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Neurath has likened science to a boat which, if we are to rebuild it,

we must rebuild plank by plank while staying afloat in it. The philosopher
and the scientist are in the same boat. ( Quine, 1960: 3 ) i {7 4F4¢
BEWE—BM, mREMEMUKE, RNARESRATEE
PR - MR CEHR KRG, A, E¥IEFTFNT
By, RMNAREETTFWERTE - MNBG—NHHHSF TR
AR, W#, TEXRGHFZRER —4&HFL, - MREFZRKAK
WaTR, EHEEACFR; RNALZRANETLFEN “2F
A7, BNBMAEBRE F 0 ITE,

RMNZEHARFRZAEE TR W7

AR (=4, —F, —PMREK, —DMHEHEL — TR
MEXATEEFL LEERBHNR) , E£EE, RNAKLE
AHFWER: THRERNEMNLZ, CRALEE, CH5AMAFHX
A, CHAXEMTL, CWEBRBASURSINDRERNY W, HLF
REE, REFEN YA WERERN—TE: CHARMTL. #A
HERARFW - RNOSET “EZFEHE X" (back to the
things themselves/zu den Sachen selbst ) , X — 1 5 & Kk H 3 7 #H 2 /R
W (EBBAR) P, BUREMHALFAS AWK KH® (Dermot,
2000:10) .

Ma, aMELANETEFEHRML?

REMECHATENEES ANEE, L8 D “AHa”,
fd@asd “LAA" . BR= (1996:294) A A, “E(E

| AW ERZRNTRER S EHRESOAR . WB0OP 5488, RFEEEERH
B SO AEAT TIHE, 1EEEECR RS

2 WIERIE R EB RIS ENTE P R, M R R B Rk, S
PHETAE, (BR, XS5MhABEAR X EREREE RS b & s, A
FIE o



F)Y. (REFYE, FRAHR ‘B EFLERML, HRHETE
TR, B, FRETEFEML, WRAAT SR
Lo "

XTEEEH¥H “&” (FEWEELE), RINFEEFHEFEX
Ja g TR, AL ETEEASTES R A
KA —~ANEd@ &, 74T Fontology (F7#H’) 5epistemology
(GAR®) ZEANANMBRZE, BFEFEELRBRETEAY
&, B f7iE #9the linguistic turn (¥ WiEE%#m ) , 5T —F 4
Wr¥EAR, WA-—MFARNKNIES 2T T ERATEFES, T
HFREREH, KAZ20MENTOERXERL—K, AT Z4—1
#7% : (the) philosophy of language (E&F#%¥ ) . A, EEHF*XK
£ “philosophy of language in the analytic tradition” #§ i £ # &
(Baghramian, 1999: xxx-xxxi), #H # —PMNEEHH, EAB THN X
ik & “analytic philosophy of language” ( Tanesini, 2007: 64 ) , H
Al Wanalytic — 77 gt B A KB TR R Rk, 14, &K
MXEFABNERFEEREZINMENRR, RINEFERXHA
MERAXTUENZBIEREHETYFAAIEREL (—EE
M E ¥ ¥, 5 LDummett, 1981, 1993; L1, 2009; E#,
1999; BRFEB, 2003) . HETRXBRA e pl, RT3 EEASHY
BBTHEDRE, XFX NP RERAHINERERE (BT EFERX
B E ) ( Dictionary of Western Philosophy: English—Chinese ) ¥ ,
philosophy of languagei? 4 %5 i : “In a broad sense, philosophy of
language is nearly synonymous with analytic philosophy” ( 7)™ X E,
BEEF/NFEAANE¥KENLE) (Bunnin, RLTT, 2001:
755) o

RNEEN “FRMHL” . BEUFFAADLTHN: CEAA
Eit (mEXERANFRKRER), TR, EFUFHHAL RE
REZERHAFRA-ANHT, WRAERFANEERA FH
(BALTXE-R), BeUFRAEZANERRAMER, BH
BHEEAMMEANRNBMARKE, BT UFNERHMART -1 —
AN Hyproblems 5 arguments ( ¥ WA T % =5 ) , th4nitFrege-Geach

3 BRFEE, ACAFTH iontology WIJLFILE (A4, FIER . Bit) Pk “fF
Eig” W H BT



problem ( # % #% — % # 5 & ) . disjunction problem ( #7 B R |7
# ) . ontological commitment ( XK AW ) , £%, WELEEF
TR, WEFYFAMNLERTRZZ, BATHEMR, ALE
WAERERWMEEFRNTUEE, AXERRER, RAEFF
T "NMNAR (WiEFE¥) ARMTAUE, BNA LR X
MR (WiEEY¥) AH A,
EHBMNATUHATT—FHIHET,

EAA, oM ERANBETEFAST UL BE —SEATE
(XERATEWERHAKME) , AREEETRRTE, R
ANRAGEETEARS, KETET UM R T

F—A: MAGBETTFAHRLER AR (FEY =4 H 5,
& N4 dE%E, 2008)

WTHNEEEFETFADRERESE, ZRNXREFTEF
it T o ] # %, T 8 Gottlob Frege#7“On Sense and Reference”,
Bertrand Russell #] “Descriptions and Incomplete Symbols”, Alfred Tarski
#7“The Concept of Truth in Formalized Languages”, Rudolf Carnap
# “Empiricism, Semantics, and Ontology”, Ludwig Wittgenstein #J
Philosophical Investigations, J. L. Austin#“Performatives and Constatives”
#1*“Conditions for Happy Performatives”, H. P. Grice #“Meaning”, W.V.O.
Quine # “Two Dogmas of Empiricism”, Donald Davidson # “Belief
and the Basis of Meaning”, Keith Donnellan#] “Reference and Definite
Descriptions”, Saul Kripke #] Naming and Necessity, Hilary Putnam #y
“The Meaning of ‘Meaning’”, Gareth Evans#]“Proper Names”, Michael
Dummett#]“What Do I Know When I Know a Language?”., iX# 8 A 4
RERRGEEA -4, RTEE, ELTH——F %, AHFAXE
FREEFMA pEMNETRS, R - MAEBHRARTEY
FlifmEERNEF. EFMARNAE, TR=Z-HEFTH
R,

RNXEAFERAZ —BANF, LRINAREEELRNETYT
FARY, RAENE, ERTHAME, HAH-—MHAXELERLR,

F2R. R—nGFEH (KMR) FHAG+ e KiE

RKER-N¥BOER, Ept—T¥HEEL2-—BFE, &



b 0 %0 3 H H%08 KiE (the core terms ) 5 H Ty x8 KiE# (the
cluster of key terms ) £ &4 —FF; EETHROAKEURCHTE
RKEAER, B TXNFHOARSERE, FHTERANIES
UEHBROARIE, A, GUNARANER, F—PERER
BT H AL G TS M AL KIE . the world, object, entity
reality . things. being (to be). existence (to exist); i % k% —/
& K B9 A 7% Bl meaning . reference. truth, & & % %t 4% 0 K& Z Fr
WAEREOEFERETFHROAE, REAAEFTFALR “U
BEEWNH AT N THEEMNER X% (Baghramian, 1999:
XXX ) o XA, MY FX AT oh B IR R A &£ R H NN K
M #1 A 5] 4 (typical question)' & ZE# A £ EA, T F el #A M
B A A | B E E E 4, ontology [ Bty 2 A ] # 7 what is there
(fT¥HAE, B “H¥TEEA" ) ; epistemology [ B #y A 5]
# % what do we know ( #1143 f+4 ) , how can we know anything
atall (RN AT A wmEE —LAFER ) , what justification have
we for our claims to knowledge ( % H A1 E AT 4 RAEE, MUK
if ) (Baghramian, 1999: xxx) , = [f X 5EE —[F], #Z [Fhow to
know, fit, T oM EANEETFMERARALA AT ER
&, IHAEELERER, hl: “EEUFMBRIKAEDLH
BAGE, TURFREA-NFHRET ., BT FR BN
# 7% : In which way can we express our knowledge about the world? Or
why should we trust our language by which we express our thought?#% 1]
RET X EAENENL,

£z #E3FFLFRAAH, %k, A, dHME—NES
(aset)

BEEUFPAEATXBEE, EAMRFANER, A FET
AR SRR EE, vtz Bdd REBRE A, KA
ARR-ANMREEHEMRE, FTEXRRTEERINERRE LK
B, i, 7815 K K Alfred Tarski#y# 5 “The Concept of Truth
in Formalized Languages” ( (AR BB EREXEZIBA) )

4 ke b i BRI T, M)A —>: What is the chemical composition
and properties of a substance or body? M AN 3¢ (¥ B o) 81T 77, {H S 7 a] 5 1

A —7~: What is the nature and properties of matter and energy?
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RAIREIDBIFUNRZ XA KM, &, YETIBSFAEERME
B (EX) RAAEIH DRSS ERETER, EXTFR~4
thowb Fim A E T K 2 (Baghramian, 1999:41) . U XERHBT —%
EzHR e X, TUEMN, LA TENEXBZANA B LR
EENKE, TAlfred Tarski® — AR EH T UHACHIEETRELRE
WA (FEEMNEXEE) . T2, X—BRER (EZHX
R EX ) RAHEE L NR? E RN w8 %5 CER (F
o ¥ % # £, the paradox of the liar ) X ANF L ((EE# ) W
( Baghramian, 1999:41) . # DLy, SXFMEA AR F R 1L A&
HERFEFRN" h—NEHRE T,

Frig “FE ", B4 T “H# (paradoxes) . ZHEIR
(dilemmas ) ., ## (puzzles) ” Bkt (E 41 ) ZR[EA L
#A (&EE, 2008) .

$afl. ddRALa, RERLLZGEL, MAXALSLAY
& 6 %4 K52 ( the cluster of key terms )

KEBHHES, EN ., MAFAENBREAAF AR KL
B, UAEHAETFRUP, TEXLEXRAEAATANRL
%, BENTARANEAS AT dTNOAAXE, AFRE
e, dedT s -2 BhEREN, ZREHVREANFE:
BB td— LAt BARALRRBRTYES . VLT

approaches [ # %, W H ¥ 5 ¥ ¥ ## ¥ (ordinary language
philosophy ) , BT b5 %W R # £ (quietism) , F% ] ;

arguments [ i$3F, %7 & £ E ( communicability argument ) ,
% % J5 B #E (infinite regress arguments ) , %% | ;

categories [ 368, #iE7 (predicate) RN EHEH, F% ] ;

forms [ HR, wEEA#® (Quasi-realism is a form of anti-
realism) , %% ] ;

dsm(s) [ £ X £%, WEAW (realism) , LEER (anti-
realism) , %% ] ;

labels [ #r %, #wdE @ 4 & 3 (non-natural meaning ) , £ £ X
(structuralism ) , %% | ;

5 “Predicate: The logical category of expressions used to attribute properties and relations

to things.” %W Tanesini, 2007: 120.



laws [ ##2, M (bivalence) , £% ] ;

modes [ #XHF X, WwEHEHEX (isomorphism) , F% | ;

notions/concepts [ B4, K iEA M4 ( family-resemblance ) ,
X (sense) , %% 1] ;

positions [ L3 B WA, wwiB iR (error-theory) , WM LA
# (internal realism ) , %% ] ;

principle [ R, #nfz &AM (principle of charity ) , %% ] ;

problems [ [7]#1, #w#7E X [ # ( disjunction problem ) , #&##)
4 ¥ B £ 7 B (qua-problem ) , %% ] ;

properties [ M i, /™ EHRME (rigidity) , F_MHK
(' secondary quality ) , %% | ;

schemas [ AR, WTARX (T-schema) , T4 < (conventionT) ,
£%];

theories [ ¥ #r, #n$§#k 89 E Kt (causal theory of reference ) ,
£%];

thesis [ 4, w#EH F# T ¥ (indeterminacy of translation ) |
f6 e A = #¥% (inscrutability of reference ) , %% ] ;

views [ W&, W H B HWN (direct reference ) , %% ], Wi
%%,

“FEMTEEEF T FIRIABEANERE LA TAE
KEWwREFFZLFTHH” (Tanesini, 2007: Oliver Leaman’s
preface ) . B ¥R R QA BIFHE ERAT DR, HMAXAE —~
2, BEAIB-NEHOLMARH, X XBREBHRTES
VUEFWADAARBEEWEFTEE, FHKR, EAREBHRAHDA
B, BTUNAEZEFRNEZM SR EH PR, KT
1, FEEM, HLEM, BEEA-—K—RFNeR58E——&K
MR, RRFIZBCHREMNAALSER, FIRFRES
ERET,

FWSAAEFTRAT “RAYH . “BELEXEH" , ILE
“RIEFEH” , F “Eib, MAIAE” WREIE, RENEL ¥
g F, LFRA-NMEHBHXFTEAEFZAHNEE, % Ffinal
answer ( —#EFWEE) . TERNFAMNNEATERLRE
Ay, MELARTRANERES %, XRRMNZIFAUEIT ¥
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W E o
FEN: o Npba@ETEEA RGO chRr—HARE5EL
XEHRKRERAN LT FEN (RERETFRBEN) RALR?
xf Fix AN e, W. G. Lycan (2008:3) ZiX HE £ H . “4FH K
AR —ANAEEERZEHXANKFLENT 2, BHRIHEH
LURBHEZEAREANKX R, " NEREXANELERFELEHAN,
HHER, WHAEEFRAESHRANXER, REFRREXERKN
T¥EMW,
“BNEFEAEZRES $% (things) £ £ 4R L (the
world) ZHHy, REHFHIEERRA B EERMBIBKHANSE
& BKERE, wREHGRNMERH SERMALEK, (o )
MALARHAREIN IR XM XREIFERFETENFTRA, #
THREEZRK, BHRERANBAARETHBEEL AR ENESTH

R BHEBELRE LARKH (bearers) Z AKX R, B4, KMz
AHTEREZ GERZEAMKEE S HREXBH—F, " °
( Baghramian, 1999: xxxviii) THAHESHRR, BH THHENM
REFYFHBOREL, “BHHRELANHR AR ETHEE
BRENEEHNRZNRIZOMTEHFTRARKRS” HHWE, AA
EMBENEERAAHGHRARARR (XRE-RTFRSF
MERBAENE—AF, TR-HHFLAMEKARLK) , ZE
RIEH T B ——reference, “REAMNBK AR BALALNR, LKA
REREFHKBHAR” F, “RERAFHJBLBHERONE” REEHKN
%R EF Y F P Areferent (FEHPHA ) XX T,

THEAEHEHNER (BHFadE, b et ) o H KA
s G RN ER:

a. names — bearers A& # B A& F, ik r&rmd,
Rt Gk, X1 Ereference (— R FHFEEHRECERT
referent& A A% ) ;

b. names — objects A\ & #E| 4t %, objectk TH & A B B, %3

6 {EiX—EL5E P, the world, things. objects 4% SCHRLARF PR T AR IA, SR8 L #H 1E
B, RAE LG T S WA OARIBEIE A, XAV B B T =

vii



MR L, BEHHPRA L, X{ERreferent (£ Faid 2 Gt £ 1
RRFHATH ) 5

c. language «— the world Wi kkxk ~# T b4 R R £ %
BEHSHRAZEHXRRXFHEHALK,

EAER, T ‘BRI EHRBRERN=TEE" .

BEUFFEAREEXERANERAET: “XEEXS (F)
F X ¥ (meaningfulness ) ZEF W FR K BN, 1HHRELE
RN E LA G- FMHL, E2EXFEMAFEE TR EL th
W, EXERNZABRMNBREXFNEE. AEwARS LA
BHX, BEREREFNESSEREMKX" (Baghramian, 1999:
xli) o HMid, —AESHBAEHATUZETFRNE, T
“UERERANEZ, BHFESWALAANREANER, £4
5 %2#” (Baghramian, 1999:xlii) . HX A A NREANEE,
RELEF, THEARFAFETENEL, MTRABERAE,
WARREARTE GG R BEMES2—~,

XKEEEEFELRAT 47

EEFEFE PRET F— ML (RI9M L KB F20H 4L
T05R) WEZYFHA, WARNAL2ZRWMER? %45
W, BOVAAELZESZBTFXH, A2 HALR?

U AIEE Y FAIEE ¥ ROW B E T AIE = o 5% 82 43k 1 5
BEWAE, RAIWEE, BR, B UFNALBETFRA
A, ®AE: (1) NEETHHE T GBS SEMEETFFH (X
XE#HYGE0098FEEH R L. “MUSWPEEFFERHE
VERGHNEEESF, T pEBRERBRFHN" ); (2) &
BT FLBEERARPRATENRZANFHEELR; (3)F
BYUEANBAFEB LA WA ETARERTEZNRANL (B
BEXFE, BRAEE) ; (4) NEEHINTFEETF5ETENS
REBEK; (5) TiETHEVGEA AR T — M NE 41
MA; (6) BEFHEMFI/REMMMESR, RERMEREHE
MEAFRETFHTEAMEER, (KdHE, 2009)

BEUFHIRNBRET I ARBREZE T, BESEE,
MHEEEFMETEZ T FWABZEH LI AAHNE

eee



M, Mo, EEHFHEEAMTTRETHA?

AXEHAN, BERTHRHUAK =N RAE:

HABEA A AR LML BABREZN, £ MR
FERBzZH, RTB2H-AIAEHA, FEL., FEX., FL
i, #FiRE., Haiy. HEN, HFRLS, FHEL, HFEX, HFLARX
REKFAIRETHZH, —EREHAEEERYZH, FEZLL
wH T E, ik, Frege-Geach problem# # Xk & — M E B HR £
X (emotivism ) 53k E X (cognitivism ) Z %, B ALK T &
FUFFH—NEA? XH—F, ARFEFEAHFAEF?
HARTHTLZEIHNPFIE, R EFTFNEFT,

HEABAE S S XREGRITY . 5 — KR 57 ey
B (#% ) A% (radical change) , AZE E RN, WFH
fl. fl—, BFEFAARBERBETRER, UEXRA “iF
X EAT"  (semantic ascent) —it ( W.Quine, 1960: Sect. 56 ) ,
ma—AMNAKEH, 3R T —F a4 E4 (analytic revolution) ,
BEHEFETANMEFAERNETTFXEA L, RZFZAHH
REFERWHE IR, A=, F—NNFFEHNER, H2F
Boh—K¥F R+, tFreged £ W 8y 7 —E 1t (quantifier and
quantification’) , A —RTEARBTHHEBTRL (-4 HTH
WA —AKRH) , ATIBIKTAEFHT EFHZ K,

HAF S AKORRSAAY, EH—KH 5 HREL BT,
#H . KRR, WKA7, A, BEE RESESFZF, FEZIREHS
WAk, BESTFHEEZL, BRAHSHE (1) ZERANRE#
5RIHERF, BFESEFHBALRREFRE LR EH WBEF, &
ZRER () EEHFWRA, FEFRECRFTERNREENE
B, WBEFERTHANLEGCLLIHNEER (1) BWEE,

A, BEFARIBAT X LHANNBROAFZN, LK
BREHMFHE, MEERZLZE. Hk, ik, o400, RE, &
#l, ®a A /AR

BE, REG¥aacoNE—KRHY. KEFLTHE, T
Ha#, —£RFLH, TELE, FXTR.

7 “Quantifiers are used to express general sentences in logic.” 2 W Tanesini, 2007: 127.
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WARA LA H RIHA40S ISR B, Lol TRERBHOE Y
Koo f£—7: EM. ¢RAETEfeotE LR ARG, M. #RALMRE, &
FlRT RFHEN AR, SAHEENEHEFINBHERHORR (XFLMEY
Moo — Ay, CHMARTELIFR_AEH R ) &2+ o7 (TH+HF
“LET Ribigd, ZAPFF M RR ) o X —RIRIIE T T —EA T, B
50482 G B HERTIMEERNFZRENT S FZR [ L EELIBAS,
ERAMNELEANTFHEASHFFEN (2%, 2001) , IRFELE] . 5K8
200157 ShRBHEZT U F 0, FREKZEHRES L, KabF LG,
“EYFREL, KEREREHNGHAFES, REAMATH—HE
FEB T RN E, T BEFEXHOET, ARE el AR
AR, BIRAA, KRl Xof B2 K AEH T Ik FEZL, AREHIL
£, JIMEEMAT FH A G LR EE. RIFAMEREEL
“RIXFEA SR  X—DEEHTH5A LvikinFas,
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Introduction: Philosophy of language and the rest of
philosophy

For over a hundred years, one of the dominant tendencies in the phi-
losophy of science has been verificationism: that is, the doctrine that
to know the meaning of a scientific proposition (or of any proposition,
according to most verificationists) is to know what would be evidence
for that proposition. Historically, verificationism has been closely
connected with positivism: that is, at least originally, the view that all
that science really does is to describe regularities in human experience.
Taken together, these views seem close to idealism. However, many
twentieth-century verificationists have wanted to replace the reference
to experience in the older formulations of these doctrines with a reference
to ‘observable things’ and ‘observable properties’. According to this
more recent view, scientific statements about the color of flowers or the
eating habits of bears are to be taken at face value as referring to flowers
and bears; but scientific statements about such ‘unobservables’ as
electrons are not to be taken as referring to electrons, but rather as
referring to meter readings and the observable results of cloud chamber
experiments. It is not surprising that philosophers who took this tack
found themselves in a certain degree of sympathy with psychological
behaviorism. Just as they wanted to ‘reduce’ statements about such
unobservables as electrons to statements about ‘public observables’
such as meter readings, so they wanted to reduce statements about
phenomena which, whatever their private status, were publicly un-
observable, such as a person’s sensations or emotions, to statements
about such public observables as bodily behaviors.

At this point, they found themselves in a certain bind. On the one
hand, the doctrine that talk about sensations or emotions is simply talk
about a person’s behavior is so implausible that almost no philosopher
has been able to maintain it, or at least to maintain it for long. On the
other hand, if the intuition behind recent verificationism is right, and to
know the meaning of a statement is to know what would be public
evidence for it, then it seems as if there has to be something right about
behaviorism. And so philosophers tried to develop a philosophy to this
effect — a philosophy that would say that ‘naive behaviorism’ was false
but that nevertheless there was some kind of semantical or logical

xiii



