=ajoi T 12-2(2009) pp. 1~29

[29%] ABEAR F=o whad, £34 e EAs] FAT EAT
FE UAQTh o] 29 HHE o] B0 9AY {HRo] A5He| YA
E A9RE o gtk olg s vhe o7 deg ESEFAAR] U
Zlo|E Atoje] Hojxl =g $AEkY Witk v AR &7 =5 9
A8 fEatAE, AZIN ARRE 9y g s dne] w5l U8
BTty Fgoie, wAdd dejo AT vime] A 2 del AR ov] Z
RAege) A3H Q7o) AAs ika Fg

[F8ol] 38, $24, B=, dY, e

* HESE 02009, 7. 23 AA 2 FALE 2009, 8. 6
too]l =R 20059 e AFATY Ao ofst] ATEHAS
(KRF-2005-079-A50033).



2 A
L=

FTEF(Platonism) ol tig WAl Ze] v ol ZHEF
o5 sl AEL o] Wk 28 frk EF o
o F8E ¥tz sk wit(P. Maddy)dl AAIE, =214 o
Holl o3 43 iy B8 X9 FY rFedS St
e 2L ZYAIF(Neo-Fregean Platonism) 52 v}E2 I1#™
ANEt & 4 ok 53] 31F sEe] ARG AN =F
(the indispensability argument)2 ZeFEFAE §33k iy =
508 AAA k) E7HEAE =30 b2, F8o] 3l 3
SHTE AME 8] AU BAFE Ao, §8o] Folgke
AL 2 FEH o] EARRTE RS F3h

STHEFYE S3ske 71 28 =50 AAZE EHEYd =
solzhd, ZHEFIE dise AlREEe] 93 F e A
s F 7Kt dhde Frdle] Folgke AME WolEditx
A Z L7t 8 dide] EAldithe AL wolEdel e
< ofdE Hole uiglolth o] HEs " ARFES 8

Fgo] Fut AR e F4H diidel B AeHY HolA
B AME a8A) gon, 3] e St weoled 7 e
OE i @5 J&2 HH3] 4T 4 ok F3h X3}
2HC. Chihara)t} #THG. Hellman) 59 ‘FYEZD) Ao ulg
ojd Mg F3gh

o

=]

D EAA =39 #% U =92 A3 (2006), 0113 (2006), )
2006y FZ.

3 W29} ZA(J. P. Burgess and G. Rosen; A Subject with No Object
(Oxford Univ. Press, 1997))9] §ol2 2@ty ol thddl vox d=9
‘S A (revolutionary) e ohul= 8} 83 (hermeneutic) AgFolct.



Sl chitol Zxfe} 2ot

W

EEFIAE niEste AREE0l AT 4 v U ¢ Mk
Fato] AAHse JFH oz AgHrks Fe WolEtka A
Z 7t F8o) Ago] Fojgke AL wolEdor = AL o}
Jg Hole Hetolth FE(H. Field)d FE&0] vz ojd x4
S Bdth = 198090 V& T QI H8y(Science Without
Numbers)o| X Th&3} 2o it

e 1 gote] 9uE Asisia s Ro) ohudk HAl
e 2 AAG A8k W 2w fe 4 95 w4
Y3} 2L 248 Aol dg AN(EE IHE A TR
HeThe AL ol BT A A tE ANEE °
HE WAz 2T e oo REo) gad - ke #
Fol7 YEE HVY. TAl Dol A 1 TR S50 &
R 1 W olRE VY RoLE & YHARAY BB

O U M A 2R e o 2ol Nesix @

=

Wt gele BaseEs gee o e o 9ge F8
9 A%0) AA Hole AhE BE A4 2¢ it 3
2 B8 B @ed A o YL FHH AR gov, o
2 78 AV ok FskE $89) Aee ol ohizkn

(untrue) 28R

agjeg gro fYEE Ty F EAE VIE 84= Aa o
I8 F Stk 3, ae olent 8 e cAuINthe face
value) =APE LolEIth I8 F447 i BF Je B
B % 1&g AFAstE 34 @, 23] AR 44
el #g Aeolgke HE woledn A, It STt

3 Field (1980), pp. 1-2.
4 Field (1988), p. 239.



4 =5

(fictionalist))elt}. v 44 AA7l 24303 3= F3
9] Zed Fo| opiga Ert.

ol UL AL AL, AFT YL “oBA FHo| old FF o]
&0l A@AA 1EE & F&HevlrEe B8l A48 g
= Zoloh. $8bo] sl FH{Hde HE FRIFI] oY B
ojW, o] ohd 3] JEE YFHoz e YL ©F
27] oy7] "otk "y "= AAx E7HEA =% A5
@12 QRS itk 27} ®olel BMAA =3 wH HAY o

& ¥ 1 EEFYE §38 & 4 Ue ¥ =%
0114.6) AlEE o] Bl Uit =9 g “FEo] £E 3U7]
(good) AFME FAY FaE o BHEZH(conservative)©| 7Tt
& doie Aol

a9 dHrt =A¢} STFFYE WolEo|HA £ o]E9 B

E*éi Eg dolEols =9 fHEL Aoz FAVL v

Hlgo] qitt. 1 vl aX= dig oL 2. "= {1
82 Z ‘993 {9 (contingent Nominalism)N 22 #AZEH =),
o] -89 (contingency)ol] thdt $-2lo] ABF ojde} o=
Rolt. o] gL 71 YAF ExAgn L SAEFIAN
#U(B. Hale)® B}OlE(C. Wright®)ol 28] g A7=UL, ©]

9 BFFAE egho] ohc) HE Wy oMEEE I7FY IS
A3 Aok Balaguer (1998), Yablo (2002a), (2002b), (2005) FZ.

6) Field (1980), pp. viii, 4. =3 Field (1989a), p. 8% F=.

1 o] ol WEY folold. $AA FHE L FoH UM E4 ¥}
MdFoer $AFon, dA2E IRE EA8A gt e g3l

- ooole 8 dA9 E4 ARt AdFez fAF AR HAzE 1
AEo] EAGIL e 93 ZHEFY 9 FEE BY ol %
A AAe EAyt MdAcz BaFolgs (YA SFHEFY)N
Y Ede MdFes Essite (Y93 %‘%%’)ﬂ}i TEE
t}. Field (1993), p. 285.

9 HUER =& ofd Folch Tennant (1997) =



TAE FiL ¢ olE Aol g4 =T&
B2 E olg Ao]d o] =4S HES I F4
t}9)
=9 eME O 2o $4 23A U "=y fE0)
LN R AR &XM $AFo)zhs =AE wWoled &Y <>ﬂ
=AE 7& 3] Adsic). ojo] 3383 4Fo)A Pz o]
fr g dda golEY Blf T UHAE AU é}-ﬂ
. 14% of =9& Tl 8 o] EAlo] B3 ] &
A ANE EH #Z oEE & IA HVE 7Hd

2. 9o 398 e

o

Faa

| 39 Pat 9o REHIY H Ay F
42 Thesh o) Ao

—‘-amk:.l

2 rlr

Z8}o
, HE&E

o 8 o]g s7} BEHeHH thy xo] TEH oo} Tt
d2le] FHEH F4 A% I8 FHES 2 N gisl, A7}
N} Ado] ofed, Ax N + $9] FZo] oprtin

ek 23 o 3o B8 A9 % A S O e B
olgh= gulolt). dukshd $E7k NI SB EF MM A oF

9 HZ FEATNN 714 o] =oE FAE dd Pz FHEAYR
& o ok AT gzo) 2AdF fHEo] AW HIH FAo} BA
v 3%t 8 ¢F =9t Atk gEg HY % go|E Alole] =4S
A E AL Colyvan (2000), (2001), Dieterle (2000), MacBride (1999)
Tennant (1997) FAEE Bold o|E9 =AL 7dsHA dF3n U= A
o2& uvh$-A (1993), Balaguer (1998) Bosteck (2009), Cheyne (1998),
Linsky and Zalta (1995), Yablo (2002b)& & 4 Sl& Axolh

10) Field (1985), p. 125.




6 H

old & JNTH, e 2AL Nt 7IH IR o]n| ojFopd &
A7) wFolt}, thA] D), & &0l A ojHe =E2E 4
AAE AL NEA =5 + ' AL FF oMtk EE SE
22 SkthE A9 E20] o ZoFAY ERAE Aotk 1A
T 5% A9yt gEiAe AL ok a#A YEE e &
&3tk JuslE FEER FHo] FHEEH clgvteaRy w
vtk A Boar|En 23l0] fFHEH ol + YRR
B gehlets A& godsizlz o 47) dielchingiy #@g
k.

Zo7t WA BEA sdel AT, 17t e /B
27 718 QoM 2 e HHs) A9 & ojer & Aotk
HEAS AYsle d ARHE AR AdE Sele o84 489
T 4 e feEe BAFoE A e Byolgzes 4
WA ol oz dydith A "ot o] F ke o
d BAE Aol SheRAE T =] Ut AHEE =
7} guiEd AZ AES A AL FEolgtn By, Y=9 7]
oz =0 FHolEF AZ Mdo] ol FASKTEDY
ARt 27} o] EAIE V1AM A% Yo fick dusid of
= 9e APsE FHEAR) YTeME ullA ol 3
Wl gEolk o] He W= AT AT Yk 2 o
golgt o= A%E g o] Hjaxl s F4H AAE
slol=dl Sule] gicke Rojok. 23 olgd A Ade A
o AMSEE 2L 8y dAoln, F9ol2d AZF AdE
Aog o ARREE FAE9] < @(sequence)olHt ‘=2 (derivation)

11) Field (1985), p. 127.

12) Shapiro (1983) #Z. e} A2 Alol9] o]# w47 #AF T =9
BE 994 (1993)& =

13) Field (1985), p. 127 A=,



S Caol Zxiot oty 7

J

T EF 34 giiel7] o)t ofd £ Wi d=Ev HE
AE AYske b AEHe AZ HEE 2 Z(modally) ©13)
3}2}5’- ALY o] AZo| AAEY AZolzhs TE HAE
o ZF FolHA AEo] ARolgks AL 7Fs3A Ytk Ao
= olﬁﬂﬁ}x}t Aot £8 A7 A8 T Mde Tk
AAY 233 2& 347 A gAs dE=HAME ¢ Ha
ZHAQ) guj2 ojs = oo} Fhh

g 8 o]8e] HEHolghe A £8 o]&e] FHolgks
A& Arit &R #Fa BERLS TAHFeE o' A US
70 i w29, HEL FE 93] geth adEE &
g o]go] HEHolgla A 13lo] Folghks AE FFe= A
< ofth Yo} e Fo] HENE 87 AR oML F
A3k v O30 w2 ddF Fe BEAS IS a8e
2 % olgo] daHog Folgtn He AIFE F38 olgo] B
EFolgke AT 44 LolEY F Utk oJHF RENL A=
P83 ZgEo] AR i Ade AREH Tk

2829 A3l BEA Alojolx AR of| #Ho| o} o] ES
Az F-ARY F= AL vlE YA (consistency) Hdolth =

ERE U YA Mg o83 Ay, HENS U

(strong) AT olel HEvie o e ggd gol T

(19803 AolA] 7t W A& 48 o]&o] £X U7I(good)
AsAe FY dart fidke Aol AM 2R0] FolEg,
1 Hezge 438 oj8o] £E Wl FESHA ¢k dukshd
€5 e 7 oj8L B 4#Y Ex ‘REY R £
€ AL 7HAok shedl, a3e a1 FeavHe whieA
%7] ot £8 o]& Mo] ¥ dAE etk AL

14) Field (1985), p. 127.
15) Field (1988), pp. 240-241 =,



8 & H 4

2 g3 oeg ke Aold 48 AAd BMe A o
FIHA G 499 o2 TE 93 TE Mo HEY 4%, 7o
7 Q@FolEd T + ME dBFolt} 4% d#de o=
He gehter] gxvl gad3 Fozyye uhhed. %
£ gA3 Folgkn B dE H Ade Y 4B F8
A& detelol JAsn Juie AMIE RAFEda g 3
At 3% IR B9y FRg okl duvstd Z% 48
A& Zbe ol FY "E8E U] Eolrhie

oA e BEA, B BAH B eHolas ) Ade) B
g Thew 2e a9os PRkl YEd £ ok

Zax 3
N
2 FEPY
7
SEEY
297 WEE §F 28to] HEAoRn Weh mel Ik

1 olge] QeSS welsd ojst Bad W=t vhe B
o] Wk,

£E Foo] HEHo|R YT WU = ok s
a7e] MgBAYel Eedtkn 4z # FE Q) gl
a70] MQeAclY, IR BYE REdA gtk X
EZF S HABRAYE BAFE 30| Yo, el 1A
2 oF woe U2 42 Rolt} b

oAl $elE Wt o F8H Y $94 £AE wolEY

16) Field (1984), pp. 96-97. :
1) Field (1988), p. 241 3% EE 7|4 i e 5 BAE vedoh
18) Field (1980), p. 13.



21 chyel Exle} 201 9

Fatel] QIEAE AWE &
U3} 2olEsL A% &
2o 94 PE JH 3RT A sy_c} Z}—~ 7} v~zusl ne
Fgolzt 3L 18W 2l guvt wolsole =AERHH o
3 2L FEL E 5 A

(1) P& o] opio}. 17

(2) PE d#A oIt} aEER

@) P Fd & At 2=2 ()7 )l o3l
(4) P& Fo] ojAwt PE FY £ UKTh wpA
(5) P& $-93(contingent) ot}

()2 AB3she e A F27t ofr] Ed B2 dE
BEol Ad F 94 F AAs} =A9 7Tl AFo] Itz
FdEh A9rt =40 wey pe F4E dde] &4, F 49
EAE F4he e olFdtt fEEd wE o a9 2

ZASA gomz H7Fdd Agel wet pe Fol ok 1
A0 P BE Ste) Wgoln WE FEE WERo, REHL
QYL FFHEZ 7} 4PPY. 19 BeE dBEL 9
24 Moz olHisE shs4el s gsluz, ()] AU

th () 3)eERE 8e (B 94 H3, o $3949 Ad
oo wat (5)8 FEIth AF Y=x SR I3 SHT Fe
Ape EASHA] AT EAT § AP E AL wolEHdo} &
I, ol & 49 EABIEASL $AHog ke ARE WolE
olo Roke ofrly} Beh 2R WeE F8A gAY &)
$AAYE FAse 98 fHEAERE Aotk

19 83 gide] $949¢ $3de FREL Fego] oyt Fegke ¢
a3 ZEFYAE AT Colyvan (2001), 53] 648 F=x,



10 & 9 by
3. A e 27

84 dge AL $AdolRke F30] A #A7F "2k
Y7 PolEe oS o] Bk

FHHA FEHY el $940] 9 AV HE 29E ¥ed
I ARE £ SleAE BoFE o FaF - ok i 1
AL - A7 e 8940 ot gEde FAYIAE
AgE 7Pge] A8 gloke Aotk 27k Ad $4HA £
A Adels, a%A € 2 e A 2F3A HA kA
azEx agA 54 & = dUed A 234 JHAsAE
dtzez 4uE & ook Frhe Aol o] Ry 3l
th. SAEE $2] oo A4 - ole 27 dHo] ofd Hozg I
e + deA 1Y 2R & F Yok ok $94 Adol
of dgte] FR HBHULTE BT FHF AFYn T 7
slew, aejx B=7} olFA HEIHA @ sHele B AH
A 2577 YeE BoiFe A 2iEAAY 320

AR =4 A v AAE vlaA it Hd7 2ol
Ed g2d, £ E471 A2 940 2AZE e A <+
7h EAA HNEA & EAEA 4A HAeAE 49T ¢
Aofok & Aoz Holed, %A ¥rke Aotk IER ol
Beo] $47 {3 FAL BAVL Yok AS RoFte
Roltt. gozo =& A3 olg T3 ‘HEY 8F =F°°]
2 #24}

Fe7t Ad ZAAHA 94 del 2AR o] vF2 dX H
H ARFoE 54| glo] MY AN 2F A HY,
o] #5& A7 o Feze 44 =Ald W& aoA @

20) Hale & Wright (1992), pp. 114-115.



>

31 Chol ZRiSt o 11

A

Hlgo] £ Hrke AHo] =Ytk 94 old o] o] oAt
Y 4 drhe AL AFsE Ao) vE AF AN TR
9 224 HYeAE 49T & Yo oy $dHe 9l
Fake AQUA oA gk & Qo U F2o)A (4)g o}
2tk A 2 (5)o] Uk $u4e] Hujo] spzsitie 9w
9 $-44491A WHaA drke Roldh ot $A4¢) gairE

Fele Y g AVt Adder o AME
DFE & Ak 23 v ol AR AT o] ¢34
LRy fEe FHF gl odd dfse $AUUAE
ARE ¢ Jlojol Prke Ao ke FEE o3 oy
Aol 2A ek e old FE& NdHos 9 BE
o dishx, 130] oftlel dEste $AUAE 49T
AofoF Frhe F& AR & dolTt ofefslA] ¥u FFE
F AT

71 B ARY T o) guizy) fEaE S8
A9 Aolo] e e U Yelsl ARslor B e B
SECERC

2 Z7le A WA B4 =yt A2HQKHES] Field (1989a)9t Hale
& Wright (1992) #®), Folv F WA EAZ =97} Sobzkch A WA
EAG #ds] g=ut #of s A4S $d4de o8 uizt om,

Coae g AR 897 999 A% gln, 184 4 AR USE B
= otk B4l &A1t b oot sof st FPL RE 94 ¢
AHE & F e AL ofdE Hole AolY E=2 o] F BAE A 9
24 gt}

22) Field (1993), p. 292.



12 & & ol
(a) P7} $-AFolet, o pAA | djd Mol Uck)

o] delt YdHFo= EFER Pyt $AFolge AL PolA
2 P7E old = AT AolEE, Prt obd & YMEH A
P7F HAEA Y g 9ol vk AL B AAF HiF.
#E T3P o m2Y, SAF0A|R Ao Brlsd Hol
= Al YA A8 S9dH BolEx o] dEe &
Holop dtke Ao Foj3ich dusid 29 A4 (brute
contingency) v <HF AMdo] Sldv= S FEI B F
71 WEoltt. 293 ARl daide oY ofFd HHE &
A gtk 71 ofd ol 2RAQ B e] YA
ol Yo EAZE TEAQ] AYE wolsite AL of 19
HH o] AsheAl 52 o 18 YAt EAMEAE o oY 4
W8 ¢ gtk Wahke Alojrhs) Yk AAR o)F Alle ABY
F g Aojga o, 498 £ Y $AHE e Aol
ol (a)7h RBHoE MY Yethe A& TalEth

2 (a7} gibFor A3 gete AL Eida sjiA
Aol 87 =Fo] HiE FEsEe 2L A otk A% 8
774 ¥ Hole $AAE ol B7] wiolth wehd Y=
Me @8] 9 397t 2 A9l a7v) @33 HolA] g
HEd &3ths AS oo & o]FUt ik

U7y (2)9 feEle 9495 47 Aold o}y £33 d#
AE Qidke RS HYFring o g FA3 £48% davt

%) =g 98 8Y3 PolEr} B4 FehE 202 B2 Bk It is
a contingent fact that P only if there is an explanation why it is. the case
* that P, \ ‘
24) Field (1993), p. 292.
25) Hale & Wright (1994), pp. 171-172.



2 cjel Exfe Py 13

e-e A F
wue Han
folet thew

= AoPT AZE 45 ok Dok 27} o)
£ 332 oA $4T 5 U Y
e 74 e L

(b) P7F S0l o) PARS] ek o] FRsalehe)

ol WEW, A FANL o A dig Aol HAE 3l
olof ghriRTh Yl ¥ Mo shesdyiet s Hrk o]¥
ool oA AAlR ZRA EF HAY ARlE oA of 4
o} w7 ofA k. ks dA) 1 el of A=Al
el obFd dHo] glvle 3t }J olg AWg 4 g N3
AP FES7] wEolth 7k 1 HARG oS ZEAHY ¥
o] BdHe] 2RE AYs 2 & Qi

T¥ oA $EE (h)v UE2HIP oAE A3
ZYHA X3 YT HolEE 222 (b)Y wEHE g4
A (Ageless Conundrum)$} “t--949°(Great Contingency)S
ot g GAF “olREAR EAFA %L = UUE G
g TP EAsleTl el Baold, tle-ddold “38s] A
7 EZEUE HA 4%E 5 UANS W o ZE Ao| v A
3 o] ExS ZH HAerireks E°°1"4'. Aol 77k}
EAQgTe Aoy Aol g AF Egs wA © AL £%

r1rt O

26) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 172. It is contingent that P only if there could be
an explanation why P.

7 BEE o] dex 433 gnlax dun A dAT duE o] ¥
e o dausiE etk Field (1993), pp. 294295, 1 ofF Ho=z
FAAT Ao 8T Alole] dEAE HAFE 4EE AfEe Axe
43S RITT Boh BN EY sbsAd) Badte ol £
ﬁi A5Hol gtk Hm, o]y Wiehe dZdth Colyvan (2001), p. 137

)z

= <o



14 % 8 v

$4A Rolgt & 4+ Utk 2-d ol dlFsiMe dd A
| 7Fe8 A 2R Yol B} g olEx o]d AHE
‘Z22YH $AA (superbrute contingency)©]Zt FEU. 1ES 11

A o3 2ol A%

o4z 498 ¥ 4 gl B ofgt a9 YajNe 43
9 RE 7FsAdol A9z 23 Y +I4W

aE old 223 AN disiMe o AHE & + Sl
2971 oA B3 AL 4 dEe E 5 e 294 4
=4

HEg, olg 971M WE3) st gor7lz s ol oldE
F e driEe g #3olth

e $d4el 18 g7l Bl 1 v the
Q49 EAOITH AR 22)29

22979 $A4e AN 4 gk olf: wRHoE ), 1

"AAY olanl AAE AL UE Aol v
o 2R Sdxe W B X3k oM, S8
7} $AX0) dE HEe AAY E ThE $aXd) i s
ANE Ao Erbsslte Aot

2‘_‘:
&
4
rir
L,
o,
W]
Ky
B}

28) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 172.
29) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 173.



283 Cio] EXie} SOy 15

A 2 e FEsk WS whdske 9 ofgA 4o 19
HHE AT 5 gled H7) gEolth U FHolEe ths 9
2l g AZo] Akt

qg Aol 7bssiAY 4 p

© P7} $Hole, o P
| iAo tigr dwo] dgdes

7t Aol ¢t H <yl
7VE81}.30)

of deje oAl FH HHEES BF HEE & stk Ut 2ol

Ev U3 Zo] 2

°ole 01‘11?5’* 7“7215} FANE 2TEF0EAN FA ] A%8E
e AY g ke A& A8 98 ¢ 298 &
C‘V‘é—: E-‘r °] g8 539 28z AF7A E’.E%UP ds

% J4% dAY 9 "é ARlje} diEAQD Roleka gy,
:‘éE%!ZJ FA4E o] g FrEd v St EASA @
TOIL sk 442 o] 43E Auske A 2ohn

A (@9 A 297 FA4e AARE d9ol sl &

30) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 174. It is contingent that P only if either there

31

=

could be an explanation why P or there is available a priori an explanation
why the (putative) fact that P must resist explanation.

I3 L3k, ol& (o) WA E AvistEE thEt Zo] HEH ook @
ot “$dFolEA o PAA HHEo] AR &1 Pt 9 Aol & H
EAE 49T £ Y 2& ik F eyt Hed 49 (99 30
dgstAst 1?'—264 AdAE 25 7%’5\01 wojop gtk AT ol AF
AL Ut e A 2L FFolth aAL Y d&H 22 JHE
AX A& F 2113} “S-AFolHA s PR MWo] hedtAx @I P}
o Adrde] & HeAE MEY FE RE AL Qb = «3AFdA prt
o dro] & HeXE 4¥Y + fe AL glvkr = «2IYFHolEM 4
BE F PE $95Q0 ALk EE oA dAldMEe RE $E94e
29HoJAY 22 YHolge Aol AA A

32) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 174.
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At Argo] s R0JBR, ()9 FU 9F HAAE WA
719wt o] YEE E53 T3 v PEFE 2299
AL o Adgo] ¢ & Fulo) QR tiF) MPHoz HY
o] 7Fs% AOIEE, (¢)9 F19 LEF HAAE WEAYIY o
A o] g 9A] 3. '

gk 93 el g Alolo) ojdl Ul Yy} HAE 4
Yo, F=9] 4] B 49 n&A 9 $AAL Hd o] Y&
ARtk A7l b Gt g (o)7) BFEEia 281 9 &
AEIEA7} AR $AHQ Aolghd, 2R (o) F19 A
A 7R o= 3hE WEAIAHCE & Aotk ¥ 4o +AA
o] A& MAAE WEAZ A A= gk 9 $94e F O
& 944 o3 49E & A& A 2Xe %] otk 1y
H QEF NAAE wEAzIgn #¥ £ glE7 Y Fole
T I8 % gloa 2o 288 theF go] d3ih

9 (@8 F WA HAR7} BEHEA) ojg B Ade] 4
WS FAEFOAE) WelBole 4 dY FY — ol o}
29 %o EAE $954 ol ohist BaHelt — o A
8 ololdnkn Wi, ol APEARAE Fo1E Qo] R4
o3

a5 Wek o HEA} o) o] < 2 ) gleAE 4
B ¢ Yo O dHe A9HY 49d 3, oL F Ad
9 Aol 2AT ofd FHEFIHY Fo] opdrt sk
A At £ F Y 2% = EAEA &L a9 8o
3 49E = 3o AT o EAYE AFHez a0l
i1 He gEgMe AM 334 3 7FsAL glo Bt
aE gue $94 idel 9 EAd 2R A%

33) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 175.
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s BT gt glerl o A 1% gtk 99 A&
uesd (o)7b $945% A 87 Alolo] dYske e €
s UA AAser gk a¥H Eme o] dYyE BAY £
Atk AH FHEEAR] HEZAME o] Edle H93] $9AA)
©9 FH9 o= AIAx wESA F3ng, AT ol (ot
AAYE Bt $48 #x gk 1EE edA Be%
AL ()7t 28 dEdAE BoE 5HE =3Ol

&L} golEr} 9-ANT Ao 97 Atolo] Yt Uil
& 99k A (o AM ol ZEd doltk 13 Prt 4
Y 3¢, A PIA tigk o] Brlssithd, of auAE A
FHor AR & S Wk o AR EE FAHE o
H Aolg dHol 7hesd AU E FA3ke Adoldh dE (bl
AFo] B df, (o)F UE 94 o3 A A o]9dd] HEH
A o] fzo] HEHJTE HeA Aort Sl Weolrh 1
g AR A 229 §9 2 FHolE Alole] AHE ()7t B3
I e 2IAFHoAA AR 4 fle $A8E A AF, F
T EAZE vlE 28 ARy opdA] ofRojtk 18 AL glokn
@3] Atk AL 23E =Fshe 3o ot

a8 E@A% Fda olEe (o)o 2A =g Huske
ds EUIgE 252 o] o 2A gv AAF Hole ARZt
AL A4k 259 =58 gFHoE AT teF
2t

CE 999 dedt 298 94 A&(the statement of any
merely brute contingency)olz} 32} WA olo] tisire AA
ol Aol gtk IEln 9 CAXol s o el fit

I 3= & (the statement that there is no explanation why C)&

34) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 175.
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W A dHE 7HestAl fthe A& Helel gt

38

-



20 3 @ by

the A9 9y o] Aoy o5e Rgol zdEta 33
Fok TR W7k B0 B2 o) W] 9F7t B ek ol
o £5& T FLapl How Yea 2o

(1) 9 C*UAE AgHoz ¥4 4 Atk [AFHE A% 7
%)

(2) s} CUAl UF o] YRS HAgHer AYT & 9}
o} [c*9] A9

(3) CE 2293 940l (22973 +949 9]

(@) Ce 293 Aol [z 7HA)

(5 "ad 2

AE ()94 (3)22 Yotz "ol (3)e2 voprizd -l
A Bag AL 2)7} okt (2)°Ith

@) A CAA tiF o] g Tl fl=AE dFHeE
AgE & U

229 A0l1R A Gl dHo] fle 840l 0}‘43}
FAS Aol Aol Bag Aol gie Fidl flse ¢
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ok Al Tl 2R ¢ A} oig dFo) Ji % Sil:}

(there could not be an explanation why C)& A < #3338 F=
R 2ed), 232 o $A40] gd] 243 ’?*""“‘éqﬂ-r: 7}

B3} mael HHRARS B2

39 Hale & Wright (1994), p. 175.
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4) Hale & Wright (1994), p. 176.
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ARTICLE ABSTRACTS

The Existence of Mathematical Objects and Contingency

Wonbae Choi

According to Field, mathematical objects do not exist but they
might have existed. In this paper I examine how persuasive this
'contingent' nominalism could be. For this 1 give a detailed
analysis of the recent debate on the contingency of mathematical
objects. T argue that the putative connection between contingency
and explénatien could still be sustained, but an independent
argument is needed in order to support a general principle
underlying the connection. 1 show that the attacks based on the
anti-insularity principles already reflect their own positions on the
modal status of the existence of mathematical objects.

[Key Words] nominalism, contingency, Field, Hale, Wright



