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Nietzsche
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1.4. Apollonian vs Dionysian
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1.6. Eternal Recurrence
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2.1.2. §341: SRUTHEAYE E—CE R A EAE S

“What, if some day or night a demon were to steal after you into your loneliest loneliness and say to you: “This life as

you now live it and have lived it, you will have to live once more and innumerable times more; and there will be nothing
new in it, but every pain and every joy and every thought and sigh and everything unutterably small or great in your life
will have to return to you, all in the same succession and sequence---” Would you not throw yourself down and gnash
your teeth and curse the demon who spoke thus? Or have you once experienced a tremendous moment when you would

have answered him: “You are a god and never have I heard anything more divine.””
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“Thus I deny morality as I deny alchemy, that is, I deny their premises: but I do not deny that there have been alchemists

who believed in these premises and acted in accordance with them.”
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3. HhFEHEE
3.1. Ecce Homo: How to Become What You Are

My campaign against morality begins with this book. Not that it has the slightest scent of gunpowder:-if you have
some subtlety in your nostrils, you will smell very different and much pleasanter odours in it. Neither big guns nor small
ones: if this book has a negative effect, its means are anything but that; the effect follows from these means like an
inference, not like cannon fire. If you take leave of this book with a sort of timid caution towards everything that has
been honoured and even adorned under the aegis of morality, this is not at odds with the fact that there is not a single
negative word in the entire book, not a single attack or piece of malice, - that instead it lies in the sun, round and happy
like a sea creature sunning itself between rocks. Ultimately, this is what I was, this sea creature: almost every sentence
in the book was thought, hatched, in that jumble of rocks near Genoa where I was alone and still had secrets with the
sea. Even now, whenever I happen to come into contact with this book, almost every sentence turns into a hook, pulling
something incomparable from out of the depths: its whole skin trembles with gentle shudders of memory.
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3.2. Daybreak: Thoughts on the Prejudices of Morality 103

There are two kinds of deniers of morality. - “To deny morality’ - this can mean, first: to deny that the moral motives
which men claim have inspired their actions really have done so - it is thus the assertion that morality consists of words
and is among the coarser or more subtle deceptions (especially self-deceptions) which men practise, and is perhaps so
especially in precisely the case of those most famed for virtue. Then it can mean: to deny that moral judgments are based
on truths. Here it is admitted that they really are motives of action, but that in this way it is errors which, as the basis of
all moral judgment, impel men to their moral actions. This is my point of view: though I should be the last to deny that
in very many cases there is some ground for suspicion that the other point of view - that is to say, the point of view of
La Rochefoucauld and others who think like him - may also be justified and in any event of great general application. -
Thus I deny morality as I deny alchemy, that is, I deny their premises: but I do not deny that there have been alchemists
who believed in these premises and acted in accordance with them. - I also deny immorality: not that countless people
feel themselves to be immoral, but there is any true reason so to feel. It goes without saying that I do not deny - unless
I am a fool - that many actions called immoral ought to be avoided and resisted, or that many called moral ought to be
done and encouraged - but I think the one should be encouraged and the other avoided for other reasons than hitherto.
We have to learn to think differently - in order at last, perhaps very late on, to attain even more: to feel differently.
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3.3. The Gay Science (1882/7) 343

How to understand our cheerfulness. - The greatest recent event - that ‘God is dead’; that the belief in the Christian
God has become unbelievable - is already starting to cast its first shadow over Europe. To those few at least whose eyes
- or the suspicion in whose eyes is strong and subtle enough for this spectacle, some kind of sun seems to have set; some
old deep trust turned into doubt: to them, our world must appear more autumnal, more mistrustful, stranger, ‘older’. But
in the main one might say: for many people’s power of comprehension, the event is itself far too great, distant, and out of
the way even for its tidings to be thought of as having arrived yet. Even less may one suppose many to know at all what
this event really means - and, now that this faith has been undermined, how much must collapse because it was built on
this faith, leaned on it, had grown into it - for example, our entire European morality.

3.4. The Gay Science (1882/7) 344

In what way we, too, are still pious. — In science, convictions have no right to citizenship, as one says with good
reason: only when they decide to step down to the modesty of a hypothesis, a tentative experimental standpoint, a
regulative fiction, may they be granted admission and even a certain value in the realm of knowledge — though always
with the restriction that they remain under police supervision, under the police of mistrust. But doesn’t this mean, on
closer consideration, that a conviction is granted admission to science only when it ceases to be a conviction? Wouldn’t
the cultivation of the scientific spirit begin when one permitted oneself no more convictions? That is probably the case;
only we need still ask: in order that this cultivation begin, must there not be some prior conviction — and indeed one
so authoritative and unconditional that it sacrifices all other convictions to itself? We see that science, too, rests on a
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faith; there is simply no ‘presuppositionless’ science. The question whether truth is necessary must get an answer in
advance, the answer ‘yes’, and moreover this answer must be so firm that it takes the form of the statement, the belief,
the conviction: “Nothing is more necessary than truth; and in relation to it, everything else has only secondary value.”

Summary: MEZHERAFKB—NERHES BERILRT—MEN. REREEKREER, HM0
ERHEE—EF B AT 3ENES.

3.5. Twilight of the Idols (1888), ‘The problem of Socrates’ , §2

This piece of irreverence, that the great sages are types of decline, first dawned on me in just the sort of case where
scholarly and unscholarly prejudice would be working most strongly to prevent it: I recognized Socrates and Plato as
symptoms of decay, as agents of Greek disintegration, as pseudo-Greek, as anti-Greek (Birth of Tragedy, 1872). The

consensus sapientium — I see this with increasing lucidity — proves least of all that the wisest men were right about
what they agreed on: instead, it proves that they were in physiological agreement about something, and consequently
adopted — had to adopt — the same negative attitude towards life. Judgments, value judgments on life, for or against,
can ultimately never be true: they have value only as symptoms, they can be taken seriously only as symptoms, — in
themselves, judgments like these are stupidities. You really have to stretch out your fingers and make a concerted attempt
to grasp this amazing piece of subtlety, that the value of life cannot be estimated. Not by the living, who are an interested

party, a bone of contention, even, and not judges; not by the dead for other reasons. — It is an objection to a philosopher
if he sees a problem with the value of life, it is a question mark on his wisdom, an un-wisdom. — What? So not only were

the great sages all decadents but — they weren’t even sages? — But let me return to the problem of Socrates.
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Gottlob Frege (#5E#%)
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6. TR/

Gottlob Frege (1848-1925): fEEY A M ZHE LR, WA NI AR BOEN . flf)
TAEMARA FRAE T 23 B AR S e i AR5 1l o

Frege H2f RAVE LT Se AR AR E R B, (BALA SN 72l B 3R 4RI R 7R 3% 55 N B iR A
A2 Y. AR O HE L2 IBARE X (Logicism) — IEM B HR B T DAROR J5 0 42 5 TR

7. Frege [ 1551

1873 On a Geometrical Representation of the Imaginary Forms in the Plane
HER s Ge-Fi EERIER L)
Concept Script: A Formal Language of Pure Thought Modelled Upon That of Arithmetic
1879 MG — R AR S SR 2 B R ETE )
MRBERLERIRE
1882 On the Scientific Justification of a Concept Script
ARG SO R R ARSED
1884 The Foundations of Arithmetic: A Logico-Mathematical Enquiry Into the Concept of Number
QAR W ERES R 2 - Berir o0y — 2 O Bk RS ik
1891 Function and Concept
CoRE D
1892 On Sense and Meaning
CEESCSIMRY . GEARESXIRY — Frege ifi & P21 1.0 3T
1893-1903 Basic Laws of Arithmetic
AR EARAY (PEEA)—— 248 1 AT e 2 A
1910-13 Lectures on Concept Script
AR ST IR D
1918.23 Thoughts, Negation, Compound Thoughts
CEAEDY. ey, (EAEEY X2 A AR A ) e A SR %

8. Concept Script (#5530 5F) + WAL IR HEAE
8.1. il : HRIE S AUBLRA

Frege i HAn @ E o2 iin . ol e iEs, HTaiZEpifs. MG RES (., %
) FEWE T B SCRINKS B, ASBEREAT ™A% 1Y 12 SE P

“So that nothing intuitive could intrude here unnoticed, everything had to depend on the chain of inference being
free of gaps. In striving to fulfil this requirement in the strictest way, I found an obstacle in the inadequacy of language:
however cumbersome the expressions that arose, the more complicated the relations became, the less the precision was

attained that my purpose demanded. Out of this need came the idea of the present Begriffsschrift.”

L, Brf o St B R BT DA AR
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1) ATPA N 2 tiE g B (42 E)
2) MRS LA BEIEI R BB (R EH)
Frege B4R BR B E TWF—387 izl R e 2] v i) il A i i ok “ 18 4 Je 7R &, i bl 98 381 “ 50 Al
S 2 REARVHETEW (intuition) FERPEEHITEIL TE A
8.2. W& SCFEIIAZ LB T
Frege BN S0 (Begriffsschrift) &5 25—~ iB1AiZ48 (predicate logic) WL RS . BRIZOBHEHE:

o FHE-HETHH (function-argument analysis) : Kyl A R BRI HASTT, MARESERI FIRE M. Hlan, “I5
WP AR AT BRI f () = "z RAIER)”, HAIC o = R FIK

o 217 (quantifier): T AEPRE FFIFALE R KB H 2R

o Fl#fr£k (judgment stroke) 5% ZL (content stroke): KABEHWaENE ( F—) SRl ( )

o HfE (truth-value): M7 (i) MFEAEIIME (True 5 False), kXI5

XA HE AR SR V] AMLA MRS 2, RSP AR B g 2 AR S
9. = Y 535F% (Sinn und Bedeutung)
X2 Frege WG 5 W2 i IREM Tk . 1892 4 R (BT X S5FRFRY .
9.1. [AI: [A]— Mk FaR A AT E
Frege M\— 1N (LA 1] B A R L 4 -
“a=a" fil “a=b" ZEIX B2 A?
o HHIE = B E"E LB B, ANRAMETHTE R
o HYHME = KBRS M RCFERI! ERETHER
WERAFRE R AUAE T BRI, IPA BHE = KBEE WA 5 E = BHE —FFL—F
WA, HIL, WA R E 2R AR,
9.2. Frege [YfRUL T £
Frege X/ | =21 :
$5#% (Bedeutung/reference): HFRIIEMIN AL . X T A FIE, M EEE (the True 5 the False).

B (Sinn/sense): XRATAT 72" (mode of presentation/Art des Gegebenseins ), [r]—/%F5: 0] PAPAA[H]
B ST “EB BRI BRI SOR A A2 IR B A R, — 2P SR LR —
HENFEFRE—SR (8E).

R (Vorstellung/representation) : FAAN . FWAHLOHEIG—52H I XK.

“The sense of a proper name is grasped by everybody who is sufficiently familiar with the language or totality of
designations to which it belongs; but this serves to illuminate only a single aspect of the reference, supposing it to have
one. Comprehensive knowledge of the reference would require us to be able to say immediately whether any given sense

belongs to it. To such knowledge we never attain.”

PS At
® i X HrEFEHR (Sense determines reference)
o [i]—ANHEFRA] RIS I 2N L
o W SURASLN) (R TE IR EEE) . REEAN
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9.3. XHFE I/t (Paradox of Analysis)
AIRXTTARAT “A =B, “A” 1 “B” BAAFMFIE CEAEAH

o UURE AR, W A =B &L (trivial)
o IR SURE, W “A =B E4H5i%M (incorrect)

Frege (Pt )y 581 £ “A=B" tfr, “A” Fl B W LUK /R A 1S IR A HOFERR. (UL “A = B” BEAS 2 F LAY
H (FHERMET X TEXHER ), AR (B haFcamE ) .
10. pREL SRS Frege B2 g A AL
10.1 %14, ERECSHES

Frege $i£ 11 T — /MR AY X 43

X5 (Object): (R —DREIIATE . — DR FRIIANEEEM AL (empty place), —T call

anything a proper name if it is a sign for an object.”

K% (Function): AL AMAEAERLR. W f(z) =22+ 17

#& (Concept): —FRFFIRIGERR—HAELEZHE(H (True B False). 41" 2K 77X A Hefs a1 H
ASTCWLET S True 8% False,

“A concept is a function whose value is always a truth-value.” (Frege, 1891)

10.2. Proper Name vs Concept Word
® & & (proper name): FRfUHAXRIFRA (W Hz" “kKE”)
® #E:&iA (concept word): #fU—ME (=A™ “E3h¥”)

Frege i il 9 /1] “common name” X AMEGEARTE, N E - FEONATHE DRHIIA 51 44 17 AR & 24 AR5t _EAH [F]
77 AR X 4o X IE AR — ARSI A R TR, Al X A 27k KK

“The word “common name” leads to the mistaken assumption that a common name is related to objects in essentially

99

the same way as is a proper name - that is why I prefer “concept word” to “common name”.

11. #2521%1& (The Concept Horse Paradox)
X2 Frege P 44 Wi & 8 A HMER 2 —
Frege A8 H— P B IEAUERSE: “S2—&” (The concept horse is a concept ) .

(ER) AT - XA Y XIS AL T IR AR . IR B ARE S TR, T EE AR R AT
FEFF—DIFER . SR, AR EX MRS HEAR— R, B AU XX — Mk A JE—— B X R A
iy e NEil ik o ulp

“If I say ‘the concept horse is a concept’, then the first ‘concept’ (in ‘the concept horse’) is in fact an object, and the

second ‘concept’ (the predicate) is the actual concept. There is an unavoidable linguistic distortion here.”

RE—MRZKAR: BSEASFHEEEERIMEHES WL (reify) BXRABERILE. XMERETT
HARTE S SR B Z (B ARA K ) —— 1 X I 2 Frege MBS ST IIHZ A -

12. Frege 5 Russell, Wittgenstein 11X} 1

12.1. X} Russell {452 ]
Russell Y837 Frege {Ji %, {HML AL T Frege R 40 H 1) E Al

Russell’s Paradox (% &{Fi8):

8
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o BIEFTHIERIRT B SRS

o EMEGEFIRTHE?

o WIREIET Y, WELAART S METRRTHS, WELFRTH Y
o SCMEIE HBEEL T Frege 1) Basic Law V

24 Russell #£ 1902 4EE( {5 Frege t5HIX—EIBH}, Frege IEFEHESR (BRBIEAIMAEY 28 BB A
S PA—A]ZE A TG “A scientist can hardly encounter anything more undesirable than to have the foundation
collapse just as the work is finished.”

12.2. %} Wittgenstein [ 521

FIAERARIAEAE GRARE L) B S B 1 “Frege MUMEIEE”. 4EFFRIIHARK T Frege X245
AT RS, (HE R TARMEHE—FRalE KT RSO SRR, AR A T 7 )

13. IE S5 WG4 PE . Waismann KM T
Friedrich Waismann (1896-1959), 4EtWAN-AIRAMGY , S I4ERARITE AR Y BIREE, $ it 77— X Frege 3™
<317 A= S DR S T
“One must indeed be blind not to see that there is something unsettled about language; that it is a living and growing

thing, adapting itself to new sorts of situations, groping for new means of expression, for ever changing.”

Frege i B — 58360 . [BERY . ToB CRYIZARIE . Waismann (RS4RI SRIEFATT: HAATE
AR . TR AR . XIS Z B 5K AR T 22 i s 1

EEARAAAMRTIERG, MAKTAETWERT,
14. $5E [HEEfEEE: On Sense and Meaning (1892), pp. 151-9

X T S0 Frege 15 5 24 AZ 0 SCHR . F5EMTLRS (pp. 151-9) JRTE TIZSCHIETEERSY, & Frege #2718
R X S8R 4311 b Bk
14.1. 8 X [R—PERRIA ARk
Frege \— AU RS % 0 A4 “a = IR BAA ] DRSO E R FE, T%a = a”WAREE?
e “HHE = BIE— 2L RN. LK. AREIMER
o HHHE = KRB RICHEAM! eV R TIRAMPHAIR
WR AR L =HARTRN S, A EE = KPERE N AZ M FHE = JJIE—FF FL—(H3 58 3R a0
It. B, APt A B H BRI AR T
14.2. —H X455 F5PR. L. R
Frege £ 1524 15| A T —H X/
® 35K (Bedeutung): AFRFTHEAI A G . XA T (M) W5, i eEE
AN DT . AR R R A E L, e EE.
® ;ifiX (Sinn/sense): XTRWZ T )7 (mode of presentation / Art des Gegebenseins) . i X & HB—ATA 72
RAERE S M AEB DAEARE . 30 LS TR RN R AR
® RK (Vorstellung/idea) : AW, WA LEREIR —— 58I K. ARG A2 B ARGLIEE, HiX
SRR TSN
ORI RS OREFEFR (sense determines reference) o [m]— PR DAKT Y. 22110 SC (“F5 B B A0 g B VR
a4 R, H SORRE) 5 W T BEAR P E ME— K F5 K ({H Frege TA NFE SE3E 1 1B HE 5 HOAS B H B FRE L)

the True &Y the False., jX /& Frege
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14.3. %% 156-8 71 : FNE AR FERR

Frege if— M1 TEMEHESE (B H A GFEHEGZ FM”) J, WA BB VB E#HIER R
. XTE TGt X T i EiERE” (propositional attitude contexts) Fl PN i#iESE (intensional contexts) K
=iT1E,
14.4. 12 0T =R L
KAE T2 s AR — IR RGHLIX 43 TR S 28w s 2
BRI RITE X2 (A Tarski %] Davidson F§%] Kripke) HEL T RAIHEL
BT R —ERA RN REE, RS2 R TR SR D EE
BRSO T — AN . R A B R R B T OB S SRR B

15. %% Frege {42450y
Frege 1) 5T HRAA B T AT 2 1 “de a5 =
1) B3RS LKW TIERE (. RE-EZTTNT), R EZ SN T RE
2) BEEYF: XWX 54 (Sinn und Bedeutung), B | i AU 1 HL 29
3) MFEEF: RBEE T RO R EH DUR R A Z R (B ARG R KIE R R T B sE 2 ) )
MEIRAT L B AR AERNEN . HAESEEEAEEREIRZENEZHE—m
S AT =

“The sense of a proper name is grasped by everybody who is sufficiently
familiar with the language or totality of designations to which it belongs...
Comprehensive knowledge of the reference would require us to be able to say
immediately whether any given sense belongs to it. To such knowledge we never
attain.” — Gottlob Frege, “On Sense and Meaning” (1892)

10
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Bertrand Russell (%)

LUK QLT LR, RIETFRiRyF, % A FAETHLA &

16. F /T

Bertrand Russell (1872-1970): 20 #2053 #fr#72%% (analytic philosophy) HJA%.0BE5E N2 —. MIFEZHE:. 1BF
PraE NI B A RO 24 S SR T B DTk o A AT A0l T AR R B 4R TEMTIE (logical
clarity) FI#EFEE (precision) HIAYEIEK .

T FEEAEAUFE Principia Mathematica (1910-13, 58485453 ) . “On Denoting” (1905 ) . The Problems of Philosophy
(1912). “Knowledge by Acquaintance and Knowledge by Description” (1911) £, 1950 4F3ki% DI /R 0233,

Russell #1751 F# MIZRAEF @t B IRE GRS HBRE M LR 6L Fn Mgt ST i
¥i%5 (grammatical confusion) . f#iiA1 X (ambiguous descriptions). FZIEEHZHEERA—EL

17. SEHA SR IATRIS S
17.1. Knowledge by Acquaintance (3Z%)

Russell X 43 T AR AR [ AR 2R AL . 35 %0 (acquaintance ) & EAE  IEHER B FITH  FRA PRI Z AL F -
o ML (sense-data): WNFRALES p b2 PR — LT
o RMESHLOIRIRTS: IR UL 2 EE &
o HiH (universals): I“ZI 14" (redness). “FH{LIME” (similarity) 5%
o (THEERY) BF: Russell XA E IS
FHERHIE : SEHE BN AN Ao I R 2 A e .
17.2. Knowledge by Description (iR {451iH)
DA T — D E IR AE YR, RATAFE SRS AH EHEA .

“Every proposition which we can understand must be composed wholly of constituents with which we are acquainted.
(Russell 1911)”

32 Russell fARATARIS LSRN : (0150 IR0 BRI i, W55 4 th B IR 2
MFLATHE The Fis G° (U~ F AR G7) 1, FATWTREAA S AT 4ur T s . 0

o “WEBIEEEREL

o BERLEGR AL
SO TP, BPRRE GO RTEAE . ORISR T T MR 3 (0B, T )

17.3. KEEX

Acquaintance (3E%]1) Description (#if)

HiEH#Z (direct relation) i EHE P (mediated by properties)
ToiFtEe 2Ll Al

iETE (certain) 4 (fallible)

11



Western Modern Philosophy

R LT PR ERHE Y

18. it35#% (On Denoting) : Russell [JZ2 k1A 3 S
X & Russell fo5 4 TR (1905 4R 43 ), BEAIAN AT s,
18.1. A8 AAFAEE BIFIE
o “VEEIULETERTEK”
AR E R, ARG RARELE (AT AEEE), B2/ FhEERAR A E .
B AR R E, IBAEMEEMNZ A E:
o “LEIEE EAEFK"
AT 2 AR —— B A B ] DA A S R B TSk K .
XA R K BE S ] RS RIS AN TEAERYEEY) . Meinong HFSIA A EE BT E £ A MEEREX L7F
B (TRITAA . subsist), HIARIALRAER T BT . Russell YOG RTEH .
18.2. Russell ffiEk % BT
Russell it 26 16 31HA5 4636 T EUERIZEVESL . “The Fis G 957 12— B L5 (quantificational
structure ), i =>T-ay i :
1) FEYE: 208 1N KREEGENF
2) E—: A PARUAEGEMNEF
3) BiRAEARM: HAEMEFARERAEAEE G
i, “EIAEE T 2T K0t A
o (1) fFE—MEEETE
* 2) 2 NMHEEE
o (3) MBAEEE £ 2Tk
PR T ()2 B, i AR B Al 2 B Y
18.3. 2= X
ZORF S 2 Russell“ 24 1E 3 X7 (logical constructionism) A% M4 :

o iE AR ESA B TR R

o SRS SIS BN T (“robust sense of reality”)
o RIHEE I I SR A Y

o EEMESHEETEEAETAENBERR

“The names that we commonly use, like ‘Socrates,” are really abbreviations for descriptions --- The only words one

ANRYFIETATAT AL F AN AT AE SE A

does use as names in the logical sense are words like ‘this’ or ‘that.” (Russell 1918)”

19. MA& 534 (Particulars vs Universals)

19.1. M4 (Particulars)

MR ER . DS . 1F Russell /A2 E L T
o JFITARHASEE] (AN X —He @)

12
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o U1 2iZ4E FIMITHISE{R (logically independent entities)
o FIERE L 4 HAR I AR ——45 7R 17 “this”. “that”

19.2. L4 (Universals)
S T E A ) A -
o Ef (UN“ZIIE” redness)

o XZR (WKF”. “fE- - ZHl")
o L (similarity)

Russell #£ L AL #EiL (realism about universals) : ¥/ LM, ZHALBFEHMATRE. XHZESEXK L
(nominalism) X}37.
20. = X 535%% (Meaning vs Denotation)

Russell 5 Frege #B KR SRR Sy, (HARRAR 43 -
20.1. Frege 1 %

® [X/) Sinn (J# X ) #1 Bedeutung ($5%%)
® I SURAILR . B S SL A
® i SLYLEFETR
o FIE— N ENZER: 5 — WML — 58
20.2. Russell [ 7%
o AUl EHEFERIR S (real constituents) 4R Gk
o AT IR T SLSE A" (sense-entities)
o Tiff i H AR AN A2 BRI 1T 2 Ak 25 A
o SRS AT AEE UZ R
RN L -
® Frege — 15 X JZ%% (semantic hierarchy)
® Russell — #Z#EA45E 4 X (logical constructionism )

21. ZHE X AR FIWFES (Multiple Relation Theory of Judgement)
Russell 1) LI AIWr Sl B BRE . MIRATHIWT IS h R @I, KA THA7
Russell IAhy, HIWIASZHIWEE 5 — MR a2 11 70X R (1% Frege TN, TEHEiESSE%E
HaZEHNEEXRR:
o HWiE (J) SHMEHR. Wikt ZHEAZREG FESEXR
o A AU — LI S Sk
X 1 AR (false propositions) M H A AR I A An SR AW XTI A B, AR AR
LF- B ME R a8 A . 22 8 6 R T X — .
22. iR X (Logical Atomism )
Russell ()28 )5 1 3 U K # RGN R AL
o HFRMFHE T (K. FFAILAH) MR
o BRI RN HIR

13



Western Modern Philosophy

o fnRl e N HIL B E R
o BTN TEaH
o BIEN AL RSN RE A TR IR AR T
“The fundamental epistemological principle in the analysis of propositions containing descriptions is this: Every
proposition which we can understand must be composed wholly of constituents with which we are acquainted. (Russell

1911)”

%5 Wittgenstein FLEI7E GEITAZEY il 5 85 I

23. FEHa TR

Russell I\ #ERAIEA B LA ¥ A H :
o VA T IRA RSB FNRIZ LS RZEHE A2
o VMBS N RWEE R Lk R, M2EERE (clarification)
o Fig i LI —Hisr o TR
o VAT R0 — P EHBRIR”, @ RhA R R 2 DAIRVRE PR B PR AN A M A AL B il 5 1

1]t

JEi# 1E /252 Russell TRAIFE M1 45

24. 15 & R LR 1L - Knowledge by Acquaintance and Knowledge by Description
(1911), pp. 108-18

X A8 302 Russell RIS A% SCHR . 8 E R TUES (pp. 108-18) s T IR U ET =42 —, B TRA
(acquaintance) SifiiA (description) FJMRAIX Sy, FHEAR T HINHIEE L.

24.1. 3T (pp. 108-9) : [AJAGHR I

Russell FF[J L1 FRATEHFE H & ¢ T “the so-and-so” ¥ il N B , AIRHITE “so-and-so” X 5 2 S T4 -
s “FRAESERZ MR RS 1t , RERAFE RS ERZWEEN . "RETE T FEREES, &A12
JRAEET AT MERPD S AU AR, FHHEX S R4

Bt 5, Russell 25 T “BAI & HLE -

“I say that I am acquainted with an object when I have a direct cognitive relation to that object, i.e. when I am directly

aware of the object itself.”

SR = HIIAH KR = SRR IS BAR KER . XA Z AW (judgment) &R, T2 F P (presentation)
(P
24.2. GEHIXZAE (pp. 109-11)
Russell 7£ pp. 109-14 RZHN%E T RATRENS 2R S 02K :
1) BisEdt#} (sense-data): fIFLAH BN Ei (@ . WrH) S I B3R BRI G . A RRE 3 2 5 Ze i) —— S P Y
— B S A TR K R
2) NERRS: EAFKRERT, ROMPFEER RO NMAESI L RNAE AR, YA KHER, 3
HHAMGEIREKH, B RS REABKEX —FL,
3) 248 (universals): {1“[I{:” (whiteness), “2253ME” (diversity) SFMgxt4e. XF AR B B IRBEFR A
“conceiving” (1L4&), MiHICIRKIFAIPEFR A “concept” () .
4) BF (possible self) : Russell XX — i SR MM —MIAh B SRR BT, EAREREAR T
I EFFEIE .

14
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24.3. YIS AFEN (pp. 116-18) : 1B CHIME L EFE
TEX S LR EERE |, Russell FRid 1 i 25 24 AR TR :

“Every proposition which we can understand must be composed wholly of constituents with which we are acquainted.”

XHFR A Russell BPIARIBAREN . EHHESEHE:

o URFLATREFEME DS EW O R, IRA“EW S AR N RATEMER —HEWAE AT, &
TIATTREE M. AL, “EW S EREE L AR PNEIERNZAR, e ZEegRHE .

o I FZH %4 H A2 this”, “that”iXFER)+5 7~ 1] EATEZR BN (R .
o HEIET I B H 2Nt IE I E45 .

1E p. 118, Russell #E—2-45 BFZEME] KT (judging) : “Rf 24— RIS FIWY & R K AR, SR
A0 RAH 2 A AR LE ] T 12000 SR BT R IR0 . "X MR, AT BEXS R &SR MR R AT AW —— B3k
TIAEME RN T 67 RE, FoAT520 FIRAE IR 9 T 2e 3R R AR LA (X Se LRI B T &0
i)
24.4. I FE X

® X i SR 1 AT o R B BRI i — S8 “true justified belief”, T A< BT i b
PN WP EEA ISR

® ‘79 Russell YZRRIF B (it TIMRIRER—Z FrAf 22K 0, IR IBA T RS HORAE %
I T A e A A AT Y

o LXIE TR T ISR BTN A SRR LT A RESR AT BEIE— 2 AT A B R

25. Russell AR 24405 X

Russell [ /7 VETE 4 RATGIR 2 6 L BL:
o N HTEREIAL O T VRIS R 2 A AL B AR T T E 3R T Russell
o it AL FIHEMIRI RN : 288 (Theory of Types) B ARG MIE 1k
o STATHISHITIHR: SEH0 vs FHRR R38R 2 56 F LR 5 R A HE iy A HE 4L
o X _FARHON: ANEREF R REE TR AR, AR NS T

“Three passions, simple but overwhelmingly strong, have governed my life:
the longing for love, the search for knowledge, and unbearable pity for the
suffering of mankind.” — Bertrand Russell, The Autobiography of Bertrand Russell

15
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Ludwig Wittgenstein (ZE£pHRHTIH)

LUK QLT LR, RIETFRiRyF, % A FAETHLA &

26. LRI/

Ludwig Wittgenstein (1889-1951) 12 20 4 i MAS UL ELI N I0HT25 507 . AT TE S 0 IR
AR BE, BB Bl AR T BB AR A
o EHA (1910s-1920s): (ZHAT2#Y (Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, 1921), 1R~% Frege F1 Russell [t 5 M
o j5HA (1930s-1951): (I2#WI5%Y (Philosophical Investigations, 1953), Xl B C -3 FUAE Al AR A Pt )

Wittgenstein JZ Frege Fll Russell ({52 0— £ CEHEPTAIEN 75 TR ERE T A T— B4y 5 AR
I B T o0 2 iR AR

CEEWE0Y a it AP AR B SRS . BRSBTS . B4R . Bl &
TURAS, AL A =R — (B E IG5 A 2 TSR, T2 “FE 12 4 T e () iR rh 22 o i e il - MAFA]
B 7 ) AN W b2 3 A [ B B0 LA [R]85

27. FUHEAE: (FHEEey  (1921)

27.1. {FLZFSL A
CERHTALY PA— IR B2 ar AT 46 -
“The world is all that is the case. The world is the totality of facts, not of things.”

EEE YOI B — DAL S (R T ER) Ha. Wittgenstein f5 i, A MERBAAZH
Yy, Tise g5 (facts) —— RIGRPALT AN R RS
® Z5 (state of affairs / Sachverhalt) JZX1%: (objects) HJ4EE 7=
o XGURTHM . AT HH——EN et RAISEE (substance of the world)
o A Al REnyF LIt M T2 #75[E)” (logical space)
o PUSLIHSA R s a] rp LB TRy

BN, “SERAER T B — s, SRR R T R MRS TR
27.2. I 5 W E1% 32 (Picture Theory of Language)

W AR ELAIER (A proposition is a picture of reality) .

iy 44 BRI T TSR AR
o UirEAE HHIHS T ((BIIE) T RAEESPRIL G775
o [Hit, tH5 (FEHARKGOLT) AEAS“fim it ——ar R St s ] — 24 e

X MERE: EE R AERME AL AT A BRI R
27.3. KA 5 78 (Saying and Showing)
CEEPTFIRY WL Hife ARBMES IR

“Thus the aim of the book is to draw a limit to thought, or rather — not to thought, but to the expression of thoughts:
for in order to be able to draw a limit to thought, we should have to find both sides of the limit thinkable (i.e. we should
have to be able to think what cannot be thought). It will therefore only be in language that the limit can be drawn, and

what lies on the other side of the limit will simply be nonsense.”

Wittgenstein [/ Z5 i8¢ :

16
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o BELHY (FMIABAmEIRIKIF L) IATULHAE
o TEEULHY (fBFE. 2. F¥. AR BHIEAARL) AR FFTTR
27.3.1. BT B0

“My propositions serve as elucidations in the following way: anyone who understands me eventually recognizes them
as nonsensical, when he has used them — as steps — to climb up beyond them. (He must, so to speak, throw away the
ladder after he has climbed up it.)”

Wittgenstein [ T il — A4 CEHITAIE) PRIFTA trdl— AR TN U RY iR . BT 0 XY
(nonsensical) , (HEANTEHE B EEE “F F] X — B
27.3.2. JIERRE
“What we cannot speak about we must pass over in silence.”

PAMIERR T vk R A AR (AT ABIERERY ), A NABBEE I 22 ARV, 1) o H At ) i it
IR LR S BRI T 5

28. JG AR (IS (1953)

28.1. N T BE TR
J5i ] Wittgenstein M) JFE LT T M F3 A0 G HEE . AT E S HIE S AR e " ZEE", meERiEs
FEANERATEFHERFERFR .

“This book is written for such men as are in sympathy with its spirit. This spirit is different from the one which informs
the vast stream of European and American civilization in which all of us stand. That spirit expresses itself in an onwards
movement, in building ever larger and more complicated structures; the other in striving after clarity and perspicuity in

no matter what structure. (Philosophical Remarks, Foreword)”
AMERPERE Zpy ey, HIBKEM . BBR. &FE.
28.1.1. — M HEA S R A
A A 2P AN AR D 2545 257 " Wittgenstein AN 25 U ARREE sy B SE, T2
B SAH2/REH ARSI B R7 (JE—5Rk4UEE k)
Wittgenstein XD HEASER, ME2RBRGEREEE. 2T HEZ oAb NHZ, A HEATR
WY, TR ENRREA S 2 RELRY .
28.2. X PRI At A (PT§§1-43)
FaRE X (referentialism) AR« T TER G U2 B RTHEFRIIN 4 . iX )2 Frege #l Russell (3[R HijHe (L&
AR MCEER BT R %) -
Wittgenstein 7£ (HF#IFRY sl TiX—A:
o BHHITHIEEESR: HMaHa —MEX, ENESGHEIZIF T ARIRE . X2 —Fid TR riE= .
® Wittgenstein ] {5 Fi#3k” (language-game ) FYHE& K A — B F 2 il 5 AR LE 515 5 32 S0 i)
G TS AR (P1§7).
o AFFZERFEHG TAMENAF TA—# . 7. R BK——ENURE T REE, AR A
—H (CRENS) B1E.

28.3. = LRI ] (Meaning as Use)

Wittgenstein i 17— i R ) e -

17
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“For a large class of cases of the employment of the word “meaning” — though not for all — this word can be explained

in this way: the meaning of a word is its use in the language.”
“B Y HMEE " (meaning is use) 425 Wittgenstein HA%.L I, :
o AN — MR A" M REETEE 5 A h#IiE A
o JAiEIE SONE T BRI IE AR scth (FE . S, Bastrkl) , MIAE T ETERA 1B i S & 38
4 1h8E
o WU MIRME, e it SRk
7 Wittgenstein [ 8 fH: “for a large class of cases---though not for all”
sefERR— A fr i T 3K
28.4. 1554k (Language-Games, PI §7, §23)
“THE AR 2 Wittgenstein J5 P21 O S T A
o TR FIEE, MR AT (object of comparison) — EILFTE HIRHEL, A WA 0 R AEHHAE
o AFPEF WA AR BN, AR E. SRS 5%
NIRRT A1 & W I i A
o “IHEIPR XN RILBERL: RIBFRFEIN—HSD, HER2EFERX (form of life) BJ—ER5
28.4.1. ZREIEF Mk (PL§23)
o ikay MR A2
o A —YIRIISNIL, B4 e R A
o MithiA (—IEm) HiE— ik
o it — At
o JEM —
® JE AN — MR
® Jildl F IS F
o I
o fifitk
L e
o ik, B, JLE. M. Uik
28.5. ZJHEAH{Y) (Family Resemblance, PI §§65-68)

g (A3 T Wittgenstein [ C) B EHREI IrA 15 5 08 09 2L [m) A B ——FR T 15 5 SL a7 4L
AT
Wittgenstein & T Xl B Az i /2 SR RO & :
o SRBAE— A RKRES, WG ARG B AAARRIRERRS , B Al C MBI ST, CHRID AR —(HE A
—ANFFIE R R BRI
o BT AR ER NI BN TAES AR X AL, (3 3 m AR )5
o XSGR I WA A ILF AR P EFRATRERS DAIR]— MR IR 55 i —— 12 B AT AR 2R [ B 5 =Rt e B
o “RFiAH 2 F! 7 (Don’t think, but look!)
28.6. LN EEH & (Rule-Following, PI §185)
%2 Wittgenstein i B2 i R 20 L R E R LT 2 —
28.6.1. |7) Tits &

AL A e, M

“Then we get the pupil to continue one series (say “+ 2”) beyond 1000 — and he writes 1000, 1004, 1008, 1012.

18
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We say to him, “Look what you’re doing!” — He doesn’t understand. We say, “You should have added two: look how
you began the series!” — He answers, “Yes, isn’t it right? I thought that was how I had to do it.” — Or suppose he pointed
to the series and said, “But I did go on in the same way”. — It would now be no use to say, “But can’t you see --?” — and

go over the old explanations and examples for him again.”

2 AR UL FRAE AR N4k S5 R T 1000, 1004, 1008, 1012——fHiA S L ERARE T AL o (B Anfariik B A
BT? IR T E RS S BRRBIGITF . ARATA BRI H T ALATG IR Z Py = ks
28.6.2. =FfiEit (MIRFEF )

JBSCFEIE (Strong Realism / Platonism ) :

® “2.4,6, - 996,998, 1000  J5 WV i% & 1002, 1004, 1006-+- -+ TR IEMEE
o SO TR R AT RERY Iy 2 AT DAkS: AN E TS
o HIREMIIIN . I (BEEEEEE T IERIE g8 =)
o JI%: XJEMESEIE (realism), AEIRIETEIR
#EHJE X (Constructivism / Anti-Realism ) :

o RIFAERMMFIRILAE 996, 998, 1000 [ IEAHAESEZ A/ 1002, 1004, 1006+ -+
© AT ATHLIN] Fr) TEAA N HTAREAS i 1 FA T FR A NS RE 750 i U Fg 132 FH 91
o FLIM P IERRPERIET A—— (RS2, 29
B48ie (Deflationism ) :
o IRSEIRAIEA F G BIE T AR R AR SH (fundamentally misguided )
o A T HUN B E AR AR X A AU TR ZERRR, M 2EEMR (dissolve/deflate)
o FINAASE B RATEF AN BN HA AR — AR E N EA TR E R Z A
® 7 Xt: “InliE ] (begging the question)
® TJREMYIAINY . FEALIX AN [ EUAS B
o UL [HiIXEAY 2 Wittgenstein 15?7
28.6.3. IREZE L
FR A )RR T
o ZAMMFAR. KIERMM—NE @M, IEfHk AMH. k. 4%
o FHMRAMA. AAR. HITHY, N24Xm
o Wittgenstein A @ TERINIERAVERIFAAE, TR AE BT SBE A SEAS AN B JSCA TEA )X A [ R P TR Al i
o 4, MNENEAKERTFAERE (interpretation), M2 TS8# (practice) FMAEFAX (form of life)
28.7. FA NIEF1E1E (Private Language Argument, PI §243-)
Wittgenstein igi: —FiZ 3 £ REEH— M ABRIIES A THER.
o QARIATERY R SAE T A, mEHAR @ aHayseEk (SZAN SRS, ATABEAIE) , AR FA NRIFLI 22—
T I
o — AU H AT B Y B I 1A A LR AR R AR 2 — A~
o Pitt, HiRARAM N OAAIUR (private inner realm) {5478 LK K2 — LT3

29. MFIIE] JE I AT+ REESK )

E,ﬁﬂ ( «J‘Eiﬁﬁéiﬁ» ) E,qu ( «*éﬁ:ﬁﬁ?{,» )
AL EER AR IR
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fimdl -5 L SR R AFAE A X AR T

NBEUE T A AURAF AR TUBRAS B gl e — T S ek

WAL 55 e B R PR S R A i) —— 1k — P H T2~ (Pl
§124)

FAAETR & A5 HAZBEM— A28, mahE! ”

=S S iBUE =i HOGE

30. 15 & 7 1ELf# 12 Philosophical Investigations (1953), §§1, 2, 7, 23, 43, 6568,
143, 185

ey R AR ARAE, 8RB il T A IR IER B 5L
30.1. §1: BT RES BRS“HALLR”

Wittgenstein DA I T CITFHEY sh—BaliIi R, XBOEHI T —FA 0 B R ERRRSERESW: 40
A — R, TR SO IR TR R ARl T — D5 — D ANEEGA LR A%
KR, JEEMRRITI A SR . B2 A Ok THECE A XA S8R T AR RA
TEAREMARBIE R BHIR. "R bRiE, TR B E—— AR RS — B JFUA R4
30.2. §2: EHLANE T IEKR

Wittgenstein A T 55 AR ITE = - — @S LA B T YAt (slab) ., “FE” (pillar) . “B”
(block) . “#” (beam) —— AT R - Bl T W 2 nLgCsge 8 e AH B R AR XA 58 A JFIRIY 1R 5 A2 T — Do B
EIPR. BV EE T MERA E . BRIl E AR A G E R SORTER 2 .
30.3. §7: EF PRI E X

“I shall also call the whole, consisting of language and the actions into which it is woven, the “language-game”.”

HEITNOR RS SRR RE—RIBME. XA —HIEE X, M — B4 (object of comparison) ,
EELRATERIEF R EERs T3, M AES A R A7 5 .

30.4. §23: I FH I ZAEE

“But how many kinds of sentence are there? Say assertion, question, and command? — There are countless kinds:
countless different kinds of use of what we call “symbols”, “words”, “sentences”. And this multiplicity is not something

fixed, given once for all; but new types of language, new language-games, as we may say, come into existence, and others

become obsolete and get forgotten.”

Wittgenstein 5|2 | — R FNEF WK Tikard . AL, e Frh . 0. gl . S, Sk, PR,
oKL R HOE. R, BT XAPIFRITIER . R EE MRIEEFFILRMBERBER
—MPIhRE-

30.5. §43: = LRI

“For a large class of cases of the employment of the word “meaning” — though not for all — this word can be explained

in this way: the meaning of a word is its use in the language.”
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BRI AR 44— IR KA AR BTA I A
ARSI, TRAEHLE R A TR RS X TR SR A7 7, TR X e 2 i
H? 7.

30.6. §§65-68: KAL)

Wittgenstein il BUEOR FORMEEE: 504 SRR A — A T 95 3 S SR A
Wittgenstein [yl £ /2 “ABH4, TiT/2A! ” (Don't think, butlook!) —Fif &4 il Jy s 2 1Sk Fr e
ARSI, B M RRIER M2 AR, 57 575, PER ERORIBLE—— R (family
vesemblances ) . 14 —MFAEI A LIS , 13K T8 S S RTAME R4 A2 DASCRFRR (TP s — il
WA S B

30.7. §143: Fiff = EREFA

FRRA IS — AP DERIRS B N E R, TR EIE—MFAR (mastery of a technique) . Wittgenstein &AHAH A
RN T B ARG — o MR B — DO ) IR R S —— O T Ml 7~ B & A T4, e T2 75 BESE
BRELMCE] . BRARR IR —FhSERRRE S (practical ability) , AN@—FhNTERY RPN 4",

30.8. §185: FLIRLIEIEE
“Then we get the pupil to continue one series (say “+2”) beyond 1000 — and he writes 1000, 1004, 1008, 1012.”

R PRI ZIN Bk 2 — o AR PARRER T AR A S RATA R B 8B . BOA LA BRI AR RE
G HERR BB T RERY IR TR AL AT A BRI AR AS S ] AR AN [l " B o IX BB 7 — =2 T RUUAS B A
AEPE H SR . Wittgenstein f[RIY. (TEJGLEBIE HRIT) & MRS, MPRAAGESI TSR (practice)
AT UR LASER I A, TTFATT B AR ) DATRIRE R Ak o IR i ZARA T 45 3 (form of life)
A—Ed, AR RY Jo R A

31. Wittgenstein X 5 258724110 5
Wittgenstein F*) 5 Wi [ 22 ~45i35 -
o STERE: FHE LT ES N NI A i v
o EEWH: B LHIMEH— T Austin, Searle 2 A [ 1EAT AL
o LRBEF: AAEFICIE— A R/RX Ieieryssa Hdk ik
o FMRKtSE: HUNEIAN L EMRE—A Bloor % A\ nR 44 G F2 4t T ¥E R
o RIFZE: IS, H DU LA A S 2SR 2 T 4 IR B

“The aspects of things that are most important for us are hidden because of
their simplicity and familiarity. (One is unable to notice something — because it
is always before one’s eyes.) The real foundations of their inquiry do not strike
people at all. Unless that fact has at some time struck them. — And this means:
we fail to be struck by what, once seen, is most striking and most powerful.” —
Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, §129
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Martin Heidegger (V=% /K)
ERERZALTFLRHFL, RRToRSFE, HATEFTHLAE

32. 5|

“Das Aushalten in der Fragwirdigkeit erscheint als der einzige menschliche Weg, um die Dinge in ihrer
Unerschopflichkeit, d.h. Unverfilschtheit zu bewahren. (To hold out in this constant questioning appears as the only
human way to preserve things in their inexhaustibility, i.e., without distortion.) — Heidegger, Die Frage nach dem Ding
(What is a Thing)”

ANRERBHEN . AT, AR ek 8 SES, AERiIHl . XS mig /R8T m
Bl —— AR R BNE R, M2 RFHEE .

N E L WEYE: “Aristotle was born, worked, and died. Let us, therefore, turn to his thought.” i # ik T JAE{i
R T L —— BB BT =X A, e AR S,

33. 5 E LR 1EE: Being and Time (1927), Introduction & §7 (pp. 49-63)

FRE LS (AFAES IR #9598 (Introduction) FISE-LTY (§87: MRFIIER), X2 BER /K HAZ.O
IR 7 Y A 0 S B 7

33.1. 3t BHEAERNE L (pp. 21-40/ H. 2-H. 15)

R R M A S “FENEX NBEEHEFETT TE. AAMAEFMTEL2MEYCR, B k2
—HAETHEIFAE#H” (what-is / das Seiende ), {H'E M AE A AL B RESVE M AEAE A 1T BEAGHRAS HEARAR A 1)
B ‘BEEEERTLAER?

TSRS JRAE I TP T =

1) IIEEHE RIFEERN D BN A S VE ol AR S (AL JERRB ) « A0l RS (BT AT
TeYEIBNE) . “HIARES” (B DAL TE BB M) o 12X = A I, (universality, indefinability, self-evidence )
LR EASAFAE A B R G M ot s

2) BRI : A R 2 AR WEAE o (BN RS DN B e CAEK BUSAAAE” . Nk
TAAE”) . Hp, b7 (Dasein) HAGRRMA— F A IERESE R B 2 MITETE. b, BRI 1= X,
WM SR b A TAFAE T 0T

3) EIAEE"FELENES: NG EES, MO ABAIESRETE, LEES s s i R IR 250 5T

BT E
33.2. §7: M%) (pp. 4963/ H. 27-H. 39)

FLTRETNAZRES. HEMK/RIEX BIHERE T2 2 Irid i 52",

33.2.1. A. A& (pp. 49-52 / H. 28-H. 31)

PR R B4 (phenomenon / Phianomen) 18]35 i @owvopevov (“that which shows itself / #fS 278 H

5#).

o B - {E{EH T E B E ST

o Z% (semblance / Schein) = HLATTAEH H B 5 b E R B HIZ T

o PSEHR TG - B RISF R 5 R SRR, (EAEE SRR E S22 g —RE.
REENENARY B HHEARTIRRE (covered up), HIERE AL 1 HIVA N T fE.
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33.2.2. B. &% (pp. 52-5/H. 32-H. 34)

Moyog (logos / T51E ) FJRR] 5 AN J2“BRME 5 “FIWT , T2 “fsE - - # &M (to make manifest what one is talking
about). IHIHAYIIAEZHELBR (apophainesthai) 1EFYIM H & AYCFE
33.2.3. C. IZ 2w E (pp. 55-63 / H. 3¢-H. 39)

“Pi%2#" (phenomenology / Phinomenologie) = Aéyew t& pavopeva = it E SR RESENEEHESHAHE
B, BanEEMNE H SR BRI .

TAEAS KR . R AR — MBI —— A @ —FpJiE. “Abandon the label ‘phenomenology’
— the only question is whether the investigation genuinely lets things show themselves.” (5 2#X MR% TCTiE——
ME—EH R AR IR R ENEFY A SR RE .

NEFE5HFERHXER:
® i1t (ontology) WFFTIFAEN = X
o (HAFAEE SHE H 8 ARG PRl —— BB 2NN B B R 3 BB AR T
o [Att, ME—l M AEIRHEM RS Y Bt FES A RN E 8RB RPN ER I PH BRI TEE
33.3. RN

6 % LA AN 20 T T W FEAR SRR 2 K E W LA B SR U T A2 CAA 22 &5
BIRFEAE )« “PMPA N AL (PAAERI BT A ) « “BEARE” GEI IS 2EVR) o §7 MBI T B2 ke
W—— AR — R OR R, MmN —MRAN TS I EYNBEEHEZETES.

34. Y7 (Dasein)

34.1. fH-2 2 HAE?

Dasein (being-there/ 1) RMFEM /KT IARB OIS, AREARESET A" (consciousness) . “L»
R (mind) . “FAK” (subject) ML WFREMIK A AERIEFRA , (AR AR —FhBUS ) SE A (s R 7R
WRGEZ ), TR AN — R EEA .

“By using Dasein as a replacement for “consciousness” and “mind,” Heidegger intended to suggest that an individual is

in the world in the mode of “uncovering” and is thus disclosing other entities as well as itself. In other words, Dasein is the

“there” — or the locus — of Being and thus the metaphorical place where entities “show themselves” as what they are.”
KRPRRRAIL -

o IHAEA IR G AME F XIS A N AE DR

o IiEM—IT et SRz H (Being-in-the-world / In-der-Welt-sein )

© NAEAEN B T AL “ B B R X R AR IR R R AR AR BEAS I U 2 AR G AR A PR A )

o IWAFHFIEA T (cogito), TME“EFEAE” (to be / Zu-sein)

BOAE S HARAAE R AR X ATE T AERERSIB IR A CHIAATE . £ 3KA71E, (HEARL A CHAFE: AR
BUHE, B S HAAERRR.

35. =M fFfE )72 (Three Modes of Being)
AR R IX 43 T = FRAA W A7 2

35.1. | FIRE (Zuhandenheit / Readiness-to-hand / Availableness)
X ASHRAEXRFEHRRE SRR EEN R —.
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BIF: EF. LIROVEHEETR, ROFAZRIE A SRR e RAVEZE ML (575
T ABORPE) o HE AT ERORE ERARNTRIES O BAT S RBTHE M, A RS R G A i AL

o UL YR ST HIgE, MR
o FYRiR” (withdraw) F|{fiHH ST
o FATARICHEB "W, RIERTE D B, RAOTHE A SR 2SO

BlF: FTFEBFI. UIREETREER, TURSEEK T —AREEAE S XIEE A -
35.2. BBAETIRE (Vorhandenheit / Presence-at-hand / Occurrentness)
LR MERFRHE 4 THRT. SR T, ST A ERNZ B .

BIF: FATEHT. K%, BRI TR PO S — RE . G0, R
FEARTETR . HTFIA R AL E

HFFERS /R KB R EFMBFERMIEXMRERTS (AREFRE) HEBUHRBERT. 46
RIRIEY I SN ) HEZ )" (res extensa) W, ABFEIARIAZFATS HAEBEA 677, 2 s EF2
5 h SR Sk B AL T 5

35.3. 477 (Existenz / Existence)
KR EFENEEAR. YN BBHEE AR, WIEEA AR — HA T2 A
o WIEIEAHRFEFITEA B H
o WIERRTREMEA 2 AR T REE”, T2 EERIRTRE P T] REPEA B T CAE R ATAE
o “WIEHY A IET B ATE” (The ‘essence’ of Dasein lies in its existence)
36. 355 | B /& (Totalities of Relevance)

36.1. ZEYIIE SO R RALY
SRR — R BYREXAREBS, MERBSHMEYHHEERES].
L — 511 — A — BT — e (R RE- ) FHL - HE - WA — KR — EFEE-- -
® 155|2{K (totality of involvements / Bewandtnisganzheit ) : &34~ T H /)5 LEBKH—A~d Hofh T 2. H R sE B
) FICITR) R AR 1Y 2%
o XML, HETHIAAM AT, mHE—doARLm—he )R
o XGRS T A IATSCBE A TARY RIS L, A BB TR B X

36.2. HIIEFH 165 vs 1B S 65

® BNEETESI|: M ILHE EEI BRI T 507 T XA RATHE R B S5 RS, M2 34 17E
S BB EI
o EEES: W E AT S (A 1A i ) X AR PG )

IHEM/RIN D ANESHESIERA. HE A THES W, KB IEFRPAR . X5 )5 4ERARHEA TR
JEREY

Bt “EttREOBEEET, EEEEANAREY . MEK5 ARG, mImee. ”
37. WA UL SAEME
37.1. % N\ (das Man / The They)

H e ERES R E A
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® MAX (conformity): MM NPIARMEANG, M RFAMMAY S

o [P A : ANEEEH CIEAE 2, TRkt S A 2 9 i
o TEFHH H # 44" (average everydayness) Wk HH

o XPIRSHH MM (Fallenness / Verfallen)

“We take pleasure and enjoy ourselves as they take pleasure; we read, see, and judge about literature and art as they
see and judge; likewise we shrink back from the “great mass” as they shrink back; we find “shocking” what they find
shocking. The “they”, which is nothing definite, and which all are, though not as the sum, prescribes the kind of Being of
everydayness. (Heidegger, Being and Time, §27)”

“WNRREM—DERY N B R —FEA UL, St B &L I i .
37.2. AE M (Eigentlichkeit / Authenticity)
AEMR“WBERIER” (owned existence) WCAE T A S, AR IE B ORIz .

T [ AR B ) R B2 [B) JETEFE  (Being-towards-death / Sein-zum-Tode ) :
o SHFH SR IR IENE
® LT R “BACI . JC B AN 0] 8k ) n] BE1E” (one’s ownmost, non-relational, not-to-be-outstripped possibility )
o LN AT (A NRERIREIE), EA A — D IAE s M

“ARER I, 2 HERCIES T, RIAE—E# K.

W NRE S, A ALRIE” (one dies) 33X JC AR UK HeREN FE T /Y H . (ELIE 25 H i H O )
WHENE, WAEA R H N IIGEE P ok, BEIESA A O A4,
38. G4 SiE s WAERRIT T3
38.1. [§% (Stimmung/ Mood)

TFFERS RN, THEEA A E A D ERAS , AR B MR GBI R . F4 2 kR B SHER
AR, ROTEHACEE R, FEtt Az d, AR I ol A sl

o [ELZ HI SRR (pre-reflective) : B R MARBCHINI ™4y, T2 H SRS B )5
o JCHl (boredom) #rsiy@— MM L= LIS B (anxiety) &7 Ay 2 A B Stk A TCAR L

38.2. 1= (Rede / Discourse)
BERERINR: BEASEFRENTFEEAN. EEARENAR LRI LN G5 EEXNE
FF (articulation of intelligibility ) . FATTEAAEFAEET 2, SBIRAVA TG A 2 th—FF,

39. WFFERS /RS P05 B A1) KBk

ESSTES W [/ 32 85 R 53k
HRR MR 1 A F R AR R R MR F A RSz A A

MR R 2
HERFARITIE RO B YRG0 ——RONRFIRAL | | I ERRIRIE TRl g (b A o 2

N R IR R AR AART), AR RS TR I T
iR
LT HANI B2 2 EREE RN, #RE || IR ORI M S, SR
CRIEA B B SIE R LU Y A e
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[ FOMIEERERE IR AP AT HE 2, REFPAESET | | IR RIS 1 AR A “ Nl SO b
ARV NI EEAAL S ARAERIE AR A, R AR M TR

40. 545

TSRS R AR AT AT A I LA 2 UK

1) FiEk: AR ILFYESERE S, mARFEEERE T Y2 b

2) IMEFEFRIMF: WAL B R IR B ZE/RATEEA VIR0 1 R MRAE B ——RF i A4 /%
SR, GBS TSR Y AR T A A

3) BEMBEERM: RS/ ITETREHIRA . F5 LA TN AR AT “LE AR A E R B
ES A0

4) RE-EFNEX: BT, RIS, EREANIE— RN AENEE

“The aspects of things that are most important for us are hidden because of
their simplicity and familiarity. (One is unable to notice something — because it
is always before one’s eyes.) The real foundations of their inquiry do not strike
people at all. Unless that fact has at some time struck them. — And this means:
we fail to be struck by what, once seen, is most striking and most powerful.” —
Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, §129 (Hannah Arendt found these
words deeply resonant with her own philosophy)
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Susanne K. Langer ( J#%)

L ENE QR HEMA, RRTRIRSFE, F2 R THEATHLAE

41. Faefaj

Susanne K. Langer (1895-1985): JEE¥2:5, 20 A7 52432 (semiotic aesthetics) 40 AW, W) T
VERE S T2 O RYFREARY 2 2R - RVG/R (Ernst Cassirer) fF5 2400, R4
FAEH T A AL G b A5 B

Bobm: ZREFESE 7 MRE, ERTAHENFS?

FREEAE:
® 1942: Philosophy in a New Key: A Study in the Symbolism of Reason, Rite, and Art ((ET2£Hifi#Y)
® 1953: Feeling and Form: A Theory of Art ((IFRS5EX: —FEARIILY)
® 1967-82: Mind: An Essay on Human Feeling (=3 (LR 18 AEEDY)

Langer W1fif Feeling and Form 5 i)y Philosophy in a New Key )k fiy
LRGN T LA

42. B0 WS T YA
42.1. Fr2ER iy
Langer 447K T #/KJ0f - Bi/Kt: (Charles Peirce) 72T 45 (PR

“The business of philosophy is to unravel and organize concepts, to give definite and satisfactory meanings to the

HEEPR R TAP S HR S,

”39

terms we use in talking about any subject (in this case art); it is, as Charles Peirce said, “to make our ideas clear.

Langer B3 B At 15 A B4+ 4
o ANFRMEIFEHI NN AR E
© RN R UE U
o R Z AR FAI] Gtk
o RE NI AT ZARBINE
X LE R AP TE Langer FRHAE H T 220000 . P20 528 EE, maEmian .
42.2. F75 B I A
Langer [T 2487 1F Philosophy in a New Key W & RIS b . O X%
HEIRMEFRFS (Discursive Symbolism) :
HEAREEE T
A VBN R [ 5 254
o2 B R R 2B Lt
BB 38" AR T R I Jge
EMNEFFS (Presentational Symbolism ) :

AN AT IR

AN BA T E B TR TR

PSRRI EL R S BT

REMS IR “F Y REAZIE ST IES (forms of feeling)
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K PMRA X ZRARA—MERIFTRKiIRE ZAR—MERAFTRBFSER.
3. ZAAENOIE
43.1. %L
Langer f#Z.L 35K ZRIEMRB“EUMFS”, ENRIEZHNARZERFKHIFAANER, M BRHERX”
1SRAETRRIIZELE .
KA X ] -
o RIW (Expression) vs BIKFKIM (Self-expression): 4—N N RHIASIY I}, HbYE B R FEI—ROCE . HY4
— AN RESE G F AR U, e RIS R A — ] g B A BRAR A T =X S B ok
o URWKEH, TAERIE
43.2. “HFI 125 X
Langer i F ) “feeling” (‘F5EV/&3Z) —iayu ML), WHE:
JE A7 (sensation )
154 (emotion)
BT (bodily awareness)
SRS E (the affective tone of thought)
— Y] DA Rz B 1 28 56 i T
CARERH X LERZHFR
NIEFEA HAR B 2 ) Sz N 25
43.3. ZRFFS R
Langer 51, ZARFS (W—ME k. —lEE) SESMHSHEARRX G
o EEFFSHARBERENXEA (GHI0) MASMN (i), HiE nTPUESEFERE S
o ZARFF S RATENER—IE ) = R HL AR 33X 0 A B ok Rk
o UARFFEME NS SMYREBARTRE B SR TE R, SO AS T 2 m

“A work of art is a single, indivisible symbol, although a highly articulated one; it is not, like a discourse, composite,

Bp

Kok SRR, EIHS TR RIT S, s SR AR R

analyzable into more elementary symbols.”
44. 5P A RIS
44.1. GUAFFARIIH AT X R
Langer [F7-5BliE -5 F W 4ERAAR I H A T2 06 3 -
o EAS: PIEAIFF BV (W LATE S FRAR) MANREURY” (HAEE/ARAY) Z A ™M AR . AERpR DT

TE GEHITRY Ul AR UL LA REFTER” . Langer MIULA AT UL AT AIE IS AR KR 23 (present) , 4R
AEPE 4R (asserted).

o S AERAARITHIYCH ORI Y (BB, 2£2% . AR R ) HEEM R, R silui B 85 R S m o
35 Langer WHASY, ZRGBR—H“ER"MAREREANX—ENZLE N (nonsense) , & —FA A&

SR
44.2. SjUFTEAGIRIN K AR
Langer 5 fEg /R4t LR Z X 4]
® WE AR SN R — Y SGA S5 A M M LR Bl A i A
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o WEHINA EAREIM KA X —— R Langer (52 RPU/REMT) fH 455 MES, WA R 60 A e il
o PE AR YR M A B S A5 A8 5 ARG
Ze AT Langer GRAFE ST BT T AT R G ME , Y A5 BRAS IE HOIH AR R I e 2 R S ARG i
FA A
44.3. WL LR H]
Langer 55 HEXTHE 4R 255 32 SO “ R SChRUE R 180 1T 1Pk . s A AT (RIRREIES) A
BN BRI, A4
o BN VRGUNELABHEBRAE R L2 A (B R 5 A B ), B2 PR il A H R R ) i i T =X
o \NRZIPIIL A BE EMMEMSRRIEMEE &K, WA, BREIEFIER kL
-
Langer R T ZARTEALE AR TR AH,: ZRARRFENSTAER, ME—MEEMN. REH. &
AIERMAFSEN.
45. 5 E R 1EM#1EE . Feeling and Form (1953), Chapter 1: “The Concept of the
Symbol”
%5 —%Fi 2 Langer ZARFF SIS I BEAT o MiAEIX —F5 b 58 T WO 1 S 220 A  Fhe AR Py ya BBl A Al , DA
RN RS Y B EHESE
45.1. IS 5ARBHIFRE] (Introduction, pp. vii-—xii )
Langer 165 | 5 U], 424572 Philosophy in a New Key (1942) RY&f——E TR OB RIEH K e
HIAF5 IR
g T A BRI A
o RERMEPRHI AR H AR UE
® NZST IR UE N
o REMIA2 42 FTRER BRI RERY AR TE
o ANHAERA N A 4T 2 ARANE
o NI ZARIE HHAMF " (U1 Stephen Pepper 421 11) Al M

IEE P X SRR E TR AR ) T AU . e p Sl g TR A SRS, KT FRATIR
VEATAR s P A AT AR € T NI T . 7

45.2. F—TRIL: FHFHE S35
S—E#NL T Langer BN EEHIRMELG S (symbol) MM, Langer X437 :

155 (Sign): $RRFWIHFAAE S IR A b ——ah WS S O (e KBS ) o (55 RA B . #l
- SV DI RE

5 (Symbol): AMUE/RXTE, M HHTRENSR . 75 28R (vehicle for the conception of objects)
—— AAOF R MO SO, BBERR B, FEXARESI RIS E . X IE R AR 5 3h 0 1 4 4
45.3. #EFFF 5 250 (Discursive Symbolism )

B E MBI S RS . HAHEME:

o AL BER. ZEMBE SN, (Fid), A IR E R X
o Eik: AAMNE TE TSN AEEB A
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o WEREM: MHEHSFS RGP MR AT AR A B S SN FR e ) —iES
45.4. EIMFFS RS (Presentational Symbolism )
Langer A GTHAZEIX B . bR TE T R E S— MR AR E RS K
o SHBEEERIACEIEE R A 2 iR Ie/INEE XA i FE U 28 A i B A
o EMKMMIRBE N — BRSNS )1 rh B RIS EERE 2 B A AL s AR — A SRR AR AL AR i A
AMER X
o FAIENF — —IRmE B T (BUEMHAMEA) 5E4bib
o RIEMEBREFTHHN — AEWHEMNE CRIERMREGHE A7), MRERNESHRsES (Ek 5k
. EFHETRRE. RIS sha S igu)
45.5. “B 2 X" (Significant Form)
Langer 4k7K T Clive Bell (1 H R UWTE2MEE , BT T EAEMNAT S22 50 . ZARER 2 —FF B Xk
AP E R R B P S TS E R . EARR R TR (RO ), 2 — 2]
THRIE SR,

“A work of art is a single, indivisible symbol, although a highly articulated one; it is not, like a discourse, composite,

ERMERS . XA

analyzable into more elementary symbols.”
45.6. [ LR
Tl A B T O AR A& T . Langer FME L2 A1 I ENEI Z AR — S ES Sl i1y

AREIME U, THRBPEAE S A, R ARSI —FRAR . BER. AATERRR. Rl A
I —— NIRRT AR ME— A SR

46. D25 BRI X

) HRT“BXHIBE: BOCART Al ("X B0 YR EECHINT) , SRl
BT R RIE

2) ERZINFERY: ZARANE LM IE SRR, B AR A SRR B — R AT A—Eik 3K
B BRI E

3) FSBIERIRLGL: Langer SR T RPT/RIANRAF5314)” (animal symbolicum) iy, K HEMAAL N —% X
TR R EE

4) FERSTEFERMEFE: WPEZ 0PN W RS R IEK, R TR (Rl 2 i s
IR) KT ER. FERFNAR i 2 L) Y]

\zx!

2 e S i N NG

“The aim of philosophy is to make our ideas clear. But what does it mean
to make an idea of art clear? Not to reduce art to a formula, but to understand
what kind of phenomenon we are dealing with when we make or behold a work
of art.” — Susanne K. Langer, Feeling and Form
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Kurt Godel (EFE/R)
"

7

e

LA ALITLRAL, RIRTRRDF, AT LA &

puv)

47. W

Kurt Godel (1906-1978): BRLHLF|-35 E B HE2E KM F K, HEAN T EARTHEE (Incompleteness
Theorems, 1931) . MAR{UEEASK, WP 2E2GIRIE AR, Fral BN RS, 24, Fer B AR
(&}

Godel TEAEM N IRI)ZERAPT AL G P K, TR5Z Frege. Russell Fil Cantor HsZ1A . {EABRZE W) T 54k
YRR E (ZHEARF L) BIARRNE AT .

AN 5 £ PR TE (BFERY 7 52 50 R 77 AR 7 Frege 113255 52 31X Russell 5 Whitehead /1) €Z05 2D |
Hilbert [T 3 UG iX 28 AFRIE K [ — MR AR E— N EX R . AAENZEEM.
Frege FH{5 I B0 EPRHR 7] 10 J5 R 4l B 4 B Russell it & 1 AL B 5 Frege RGN LG (B EFE):
Hilbert T4 1 A A R 838 PE A HERE R IR R TE B R A1 58 PR — 20k« Godel WERH = 3X 4~ H AR @ A 7] BB Sk
B0
48. 35 & I 1EEf#1EE . On Formally Undecidable Propositions (1931), pp. 173-9

I (173-9) ZEE/R 1931 SR U H RS, %02 20 20 i BB - T #ie ez —.

48.1. IS5 S S

R T A B B A% 0 H A% IEWIAE Principia Mathematica (PM) KA R4, BERR AR HIERN S
—— Rl S i N HAR T AR R S8 R AR LA AR

i B LT A S

1) XERXRS (Frhle PM) BRIk

2) BHME/Rgn's T Ry E AR

3) Jek2¥ (meta-mathematics) %/ E ARILFNE
48.2. .0 IBUERIE

FHE R ERAENE . BRTFERZRFEHNTHFRFRRBF BT RSN BRI EARRR.

o AT, BHRAX. BMNMIEFHIEY B H 8%L (Godel number)
o X T H[IEMMER TCHERRR (Al P AE RS S AR BEEECT B ARBIN AR BRid
o WRIEEFHRRINE T— AN G, AR E S0 T RAE RS S AT
o IR S &8y, W GHES TRWHE (BN S KHEH—MERard) ; 5 G A HA TE B AR HEN—F L

GHE
48.3. XA Bl bt

XSS S E B T Hilbert BB 32 X AN40 :

e Hilbert 7 fl—/NHFRAY” (finitary) . “#5ERY” (constructive) JTEFRUERNES: RGEM)—StEM 2 41
o EME/RUER: AT EE5R A R A HARN —EUE R G EIEH H O — 2 (55 A 5E R a i)
o FISHHIEMMZ B — MR AR AR — L EGIAERMEENERX RGP EBATIE
48.4. WAL
FHEIRAS NG — 25 3 50 T B A AD L & 32 g5
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o W HBARESR A T MEAR G i

o HuAng (MERE. HE) BAMLTRAITEX RGN WAL

* AFKLRAEWE F FHLIL KRG IR UL R B H X7 10 R SHLEH R A 22 57
(HAFHEREM R, SHERTEIRIE SO 208 @A AR B AR i —— Mt/ O 3SR A R A A4 S5 &K

FNERIITHK . JGR A Gibbs Lecture” (1951) AFffiiit 3¢ FavE B2 3L 37 W Rk th ok

49. EHEIRANSER EH
49.1. EHH =FhARIE R FA
B ANSEA B FRA DAL=y =k
1) “FREEM—FENERE, st EHERTIRMZEEARKEEEIE. ” (No axiomatization can determine the

whole truth and nothing but the truth concerning arithmetic.)
2) “BITMERNLBLUERSE, VEZEE— EARTESN (MAERELEREE)  EARTAEN (BF
BEREBIEHRETIHE) . 7 (Any axiomatization of arithmetic must either be incomplete — fail to capture some

arithmetical truths — or be unsound — capture some arithmetical falsehoods.)

3) “RARMERERMNHRXEANFM: BB2E. —5. T&. AILENL. ” (No theory can be sufficiently strong,

consistent, complete, and axiomatizable.)
49.2. /R 415 (Goédel Numbering)
Godel WUERA AL LR BHE/R Gt RIEOE T ik X0 il— A E—0 B R %, T
(i) VA P FR N o BOAH 1R B AR%R ) AEAE—ANIAE, Remf e (R 4h e Rk U i TAH 2 B AR %L,
RE B AT 20 5 F AR B A L s T ARkl (WA 1)
WIS EER MY, Godel (RN RGRENS RIE A B R TRFEESAH A IR, X2 HTE (self-
reference) PUEEAELG .
50. Fe=Aafi K 3= . (Mathematical Platonism )
Godel {915 047 5 S MR B .
o BEMNKEMBGFEME: . £H. A ANLWEH, msr T NI LR % LA
o H=HIBR“UWAM MIEWENE"H: BRI TR RIFERE KIUH KM, AR AN ES
o HIEE—MEX RGN T EMIERANEFMBAAT L2 ELH : [ UE M (provability ) AN% T H3PE (truth)
X503 X (40 Hilbert) FIZHAEF L (FEMAIRER) #AANE. X Godel M, A5 A
WER T AR B 3 B R G HEA R T R, Aaese it e B 4.
50.1. 32485 FITH A 4 0 P
Godel ¥R3Z Frege §20H, IAH:
o BRI L M U — B T ARG A
o BRI HI R, 2R, maAE K IHY
o “NELRIGEFRBHIrGEEE LAV T — B HE, XS B A TR
A (X ] ABERR #5845 46 #E” incompletability )
51. XA ST 4 8 B WL IR AR

RMFE—: “Godel & B RIRE L F R HHUZ TOAPOENIN . » — 50 Godel ERLW M SREREBREN
A RTUERYE, M ARZERT SR ARIER] . — ARG e, TREFESS — A SR AR G Al PABGIERA «
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RFRZ: “Godel i PG I T FT A G, ” — 58 Auf @ AW AR (UL 2558 A TR S BAR
MRS, HARE T FrA Gt

REE=" “Godel JEHHIEM] T EAFRIFFAE. ~— 3855 XXt Godel B ™ H 2. Godel A N ff S5
SEIAEAEIRTIER]” (ontological proof) , fHIX 5N 5¢ 7% i B2 56 4 A A L o

IREEM: “Godel UEH] TAATEWT S B S AWHIEMI ARG, ~ ——=F: X E— PR,
2. Godel 15 AT: 50 LI T2
52.1. )\ Godel 3| Turing #I| Lucas

ARV | — N E P2 ik e -

Cantor [ TAE (XHALZIBIE) 298 T ILRARFEMIT XS, X2ERITA" I IR 5.

Godel [ATE R E L — AL R IR AT X R GEERAFAEA AT H & 1) A

Turing Ff LA R KT LA %571 (The Mathematical Objection) :  “FAT I MIHL&R & RIMGHIHRAE )82

KRR B TEANT RS RIBLES - - X G LA XA AR ] 252 "M 7 e RN R SR E U] TAL
aRHICRE, SR Z R . 7

Lucas (1961) f£“Minds, Machines and Gédel” Ik :

“However complicated a machine we construct, it will correspond to a formal system, which in turn will be liable to
the Godel procedure of finding a formula unprovable-in-that-system. This formula the machine will be unable to produce

as being true, although a mind can see that it is true. --- Thanks to Godel’s theorem, the mind always has the last word.”

Turing BEFZ (1950, Tl T Lucas fREIE) :
o \RHOWAHH B IRE R IAN1EA B F AL T e MG B =
o R H BBE X B — B R E LR B Jo ¥k R B SR A b LA
o “N[REAFAE AT 5 Eblas EHRIAM N, (HIRIRE ] REAFAE L NSRRI RIMLES , DAL
52.2. B AT A N IIASE &I
TELARATY AT, X — B AR 15 T b -
® AR I AS NS [ 72 1) > B R S A E G T2 > AR X A ke T He
o HHIAFHE X RFEREEIAL, M2 Githlas el ger=4 ik Hfg”
o Godel Fr IR H 2F 2 B 2R TN IR MR SR (T E P RGEH o w AP B, 1 PR ] gesk s
R RN BB 1) 91

53. BHE/RFH : BE) SRR

MiAF: Godel Xy PRFAFILT A A 268K, JCHIEIT R 24, M T35 2 0 aHE/RFEHE (Godel Universe)
—Fh AR A ITE ZE (closed timelike curves) 1472 B HH 3% 5 FLfi#

X fil K T IR Z ) A 2 ) R
o (IRIFEIRITEZ TR, AR AR R A T2 A A7

o (PR AR MMETH, ML FFATXE my i a2 50?7
® X[k Godel —HIHIMARIE E3C: PR (BBCA IR —FE) HAMS T ARAE 7 WA
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54. Godel 510 IR AL G AN L

SE/FRIR it i RS 5 Godel X%
Frege 18481925 || HOFBIRE X, HFTTEGNIE || Godel R3Z Frege B, HRIZHE YL
B, AN R SRR (HEREECEMR 3 LS AR5
=
Russell 1872-1970 B, EHERERRIE £ || Godel £ 5¢ £ i H v H £I| Russell (1)
RO Z B S E A FHRHF, AR TEXMERSED
JriBR
Hilbert 18621943 BBt 1 X BsR R se M | | Godel T34k ik Hilbert (28 32 X B
— Bk e R @ BRPBEF R G A fE
SERSER
i RURIEY 20 42 4) WA T S BB R As: || Godel ol B 25 X Fes HAM
B TR E LT AW, SRR MAEAE
Cantor 1845-1918 TERREAIISAIIR N B | | Godel 32 Cantor 5211, NI ZUF XK
HWLHY TE IR WAFAE, JUH R AR 5
Wittgenstein 1889-1951 EETFR, R RS Godel #L 1T Wittgenstein X 52¢ EH)
PR, BRI a5 TEE BREIWAS A BB, TE S
Turing 1912-1954 THEHISAE A RBEHE RN || Godel &P & Turing X THLES B HERY

55. G545

Godel 7253877 ARER 4

AP R

BrF WO E R Turing A8 A%

Lucas SIS IR IS

1) #BER W IRMERYI SR AR P RYIE SR GRS T vkl o A e AN S T R R

2) HFEMIEEX: s R EWMAAER AR EZBL, i A

3) 3 ALFULDREZMFEEI: R o0& EI05 | & T 6T A0 A TR 2518
1) FHBIEE AT E XMBAFTE: Frege. Russell Al Hilbert ()2 AL GEIEAE N 1A o] g B

“The human mind is incapable of formulating ... all its mathematical
intuitions, i.e., if it has succeeded in formulating some of them, this very fact
yields new intuitive knowledge ... This fact may be called the ‘incompletability’

of mathematics.” — Kurt Godel, 1951 Gibbs Lecture
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Arendt (PU{E%F)

ZeER 2 LR, RTaiRsE, #98 TEMEALRSR
56. Brief Introduction

56.1. fiifik

BTSRRI R s, M EERIEZAAR OO “BORE AT, MEHRTHREC N “BugBExR". H
AN, AEGERERAT: (HARIE AR) B AE I L2 p 4 RS . #8 2 R  SEi iR 2R M Y
BTG MRAZ DM s TEGT T 20 HEASARAL 2 SC (9 32 SCRIETRAR T 0) B FMERS , N ZRRY. 24 fnfif EE 3t
frBuR . HEEBFERAIER.

Arendt has a unique philosophical perspective, as she even refuses to call herself a “political philosopher” and prefers
to be called a “political theorist”. She believes that traditional political philosophy (since Plato) has always tried to regulate
and even suppress the accidental nature of political life with metaphysical absolute truths. Her core concern is: after

experiencing the disasters of 20th-century totalitarianism (Nazism and Stalinism), how should humanity rethink politics,
defend freedom, and rebuild public life?

56.2. Arendt H: A

1906 4P AL FAEEVUA BRI R N E, =S P mi e its . £45/ 3240, FEtmmBua 2 s KoK,
1914 4F R A R AR, SERRZAHE

1924 AF i AT /REE KA., UMANREREERS /R SHENS . SIS KA S UAE T, . 1929 4EEREIG 8 S I k2~
Hit2af, HE RN S TCEFEEE R2AAT . FFESXE - DR gsis.

1933 4RI S 32 Wl . HORF Gk g i, it ImtEfm g, PRAN TR, 4iRA
HERH . 1937 AEPERISTAEE EI R, 1940 4F SR LA - 1 SAFSEI . 1941 AR SCESMC BT B P 4R . PUEr
T2, 1950 4FRCN R E AR

1951 AFE AR GO 32 SCRURR IR BEE PR, JRZEEA K ANJRIRILY (LA STEHRBEHHR Y QR ATY . 1959 41
SRR A2 A PR IE SR . 1975 ARG 21k, 524 69 %
57. A T X (Totalitarianism)f{JFE 55 “FJFE 2 %" (Banality of Evil)
57.1. ARAN T2 A ot

TE A 32 LR b, P ARTR AR T URE TSR & Hl s . Zgen s 2 BR BT E
HHEE, AR S A EARHES N “ZREE” (Plurality) Fl “H %&PE” (Spontaneity ), 427 (i Hb 445 AA{]
A A SR IE IR N A0
o EIAWASEMM: MR SUKEE—Fh “2%0 Dy sE i MERES (iRt g e ), 1 JCAEAALER) 2L
Wi iR — A B 2R

o FEF S WA N RTIR, RIS NS N Z R IWE . AN1ASAS0 . 8. i bnar, A
HCJRFACBIAR” TR WA 3= S A% B sh AT

57.2. ‘FEZ % (The Banality of Evil )

1961 45, B (&5 Hi 71 HR B HRIE X AR SUPTIE K - A 2 (ASTREA TR AR P E RS TF) 1
HH AE G2 ERREEROSY —Br, iRt T EAR CFREZE” M.
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o EIFBEMIEE: HTIrA ANER, UHEHAE - MEMPEE, e “TIMArRIER N RIELIER
RIFEAEF AL, MaEREN 32k TEHEFE S (Thoughtlessness) . M H M a4, OB MRS A2 524 17E
T N, R T ukHEM ST B R e

o B A —EIRTmAER SN 24— S Ayl A BLEE T M B RE W, AU SR i g e
2ZETHIME ), T RE R BN B BRI KME

58. NS “RIRAETE” B =E 450

AT RRE NN E AR T I IR, BTSRRE A AR KNIy (OUF CBURAETEY)

2 A, BB T AR A RS S S AARACRESS o XM BT T AR R AL SR

58.1. Labor

ERMEHER . KEIEER. 578iAr- AR (B, fiE) BYIutsSE i, 35aib AENT B
RYRYE, EXANZHE B, NS3hWsa AR XS] (F{essfrz A “57808h4%)” Animal Laborans)
58.2. Work

CAWABRESMEE, HFHSE TR ANY SR .. TR B SRR S TR S AR A 153t

T RE . ATHARAER) R EXASZEE, AJg “HiliE A7 (Homo Faber) .,

58.3. Action

o ZHEME (Plurality) : 78l ZAE AR AR L A LS [m) b AT, NS RIZE G FEER |, HAN A EM—T
1.

® Jfiumf}: (Initium/Beginning): &—¥K “f7a” #H@fEtt A LIEA—REHE . AnTHe &, EEWRET
WAL, AIEH R .

59. BU B2 H RIS
REFEEAEK (NSl - FHE. BEo) Wk, SUTR—FsRE, ZPAR I GG RA AR
HIRE ST o (HBTAERRE T — N EE RS - AU 5 2 T2 X
® KU Sy (Power) JETHEMA: RHAARIETHA B, R URNBELE I, FEMBASEAAR )RR It
[Fl473) (Actin concert) Bf, BUA XA . BUTEERIIHIEI. —BRFHESHL, BUTRIERT .
e %Jj (Violence) fKifi TH: RJp& THMR (W32, FN). HBGiaEAE T ARIIARE (RET D7),
AEAREELORER 7 TR 4ERr it , Ul E 2488 T 'R .
gt WA E: XS a B NA S R EZALAS, (BFERRERE R, BREEA P01 W, FhEs
NERIRSL TR, ADHES T N RSLRIATE B, AR RS M A 5% 4y
60. 15 & HEf# 1L : Eichmann in Jerusalem (1963-65), Postscript

TREM R RS ERE CUA S IR IAY TN 510 (Postscript), X & FARFEAF GBI
AL ST I R BB SO
60.1. J5iCHIZ L INE
60.1.1. — . XTI Ay o] B 5 0 R R ) VB

BERPIT Rai it XA AE AT e O — A ARz s i 1 P2 Bk e B AR T e
B AT, RGN L PTARREAT IFR [ 7 e v i 8 AL -

IR APAE DA BT ) L (RS AEFR 2 it MR AT 1 ) -
o PR ANHCREMIZ XA RMEGTT? (PR Z R RIS B )
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o EMAHE ZHEFHWNTEA? (—HZ I R 1K)
o ZEFRM AT (IR HHER R BN — g se T E )
BTERRE ), XA AR AL R R — A IR T — M ERA (XFE) MFFHRE. 2
—EBR TR B ARRYIE L, A RXAL T CRIBIE AT, AR SR AR it .
60.1.2. . ““FEZ % (Banality of Evil) ™A% 35 5L ) RE
“When I speak of the banality of evil, I do so only on the strictly factual level, pointing to a phenomenon which stared

one in the face at the trial”
X4 e I BT -
o U7 5 AR lago 5 Macbeth
A=) .
o R TXIAN ATHT W AR LB 2 Ak, Mg B RSl MU B A S A2 0 5E
o AL, MBI, NAREIRBIB S EMIT A "X PG 710 B = (it GBS ALk 25 T — R E KA
HIRE, REMFHCHLEFE KT A2 R TN T i F M 5E A BRI — R B g
¥ .
o “MHAEE. AL E4ifEnHhZ B % (thoughtlessness)
BAERPIELZ —. 7
o FIlr: “XFITISERER B X T BE, Bt TEBLRIFAETARNBERESE—EEREKX
HRME—X, BX L, EEEPRESTTIAZZIREGI. ~
60.1.3. =, “4THIEKEZR” (Administrative Massacres) &

Pl {448, P K 4e” (genocide) M BARE FH TAZR, (HABAR —F N X &k Rk K A7 1
IR . dd T KB A (administrative massacres) X AN ARIE AP REIEA T JEF 14 -
o XA ER A DA AHEBR B B ) H e F BRSO . BRI IRIE” (BIXANEZAEE”) FFG, it
R PATH KB PR AZ B A GO A ) 455R.
o “JEHAMLA T AN IEZ AR AR, AT REMFS R KA BRI IR T A ACEFRI N 7 X2 P i A i
5 P L
o CHMFIEE: X EEZVAELITEIER (GBS, JEE) AL RN KITH
60.1.4. P, 1F X589 ARgE2A R E
BT A S 1 3R T it o o ] A g PR A
o FHIWH L X TR EXMA——NH MG DA A, 13E— A — A B T A
o HihE A6 U B AR R ER AR RIS, WAL E TR AT A S LTS SIS X MR AR AR T
SRONC 2 =Y
o 5| T Grotius T 2 LA & I, ZET R, B TR L2 R EEN RBIRU, NRAETS
FOHHAL TR

60.2. [ iLfe /N
JRER CLA-BAEHRROSY W2 K A ARG SURPTRR S B, BT T A e LR b

1) BAMR“FEN—AREREAR, M2z BE50. BHEmN
2) BRZ RBEBAREERE A& ] DALCATAMT AR A e A A B KA M
3) EEXWMRMBEMEI—HXN, MAREI XTI, RS

A& —A> FEIE R BE S LA SR o AR IS peE IR B 2 AR (4

HoRh -5 BRI R A AR P —— (At S R 1 58
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61. BT (B0 24 U
DU - BTSRRI E A RABREUEM AL . BIRM Ttk & o SRR A, B IR PRy s 3

o EFRAMBERMBUGRIEL : WG HEHIE, WA IEFEA 2R B AMTHERE
K AE T HEARE S (353) FIRRRCE (IDfF) b, MR TR ALFER R0 (HEE T8 . X BOA
AV, TR AR 32 S Rt 32 SCRR U AR SR B AR o

o ERMIBENERMN: W FERBAFANAL, FRZE" B HIRTTAE . PSRRI N EAE 2
e P RFRL RIS, RN E MBI AR E B

o BT "AHEF"  EHABAIL AN RES H FEEE SR, FRRHEERA], DAERIIER A
FEEs[a)”, AT S A ORI AR E U, EEAEAE SR Bais N T,
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W. V. Quine (Ji|[X)

EnEE LR ERGELSEEMH, RRTRRSF, H27 A TEMHLRE

62. LRI/

Willard Van Orman Quine (1908-2000): 20 HZ0f A M W EEE 4K —, S H g Z.o A Y.
f TAER S 2 2. B A, B Lk,

Quine ¥R52 % ZF-R /RGN B2, (AR 258 ) T XHE 25 42 L (Logical Empiricism) FARAS LS. fth
T2 T AR —Fh B AL EINIRIE (naturalized epistemology) ——RFAHIE M SH—2E AL ok, il
HS A Ie OB 2E 1

FEEAE:
1951: “Two Dogmas of Empiricism” (& ISR HEE))
1953: From a Logical Point of View

1960: Word and Object ((1E17]-5%4))
1995: From Stimulus to Science (KM IELE|Fl2#))

63. LI F A
Quine 7£ 1951 4 % ) “Two Dogmas of Empiricism”™ @&/ #1724 5 _Fic B apPEit cz —. fdgh, 54
LAt S LT SZN I ROMEIE S
63.1. 55— -2 501X (The Analytic-Synthetic Distinction )
AR, FAEDAE, 20— X B
o NITEIE: (R CHE, MR (Wi B G A1)
o ZEHEIE: S SChE (W BREEE)
Quine IEE: 34TSR A BT RER S R TC R0 FIT M7 2L 92 20O T 3L (synomymy) -
B S, BEaRAFEIFETARREL . NEAE—Fhaikery . JELBm s L EM,
EANBIERIAZ DA T
1) “Ir AT AR TR TR SOk AR
2) “[A] SUME RS B2 R SORMERE ((HE SUAS BT S i i [R) SCPERIWT ), B A0 n] B e ke e ({HiX
NHRERSARS, MRS A St i)
3) Wik, AWr-ZE R g R ER M BE—— DIEM 2R EN, EHE— DT gk SEr X o
63.2. # 5 ibJEiE (Reductionism)
WFEIA N B X HRER T AR JF R 56 T B LR MR (WEGEFRITES ), I HAeA Rk
FR ] PASH T M 32 32 22 56 pO B UE B IE .

Quine AL A FATHIEMRAARR— PN — MR AE XM ZEHE ], MEEN R REA—NEZAEITE
ISRIER . Xt Bt #Akie” (holism) B{“FHiE#4{A1E” (confirmation holism).
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64. LRI HoA 1L (Naturalized Epistemology )

64.1. B —72£" R 245 LI
fegiihilie (A RARAOR) BB HCA TR 2R ez £, AR RS2 Rl . Quine i 13X
— 5t
“Epistemology, or something like it, simply falls into place as a chapter of psychology and hence of natural science.

It studies a natural phenomenon, viz., a physical human subject. (Quine, “Epistemology Naturalized”, 1969)”
INRIEAZRIER B, MERFEN—Ea . AR AWM ARSI (stimulus) Hdg 1 Rl2g 21,
XA B — A g B2 gl
1E From Stimulus to Science "}, Quine B T MR 4G BT HiL  (“surface irritations”) F &2 22 R4 BB
INFIE AR . 32— P E s A B3 ) B 2R DT S
64.2. FIRF & X
Quine [ F 8 32 AL S TLAS i
o AN AEIEE TR NRF B R
o Vg SRl IR S P ) SRR 25 (7] 0 [ AR A ) v e X 1)
® NPLGEINIRIE o) BB AR IR AIE Y PR K T EE (justification) FRETEME I, W& KT
R (causal mechanism) [ )&
65. FIERIAHE M (Indeterminacy of Translation )
65.1. J7 1A% %F (Radical Translation) [1)JEAESZI6
Quine 1 FIEAH & IS 8UE HOBE FH#0Z O o A MBS F KX — MR riE S CIREREE
), MFREARME L35 N F 1B T AR — AT
Quine [itilE: ARIMENZFFMATeESAAFREN T IBT AR —3, BREZENERER. Wi,
AN BT MR e .
21 “Gavagai™ il 1 135 ATER B9 1) Gavagai”. X~ Wiz ElliFH -
“4T” (Rabbit)?
YT IR EES” (Undetached rabbit part)?
“UTHIEHE BT EY” (Temporal rabbit stage) ?
“BPE” (Rabbithood) —— R+ fyHLAd?
JITA Tk SRR 5 A AT IR I A TN — B MARTEE T X2 7 gavagai 1 ? ——TLIBAR /B 44,
PERIER R A — T [ DR TER . WM TR B S
65.2. T )54
A E TR 2 & X
o EMUAR—MMILAISEMR: NAEAE ML T BTy A SO S5l ot
o IEFRHIART AN (inscrutability of reference) : BIMEYEFRATHEEEY, A F 5L FEFSE (fact of the matter)
P FAT A TE Rl B Fe A4
o ZA{EiLHIHEXT M (ontological relativity ) : I T “FEAEAA A I, HBEH —Fh s 505 TR BB ANFEAELE XTI o] 25

66. K1KLK (Ontological Commitment)

Quine [ 151 “To be is to be the value of a variable.” ({F{ERLE B — 178 JCHIME . )
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KRR -
o RATARRAZ WX FEAERG? X Fop 23 Jle] A T 2% o) 7t
o NN Sk THIRATR AP FAEIE N, AT TR (quantify over) BFLESI{K?
o ARKiRKiERBIT 2N EMRIBRAY, IR T FRph B AFEAE I 1
Quine F AR AL R LAIES (J) MFEE, (M, B X (meanings). HER
FTa] GEH AL “ NI S2{A” (intensional entities )
67. XS A 5T 3 AL H
Quine A E A E AP . AN
o BiIZiBERE (“WgK- 7, g ) BIEFR EARBIN (referentially opaque) — B ATTAEER T 7] — P46 I )
o “KJiiJE M (essential properties ) MG Tt X ——— X R EG WM HAWEME, Bk TIRATIMHHAE
M AEXT A A A 24 5T
o [, BEMBEHE (quantified modal logic) 2 TEIRELZ FHY

XI5 Kripke J2 5 T SERARIAT S (20 Kripke Zi8)

68. Quine 5 P4 BG4 L U0 K lk
Quine (472 T DA L 5 - 0 - MR G SR HE M A

F& HR KR AR5
L PRI TR RS Quine {4 M F S T4 (Gedanke) /54
MRLARBIM A, NN SRR LR
P BEH)
LZEN SRB RS T2 SR BRI TR || Quine ANESZ B SR SRA RS ARG AT RIA
A WiIE, AP R R P A i Y
RIRGE AR R A2 B 250 T S Quine [ PR HARHEE TR /RO 7
Mr-Zifr X L I e 44 45
HERFARITIE BTN T A S TRA Quine A AERFARIHH VA P 207
TRRI R SCENE T B A BB ) TRy R
GEPIE Y

69. 15 & H LR 1L . From Stimulus to Science (1995), Chapter II: Naturalism, pp.
15-26

FEERY T (15-26) #E T Quine MR ERY S — % "Naturalism”, iXJ& Quine X [ AR FIE M i
AR .

69.1. 5 B LEH S N

Quine FEIZEEHE M T A S S 46 B SR8 RN B e Y B AR P s o ABROAZ O R FRATT AT AR 1 S Y
Higs” (surface irritations) JFif, mAMEM XTS5, B DNA B4R 3E7

o ER BV Quine X BARRHBMAFIEGINIRIE, MERKHRtESHERAE.
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69.2. M1 F|W%<4] (Observation Sentences )

Quine ) H AL IA IS M LRl 0”2 TH T4 WEB A (observation sentences) . MZH)AG WAL
1) BEATE 4370 R B Uiih 8 T 2437 A6 R B ot e A W H B R
2) ‘EATR TR [R]85 JL R ) B W A R RS A4 & %1% ) i) LR i — 3K
FTWT”. "KL KXl WA . BT Btz MR RN, BRI 28R #Ex .
VR EMiEMEA) 2, tSEMAEXEEEHNT — WA AU X TRNESEH, 12X A3
e RS
69.3. FISIE S 1tk
Quine F§iAR T — 4~ MO Z /) 31 Bt bl 42 (1 PR ) ) i ik A -
o NEA]: N EE AR H S .
o WIEJEWGEI : REME A T2 (S B, I8 )
o HBSLIR: . EEH. M IXEEANRE H AR, (HiE BRI -TEEF 7 ik 5 A ) R 32 e Bk
o BB ER: (T RIEMNE RN R it S EHEAL, (H W RXE AR50 S 5 i sh 2
69.4. “Hrfg BlFER 2 N L@ (p. 19)
Quine FYAZ:Cr H AR 3 S8 SRR GAAESS 3 /) AR PR b -

BIMENFEE—NRBENEIRESHRVERYIE—R 2 A2 AT B FaE i R >k 2 5 ##
HBESRE. A" LArA” (God's eye view) , A A T B A B SE Y 5 BIE” 2 [ /MR LS A

HX A IRE Quine 2 RRTEIRH "B AN £ 3CH” . ik, BZERERINFIFH—E—I——AIRHR
AR, “HRAHRIR HZEEA R AFEARIAARUR, MR FAREN B 53—k s e
T _E22 0 Bl —— 8 J Ctn] AT O o2 aam A RITE A A SR 1
69.5. X “S— P2 M i &4 (pp. 22-6)

TES BG4, Quine FAHRTEAS TH R ARDIORBY S — WS ML 50 . LG 26 H O Ly Bl
PR S R B AL BRI EE R S, SRS R R AR A R A X S N 2

Quine [ [u] j :
1) XRAFBER— AR AW ER A RERE (FIa 0. 552, #HMeig)
2) ERAWER)—FL2ER] DLEE BRBIERNIEA T BEATRE N IR E 238 H
3) PEHRIM A E R L AP, MBI EM— R B X B AR 1) —HR 5
69.6. [ i34E 7~

5w PR Quine AR AT A I IRAEA 1 o BEAME PN EERIHIRG & , TR B2 T — AU
R B e B B MRS S B DR B XER . (1) NIRRT e HH RN &L
PR —iRor: QWHFARERT, MRWEHEN T EAFEEMR AR, Aty b, M
Bl R Tk

70. 5145 Quine PP 2Fimrr
Quine ) SEAE T AT JLA- B

1) BUAST-GE RS AAAEAUE B SCE B AR R A0S A g i 142
2) BHIEEEARIR: FRNTHE SR AR AR DT X 20 A 8 R —— AL A S R A m] AT TR0 Sk i 1o 8] 2 2%
GER HA ) R PR B
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3) BRAKEPAIRIE: ISR LBl — 3 FRAIFF S AU SR SE R h A o
4) EREAMEN: BRI TR SR
5) AIEIRIERRAE: TS BN — Ul B AL G M R A AR R

“Our talk of external things, our very notion of things, is just a conceptual
apparatus that helps us to foresee and control the triggering of our sensory
receptors in the light of previous triggering of our sensory receptors.” — W. V.
Quine, From Stimulus to Science
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Alan Turing (&R )

CRELA LI LRAL, RIRT RS, # R TFEMH LA S

71 FRfR T
Alan Turing (1912-1954) : SEEEFR . BEAZMTENRZ R, P AN TRBENSE — 8357, i
TAEMEsEe: . 25, HEAP, 2O T I ENRIAR T BEr e AL .
FETTHR
® 1936 4F: “On Computable Numbers” (&R T1HEEY), +2H 08 FH K RS
® 1939-45 4F: (A A FR s o3 A T A
® 1950 4 : “Computing Machinery and Intelligence” ((ITEALE-SEHEY), HEH 2200 B R

Turing was an exemplary scholar, especially as Al’s first philosopher. Vision, drive, interdisciplinarity, integrity.

72. 15 E HEf#EL: Computing Machinery and Intelligence (1950), pp. 4334,

442-54

FE R B T X M A MR SO EBEER A : FHRR I BB e (pp. 433-4) TS SR 4% 28 S iy ol
I (pp. 442-54).

72.1. pp. 433-4: FGIER AR E
72.1.1. [ AR AN A ]

E RIT = EIE A - “Ipropose to consider the question, ‘Can machines think?””{H A7 Bi45 1, 2K o & LWL
SR [ 53 A 1) B FE I ™ Q1 R4 RS B8] 1 5 R e X, B e i 18 R A 2= 5t
EER. Hit, tARAECREEX N EE—MAS— M E@EkERE.

72.1.2. BRI

JEIERIB IR =N — BN (A) — D& A (B) FI—ANEE (C). W55 M A
i, Bl g iriE e B A e N BREHNHIEAG: “H—aVSTEXPHiE AN A,
SEEMA T WASAIREAERT R G ToE TSR I AL N2, IR LaiE i 1 It

PR R R - A SR S T B RE RIS J16E ) (physical and intellectual capacities ) . #1735 & A2 |
BRE, MIAEIZSEFE S HAIFoR, XMEgEpEgE AL, maIEshE s .

72.1.3. FEAIER]

FIR G T I B Q&A e Jgrm Il il -
® Q: “ff Ay Forth #f 5 — ¢+ U7 ~ A “HIETR. RMERASE T,
® Q:“34957 il | 70764, ” A:“ (£ 30 #)5) 105621, ”
® Q: “fREFAHIG? " A: @R, (BJEEET KA R X K By E PR gt mi)

X LEH - J s R T DATR 35 AR RS WA B . AT 3] S AR ] S35 2l 1) S0
KIELLAET I RRAE (ANTEIESE LT =8 ) M &

72.2. pp. 4424 XA FP S [B] B

TEIE SCHJG2F85) (pp. 442-54) , IR ARGEMEHLTI Y T LWL B BERY S8 o 188 B UTHI 4 7 1 JH v e 56 Bt
GUPIWCE

(] IR AN P AL i AN
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72.2.1. §2¢ 571 (The Mathematical Objection) (pp. 444-5)

IR P W& T Godel AN5Ef e B :

TAAE RSO T I BE RS, XX Sy, PTPAERH BT CES B IER A S, 1 AZSEE DA, ~

] R B [ B J2 2 S ) -
1) AEBSIE: “HATE OB EWRE S, BN 2 AR I AT a5 5.
2) fEHER BT AT H BRE XIS — & FATIAS T B R AL — R P RE R B S T A B

T REAFAE LUARAT 25 E LA SRR PR N, (BT REAFAE S BE R . SR plas - PASLZEHE.
3) HEF= ) ML 22 ik, et ] AR NS — R AR SR X XA X T EE B RS

A [ A
72.2.2. ZiH 7 (The Argument from Consciousness) (pp. 445-6)

“BrAE— GRS — o T TR I E— P2 il 3T e sz 2 iy BB RS I, AU A5 1 1
IRERVE , FATA RRFEMARSET RIN——H g, AMUBHE, MHMEEETE. ~

EIR BB X — M ERIE R “ATTREIACKH AFERR %, 1 B Ho 2 fRde SR, AN AR tE
AT BN R 5, ME— R ORI G AL T B2 8 B CAE % . XK E “FE — B PIAE
B ME— I BB G LAY R ST DRIV A 5E AT E

0T A BRI E] A . 5K, ARz — MU e BB 7
72.2.3. KT C“HIERY L AR

TEEE R S0, B R IR A SON R 840 A S AR ) A o B AS T A 6 ) RS o At 3 2 SR 2 3R E E X
5] AN LBHE A4, MR A AT AR RIS B o (X AR E MR T h 3 E 2
A, IR FRAT B 2 To i PA— VBRI 2R K 4 BELIE A S5 A AR, AR AT A K434 B ml BRI AT
FATER IS AT H .
72.3. RN

X R SCFREA TS I 7T B R — DR B2 08 (“fH 202 BUAH? 7)) S0 — D4R PER . FIHE
HIE R PR AR T 02 0 R 27 2 BB o TR SR A S 1 Bttt [ B T b2 g, i@ DA AR 2 KRS
JERPT 22 A A R AL PR E

73. K R (The Imitation Game)

73.1. %L LS J5 ik

B RTE 1950 AERE SO P 77— MRACE I “Can machines think?” (HLasRERENL?) (EithA B W&
XA, T T A TR

“I propose to consider the question, ‘Can machines think?’ This should begin with definitions of the meaning of the

terms ‘machine’ and ‘think’-- Instead of attempting such a definition I shall replace the question by another, which is

closely related to it and is expressed in relatively unambiguous words.”

PR LG (Imitation Game) f: — AN (C) MIHTF S PRI HIZ 5% (ATIB) 43,
Sl A B, B A, WA B A A SR AT R AR, TR AHLAE R Tt
73.2. % P SR T B AL D

V2 R 1 S T
o UL R PR AP SRR b, R U R TR R T

g A 5
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o R TE L A [T S B R AR NI AR R B FE AR R A TR
e O SN | <= U2 g

o = “ERMEEIT R I LH"—Searle S5 N ANBLHLTE, (H I R 07 B AT 0 32 SR nficledh

FIR H CAE 1952 4F BBC ) 4 iji: “URAl AL E MBI, BEVASETER %, (Hip b8k mlEk 8, i
APLLE L bl 2 (Fbanid) A ZUHLEs - - ROV U, SRR SiHE R R, BRI Pl R R
K—F, (BAIPEREERMERWER, FH51% T KREAFE P FME, ~
753, BHARIILH 2%

] R A H A 2 Ab -
o T FE A THER YR AN T3 (“no engineer or chemist claims to be able to produce a material which is

indistinguishable from the human skin”)
o AVIHLATR &I AIEE ) (M. B, VRREIESE)
o AP AR S LA MR NRFFHIE (2326 ) ST E

R ERITEIS 1 © “Possibly a machine might be made to enjoy this delicious dish [strawberries and cream], but
any attempt to make one do so would be idiotic.”

74. B S AR E

74.1. B IR AN 5T £ 2 PR 5

Godel’s Theorem: No axiomatization, that is, no finite collection of basic principles and rules (i.e., no algorithm), can

ever be strong enough to establish all and only the truths of arithmetic.

BH#E/REHC 51l “The human mind is incapable of formulating --- all its mathematical intuitions, i.e., if it has

succeeded in formulating some of them, this very fact yields new intuitive knowledge - This fact may be called the
‘incompletability’ of mathematics.”

74.2. Lucas-Penrose i&ilF (The Mathematical Objection)
Lucas 7F 1961 4E42 1 : TRl /R A4S E B, AR(THLEs (MEN—NERERS) HfEAe e I i EL G i
EALLRAPABRR XA E. Fib, A0 R T LEs.

“However complicated a machine we construct, it will -+ correspond to a formal system, which in turn will be liable to
the Godel procedure of finding a formula unprovable-in-that-system. This formula the machine will be unable to produce

as being true, although a mind can see that it is true. --- Thanks to Godel’s theorem, the mind always has the last word.”

74.3. B R A [A] B
B RAE 1950 AR iU 7ok AP i, FHH2a 1 A2 TR o] B -

F—MEMN: AFRHOWMSIH . “We too often give wrong answers to questions ourselves to be justified in being
very pleased at such evidence of fallibility on the part of the machines.”

EZEIR: AR R AR R — AR E L R I, e R B R BT A HLER o« “There would be no question
of triumphing simultaneously over all machines. In short, then, there might be men cleverer than any given machine, but
then again there might be other machines cleverer again, and so on.”

HAth[o] i :
o FLUL MRS NSRBI TE A, TLIRitE
o HLatar ) i DAENLEH R NI I HE AT o S 5
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75. Searle [{7" 3 J=11F (The Chinese Room )

75.1. ISiIE45 )
Searle [ U AR SEB B S B8 AT (Strong AL) —— B Y 4R i TH AL L@ — O R
Searle EAE 1 — DANEE TP SO AR TE R L, e B SCRR I AL B SC74F . WANIRE, ABRLP-7E AR
g, HSERR FARAAE . Searle N, RN N N—H— H2EMERS, HAREIEME.

Key premise: “In the Chinese case I have everything that artificial intelligence can put into me by way of a program,
and I understand nothing.”

75.2. % Searle i iEAGHLIT

o ARMEIN (combination reply) : it Searle Y BAE HL L ULIH A KM, MALTIIRATRE, 2B ERE
LA AR B A k7

o Searle FEARARFLHLRE TN T A2 AT T—RERI AR I ZR P2 A EARIY, e B iRy

o FHICRIRUEH R EIE S Searle FYS5IE——E & | HAF LI AFR K

76. FEj it FLEE (The Imitation World )

76.1. M P R It B AL A
PAC ALY fg (40 ChatGPT) ffif%4E 1 R MR 720 PEZ B0 EE . IREEFE T — S THBUSU 2503 -
B{FH5RISIE (Imitation World Argument ) :
1) P fE— A s, MARRFEAAZLO R (human mindedness)
2) P2: AT AT R = B s iy A0 R
3) C: LA BEE AT AL R
IR L gt B R 2408 Ak, M RBAAEXT 36 e AN 28 THR 8 “Re A e SE B At 2 Iy st U A28
76.2. MHLES AFELE F X HJeE (Argument from Robot Existentialism)
SRR -
1) PRI, LR A4 E N (inauthentic)
2) P2: FAT AL R # B s b iy A R R
3) C: HLES A REDAF AL R

77. B GERT HA H) KR

(1) MR SR AL DRI R R
(2) RIS XA S SE AR 5L bR

(3) RIS ERTE: Tods gk S

(4) BBz % X HEWEE Ve

(5) SEREFI: Lucas-Penrose 1{SIFHYHE4E

(©6) ThEEE TG IER T2 TS

(7) EXSMER: RIS AR A

(8) sE e VR Y N RS
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9) Searle IR : ANEEINHISHK L
(10) B BRME: FeMImE ST Cia B R

78. &R ) AR 5
78.1. KR . BHE/RE AL 2K &
] 52 11 2 B R R 52 4% S B R B T A 26 TH0 R ML 2 4
o EHEMRIT T ALFE R I R P 2R G5 0 T VWA 2 4 B L
o BRI T NHESELMNE: SHAIPHIBERES A RO SRR AR R BT
o MRER: KIESHA (U1 ChatGPT) BEAKMIREE I ATIRS:, A RBELE X FMAFE 3 X AL X e
R EFIPIRIER R A T FEAR TR B R R G R SR, T2 Gt bl 2 46 vl = ELIE
R
78.2. PRI
[ R BRI BT A AE T-45 10 T PLES B 5 I B T 58, THiAE T
1) 72 ) St A Ay T4 VT 256 T 3t
2) HFISRER B F AW AT BYE, TR AEE LSS R
3) i L T AL B S 3 B ZR G0 R T
4) AT TR AT R 3 SORITRNEE I O R T A

“The original question, ‘Can machines think?’ I believe to be too meaningless
to deserve discussion. Nevertheless I believe that at the end of the century the
use of words and general educated opinion will have altered so much that one
will be able to speak of machines thinking without expecting to be contradicted.”
— Alan Turing, 1950
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Iris Murdoch (Et£ %)

LieEam LR, RRTRRSFE, HH R TAEMRLRSG

79. T

Iris Murdoch (1919-1999): % /K 2 A ST RAUNIAE . WHGUFERE T MRS 5 KR 265, 0
FRRRIDTHE . VEEERE R . PR RITESRIE - BRIK . AR 26 TN, 1978 SFERAT K

193842 4EA4- K 2# (Somerville College ) , 5 Elizabeth Anscombe. Philippa Foot. Mary Midgley “A[r] & . 1948—
63 AEAEFEUE R Mt M A T AT o TSGR AT, SRR NFETB AR I 1 -y, AEAGRL R 4R A
PESHEW o

B

1953/87: Sartre: Romantic Rationalist

)
® 1970: The Sovereignty of Good ((3EM)ZE _FYEN)

® 1977: The Fire and the Sun: Why Plato Banished the Artists
® 1992: Metaphysics as a Guide to Morals

80. Z.L A R NTE
80.1. X HUACIEFELT 2y tL H)

WLy, PUCTEMEY -~ (AT A e . IO 3 ) RS T — Mz A RN ES, =
XL SR IR B -

“I find the image of man which I have sketched above both alien and implausible. That is, more precisely: I have simple
empirical objections (I do not think people are necessarily or essentially ‘like that’), I have philosophical objections (I do
not find the arguments convincing), and I have moral objections (I do not think people ought to picture themselves in
this way).”

A BN TE G R -
o (THEN: R SCRATMFAAESE R T v AR I AR 7E
o FEEN: HERTIEMEM AR, MM SRR R E
o NFIEN: By & (WHEEW &) AiTh

XA E S G RO A LR AT ILAYAT IR S B ARORET , M e R E AR NS R AR L
FEHR. B WHE R ZM T .
80.2. {IKIZ“WNTE” (Recovery of the Inner)

BRZ w0 Lk EEEZMFERIEANREEF. ROAURTTE, BRBUE . XHE.
%%,

b ] — A B R X —

M g—fiREsE, Wt JLIE D A EE . M 3ifs D AR MDA %, BRGITE. iz . FEA S

—RZ, JLTET A LMIN . B MEBRECNEE, AR ISR ek ok . M ALt
FrNAER)H4, R BERA R ARG R D BB - -

“M looks at D, she attends to D, she focuses her attention. M is engaged in an internal struggle. She may for instance

be tempted to enjoy caricatures of D in her imagination. --- This activity, as I said, could be described in a variety of ways,
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but one very natural way is by the use of specialized normative words, what one might call the secondary moral words

in contrast to the primary and general ones such as “good”. M stops seeing D as “bumptious” and sees her as “gay”, etc.”

KRR AR AAER AREIL AT AR, MRl O . ST R
RAEARFHE A

TEESLAE IS 5 B
81.1. “3B” 2 &M SCHE )

R AR T GE Moore (3.7 “B” (Good) R—AEMM . RAENHMIRAE. WSIBURATAAF 1k
BTG 2 RE SRR

“I have spoken of efforts of attention directed upon individuals and of obedience to reality as an exercise of love, and

have suggested that ‘reality’ and ‘individual’ present themselves to us in moral contexts as ideal end-points -+ Here we
retrieve the deep sense of the indefinability of good ‘- Good is indefinable --- because of the infinite difficulty of the task

of apprehending a magnetic but inexhaustible reality.”

%T%~/\§ﬁﬂ‘]—‘[ PASEEAEIRAIRT S B A R ERE TE S5 R A SEAE” (magnetic but inexhaustible reality )
M e R E LSS SR e .

81.2. “ZHIAL” (Unselfing)

ME I, BATW IR MBIE R H > (fat, relentless ego) N T-HLFA Xt AANHEFIGEFERIE. L,
SRS R S LN SRS S bp U

% (Beauty) 2K HILAMEL T H:

“I am looking out of my window in an anxious and resentful state of mind, oblivious of my surroundings, brooding
perhaps on some damage done to my prestige. Then suddenly I observe a hovering kestrel. In a moment everything is
altered. The brooding self with its hurt vanity has disappeared. There is nothing now but kestrel. And when I return to

thinking of the other matter it seems less important---”

EFRPEE T, BREREART, BN CEERLFMAE TR A BWATT. XIEZIEMEKEHE (moral
attention) FURRZ: FoRAHb. 7o & HEH ) SEAF

IR LI T IS - WK i) décreation” .
2. JEFEE T BRARG SWMAS

82.1. Primary vs Secondary Moral Words

RZ X T SSE AL

° Ezti_fﬁéﬂ (primary moral words) : 4ll“good” (#f). “bad” (IF) ——Hlig. k. WA
KRB ER (secondary moral words) : #l“generous” (JfEff) . “tactful” (344 ). “courageous” (B HY). “bumptious”
(E PAAAE) . “gay” (FFBH) — B4k, F&. FBHEREERTEN M

X )i # 4k Bernard Williams % Ji& >k “TA & (thin concepts ) 5 “/EA & (thick concepts) X 43 . #R1fT , Williams
FIAEFR LT AR AINERZ e LS ok -

JEMES R EANEEEES A RN NS A fmd
FIEEAE

82.2. 15 WK S fAE: (Contingent Privacy of Language )
BRI T — MR ZI S EERIEE AR R R R . AR FIELURILR .

it
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“This dependence of language upon contexts of attention has consequences. Language is far more idiosyncratic than
has been admitted. Reasons are not necessarily and qua reasons public. They may be reasons for a very few, and none

the worse for that. “I can’t explain. You’d have to know her.” --- Moral language which relates to a reality infinitely more

complex and various than that of science is often unavoidably idiosyncratic and inaccessible.”
XTI
o EEIAG RS PARRE T DASE 4 A Hk
o “HLE— AN AWM S P S H A IHEF MR, RO AR A R R 2R

Hofp
o AR IHTAY . I BOR AL R 1”7, WA B R A AR A A A S

83. AT N A X -AFAE £ -Th R 3 ) = A — 1k

83.1. X TR

BMZ v, BAGERE AR B (will) A1 (choice) ML T . FAAEESC (FRHIEpoER) HLEEE S
IHZA I . AR B SRR AAERRE SRS, RA— B0, IOLR R ).

HERZ WA, RERMEETELREEEFRZA—AEHFEE. 8. KB+, RINgHBEETHCE
PRI AT Pl e, R KIINAE TAER kil —ff

“The idea that ‘good’ is a function of the will stunned philosophy with its attractiveness, since it solved so many
problems at one blow: metaphysical entities were removed, and moral judgments were seen to be, not weird statements,

but something much more comprehensible, such as persuasions or commands or rules.”

A=}

83.2. X “Bl2x 3 I K]
R i g, I T A BRI AR IR T AR RS R = R A0 F 38 (the domination of

inexact ideas of science which haunt philosophers and other thinkers) .

A

“Psychoanalysis --- The notion of an ‘ideal analysis’ is a misleading one. There is no existing series the extension of
which could lead to such an ideal. This is a moral question; and what is at stake here is the liberation of morality, and of
philosophy as a study of human nature, from the domination of science: or rather from the domination of inexact ideas

of science which haunt philosophers and other thinkers.”

84 R FARHTIH-IFAEAR IR -ERZS S X 3
R FEHT A T DA A2 5 AR B KA RS

o SHERHRATIE: B AR e T ROEI 10— R IR A % 5 4 B B Rt
FRSERIBIOIELE , XTGORAER XA T M EAIBEE T (P15298) . WEARAERRUTHIRTHiF X
(veferentialism) HHER], (FTAKHAAFHUIE T 5 A SR . UL T INTEIL IR R

o T %m'%%ﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwfM%MwJﬂH%m&mmﬂ—¥L@m—A%Mm,AT%%
SAPEES R, T EAESEE T, AR P AR L (E SR NS (T4 1 B
T7E) ST

o R AYIRERSTER: AE T AL G ARSI E RS IR — 5 R RO, (AR BB R . %/
PG ShI
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85. 15 & M 1ELf#13E . The Sovereignty of Good (1970), “The Idea of Perfection”,
pp- 1-9
FER T (1-9) BEMREZ7 GEME B HRE7EEMIE” (The Idea of Perfection) W fm#ls:, X2k
EATREL U l) AIN Z N
85.1. iIESCHE A FA P iz (p. 1)
B2 e AT 21 [l U AB B A

“Philosophy has in a sense to keep trying to return to the beginning: a thing which it is not at all easy to do. There
is a two-way movement in philosophy, a movement towards the building of elaborate theories, and a move back again
towards the consideration of simple and obvious facts. McTaggart says that time is unreal, Moore replies that he has just

had his breakfast. Both these aspects of philosophy are necessary to it.”

2 TR H O AR Bz 3l din—— AR R WE A A B R, 1Mo 0] BB L A G fer 2 Plig
et far . WA S, JURp s P B i S o R ML AR 35t ] DU IE TR DA K B2 T TR
OIS
85.2. XM BN TEL B4t A (pp. 2-8)

PRZ s MR Stuart Hampshire ()T RETT, A8 S AUEAETT2: (170 350 + FRAE T 2+ DA 3 SCRIR G 1A
Pl AN TE R -

F—, —UIBEXEHETALXFUENITA. Hampshire 5K “VREIATERERE A AU LAY F TE 2T W IAT
B A BABREN”; “WAE IR A a2 AR T AMEI R BB AR PR T, BRI At A g 1
ARG . 7

£, BEESEFMNEMQRL. 7E Hampshire WHER, “FOAFTRAYEE—— BRI b Mg, i
AREPEAFI SR . BESHRTX (B2 ATHE ), NAEGEMGREARE TR,

£=, “EEEMARLIME. Hampshire fif%: | — N BB WIER —MX H SR P IZE A ER,
i AR B I T W R AR R W e, MhRESE 4= Xk M Al Abs 5 e R Ry 24212 XA AN
MERZ FB ) FATEZAAFAES? PR PR FRNTR E IR REB. KERR . REAWET AR
SRIEHFAPE . 7
85.3. M 5 D: —A/RiEtERiBEN S (pp. 16-17)

G VN e N N<OF i L LY RS IS DY AW R E R L b

“A mother, whom I shall call M, feels hostility to her daughter-in-law, whom I shall call D. M finds D quite a good-

hearted girl, but while not exactly common yet certainly unpolished and lacking in dignity and refinement. -+ M does

not like D’s accent or the way D dresses. M feels that her son has married beneath him.”

KB M ARRILH M) FIERZ— AT IR A e 3. X EWRE , 1RO, FAEREL
FREZETERMAEN. Ml Fgah, OH K" (attend to) D, FEFT L} —— M RERA R L E SR
FIWHSE Do AEIt S5 5" A IE SN SE 2% 1) kLR F D™,

BERETREEM UL TER D 7 Ui ——4 A THE D HIE A A" (bumptious) , TieH 1
T (gay) — XA R — IR ATFRREE, TR Ry . O RITER A8,
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85.4. W BRI = X (pp- 22)
k2 ARG G OB R T 4 TR G4 (secondary moral words) HUiEiR. M. “HRA”. “B
B R “F DA NS A A I e BT A SRS 5, SURBR UM . SCRmAIA = B MiE
W7 “TEAEA R PSP R INE AR (way of seeing) .
85.5. LR
R4 FIAEIK 9 TUHSERL T TORS T 2 TAE 1t %t Hampshire (/4B BN BOATFAIMRE,
JEIR T AT M 3 XA 3 SL-Sh A 3 SR PR IR R IR B o e A T e A TP AT L« ATtk
e T SRAS L AT L, RGN T AR . (EERAR R EEEEE .
86. S5 ERZ TIIE ELT A% L
R 42 T2 T AR DA % 0 -
1) EEMESASEREEES: 5/ (attention) FIME /X (seeing) FLBEMILLIEWE, TiIEULATT
(947 ik
2) EREMAIAE: 2 8 5 I S R B, T R RGBT R Sete” , RO B s
i
3) S FNEEERE IR WA S R e R AL A DGE A X SRR A S
O
1) BEBENMEIROLEET: B B X S TSk R, T R R S e
5) “h BN BBERS AR TR [ 5 T AR BT AT IS 1 7 i S

“It is always a significant question to ask about any philosopher: what is he
afraid of?” — Iris Murdoch, The Sovereignty of Good
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Thomas Kuhn (#&)

CRELA LI LRAL, RIRT RS, # R TFEMH LA S

87. WHLfAIT

Thomas S. Kuhn (1922-1996) : SEEYILARK . Blap S RZFREE AR MR RRIE (R ariZiia) (The
Structure of Scientific Revolutions, 1962/70) J& 20 45| 2 M AT P2 —, MIRBUE T AR
KRR B o

A YEEGE 1943 R — 1949 AR HH A — S nRlE T — 1956 AR TE AMEZ — 1964 4E3E
M — 1979 4F MIT

Bl Bl i 7 RGO R R W R i ——— e By — A s, Bl E

o EEMEEZ: A, BFENRRREANE SNEZEGNRE.
88. 1%Ll
88.1. {iz (Paradigm)

AR R AL AW o NS . EAPIZES

BX— (I"X) + F®ER (Disciplinary Matrix) —— MRt R RS 200K, 035
FHStEss (40 F = ma)
e s (g n-1izsh”)
S EARME (SR R R RS TE)
U 17 A Ik

BN ($X) : 3Ef) (Exemplar) FORHB I BRI, ZRRha I T AT R A LT
S PR S AT T 1 oA 2 2 AT SR A AL BT 1 AL

“History, if viewed as a repository for more than anecdote or chronology, could produce a decisive transformation in

the image of science by which we are now possessed. (Kuhn, Structure, p. 1)”
JE R O 2 B TN T B AARAS B —— A il o, el e s sk
88.2. &I Fl2% (Normal Science)
TR RAE— A INERIE T TP AR B =ML
1) EM: BB AR EER . A AMRE R T
2) REWMAET B ARBEEAMERR, MHRTEN A SOk 40 AL iy ik TAR
3) mEHIR: BlEEILEIANEATIS . BRI LT IR G+
HRLRLA I F 2GS e i (puzzle-solving) : 418 H AP R ZEEIE A SR B OME S & b . 1IX 5% /K (Popper)
A UEfh 3 (falsificationism) JEMRBIN H—FEFHAEH, Blag R A RXEUEhIE, M2 i | ore
3 HEZE A g o 1) T i
88.3. [ i 5@ Hl (Anomaly and Crisis)
FLH @ W R TR A R IR —— RIEE CHE S P Bt B ik 2
P TR A TG 26 F
o S M s R AR
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o S B HE SR Y R
o S K IR Bl R iR %%
o JUHIIE N WG
TERHUIE, BleEILmAI s
o SFHEA VU I TR M5 (ad hoc modifications)
o MR HHE T M R AR S, T 3K SE RS % BB 1 TR A A o B
o FEAEBMEHNS (MU HEAER HRLE B BT RAS)
88.4. Bl iy (Scientific Revolution )

Pl RS ASEHE (paradigm shift) . 72 BUGIIS OBV 64 (Gestalt switch) ——#Edr 2 )5, Ff
FR R PR B KA T AR

R Nl RCE SR
IBER #FERX
FEH A R BB HbE (154317 iE42)
DS e A AL 7 Pl o A1 Jj2% (1660s-1687)
AR L PR A IR (1770s5-1789)
T P2 RERESFIE (18205-1850s)
FEA U H AR KA 1 M EORIE (1850518805 )
R 1) LR 2 T RIS (18605-1870s)
[ SR IR AN w R B EE A (1900-1940s)
i 5 K P i o 2 B S (1960s)
RS/ 7K 1H T AR RIGIEFHF (19405-1965)

88.5. Nn[iHZ1E (Incommensurability)

HayalERTE R AT (incommensurable ), X R :
EAME RS AORE (R AN, B SN [ A iR 22 D0 o it ) e SL)
B AFRRE (BOA NS AR R b 84 SR AL T )
BEAIE A F R i
AAFHEM S TER B 7 2 R ARE A Z 8%
BEXAERE TR EFR IR S MR, FERGRE, BlepdtRAE IS mERE CREafi:.
—EehE. e TR, BABURE) RIEFTITAN, FURIX SEARIEA O B DAME—Hb e e
89. 15 E M Lf#1E . The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (1962/70), Section 7:
“Crisis and the Emergence of Scientific Theories”
FREME T — LN L SRR I B A TR S B S @S T R E R AR
& MWL, R AR A anAn] S AL i R
89.1. fEHLIY A AL
FERMEZOEEE: FERRRBEENREERTHENREZEFSHI.
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B (anomaly) N[ LAY KA (counterexample) : FUR 2435 BRI LI A4 ALK Lo
TER I HE RN GBI SO A 2T L.

FHUAT =R
1) SERBEMML (Dlurring) : BUWERTE, B a IR I . (EnBkF iR 2 i (it
2) STREIHR A I TERERURR P AURRTREN " SERh B, eI T ATFRREION G Bl RIFIAE

% (CTHE. KTRM LS. XTHARAEIOME)

3) HRUDSTFIAMIE: RIFEE L RIS R T
89.2. fEHL 5 HIHIE LT B

CES TN E I O R SRR AnE S e
o FfFRR I RACAR B R RATT T LA R 5
o LRI SRR B A B I T TR B A
o i ECH I I i A MA R LSS I 15 5 T SR
89.3. “—MHEHE AR, HA A RIREE T (p.77)

52 SR A SR I 2, R B ARUE D 2 S LB . AR, AR,
SR RO B MR AR E A~ MR R F E—— RS — M BT ERTER
et A A F AR

FRPEF + SRR BCRERE, BR e AL e K5 SR I AT A FE TR AR, 45
R A 2
89.4. EHLIEN DLt 11

R SRR A A BRI RIS A R, SR T B L (R
A RO A B R EE IR o B0 ML RISRORTPIE (EAIFTER) 1818
ERFEGUNEE (AHRBEEAERERN) .

89.5. JHIE BRI 2 X
LA T BRI LA X
1) RFREHN EEREMEERMERN— FERA LR TORE I TE B I, 12 4

e
2) PHRBE G FE RIS R A LA TR R, T RIERE ) A
3) FSLBRRSETEHER 5 B HUR A TR0 Bl B e, T2 AE L geRl s 1

SRS T A4

90. BloFit A 5 HH

90.1. A2 75 ] DA B “ L7
JERFEE T — A NRZ S AR ORI s, e =N Al 2 T I, IBARM TR RE UL Rl 2= 18
T E N ?
JE B ] 25 2 i 4K IAIRIE  (evolutionary epistemology ) :
o Bl K SR TEAR R /R SCRy kAL, T AR AN TUE B AR ki
o SRS TEMUSMESIBE ) E U E L, (HX A EWRE BT i ER
o “BEIIVER— AN SEAE MRS, FEE RIREZE e A T IR
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“The developmental process described in this essay has been a process of evolution from primitive beginnings—a
process whose successive stages are characterized by an increasingly detailed and refined understanding of nature. But

nothing that has been or will be said makes it a process of evolution toward anything. (Kuhn, Structure, Postscript)”
90.2. AR 3= S )

JE R AR SO IR 3 (B AL SL3 AR
o MR INRL A RS A T SR A TR

o (ELATR AT ATT AT DA N7 LB 57 TS B Atk TR 28 ) T R UL S AR ) B A i
o R RIRA R A AR F A7 T e iy B U bk

91. HIRBIE vs 1t FleE vs Pof

FERER g2 BARE (FREY ), BAEeE & T X TESRENEEITHE
o it Pl B AT AU B — A SR R AT R AN A i 2 e, XA 2 BE U R A R A
o (HiXHAEIRE VoUW B e AL S Bb 2 o U B A) R84t R R R & (B BRI AEAT8h ) v B

i — SR B A T g

P FEERER, WA RRER BB 8, MEfERFELEHH——4 IR 2K
TR BB AS A SN E L SR B
92.1. X Bl XL i 7

JE L S e S Y T R A ) R
o A FMUE TREBE AT RRE S R IO R B

o RIS (SSK) FISRAI4T” (Strong Programme) $2fit 7 HHE BT A
o SO T SR B BUA BHE ) 2 M T A i

92.2. FHGN
1) SEREESRER: IEE (45512 Margaret Masterman) 5t PRI 5 /DA 21 FhOR [ 1 5 204 23]
2) EXEXIEE: WCREACR LAYy, REAFAEE AR ER PP R a2t 427
3) 5iRE RIS EEREMRAMEE (R ERE ) 598 R AR 3 SO T 254 BT
4) ERBCRMEIE: 7£ 1969 FF5icH, FERURIN T ARSI, H M AR R E

“Normal science does not aim at novelties of fact or theory and, when
successful, finds none.” — Thomas S. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions
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Saul Kripke (73 H % 50)

EOUEE QAR M, R T8RSy F, w7 A TEMALAE

db =2 AL
93. T/t
Saul A. Kripke (1940-2022): SEEP2EFMEHFS, 20 G IEQ M T2 K2 — . i) Naming and
B/
=

Necessity (24 5OMR1EY, 1972/1980) @Al s LR MEIRIT I EVEL —, MIREIE T B BEEAE £ Pk
KT AFRFNFEFRI £ IS .

Kripke 1 JL% B BUAEAR S B HE A0 1 BE EL PRk (v RETHE FLE S 2F ), (E A7 20 s Rk H A X
AR NSO e R

Naming and Necessity FeH] 52 1970 4EAE MR A =P, JUT-3A B YOI UL T . HNEZ JRA).
WIEZ A Iy, MR M 24 22 i
94. AFFFIE : XIS A
94.1. fiiR5 (Descriptivism) : -2 Z1E50

H B EABAE K, T AESG T X T 44 (proper names) [ 3 M 2 :

—NEZHEXNERT—IE—AHERIL (definite description) 52 #HXEX.

Bt B 2 XA AR R SCRT RE R ML B B R A L B LR KRR B0« (Je 44 Tl S F
Y WEE.

AP A L5 | N :
o UM T N A TR L2 = (BRI EE AR IUHER (Bt TER)

o LIRRE T AR ITRERSHEAIN G (Gl i ik )
o TR T A AT ARIEAAFER S (A 52 N, “axil”)

94.2. Kripke fylt#]: FiZIEIE (Modal Argument)
Kripke [J#DigiE: MRERZERTHIR, BATCIMZEHERNESEYE—EBEITEE.
g

1) “WHEEZME (L4)
2) WP KRR (H5R)
g (1) F1 (2) BXAARE, HBA:
o U A A, AR B A 2 ARy L KA 0 W %2 — A~ SR 3 (analytic truth) ——{HiX
B! E 2 A BRI A BGOSR,
Kripke (451t : BFR2“T4&H5 RiA” (rigid designator) , Ef1ZE(E(AIRTREH S R ERIEFRE — D 3F& . W
TR AR A W7 L R AR () S I ZEAN [ A P RE A T RS OR RN (AR AS TE AT 48 F% )
94.3. 2435/~ 1A (Rigid Designator)
ESC: AR — AR R, Y BACY BAE R AN IR PRER SAFAE R AT RE A T E R AR IR — )
%,
o L (“THLZE, “BH) KR
o HMRMAIAT (UK. HE”. “BE) HEIERERIA
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o WEIR (“WHILKKFFHRIT . “EEPULET) @2 %R
94.4. A R-7 ¥ 3t (Causal-Historical Theory of Reference)

WNSR—AN L 2 AT R R i s HARFR, P4 B2 WA fcEI i) ?

Kripke (A% (RIEMEMTEAEZEWIIE) & — N ERBE—FBER-HEHESK” (causal-historical
chain) RE5EMaGAMNITRIBEE.

o W, MRYAFA A iy di4L” (initial baptism) K344 5k

o NG, M —IEERRIZ (PLIEE R NBTEFR R LB T — N ), XR8P 1% 2 A5 L1
{ZS

o B E AAE— SR AIE A S PR SR A A S, AU T DAJSCE L B P 2 44 PR AR BRI 0 G —— R b xt 2%
MR B AT R A P Al i

HERHIE : XA A AUHIE T RN S8 2 L AL T 5% R Ad i s X &

95. WMRVE S A RETH A

95.1. ] A FHiE oy

Kripke (7] fE A& 5 David Lewis 55 AR S SEAETE AN ] -
o FREHRARRBIZNITE BN SHFRFATEEMILAIA R (ways the world could have been)
o TREM AR WM ERY” (stipulated), TE“B & BLHY”
o YFRATUL R 2R BRI BOL W T I RE, AT RTE RIS AN AT E EA R R 2
A HOS—RAFG T IR ——FRATRAEYE XA SEBr i th AT G DA AR — Py U, 57 3
T2 PERA BT LR 2
95.2. J5 RWIREH (Necessary A Posteriori)
FREEDIEE G IX 2 -

o S = Wbdk = SER

o Lify =k =)k
Kripke §TR{ T iX 64 [F] K & . AWIRUET
ERWNIREIE (Necessary a posteriori truth) [K{77E:

o k2 HO XN HMZBILBWRIMN (JFK), H—EHLH, FATHOHRE]: FEEMATREE A, Kb
Rie IO (iR2K)

o “GREEFWE—WEAE R (L4), FRIEPRE-— ARG, XA PR e R e —— R
ERERCFWERIE (FX)

® “RXK AT e HHX B i AR B S B X SRAS I, AR ATE AT AT RE TSR, B X Ak
IR GRIERASTTE)

95.3. S KAHIR EI (Contingent A Priori)
Kripke Wi 1E T /e KB BRI FAAE -

o “FRHEKRR S YRR —K— X —MEREM (BldE Lmor), FEREAR KR S ATREAEARFRY
MR AR R — KRB R AR B LR 52
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96. Z<J5i - X (Essentialism)

96.1. 7R Jit @ LAY A

& Quine 55 NRYIR AT, A58 L+ 28R A Br- M 1 X 7 AE 20 tH 40 gt ad i g i i
Kripke f{) TAEYRE 7 AR o 32 SCHYH

Kripke 757 32 (7 B 4> o SRR 5

FIERIZABE (Essentiality of Origin):

o —NMEYIRWAIRK H T ERTIEFRR BRI T Ok TFI88 1)
o — SRR TR B E BT S B 2 AR B A KA B

WIRFER AT (Essentiality of Kind) :

o UMK, EAEATAT R BE A AR RS2 HLO
o WUIRILY R w4, BT REM A rPELL IR IR T8O 79 BITTR
o UWIRNME B, EAEALAT Al At B A HR s SN BAT S IR N AE R ) 4

96.2. X} Quine [} [1] i
Quine P A ST 2 S PN AR _EFA BRI B AR A DI ARG, X 58 S BT RA T A
iR AN 5 T RESI VB , T 252 5 174 7T RS 0L

Kripke #[1] iV 42 : Quine JEVE T FEFRAIA T, (ways of referring ) FI#EIEFRITRBIBIE (properties of the referred-
to object) o AT T LAFIAS A 1 sHRFR A — N XF 5, AHAX AN R 8 25 0 G 19 S 2 “ DO TR )%
SMSL T FRAT AR O =0T B A S @ PE A AR JE

97. > [6—ig 8l (The Mind-Body Identity Theory)

Kripke *RiAth 1 /A% F8 7~ Rl B B 10 B A, Xh0 B [A]—i8 (mind-brain identity theory) $£H T —450A
pALOE; 0%

OBFE-—IeEK: &M = C-L4EG (Cfiber firing) . X5 KFE—HE"—#HB 7K = H.O™—H.

{H Kripke gt X BAAAE— D EHEHARITFR.

o “k=HO" HATREGMIN 2 K BERAHER 2 HO (HAKIHEIRE B0, O IRk
H35 HLO ML 45RO R 40%)

o Pl = C-LPARIE AR AR, Tl TR RO . Bl TRENS SR PO T B2 C- 4R
Kripke I\, KR4 7K 2 O™ 5 BEREARRE A9 ) 3 [ A PR 26 R ) F b S B B S
e

BANEAEEN], OB R TIERIBE—— RE K - RO H 10472 R

98. Kripke 5 P4y BT AL oY KBk

FH Kripke 487& T {t4 Kripke RXt T4
T B T AR PRI | | 520 U 4 R PR 0 1
AR B Rk
Quine PR TRSE AR Ie R TH S Quine X AL AR A& AT AL F—Quine

WA SR IO XY, Kripke T3k A
Ji TSGR A AR B AR
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AER AR IraH AR TR SO MR D AL SO R IEAR LR A B 2R P28 3] 151
IR —— B AR A A A R
JREq TEARE B e KGR DIRMRIR || 3781 BRAEA “ R =5 KB S5 7] K &
i) —AFAEJG R IR

99. 5 & M ELf# 1L Naming and Necessity (1972/80), pp. 22-4, 26-31, 34-6, 47—
9,71,835
6 1 VRS 5 Kripke =37 UF A% L BTSSR T MUHIAR S 1 SR e IR 1 2 A RSB 1 R T
99.1. FF—F: XFIRISHIBISHEA (pp. 22-4, 26-31)
99.1.1. pp. 22-4: ZFR SRR IS AKIFR
X2 Kripke ISTERE & B4R H T— DN EIEBAHBAER IR R TETSENENERT MBS
FRMNFE”, BLAEERA—NATELRFTH, MRF—IMM—TZWAFEEE. BIMARETELSE (X
RRRIBIRA.
Kripke #§ i : 4TS W B+ Z AT RERA SO0, ATEE S TR S@AAN— BNFELATT
T 4 TH 20 P HE B S Boi 2 0 5 1) BRI A TR T A 2 G B S P BRI o FRATTAS A I T 2 AT
P AR 224 B 0T BEAS I L R B B K A 2 BRI G o R AR A AARATRER — A
[ A
HiIt, Kripke f3i
o ZMEFEIEIERIA N HEEM TR A (REZXRAEAE) PR — X%
o FHIRAR FEAGIETRIA WL e A 2 A e R [ A W R TS T ] RS RS IR A
99.1.2. pp. 26-31: [K5-JJ7 s BB (156 BE
TEX LA, Kripke 28 TR A RIS — B R-HERIERIEIL . ZHRrZ.0BEE:
1) I A4 44L” (initial baptism ) : XFRPARERP 720 GESSEHE . BAHHR) SR T— A28
2) f&4k4E4 (chain of communication ) : 44 F3E 8 & i A2 — A — AR AZ B T &

3) WIREAEZREEAX I RAME—IR BN MR A T FRB PR S 55 B A S , Al o] A
LA %A PR R AR TR IR R 5

Kripke %4 T —AE 61 “BIMIR T 258 HUAE 2 — A3 44 A 50— Tt i T Hofhig 22
WPl E R AR B 2 R FE R B AN, R RAETE S L 7 i i A G 2 I8 L3R4S T A4, Tk 2
VLT X2 Z BT AR AR ARAR Y - - B B e AN 7
99.2. 4% b S5 RMIREFE (pp. 34-6,47-9)

99.2.1. pp. 34-6: XL AT
s, (HEREDSR, ELF LR+ L) I

® WMRHY = AT = JEKRAY
o HIRAY = LG = JFRI

Kripke FTR{ 73X 4255 :
o JKEHO— X RXEM GEFEA), (HE R RERH (FET ] get A, /KEBL IR H,O
—WREY AR H0, BEiARK)
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o IR Bt — R ETIL. T K S PR R R (A 2L, T
FLAEFE TR RE I FRARIAL— 0, BROAET0—PERD A 80— R R 175 K SO A A
5%

99.2.2. pp. 47-9: [ SRFhAEA AT i 1k

Kripke *Rf /4% 5 7 1] FOATE & 4E {1 2] B SR F SRR (natural kind terms ), “7K”, “EE4”. “E R —X B &
H—H, W RS HE R EATHERRIE R, AEAR A AT AR T AU AN A AR AR AT AT BE T A

Pt -
o W ME TR 79— X — D RRIRHIE . AR RIE TP 79 AT AR E 4
o LR HAKMNTER A WA — X2 R AR BB Z WS AR TIAN 2%
o MG EMARBNEBX - FEASURN—AEH —DATREI A P, B AR T AR B I 2% 14 2 0
R A

RS T AT S . H AR AP, T RATA R AR A BUE A 2 AT iR &y
R, M et A .

99.3. = LB 54w (pp. 71, 83-5)
99.3.1. p. 71: A RETHAAZ “BIHITE”

Kripke #F T — N WL R M AT RE T AUA 2 “FATTHE e A A Dy e ok 538 ) BRI 5 e i) o — L) 2
K. EfTR2HFRATEEtE 7730 (ways the world could have been) , J2#“MiE” (stipulated) TR A I 1. X
— N Z BB IR T R
99.3.2. pp. 83-5: .[» 5 A

Kripke X H§ & Tk 45 7R 1 AUG KRR MBS T 0 B [W—i . L& H—18% (41].]. C. Smart) FiK:
® U = C-HF4ERNE X — N ERE M, BB K = RO

{H Kripke it — > REEHIARIFR : TETK = LO"HIHIE T, FATRES RN T 2K BRERFTREA 2 H.O— A
K ERAERN IS B GEV. W) AR S HO M Z5HE. X2—Fhils.

BFEYRTR = C-LF 4R S TE Y, PR AR Bt 2 ALt X A4 B B FRA 10045 T T RE N 2 C-2F 4k
XD ERSR, KA R HO W R EXER RN £ 00 . AERPIR L Bz BN AT =, IR 2 m148
BB XM R C S Lk A C-Lr4Eln .

EABUEFH AR B, HERY: OB F-—EEFEMIL K = ORI EZ W TR 4
L B [Al—PE R G R EL IR .

99.4. [{iZHE R

F8E M U F L T Kripke PP an A% kS - MBS IERE SRS — S PBUEUR-DI B % — i
JG RDIREIRF T ESE N — IRE AT £ X — FERH T REE2EmE (S RE) . =RbErEEe2
EHESER, R BERESLAE N — 2 E A .

100. 45 Kripke ¥ 2415y

Kripke [ iy 14 57 ik 7] DAREAE A -

1) BREEIEIERIA: TAEA TR A P HEFREl—X 5 B R @A REER

2) RRVAEIBITFEE: 10 T A LR RSB RIS 85— Rl & 3 (17K H.0”) /R T
SR
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3) ABREXKIRE : FYEAMLTEFTWARENE GRIERATE ., YRFZERNA ) , XA R 1 h
[N

4) BR-mERETRIER: AR FORBEACHNY AR i il O v il i 2

5) ATREIHSRIENE: WRUSHESIRML T s 2 o TR

“Let’s call something a rigid designator if in every possible world it
designates the same object... When we ask whether it is necessary or contingent
that Nixon won the election, we are asking the question whether in all possible
worlds Nixon won the election.” — Saul Kripke, Naming and Necessity

63



	1. Some Ideas to Cover
	1.1. Death of God 上帝之死
	1.2. Will to Power 权力意志
	1.3. Problem of Socrates
	1.4. Apollonian vs Dionysian
	1.5. Übermensch（超人）
	1.6. Eternal Recurrence

	2. 指定阅读解读
	2.1. 阅读一：《快乐的科学》（1882/87）§125, §341–344
	2.1.1. §125：狂人与上帝之死
	2.1.2. §341：最沉重的重量——永恒轮回的思想实验
	2.1.3. §343：如何理解我们的快乐
	2.1.4. §344：我们何以仍然虔诚

	2.2. 阅读二：《偶像的黄昏》（1888）"苏格拉底问题"（pp. 162–6）

	3. 补充选读
	3.1. Ecce Homo: How to Become What You Are
	3.2. Daybreak: Thoughts on the Prejudices of Morality 103
	3.3. The Gay Science (1882/7) 343
	3.4. The Gay Science (1882/7) 344
	3.5. Twilight of the Idols (1888), ‘The problem of Socrates’, §2

	4. Revaluation of Values 重估一切价值
	5. 我的理解
	6. 背景简介
	7. Frege的主要著作
	8. Concept Script（概念文字）：现代逻辑的诞生
	8.1. 动机：克服语言的缺陷
	8.2. 概念文字的核心创新

	9. 意义与指称（Sinn und Bedeutung）
	9.1. 问题：同一性陈述的认知价值
	9.2. Frege的解决方案
	9.3. 对悖论的分析（Paradox of Analysis）

	10. 函数与概念：Frege的逻辑本体论
	10.1. 对象、函数与概念
	10.2. Proper Name vs Concept Word

	11. 概念马悖论（The Concept Horse Paradox）
	12. Frege与Russell、Wittgenstein的对话
	12.1. 对Russell的影响
	12.2. 对Wittgenstein的影响

	13. 语言的活东西：Waismann的补充
	14. 指定阅读解读：On Sense and Meaning (1892), pp. 151–9
	14.1. 论文的开端：同一性陈述的认知谜题
	14.2. 三重区分：指称、涵义、表象
	14.3. 第156–8页：主从复合句的指称
	14.4. 论文的哲学意义

	15. 总结：Frege的哲学遗产
	16. 背景简介
	17. 亲知与描述：认识论基础
	17.1. Knowledge by Acquaintance（亲知）
	17.2. Knowledge by Description（描述性知识）
	17.3. 关键区别

	18. 论指称（On Denoting）：Russell的摹状词理论
	18.1. 问题：不存在者的悖论
	18.2. Russell的解决方案：量化分析
	18.3. 哲学意义

	19. 个体与共相（Particulars vs Universals）
	19.1. 个体（Particulars）
	19.2. 共相（Universals）

	20. 意义与指称（Meaning vs Denotation）
	20.1. Frege的方案
	20.2. Russell的方案

	21. 多重关系判断理论（Multiple Relation Theory of Judgement）
	22. 逻辑原子主义（Logical Atomism）
	23. 精确性的价值
	24. 指定阅读解读：Knowledge by Acquaintance and Knowledge by Description (1911), pp. 108–18
	24.1. 论文的开端（pp. 108–9）：问题的提出
	24.2. 亲知的对象种类（pp. 109–11）
	24.3. 认识论约束原则（pp. 116–18）：论文的核心定理
	24.4. 论文的哲学意义

	25. Russell思想的当代意义
	26. 背景简介
	27. 早期思想：《逻辑哲学论》（1921）
	27.1. 世界是事实的总和
	27.2. 语言的图像理论（Picture Theory of Language）
	27.3. 划界：说与显示（Saying and Showing）
	27.3.1. 梯子隐喻
	27.3.2. 沉默的箴言


	28. 后期思想：《哲学研究》（1953）
	28.1. 从逻辑分析到语言游戏
	28.1.1. 一个故事：问题本身是否合理？

	28.2. 对指称主义的批判（PI §§1–43）
	28.3. 意义即使用（Meaning as Use）
	28.4. 语言游戏（Language-Games, PI §7, §23）
	28.4.1. 多样的语言游戏（PI §23）

	28.5. 家族相似（Family Resemblance, PI §§65–68）
	28.6. 规则遵循问题（Rule-Following, PI §185）
	28.6.1. 问题场景
	28.6.2. 三种解读（从课程讲义）
	28.6.3. 深层意义

	28.7. 私人语言论证（Private Language Argument, PI §243–）

	29. 从早期到后期的转变：关键张力
	30. 指定阅读解读：Philosophical Investigations (1953), §§1, 2, 7, 23, 43, 65–68, 143, 185
	30.1. §1：奥古斯丁的语言图景与"五个红苹果"
	30.2. §2：建筑工的语言游戏
	30.3. §7：语言游戏的定义
	30.4. §23：语言游戏的多样性
	30.5. §43：意义即使用
	30.6. §§65–68：家族相似
	30.7. §143：理解 = 掌握技术
	30.8. §185：规则遵循悖论

	31. Wittgenstein对后续哲学的影响
	32. 引语
	33. 指定阅读解读：Being and Time (1927), Introduction & §7 (pp. 49–63)
	33.1. 导论：追问存在的意义（pp. 21–40 / H. 2–H. 15）
	33.2. §7：现象学方法（pp. 49–63 / H. 27–H. 39）
	33.2.1. A. 现象概念（pp. 49–52 / H. 28–H. 31）
	33.2.2. B. 逻各斯概念（pp. 52–5 / H. 32–H. 34）
	33.2.3. C. 现象学的初步概念（pp. 55–63 / H. 34–H. 39）

	33.3. 阅读提示

	34. 此在（Dasein）
	34.1. 什么是此在？

	35. 三种存在方式（Three Modes of Being）
	35.1. 上手状态（Zuhandenheit / Readiness-to-hand / Availableness）
	35.2. 现成在手状态（Vorhandenheit / Presence-at-hand / Occurrentness）
	35.3. 生存（Existenz / Existence）

	36. 指引总体（Totalities of Relevance）
	36.1. 事物的意义不是孤立的
	36.2. 前语言指引 vs 语言指引

	37. 常人、沉沦与本真性
	37.1. 常人（das Man / The They）
	37.2. 本真性（Eigentlichkeit / Authenticity）

	38. 情绪与语言：此在的展开方式
	38.1. 情绪（Stimmung / Mood）
	38.2. 语言（Rede / Discourse）

	39. 海德格尔与西方现代哲学的关联
	40. 总结
	41. 背景简介
	42. 核心问题与方法
	42.1. 哲学的使命
	42.2. 符号理论的基础

	43. 艺术作为情感的形式
	43.1. 核心命题
	43.2. "情感"的含义
	43.3. 艺术符号的独特性

	44. 与西方现代哲学的对话
	44.1. 与维特根斯坦的关系
	44.2. 与海德格尔的关系
	44.3. 对逻辑经验主义的批判

	45. 指定阅读解读：Feeling and Form (1953), Chapter 1: "The Concept of the Symbol"
	45.1. 哲学的任务与本书的限制（Introduction, pp. vii–xii）
	45.2. 第一章的核心：符号的定义与分类
	45.3. 推理符号系统（Discursive Symbolism）
	45.4. 呈现性符号系统（Presentational Symbolism）
	45.5. "有意义的形式"（Significant Form）
	45.6. 阅读提示

	46. 总结：朗格思想的哲学意义
	47. 背景简介
	48. 指定阅读解读：On Formally Undecidable Propositions (1931), pp. 173–9
	48.1. 论文的结构与起点
	48.2. 核心论证策略
	48.3. 对数学基础的冲击
	48.4. 论文的哲学推论

	49. 哥德尔不完备定理
	49.1. 定理的三种非正式表述
	49.2. 哥德尔编码（Gödel Numbering）

	50. 数学柏拉图主义（Mathematical Platonism）
	50.1. 逻辑与知识的绝对性

	51. 对不完备定理的常见误解
	52. Gödel与AI：数学异议的哲学脉络
	52.1. 从Gödel到Turing到Lucas
	52.2. 现代AI视角下的不完备性

	53. 哥德尔宇宙：时间与存在论
	54. Gödel与西方现代哲学传统的对比
	55. 总结
	56. Brief Introduction
	56.1. 概述
	56.2. Arendt其人

	57. 极权主义(Totalitarianism)的起源与“平庸之恶”(Banality of Evil)
	57.1. 极权主义的本质
	57.2. 平庸之恶（The Banality of Evil）

	58. 人的条件与“积极生活”的三重结构
	58.1. Labor
	58.2. Work
	58.3. Action

	59. 权力的哲学：与暴力的本质区别
	60. 指定阅读解读：Eichmann in Jerusalem (1963–65), Postscript
	60.1. 后记的核心内容
	60.1.1. 一、对争议的回应与对误解的澄清
	60.1.2. 二、"平庸之恶"（Banality of Evil）的严格事实性阐释
	60.1.3. 三、"行政性大屠杀"（Administrative Massacres）概念
	60.1.4. 四、正义与审判的哲学反思

	60.2. 阅读提示

	61. 阿伦特思想的当代启示
	62. 背景简介
	63. 经验论的两个教条
	63.1. 教条一：分析-综合的区分（The Analytic-Synthetic Distinction）
	63.2. 教条二：还原论（Reductionism）

	64. 知识论的自然化（Naturalized Epistemology）
	64.1. 从"第一哲学"到经验心理学
	64.2. 自然主义的含义

	65. 翻译的不确定性（Indeterminacy of Translation）
	65.1. 原始翻译（Radical Translation）的思想实验
	65.2. 哲学后果

	66. 本体论承诺（Ontological Commitment）
	67. 对模态逻辑和本质主义的批判
	68. Quine与西方现代哲学传统的关联
	69. 指定阅读解读：From Stimulus to Science (1995), Chapter II: Naturalism, pp. 15–26
	69.1. 第二章的结构与起点
	69.2. 从刺激到观察句（Observation Sentences）
	69.3. 理论语言的进化
	69.4. "所有科学都是人类建构"（p. 19）
	69.5. 对"第一哲学"的最终拒绝（pp. 22–6）
	69.6. 阅读提示

	70. 总结：Quine的哲学遗产
	71. 背景简介
	72. 指定阅读解读：Computing Machinery and Intelligence (1950), pp. 433–4, 442–54
	72.1. pp. 433–4：模仿游戏的设定
	72.1.1. 问题的替代而非回答
	72.1.2. 模仿游戏的规则
	72.1.3. 样例题问

	72.2. pp. 442–4：对各种异议的回应
	72.2.1. 数学异议（The Mathematical Objection）（pp. 444–5）
	72.2.2. 意识异议（The Argument from Consciousness）（pp. 445–6）
	72.2.3. 关于"真正的思考"的标准

	72.3. 阅读提示

	73. 图灵测试（The Imitation Game）
	73.1. 核心问题与方法
	73.2. 对图灵测试的常见误解
	73.3. 测试的设计哲学

	74. 数学异议与哥德尔定理
	74.1. 哥德尔不完备定理的背景
	74.2. Lucas-Penrose 论证（The Mathematical Objection）
	74.3. 图灵的回应

	75. Searle的中文屋论证（The Chinese Room）
	75.1. 论证结构
	75.2. 对Searle论证的批评

	76. 模仿世界论证（The Imitation World）
	76.1. 从图灵测试到模仿世界
	76.2. 从机器人存在主义的论证（Argument from Robot Existentialism）

	77. 围绕模仿世界的十大异议
	78. 图灵的思想遗产
	78.1. 图灵、哥德尔与AI哲学的关系
	78.2. 关键的哲学洞察

	79. 背景简介
	80. 核心思想：回归内在
	80.1. 对现代道德哲学的批判
	80.2. 恢复"内在"（Recovery of the Inner）

	81. 道德实在论与"善"的概念
	81.1. "善"是客观实在的
	81.2. "去自我化"（Unselfing）

	82. 道德语言：厚概念与薄概念
	82.1. Primary vs Secondary Moral Words
	82.2. 语言的情境隐私性（Contingent Privacy of Language）

	83. 反对行为主义-存在主义-功利主义的三位一体
	83.1. 对"意志"偶像的拆解
	83.2. 对"科学主义"的批判

	84. 维特根斯坦-海德格尔-默多克的对话
	85. 指定阅读解读：The Sovereignty of Good (1970), "The Idea of Perfection", pp. 1–9
	85.1. 论文的起点：哲学的两向运动（p. 1）
	85.2. 对"现代人"形象的批判（pp. 2–8）
	85.3. M与D：一个示范性的道德叙事（pp. 16–17）
	85.4. 次级道德词的意义（pp. 22）
	85.5. 阅读提示

	86. 总结：默多克的道德哲学核心
	87. 背景简介
	88. 核心概念
	88.1. 范式（Paradigm）
	88.2. 常规科学（Normal Science）
	88.3. 反常与危机（Anomaly and Crisis）
	88.4. 科学革命（Scientific Revolution）
	88.5. 不可通约性（Incommensurability）

	89. 指定阅读解读：The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (1962/70), Section 7: "Crisis and the Emergence of Scientific Theories"
	89.1. 危机的发生机制
	89.2. 危机与新理论的共时出现
	89.3. "一个理论被宣布失效，只有当一个替代候选者可用时"（p. 77）
	89.4. 危机作为"机会窗口"
	89.5. 指定阅读的哲学意义

	90. 科学进步与真理
	90.1. 进步是否可以脱离"真理"？
	90.2. 相对主义问题

	91. 自然科学 vs 社会科学 vs 哲学
	92. 库恩思想的影响与争议
	92.1. 对科学观的颠覆
	92.2. 主要争议

	93. 背景简介
	94. 名称理论：对描述论的批判
	94.1. 描述论（Descriptivism）：弗雷格-罗素传统
	94.2. Kripke的批判：模态论证（Modal Argument）
	94.3. 严格指示词（Rigid Designator）
	94.4. 因果-历史理论（Causal-Historical Theory of Reference）

	95. 必然性与可能世界
	95.1. 可能世界语义学
	95.2. 后天必然真理（Necessary A Posteriori）
	95.3. 先天偶然真理（Contingent A Priori）

	96. 本质主义（Essentialism）
	96.1. 本质属性的恢复
	96.2. 对Quine的回应

	97. 心身同一论问题（The Mind-Body Identity Theory）
	98. Kripke与西方现代哲学传统的关联
	99. 指定阅读解读：Naming and Necessity (1972/80), pp. 22–4, 26–31, 34–6, 47–9, 71, 83–5
	99.1. 第一讲：对描述论的模态批判（pp. 22–4, 26–31）
	99.1.1. pp. 22–4：名称与描述的模态不对称
	99.1.2. pp. 26–31：因果-历史理论的轮廓

	99.2. 第二讲：后天必然真理（pp. 34–6, 47–9）
	99.2.1. pp. 34–6：对康德等式的打破
	99.2.2. pp. 47–9：自然种类的本质属性

	99.3. 第三讲：心身同一论与严格指示词（pp. 71, 83–5）
	99.3.1. p. 71：可能世界不是"遥远的行星"
	99.3.2. pp. 83–5：心身问题

	99.4. 阅读提示

	100. 总结：Kripke的哲学遗产

