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The history of philosophical analysis of the concept of truth through the
discussion about A. P. Ushenko’s liar sentence
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abstract

Andrew Paul Ushenko (1900-1956) presented a version of the liar paradox that
utilized a picture in 1937. He insisted that the formal logic couldn’t resolve the
paradox. It is important for Ushenko that logic is a part of philosophy. Although
the mathematical logic was developed at that time, according to him that harms the
relationship between philosophy and logic. He advocated a view of the logic, which
he called “intuitionalism” that logical truth should be recognized by the logical in-
tuition, i.e. by direct inspection without experience. Ushenko also criticized the
mathematical logicians’ view of the logic, and he called them “postulationalists”. In
1950s, Ushenko, Encarnacion, Toms and Donnellan discussed Ushenko’s liar para-
dox. Encarnacion and Toms pointed out Ushenko’s mistakes in the proof. Toms
also argued that Ushenko’s liar paradox had the ambiguous reference. Donnellan
interpreted this ambiguity as the difference between sentence-types and sentence-
tokens. Unfortunately, because of Ushenko’s death, they couldn’t have a discussion
fully, but it is showed that sentence-types and sentence-tokens are important issues
for liar paradox. It is clear from Ushenko’s version of the liar paradox that the pro-
cess of understanding a liar paradox doesn’t need a formal language. A contextual
approach to liar paradox such as Ushenko’s paradox should be studied further. The
findings would contribute to a system of contextual logic and philosophy of logic.
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Z By 7 A3ERFY v RO SEUCEPOMEE LTESNTED, BDOEE
HiE LIc L ENBEEZEOLHIN D [TEAXAZTFTADISS Ry 72 L Ebnst.

RIS b 2 BEEREENTEE T HICDNT, TORERIEEAIC B Ry
WEERIF Uz ¥z, BRERBCB O TEEMSZERT B, BOXD/IT Ry
7 ADREE &5 T 3 0H, P B0 TREEMEE 72> /2. Alfred Tarski
MRIF L7 T KIS & % BRI RO ERBEASHBOTHROPTVEDTH > &
—77, HIAEICACEREZTRRBRIEDE UMK TEELDTH T T
728, Tarski (& EFRFHICHEEREE 5728 THO S RZ/HE, BDOE XOHEZET
TRV, LV REIS T

Tarski DI TefiffIdo8 /172 £ D TH 5 —77, BEMLEZHFDEIIRGES, T KX
OIEHIRZZEHICDOWT, BEMME Nz, Tarski OFEHIE Z-O M E 72 EELREL
MOWEINZ\ET, BOXD/NT Ry 7 ADMAZN—Y a U EENT. Tarski
DEICHEDEXDOHEE S LWV T TR, BOEXHHE L TEEFERICH
SRV Z 5 Z 2B EZHEINTVS. Lizho THE, HRICBVLTHEDX
DIRT By I A% U AR, HIEROZYE (B EX2MVETS, L
D AN RS ARSI T 50, HHW0IEDEL L& ZORMBER#EZ A L THE
iz D BN D B .

L L, WEDEDNIRT Ry I AWGHEEOMEL 750 DD > e i mi
Andrew Paul Ushenko &5 #2258, WEDED/NT R 7 X7z BEEHEA N 2 Fik
K> THHIT 3T LICHERIBAZ 2. Ushenko l&, 1937 4EIC “A new “Epimenides™
EWVS /= b EFHELLTWS (Ushenko 1937). Ushenko DHFTLNTE X =F ZAD /X
FFEv IR MEDZTOINT Ry T R) Lid, ROK 1ICE->TH[FRIEINEIT Fy
UATH%.

=1

HiomAROREBIZEI NI
ETOGREITARTHD.

Ushenko l&, TOM 1ICKZ/3T Fv 7 A&, BEGRIANZONE TIRRIRTE
BVEIBRXRTz. iz, 1941 FEIC R E N7z Ushenko D3EE The problems of logic D

LIEAZTRIEILEAANTHOENS [FLZNEVDBEEDL | EEokEVI Eiihh 5.
2 Ushenko O:RHAIC B % HERHTEAE, L LT Russell DT VFET « T 4T 4 HICEKBED
72h, Russell 721 DEDRLHGTE > e DTl AR,
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2ETE, K1IZDOWTORRNGIEAMNTERENS. 1955 41 Mind TZ DFEA
AT B HCHIDER E Nz T L& ¥ 5T, Ushenko DT DWT Mind & The
philosophical review D 5 TREGINIC iRamhV e T iz,

Ushenko DX & TN 72 - Te3amlc DT E NI 2 F 30 HY, Thomas (1965) 1
Ushenko DX & [FRD & O IFREZOEIC R 5N S T &5, Ushenko I3 EH
MR R LT LIRRTW05. E72, 1955 FLIFICHR X 725/ 4HC DV T, Bennett
(1967) HFmgHc R T eI NTZ L E2a—LTW5%. Bennett l&, Ushenko 50D
W, WOEXEZA T =V VOKAE L CH#md 52 LT, BDE/RT Ry
I ADMEZFH Uz D EFHIiL T 5. Burge (1979) & Ushenko DX & 1iE > 7z
BT, WD E OGRS CHEZH T4, Ushenko 5DiiFHTHEWNT,
WD X I MEE LR T 20 ENE —DDEL LR TV B8, Hilic MEDOE X
BBz RIT 2 T ENTERV] LWV TIFEOV T LIBIZZ LN LTS
£EDEH B (Saka 2007).

WENOFHE L, Ushenko ANANTW 2 TRIC K ZWEDED/8T Ry &7 ZISHER
HEDOFETRERTERV] LWV FRZNBRZHRE L2 DTE AV, KR
1955 ELIRE DRSOV TIE, Ushenko DF:5RTIE 7% < Donnellan O TFARANFHI X 1
728 DTH%. Ushenko DEIINEDED/RT Ry 7 XD L UTE#REI N30
@, Ushenko WZ & Z EMHIEDEDIRT R 7 %3 % LTHEHR WO, i
HENDHPER B TR T ERVIEZZA TR T LICEN DN, FEAL
L HNTVRW.

AFHTIE, Ushenko D3RO FEFRA 1937 ££D “A new “Epimenides™ & 1941 D
The problems of logic h 5T % LT, 1955 4ELIRRIC Mind & The philosophical
review CHEEERED X S Hiia M aE Nz Dh 2R 5. HZIC, Ushenko DIk T Rl
TEINTERBRE, TIHERDILDE L THREINSDICRERT LiE T
HBONEELTS.

3 Jz& %13 Skyrms (1970) &, Ushenko OF [T AWNZIFRAEORE THHEIEDED/ST Ky
JADRI] £ LTHIHLTWAS.
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§2 Ushenko DBEBFEDEHERLEDTDINS FY IR

C DffiTid, Ushenko MHUC K> TEDEXDIRT Ry 7 AZED K S IS Ul
% &LHIC, Ushenko OFmBADOEAICHIT 2352 EET 5.

%9, Ushenko HHDRSEICDNT, MHITIARTIE /2% Andrew Paul Ushenko
&, 1900 FFIC T 7 DEAY TIEENDD, HHEMDR, 1925 FHUET AV 7
WKBET . AV THIVZT KEN—D L—RTIRYNIEE:, BICEZEEZATE. 2
HVRK, TUVVANVR, AT 47 FRTBHMZ L > TM, 1956 4, frfTHIcO
R TEIEL TV %. FRBLLIEGRIE AL BN L2 TH D, R THD FF5 K5
O ZOMICE, RGP Alfred N. Whitehead 0 7' 0z #2272 3 EH D
3785 Dynamism I DWW T DEERKR L TV 5.

2.1 19372 MFILW TIEAZ=FTR1]

1937 4, Mind IZ3B#E Nz / — b “A new “Epimenides”” T, Ushenko (&I & >
THEDED/INT Ry I A %Riwd 5. D/ — kI, Chaim Perelman 5 Mind \Z#H
7/ —1 (Perelman 1936) ICXd 2 Kae LTHEMMIZELDTHS. Perelman (i
785 Ry 72 Z0HIE LTHEDEDINT Ry 7 X0, [KED/SS R 7 Ak
ExRZBFT, NI Ry 7 XA HHRHEOBANSAENSDTEEL, HE5H
CFEICT ERWVE E5R L7z (Langford 1936). T @ Perelman O FHRICH LTI,
Kurt Grelling &EN\7 BRIV A)VDIST By 7 A0OF| 22807 TG LT3 (Grelling
1936). Ushenko & Grelling & [[Alkk, HOFENERHEDOHDIINT Ry 7 A24ETE
DTHENE LT, Perelman DFERICKGHT 5 L ZilA TN S.

Ushenko (&, HILWIZEAZTFTAD/IRT Ry 7 AL LT, ZDORZINTRLUTE.

E1 2

H1nmAROREBIZEN =
ETOWERIATHS.

Ushenko (&, 1 ZHEMEEDODEOINT Ry IV ABED T LDOHEST, FDI8T
Ry 7 2id TiEOEdmiiz R LRV SV BRI K > TE kR & 15
EERAR

4 DIF @ Ushenko DMZEICDUWTIE, Anellis and Shook (2005) IZKHLL TV 5.
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M 1 ONFICHEIN TV B RE K 1 OMAEONTIC T NIz T N TOMmEIEE
Th3.) ZiEE AT R0 5E, TK 1 OWEMATEDONERICIZmENFEE LR
T T, K1 OEABHICMEMAELRVORENS, [ 1 OEAEONTICH
EWMFIET %, 3A72) BEAZMETHS. £z TK 1 OWUAEONTICEE S M
EMFET S, XA 8 EEZ2mETHS. 720, THUIK 1 oA H 2 dnd
ERESROERE EHREMICFR—DFRTH B, Liho>T, K1 OHEATEONEIC
EMEELEVE VI HTTREN S, K 1 OMUALOWERICH 2R L AEORIEAE
TAHMEIE, LVIRSRMAHTETLE T kicikb.

Ushenko D Z Digamld, WD X XCEMYEF v v O E 5 2 2B HBid %%
FRv IR, TELENTIEDEDINT Ry 7 A Offam L BEMUTWS. /2L,
Ushenko (& EFEF v v 72D Z M2 QB ENTHWERNWDT, TTTE M
DEXMNMETIZRV] EWVH DI MDD I EHDIHNFETIE R L) FiE
Thb.

F 7z, Ushenko &K 1 LK 2 ZtiKS 5. X2 OMUATKLONIRIIEZMEEINTH
BODT, MELEFEELERWVWESZAS. LEN-ST, TK2 OUATEONIRICE R S
MEMFET 5, 3B BETHS. Lhd, CTOXRRRK 1 OREELEERD, )
Z Rw o R4 F xR, Ushenko (& X 2 OPUALONERICEHR 3 MENEET B,
A7) LS ERBRIC NoD) TETT) Vo HEFRGANC DOV TOREAIZEEN
TWRWSEEZ S, LW T Lk, TORBDEEWLME (HEOHWF) ThHd
EWVWH LI, ETicHEIMTNTE, 22K 2 oMAEOFICEIMM TNz E
LTCE, RBOVETH>TEBEMNLLAEWIETE, & Ushenko 13F7ET 3 (Ushenko
1937, p. 549).

Ushenko Dl iZEE AN —DH 5. —Doid, O X EZHHEDENTTIE
BOERETVIBICEMENS ST L. ThUX, DX X EHEERMICHER L DD
R TR 5 2 R O LB D B, E VI UINRO T LI,
ST Z, WEDENZMHERNICHERZITIIHAIC, EOKS HRERMGROE LT
R 5.2 2 XEN VS D, WA BOTHRNICGEREINTE TS, 2
M, BEREE, WO eREERIc HBE8A0E 0D Tarski 7k, #ab

5 Tx BPUMIEDOHICIFET % | % Rec(x), Tx (ZERZMER ] % T(x) &3, 1 hoORBUE
Vx(Rec(x) = —~T(x)) THD, TN ~Ix(Rec(x) AT(x)) LA—TdH 5.

6 120154 1 A 1 HOFHRT) W0 YFIAROIRIIC A TN TVERY, 0 EKREZ L Ebh
%. &okd, WAROHNEHINEME WS T Eid, BHC—DDRMELEATOS
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M EMEREER L CEAT AR EEICBII AMRCT ERV. ARETEICEVT
COXIEFRIEGEH LRV, TIEDEIINNT Ry J AZLELOTENTNLSICL
FL&S) EWMOIHT, TNETFEESICHET S L% THRSHEITB I BIED
ENRT Py T RADRP) EMATZE T AT, (HHEMK, RRICITE>TEWEH) [
BT3B ETViENniEAS.

TOHDHEBEZ LI, WEOEICE XAROMEND 5 T L ZIFENEN SR UK
Z&lcH 5. Ushenko iE, K 1ICHBWTIEMEDE LA KHEERED, K2iZBWV
TREDEXICEERNWT £/ LT3, Ushenko DT D/ — ki, Perelman O
MEDXDINT By 7 ADMEREHCFEOMETH D] LWV FRICHT S KEmE L
TEMIZEDTH-T. ELEEDEDINT Ry 7 ADMERIFEDHRIC K > T
EENZDOTHNE, RUREANEDEZDNRT Ry J AZEARED EERh 720,
LWV LRENVITTHE. —STEAE, TROHCHB] L0 EEHPHAS M
ML BBE L RLBRVIBENHZDTH>T, THXIRRIC K> TEILTZIEDE
DINT Ry I RIZEFZB.

TOEEEDETEZ %L, Ushenko DHEMMNIFOIL=— 7 HRHH RN U L
MoTL%. K1DEDEDINT Ry 7 AZ[EEET 572012, TR 1 OUAEOHICH
BUIFELRV) EWIIRERZ L AZEZ LS. K222V T MK 2 OmfAEo
FICBIIAE LRV LIRS SR 3. $58, BOExrmEe Ak xn
KOGE, K1 EK2DORAIZELTWERNT LIZES. K1 &K 2 ORI, K
HRRT B ETREREODDS. — X, ST R IREERITEEDOD, §HA
TEMZ TI#T 2 ENATRER HARBO XERINEM TS, &5 —/5IiE, £
EZEMEFIN TR, DS XAMETRANVEFETZ2DOTHNE, ZDD
KIEEMEELRVWE WS BERTHRUCNIZEEEA 2 LICEDD, ThEHAD
DORNCKT 2L IEh R0 R5D.

# o & &, Ushenko HEHIIK 1 £X 2 DEWVICOWT, RIEHDEBEWE ZIFEEM
LTWiaW. 7272, JLZANORFHRICEEZEAT, K1 EI7LEZAN [ LEANCK
BmEld T NTHIZ] ERRFFRLEES, K217 LA ADN—YIfE F5E LR0WiG
HELUTHALELTWS (Ushenko 1937, p. 550).

Tld, Ushenko HEEWEDEDINT Ry 7 ADMRRE ED K IICEZ TV DA

TIEDEDINT Ry 7 AN T DX S BRIEE RO LTHESEEDIC, Kripke (1975) O Y 3—
VR -V VOIS Ry IR BB,



#87K MA. P. Ushenko DHEHIEDEXDERICRIEEMIOEFEMNIFDOEE] (33-51) 39

5 M. Ushenko HE L, WD EXDOREIZMEL VIR Z ESHA 2D, LI I
H5EEZ TV, ZLT, Ushenko HWEZ S AW TH B, ATHBTL
EANETHDZEDEZEHD LD & THB (Ushenko 1937, p. 550). Ushenko
& TcomBidmTds] LW0IRBUZE DS MNICHRT 2 & B O 2T X
Blze, METEAEVWETRLUE. —AT, BESKNTHEVERED I T omEk
BTHB) LWVHRBIMOMEL R, FLORDE S 7%, XHEORIEIC K > THED
TR -T2 575> 720 3 5%, Ushenko HEHE T DfmEDMEIC K - THlt
HTE3EEZ TV

T @D Ushenko @/ — k& Langford WL E 2 —L TW3H, D E SRS
TEBIERIT 58 L Vil Td % (Langford 1938). Langford (&, Ushenko DX/
Ko THLZFEIGMIACH T 2HMNETHEL LTRHEATE I DS T,
Ushenko (&4 < TERMNCEGRZ TR L TRV IZ, Ushenko Digamid Bl gD
T D LB B ZEZD SR e U7z, £72, Ushenko (X 2 DFEEwIC B
T, KON H 2T EHDOPICH B XFHERBZF—HT M, Langford i, EIIN
—HLUTWTERZDEDICHINT VD SIHERNTHT 2 A 2B SHIEXAIT %
DOMEBE TR, EFELZ. 51T, Ushenko DR TIX T OmEIZERZ] &
FETHXICK - THIER T TN EEER OMBEMEEN TS T L BIERL .

2.2 1941 % TEREBORE)

Ushenko (& 1941 £EIC, H 5 OFREZDOE A D2 U Uz The problems of
logic % i3 % (Ushenko 1941). Ushenko B’C OAZE L TFIRT 2D, FhiE:
I RIFEBINICHA DNBRETZLE VS EDTHS. Ushenko iF, HADKSITE
FRRC K > TR B DORIEICR LI NS K 5 G, 9/4b b YIFRuRICHE
UCTW A, S L Y ORGRZN DL DI EE X Tz (Reck 1958,
p. 673).

Ushenko & H & O 2IC X 4 % V. 5312 3 % % 7% intuitionalist & FESR. — 75T,
BHERMAE O X 5 I 2 385K 537851 & % # % postulationalist & M 5.
intuitionalist DS BN LM EE Z HPRKICHEL T EDIXAREETH D, Wkl

8 EBAAMERDT, AWMADORIEIE TA TRV BEOKFTHS.

O TCOMBEZET] DA, BTH3EETNIHE, BThseRETNIBERDTD, fiklc
FIGFRODEDAE L 5D, HOOEMICE R U THBEZS 1SR THlE LT, AYDEDNRS
Ry 2bEbhzcledhs.
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FEOLHARSEO—HTH 5. postulationalist WEFEEMEAT 3 T L3R
S EROBRICH > TRAE LMK TH D, SHOBEKRIALHICGATLE>
TEXEVEDTH 5.

Ushenko (& intuitionalist & postulationalist D&\ p vV —p OFFRZEHNC & - TRl
B9 % (Ushenko 1941, pp. 17-18). intuitionalist (X, p Vv —p % [ EIZEE 72135
ThHb] LVHIXDOEMERZT. v - BEREFT, TNEN (£ [~T%k
V] ZEKT 5. p 3IEICH 5 HREREOMEZ LS L T\ 5. postulationalist {3,
PV —p E TR B NFMERIC & > THAADE MY — 7 DEED & LR

V. B p BEBORSRICERTEEI—7T, vV - BidS®HRMEDHANS
WoT, ZHp ICEHNTEZR—ITHB. TOX—I7DEE Y HBAHOERERD
ELTH, ZHUIFIR GEMR RE TV 5 TEEET 2L DICT TR0,

Ushenko & 5##H L TW %A%, Ushenko DI745(d Brouwer DR IFE (intuitionism)
BRUERBELSE (intuitionist) & FMBIFRTHS (Ushenko 1941, p. 16). Ushenko

EBlE, 7V AT L AN U OB EISHE 22 TV %, Ushenko i&, X
DEIICHLDIET ZEBIZHAL TV 5.

LA L, FIEmEEHNIC X > THRRSNIQHETIEEL, mENER, 374
DHRERNAEN & FRBRREZENERICE - T, HTHh2 LT 5E
i (form) ICBI9 2HANITH 5.

WEIEELE, RS 5. BROEENZHR, T bARKREESHE
TSR ESHEE DR OX AT H % D, 35\ I Whitehead A a validating form
EUEATZE DDEHNGEH, TADBREORREET. Zh5DER (subject-
matter) &IZMEBIRIC. HTHIMEDHE 52 5 K 5 MO E RN RIRH,
DELLMTHS (Ushenko 1941, pp. 25-26).

Ushenko &, FERWEBEHEEEBICK > THRZ ST NUE, G@RENZFHIEIC DO,
THRBZEZLPEEATI T EDPRARETH S & FiR LT (Reck 1958, p. 674),
postulationalist (WWRIEVIC IZBUHEREEE) OMBZORAJ7E, M TERENGZLD
EEZTHZ, WS D, Ushenko I KU, EHBES & ISRBICRTE UkinE
FEBIC K> TRHBETNIEDTH- T, BRXSHEOTTHHICERINDI LI 4L
DIFHE 2 BRIFOEYICRE T VDTH S.

Ushenko (1941) (& “#ET/8T Ry 7 R LM% OMGERD LF5H0, 2T

Russell D% A THEGPREEB S 2R OSHEEMHTS. ZL T, 19370/ —+T



#87K MA. P. Ushenko DHEHIEDEXDERICRIEEMIOEFEMNIFDOEE] (33-51) 41

HELUK 1 Ot 7z, SEEGEAFFEICK 2 TIRT 5. Ushenko 3D T,
ZOFIATICEINZ RS a P OIRDIRS Ry J ADFRKNTH % & FikT 5.

TOARZL Y 2—U7% Nelson (1941) &, Ushenko O intuitionalism (& FE 5 1 HkHK
HIRE D EFMIE L TWED, BERNICIEIZIZORBICEE->THD, KOAKRMN
Gz RT A EANEFNB L aA Y L. T, TORICERENTVBX
ZMOTEWED EDIRT Ky 7 ZADFHTIK S, HMAIEDEXICK ST Ky 72D
i HEDEDENELTVS.

§3 Ushenko DEDED/INT Fv I A& K5HmFE

T T T, Encarnacion (1955) %’ Ushenko ® The problems of logic DFAAZ L] L
22 &EoMFIC, Mind & The philosophical review 0 —55T Ushenko, Eric Toms,
Keith S. Donnellan A3 U 7zt 7z2iE S .

AIZROE D, Ushenko 1 1956 HFICHIE LT3 728, T O THURE NIRT#E A
IZl&, Ushenko HE DIGEMNFIELIEWVE DN BH %, Bennett (1967) & Ushenko H
H#E LIRICED NGRS DV TEE R LTV E D, AHsIZHBW T Ushenko
O FRZHLIE L 9 5728, Ushenko AMEd L TWIZHIIC DWW TORE S .
LA U Donnellan (1957) 12D\ T &, Ushenko Di&EDINE TH % Ushenko (1957)
ENRICEREEDOND D, BEOTHMICEEZMIE LR ThH S Edi.

%9 Ushenko A The problems of logic \C38# U 7zfEIZFIER L T5IHT %1 2D
AL THEDN TV R RUERBIETEH XD AL T HEVEDEHBDT, LINICZ DN
SR LTEL.

FEUS FMERORE DFE
BE (-A) ~A
HE (AAB,A&B) A.B
BE(A>B) ADB
2frm{b (Yxf(x)) (x).f(x)
e Axf(x) 3x).fx

10 SEAASERIAR T 20, aid TX 1 OMAEONEHICEINTZ TR TOMEEBTHS. | KRGS
s LTlibNTVS.
11 Ushenko 1941, pp. 78-80.
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3.1 Ushenko(1941) IcHBIFBEDED/INS Fv 7 XDEERA

1

HiomEARORNERIZEM M LT
ETOHBEIIBTHS.

1 DU DONEICENNTERBZ a EFFC, TR 1 OPUAONERICEMNTZ] &
SHZ f TRRLES. ZOH,

fa (1
~@Ap).lfp. ~ (p = a)l. 2
a=(p).(fp >~ p). 3

alFZTNARTHEELES. TOLE, L LEaDNETHIDELIEF !

fa>~aB) &Y

fa
~a @

LML, 8LE ~aTHB%EDIE, COLER)EUTEEZS !

3p)-(fp-p)-
T ORI, IFDORROR, (2) EFELEN
a )

ELET IV, a ICZTNBSZETRHERDD, Ml Tid7x < MRk
FHTHBLESLIEELTE, @) D5 (5) BLUZOMMN S5 5 EIFERITRT 5 C
EMTERD. BLE a DMMETRERWVWIRLIE, Ol !

~@p).fp, @05

CNAERT B0, X 1 OUADOHNIFICHOMmELZNENS e, Ll
DEE, TICRIETHZmEL T,
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~@@p).(fp-p) (6)

LHL6)1F, G)I&D aZELWEDTHS (p).(fp o~ p) DE S —DDERL
2. LizhoT, a3ETHS. LML, aPETHZEHIE, aldEH@EOmEZIC
Wo THICENS EEL TV AMETRIFNEESHWE,. Lz > T, a Al
THRWELIE a ZWETHY, ZOWEKD D, ThiF, @) & (5) ORHDEKEFH
MICHENBRTH 5.

3.2 GIFADEREB L HEMLZOILIEERE

Encarnacion (1955) @ Ushenko (X9 2 #t¥)i%, FEHONFICDOWTOIRRNEL
D T¥H > 7z. Encarnacion i< XL, Ushenko Ot THAWVWSN TV ald, TR 1O
U ONERICEI N2 TOMERATHS) LI READATE LTHWSLATY
BigEL, FEOBKELTHOONTVRBAD @ISR TETLES L.
FHOHWTH 250, a lZZOXRIUHTEARNKBTHS. —/TRIEOEKE
RE37%561E, a 3ORHEFE—OLUCHLE LT 5. Ushenko 1&Z OFED &
sfEE 2L Cilanz LCH 0, TIUIEISMERETH S, L5 DN Encarnacion
DFERTH- .

C @ Encarnacion DI IZTE X ZAEHO I A 2B L DL L TIELW.
Ushenko @ Encarnacion IZ3}9 % )&, The problems of logic T#W L 7z intuition-
alism OVIRZTICHHLENTE ST, ILENERRLFENIC OV TR TH
52X HAEND EDIE. Ushenko (1955) &, HEDIIAZ T X THARSFED
BICHESHZTRL, BPASHICBI 55 MEARENTRRVEVS IEERZTS. §
%%, Ushenko O intuitionalism THELZDFEAZE Z NE, THNIARSFEOE
IBERVDEND, HEmOABIZANRSIEICHD T LTk, 72h, Ushenko
1% intuitionalism Z X £ 7 ¥ —)V9d % T & 7% < Encarnacion H i 5 IERE T2 & {56l
LIRICDWTORKHRZAATED, THEHIERKML TS L EDET B 2ET.
Encarnacion (&7 ‘p’ &—RICHWBERETH T, pAqgDXIITHFITBWO T
WY LCHIV B/, W3 f OEE LT f(p) b5 53 1cllisTEDARLE
HLH LT3 D7EH (Encarnacion 1955, p. 100), Ushenko 1&Z DI DWW Thh 5%

2 GIAEE. a DWETREONERELT, a PETHZ LWV fERDHE. LhL, a DETHBK
51F, a FEBREZFFOCENTESZMETHRINE RS ALY, Lo T k.
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WEE>TLES>TWS (Ushenko 1955).

%7z, Toms (1956) # Ushenko DFEHD Mz H5Hid % . Ushenko DFEFAICIZE
HRGED M TH S & LT, EIREEZ A T2 Tz H &2 T\ 5. Ushenko
DFEAD (4) ® 5) XZNZFN Ta 372 Tal3ERZ] LERLU TS EDTIE LR
TE %M, Ushenko IFFAFHTZDXFZ 5 X TWEL. Toms (& a DERZEK 1 D
XOHHTE LTHEEL T, T(a)*® Fla) £V o e XD HEBZLR T BIRGEZEAT 5.
KHAT, Toms i p FHEMZ] 22T %3058 M(p) & LT, Ushenko Di%
ARG %, Toms 1, Ushenko DI T(a) V ~T(a) & M(a) V ~M(a) DHiHE
MENTNS 5T 5 (Toms 1956, p. 545).

Toms D15#i9d % Ushenko ODEIBEX DO AM G EEIE, RO KD GEMzhid
EDEEZLNS.

1. EHRGE T(x) &, THICDWTLLFD 2 DOMEERZT
e T(x) & x
e —-T(x) ® —x
2. fE)ER
o FHEIE, H - BOMHTHS.
o HHIODHWFR, LI EREZED.
o HHOHWFR, ENDHTHS T LIFEN.
3. BIFEMOHNFETHD.

&5 AA, Ushenko HHEZ DIEAYLICIEFAELEWEA S, fulif7s 5, Ushenko
OYAINIHICE NG, BRARZEAZE LTS LA LICERICK > TE#TE 5
DTHY, TOXIBERITXOMMEZT 2 L TCETELEREZINSTHS. 12N
%, TOXKIITHEZREE LIzDIE, Ushenko & Toms AHHE L THEIBER D £ D il
DNTERL TV A0 2T 272HTHS. “ANLd, 3. 1DV TIEEES /D H
% &EZTW%. Ushenko l&MEDESIAENMAMNZF TR TIED E XM iz KB
LEWEE] BIE L Titaz D TV 3. Ushenko 1& MED & ME T AN
EWVSRETEINT By 7 ADGmAEZ#EEL T3 (Ushenko 1937 ; Ushenko 1941).
Toms (& [a WHEKTHEW] & ~M(a) LWV IRTERLTWVSE, —/5T, 1.92.1C

13 Toms 1956, pp. 545-547. 7z72L, Toms |& ~M(a) %513 ~T(a) LWV 5 HEHZFFLTHED, ald fl
TH5. Toms FEHEF v v 7O K S RHE=DMITHE L THEW.
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RERZ PR it SAFAE LTV,

Pird b, 1950 FAYRFOTEE R L ORI BT, Tarski F7R EEREEZSD
TAHRRIEE FRES S B T E TWED X DT Ry 7 ADREZIFNT % & 5 K,
THRTE Ao, TNETHD, TNEOBRICOVTERHORMAH 2D L
BEABNTOENSTEDTREVESSD. 8554, BERICBEVTE, BTLS 1
R 2SOV TR A HMREMTDN TS (o & 213 Field (2008) 7% &).

3.3 BDOEXDRATELN—D Y

Ushenko Di#ifiM&FEIC R > TRHMEES N B HAICEHENZ DN, 24T h—2
VOB THS. Bennett {1, Ushenko Difiiin S, WDE XA TDIRT B 7 A%
[BEFELDBBOHETHRT 20THENE, XORATE+—F VORlZHLE
U BEERAETE A 5 LHERR D % (Bennett 1967, p. 111). %7z, Burge & Ushenko
LRESTET, O UYL T ERBNHACERICE STV REEN -T2 T 5
BB ZRLTED, ZOFNCHT % BMREKISE LT Ushenko (1957) & Donnellan
(1957) DOFEZZEF T % (Burge 1979, p. 181).

RAT e b= VDR LT E 55D, Toms (1956) AME/ROMEZ fafil
Lieh5Ths. miflicEiRN/z# D, Toms ik Ushenko Difamic BILAFEZ RFHIA
ATE. B HICHZ R TR 1 OPAKONIBICEN NIz T R TOMBER B TH 5. |
D47 a £ LT, a DEHZIAXNTZEREAZ T(e) & Liz. LML, Toms FEHA
FEREA LT T, a MAZIRRLTWSDNE - TEKICRS L FiET % (Toms
1956, p. 547).

ROES B _DODMMEEEZ .

o fi pi T 1 DIUATEDONERICE NN T2 HZ B andI A E LAV, |
o i py TR 1 DUUAELOANTBICENMN TV B HEZ S mEIFNE &b —DIFE
5.

T(a) WEWT 2D, [p DETHZ | B [p BETHS | hOELLENTHS.
VE, pr & p BFELTVS. UL, p AETHZEBIE, pp bEREICEST

14 Encarnacion (3f454E TH 5.

15 Burge 1979, p. 179. & 2 HEMHENFEKICIEINBHAZEIC VW ZICENID ST HHEHAEICWV S L BVIAAT
B, MOTONFAEOEMICIE [NBFAEOEMITIEETH S0 EEIN TRV LEHINT
WBIRREREL TV 3.
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LES. s, py METH S LRETNUL, pp PR TND TDx e —D7F
Ed 28558 LiE, p BEHOZ L ZFEI M.

Toms (&, Ushenko D% T(a) B - DDFJET ZinEEFRFICIERL TV LfiR
R 2D RIETTNT Ry I AR RO Tz,

Ushenko (&, 1937 fFD / — F TEMEHFINTOAEVK 2 E/7RLTWVS. LL,
1941 RIS 75 > THIIRENIZEFH DT T, K2 Mg ENTWAEWY. X1 LXK 2 O3
FbiE Ushenko Difamz Pififd % L CHEARDT, I THERT.

=1 B2

H10mAROREBIZEN T =
LTOGRERARTHS.

Toms DE 5 T(a) D—DDRTH S p IS T 3 T 1 /1K 2 OPUMHTEONES
IKHEGEZMERTFELEN] E0IXE, K1IEDWTERT FRU AV EEGRZ S
7259h, K2IDWTRIFICMOMES RV, LAL, K2 ORI zEE AN
NE, EBICK 2 EFUCKS1C/3F B 7 AIckE%. Ushenko & Toms D2 7 &
W2, EORIETIHREL TV L SR %,

Ushenko Dixf%&DI5E & 7% % “An addendum to the note on the liar-paradox” % Mind
ICHBIE N=DIE 1957 41 HS5TH%. Ushenko 1& Toms DI EHIFISEE
T, HRO/ — M L THE LNV OO DEMICEZ B E DR EBRTNS.
Ushenko (& Z D/ — MZHWT, Russell WERER, TEDEDNRI Ry 7 A %875
Tﬁf%biﬁ‘%ﬂ’f‘bitﬁbw c‘:b‘5jﬂﬁbi ﬁl)i@iﬁ&ﬁtﬁi‘%%@ (%E%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ“lﬁl*d)

EMNTEIRVEFIRT S (Ushenko 1957). HFIC, Ushenko DT, %'“3'9350)/\7 R
IAEBIEHTXDEATEEZ D LIERIZE5T. g 51X, Ushenko O
flig TETISINEDINTVSED ] EWVWS b—=T Y DEVD, NT Ry T RITEDH
BEBEWIDORDTEN S5 THS. Ushenko i, TUATEDNESICE L % aEIIFEL
T WS, UATEOIMIICH 258 ENNICH 25ATIE N —7 VD RES
DEMNS, LT EZFERLEZVEBRTUVS. Russell 7fiEik & 1&, Ushenko IZ 5
DRHIIZEM - BRC K> TET S b=V U ERA LR TH S, b—T o
HAOHSGZEZUE B XD TREREKIZELTLES &, 2ToXFEMEMDE
LENTHB ] LWV oI E THEKICH> TLE S MERZIERHL TV 5.

T 0 Ushenko @/ — k DFE D, Donnellan (1957) Hagimichii%. Donnellan
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DRI The philosophical review ICIEFE NI=DIX 1957 F 7 HBTH 728, Th
{3 Ushenko ME.B Z & Dah > TH 5. LA L, Donnellan DF4EIE Ushenko
IR TH D, %7 Donnellan DRIGN D > fzfedlc, TO—HDFHFTIE XA
T =7 ORMENEHSNIZEFTAZDT, TITWH LFzw.

Donnellan & %7z, Ushenko Difimlc BN TIEZ A T & b—7 VY ORFINHETZ &
B, LML, Donnellan i&, FHEEEEIE, K1 HOXXH [H 505K Chndz
KHLBW EESTLREELVD, (55— DORITMmEZERI LAV L55
CEWRYET7EAS, £EZ % (Donnellan 1957, p. 395). Donnellan i< K4UE, Toms
(1956) HMEfML7zMEM LI, BOEUTED 5% a RO H>TEFICH > T
ERICEDEMRIRL T NS, DEOXDEA T HEZTVZNDZICERETNS. —
KT, BOEXICAED H % a PROPICHNIEEERZGEE LTEA N LL,
KoM HNXELEZMEL LTEINRE VY, ZNDREEEDEZ ZEDEDNS
T R 7 ADRRIEDTH% (Donnellan 1957, p. 396). Z LT, TDX D MRS E
2B P HEIC £ 5T, Ushenko DRIC K %/8T Fw 7 XIFFEINIC HMED & ¢
[COIMATZ) KX BNRT Ry ZREMBEEDZ LT AIEEN.

Ushenko 7% Russell 7 i @IERIESZDO F—7 VZRHEL TS & TR U —
J3C, Donnellan (335 U 5 Russell (il Z ORI EIE M —7 VICEH LS
DLHfRLTWA. 72721, Donnellan A% (Ushenko 1957) Z#HA 772 LT/ — 7%
TN &S MFEN T AW, J272, KiRF|D ETiE, Ushenko ./ — kD%
IZ Donnellan @/ — FDMFEICHE SN T VWS, 2L T, 1956 FiIC#iELTWD
Ushenko (& Donnellan 129 % KimZMas O e LTI T L3 TE Ao k.

Donnellan OFFFEEFICHT % F85EAY Ushenko & B T3H % 51DV C, Ushenko
7% Donnellan ICX L CED XS ICKET 2B I LATERW. 7272, TOF
4TI C Ushenko 137 6 Z 6 H7 A intuitionalism & WS Al D FIC X - T
MEE A TVWD T ZFALTES T, Lh > T Ushenko BHLHIL T2
postulationalist DRI E F U TV xRV, EOF, postulationalist [FEXEEFRPE A 1B
57, PO OVTOZHEIRE T > TLL, ZOREKTE Ushenko DFIAA
RGN TH%. Ushenko MED‘E HAH D27 E— )L FI# M2 7z &
THUL, RHEZEOTHRD XA T =T DEELENTHDh, LWV iEmd AT

6/ ed, 5IHE UTHER LICHEERL TIEWARL. 72, Donnellan 0./ — k OEFI/EIE, Toms
D/ — b HEIE N7z The philosophical review 72D C, Donnellan D <ffHF1E, Ushenko &5 &
D& Toms TH 3.
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RRUCHAE U Tz n] RETE I @,

§4 MEDENDNARKIFNE & EHRIER

RANCHRANRTz K DT, D EFE IR ZOME L VS K0 IEmEPOMETH
D, ZOEARE > XSEHEGROB NN EMROMEICRET 5. Chid, BDOZ
XNEIEZ DA ZFFOACEM X THZ T e B HREF A 5. BRI HMHE
BOWEDE XN S, ZNLUNOMEZGHRIENC R T ORIFFICREEEFTA LS.

Ushenko AV « FHEZFHR L TOWRAE, 20X 5 R0l nIHRD>DH
Bz, Lizh 5T, Ushenko DFEAEDOL L 27—k, WwENZEXENESTVE
W FERIZ# 0K LT3, Ushenko (&, sEEZACERILIZEZOMEZIERS & L
T, ZN 728 Uz intuitionalism & WS 1524208 L7, RIKFRO AR, S &% E
Al E Nixino Tz, 7273, Ushenko ORERZEEDMTIC, BHROE A PmAC N
TEDEXZMLIBICHEDEHONTEVAEZRET TN TES.

Ushenko B&HEHE DD FF i >728 D0, 1937 FIFEREINFZZDODOXDE
WERIEDEETHS. HORLICEZD, BOEXHEHOHENFETEEZNENS
FR TR L HERR I 5 andERTIE, IED S SUCHE I 5 RENF E ANS N
1&, Fo{MEFMINTOEVK 2D T FHLKTHS] WV FiEx
R L &Nz, TORZRZIT ANSEO I, TROPICHERKREIEE LG
EWVSH—DOXETK 1 L2 ZFAL TEMDENNSTHS.

EBAA, —DOXBRIMNE ST BRI EHIAL TWV5C 2idH iz biiic
&L, LWVINMEESLICEZONETHAI L, BURNMTHS. T
CTCEZTVAMEIRECZDOL S HIROMETH S, WEOEXDOXS 7%, B
KX T HMTH DI, XROBEIIEET 5.

XIRIK AR BB ORTIEDEXZER LIE D TRE AHE DI Barwise and
Etchemendy ([1987]1994) 725 5. T®OATIZ, Russell & Austin DEHEZ % Aczel
DEAGTMCHEDOTETIMEL TV S, Russell AT TIVTIIRICHEI NS K
MEENZOOMBEIE—EICREENSH, Austin WEET VBT, £0OX
IR TH > TELEBOMERFFD (Barwise and Etchemendy [1987]1994, p. 173).
T 4 Ushenko O Russell DFMFRICIET 2L DMNH 5. SelciiX7zi# D, Ushenko IC
& o T D Russell RfEfR & 1E, RFZERIC K> THET S F—2r Y, ThbEXRZHEH
LT, MUXICEFRICMEZSTEDHZEDENEE. IRREMRmDOERbIcBNT
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WO XX ESHT BidAE, & B A A intuitionalism IZIZH5 5 T LICKRBT25 5B,
ZDOREEGKIZLE> TV 5.

JERSHBIC X B0 ZET 9 % Ushenko DI HAMEEE X, AIFHUNZREDICRZ
3. BfE, ARSHEIEITNEBRTERMICK 35IBORNRICEDDDH 2. F@EZTL
KBV THANMBEZE Z 2D THNUI, BB OEEN TEIATH B L1
Bons L, FERTOMDTHS.

72720, TTTROHLUTHLWVDOD, Ushenko DEBIDEKT 5 & T A72. Bl
FAH L7238, Ushenko DRET ZEHIE, FEFEBERTEEIC BV CHEIEEESZ Hil
$ELDTH%. Hi&, Ushenko (1937) DX 1 LIX 2 DLL#IE, SRIKIAEZ IESFE
FICRG &S, Ushenko DFE S &5 REBOME ZFAL LI T5LDTH 5.
COMX T Cle & S G DY) ZzifRed L E, K1 K2 DEWERZ7ZTT
TIRATGETH Y. KRR 1 IE/ST Ry I A THZLFRL, M2 TFy I X
TRBEVEEHET 5. TOMEDEVZEFT Z0IC, WhHEBTFAEHELHELE L
BV, ZTNETAD, TRIEXGEHEZRLAL L, CThHDORZRI—HTSL5 7%
XK TLES. COXIBROEBVEFIERSETERIT L LAETIEH BRI
X, ZNUEZODOMERENRS X095 LA 2ET 5. RAFEXEHmzD
THOIRHBEIAFTLENRT Py IV AZTANICHERTE S, &5 DB Ushenko D
WO TR TH -7z, F&, BXAEFFHEES LTRNEFHNZEDIN S ZDOXM
FET B LWVS T eZNENRD, BASTEHEOAEMNITIILETIER V&V S Ushenko
BHEOEZEZHHAL T3, TDT &I Ushenko B DV TWUE, The problems of
logic ICEK 1 X 2 ZANTHIKL TWFEHS.

§5 &R

Ushenko DO 4% T&H % intuitionalism &, ZDEH (intuition) HEKT S
ETANLHLNEEDIC, BEGRPENTEET B IO EMNGmEYE, 7YX
7 L AR RF R B R 321 T %, Ushenko 1 KAUE, FKA DS FHRE 7z infinix
EDL LT 27D, BAMNHEM > T2 S35 LamBNER 2T Tk
DTH5. BHmMZICBI 25 BENCERE I NIMREER EEMRORT) &,
BLADARSHEO—HEYIOH LIz D LHRT ZICEDTHETIEVDTHY,

HEREAIC B 2 SREDMERITEMN D L0 > TESEMICE 2OHEICE D HE N5 DI

U RHEFEFECTH o TE, MINWERDRZE > THAUSIEIRE & [ CRERIE 5N 5725 5.
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BHLY, &V DB Ushenko DFETH 5.

LA U, Ushenko 2EH 7T DI DV TR ZAF(E & BEmHEERZ L LIZF 0D
72\ F 7z Ushenko A Langford (1938) ¥ Encarnacion (1955) OftFlIcEZ ENT
BHY, BAGREEITHT 2 HBGIHENTELTVE LS ITE T 5N DB
BRTHS.

—J5C, Ushenko OXI&, WEDED/ST K 7 AONRA A HITE, FREkEHH7& MmN

Z, NS DT KL TWie K 21 E b3S, Ushenko (1937) DX 1 &KX
21DV T, Zlij\b\%z.fb‘f:uj;b:, intuitionalism ZFiH T 2 DICHEHTH > Iz

Fiz, HEETITbNIZEERDOW, Ushenko DIER B IEH ST NzDIE, WEDEXDH
ATEF=D2DELLICDVTHRAFHRLTVEDONEVSETHS. DT
Ex#EZ %k, Ushenko OIFHTIIK LT LE DD, RIKIFEZRAZ 5l 8
T, TNSDORICK>THELZXROENWEERELT S &1k, BDOEXOHRNNZ

FAHENCEFHE T2 0E LK.
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