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#* o] EAE Zo] =odFE UF AT BYQ o]Ye], YA, Yz A
AEA A =tk 5o G gisk wolzFeole At B A
T B3 Hds AAHY =& Wol BTk ofgy we AAY A
AGEAE 7HALE ="
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SR ?;Z;—f&% AV‘?Jr AT AN Ao BE SE
wole ZkAzt oI HAE @ el Ak AHEe
YFAH A BAIZ AFHC gk U o] o141 7
7t oA B8 B0 AT s B $elne B

7374 Gk
o) eAe r4~J+ ook WA 28M Yol YF JuL
YA ol YEAE Btk olF Bil UFe I Ui
71Ee] e} Aol e Zoltk 38elAE A7
WA e thgel ZukA S AFBTH: A Yol 3%

3!

|

o
<
N
E‘%
nzi_
nI (o]
_{

_‘\l
l‘

3] ol B9E SH=AE AEskT A7lel of® 7bgo] AHgso]
QeAZ WY Aolth 4deAE
7} #go] Yl HMe] xcte] o
ot} WToE sHelAE P
Arh} BEAE =0T Zol,

1529 Aol tht M= ol
ro.

Fe TAEAE AYE A

e
o] Zsle} wlo|zFele] sz}

D Y4Fy dde OE I U9 =95 JNZsEH Swinburne (1971)3
Fitelson (2006)2 #=. 3pAF =) =9 Iohx] B3] ¢sith =) &3
o ZE HAE (2014), °]199 (2015), °199 5 (23, AHAF (2003), =
A 5 (1999) A=7F U Tk
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ada 7ieH] 7HE His oSt 2ol g4 sk

H;: 7= 25 HAtx)(Rx — Bx).

I 22 H 7 SR S A a, b, c,

1.9 e} oL
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o

oA

d& Azl Bt

xAO

= o

H

a: 7htelal
b: 7HvlA o]

~

[¢]

¢: 7AkA7E ok e ol

N

d: 7M7) o3 ARE ke i
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A7} o3 AT ¢

e oy 7 ek 7HEe 9
A2E oo H 3 54

H
=7 Q= shie] 7h HE e
A}

mep Sele AR ohlT 7S okl el BF [H)]
2 AZVTT Aok Bk 3 A% W 9B, =4 BR,

=@ & S5 RE ZfiAE Fedelas e 43 34

7t Bk
S opn Al opd thio] ek JKEE UEUT
5=
o] Ao fﬂfﬂ' ‘1:%'3 =9 o] EAIE TALE o FoA sith
P4 Pse 94& oE o 9Ad3 A (the paradoxical

7
conclusion)e T3} Zo] AHAslsk= A8 &3] B + ohd)

g8z A2 7R oI AXE L& o] 7 7Hd
Rx — Bx)= ASIA

2) Hempel (1945), p. 38.

Y o]dd Ag= 53] HZY wlo|lzFAAE AN AF & F A 2 JHA
o9t E9HH Fitelson (2006), p. 96, Fitelson and Hawthorne (2010a), p. 248,
Fitelson and Hawthorne (2010b), p. 208, Maher (1999), p. 50, Maher (2004),
p. 78, Rinard (2014), p. 82, Vranas (2004), p. 547 5°] Utk



s o] Al a7t vk JHEE YFATHe RS o
HA AR BE AL otk PAe SolA e “mehe A
F O BT 5 Qo BEA E O M S e

.

H 7HHelAG 7mkazh ol e B 7tz oAy
Ax)(Rx V ~Rx) — (~Rx V Bx)).

o

Ak M H3 BAQ o Mol YzmE 7Es BX 24
445 Ade AL e go| 4w

} FolA a, ¢, d= [H]]E 453 SA7)
HlSste SA7F 2 Zojth o] ARde

a¥eEz Ly o
He= ¥, be [Hy] ol
77} opd Slo]E(any non-raven) 7HHE EF At
= 7HE 45 SAEe de IS

FEe A 203 HEo] HdA AT AT FERU[F
yzae 71F]e] AYE o3 F(these implications)S 712l
‘359 9A(the paradoxes of confirmation)o|Ztr FEATHE
Eole] =)

1>1 4o o o>

H}HHM OM 7&%15 g i dite
Z BojEth OE 77t ofyal %
o] A A= HE WAFOE ¥l Q1S Yt oyl 7lvf
AZF obd AL Folol 7 7MY 4% AklVE Eva &1
Al Zeta ok o el et 9)\ o] & coly
Sl 3= (these 1mp11cat10ns)°ﬂ FE5)] E oo, o] Aol sl
o] JA3 Avrs SRRt UAE 7R FX 0=

ax
rlo
=
oy
r (¢
(@]
N

olN

4) Hempel (1945), p. 38.
5) Hempel (1945), pp. 38-39.
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RE) mehlos ddz Az AAE YPE Aow HE o] O

A& Bl
97 Al AA7F AEs
xS

B2 sla, $A duke
T oA8A Adea dehe e dEte e 75 a&ﬂ 3
o dike S Azt dud ol 7Rzt obd s b
28 LR7E 7k 7HE JESithe Aol oldshA nixittal 2
sh= Aolth. Al w8, o= 7 TMde dEshe A 7k
= 7HHP7E obd A= Slue Ae 944 A2 vjelehs Aol
o 3 coF d7F BT A Aeta A ols 7t o
d oo 25 7k 7HdE dSvhs 2o oAl midina
Tohs Zo] "k 29 2, o= 7hvirt oprIet s I o
Chs %9\*01% W}UH% THEE ST Ae 94F AAR ol
she Aot AR St A 23k ov)ef 9z Aitet
AeE 99 49 2AZ A

2 ¥ 4 9, oIf ol
Hg3) d3el e s A2

slekn @ & gk

9o WML YIE 7|ET BX %7 gijﬂ wehlo =
HE Zo] o X*%ﬂ_oh:h ?‘&E}

Agol JEAE AHRIZ spah A
= dERE ol = 7hH THEe U Atz A
o] 9o xFEojop & Aotk Yopr} 7hwtATE obd i}
5 AHllgks de a9 A ke

Po] B3 AXFHAL QOB oAE TP} &
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Aoltk, o= $E e o fiz Folohd vk spdel ¢
+ AHlde As a9 Ad Jhked shuE 2edelor dthe sk
st AR "RPHAE YRE V&S §3 202 Y ey
L= AFo)7] wiFoltt. webA o] weh= YT Aol

& BA ¢, d, e, feh= 943 AAE BF TEs:= L
Hojok 3.

l

P

a| 7Mool A2 Ul Ra & Ba A A

b | 7h}Ao) A & 4t Ra & ~Ba 1S AH

c| 7FA7) ol L U4 ~Ra & Ba A= Ak

d| 7HHA7F ol AR 42t ~Ra & ~Ba AS AH

e | 7FHA7E ofd o4 ~Ra A= A

f| A4St Ba A5 AH

@do] A o =ANA oA G AWt AAGTR
BEAE MARIIZ AL o] AuFozZy FHo] ofd 7Mg&
SIAL QA7 S Zlolth wh 9% AIVE Hrke e 1w
sty IS YIE 7|Fd s u 7HE Hyol AT 3HE =

WEAIIEE e 43 Alely, HiE Hi3t $Xolng 5%

0

=t Hi9l 4 ARIZE S Aotk c= 9 S AR
I Ae HE o] 83iA Hoith = vt 2ol 23t

m
. 2

TN
o2
e,
rlo

f
To
of\
e
N
Y
N
i)
K
Il
A
o
i
)
T
‘r_““
e
ol
ol
a
dlo
flo

o Uh Y4F AT Aol g BAHCE Eed g e vt

Rt
rlr
e}
rlo
1=
o
&2
i)
rlr
N
)
e
o
=
o

iy

AF7HA Ee= ... F2 EE 70}
2ol ol 7tulA7t ofd AL BE SYF =

+ 944 AHE AR Esith a8 e dshAl 8.9k
2 o S AEdE 8T dE S0 H249 Eﬂ’bwf‘ﬂ' ofuz}
7 7E ofd e 2R EAle sMEES 4SS Aotk Hempel
(1945), p. 46.
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BESE RE B (g9 o3 4% Z (1) (K A0kl
Ak A7 ohla, el ) g Ak oA e
AeAeltt, ()& BAFelng, o zAe = HAdATh Bl
A Sels E24 220 YalA ARt ShAY Zesel oy

& BololE L [H]¢ AFWHIL Aok k)
7] vk g @Y A STE o 2ol HeE 4 9
el A Agow ‘{é—ﬂlﬂi F7 ~Rx V BOT UE

5

RolE FAL WEHEL ¢ % AR B 4 Sl o
2 99 oloj 7zt ol Ae el o= 7

W% AlZh Bk FgoE debtn ik

Bz, o el W] 4 FLF Aol St Y

Stk mofo} Btk $Els e thest o] BAHT

i)

ot Wdo] UF A 24 7hed iz THIYY 9
S

FA]

d

ZZ(the converse consequence condition)®= AFAIZITH 1t
A3} that ddo] =03 97d =AL 7P Abold] dAA
TAZE AEE w S79k 7Ho] oF #AE Aok s=AE Tt
Aok A9 W, o 2AL A Aol dAd WAV AU

m Sk 7ol ofE BAE Aok sH=AE FAsAL k. o

=)

)

7) Hempel (1945), p. 38.
9 @ado) 972 2L gt 2ol 445 Ak
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o 4 A7 S Y4B
W OEn 4% ZAE Qe /e YFUn sof drke 2
e @712 £52 3] 98, 1A

AT A 2AL FAY GHE 22 olg BEm, Pdo|
pZa

olgtal RE7|E &
79 994 24 7S A FEe o, e, 7
g7t H=AE d4A olEsld 4 uth Hiol UIE 7
A AN S WA e et
~Ra V Bat 7MH| 7Hd Hi& Y453t
I thFo] 5 AYgith
~Ra & Ba  ~Ra V Ba

~Ra F ~Ra V Ba
Ba = ~Ra V Ba

Melq of7lo] e dAd 2AL ALY, S o e (o
22} Ages theg A Bk

9 Fitelson and Hawthorne (2010b), pp. 208-209°]4] dlo|d& 5
A Z203% vlg s AR vb ok a5 w24 dE
al

‘79 @24 (the evidential monotonicity) ¥ElE 7143}

‘Fa’7} 714 HE YF3HH, ‘Fa & Ga’= HE Y59t} (94714 G= F&}
AAHQA Joe] <ooltt)

AT W7k AN EA) ARA 2o F T HIHT Ykl Ao
2 AZET § 2% 3747 8 49 gue] 57 7]
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~Ra & Ba= 71 714 H & Y=3it}
~Ra+= 7] 713 H & Y53sith
Bate 7M1 7Hd Hi= 453th

Vel ¢, ¢, P} 710 Ml 4F Adlehs AES olZof
FUT Wk oPTh Ui @) 2ol e} 7 95 AR

S Hol: WOOE T /A7) o Qitkm AZTh AR ek
A3, o] Weke ol AFS S 7ML Aolo] WA
oFshe ts} Belo] QIThin SA A ohel ok UF A
E A4S 99 sugnn HgHEA on ot = UF A
A olzofd 4 9e A Atk 1

-

A & e o
3} o] ZgPs= Aotk

o ROl AAY HA % A
o). meF At® e col SR AbelolnE
% Aol Wk 74 gkl IAL ol At
= ARelEE A 4% Aol mekd Ziukit

% o BF 7l 7He) 9% Aol

2o ATPAS o) el AL Y, 5 £ BE s A4
o

o) 4% Adleks M= 470 olTold 4 AUk BA AUE ol

10) yol7h gAe 7 ofyi AAE ¥t a7t 7inkel 7 4%
AtElERe AMERE 718 g dgo] ziuk iAo 94F AlElgln 2
et o] HAE AL Lahd FA9 992 x70] =] Utk
31 Holop gtk Wzl ARl i, %% AAE 242*61 Pf% 35, 7
R ofUil HAE FE S 2 7] welth

1) g4 Hempel (1945)014 dZFe < o He
Abole] BAR By =oE ANsHAT, 2 25 BAH08 AN
de 45S 37 2439 7K £ Abole #AE B =9F gt

©
ofN N,

L



o

22 @t AdeEE 7 ki St 9EL

gt 7b Afole] AR selsks B bold RO, a, b,
¢, 4= W] 7H BRE AR EEoluAE BE te B
B3 (partition)] V. ol ol thelE Ajnlyl 4] 9
AglolAY welE A B F9H A gt AEo] 4
A wehtetka @ £5 Qo)

SR A A Rk ot 9% ARIEs WS ve AAska
ATHE M Aol AT o)F oz ofgs] Ry 4 e
S oba) AAEA e Alolth Wek oot 7} UF AlelEks A
29H 7} 9% Adlehs AR olZoluEL dhY, oW %
A¢l 47 208 7Hgafor Frk
e P} 9% ARIQIS Hols T oA ke AolAA o}
FoQth o] Wk o] e BAE Aold WA, 3
A Bab M B Alole] Wl stetsls 2 Aol ik
AL 7} 7 S BB A Hols Tt g =
& AL

ofN rlr

Ir

o|\ 1:19‘_- ofX HJI-E

AL U Bat: “EE U2 AP x)Bxt 7HEE
]
) kA Q143 dAe] Zol o] Aol uhsh ik ok RE A FEL oA g
4 e et
FollA a, ¢, dE [Hi]& 4F3te 3771 He 8, be [Hi]S &

A b= [H;

d5she 547F 2 Zolth o] AL 7wt} ofd AL F3lo]E(any

non-raven) 7S EF Aves /M-S dFdsle A% A g9
o

13) AAZBE o)A A2o| wehjerty FAst= AT 9l 718 Fetzer
Qo17) HZ. Uo7k S Aol o] WL HIFHo
B & e UEE ZolE 4 Q). 718 Hempel (1945), pp. 43-44 =

14) Hempel (1945), p. 46 &=
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oo %
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FiF
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o
fu
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TR “RE oS Ane M s BE
Aty 7 7HaE g5
U}E]»/ﬂ 7—]0 EH}\I- Ba‘_ 7]]_13]__—'4 7]_)\ _% L%—?_]_—E]—_

G4 & F Azl FALE A7|A Ailo] Uz WA= B
AZA ZZ(the special consequence condition)S Ul AASIL <)

Th15)

E7F HE 9=35la, H £ Ho]H, E= H'E Y=3ith

]

Bx)°] AYstn® S A2 e woled
= 7F 7k 7S St AEs o
Rx F (ORx — B)E AHstEZ 22 4e Fdf $ee 7t
PHA7E obd tld ~Ra,
WA d= = Ao oA
7hk e s A}ﬁﬂﬂ% e vlaz] 47 2 ¢ 9l

AT o] Aol A HA ek} vRIZIAIR o7} o 94F A
HAAE ob tigshA]l @S AEE gob vk Aol s &
offta & 7 Stk A7IME es} 7F AT ARl AMIERH o
7h 4T AR AES olEoUlRY, e SA9 9912 =
A= 7Hgsok 2.

AT FE= e, 5 UT AHEIZ 92+ e vE F 9
< AVRT 5 Ak 2R o S AllEhs de Hold B

EIE _llN
_ilm
ji
iIh)
]
tlo
>
2
r
Aui
[as)
a
Yo
N
N

lo

15 A2 24L& YFol(p. 63 ©|F) A2 o7 AAETH
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zo] o] Yast, ol AL FA9 4AF 24L ol

Solo}p Pk e & % T oldl MM o] ool

A9l 994 202 AT =E AAST dokn BE Ao
x4

4% .
& o5t 9% xa% 54 A2 249 del WA =
A wolEd A% wPHsA gk A o
wpolch. I3l Yol FAS] A 21 Ueelol] o}
1Y 5 Yeh

e ge agthe ol AAR 9o 4% oA
ZA9 992 27o] IR AYITE AL TeE BT 5
Stk WAL AN AF oRolA UL The ol Bejwt

E7} HE Y453
= ojy Sof thaf, E7} S¢ HNE =38ty S&= HE =3}

A7 27t o] Aol o= <S¢t ‘X7 (development)] T
A AAE ANE dav glthlo oA F83 A #Fdo
T MEs ol&SlA dES AYdths Holoh Id¥d 71 E
7} 89 AN E =g sHA. 2209 EE &5 P
g3 S AME FFA Aok oAl Zal, FAY 992 =4
o] AU AYs=E Fdo| QT Aort FAE] A Aot
AR ge] H Ur% AN 7 FA R dd ERe 99
9] Y45 oAM= BE3] FUsHA FAHT

1) ololl g AM EolmE od) B2, 3% BE
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@ & ks g2 72T Bavh gk el o AAEE 93
A s 9% AIZE obd RoE BE Al HEAE d
o g WHoEE HYAY & glvk hFHE dE = U

L2

H BA Se %L%’ =4 sl ZolARE o Ale e
= =420 ddshs Aoyl mEoltt AR &2 tidlE dA=
AH3| A Bk 7l ohd Hoz =R, oo
& de 2o FRAU=R 7k 7k S ARl IS o
A7F Atk SEARE e A2 tARIE A= AAS] AR HSE
oY 7iekA7E obd Zle® =g tidelnt o)Zlo] oWl ofm|o
A 7] 7] A4S ARl @ ¢ leAls Hds 2wt
H, oju ofH <Fr7}A AR'E FojFo|A| Tolof A= AUA=
2p olaalr] o] HRIth o]dd o]frollA ux= dok o7t FE ©]
oA EF 45 Aol '3]' |7k o] Fo] F&Z|AY A
oA Fth= A= Ajzo] FEE o) val ARthn
bl 4%k ¢ Afole] oIR Holsk L ol d7h 7hekel FH
U3 AAIE SolA B A2k ok Aokl AHed 43 A
oA 4 A2t A2 derie 443 SO ) B
h:]' de 7Hd & B8 o5 AHIE E75HA 9 ZAJ ¥, ¢
M H: & %’sﬂ U5 AHlE BREA € Aotk F 7 —E-'—l:r
\i 2129 Feol7le A A4S A

&h::rlrrol'lﬂiig

=
A0, E3) By 21 P
Wy 23 x|,

11 o] A& ABA iE 20153 2817] FSh A} HAsr)edsh A
A e =T
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H;’: x)(~Rx V Bx).

ol o] 77l 7HEl Hit Hy7b SAS o7t 22l
54 ZZF(material conditional) -2 AR TH= AR} A
Us= AABIEDE o] wied Y5 o] TAeh= ZE o
< 0TS A8 UTOE 7|+ A Zede AE7F Q)
% 3 A
o] %<}
o}

:4_
i

e

o Pl BT SAT o]d AT} drh 4

o e 2

o] HolAt Uz Aol ot wolzFele] YAe AWRT,
olz0] WAl Aslsl drh} GEAZ =osr|2 Bk WA

ozFoME Wilo] GUA AR AYF UF AUSL ofF
A BRIEARE ABIZ S wolzFelEe] UE u o
S0l HYT A9 37 B 7H HE QAT el Ao

P(H/E) > P(H)

.

g de]z A Y e tee ZUEA dS ARE
a5 k)

e

18) o]# A|=Z+= Pollock (1973) % Sylvan and Nola (1991)2 =
19) 0|2 Ho|H &3} 7t}

Hlo]lz A2l PH/E) = P(H)P(E/H)/P(E)

P(H/E) > P(H)

P(H)P(E/H)/P(E) > P(H)
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P(E/H) > P(E)
th20) S AAlel ZA)5}

2L A, 7z ohURA

= 1
A2 W, 7oA A ket Zik7E ofyRA A

.
Ach
H
o
f
s
r e
ol
ﬂF
[-'_}1_‘
&
e
ok
i
o
%0

iAol HlE-S 47 q 1, s, t2ha FFaL o5& 0] ofY
ghal opak W vt Y92 1E oY a7t 47 Ra & Ba,

~Ra & Ba, Ra & ~Ba, ~Ra & ~Ba¥ F32 g5 0} %
9} Aok & 4 ok

P(E)
Ra ~Ra
Ba q r
~Ba S t

ol A BE At ek sk Jrb doleks 24 of
Yzrel SA7F #Y 84 & PEMH)= e 2ol #HA

g 2
g Aotk
P(E/H)
Ra ~Ra

Ba q+s r-s

~Ba 0 s+t
F o3 U2 #e vlasEd A & ARl feEe ved
e A%E deth

P(E/H)/P(E) > 1
P(E/H) > P(E)

20) o]i= Mackie (1963)ll A& AAE AL=E, 7] 12 Z12 Horwich (1982),
pp. 55-58% A% Zolth
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a: 7o) A2 tid Ra & Ba: 45 Akl

b: 7htAol A & Ul Ra & ~Ba: WIS AH

c: 7FHA7F ofla ALt ~Ra & Ba: RIS AH

d: 7HA7F oy HAAE &S t’d ~Ra & ~Ba: ¢35 AH

4 e A9} Aol7) Y= FE-2 colth o= o] Al
A Y4F Aol e wksl wo|zFoloME RBIYFE AR BF
=k

So] U4 Aol olzle] AR} ohth A HgkRol, YL
e} £ BT U4F ARZ BRI vlo|zFoolAs ofEzk W)
S BE 39 AFE BRI At 1 A
o 927k B BE ROR EMS EE 44T o 7145
of Yl Apdolth WAl BE AHT W ST wolzFolAE
of ‘YA JHgoleta B2k T T /NS WolEl ol

(7H P(~Ra/H) = P(~Ra)
(\h P(Ba/H) = P(Ba)

7} % HA Eol|A P(Ra & Ba/H)

q + stk BE olf+= 7t

2 (Fhe (b oA ol 22 the go] BHFE i ol

(7F) P(R/H) = P(Ra)
(\¥) P(~Ba/H) = P(~Ba)

o WlolzFololA Znlal b s 7kl B Raoluh 7ok
A7k obd o ~Ra BF 94 A9S oJE@ AL o Bast 2
A e WY ~BaE mRMACIth SR 94 o2l 134 gtk
ANNAE ~Rat 9F ACIAT Rat 94 Alolth, oYl Aol
= olge] WA ol2e] e AVl AoE BT it g ool
29 olgel W che S G olgel
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ntg] 7pdo]l 2 A$- P(Ra & ~BaH) 0°0] HEZ A WA &
°] P(Ra & ~Ba)9 % s= P(Ra & Ba/H)2| #oZ ItjE 37
A s, ol & PRa)< #el PRa/H)Y A9 IZ 74
HiE P(Ra/H) = P(Ra)= 7MES 3k Zol7] wi&elth &+ W
A T A P(~Ra & ~Ba/H) = s + t2h HE olf&% L vkl
o= AW & 3, oY 2= P(~BaH) = P(~Ba)E 7143}
I Yes g4A RIE 5 Ak

AG7HA ] =] Adg vgo R, A wo|zFelox 7int
A M3 BEE FAES oA BEFRSFEAE s 2o ¢

%_74 fsll:ﬂl uﬂo]z ,]

a_| 7vholal A2 did Ra & Ba AT A | T A

b | 7ol 7] & thd Ra & ~Ba | RIS At J‘Qz A

¢ [ 7lH7k ol S ol ~Ra & Ba | 9% A | W1E A

d | 7FHVEOMY 27 2 thd ~Ra & ~Ba | U5 Al | AT A

e [7/1A7} od thd ~Ra 4% Ad | 79 A

f | A2 W4 Ba AT A | THH A4
FE& AT Uehl FRoA B £ i), W93t wolzroln
& oax Avjel Bds) FeAose A2 be 2L YPn
k. = s old Azt Aolw FEF TIAT, o)A Folg
P W 9L dAnE 9% o Fulgnh P99 A9 et f
b 4% Allghe AL Wd o) e] 2Eolginy Wi w27
loHE o5 FRH AR ERe H1, ot sl T

o 48 otk I3 WolzFeloldE ofd T 71go] 27
7 Hol oB, WA} Pel, welE AR BRI B A=
F53 v

AA S WA wol=Fet A4 A%E B tha
sfefsha 9gS nylth ST F Yol Aol Azurt 27

—_
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wE 1 “gﬁ} Az Aze wo|zFelAee dFe Ao o
=o| A= Hﬂoli—r./IA sﬁgzﬂ o] o] 9

718 @a% W AR =9)F SBDIE A
4 oax Az do DA WolzFole] HANS Avnz,
HolzFoAEe the A 8L F71R B

(th P(~B) >> P(R)
() P(~R~B) = 1

(Fh o AlAd= 71l T 44 & didol 88 &
the 4849 7Hel slgala, (Bhe 7t Aks ol AlAlelE
7S ofal AAE G& el T3] Wk 294 7l
gt o F 7S SlEelAl =9, (1) d7F 7] 7HEE
Sle AW 1 AR ok mmEh, (2) d7F ke TS
Ues }— AEs o7h 7 THEE dSshe ARET Atks A
e Hd o gtk wlo|zFoAEL o 71%01 mhE gee) g
Us OL of Wi Al A= AT AT cleel 2 A

_a

cel 3
Sl S0 0 Ase ok HIUB}E}-E 2
e Ve 31 A

(7h P(B) >> P(R)

ol $E7t ARs o] Aol AL Tihgel 7t Akl tidel
FRo A7 Btk TPtk o)Ay Wo|xFolAEe AU 7



ol o)z ask o7h e AHA 4AL AFHE A% Ak
ik
U9 ol T wolxFole] ofd s
Wo| =07} % o]ZWT} oY 5044
Stk A A% oleal wolzFole 34 2
200 F O FRW o8 FNE PUSAL Uk He BHs
. 94 Wl =TSl 243 AshAY mols @Akl A
o oo 9gA ARt A A gtk He 2y ¢ s
2 R AR ol $et o e =Y HPE wolEY
% J3jot @k oju] =Eykol, (oh,
A Qe 0 7h A AR 4
QAPAH SARo] opdrleke o
STk obrk (Fheh (heke Q% w7le) Has
TIPS A =] oS AigEnE Hjolx
ge Aziut 37 e 2o JdAY Zelth WA
|ZFAAE AolAE SPY P Fu B B
o) B4 71 ke (e wokEelAw (he A%
ke Aol ik s (b el ds) e
= A% gtk Uolt
3 =94 7V9e s QL ol g
Pt AEE g FUEAE o5 dAR U3

o 9He T 9NH A3} 4o BAZ FHA olsishs AwEol

o>
tlo o

b
M o
o,

; _Ilﬂ o o ok

2) o]¢} FHI =R EH S Vranas (2004)E =

Rinard (2014)7} 2181 ¢ ]E]'.

Vranas (2004)7} zﬂqu} 1E4oﬂ vehgaE 7H (WDE =89 &A7)
A= 7H’(the disputed assumption)©]2al F=31, o]o tigh G/t Hg
shohal AR

Fitelson and Hawthorne (2010a)7} ©]& ojo|t},

)
[}
=

24

=z

25

Nt/



388 &gl

o wepd o]E9] Ass} 4FAcle sHes olzle] 4 o
Aol gt BE2e e Aol WA ojdth shtsha Sl

7} oln] Azg%ol, Wdo] Weke Ao ol a¥wt ope
e e, U} 9% A7 Btk AT EFEolok 8] Wl

6. Yp= o

AAY wolE aokl wA. ele WY GHd gE &
MHE ol a7k 4% Alelehs eluA Ann ol ¢, ¢ 7
2% Q% Adlehs 9484 Ansb 2B Zololof Brka 7
Aotk Q5o 4HL oFA E  ZBHOE o) 1] o)
of a3} wolxFolo] of@l FFo| Y=AT Avngith 1 2
3} dsh 2 o, o, 7F UF Adlehs Hol Ui s APe of
43 vl Ao A, o) ol Fhisk 2dd 5
Ape Mz BEPF A0 Holx, ol YZ s
M= oA} Bol Yol Aes B



So| HH oAl 7] 389

HHAE (2014), TR FMo tigk aE, , TIEEES 17(3),
pp. 1-22.

o]ge (2015), FHlo|z2Fe: FHAOoRNFE APAO R o

Ay, A SRS

o B (2, U A% ABA

A (2003), "] AT Dol Aoy, , THAHI, 10,
pp. 39-52.

22U T (1999), &0 Hskdete] A, , A of=Al.

Fetzer, J. (2017), “Hempel”, Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy,
URL = https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/hempel/

Fitelson, B. (2006), “The Paradox of Confirmation”, Philosophy
Compass 1(1), pp. 95-113.

Fitelson, B. and Hawthorne, J. (2010a), “How Bayesian
Confirmation Theory Handles the Paradox of Ravens”, in
E. Ells and J. H. Fetzer (eds.), The Place of Probability
in Science, pp. 247-276, Dordrecht: Springer.

Fitelson, B. and Hawthorne, J. (2010b), “The Wason Task(s) and
the Paradox of Confirmation”, Philosophical Perspectives
24(1), pp. 207-241.

Hempel, C. G. (1943), “A Purely Syntactical Definition of
Confirmation”, Journal of Symbolic Logic 8(4), pp.
122-143.

Hempel, C. G. (1945), “Studies in the Logic of Confirmation”,
Mind 54, pp. 1-26, 97-121, reprinted in Aspects of
Scientific Explanation and Other Essays in the Philosophy
of Science, AYA & &4, "I o] oy FH 1
21 HepHste] Bgt 8 =i, 5 W, 2011,

o]



390 =gl

Horwich, P. (1982), Probability and Evidence, Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Mackie, J. L. (1963), “The Paradox of Confirmation”, British
Journal for the Philosophy of Science 13, pp. 265-277.

Maher, P. (1999), “Inductive Logic and the Raven Paradox”,
Philosophy of Science 66, pp. 50-70.

Maher, P. (2004), “Probability Captures the Logic of Scientific
Confirmation”, in Contemporary Debates in the Philosophy
of Science, ed. C. Hitchcock, pp. 69-93, Malden:
Blackwell.

Pollock, J. L. (1973), “Laying the Raven to Rest: A Discussion
of Hempel and the Paradoxes of Confirmation”, Journal of
Philosophy 70, pp. 747-754.

Rinard, S. (2014), “A New Bayesian Solution to the Paradox of
the Ravens”, Philosophy of Science 81, pp. 81-100.
Swinburne, R. G. (1971), “The Paradoxes of Confirmation: A
Survey”, American  Philosophical ~Quarterly 8(4), pp.

318-330.

Sylvan R. and Nola, R. (1991), “Confirmation without Paradoxes”,
in Advances in Scientific Philosophy, ed. by G. Schurz
and G. Dorn, Amsterdam: Rodopi, pp. 5-44.

Vranas, P. (2004), “Hempel’s Raven Paradox: A Lacuna in the
Standard Bayesian Solution”, British Journal for the
Philosophy of Science 55, pp. 545-560.

st A2 ska)
Hanyang University, Department of Policy
wonbaechoi@hanmail.net



The Paradoxes of Confirmation Revisited

Wonbae Choi

Much of literature on the paradoxes of confirmation has been
focused on the problems raised by the fact that a nonblack
nonraven confirms the hypothesis that every raven is black. In
this paper 1 would like to emphasize that more interesting
problems are still waiting to be explained, if we notice that a
black nonraven confirms the raven hypothesis as well. For this I
examine what Hempel exactly means by the paradoxes of
confirmation, and show that the previous discussions on the
paradoxes were at most partial solutions. Then I argue that
Hempel presupposes the so-called ‘converse consequence
condition’ regarding confirmational evidence. Finally [ discuss
what impact is made on the Bayesian solution to the paradoxes,

if we accept a more faithful interpretation to Hempel.

Key Words: the Paradox of Confirmation, the Ravens Paradox,

Hempel, Bayesian



