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I REURDeRHECHIEERE
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= CEEERINVESEL ISR O BINR R 4 460° REDHRBERY -~ O g LRETHY o

O QB S HEE QA Y AQED (solis mentis inspectio) AU A A0 (Meditationes 11)° JEHTA O
MOECHMHBERYSEVECHNASEOR [REFR] REEH KLV OMEHN R0 HUSOBERRE
FRVSOES” MEHEUSO LS U AROELS O LAY ETr e E S L° EOVRECBULARETRM S
VES (RELCTHEIEHTUR P 0ES) RIFSRENSKHNmiKP 5:0° NEAREFRHY 0 SV ORHEEE
WL AKBUEORORNGEQLHSER I8 5° LEHNCIRHEBENRR A+ <EQHpUdigng g
MY Qe BERKBUK L0 DEROR R « BHREKEEVEL R0 R “mwﬂi&%\ HELEROR
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AR TRV U e UHEVHEEEORHEVKE HE
GREHECVREBHERVCORR I - BXRYIXE T @b £ R & BN RIS U T 3 A0 A e ®
ABRR R - GHPBEVKRST 7 CEOBEVEEBEY” KU BREE Y i e 228
i = N RIPVINEKST 8] STV IR e
andd | BEHECREVKERS" EEEEEVERF e’ X SHERKHEVER R | S--BRERE

B EBERYHERRY A Y NI P 000 RIERKIRE Q BwREBE O EREHMEHKR

SO RIS ) A BRI A0 A B4 S A A s °

o RN - HARREN BEFE VOV HEFE (Erfahrungsurteil) Aiesds0° TS ERHRIKSERER
RSk e--t

fagsy HIKH (HEL0QE NI STy QEHCHEH KU 810° ) QB B meiE iy o o lER v

S0 [HEDERDmEN | SOXRwod [ cofEH (strenge Allgemeinheit) | (K. d. r. V., B4) {48:0°
RARORKERECEH U ORD « ¥ [RH LRV ORBUY S MVREvREEg0E] K d r. V, BXVD v
Sen R A KBEENEA M S e o R EH I HRE QiR ENKH YR EHHHERG O MBH L P
0 8° EEHHEESmEKWY OHEHUEROY  (natura formaliter spectata O M) FRELO DL 10° &Kt
R D08 VKRS (S0mEd) SR« AmOREL Ll (Hincinlegen) »Q 8" 4 P&+« 0Rb
L4 UEREQTUAHERH VM LT e S IR TG U R N o B0 (K, dor. V., A125)°  [Hosiameg RmEiy)
Bl K o dor V, A126)" mEQHMBE QBRI 610° MO HERKIHM VRE LB NI Y Hil 40
AU HS RN - O MEET KO REEKEECE N VENRD®

RM-Q Y R IAKEHE Ho<SCEE Y mECUBEEREUE OV O v QmBR v#ilE (conjectu-
ral) REVROAY S @EBERY K S NRAEEKE] LS 3 nBL VK S BTN EIER 0 &4
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RRIEERKEBOEREKHL Ky @%WWA mm_%%m (critical rationalism) BEER 450 BH-H AJ {510 1 4810100

WERN-Q MFER] DRk OB Y oK S UBIPRNMK O L0 &0 TEEK] NxEHK] 2<ES
M R A0 HFLR VLT WV QR R0 RE CREE (BB 1 1 — = > ORIFK) S IEHERE B3N H 24
3O AR EL0” WEBRTD D T a DN QHRBUY KA YE S WA a0 g0 By QEEEH ORI
LEUH O ORXHEEMER FRNAVO V2" VB | B CHEH | BURSP PR 0O By o
LoHZLHRIBEHORNSE EEUKEBRMIMHNEN Y B804 5° HOVEHEN 1 8 K1uv
MOmEORHR SAUSVERAVSAERNY Bt QHEBES EXRONEENMNHCEREHER” YORK -0
HERUERV S oERVEKRw L S8 8040

H-OHERUR IVEN SRR OREREERAL YR VER WS 0O EXoHEREERE 0L [EHER
B0 QER Y IVERKE] V5 O VBHEHEHHHEORI LR VRV KEFECEHAHKVEE O0mME LR
W REBESPUESMVERP 0

1 iR e M REENE

R WERESEE 40 QI (K O HHEHE IR SEl) VRO 4n° IR MK o HEEE

WEE SR 0

 BEURLY EHRERVE WEUD L ORI RERURIRE RSB HEERS (verifiable) €EQ &

PR S — Y NEER VE BB NN O R REOD T A LR DNt d R (Wittgenstein, Tra-
RN

ctatus-Logico-Philosophicus, 5, 6.53, 6.54)° #5347 v Qb EDNEYHSEE L & B SE&LEHVRs

PR TN AN

SHBK 80 UL FH S BRI O EEAERIRU 30 E° ¢ 1 QI MBI (meaningful) EExEILE
SR RmRi ﬂﬁ
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EHEREND L QEEVEEECRH VIKE HK

BiK (KREUEBHY 4S# R0 0@ SRES M S se iRzl i BIER (truth function) 4810° E40
BEDUIEEK I ERVSRESY 6 4 O BORCBHERC 0 PEBRA 4 O BB EE R0 EB Q% Vs
0° O VEHEERTEERVEBKL KRS VIR HEEEM (verifiability) i Q848048 5°
PN TR S ORNDRIBIEKY ] VS ol Q-9 © HEMKA G0~ HibBEE oMY # 0 .Q0R S
»4850° Y | BUEHEV O RIBRERY T MIEEHMER V0° WV QB 18 U8 e BhRInER © et o i
VHPELS (RO (numerical universality) | sy [EEOSERS | E80ERURM0MENS (all
statement) 4880 VPO L0 (Vide. Popper, Logic of scientific Discovery, p. 6f. == L. sc. D. vgp)° &-&
MREYIED | SHBHHEERREV S0 oo VEFERECHK SRR R EMKV70°

(N R BRIREEK (cognitive significance) QRAUURE C WKL W (A) 8 eRdh CREEDIHKTE Q-
fr Rz REIREKSOT Z ORLS 0P (Y QIR R B B2 X EHEK 4850 | Viendse® O Kk Bl
0 (AD W€ Tm%ﬂ%mf% (A2) EHiEe K=z~ @ﬁz_am &,Uﬁ_m_aw D EHAH A 300 (Hempel, Aspects of
scientific Explanation, p=102. Zi= A. S. E. 0gH)° A0 0 VBN S 81EE R 8 4 9934 © MR f 78 S A v
£10%7 W Q KIiH 8 0 b HIERO R S0 BHIERSY <EBE (substitution instance) 1 oD E T 4850°
D& RE (AL WRER°
@ WP R - THREPE] VS0 Y EAmEK GOeERORRENR VB LK (HEKSE probable
HE) UIKERST RHVHEEDIEK QMY UM e  (Ayer, Language, Truth and Logic, p-37 £)° &% +J Q #is
3 (probability) W#MIEE QKN Q EEEIE | Br e VAR S Wroo ) VB K 8% 0°

B b — SEKERE CHIK T W OB V800 Sv N 4 0B VOEINLY” of0t R0 BEHE TS S
BALIER R EE .20 1 J N (Ayer, op. cit, p-11 ElOBNUAERE U O D401 QERE H o104 50se°
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vy [ERien @80 ] Ve [P OfRIREDMV eSO O NI BES | VIR 9
A& (SN HIRS | VS oBIMVEE L w0 {07 1 BMER U IREKAL0° 0V QRE
ol L A4S0 U P E DI RN 0 P 1) U 800 (Vide. Hempel, 4. S.E. p-107)°

Wb~ HEPEHCRENKOER VAR SEEY HERREINRN VET v mRBIRInES 48
RRT 50 | ENHOBIINES v v oEing” SO /ROBIHHON LA A0 | HQBIKINRY 4 8 & 10

(entail) #<n” STEHD Y HREPBLSIIRR VEKCKEVNER P02 580" THROECEES VORI ~
S NHESCORAOBHHONRG | BENYOEEY HEERCIIR VR0 BSERERVS0RT HEG
SO HEFEL Qe SN Y BN oo iR B € sy (Ayer, op.cit., p-13)°

PAESHORS SEREST R v~ CRENVENST 2% MERfrEmo e se] VS O LES KRN
@§MKﬁ%%ﬁ%&@5?:amﬁaAmgﬁr§;ﬁi BN~ QIEE R G ERER WO 0 SBHK
RIPROL S VROQUOR AW RUEVBEC S L L OIS L VoA HBS KN Y (M 517
Sitm\mﬁ%,ﬂu x4+ — QR UEAVEERIHK N DA S oS r) 8¢ (Church, “Review of Ayer
(1946)”, The Journal of Symbolic Logic, 14(1949), p~52£)°

Nl e AR

~ I CIEMERRNREFRE A A CERSERE | I ONY (justification) REFR-AKIAA S ERVEN

| & 4re©

ibER &iHdlnRd RS



EREREVL Vo QEEVEEEORH VIKY H=
misEEE HERER BHR
bility, p~207)° & & QIEEMNY R B EER (EEMSERY
HVCECHEHERECHGTHOERD RS~ B usSh
ML O IRER ¢ QREHR) WHEENAR M0 I VY Fe©
o A7 W QIR BN LTL%EA@EZi\:Rigﬁiwﬁﬁf%égggﬂh8~uZ§>%§
h5+x@Agco%@au‘ﬁ@éht%J;%ﬁ%&E@E%n | B1Q ET M B A 10 ) 5 eI © EE Gl
SHEEME OV 11— QEFOUL Q0 wWOE " IXEH L AEIESHNE ¢V O HME Cup o BES
PE4E U T DM IE QTN 008 5 VD" BRI DM E Y Qa0 1) Q A S BRIP4 DGV ERHE SHEE A 50
DRSO IEHDERE QB OV U opIEiR O Q 4850°
SOEHBUZOM U — o [ UNIERRS OB O 5 Olmsed ) 384n (conjunction) O 510 Q Wk~
A Y AMEEOWHEREVERY SO0 EHBOREUESEC L CEEVOWHFEHENE ¢ BEOEN
§$ 5 | (Hume, Treatise of Human Nature, Bk 1, Pt. TIL. § 12) E®&c0 (&4 BB OV VS L BERAR YR

(Carnap, Logical Foundations of Proba-
MRV SRRV HEEVS VIR 0E
HIEEEREE (80h NN R LOER

B AK LY D

B O W QR ERVEN L0 S0 VNERPQEOQE B DERSLoIRG L2080 | (Hume, op.
cit,, §6) AFEFH0° simple perception SEMBUNER0 U 1~ QHECH > Y I X [»OK ¥ 2V ORE
S-Nipsdl” WOREY O SR 4 ORRE P 0 BAINWEIN IO s UK O O Lo i S0 REC b
N4 e (mply) Ao ST ®B A 5] (Hume, op. cit, §6) A S omlinEREeHug ) 90° KUMEEHQE
BEEMECR Y P ORSHE Mo (EHO) ME L0 Ky AMESVENCHEVENRYM E0LQEHEMSw
HEHBES ] (Hume, loc. cit) NSRS UK EH$08° u i — ¢ Q{UQ B Y EEMOEREHIIY
QY MOEAURY SEESHECNE X kS HMO B EREIDUE 507 N



Li%&%%%ﬁm@%vaa,@ﬁ%a%WﬁﬁzmﬁrmmAﬂié%mf%@&r%gapaza%@%
OV 50 A b 50 ) S & BRI AW SN RUsSDP Vo Ry T - S ORFY
B0 L& VWE RO M G
< EEHONY: KA k= SR ORAVE EEQEHEMY | BICHBEN S NHESCRDUHSERYRV
P00 Q1 a830° AR 1] D QR B0 & v N R A810°

SEHOR -1 £OQ | HISN 1 ¥ XKWV O WHEIY VPRSP EEREREVESORRYE it
ECHE RO wR o0 EZRHEHE 1 DG R P8 O WESEMNSC NEEMCER] CEHNMER
4@ Y QMM QIS MY A 0meEs | (von Wright, The Logical Problem of Induction, p. 61f) 48
0° 48R © HRIE © K S O RN S 0 IR Ot Qe (concurrent) HFENEMMU H4SERY
DR 810° HIREBOA0 | P NEH e Y3 VO RRESIERKEHMC | P ERBHESL IHEN |
P om L HY B B-0EMHHiER | MO O HREVIXE (falsification) v QK@ RigH (asymmetry)
SED S50 FHOEMHMOEHEHE LT %i%@%@iﬁ&:léﬁ%@%%%ﬁ?%@& Ao
RIEHEA0° RU A EH 0 S C S O NEROIEHVEREEVENF eV EHERKS S @O VERKREOLEHC
EHEEFEAY EHOXEBEV OEHERHVHEREL80° MRFHEL SN He MBw e YENE
REHCHEE] @ MRUBREHECHIZ) © NRXINELBHCHEIE] (f. Keynes, Treatise on Probability, p-2201)”
AVALPQON Lo | BEs EERKR] VRV D& ZGHE | 2L CmEHMENPeu” &
EERIRR R €0 VNEOCBS0E° o~ CEERIKE QLN » 2 Q RV EERGSrEMY
?wz%&%ﬁm 250 &7 B S HENE KON AR S ST B ERIE NN = R s SRR ¢ VD DT G e ER IR
E@77)%)&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁk%%ﬁ%ﬁw#%&ﬁ@?ﬁ@u?ﬂ»t&é

SR BaLh R



EIEREVR Vo OEEVHEEECRHE VK K

W —~ a3 [EEH (similarity) | A 5o BYE & OIXEWQERTRD U OB SREEVXE e (Popper, L. sc.
D., p~420D° (I QIXBBR/AN- [EHE ] Mo v R REZERSPS0e° BIRVE010e»e
By [0 mUROY | BREEC Qe BRIy QLRSS VESE Qs | D ORBIERO
BIELR0 P e»0»" EOBEROISRBEIEY S SV ARFEPS0° | BUBIHE O VI By
[HOEE] CHENEHESM 50Uk BEGRICRRNESEREY» JHEL»RESV 55001K
LRS00 L°

SHEEHMONE Kk k=49 E%b@%ﬁ_o@E¢J:£&%ﬂ4fitlxvmp:ib&%ém 1D Qe
30 (Whewell, Novum Orgamum Renovatum, p=750)° V.8 388 CHIKBINR & OEE M&E@%E«t%?%z
NANA WV OHE SR OB IKVEE RSO KRN A NVNREY U1 RRES Kk > NERIER B
050 20 TER G O A U8 a0200° W U 1 — i H A ER IR © a0 86250 | ERD Q Bk s
E%h?%:&i&%@?ﬁmy%/7ﬁf @x%/7@ﬁﬁﬁgé%%:gb%:tugﬂmh%%m@

S
EREP80° LUNRELH QTN — 8RBy R UHMR RO S RURAVIEE R0V HBEAV O~ xR OBHE
Y0 1) B8 5L {0 0% D& o u d — R %m%@\m T_J»bruxm@7,7/7kﬂ/\ BOM AT
RN~ Q< € QEEIVH Y QKL L 1B Lo ®
0 RPHRNE " EEE ] BIVEBLAY O VELOO R840 BEOESENEOSNERVRERER

AR QR EE L O EREE ( SREUS O T 2V ER U SR ENEIRHVE L Do e e
ﬁﬁi%@%&%@ﬁmkbﬁm%k EECERCEMURL® B0 MEZMOHEMEVHEEEREY DML

BaERREE Y REHCHEY IS o0m0 £ Wik itsy BEY O WEERNKEREE R ¥R E
Eéﬁﬁmﬁﬂ ) S 0 L 00 1 AU S A 00 R N ) A B0 5 0 4890 (von Wright, op. cit., p-47)°
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i B lcnt ) SR $0° b © KEEKEDE L 0 5 W RIS ER M
HAHBERQ Y KRS %m‘#m%QRMW&@H #@Wwwmﬁ L0 QB0 0
0 iy = RIERNOT IR R IXEEMEARNEKE SN » O JEBRE ¢ SR NI eV S DB EHIK
A BT O R R iaauam&a?aaa &4 A 2O EREBRC FRBN Q-9 Q NENY 5
0 Q 4 A OEERES S BRALS16° [0 O DBIRADIENRL O 1 5100 Q AV [HREMUMNRV A Sndy Q
Brgm %~ BRI O Q QW I QM 480 | (Popper, Conjectures and Refutations, p—43f == C. R. ugd) A
REDM M0 D [EEAH] VI BEROCH{ -~ CHACEFVIHEEHE»HoHE 5° HUSKE
HEEREKS BRESMENG VDS, BRYBmEEVSS” HEON 1 ¥ X AHNECHELRE By
N D2 H P2 Q438 517 T O | Q BRGGSHE S e B34 BEVRE 10 L IRR V4810 11 7
B 2B IENRN A S AT 80RO IEE R | B UIENRQN A S A A A0 ED S A P A
503 A NIEE D¢ (Popper, C.R. p—43)°

7 R CMIEEREE Y o X VIREERGEEOHCTHEETRO K 9 5 Vo -»T khtﬁ@ﬁtéaigm
bility) REOKLLMKLOLEHSVR0° NS IHEXEEBERELREOQHECHY REHNOHEOY
HNEEL eV SoBEIEH S W O VIRHIR O S00° EREERE (BHVERECEHEREVER Q) NI~
RAYDIKT DEN=~K RynN RAKDN EREEHE (BN ERREESVER0) @i ( M2 {0
CRYEMERIMIE HEDICRBOHLH IVRISENBEIVE | B RitvRECNERLERR
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A BEREV eV HERORHE VIKE 1

|
B&E

A0 XA 0 QI O ERE (instantial) MR OHECEE V" W QBB BT ~ W N Q1
STAE R 4850° > 4 IR 6 e T 0B 46 060 S B0l 2 ) MK Ko 10 8 0 50 00 NER A 5 ° 3V .8 10 1050 A IHE M BIE R U
R Ol @A) &8s Q IR N O B IR O I B x0 2 STIE DI TR e ¢ 1y Q R A
&\ Q8¢ (Popper, L. sc. D., New Appendix *VII, p~-365)° #J Q S BRI NEE O o 125
IMKEREEQE O WHE B OEMBDANNR kX S Y E e

24 R © S RBE U e I SR U T4 2 00 | 2R HER S B AU 500 ) AN N ST EREDI Y g O
DR HMENELTE e VB IRSIVEROLVS O K vERERRY D0 | BHMRCHFEoVER
7 EiEHD Q IR N A S i

1:1
&‘
AT
L
T

m W@ DL LL Wmﬁ_ :_m Mmmm

=’ Eﬁmdﬁéeku.ﬁkﬁﬁﬁkwgkz%@%wéﬁikaLT\ﬂ%éﬂbbﬁﬁé%i@&bf&f%
B 80° b ERR SRS HEEVEE e S0 IR @.mfﬂﬁ ﬁ%wﬁﬁmb‘ ¥E (prediction)”
SR (postdiction)” FRER (explanation) N#.Q.£¢ | BB N O 40 use (of. Hempel, 4. S. E. p-
173)° ETHERER HE BHER ST CHRKYEEv RN | BMRUYSSE0HKAORHEP eV IARE | ©
TREEHRIN 0 °
N O HEAE (argument) S| S&a~vN M@%%Wﬁw% (deductive systematization) AVgh48.26.0 Qv HQ Bk
Broude 000 (Hempel, A, S. E., p-174; p-249f; p-3386)°
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W SRR (explanans)

Ly, Ly, coveen , L
E e BBEE (explanandum)
Aﬂmﬂﬂénawk?xﬁ e @En® G G G BERSTLB IR ot gnRE (REWE)Y L, Ly Ly o
AN BRAU0ER LR Y (cofirmed) EmER MR

oo,

+ @%éﬁﬁﬁﬁ@iﬁ%:%@%%ﬁé% CEE (] B2 » YpEndRosag’

VORISR YN CER &%%Wu@%m (inductive systematization) NgbH R VQMEH @WJ‘M - D25 0
(Hempel, 4. §. E. p-176)° O VEBEREAWKRw S NERELOE ERSUEES VwE® BRESHRCH

B4 &4 0HECREkquy 0 5V HED QM- 4648 2

DEOEHBERKIC S LSOOI | BEMES S OEBEVKERFKC» QUMWY 550° EibEirky
B4 QHEQHUVTEE AU~ B v Uiy Bl oo BRAEY ﬁﬂ%l?m&.%&wr%%ﬁ?%:k
WEWE® A0 EIEERSY 58 () MER | 8y (=) BEEH (theory formation) Q100 X7 2 %4850
(Hempel, A. S. E, p-178)° S MO ERHE QS U BHFRORIEE YV Qv frohER o L O
TR AEVERPC R ACHBRAEEEESOSENR V8 BER E%bmf%m:ki%:&ﬂbzoxﬁ
s (=) @Y RPEHWLNNT | HNERR0 | W@%W%B SE W ﬁ%@ﬁ& (hypothetical entities)
(B B iREy B Yo R%E 8N AV ORENEHBEE V.0

A0 ISR v S R HEERE ¢ QIR S eBENPROLIOESY RS W Q & METIE QBIE
AL S ERIE ae0 AUHP A O 200 ° ?5&@%%@%%# (EER SN~ X N i (theoretician’s dilemma) | (Hem-
pel, A. S. E. p-186) ZHEEENL00° [EH4E QAHE 4 KR /& W © ME WER 3001 20 H KK 48 = By
A8 5 B0 KON 4800° BU S R AR A0 VSR T AN T a0 W) VEHERNEKDEES R

SERER & A

U



o0
—
)

EHERENSVOLHEVEEREORE VKE KE
i EERBERIEX O HE LBV KR L L vERY S a0 4°
Q7R D NN e D U0 A (Wittgenstein, op. cit,, 6. 53) B S KIHP IR A 3 D E RS HE SR 2 1
<3 Q< QIS 4 0 G © 460 [ R B O NIE X ) UNER O M 4500 VT a810° 1) S IHRIEK £
RO BRI Il (extralogical term) 4~ ¢ IV HEEBITIKRE V-2 D a8 OV R © QK S BIKERG
RE O L 0 AT i K237 R Rl o 8T BIkTHE Y S S IR (explicit) UK
A0 Y DA SR 60° b QiR R R R REEER I S KL 08N Lo g0 mOBE
2 C BRI Y ~o IR O ER Y L 5 v ¥ KFE (intensional) SR © IR NI e U 2 0" BRRE
WshE <o KHE  (co-extensional) RREE VR KRRV E00° {40 REHEER Y R oo AR R R
HO MRS LUK+ ROBIRKLEVEK LD 55050480 (Hempel, A. S. E., p-191)°
o0 1) QIR 8 Q B BB U BB R D is0° FibE © X SO B ib BER © R © BEK L o
¢ TRUEATHE U H SIS U I 0.5 5 201 1850° BN D IR0 O i " IR (disposition term)”
B R @O BRURSHERUE S B8 e ae (S | VR EREkEH
WEOMVE [0 8RRUKILOL LK S BREF ] ((Se=pPe2Bo]) WHIES o0 EIERS ¢
SUMEAK S | BN RiEn R0 AHBER Y28 5% SRR | 23U <K KOKN Q8 S HEA M
A Al HERBAGS [PoDBa] BIA410° 0 Wl 5 8 R KK Y i~ Ao A £330 £ 0 460¢ (cf. Carnap, “Te-

&
for

stability and Meaning”, Philosophy of Science. 3 & 4)°

o ks EES (operational) PRS0 Y IV CIBIBK ST BT HE DB VI TH S OGN S o HE->"
ISR OB B VR VHEN 20° ERSOKESNBRAIYERISeU R vV OMEECERR” Sefie
N X = VYR A0S 0 R REN VERKY et R BO S0 Y v BuvT 200 KRR
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BN P00 (1 QRGN CWIENTES R0 RTIN S S0 1) Q Hn UBED DO SN BR
”mJ (potential) i@t (BH Y S Uk K = fE- 7 SoieRE H)m%:is ,ﬂ.,mx (disposition)) WHEEK 0 D& D
Pﬁ%ﬂt?x W EGKE oW L0 SREY ROEEMHVREEw e T | Y (generalization) WDty
BV Em Wﬁ\mw (inductive risk) WIE+IAP4850° " O M2 Q¢ REZEEE NI ¥ QuREw
Hig T s S O EIrEEKE L A0 | BRSO KRR G S U0 00” EEHHRE CEER TS | RERDP O R0
ISEVETR S iAo\

< EHHENR RN EHO T OHENY” HEERKEKEN S8 SBE N 0 0 W RE (subjunctive) v
B A I Y e EEHD QRS %4800 (of. Goodman, “The Problem of Counterfactual Conditionals”, in
Semantics and the Philosophy of Language, ed. by Linsky)® D&V RU ﬁﬁa%me%h;ww (Counterfactual
Conditiorals) Q&K EEQ BR R IBUUY S0 eRE%R480° 1 QNEHEHELYNE B C W& 5 (lawlike
behaviour) &?volk,nroﬁ\ ;wm m\m (nomological modality) & 4Bk AIRE AU N0 P AoV @ ROET A
S 5000 D& oERENE NV ANBREMKEENEHY S O NBERRRBREY vl S0 vHINSE S
Goodman, op. cit., Popper, L. sc. D. New Appendix *X, p—432f., Hempel, 4. S. E. p—188)°

0" EHECEREQ Y | ME VNS SERMERAADN @2 lx (reduction sentence) QIX#{{48¢ (Carnap,
“Testability and Meaning”)° SIEKAIBENS [0 8 Bk X - @i, (B <0 A) NI 0P 0 804 8
By (REH) QBEVSeQH” 8ADBIGA (KA e A) W T?%Aﬁ% P QERd Y B e GelPeD(S:
=B S ASBIRREYD C HEQMEY L K& Ol 0Bk (partial) 155 % D ol 1607
HYIR N R BRI © I B S RS VEE -0 BMESREMEK O 0 RREB RS0 VE R I Y
Ho v QEHMYRSER R C wBENVEEOBERY RaeN»0 (open)] ASMELL0T RIADN

\

EER BHinsd 1
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ERERFVRC eOEBVHEEEORHVIKE KK
v R %@%X: s RIS N N Y O B BRRIEL B 20 | MO IRIRKY 4ol <
T%%«Lkui%mT%ﬂwﬁikh%?%
©" DLHLIIERS LiLiE?WﬁX%A§88§aQ§3éﬁvkLT%&éh%%ﬁ&H%ﬁ%*@i%&%
FEVE <P R IRGEOSRMIBRC LWL S° BHENH MNEHOREHS RKEAICUS O D &2kt
2% (e [Pyo~By]) WeHa AMEONK 51 500 AUNKILE U R0 | AL B2 0° bt ) Qe

A0 © BB BV U RLQ %@_%Aggagaﬁgavzea%¢5 LSO BEBE U 4R
WS IBG 210 % 1) OB | BUBIR — 5 SHERIED SHRICY QRERCREFRHLUR Y RS
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fate remain quite incomplete. In the solution of this problem, Christian the-
ology has made great progress, by developing a metaphysical theory of

freedom in relation to its fundamental concept of providence.
A Logical Analysis of Scientific Knowledge

by Kazuyuki Nomoto

In this essay I try to re-examine the classical opposition of empiricism to
rationalism in epistemology in view of contemporary theoretical philosophy.

The focus of the consideration is in the question whether the logical char-
acter of universal laws, theories and theoretical terms as essential constituents
in science can be satisfactorily explained from the empiricist point of view.

But the verification theory of meaning, inductivism, rigid nominalism and
reductionism are unwarranted. Empirical interpretation of theoretical terms is
possible only partially. Further, the methodological decision is inevitable for
the rational inquiry of the world. Therefore, radical empiricism collapses.

Taking notice of this inductive risk and Kant’s idea of Hineinlegen, it is
more probable to adopt Popper’s hypothetico-deductive method or Hempel’s
modification of it, although it is not yet conclusive whether the theory of
corroboration or confirmation could offer a satisfactory criterion of demar-
cation.

In conclusion, the uncritical or comprehensive rationalism including both
radical empiricism and extreme rationalism would be rejected, and the logic-
al status of scientific knowledge could be more satisfactorily explained from

the view point of critical rationalism.



