo%°]‘:’r e #8789 E&HRe FASH S %
e e Fol B Aold, ez FAR TRE F& R de &F A #A
& FBs FAT Aot =& “$& ARE & ABA s B2 ¥E 57 9
o, olAY HMAY MEESS) EHEE 2K tautologyzt: RBE L3t 3V Aol EH
7} Rajggstd & Foloh.? oA a ERkE ‘ARe Aol e A% L AN JMEKT E
#olol Bl EHAT T 4 ook, Ao ERE BWS 2R Eole fol MRS A ¥
2 BHE FE L RE] oz oE Bmatd TR EAE i T Al A% ER
ghok et,

R.Prices} 813 W EMK SHS FHEBL =& RN FRABCZ ﬂ%ﬁiﬁ%
4 Qe AL W £ ERosA FEY FE EAS FEE T REN KXol d%

6) R. Price,A Review of principal questions in Morals, p,41,0xford, 1948 (&%, fRES: p.116

ol A F5|f) A Revieal
7) ibid., p.16 (&%, MEE p.117)
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6 £ 1
gas] o= G.E Mooreo] Ei#A¥# 2 (Naturalistic fallacy)4 € H EoE MeAE
x L e 253 ¢ sl |

2. R Prices) MBS HPAKE B fikny %7} G.E Mooreol o}, L& ¥kl mmf
Hod MiEE THHAE RE 5 HEH HERK2S FIMa o= BTt MBMo 2 BEYL
4 e BALHM RERC SRS REA BN HATRAY KB (Naturalistic fallacy)
B BEToEA BRRESY BAY TRE & Aoz kWAL ok o

HATERN BET ARG ERN FRLH REW KR 98 MEMAE o 4

£ HAERY RERY FES BETE Mool

Moore: faERSie] MWL MMV MM #¥(Good)s) Mae Mms ¥alt dolshm ust
th.® Mooret: %& HMEMAS) SiMon 43 ¥ HMAST AT & Jd=ud MES F=
o295k, Moores] 12l #ERE WE—M) Mee EHRT & Jrrbats HRoIAE 3.
2E gkl % Folo| b7’ (what is good ?)stE B¢ HEREl YoM, $4 o] FLY &
BRot ROl e WA Sojztch o] F&& “old Wpo] 57" (what things are
good? )&t B3k EHSCF ot B) %& Fx 3lE AolA %F 71 (good things, the
good)& E& o] oyt Folrh. Tl EHSIE W deslA BEA 9 ¢ ddeu
AEY EHE ERY A A%T KEMZ MRIL dE BHol FAAsE RIS EH
shob el BpEEl 3 ol FoAe Whkehew @AH AR oA T Fi Aol ok
TR oA EEE 2 MESE BHECl Aol odHd AL AL Holwt WY Aol
o BAK AAE 1 MRIEHZ HBE 5 s Ao AR RIES Bk FTHl W
S Aolth, Zelw #HE ol g Eokel TH/F WAEF AAs? moore: AW Wekel 7
& ERE AT 2o ks e w0l Y WA AT vtz MMBS
(Simple idea)o] 7] o Fol E#sl RNijlEslthE Aotk » adnz ‘%e oYA FEHS ook
& A7 P EE ol ot moore: ‘1Re FHY 4 9oh.' T TRAY. R HE
EEIEE K 2E AT RO Aol B WRFRAA U AolH, HiM HAE
#Ay WE' S 1Y Aoldn o},

CHRERN RB= H(good)’ s} ‘%F A (the good) e EHIE}Z %G 2ol 3t TH
2 %o EHZ BHY A Vs BB, HF EF AL o9 FE7} 7. moores
‘%o Bty ARG 2oh. 29cha EHS 'S Hol% HAFS A 4Y Efk(Subst-
antive)o]® o2§ LAY ‘HF A’ 1 HH(quality)el %3t F—3F AL ohnh, -
WA HE AolE W kel thE AW @AY £ Aok AAH ER R elA FA

8) G.E. Moore, principia Ethica, p.37 2, Cambridge press, 1956
9) ibid,, p.103
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fAEg HozA Rz < slwst?r 7

2R AL AL FE Yo oY Bl AREL £3 o] OE BHE TEUA 27]
Bl AAZ #E BRI A, 2 4255 A B %5} o] g8 W F—#3td B4
EREEL BE ROl =E HS KRFCIT. S 2L THE YA o N R X
T Rl ERE 2 EE A EFHE L 5 YIE EY TH'E U oAL
=3 A HMBEY A+E A4 A% 20N, S0 23 agdE oy —
TR RO EmHol +E9 w& MANCE B 21U 2E ‘wd Qo] desE o XiEm
Bt $27 ARsts 238 ohinh, 23e nel HsE old AAA 1 Hol 4
7b e ol Rz Bkt AL oMo, adnz XiEHF =3¢ A—EAAE g8 =}
A ‘e RiEEeIt S EXE = At .

G.E.Moores] Ay RBY MO £ AL Hold BRI 2 Lt e HE—&
RE 25 P T2 o1gd AAT dE AL 23 FF KR 2= # 1P A—B
o] ‘R Folt =& Fefok¥old. B 499 E#vl 2 REN RBE KK
= Aol wdiAd ‘Fe AR, ‘e A, ‘L Aol ¥, ‘F&lolds FESE
S'oletn FMS oA NR) MR HHL BRGE ARK KEE B4 Y B =
%ol TEHEZL WAl WFTESL = 4483 ulo] Y Est S 2 Ay HEE R
B 2o, A AREREEL ‘FL0olo: MY EHE ‘FL AFRE W) Ba, 4
43 sto] glE AE B HE oz FHE AohE sold, AL v SR=SAK
< Fgolehs HHS $folehs HHS o1gy 23 Jenz ‘e SMolth F FTHE
3t A go] E@BeE Aol

G.E Moores]. HfAE#iy MBS Mae MERBERS w2t HEN SHERY K
9 2WK XFHE BB . G.E Moored] HALHY MBo) HEL A AL
< adog.’§ ‘9lAL AB,C, e 9 #EE 1A adeld. sl ARtsgE 2R L o
H7AA VG IRl 2| MEPMC] bz FAMSY TR AUMNH b SR B
ket AFMAY BoRs REMoZ MW 7ol gt BRo| o,

v

Ao RBAA BN REARESS BRE RG] KT RS B Rasts 2R
A% wgtd. EEY WERSY E#t BEERY S Bhc EEY MEKSS ¥RXSe
EHEY T A HEASC BB FRABT 2L Hkoz REY 4 ol LT HwEH
W& Hfoz 3= MEEY BY RIS RIS E &R ol2x, KNz FRES BT

10) ibid., pp.13~14 B
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g ¥ &y
s mEW & ook EENES TEO R 1 AME BRMeE UEY T enz
pEmE By RS TS E el ol 2] A Relth 1 ne MK RARES e
o KRG BRE EEY T »Mh AL e KR FRE KRR REE A3
Mgol 7| =8},

CEMR EEmSe A kM AL $% (g00d), F&(right), #okst(ought)olrt, o] F
el A = AbF AR mae ‘Feolth, ‘F&' % ‘o A 2 %°1°l,.‘¥-%—?94'
WSS WA Bt EHE & A &9,

o)A, MY MEMAS ‘B4’ THT Wi st A EA JEE A Bt\ZtP
LobE 4 nEs s FffRbdE MHmes HirsE FobA s, A MEERER
o EEREERS Qo FAE ol AN fRES B ok BR %9 theobdE dd
A Ak Bariel EERS Zod, 2R oW ek skl WA BRel kiFse A
ol REolTh olEd FrbA Wi hed SUARERY FMERT REN REHe AW
& Tl MENERS RN LB HMK ML Platond v %o Aristotelesst
gow nax Bftel glolAlE G.E.Moores F4o= & HMWEE (intuitionists)o] 31w
]S M= AW EHEY cFebdss mESE BRG] FE Aol ok o
2o QAT BET Y AHe BT Aoldz ¥ 4 vk a2 F& &Ry
ol b A glo] METon HRA MEY HERERET BEdGezA AR ERY
oo, olHE HRE F& AE U2 AR glon, &% AE 2F AE dE AH

EiEs EEA heste] WA W E5 s slolde ¥Ke. =E MEMNA RELR.
ST PENES —fy AReD ®EAW ‘x= MEE A A7k Ao o] HE R
ge wA w1 &l Mol T MK BEsel A AT BRAY F s A M
HE AT QT E AL %k 2 A AAA FEE AT Qo E A EREE
Aot ol% o] MfEetE ME Fol: MUEES st old T WK Ba539 A
L Ao, aznz MEE FESE EEAY AUHY WEE AL Ao EMERE K
e BWe AMY SoRut B A BRI MEA B EBA #HEte) BRI ARRSH
B & ol

e EEel ot 4BIs ARl M wHT 9% AW: MEs AmS A%
ojm 3 Bkl Qe wElE s BEelA ol FolAor vk, & MiE LB "HE7H
o KB B@ste MKl RusE Aol wadnz MY ERE 19T ERAR]
sl s BB B st BEstE AAE BETl e 2 o] dFHR

11) R.B. perry & J. Dewey: Mf: ¥+ FB=] BARAIA Rizdte Holetz ke,
R.B. perry, General Theory of Value, p.11§ 2, Harvard Univ, press, 1954

J. Dewey: &%#, REE: pp.204~205 2
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 EEgE Mosd RuY 4 ety 9

A2,

—fez BESS MRS RET EKo G B Neste) WA wxHE 3l
Ba nE el MBI HES KEH) MAA it KL uE #e ERE
®ola, B B MR=A ME RzUthe ne 2He EMERCI. ol AW A4
2 BESS WKLY EEM BRS BEd Afldx nx gled, mfke WEMA S
H# BRESA @t Aolzhe A/l @i

MRS R AAEe FUAS) ARCl @b 2RO AT MEdE B AFH et
Ao LES WOFE REMY JiEe) Mo Bt o o] 48 REM WIS R
2o MY RuERS RESES shloh v M MEY RES BE HR EEkl
A BRI, BES KM ARt D 1o® WEE AMY ABE odd fidelE
HEH FHR & od Aye 2T s FEeA S¥stz ¥ 4 s 29w =g
Aristoteless} <l7e] B5& HigmAy ARe T WS A ¥k fkikstoi = HEIST
¥4 Qo Moz SaE Ehe AR RAH S KZold FEd, anz AW
W) EFe BES KZAA v U By FEE BEY ok Ao E EE A
Mg, 2HG FEE s o BEE mAY, odE FRE £ 4 AN Baw
Hgol fgol & BT ol BT Ee LAY £ 8¢ mAtE LEMY WRE KAN 29
AEH AL, 28 EEK JEE e BES AA RESC. BEE HEN HERES]
SERE B0 T AR HIES) RS AL soRSHE WES BBl BRI Me o)
o HEM AEERE TAA L 4 9 SUNAT. HAK %K MES WL, §
Je $est Betw vt Aol dHAA $o, vhada FEE H, Tl MOIE Aol
A8 A & 22chn FEE o AolA AH BEA gt AdE MO KBS »
HeE SBsY & 4+ Uk 2RAL BEY AACl 9t NS WEEN Fkel Esteict
£ A #wkY, ‘

BES AHE AR ERE Ol BAES BUK SZ9 TR A kot Bke) Kk
& Bk HEAA 9t A A AEMZS MIeE T o gokelth 23 Hoke) TR o
@ mAlol Mol nh. FEE Aokel TR e fh, AhS BIME HMUTH EESH BN
& RABES A2 don, G EKel KRS S AE %= pES A Heol
9, 2=z e ks B L7& LAMeE MU, BEY BAY EEES KR
7 FRIAE 4 iy o] ThEohd FEMMY HWREAY HiHel .

2z LB AN EEEES By RES BES Bfeld € 4 A% oA, &

12) MIE—AS REBES EE #A LRBE LS FEEAA ¥ e2 BMAA7 v
KRl A WY B REAA HFch



0 &= ¥ 3

Fo Bibeh R ¥ Fmny MRS gt ‘Bocletx F=s12 . 9714 @mES ek
% A& R.B.Perryd] flLY #M&d+= dads Ao, w .

LS BES #oRel o &l =rol7] & Fo BL 2 Bk LEA TR Y et
A ROt 25 BEMN fEE 2ASA Feoh. EEN B & A oL A Y
BMER OER Fdl E3bsio),

HEHEEL P22 S F ol TREC Fo right), ojd & AREc FL7HE &
BT FE AT HEds O BAEE (o9 HE MES Moo o BN BaY
o .

HER MfEE Folol tdted O 7HA oF st o9 & Lol o Bl AR
+ A Rizste Aolch =2 AR ®ES Rizol & o2 HRfEAY HFES §iRS
A FE T A

AW BREREEL %R TR $BE F22, 28F LEN FRdEs Esm |
fas BAT vdelA]l ‘&L gfold. =& ‘Be okl S%9 THE WAd. 234
o] & EEEL HRH (desired)o] 2= %3} KRV F (desirable) A §— BRAY Ao
24 B @i At BRF Aold. ulz aMe o7 G.E. moorest HALRM BB
(Naturalistic fallacy) & 5o =24 AN Ao},

WA MES vhEAE ool FoldstE Hi¥sls HAYA R 3 Ao, agds w
FA T oS EESt Hael ML Folant? .

HRA/EEL FoE Joksht, o34 TRk} Y st o Bi: AL BE= 4
ot 2nE EEN @i BAvl A3 ki 2 TR S MR = Ao 45 4
te] BEsL LR E HASA G& T Ao, uEAd MO B Wak) MrES @
o}, .

A9 EERN EES 5 BROY TRER oz &ulE 4EE EmsE o Yo
H ool upEA st od ¥ TR0l S 1 EIME FllisA ¢& + gidh. 2=E EHER
WiE= U3 kel WRER TRE FTolA o9 d Aol uixdAdd AU/E HEkEmt = A
ol & = fich. ol ftfel MBS ABIERC st KRirdts ol ohFohd H
fEay il 2 m 2 WER @G otk BES Moo o3 KD RN S48
ot N E ge 2% Hiliv 52 BE T B XRs: Aoletz v, Ml A

13) R.B. derry+ f&'#, 4KK, BRF v 37471 ¢ oA MLl £Rn YAt EEe MRS
Kokt FolA Bool etz ®R =z AU,

14) J.Dewey = #XoRe} FRFH s o) My BEE MERT S H3d LEH Aolelx v ,MED A%
AR S B A dofA FAEelP etz Yo}
J.Lewey, The Quest for certainty, p246,London (Unwin Brothers press), 1930 (&% %, A%
&, p.207) ;
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RESE Bos s RYE & Aesb? 1N

32 e Aolzte RAR/F EHach, v 22§ EiRe JhEd M= #AY T AA
oh, EME JifEdl = @AY 5 fed, WA a3 R BRK MESH FERn MEE
BRAY Ao aA My EEY HES ke BBY Ao '

LRy gxe) wRe EXte WMo Kol FoAtE AHvosA U mAd A A
olt}, iEme AHE mrh & A kel vk AR &2 REE Wl A Mod
st ol g3 & 4 glvt. Heideggers ‘iR A#E’ (in—der—Welt—sein)<l #f7e (Dasein) & 4
He HERWLE BTt —Kiye = Sorgex BrHci ngkdh ARE FTush |EY
ol A=A MEE Solnz MMl alA veg 2wHA (Sorgen) 4o} Zteh, ©A wed
ML %ol A Aol 7t B (sorge) Foll Al M Mol o & Bl.Lo] Besorges, RS A
%o tf3h W00l Firsorges| ot AMI4%i5& Besargeo] £ Fiirsorgeo] £4 FERMLZ R
Tabw —Kkpyo = Sorgez BT oA Y 4ol AE Mo wEelsd, 2%
BMools Ue At 28 A F uidAd A3 294 F3 2ol e A& BRAY FN|
o, $8E FFUs no G EES R4 o, 2= EEe WO Dol ®EN
+ A 24 BAeZd. 2y Bﬁlu-»] miZEute 2 MMRTY FTHKEES L 5 A EHES
BLS ko] MBY 2 & psfidton 4rd, LY ke M HEMelHd Moy
W EBEe Fffol o,

Perry: o] BiS #oke fiZolats ®aS 7HA = oy Fa Yok, Perryd] fkaid, & |
Adl SlelA = gkl soke WmEsty, WAL MA, mtesh BAn BKRS ERel A=
Bkt W FoRE ZA Yol ML nokth, 2 EE 1k FAAE HREE BREFL HR
2 FORE el MR Afkol 2 F—A7) ol EMe] Edel et Zolth ' HEL WL %
23} 1A Ay WM Biem 4x zolehd LY HR A oHT BR.Lol o
e BOAZE wE® F Qolok #th 287 ANA = Ay Al LRI AAHA
FE F fle Aol

fel = ol AR R EEE 19 RS eshE A 2.

FRE He EEES 4 EoE R, BN fEE 1) BodA xS i) Ro 2 E
e DER TR 24 BEMezE REMACH i) B Rl A ﬁlﬁ-‘«l Fol
g8t Rt F& 7 AU

olAl, 3= WA EiLe EHRE RAT BMgolo.

—gjo) AEffie EB FB MRl A ol molA =z $19 wHke EES FREstel WAy

EEESS FHS Ao oldst 2o AEE BT F U

15) R.B. Perry® “The conceptlon of moral Goodness”, Philosophical Review, XVI p. 153 828 (&
T, RIS, pp.195~196)
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S He BEYVL WO Koo

A HWE HEM Bol 0T BHT EHEAL T Aok Abeinl wH %o By
% OS BEolsd od @ Mool BEYUT WOAE b BHFT 9 9] 4 Eol
oh. oA b M RME mAsE @:7} %597 A Folt, o

R Ee ohes) WAL UK RS Heln debd EEe BEE AadtE 1Y TRE
RS Lol

RS OO MEEEH MRS IO Atk BRE ME.R St Ac iy MM
e B0 AR WA BRI Eudor Bk, 1o Y BMOA WEY RES HE
s el 0 RASHE WA WL Ol B £ slth A EmTLE
Lol BASH BRY MO WOt @3 #RE + o

A% Ml A ¥ A BRI WERE U Hel Ehol HAAE ANTEN REE £
stz giAt WaEe Bl FF 215 TRE EXT Aol T 4 g

el Bl W A1) il BRSO MM %E K edeld MMM He BT
wHe OS] BEoloh o TR A HEK Be BASKY WRT ML BEold
S AMEE vhAEE + Aok

2 mE HE Eel Y AT TRE WA B BASKS ARL WOY HEo
oo B ® 4 Sl whebA EEAY 5 LULS MR RIERSS S8 (right)) 8 okd
(ought) = jify %) ool fiBstol 2 EHE WEMoZ KWT + Aot |

%8 W Ak AN B Folr 1 B 4 R & ol i HEE %
Ry Rmol7) A Bol WHH WIk2A9 o8 WS BT AR ‘o ABE &9
B EBe ‘ol 99t dok Boh Bk WG Bkt @AY E Add. adnz g
275 Aok £ AY L Fold 3 BRE Wb L B4 uc WEM B TR 3

AR, PRz G EHE T Aok Y wHAL & ¢ At

VA, &4el EHE WAW FEE WAN HE HEAT S Folth AR Kol A
RIS N FERAY EHel B3 FES URS ENHE BUo=A KT RMES o
A =5 st

G.E.Moore ¥ %3 MMRH S0} L5 REMEERES 10 2 1% FHERR] Wois
BKEE B2, 470 LDeweyhAl T My WAL NGl 9% B4 FEE KT

16) R, Price, G.E. Moore, W.D, Ross, R.B. Perry, B, Russell §¢& RA L R okzk 917
T A FF L AT A WaEFEetn wh
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sohn woteh 29 Bk wEs m@on KRS TEOEZ REN BRE KRAAFE
#R E®n ¢ 5 Yo, Pk ol MM B T EWAY WRZA gHsw
97 AFol HRLHM HBE B 4 Yo = EEY ERE A4 JE EHlnz
REBITEHRS Bkl £HGT debd HRRESY By FES RRAY ¢ At

+hE ERE REM BERE WRAD &t el o9, thA Taw REM T
(logical definition)e}o} SHc}, E: BMAS) MEE #1914 # 3= Rold. Aristoteless] o)
e AR TS ME + REW ST o, 28 ERe gfdid s Wae kW
243 MEe FE KB = REM ERTor vk FXY BEMN BY THRE oS
ERY WEY Ekel #AIE Aol

HHE HS BASKY ARNL WO BEoldse wEE BASK HAY o ge
M 1 MES AFes PO olH s BIEAE £ay Uo. BASKS WA Lol
B AL WD —Me BkeE R0l e MO LA BASKS HRY RO He B
RetE 2 770 RS MRS BUESUT #AW Aol Bk ohdef ol gEE NEY MR
E A g7 4Ed o389 R &K UEY EEHS 2Edn € ¢ QA

\J

AR REc RESR] Bo2A RuY & grts FAA uRE ARss v Ut

Emotivist& & HR&KN S RT&S BN BHY &Y WA 2+ #2 39T A—F
e FRA e Aoz #4 =t J3o] 18 X0 AY FWA FHEL FPAFE v
$171 A el detd 2 BISE 7HY 4 gl BT (utterance)ol E343e Fohg BBk AN
(judgment)o] ohjeh= Fdol d T KEE REt= = Ao

of A gl AT KL FiFelA olv] vl A HEEAY ¥ THIL ol TR oA
ARz @md doletx & ¢ JAd. 1y rE KEA & EEMES KBRS BSol oi
2 FEKT Alolsts %k R EEHS o WA st ®EY FRA: £
#7t Qe Emotivismo] ol § o2 £%£E9] RBE #HAMCZ R o] 1AEF stz
HE AWML g HelA mMEvez B EF 3o

L]. Deweyel ootw E#FIMi< &4, AR L MY TR (emotive meaning)qtg 7}
2 At et 2§ HERN BRot FeBE BRA B%hRE BT Jdonz SN B
BRE &S HHHS 21 de Ao2A Al —mEoldz & ¢ Ao Aol ?

J.Dewey:= @y 2 &4 & £, FAE 270 KEM KB FAUAME LA

17) J. Dewey, Theory of Valuation, p.11 2%, chicago, 1939
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4 = & 3 L
A Wamsts —e BUMEA BEEM RS Hdn Jod, 2oz 2 AEE M &
ol %3 FiEets Aeld

#s 7 o4 odlolst FAL AV o= AL vy ¥Fedgd 1 542 A
Azt eotE EEKS ¢Yole, =¥ Frb 44 UE E4FA geod fRESE RES A%
# QotE Ao, 1ER —M@Y 42 LE HFY HEE Eade A=A pAan &
Be WE Adold.w 28 4% Ay RETAAE 2 REAS BEY FRE ¢85
FAo kKR BES BAstT Qoh. A kol shrotet.’ s &de MHdE BN
o] $7 3ty FEL ¢HAFH FA Aol A BERE ol el EEE Aolzste W
5¢ G243 Aod. 1¥nR 4945 HFA HHE do= AFds —M Alolds
Rolgt. 1

919 J. Deweyd] gkt —MAUA B £ HA apol Aliclzste & F Ude vRke
EAE FFSh EEN BRE A 93 22 945 Aol ¥ F b= Z@eEA
t At st ool v A7/ e Aol ‘MR AACKET. e EEN
TS sl TR N =4 & KBiste FEEN RS G2 =28 B &4d B
thel = otz W golch, 7AY oW & ool FAE At & AL BT ¢¥FEL A, 2
e TR LLe FAL A s FHERE AR EFte HEERN Bk FEFMKYS =
RS Aold. 2 Rkl JtRolels ASE RS mBLEe A olets on] FolA H
e B3 A% F R S = A HEMK Bk KM SURAY &40l EN
B e FEel 3 SR rfol okzt B BAE MEsts ¥Bg @4l

2822 ] Dewey?l i< Emotivismg& Rt HWIA S RESHA T o FE 40
U AR #@3dE £ T dds AE #3ds WA 2 BF ddsdd.

o
o
Ho

2. th&oll C.L.Stevensono] HM@E Axnd 21t BEEMES B Bk Sl ok
#E A= AZE A= & 2 BE (utterance)o] ¥3}3tct= A J Ayeri} R.Carnapd] I
iRol %A vt 473}, Stevenson HEAEFM] AGRAY FWokol AL L K=
Ko, ko] EEAEC B5F Bk ANl okete Aeldh. o33 HEME &
skt FHFIBC] 22 A ¥ f5RERY Fok(emotive meaning)s} Qo m 2 HEHE L o
5 ® ‘ERl= ®% (meaningful propositionzl= ol ot, HMEME = FEFMC) A 2
A= BURAY ok (descriptive meaning)s} 1& ¥ olve} ob-g2 A Fok(emotive mean-
ing)& 7FA 2 Yok Aol 2 FtEeletx Ryt

18) ibid., p.11 B

19) J.D2wey, “The Logic of judzments of practice”, The journal of philosophy XII p, 505, 1915,
(&F%, WER, p.211 BR)
20) Stevenson, Ethics and Language, p.42 2, New Heaven, 1944
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=3 Ayer} Carnape] FiRE B NEM AWEA NHA FHERY R M Hared &
A & 4 s, -

2+ Ayert} Carnapel 4y BE WA HEM 59 %Sﬁ% At 78 WA il
HEE vl B Bl & 38ttt ERe d 3t Harex 21859 e #h33l
B oF & FrhA HkE BAST Aok Aolch, Al FFoiA  ‘FdE st olae A’
(telling someone to do something)3} ‘r+z 34 F FAL FEF W= A’ (getting
someone to do somthing)$ EFIEHA X3 RBJE Ltz Aok, 4o BT WA EHEN T
B2 KK FrolA FR& stetx olz: o = Aola, FESF ‘31'.5% g A= Aol ofd
g Ao, add H4H BEE 1 K%k Fol dolA FAE el A&z ‘HWAY
B8’ (indicative statements)s} o} & w}r} gl o= Aot} ’

Hare:= 4% 599 20 #'H7Q) 2 o3t ol Bakstz glch

“@4(Commands)x.....-§ Pi(statemets)} wlabshxl 2, By {78E7F 2 ¥4 pEax
$ol 2 KK %A Aolel, B8 ohabsbx 2 REY #AN )] XS E Aol

L3 s} gho] Stevensono|i} Haresl MMZIMfe ‘WA Bk e 2E Aol ohjat
AR EKE 2T ok AL ¥eld & Emotivisme] iR A M MEKY 2B
ol Ae RUME wBoAE 2 Bl dovt WEA FUI KK Eok(emotive
meaning)§ M3} =y glo]A] = Emotivismz} n}its}R]o] mz fﬁ@""ﬂ Y BRoret Rt
* REATE wRe 29T

Hare: ozt chzxwt 53] Stevensong MMy o) MM E%KE MMeted QoA
S BRI AASA F= MpE EBE BMES RS EANT ¥ L EEN Wk
AR MG BOk MT AR %P0 =2~ BiS] RIS 3 fENo) thad

£ me AE? Aol
CEMSIE AMelT ¢ & Yithel WA MR I Deweysk C.L. Stevenson, 223
Haree|] & FAA#AY 28\t Emotiviems| k& MBabrlol s EASGY Aol

BHS HEAM AY LBE A ol = BHRS o FAA HENM REBE mm_'

2 WY § st REE ST wEelA A3 wald Acle |

1\

A#o] 4= Emotivisme] A= RS AR REE] Loz Kol WELE vl

4‘721) R, M, Hare, The Language of Morals, pp.15 ~14, Oxford, ]552, (&R, RS, p.278)
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s o

Emotivism& AN 1Mot ol FRMAE 2 REW HHol thes] 4 F
o EEAW RBE BB YRY § glod 1dEz RESS Bomi RUY F ¢
g Aot vtz 228 FEe Harer} Stevensonk. wtgshAoltt,

dE R O|Ze FhE MBS FKAMO S ATl 1 MM RBE EBMLS W
BY 4 9T doid HEREHS NG, 23 RS AACk BTt BMMBE ]
Zo Frpole HROMES 2 HRoE 1 MBE 9y £ goe Aot oA waw

‘Neroi 2oste] A#cH et #llis Nerox Fiolch ehe Sl + 4 ARl

‘Nero: FE#’'olzh S Nerot ‘monte] G’z Pl =Hasbx el Koz 1 R
BE %Y ¢ A=k o Ao,

4217} A4 BESC & AL SUbAY BEME HE ERAGIE BRNAS ol
& mold.

BURHY EMAW S EMBRS WRE FOASHE Ao A FpMols 1% AL HAS
o LEESY HEoldn ¥ & Yok HAIE E4E AN Jacd S HEMNS AR
EMAMY 75 BN MY 7 ol = 2 Bk RER #io] thac, 99 AE
b Rk EEN ez RS Wl ANTL Ymci s Hok: AALe BEY
WK B B R AATE WAL FEY NEol Hx Johe EEK FRE AL
= Aok, 2dY ARRe dmoh e S RN EEMeS S o Sl =
2o BkRE ARTE Bolokdtth el EolW, 2 MEGS MBS EMT MM BkE
¥t JE Aol , "

RERSETRS BAN e TR Bk AES FRS KLSE Bl RER Y B
9 RE wEsE Aol ohiz HMMESY By K mEss Add. adnz REK
EE®So] Lot HESMLS EA WA WS TUSHE HRML  EKY EEMWIT. R
BRELRET S BN EEANS RN REM- HHC dar] o Lo EEMAN
WMoz MEY & 2lod Fad 2 ABE ¥Y & s Rolwh Y AERAF
EHES TRES BB & Jown REM BES) KME KEY & Aok A FAd #
HAY EES) RES TUT WM B TRE TUT T lolok Ao, 2=z HEm %
EHS RES ARE 45E dold, G2 REBY B KLY RKE £A%E BRO
o oA gEEE EEMEY RBE BY F dE 4e 2Aso] g%, 2 R e
A ENREAA g %9 THE ©wIY Aol

WA Ed AMA %o ERE HEN B RASK AR HOY KNI
£ Aclgleh, ool Ekol (kiksH RE EMAMS Bt MANAN, ZE HEMES
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MBS Bozd Ry & ¢ A&s? 17

¥K%W°i BEE & A,

ME B Y& EAENLD Hoh s BEMNS YE BRASHY AN WMoY N8
ol Az Y’ ehe Roloh, = ‘X &b o EEANL ‘Xt EENo= g BHREY

€8%kolt. aglx ‘Al BRY HfEMNez Yo $e ‘A BRO RASEY AR
Mo ol Hx Yo’ & Kol

olFF M F F ARl ZE HMAMS oHF HB QAT FEwblies $2 ¢
Ak webA EESES) RBE 1Y ¢ Qe M 2 kel B MEE L FRANY B
st & wol Qo =& BEAMS BB/ BB Hkes Y F Y& Aol umy
B RB= Moz ¥y F e Aol ‘Xt #Hh'st: &8s ‘XE BASKY #
M Mo Mol Sx I et FEHEo BTE & Q7] 4 Fd Xot 3d ‘BASK
o WA LS ol A YA XY BES BB Kk dstd FEAMOS M
Y T Y= Ao, "tk WF (verification) o] 7L Folabd ‘X& #HFsloh 2t HmMM .
< A9 Alfolete ¥ = 3, 2 KEY MEV FRS dans o HEARS Rasta
g 5 Qo

KRS AE\BES BEW Bk g3t FHves wile 4 ¥EHEY Rfold, A ﬁﬂ‘
el FW BrRe ABE Wil s A2 iERol Y LERY Hfold, HmASL 07 EM
o FREE MBS Hivoz 4= MM BMHY HEE=A SUREIE (descriptive science)o]
olvr] d otk X+ ‘RASHS A Mo e’ Hx Yo HRAGS iwE .
By WAL o3t wrfgsic. F2 LEES Y R wol s MEEY MEs
B) MRS HEE == BHEAY FEEBC I WA S5 odd MESS wigAH
fasolets 442 pa Jrvsis FRY MEE BB ¥ Jd+e Aot HmEmsge #HAE
o —ABEA 5 BRMNY FEFES 1 oo 7]« &, HEANT XRANS
2 Y 5 dohe REN BEREE RIS F5 AezA xR Y Bne BRI Al
gt & F ek, ' '

ol M 7R kS BEo] A ML) EozA KT F JvtE AL WA Ao,

ol Al, #E HEo ERE ENEIZE 33l

D) =& BEXANe BRSHS #Md o Bel 5 Aol o,

i) 28jnzs nE HEARNS FRAMes BAxTd + AUt

2E BRAN-S BB Hiko 3t BRNoZ UEBZ F U7 & Fol mEB] B'o
22X garel WRERE =Bk ?féiif_i yrSRVAC E’r—°~5’+ 74"4 '

u) =E :‘E%ﬁ'lﬁir FERAY itk o3t ﬁ%ﬂ‘]&i vEE T »15}.
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iii) 28lng =& HEMNE 7029 Kol 2 5 At

ko sA ‘YamEo) MewA WAL e AMXY HRS HRE 5 BRAAS
= 8 4 Qo 2y B WmRY EXHS BAS 7 A% BEA= Kad @RsHT
Ao zA AHXE vHFAHES A

S9e o HEY Egezd WEd BMASKY ANY MOY FEH AT Kwe B
2% 4 9k,

RES A BN WO FEE WARGoZ vEY WK ohiH 1AL £
o) WM el RS —Me GUANEC 2 o Lo BASKS MY WO FE = ¥
9ol e FEEA KEol dohn F4¥ Aot MASM MAL ML FEA B
Wampves wEAA o= EEY FAadl A%t ot TR FRT T A% AU @
Aol BESE RV EERNTLE ¥ 5 0. 2E SEA FEE A2 Kt BR
(assumption)o] o}, A& HEAK S BRO I HEAHBE wHbAolth, o U Spge]
= o mpY AR EEE ERHMNCE VAT 4 v 1Ae BMiEe] EK (intuition)d)
KRS 4 utol Qloh. MRy R oheh mE AT EHS EMel KIEY BN
sl o, 2d e fekst WAL EMS FES BARMeD VEYT F At A A%
Ko BmA—ge Kue mEss Kwend A8 MEsksich. MES EEK mad o
se] ud e FUEE heu oW Y FE MEMN BAHE AN E KUY KA 8
L Aot b RER FEE MEss HWE A REH BRel WREE Folok du A
e RS B B S AAsiolol B, oldd Mol & o ko) MEel K
e REM Bk BRY BR ZF FAHE Aol

2 EmEA s Q) EAK FES RR4 e RS FE T, HERES &y AR ¥
Ei mES FEE WA= U doh. BASKS AN MO FES NEANY FRES
vy APl HEMQ B EHS R 2o,

i) REZBETRE HRT ¢ A= FEH G4 HARMES] B Ry REd F
= gl o,

i) @ESM BNHS REEN HRRS WA FEC . WE NAY ER RHE
dEne @ESYN BRRE WEAATY 283 BASKY BRY ML RS HER
Bigel Aol ohd WO BB MM HRe Rl web Mal: Aclsh: RESMN HN
%9 yBAE FEAA @=ch. 2R o FEL RESN BNRT ANBS SA K
RAAZRE K,

vi) 25 QUEBS Hwel oA HEMA RBE Y 5 Ax EECH, v Ard
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FERE 7EAS Aol we} FREels, 2ge2 s EEE 2 AZBel 38 #¥o
oM el ¥ wuAY AAME FET 5 A& WRA H¥o] Y ¢ UdE ol —my
Qzolth, a2t o] FAEL o= g ALE ¥ HEEC o ulAR RS EBAY H#B
CYelAY, = R B R HEBE oMU, K B EKY H8d YA AR E o
¥ MEKS g AAE KEPe FEYT 5 vt 1H=Z o] FEE nE ALN,
AW, AR RFEY Hre MBSt ARY & d= BRN THERRE 93 K
Holth, ABS JFS B no o ulRAa ME kS 3 KBl Yok, o] FEmE
E HUAE @ERS #RS B BERiy EBE RESE ol drdA mEsor &
Me ol FEs AR Hirso & HABY, MABell, BEES ANMoZ Hik
& 4 iohE FRO obde 1 d BEM Hire AR MRS 9Y AR TERRE &
pegiche ekol ot

a2 eE BEMoE ¥ o iETc mABol 2, FEEr BEM thads Bkl
Q Wkl Bl ¥EAY) FAES] H¥e FEst: TR WA Dol mmsict.

v) o] FEE REXHS iAHEse TE eExe HEELAE FAsE KR,

REXHE DAEX GEBC BED Rozd RASKY BAEE fMY wEiltas
a2 B2es 4Eve MlA o] FES HAHH =% MOEERE HMAY o MY Me
£ 2 B 4tts MlA o FES FAdd. A4 BRMIAAE d M HAEHY
BFES] BRMoZ BAY FiEY i@ WEHS &Mz Ade HRES s 2] of
vt 2 WA EATE BaE Aot HRMes ¥ 4 ABSY MEE®Y MEEL
2 BASKE 2 BAY FEe nARIL Sie BRESTY £ 33 RASEY A
gEe AMUTY W %I Bael FHeld.

vi) o] L ABUF EAs o ¥ XA BMES BT FEZA HARRELY Bl
mradd.

ABE 24 MYEY BAY FiER Eitit@e] BRL Mo s Lojgton 1A WHE
st AEE BH %L =3 WENLE BHL Jrhs FEL MR E FHEY & sl
BASKY AR EEe AFS BHol= =3 AMS BAM FiZeld. ol WKL FE
e Ae HOMWOlE & 4 A5 adEs BASKY AR MO FEE AR B
e Aashs FEY 4 Ao, B REF BRASKS AL WL Y FEE BRRML
2 @ Aol ozt ke Fael HEF REMA FEdn KRSt %71 dod ue
2 ARe o s s BskE AL Bdokt ety st AR B BAML wiEd
= A} s@stAol . 1AL vA ‘9 B FedA dedE sar?s gL ojE4e
Hpgoloh, vz 2 EpjololdE REWBEREEC T/SRol AN EERY BT
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0 = A ]
(Meaningless Utterance)o] ¥ 3}3F A o]r},

vii) =3 HES EHENA REF sl 1 HEEA BRESH= A3k A3 (intrinsic Good)
o HES FEstnz MK EERAd FAdEA gedy R A= mE0 HE F
W gy e = MES o]¢ HEHH (the main virtue)E & < 3lo}. Platons] FMUAES] IER
om, @iH, BRIE 25 KE B, B BK % 1 Hivl Ho2A KATEN
ol® BRLY | Hfol Hiuk, HAAgLY o= Mgl EREMez ‘FE A'ce R
sl A&+ AU :

2y BASKe AND Mo'd FEEE 29 FRIAE FESA ¢4 #ARE
o}. BT ‘A2KAY #° (Intrinsic good)ol et A E JFRE ML= MMl WAL= ENE
f BUEE AT Q= Aol ohe EHEwez o BAL Fn ‘BASES WAl WMoY
gigo] slol gty o Fol BOIE HIRRlCl Ak 2 Bfil BERN HL BRI KRN F
d AAY #HM= o AT ol

28y ¥ E Slo] HREF MEEL @AY CHVLAZ BRAS K AT MO HR
o] Jx Q7] A Fel HENA H§ Ao A MK EEIL Jomz FHE FHEE MM
EERSHAE FEAA o —%IF & + A
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—Summai-y—

Can Ethics be Established as a “Science’ ?
Rhee Hee—ju

Emotivists as ert that moral judgments cannot be justified in any objective way
similar to those in which fact-judgments can be justified, They also hold that moral
judgments are not assertions or statemets ascribing properties to action or things, and
insist that moral judgments have a very different logic, meaning, or use. It embraces
a wide variety of views, some more and others much less extreme. The most extreme of
those are a number of views that deny moral judgments to be capable of any kind of
rational or objectively valid justification. On one such view-that A.J. Ayer-they are
simply expressions of emotion much like ejaculations, Saying that killing is like saying,
“Killing, Boo. "It says nothing true or false and cannot be justified in any a similar
view, except that he interpreted “Killing is wrong” as a command, “Do not Kkill.”
rather than as an ejaculation.

Many analytical philosophers likewise regard moral judgments as arbitrary commit-
ments or decisions for which no justification can be given. By reason that moral
judgmens are more expressions of emotion, will or a command, they generally assume
that such moral judgments can not be proved empirically on the basis”of fact-judgments,

According to such theories, they assert that normative ethics cannot be established
as science,

The gist of she treatise, therefore, is to inquire the questions to how can verify
whether ethics can be composed of science,

The conclusion brought out in the consideration of the above question is as follows:

1) The moral good is the objzct of harmonized interest of the greatest number,

2) By virtue of such definition of moral good, all moral judgments can be translated
into fact-judgments. For example, to say that is morally good means that it is the
object of harmonized interest of the greatest number,

3) By reason of truth and falsehood as to fact-judgments can be proved empirically,
all mosal judgments can be verified, too,
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By virtue of the above propositions, arguments as follows can be concluded:
i) All moral judgments can be verified whether they are true or false.
ii) Therefore, all moral judgments can be acknowledged as the object of science,
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