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RFE AT Ay AR "

of #

[294E] AGFEL A9FEe] ol] i d93ez F33d + ¢l
o 23 AYFES AYHLR AEstie AL £t wRty 2 7
GrES FEdoE AR & gl F4A Fo ol 2 A ¥
AE AZ|E olF LA T4 B2 BHAE] of BAE HFstaA A= &
o Jfelx E7ek, ot ke dsiRlEe] Fske 2] A
A g1 glth dezd] g2d Ade] BAE ]850 ohiet 24 43
FEE FHAT AET 5 Uk ol wE ATt AYY APFEN 4P
Adel ARIE £ o 439 ez ddAA dggoay 19 §dH
Aol BAd 0F 22 §23998 F4ech :

[F80]] el BA|, 4358, FH9 HAud=9 38, 22>

* ZH$RE: 2009. 5. 30 NAF D SAYE: 2009, 7. 9

t o] =8 20089 MEAPddn nugtedrule] ostd AFEHUS.

4 o] =89 2ne SF=aEs 20003 5¢ EFHA EREAASL FS
=3E dE 484 A Utk 23 dHe AALEY] A
Egdx Zai=dch

"
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1. sV

el BA9 23S EUE vjHdE d33) A ALFE
& AR gtk a2y AdREte APEFES o83 AFA ®
BA FE3E ol=3) gtk 28} F(Hume 1748)2 AGFES &
Aoz s & oy FA). $4 ALFELS 958
o] olj7] W] A¥Hoz HFFIE 4 givk 1t AYH
o2 AP F evh O FES wEs BA

ALFEL AB7HA AN Zoit
So(ohE) AYSEL dogk AN Aol

9] FEL 2 AAE T3 AgFEolth wehA 9] FEL AW
A& "l /A ge 3 A23ERA geth g AdE
L2 =84 oz AFsHA geta F2 FE%

ols} 22 A 3ogo] AV olF AYFES A3}
T FELS AREY ddt ad= E73ln oFFA dde
ApREo] Foldle A3 AP ANHA da Yok wEA
H2TS(Broad 1952, p. 143)& “AL Hdole FPolAT, 2%
ol 20Eolth ety Tatch HAzp(Sellars 1974a, b)o] HEW,
Fo A7} A8 T A 2003 ol 59 FES FHojgd A
AEo] o] EAE Hdsaa AxFLdE E78n A5 Ads
I gk olfE AYFEL o]&FE(theoretical inference)S 3l 3
FesEe 2RE AEE 7] WEoitk dejae o3 JHFE
(practical inference)S FajAT AGFES A + YL F
Ak WA= o] Aso) AFog Fogch 2w dziie
A3 Agel FAo g BF =il IdFE=A HA 4& A
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=2 FAHL gl ojsh 2 ek @] WY olfe 4
229] Aol 19 FAFAAY FsdA &2 dFEY A
SNA ALF PR ot deisty] ok web dake A
B2t AL ARG g A FIEE F © 3% ¥
HE SAAA Agdesd a9 A A A R
¢ 259 Sle d24ge BoluA do.

2. A 294 493

Adekio) 2w, 49402 g3 o|EFEde 7 7K EF
7} Ak shus gAFHo =7 Efg¥P(formally correct) FEE0)L,
ge e Ao el (materially correct) FEEoITH
2208 By 29 de v 2o

THd AolE BoJth

)AL A7 %TE It o] F&L 4 g7k e o1RY
e I 2L WEAREE B =5 4 odn WA
—’F%«l 5 Hla% 98T 7PgEkAL o] el 2ES ®
FEA] % ERO‘W} g °l FES E}%‘@}U} A ‘*Wﬂ Z*XM

-r‘i(—)‘ﬂ'

1o gk
ro rm

2 A AE éol% L 3?'-74 BE & 1611:}-« ago]q =
o 2= A AZ £330 ukA e 4
= HrEA] glsor 3t} wEhd ARFAFEL WY -

ol —ojtpete =813 AZALY] ‘ould] o AFRIEHE FE

°l
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otk olRe ThE FFEEY B shiAT v, o
& FES W £ QAN gl o) BFF FEoIT

A&B . A

e PAA0Z EPd 2 =@F dZAN] ould 93
Et3§ FEolth 181 FHHoz gt FEL olg 2ol (v
g2 k) oule] 3 ElREy] diEe] HEAERE
(non-ampliative inference)©]T}.

dgiro] w2W, FHHoZ gHI FEE ojYdx HFHL
2 g8 FEE0] Utk 3 7HA de U 2

() x& 7k
~oxE Eon.

gAZo 2 formalis)e] Aol wEH (1)  SHidEd
(enthymeme)olth. & (1) Thed} o] WAHoZ RAL + 3
ot ‘

(19 () Y x7t A, xE FEolth (¢EH AA)
@) x&= ik
(iiiy -~ x¥ FEojt}

a2z Pz Asel] w2 (1) @8 =F A 9
3 BEeH, oA e@34L oAy AL AEY MEHE
(conceptual content)®} IFBAZ} Qith 28y Hetro] WEW
()T 2 FEEL FopddEyo] ohth (109 FEo| oF
E2HER] ARz R A AA 9l 7 A, x= FE0
7t Foja =3 F WA AA x& ks Fold, HATHF
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it
2
2
B

xe TEo|tVE ZA8oE £33 4 vk a¥H A
WA DA} Folghe AL ofgA & F UeTk o] AAe 24
Fol7] Wi x€ b APo2RH v FE A=
FAE FEG & 9led Foitk F (109 A HA HAe ()Y
B30 oJaix Foloh. wEbA (1)o] (10] AR3t7] Wi &
& FE9 Aol oldg}, wHRE (1)o] AEEI] Wi (1)0] &
FEoltk. a¥d ojHY (1)o] ‘T x7} b, x& FEoltket
£ U953 Ao gzl glo] 1 AN BFF FRolehE, of
B4 9de Bk JiE FEE B AL $E9 A
‘A 8(conceptual norm)olth. tAl L, NE TEE E/RIA
% Aol Sithd o] Al AAE A AdE AT Aldeld:
aYEE dgrd w2y ggd 2 F2& ) Mde (FEF
oF) sk 4AFoE el FEolrhh

(1) x AP — x= FEot¥

28T o)} (1)0] A AdE FAshE 22oly] W] e
e Agzze Rads,

(1) AF7AA BEE e 25 FEo)UD g (o) BE
s ‘RE JREL FEOIPE @A HEAHU(probable) &

of 23 Ao] opdzl, AdHLE FQ IEo7] WEolth B4
B, ()7 2L FEL I F24 23 vledd §ol89

b AdFRe s g FEA UF F U AT =4S AFHE A 2005
W R cFEFAdE g 2309 HPBES AT & UETet 2008
d eE A 228 i FEFIH Arg Fxdp) Hih
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ol SJaA B Rgoltt
oAl Thee] 2ETAS T B

(2) °lRAL Bol¥ — ‘o)L H 001

‘B H,00ltP = 0|23 FUKtheoretical identification)®]T}. ©]
g olF FYske EE AYolBd 8 AP Iy
olFg FUt P o]FAAH, EL H,09 TUF Re=Z B
FEh oA )= MEER 93 BIR FEo7] WEd o
w3 22 AT FAEs.

) AS7A B2E B EF H0¥H "M (olx) BE B2
H,00]ch

oA deiE, g 2] H,08 FYE Ao NEERIT HY,
H07F obd AL E3} 9de] Y& Holmzg ZA3: EE EFE
F . 2E 7FsAAI0 H071 obd 1 ofHl A% Bo] & &
g ol vz o] wield. weld (2)v AEFEo| o
‘B9 oulg (FEFHoT) FAe 4AF o= YR FEolth
8734, (1), Q)¢ 2L FEEL2 /A, FE B 22 MdES
(FEFHLR) sFE FEEIT wEA old FEIAE vt
A Eahe EAe ol 22 MYES AUE AF3A Ede
EAjo|th.

HelA AdFe AN, dA 27k 2 e ) Addd w2
H, 35U /9 B &3 tA] L34, JHE FEE BF
se AL 29 Adwioltty add tdEY HAA(the

2 227k (1), % 2L AGTFRES AFA LolsolA Hevtd daM=
A4 20079 = “52)H9 ojvlAigolgdt gule FHAE FE3})
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lawfulness of things) Hv ‘XA AU (the uniformity of
nature)°] HTHH, A Ut AW E BRI WFEY Ao
FEOIRP 2ol Hi, T T FEo] He 4oz £ Al
7t FHA oA, e 3 EA% A A (natural kind) 22X 9]
A NS AR £ gl dA] TEE, $Et s S B
AAQAE YALE AMEE 4 YE olfE o9 & BHE o] g
AA BEA gevr $EFoz M) dEeld. vl
A8, 7t & ¢ 5 AdF AR AT F e o
e 89 B4 od "e H00lx ofd wje XYZolx, HE3H
od gl d¥E H0011, £ 0E dFE XYZoln 3= A&
2 WIleiA deva GEFeE sPgsh] wiielth 1eRE 4
gt2o] mEd didEe] HAAL g ALY HexHORA o
ot 22 e £l o] Wikbuilt-in)H o] ITh)

uhg.
B¢ Asje] wad L H00thE Mg Aeolrh ol ovdA
$29 & A gl H09 0] WAHA Aok 2¥A AR B9 &
34E A H71 A 7ATE B g & B,09 0 AR 3
Aokl T £ A7k 2A 2 4 ok fel Ad: 3 144
o Y& Aol oiltt. 7, ‘A o]F P wH oMY Y, 7
9 A8 a3 oRIGERIY AU olgdM B3| FUdF AW B
34 g dusid AF Adol 74 EeE ol WdA e FE
A 4o Y] fEont. RAAE, Bo] H,08he T RR ofFol
A Sitke Aol &#jA|7] ojde] B gt o] AMdel ¢ ol
B NS gUs gald FUsA gtk Fae AAEnD Eold &
AF dial YR AT FH HEERE ANt F o Yugd ¥
dolnt. BAl T3, 8 H:09% YT A2E AJERE S "=
W e B igel £ o AudAA HAm, £ o e Ads
C L FA EL H00thTt AEA FEst B Aol ofRE & A ¢
Fol Hok & He B9 7AF FHg7xE REY A9 AgEq F
NEE AQF Moz IFEY) dside, 428 289 E Add ¢
29 g9 4ol FEHHeg vHA ¥e Aolofol drke Holth A
del $47Fs g #3 B} AMF =08 AsiMe WA 2008 =F

3

=
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A EAE ASNA #FY EE Jdud=Ee 2E40]9]
e} 2L AAZL AP W RE AUE=EL ZENo|P S
2 ZES oleole Aol o AZIAE H3l= Aotk ad
b ojgt 2 A EAE A7IE] A fEe ASAA #
Fd RE HP=EL 2SItk AAE ool 3,
wA] cougsErge A9F NES RS g 2™ o)9)
2e AAF NdE 243 e oA dEF ANE Y
9 MAAS 7Mgsior gt uiEY Yol gy HIA
of 9Asl] ulel] #F FAFE(ampliative inference)S T F
Utk wEpA deiio] 2w Age A JdE dAE 7 #
o el fEle olW] e WAl MZHY e Aid
& AES] AAXMEE 71ed Sl ql7] diiolth oA #s)
W, A9 AMgzo] I :ﬂ‘ﬁv‘%«] ZAE A (presuppose)
&7] wito] ‘AEFES WolEole AL AW Y A=
gz A7ld + gk 1E= ’Q"%""ﬂ b2d EAlE ‘A9F
E& Wolsole AL AW 7L ol ofd AdFES &
ofsole o] FF U7 otk

3. 2y A 9ust

aYT o AGRES WolEele Al ANFoE A
Wh ol B2 W] AN ¢4 wBA AYH Iy

“PART F7FsA7 9] 437 A9 20099 =& “LF7FsATH e
TRV 48& A28 v

4 “The problem is not ‘Is it reasonable to include material moves in our
language?’ but rather ‘Which material moves is it reasonable to include?””
(Sellars 1963, p. 355)
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3P (universal inductive generalization)E &3} HAal

(@) AFNA 2IY 2E dWRESS 2B U,
5 (oWlE) BE oPlgESe 2]t

4 AR W7t AxEELE we FAEL 75 1008RE
Ak
S (OFEE) W7 A2EECE W RE FREL 10094
glejd}.

Holx ®RiFo= ()7 (49 =dTEe T 1Y AB
How (3)8 HAES wolEole AL AHHoR YA,
(48 2ES Poleole AL 18A grh Yo ZEMo] opd
delg=rt FRAH ojRAL wj EEk oA Wyt el
o 50097 XS ALEELE ¥egd ik o)A HE E
e do] otk Y =Tz FUNAE =Tk, §
Ue AR A9FEUd welo, bE shte a23A & o
7t FADY Al gEbd, ASFEL ofF At &2 FELE
Ee 5 Jevh

()2 FFFECTh o9 2L FAFEL =93 42 9
vl ols) Bl FET o, Hd FEo] XFE Hl=gd &
ol9] oule] o3 BF FEX oflth mEtA fEe )2 ¥
9Hoe A3 + qok EY <Y HE AdFEE A
2oz AP = giok 1%YE (3)g ofFA AZIY F
A=7P

Aetro] EH, o|BFEL FEY YT FeEt oWk B
B O|BFEER YA, EHFE dAFBEE ik wWEA (3)
B 2L AGFEo| o]&F84 i ARsEHA Ferw, oA
AAFE 3 APsiEor sk AAFES] by Fejeh 7A
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A de gs3 2o

(8 3%lM) v EE A% o
(8 B3olA) 23 AE Fo2HW EE ARY 4 Ytk
S (A 3EAM) Y A E Aotk

(8 AYolA) e 228 Hasad I
(B 4PoIM) 08 BL spyozn 25 2T & Yk
o (B AN e B2 ok Roloks)

8 AgolA 92} Eels RS Adsd 98y =3 8
FoA AS e Ro] ES AAT 4 e 7Y oo, 3
A A AE e ol FelFoltk A, 8 F3A W}
Zg 4317 9T =3 @ AN B mAlE Ro| 2L
A2y 98 §UF FoolgE, @ A B2 mAle Aol
FalHoltt. A2 A 0|9} 2L FENEe UFY =7F
Fegelcto a1 olgd =7A FEAe ABIY & Yk
Jubstd ARAREY] FA7t F7E 7t @ AYolM 2Eg 3
2512 98tz =3 @ 4Fo)M BL vlAE Aol &L sadt
7) 98 #98 soletE, @ Ao 2L nAE Aol FH

My e oy

5 ARRE B§Fd tE AMF =S AME Sellars 19673 Aune
19758 F=2g A

6) o] S(Feigl 1963, p. 116) A AF3P(pragmatic justification) EE
‘=73 A33P(instrumental justification)Z o} 224 AP} (validation)} T
E-3lo] “H 3 (vindication)ZtL H-Er}.

7 “Whatever considerations render it rational for someone to do A will ipso
facto render it rational for anyone ‘in his circumstances’ to do—anyone
placed in conditions sufficiently like: his. To act rationally is to do that
which one is well advised to do in the circumstahces, and good advise is a
matter not of persons but of the situations in which they find themselves.
This conditional character is a key aspect of the ‘universality’ of
rationality.” (Rescher 1988, p. 17)
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[e]
o

171 otk g ojs} 2 HAHFEL USFH 2 vl
AYFRY dFoltk ‘v= EE AR3A dk= AAS 24
AE FoEAT EE 48T 4 the AV d™ahE, ‘U A
€ T Zojtrde 28L Y Ao oA gk, WA}
ARPAE E7eln ARo] FejolA 42 e EASA &
S0 Adhid mEd, A 282 Y Be 42 52
Tl sl A ¢ e Rolr] Wi, Ay FEE Uo}
Bole Aol FHAYAE o 2L FHY AUFE] HYsh=
Aol s 24 €

A QERE (3)= oA LA BAL

i

(3) AE7A BzE 2E JugsEe
S (OlkE) BE oWgsEe 22

22 Aolgl
Holck,

9 3 A AAAYL U 2FL fadtuA dhe A B4 AAG
‘A BE voENT ZdEg ol 4 Jdube 7 A JAVE 498
AT EF3A ‘U BS 4 Aojtbele dEol ¥ AR 4L 4E
€ uEA A4 4 doks A¥E sy A%, W 4 25 S
=dE E7etan Aret 2wy 333 =vter e 4gE g
8 B olg 22 AFdMe S e Aol ofg =X e o]
FaHd Aolth L olgt 2e ASE UM AFH JHFE] d9F
£o] ofd g HFE H97l 43 otk o|AL vx A WA HA A
YA g Afolrh B3R AYFET AAY} YA oM 1A%
A e F A GV FEG F& 4F L i s v Tt
A3 AR AY 95t opeke Helth o] dxE o F8F dE—
g A4 BaEd J¥S Hiux e dx—o o8 HF
(overriding)2 4 Utk 9714 Fa% L& of HAFEY F AAEC] 4
Hahe AFolME o] 389 HEo| wtoA gHelge Holoh v B
A, 8 AN 25 sidtnA ste U9 oxrt FelFHoln g
H AR oA Bg vidozAg 2F3E 2T ¢ Avd, @ A%l
A EE HAYE U9 dxe Btz Yol aAY, o JHFE
& Z2A3A g v YA, dAY elFr] gEe 4958 Y4FL
2 759 5 o
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() S AT AGFEWN A ZaA, (3)9 dAZL 49
o ‘RE HEEEL 2ENotPE WolEole AL I UA4H
22 FHWh o] A4 @3] A3 g FEEAE 1
3 BA.

(5) x& JuEsolty — xiE ZEMory

L7t APFe BT 4 e A2 AFAA (59 APH F
A ool 3H44a AQ(constant conjunction)o] B3| k= AR
ojty. & ojH Ao] ojuiB= w TF P 2ENo|Grke 1M
olty. $el= RNF7A BEE AA AHIEEL MHstn EF ofF
A=A e v ARIES dEdlaa s UERE Zdn
Ak Aelx(1979)0) w=w, of2fdt AAEREE FF3}7] A
‘FHE 5A3% B9F AA 7 B8ty 22ln olE g
E9 383 Ade dANEE /M8 2 AYaFn =3 WA
Ag 7P F d3EFe J49 7MW, § Fu9] AWE AR
A’ (explanatory coherence)S 7}d 7HdE WolEd AL g7tk
kst Hue HA9a AFAHLS 717 M iolEele AR
AA &9 {83 AAFARA AA ARES AYsa X3 9
Z&7] f8 /s aEe uelr] Wiolh 3)8 A%

9) “[Alchieving a certain end or goal can be (deductively) shown to require a
certain integrated system of means. -+ among the necessary means to this
end is the espousal of certain patterns of reasoning, specifically those
involved in the establishing of statistical hypotheses, laws and theories. -
they are elements in a conceptual framework which defines what it is to be
a finite knower in a world one never made. - To be one who makes
epistemic appraisals is to be in this framework. And to be in this
framework is to appreciate the interplay of the reasonableness of inductive
hypotheses and of IPM (introspective, perceptual, and memory) judgments.”
(Sellars 1979, p. 179)
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o e o A7 BEE ogEEe] I 2F0=A
of s dHstd dsty, EF ¢oF #FE JWE=Ec] 25
""‘?—-_37‘101] e ojZstd Ak a2y (5)9 JAF FH Aol

37 Aol &R A9 7 Aof okt HHH AA 9%
°1E}t 7Hdol (ddE AHES 313%6“ e o) A9 7pdol
E, (5)9 FEAAE ol&dld e ted 22 AEH 4%
AN & k. A7 B2 % degego] 2Z40|d
offe (59 FEWA AYsY] mWEeltt Igu $oE #F
dujZegoe] 224 Ao 43T & Sl ofe B
ojgig FE@AL ARy WEeltt wEbx (5)9 A% ¥
Atele) A @il HAA A A Aol FHe] HA
9] 7Hdelehd, fEle of 7HdE o ]’*n‘ 23ZH 9 QHEREE
242 7 o UW TEA, (3)0] BT AGFEL olfE ¥
g B duEsse] 234Us 3‘01*—?4_ 2ol g dees
Zhe O 22 79 AT AdFel EAsty] wiEeln

o —ﬂ‘i b °°"

et

39 () $EE o AR xE dvg=oltk g xw ZEH
b Aojoll G dgle] APPEAl W dFHer 4
Wald detal, =8 gog ol e PH Ade] A&
YA AHE AHFHoE d&std Ytk
(i) (FEE AHHES T BE o) 59 FEDAT A
HITHE AL ()9 QHERE HEI) A% A4 M
olt}.

(m) - $EE (59 FEDAZ YR Eh: Ag dolEd
Holtk. oA “‘*s}wi ‘RE Aud=Ee RZEMothE ¥
o}—a Rolt},

()& $27t AEFaA sk QAEReIR. 2T B9 FIT
Zoh o) WAl B 2l WAAAE Ed2 A9 |, AF
74 BFE Fol)7) ofE AR B JfEESe] EF £
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EMoths AML ©x] Ao g Aolgr|Ethks JvZ=e]
313HH Aol &g Y 7FeAel = wEA (5)Y AdH &
7 Atolol XZ7AR] Ga4A AABAZ} AFI AL vA A
o3 Aol MR HE A FA 93 Aol Mol A
Y3 &) A (BHP AHES TEE B o) A9
7ol o]d ool $EE (i)E AT FFYL + ok
AA AFF ulo} gol, LalE AF7A BFE BANe Y
3tx, T3 o}F #AHR P YIS 4TFHoE ASFjaA
e UAERE 24 ofo] #AJE Hi /MAE welsEdozNT
A = Yotk dFA ()F )7 Y |, ol EdlE ‘BE
AqHL=g L ZEYo|thehe A& olEols AL §elFolt

EE v o= Ao 2] old owF=r} AR,
9] AMFEY F WA FAe o ol FYEA &g Roltk &
(5)9 A F Alolo)] AF7HA] F4H o] Yt AL H
A @A <3t Rolake 7ML o ol HA sHde] oA
g Aotk 28y 87t (i) & A3 F8E F de Tl
ojA ‘RE MZEEL 2EMoVE WolEole AL A
=3

71 3 MR FEG AL ollx RE qUZTELS 284
ojth ¢} 72 MAA &g FA Y3 W= (5)Y FEH
Azl H¥E #AYS AR YF¢ "ae gioke Aotk
‘pe A ANFFHoehe FEL Us pE PolEY AoFE
AEoZ ZtE, 9A AW SR AW AMFE0] AHE
Rolgle Fgolch. oA wahd, 233 AHFEo] YT Ao
& GF9 &ol{promissory note)olA], T7 AHFEC] Y
ke A FARCR =58 4 e FFL ofthio oA

10) “This is obviously false if intended to mean that a well formed probability
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o, ()2 A% A Aeld WHE WA AR M)
RE V5@ JME FAH AN e TAZeE 3%

AL 4 Aol ohitk WA (5)9) FEAE Bolsge W
$27h Ve AN AR d3Ye ASHOR IS 4 9
ot AP WL YT Al 3] pelgeny
oflE RE drgsEe 2Sdelthee Ay A4S T 5
T} BE ot 2o SHsolee Uk FEU FHE 27 8
oh e ARES T8 2R

(6) AF7NA B RE TUE B0k
(ohlE) 2E IS¢ Bajoldt

18407] & SFN AL Dilback swan)7} AE T 2
M AFEE BE DUSE Btk e A%l AAHelgn
Atk kA xE TP 2RH & SAolth ] 22
g wolsgoRd IM7n B8 BE 34| 9 4 84
NUEAS HPT 4 YT, EF AFHo BAFE T So)
A% BNYL 43T 5 AY) MRl Telm T o)l
1847] 2] A ReA 7t AN AR mE DS
oItk S WolSol o] PAHolYT F AL e
2E I50] YHUL WolsY ROtk E BEoE 2t AW
ARAFE0) HYY Holge G&olee ANE & Yot 22

statement must mention specific evidence and specify the logical relation in
which the proposition in question stands to the evidence. On the other hand,
it is indeed true that ‘it is probable that-p’ is in some sense elliptical for a
statement making a general reference to the evidence and its relation to the
proposition that-p.” (Sellars 1974a, pp, 373-4) “[Tlhe real reason why ‘it is
probable that-p’ is ‘incomplete’ is that it points to a practical argument
which it doesn't enable one to construct.” (Ibid., p. 374)
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o] ek&olg-2 w9 WA FAlO] REI} hiTh
oA @A AFFR ALGFE )T 4)E Al HlmEHRAL

(3) AS7HA #2E BE oFgsEe 22T
o (OFEE) EE dgEEe 2ot

@ AR Wt A2EEoE e FHAEL 25 1009R:
ek A

s (OHEE) Wt A2EES R dE RE SAEL 10097

gojut.

$A dFIPE A, )% ()= wETr BEHoR U
d 7, Ao (3)9 ZAEL wolsd: AL %A
olxgt (48] AL WelSol: AL 1R Wik ol Fpe
YA Bk oYF Fge FAWL AFARA o=
B 22 Alolo] F4A AdwAL AP 2Eo) WY
A A7} Bdsle] QAT AxrEEcE we SAYTH 1009
ALY Aol 2%A Yoke o Tag Vgolth I
(3)9) AEL HolEole AL Yo (4)e) AEL WolE
ol R 1A Yoku FFsy) 8 ©A o9 e A
Ao 3A3Fe AoE RE3) o2 AYIHFE =22 F
o= Q4 AN & lolok dk (3)) BES WolEolE A
o] F2HQ olfE o8 AYSHFE AW=ZL ANY 5 ¢
7] ot} o] AHEZL Y=Y ZBAY Ap]e] d
ATAZL B ol g o] ozt WAA BA P Aol
2he 7}do] g oj&do) lojd ANe sMdolshs Aol
g3tk a3 ols BeEy] YN rAe) setFzel A9
WAl B $ele) WARYe] a7E $FE o8 EYE «
£ ougsotb e «& 2SMoth e FERAVL HYF
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The o] (BdE AMWES a3 #e o) Y 7HYe
FE 7 Jo 28 olF FL2 (6)90M dFE 2 AkIA
B 2Rz BeE 4 ok gAY %@fﬂ A +9 XE
AR I AF} 2¥bee et olHE RE FAY
d fele @4 st afa Jde WEA4E Edz #4348
Fhel Stk F83 He xv AE=otP ZRE xE 250
2o FEWAV FHBte o] (FEE AMES s #
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13) “In the basic non-metric sense of ‘probable’ (in relation which all other
senses are to be understood), to say of a statement or proposition that it is
probable is, in first approximation, to say that it is worthy of credence, that
it is acceptable in the sense of being worthy of acceptance; that is, to put it
in a way which points toward a finer grained analysis, it is to say that
relevant things considered there is good reason to accept it.” (Sellars 1974a,
p. 368) “[IJf ‘it is probable that p’ has anything like the sense of ‘relevant
things considered, it is reasonable to accept that p’, then it tells us that
there is a good argument which takes relevant things into account and has
as its conclusion I shall accept that p.” (Ibid., p. 372)
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A Vindication of Induction by Practical Inference

Byeong Deok Lee

According to David Hume, a deductive demonstration for
inductive inference is not possible, because inductive inference is
not deductive; and an inductive demonstration for inductive
inference is not possible either, because such a demonstration is
circular. Thus, on his view, there is no way of justifying
inductive inference. Ever since Hume raised this problem of
induction, a fair number of philosophers have tried to solve it.
Nevertheless there is still no solution which is plausible enough
to receive wide endorsement. According to Wilfrid Sellars, we
cannot justify inductive inference by any theoretical reasoning; we
can vindicate it only by a certain sort of practical reasoning. In
this paper, I defend this Sellarsian proposal by developing and
explaining it.

[Key Words] The problem of induction, Practical inference,
Inference to the best explanation, Sellars



