N

A ZAF A A3

A (A2 ZA)

[L9FE] o] =82 IFY FF a2 OFt A2 ofsiE ANFLEA |
W E77h A g g weegtn FAse dEd g AAH ol
A& AANBL o] RS AA WY Wt ohe Ag Bk J4 =4
£l i@ A2 ol 2] AR B FA9 234 Fgol 0 AL
FAshs B30y mEtM o] 213 BEo) 1L ¢ Fol He BFOE 3o
2R AH 2Bl 2 =37 Ao ojN 2AR0] kg Relth EY,
olFA olFfHNE @ ¥ W7 Gl FT QW AE 2AEY A 7HA] £
ol g 4BE F vke A& BU0RA, of 2 olateo] EBee B
Ut

(F80]] 34 23E, A7 I, 234 &&, ¥ W

“A counterexample to Modus Ponens”o|A] ¥ @7l A7A F4Hd
e wega a7t #3382 7HA G5 AAIBIL Qo o] =EedA
7= 27t 944 e g e 34 A ¥ (indicative conditional)ol] of
g AZE o E ANFOEA W Wrle &S FA AAFHLE o
Folok & AJW/FE Holx, aAEe] Ad FAHY Wy} oidge A
& Boljo

1) Vann McGee, “A Counterexample to Modus Ponens”, Journal of
Philosophy, 82, 1985, pp.462-471.
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Hhd71s A 7HA] 4E B3 ok BE 48] 22 A4S AYx 9
oz 3 du 5712 3 29 4= g5 2ok

19804 ©1% A5 MA w2 a0 Peja €A 2AIN T 2eE
doldel UFFe) Av) selE BA LA AT, e Ik FRY & A
£o] 3912 o] WA U Ao Uge W, $AE Tee) 229 RE
AAE 0 WY F& AL QAT 1 2ES UL VY F& AE Uk

W} 38 F25b HAe] olzichd, Wet ol7)E ol7} deldel ohizhd
Hed Aolo

F8% Fu5}h A7) 0|2 ok

a#eE, Wt ol7)E o)} Helzie] chiehd, Aried Zoltk

g 7] ojAde] A FAYY wHlol, wed AA YL Y4 =
A0 QoA B}FEtA Yolu =A3)

vk #7)7 Bolux e AL fEF ddHeE AMgse A4 24
Fo] A& zAF(material conditional)e] otz Aolth AA FAW
& A4 AR S04 ggsith gEiA 99 A7t AR BY Y
o] whlEha 9r)d veE A4 2AFL 43 2489 47 ¢glv Ao

W wyle 47 238 d@A *o'sh FEsl) A8 34 2AR

0

AZA “="8 =YD A AR A 71A 5L olep)gich A W
A EAQL, wg B350l 1 F(consequent)o] FA AH 2AFY 9
A4 3] gReA grie Rolt}k. 2w A4 21F P = Q' 4
gt ¥4 de 18 FHY0 E}ﬂé}‘;}fﬂ ARG F wA 5

AY 27AF] I A= o] 99 F3F(strict implication)Z} @’g Z
A Alojgls Aotk v FR3MIE Q7 PY =83 AZoY, P

r~|n
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= Q7§ Felx, P = Q7 Fold 4F 23F P-~Q' &
4 Folgtn gt} Al WA EAL o]&YeE(law of exportation)”} E}F
e Aotk &, P > (Q 2 R)'°] (P& Q) = R'Y =d3 A4
olgle Aotk & ol (law of importation)E EFFE A2 HY
o sk Qich

Eake gk wW7)7h 9 dolx] A&o] ARelels AL HelA g3 gl
T EREE A doA 1 FEo| ElFiA] Ythe AL Holy] fsiA
€ BE A7} Fololx FEo] 71""-"]3}*‘& & Hojof g}, w7
g7t BE AAE 28 o F& AV °‘°1£ 28 Ue it 2
7ﬂ %i‘:b"’— ot} 1} ojivte g AW FAYC] EHFEHA o

& HolA] R3thil o|&L A3ty kI

gz w18 24 e o 49 ver 449 24, 4 34
228 Y@ olaEaS AASAT. o olaptlel maw 99 ot
ANz B orlold BRER e Rol B E@ o oAz v

#77F AAREn Qe AA &Zi*‘?-«l A BAo] Mg o, 1go=
A PAte] olshtale]l $lo oo thE FFeH(egitimate) 3L ol
Aol By Zlojthd e dAe 9] ool A= Ad FAH we
7t i g HY Aok

a9 AL o (Y EFE opd) & Tukek pojw Qolt)”
€ P A$ QY =14 #E(conditional probability)e], F Pr(Q/P)o°]

2) 4714 W HWrle “g9d FHE'S EERE g2 AEsE Ao
2 B, \

3) Walter Sinnott~Armstrong, James Moor, Robert Fogelin, “A
Defense of Modus Ponens”, Journal of Philosophy, 83, 1986,
pp.296-3008 E A. '

4) 2y F i B0 M E e w98 ¥ A
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e FRLE YA Rolth ofd YR 2ol M 23
E, 2o AEsA 2N, 2AFCE Holes oW EFES 2UF| o}

v

d g8 #3402 #Nslop goke zlo] Yxle] Aol g7t °
Pold, Qojth 2tar 2§ w, o' Afole ojHol AA ZHRROE 3
sojopgt stAgt A A gEo] grhe FA0E dAE oo} gl F$E
T Atk AR ol “wiek vy} dlelEd, v Fdmeln ol g
T EE o7} Mdo] AAYE ¢1 Ue ok (53] o]F o)?) fio} Z
of Tt} o] AM ZPF-L AAe] AN A+ Fo] He 43 21E
22 dolgozol gt} a3y BE AFY JH 24EE 1 =4
Ao olA 2HAFLE Wolsold UHE Aoz H st v
o] A AAE AE3PUA “BL ool FREY, BIFTo| o)F Fo
a2 g Pr(WFERe] o)I/EE ojEo] FRIHIF EUE
FRoE Wwelgole o] Ho}h Ad2ge AR HolH "Pr(Q/P)o]
=0 € #3L 2370 ok & WAoo g dxe o| (23y B
Fe old) £4 PE P9 &E(probability)o] Bt FAoE sag A
€ AR} FEol &2 WA TIe PE Pr(P)e) Eoe F3L
2 Yk o] B A2 A= HAh

olgig FAte] Aol w}t 99 ol& AWEAL UA 99 dor &
Z+e] ggo| g Zo| FHTI AL

2 el
noax 12

Pr(38d Fu7} AA o)zith = 0.8
Pr(UF% F571 AAd o)z} = 0.2
Pr(gjo]do] AAd] o]zith = 0.7
Pr(itieo] AAd} <j2ith = 0.1
Pr(7}E17} A A o]Uch = 0.2

ol 2% 919 ddfM R AA A,

gef o FRIE AA olthd, Tk o]7le o7} #olRo] ofy
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b doed Aot
© O3 Zo] djAHolo & Aotk

Pr(dti&oe] MAd olzicl/golde] AAd ol7lA] gety/T8Fd ¥
B} AdAe) o)ithr) wut

FRAY 21 & olgd dgE, PrRAQ/PIES Rl §iT
(undefined). 221} HAHOZ ol T3t Zo] A & At ¢
A, 3873 FHI} o71A Rdhe AFE AT F, T84T FHI} o)
T ARTHE AT FL& aFM, golol orA ¥e A Areol
o2 _’Eﬁ’—‘i F&S& B Zoud ZER 2L Aoz ysofof ¢
o 2L goldo] o712 4 At duito] ol x1H &gl ot
T FALE WolEaAc} . F A HA gA EEo] e FRL

2 sjAslojo} Firk

ofA of Yl we} f9] olg ATAHEA.

Pr(ti&o] A olzitk/gojde] AAY o717 Fety/TET F
27} A ol2th7t &

Pr(3313 Fr7} AA ojZth7} &ot

2HEZ, Pr(dei&e] A ojidy/gelde] AAd o]7]A ded)
7t =9

Pr(dti&o] MdAe] olzic/#olzie] AA o]7A getl/Fsd F1
7t A ojZthe 10013 Wy R WA AAT Foln Pr(FT ¥
H7F A olAthe 0802 Wty F WA HAR Folth et
Pr(dti&ol AAY oj7icl/gojde] AA o}71A ¢ethe 0339 &

5) Fol =39 A7 d& F A& PrRAQPILS Zx HE{AR
Pr(R/P&Q)E A2 ZHoldh
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ato gebd 22 Aol ol2A A2 dzt Az B elvlelA g
Foh4 Yok Aol BT @ Wrle) e F 4z Tge Pyes
9o 4 4 Ao

5.

QA AY 2AT U DAY AL ¥ Ao AHE 239
A 71X B4 A9 & 3o
A WA E4e 230 v

FAY de AP Yol BRI
o] EuE 4 270§l A4

b U‘H Z-]_

2AWol g75A goke Aol
27t AF ED Yt 2H A4 2ARLS "gref pojd ol 2
Yeliylz szl 13| J4 2a5e 3 wR E4e A4 Ao
"gho} Poj®, Qojt} o] theiME EFRalAut Twkel Pold, (Whe} Qo)
Rolth o] isiae Blahd goke Aelth xte) 4 2ARY ga
HHe 0] I =2F Fao lolM 2ATe| oz Rolnt. wa}
A =23 g4 QojN =ARA B AeslE AA FAPel o] 4
A 2480 g3l B} oldrle =8 § g Rolck o] A WA B
A& ruiek pojm (ghe} Qold, Rojth)” 8} Prt Foloim mie} Qold,
Rolth 7} 34 291 AL ofuw, "mie} pold, Qo|tk 9} Pr} Fold Q
= Folojo} Foke Ao olsgolor Ak SelE 9o dolA wrek
Pold, (Wt Qold, Rojth™ o} P7b Roloj= wie} Qold, Rojt} 7}
ARY & ke AL—gE 2= 9, PrR/Q/P)S Pr(P)7t Eohx 3
g% PrR/Qe ¥4 @& + Ao Re—uth a2y $ee o
o rgio} pojw, Qolttk o} P7} old QE Fojojor Aok AL ¢ F
Sit. Pr(Q/P)9} Pr(P)7} £2® PrQE 94 Eolo @t mebx B
o #HMe A4 ZAT) ¥ #r)rh TF A WA 5RE AT YUcke
Ae— AR FAY ke foz HysoiME YERP—HnAETh

6) ZE A =AFEL ofd.
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F WA 54 Q7 PY =83 Adold g} pojd, Qoltk st &
A Foln} = Q7 Pl w83 AZow Pr(Q/P)e] &4 Eom— g}
Pold, Qoltb 7} Fold AHA ZAFE P — Qo] 3 Folge—F,
Pr(Q/P)o] ¥2® P — Q'7} B4 Folzke RoIAh o] F UF AL
WA AEEA Pr@P)o] oW P - Q7F 4 IS (34 Pr}
AR AY Q7F FAh? 18R @& A 2ok Pr(Q/P), PrP), 18%
Pr(Q°] 2% £tz stigs, PE Foli QE ARY F Ax AL:
grlEA] ok ¥E FY o] ot g AAE ANz v
4 & gt 2447 9E Zoltk wetd "wek polw, Qo st BY A
S, AF 23 P - Q7 34 A AL otk a#y A} AA
& AL o 5 W7} ol AL A AR § ERo AAYESES
Amg & 9ok PrQ/P)7} BA)9 Pr(P)7} Row 24 Prh ARY 7}
SA40] Bo=(very likely) AL E3l0 po] Yo gL Prl AR A
& Ul 2oz AR 92 47 & Aotk PPt &L o
Pr(P)E ¥o1 PrQE ¥olo} 30 ojAe Q7 Y 7hsAlel Boke
RE E3Y. o] 4% QY B 5L Q7 3 AL Ve Ro
RE A2 % itk WA, "wiek Pojw Qolth iz} Hold 84 P7} A
AojAY Q7t Folgtx, = 47 AR P - Q'7} Yolgn IR 4z
g 4 g

olAl, F WA 54 3 WA AFY AL AwE Q7 PY =7H
ZAojw "wiel pojw, Qolth' b A AN AE HuldlE 18 AR
2tk Q7 Pol =83 AZold Pr(Q/P)7} 1.0012 webd Pr(Q/P)7h =

= 349 ek Pold, Qolth & Q) Aoz Btk ey e
olRo] & 134 grhe AL 44 ¢ 4 Uk Pr(P)7 02 A$7}
At o] 7% PrQ/P)e ol 9199 wEtd PrQ/Pt o 39
rgek Pojd, Qolty & ARelth 2822 Q7 Pe) =8F RA A%
"o} pojd, Qojtk 7k B4 A AL ohith 3Ag Pr(P)7} 00lo}A
PrQ/P)9 o] glE A$S Adstne oA A¥dt = QI PY
=% Azdoln po) &Eo] 0o] ohyy kel Pojd, Qoltk & 4 F
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ojs, w2 o)zle] ¥ #H7|Z FqF oJAF o] AH ZATl AN
gitzoz AUt BR AAAE U Roloh YA ¥ T
ek Pold, Qoltt 7k vt wrj7h 3% 5 A S 7L AdAE
FAT 2= BT 27t A olFA AAs=rE AEEL AT

A4 2389 A U 5L olEdrt BEste Aoluth ¥4
9 4 olAo] Rre AL HAFUS Pr(R/Q/P)E %A Adshs
7HE 49E 9 2xe 24 Pk AYEA @ 298 Algshar 23n
A P7E ARske A9THE Te & 2844 QY A+ RY 21
# &E& Rl St oJRE PrRP&QE ALY Wt 2L @e
£ 2322 Pr(R/P&Q)°] £2% PrR/QPIE G4 woT, TN
gk P 223 QolW, Rojtk' 7h ol "ghet Polw, (WeF Qol¥, R
ofth)’ Al Folojo} g} ¥t Hrle olidelE H©EF Ao HAG
T Shedl, G dNd shd ollddEx BYEt Pr(R/Q/P)%
Pr(R/P&Q)2 27] Wl "2tk Pojd, (Tef Qold, Rolwy)™ 7} Folw
"ot P 283 Qol, Rojg & Fojojop Pk WM oj&dE, oY
42 25 gy

olAl $2& Pr(R/P&Q)T Pr(R/Q/P)7 ¥4 22or mahy Riek P
a3 QolW, Rejtk ¢k "whek Pold, (whef QOJW, Rejeh ™7 34 2
€ JRgs e AL Bk A olA o AAE, =9 X7} 3
£ & e Pr(R/Q/P)E HEx PrRPEQE AT 5 AT ojAL

7) “On a Supposed Counterexample to Modus Ponens”ol4 7}&&
v Mg e AAe] FHL =3Heg I AL AM =
ATo] =gz Folgtzn T, e L ASFE 1 Ye
ZHoltt. Bernard D. Katz, “On a Supposed Counterexample to
Modus Ponens”, Journal of Philosophy, 96(8), 1999, p.409& & #A.

8) ek o] e, ol Yt 2 =4 o oA 2HdEY X
out A4" 4 e Aoy, of A WA SAx ol dEd]
dg AF glol Aol o),

9) JhxE oYLt M FHEA UM EB©IHA dgve FHE
hed, oA ZEY FHo|d,
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A7t A4 2770 U JBAA 4EE A8 =UT A22A 2o
Pr(R/P&Q) 9 A& AHE Rarl Qe Aot 213893 ($-871 A
T UFL E) AM 24F e Pold, (R Pold  Pojth’ e
Pr(Py/P1&..&Pn-1)0] B0 FR2E d4Fojo} gt

AFMA 27t AF U5 e A4 24849 AE YA
uk W7o gEo) AUz & uleA edstA] gve A, A4
of uk w7} XA A WA, A WA EJ& AAAN F WA
AAZ 7D QA dvhe RS BAFed, T3 of v 977}
A ER4E FRY=AE 49T 5 AT G AL 6 Gt
o 51 e A4 AT disir 2 HHA Aol

dn N S
n ol Y X

41 do du rlo

o

BA7E Addhe AL, G3HoR 2ole ol FH 2AEL 1 =9
3 Aol glojA zAEo] o tE Aolge Rolth §, ¢3HeR
2ol od 2H ZARL Y dofdME 2HELE HolAt A=
2 =83 g9 YoHe 2AE0] ohgke Aotk vz ojZe| Bzt
7b P = Q' WAl "wief Pojd, Qoltk' & =YE o)Folthl0

aFd, A Adde) we} HHHNRS W, & W)Y &L BE
AA7L ol d&o] ARl A I @ e ol 9

10) 22 AL A4 21FS A8 43 =089 A3 "8
FEREE ‘272 =308tn FH ALY W Pr(P=Q) = Pr(Q/P)
7} 2EE Y 23L& Fo4dd s ¥ Arix oy =31E
o] it A& AASGZ AA FHYol o] 2AE UM E©HF
32 doeE AL Holuzl & Aoz HUY. EHPIE Honj=
Folay ¥ ZAFC Ug & fdE A& RAYh David
Lewis, “Probabilittes of Conditionals and  Conditional
Probabilities”, Philosophical Review, 85, 1976, pp.297-315,
reprinted in Conditionals, ed. by Frank Jackson, 1991, Oxford
University Press, pp.76-1012 & #A.
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wshd 1 g9 A WA JAEel 2 = FYo o 21dEo
ohs] gEelt. aREL 1A FFo] e FHolth

7.

J8thR ofd ASole AlREo] wEle AL ulE(at face value)
H4¥W Pk $7) PPa 2 o St g Pt Polgn 2
A% f2E pel $8o| Eohn wach wiek pojw Qolielw @
T o St g 44 23T P > Q'S LEAN g2E P A
£ Q9 233 ¥go| UL TRY F s 2L wHoE UL A
2 e ASE B8 4 e Ao

AL AE 2L o] ohinh STl “WAT TN AL 94
YT 2 9 S Sy vF A7 F9 34 €77 B2
2¢ YU BIE AY 45 Uou), A4 i) B ook
NE AY T Yo FAY A $AE B A2 Z(eliptically)
B Qe AW S BE AL B A0odd B olokrlo] s
717k 2NN 4e YUTHe Holtk R “of Hole oEE
R 9 9 27l 98 A B ag 1 ) olRE gloke AL
el % Yoo}, Ik 1wkl A gewM 1 28 & $E Yot
o] A% 27} B@ AL T Wl 2] olgje] o}RE gitke Fojnh 2
= 3AE Y3} AHrestricted quantifier)E AL e Aol o8 %
RE 7SN P7} obd T8 AL WA WA PE LHF AYS
ol ARe BYPYRE ¥ 5 Yo FFW “2E sFolPEn Law
X 3 Aol WS $7sThe RS g W, 27} ARle B Ao
Mg St gle Aol

28U A4 2380 e S wod By BAY G oAy
ghe Edolth oL HhiEld MY & wjetd Mdo) AH8E £ 9
o S} PolAY Qoltf Bln BE o) 1RL WEE PV Qo
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PVYQEWYE & vk FYY RHeE ¢
A
T

date A QA 2u PolEdel e ohdAe ¢og BYg 4
TEojol & FAlolth 53] AR AH AR A4 1 =gF g4
A 2AELR wWolgdA e}l st ofUR 1A &ge] gde T4
22 WolEde} steAle W¢ FHE e AT BAY Holth

ol =&& wpAWA, Frtel A zAF] Ao i § A sbE
g WES AHEAY SA= FApt B39 g 2P 9 x4
(assertability condition)& &% Sloka €28 AR Z=2AT o}
HEL Oen Zo] AV|E 4 itk BE M 2HEe 4R 2HFeR
EAEojop gtk a2y Q) BAo] 5% ddE £ e AL
A4 2L AU B FH9 207 FEo] & AT @
F Y& A=} oK highly assertable). ¥}2 ojzlo} ¢} $-2j7} w
o] dold 1 AAES WolEY W F& FAY} ULdE ¥ 1
AEE Pty W £2 e geAE Ave Foh a3y 39
vid 4 gige 1 Bl 3 A% ¥Y et A4 2aEe =
A3 o) ¥uhe 74 AA2 E4F deE givks ZAojohh

oldl tha Fxtw, oW EFo] FolAY BT F ge I=t ¥
W 32 9l 3 (opposite) = A BT & gl ALE Holy wE
A fEle 2 v E38 dele(edsts) A% Aed w27t
AF F1L Ae FHE Z2AFTY A9 doiMe 2124 dde RAE A

11) Frank Jackson, “On Assertion and Indicative Conditionals”,
Philosophical Review, 88 (1979), pp565-589, reprinted in
Conditionals, ed. by Frank Jackson, 1991, Oxford University
Press, pp.111-1358 & #A.
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Fo A gustua gk 27 JolAl Wt Weld dmst 3
YUz EQT Wt Weld @ Yokn gERo sz 2 A
e 93 dx 259 3 YAk o AS v dge Po|Au AE
£ & 0|2 3ldF Uiz} wlojoiut A YA IR AGEHA BE 5
U7 W&o RHA3e gds 4+ YE(unassertable) tigolth 2t
o] A% W tige v B4 @ v & glod Ads o v g
goz uad g FolAw @A & gt BAS 2 o 27}t B
Ael W) B4 dA gdg & gk Bl IRL Aol wEol
o WA o] A% P P B o gdsyle] R AR Mol
%7 920 LEE £ g gavlE Adn.

Ay zARY BAsfANE 43o] dat T/t @ D7) ¢
A BAYE AgolA “gief gojdo) ol7]) REThE, dtiee] ol o)
e @akn 2R0l ARG Aoz B o 71 vk B 94 goid
4 glE 2oz HolRE etk $est Brlel 2 i) BRL vag
& 9len dxjo] # Ao HAY. G o] AS $ale] AR 9
o A%y gg Aotk $AE I win 2L TIU(BAINE A
A ereth vz o] Rpo] WRe) Waks et R Y M 2AR
3 AT Y, 4o BN AzeE BY AL 1AL FolAT v
A 4 gle AoE AuHE 4%Y FUYF 4Bo2 By s R
ojgigol Yokn Az

a8 G714 Sl daY HNe AN & JE ¢ FEe a4
< WAY 5 Uk LUt Yo ZARE BAF ¥ FOF Hol: 1
Wi BRoz wahs AL uiE “gel Fojo] o]y|x] iy, due
T 9714 F& Rolty ojgke Aojth ek o] ZAFSL A AR
22 oscta EAZ 42 Aok 42 23 P->Q ¢ P - -

12) Keith DeRose, “Contextualism: An Explanation and Defense”,
The Blackwell Guide to Epistemology, ed. by John Greco and
Emest Sosa, Blackwell, 1999, pp.187-2059} 18|37} 2 o] #g]
ME, B3] ppl4-168 £ A.
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AL PrQ/P)o] Euhal gk Aotk FAel 2AF] wake AL Pr(-
QP)ol TR e AHolm oA (AFsE AT UAZR)
Pr(Q/P)o] &4 gt s A 2 ZH(equivalent)olth il (4L
oA T Pr(Q/P)o] RO Pr(-Q/P)o] £ wpepx g PoJH, Q
olt}' & AAleln "ghek Pojd, -Qolty & Folth o)FA BAY A
< YAHo ARREHE AM 2AFE U PolH, Qold st AZeE
Boln IR v o) Fog BY o s}t Fel 1 vk EFe
2 gk Pold, -Qolth & sl dAE AW Foh ojAel Y
279 a4 L& AAsEYL § + U
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