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IAHIE) ] gt 5 A] RE tH 57 328

—— R E LM T7 kW — S E

f OE T Ry A A T DL R R R E A AR, AR EUR D A
R BNTUNRNEEEEEANACANLLRERBAY EERMA R FANE A, &
s ELERXTHXTRERANGEARS 2, —HHERETEELEENFLLEQE
WA B B R AR N BN R ST — RS T T A R, X — 7 T LLE S
HEBEIEANZLAUER, AT UEFMR 0 ARESSHEERMAETNZ 7. AT &b
L& VRELGN T EAERNY F N TR, T AR AR B RIS A 7E & & B 0 [ B
E Sz

KW M BUR M NS RE A4 iRk

FESES: BS0-03  XHEEFRIZE:A X EHS:2095-5804(2017)04-0098-14

YA FE T, ST IR R DGR M 1) B T S A A Rl R A S A A A i T 43
I A, XS A PR U ENE A |, B OC T INAME % 2k (the safety of epis-
temic belief) iR FIE TINHE &R BUBAE (the sensitivity of epistemic belief) ik . 1R £ L)
fE AL MR L EL A ARFADALEE (R R BT ) BRI - 2B (Ernest Sosa) KB 15 - 153
A% (Duncan Pritchard) . flfi T\ Ry, A 15 M BURME T 5, (5 M 2 A 2 — R HERf 19 6 T
RS I 20, VAR SOREE G SR 8 G T2 5 A UL, 25 B R SEXE AT LA DG I R IE 2
ik, A5G ATRET RIS ST S M EO R — P S B AR T &

AR A BB, AR R FYF R AT KFIBY FHLHHIT, L, 100871,

AL ZBRAHALR B TARAEQBEIHREME F LB (14CZX038) BrBur s R

@ #* % #F R LA N Ernest Sosa, “How to Defeat Opposition to Moore”, Philosophical Perspectives, Vol. 13,
1999, pp. 141~153; Duncan Prichard, What Is This Thing Called Knowledge? 3" edition, New York: Rout-
ledge Publishing, 2014, pp. 174~177,
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—. & OAE SRR REE S EER

INAME SRR ES kR AR NA R AR S S R U S OL 2 R A W] Be A AHOC
AR 05 2 AR S ) U 2 SR R B2 A o A s A SRR mT A R0 38 5 a0 F )
LA AT 20 AR p AN ECAY TR A N AR S AR S A po VX FAREEFR S S BB B Y

R, DA A& I SRR AE AR R IR A 06 B4 1T DA it e — Z2 90 B U Ve MRS, L 2 56 6 2% (1] A
(the Gettier Problem)@‘:Eh?&i&%d‘%fﬁtﬁ@ﬁx%ﬂ%%(genierized epistemic scenario ) H F I AT E R
15 & TEANE UL A, AR BRSSO IR 22 254, R 20 AR A HA AR G
HHIR

INAME &R PERLE I 5K DS S A R AR 5. XA U 3

W7 5 0 B B PT R FH s = S 5 A T 2n D 22 i R ], CRELBS RAS (1)) 3B TE AR
AN R SARSRARE p, IBA pRIBJEFL ) o LS HA IO R R A5 2L e B SRR XA
U S A A T AN A R R ]

3 & 09] 2 AW H G 09 IR A EGE A, — NAFT 8 AT & R RIS 5 #o AR 49 (could not

have easily been false), -+ [ 23, B]—AMAFH — K AAS QL0 BHE], £ AR 09 T A R

T, de R AKX — EARE S I HR B AR 69 A e ] B mh R 2K 4200 AR R A3 &, X —ikde EAREG 4B X AT

AR BgkE AL, @

11 HEE PRAT TR BIAR , 5 A S Z BT IO “ AR EOR AU A (R L A8,
PG SR RIS 1HTu%dé1sﬁﬁi&Zﬁ}iw@ﬁ%ﬁ%&ﬂﬁxﬁwﬁ M RE S A AR 5 2 T Y il
DAIMER, 28 B, X TIHAN AR S A OC A AN S ARAMERG L GRS s B U, 4 BRUE i BUR
PERS  AREE A GHERITE U015 A&t T AN e U %‘#ﬁﬁ%&)ﬂw%ﬂw P N R e S IV ES ]

@D 1f p were not to be true, then, S would not believe that p. #5 F & % W, Robert Nozick, Philosophical Expla-
nations, MA: Harvard University Press, p. 208; Tim Black, “Defending a Sensitive Neo—Moorean Invariantism”,
in: New Waves in Epistemology, Vincent F. Hendricks and Duncan Prichard eds., UK: Palgrave Macmilliam,
2008, p. 9; Tim Black, “Modal and Anti-Luck Epistemology”, in: The Routledge Companion to Epistemology,
Sven Bernecker and Duncan Pritchard eds., New York: Routledge Publishing, 2011, p. 189; Tim Black and Pe-
ter Murphy, “In Defense of Sensitivity”, Synthese, Vol. 154, No. 1, 2007, p. 53,

) ¥ 7% /R A B —73 /K B (Michael Blome—Tillmann) IEZE# 5 — B X, Wil F AR ELA TR B EE#ER
SHRE AL, bk T3 — AL A 46 7T LS W Michael Blome—Tillmann, “Sensitivity Actually”(draft)s

@ If S were to believe that p, then, p would be true, o £ 3R 7] ML % N, Ernest Sosa, “How to Defeat Opposi-
tion to Moore”, Philosophical Perspectives, Vol. 13, 1999, p. 142; Tim Black, “Modal and Anti-Luck Epistemol-
ogy”, in: The Routledge Companion to Epistemology, Sven Bernecker and Duncan Pritchard eds., New York:
Routledge Publishing, 2011, p. 193; Duncan Prichard, What Is This Thing Called Knowledge? 3" edition, New
York: Routledge Publishing, 2014, p. 175,

@ Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge Cannot Be Lucky”, in: Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2" edition, Matth-
ias Steup, John Turri and Ernest Sosa eds., MA: John Wiley & Sons, 2014, p. 156.

(® Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge Cannot Be Lucky”, in: Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2™ edition, Matth-
ias Steup, John Turri and Ernest Sosa eds., MA: John Wiley & Sons, 2014, p. 156. tX A NEHNEXEE
Fit

99



FARRAEHE 20174

HEK AR AR R AR SRR 0 BB , T IR S R 2 RIS AR IR 4 HE R
TE IR SR A0, L A5 A 2 A MEEE T IAR G H A TR AT T WAl 56 F IR A B R AT OGN . 31X
— X LGB 7R R AR A 1 2 A A (A AR S UM 25 ) AR AR FLE A B AR

T BRI R R B T A, AR SO AN 28 X5 A& B 28 PR RIS A S i UM B S I T R S 4
TET 16T FERIF ST, T2 2 LR ST M ZE 3], T LU A5 A i BB M S 515 & & B I A AR Y
AR FRT5 2, Ul I R A A Bk — A R v R B BESRRI

MRS LIRS s W S T — RN ZE ] . X ER R AR 45 A A
] (R AR T W] — 25 ELEFIWT, B 5 AR R S s b e Ol 8 TR R S, R
AR BEAE T3 BRGS0 5 AR R 5 T 2R AR AR (S A5 A0, R S e S 380 )
X5 B AN EAORBEANE A C RS ha, v

FFHIX — L H T, 3 SR SR G2 00 PT LUK b 18 (220 ) PP . 28— 2R AR Bk e et
S DN B 3t AT D DU B SE 4 19 R 78 431k i (evidential under—determination ) J52 0] , A4 38 Al DI 26 45 K I
S5RBL AT LY H R AR A o ERan, — A A RTLURE [ O 24 R4 T I A B B 4 5 B B s
FRACTE A —FE N AR — P FARI L T — iR 5 AR T M X — {5 Alh
ANHE A O AR SRR T bR T A O IRk U 2 0 S8 AR PR R s T 28 R
(John Hawthorne ) ¥4 3% [ R SR 22 5] (“ B2 G2 ) T AR M AR Fe 2 491«

BR—ANZFRAE RO AN SRSl § TEAFFIA LN TR WS AT— KRR E

o KAV G T X —PIBALA Abg---e FBFHELT , BFFERGFBALLREALMNE

TAEEH T A AR TR EMRATHBES, - 1252 B AL — NS HRM B Tdnid fb b

FREMIBHERE, BATN R KA G T Hpe 01X — P b Ky Aal--eee —MATERAH AT

AR EMEATHEBEDX —PABRHTRRERBEHEZREL, o REM S BT, L B

P IR AR AR R IZ R VA T el e # Wik s B By @

— R X IR R RS B Al 2w RN AT S U B3 UE B A R S A

@D “UH%E"(NEW YORK LOTTERY) W35 Fiy k4o & 2 “”,fff\ﬂﬁ@;fi%ﬂﬁ!”(“Hey, you never know”),
XA 15 UL BT AE RS F AR B H B — R, MR BERETUSE AAYE"E F £ T hup://
nylottery.ny.gov/ o RS —F R EHITERIR —LFE,

2 John Hawthorne, Knowledge and Lotteries, New York: Oxford University Press, 2004, pp. 1~2.

@ “— MUK —REIER T L FA K, £ TR F BN G by 2R N Al 48 B9 7 7e o R U b, A
Hotl 77 R DA R 3 O P B0 B H WA R Y . B, R IS RO ol AR K T e
FE el B HATHE ], S AT B T R G LT Al By IS R 2 A B R e A R, e T B9 T LR T AR
AW AR TEFFAEANBOBETRER, RO ECANBMEG TR RENZHRER, FHN, —
BRNAN, RN EEVEFERMERBX -G, MNP EERT ALY ZEAF R BLARNRKT /A
—FZWAAN, —EEEFAEANENTRERELTHF WAL R TR BLETHXEEGA AR
BT B 2% A B A e R DLk T 4 B R M F R BT L
Wo WA — K, B G H By Ak oy £ P D0 il 4 8 F 75 2 R 8 R N, A Ok B PR RS B0 IK B T LA R, 5 Ok
A K 83T, T BL A& W Michael Blome—Tillmann, Knowledge and Presuppositions, New York: Oxford University
Press, 2014 (fF Al 2 % 140~ 143 1) . XM FH K ZE &£ MR FRBE R T E R FATTUEREN" A
REWNBEWELEON, XTBENLEL"WIE—F 0, 7 L% W Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge, Luck
and Lotteries”, in: New Waves in Epistemology, Vincent F. Hendricks and Duncan Prichard eds., UK: Pal-
grave Macmilliam, 2008 (A & % 41 ~48 7 ),
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SN R )R 2 R B A DGR e R B () R 2 O TAH DR BRIR I 1% H 5 (1°F FLAIHA (everyday mun-
dane knowledge) , X —JSREZ MR I L TWEEIR R0, 13X — SR AR 52 S8 9 B AR JCHERST , A SC
PG FR R M 6L M) (the problem of lottery skepticism) , TPKEE 2 ZEXERL” (the lottery puzzle)
X FRIE R 25 R 1 28 2R T4l
5 IR S SR DT A O I R SR A B R A R FRAT T A i B P e A — T 47 1y 221
J73G 40 E 2 R BT BB TE R A SR R ROZ A A RIS AT RERY . RIS RIATR E S
Bl —Fh 2 SRR | [FIRE T LS BB S A R Y B .
HIXA—GRFED (Bl dedt, T FHZ—)ATHHHEH TR TR T EL, FAALAE—
N R AN E QA — KRB Z, BES 12l TARFEA G E TP LH 242 B0 ETE
A2 RANARIE B P L FEM X — 12 BARARE 8 THHZEA T L MBS iihmt
RIET — M THRGRKIRE R RGP LB R, #EmBAEATHHBIEIATL, BRI H
N EARGGH Z A EAREA T RIMAEFART AN LB, F — ik £RIF R onid oy 2%
AR, m G Ani g BN SRR IR R XA AAT B A, B A MR
A, — il dm AR AL TR LA A 8 WAL R, 2 TIRA&Mm 5, B (d T B a2 dy)
RALEP R F R 25 AT B A AR S I R AR R B A B TR R P R
BT [BAT6Y B R T AL 5 ZA5ikdm AR A AD K SmiR? @
AR — 5K A A AT I e TR AR i AT S A3 I8 4, FRATT 5 38 2 A T Pt
A ORI E T A NA R TTAESS — O A A 4 HE— L2z B (Y B, SCPAH5 R e R —A
FOFAEMER AR K ATRE, BARIH AT DAE S AR TR A" A, 3 A i o e 2, 38
AT 322 o] S o iy b 2 A R U A SRR A S OB R o S 2R R ) TN RS AT A A AT
5 IR T — SR B UL Y 4%

Z O R MERE A P AR IR SR

{r 7 IR HINE R A P NS AR S S A PR T M 2% I G T RIS Y b 2551
AU TR o R , 75 TR0 RS SRS A I o , 3 PR BT AT LAGE i e S 26 A ) i 0 M7 sU7E 45 A
HE N S R —XERSL

2 IR SR BURHEEIE , 88 — ROA A BN IIE A C BRSO I i — (5 A 2

@D 2% T\ Jn vy H A RN Fo3E 48 6 A 75 4o 2 R ) By 4 #4448, 7T LL A& W Duncan Prichard, Epistemic Luck, New
York: Oxford University Press, 2005,

2 Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge Cannot Be Lucky”, in: Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2™ edition, Matth-
ias Steup, John Turri and Ernest Sosa eds., MA: John Wiley & Sons, 2014, p. 155; 25 L 89 % 1 3£ 7] % W, Dun-
can Prichard, “Knowledge, Luck and Lotteries”, in: New Waves in Epistemology, Vincent F. Hendricks and
Duncan Prichard eds., UK: Palgrave Macmilliam, 2008, p. 37; Duncan Prichard, Epistemic Luck, New York: Ox-
ford University Press, 2005, p. 162; Juan Comesafia, ‘Reliabilism”, in: The Routledge Companion to Epistemolo-
gy, Sven Bernecker and Duncan Pritchard eds., New York: Routledge Publishing, 2011, p. 184,

® Duncan Prichard, “The Modal Account of Luck”, Metaphilosophy, Vol. 45, No. 4~5, 2014, p. 596.
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JEAE A AR — B A AT RE IS b, DA AR S v S 0, SRTAT A SR — S AR IR A R 55
PR AR — 15 BT AR AR A&, [ AR SoAR R I R S B 2 IR A 7E XA 7T g S i —IA
H MY R E SRS & 05 2, 7EX AT AR, RV 7 0 E R S 2 T 1 Y
FEAE AR SRR AR — 17 TR WA 5 AR TH R B AR S R, i T — A S (A 156
T A CRR S TR A5 &R U & TR R IR A5, R, FRATRT LA B 5 &
AR BRI 2% 5 B HbATE T H 57— 2 A0 SE AR A AR DG AR AR R ik — T 15 EDUE T FR AT AR S0
YU I BRI E o 5 LA Ry i, 555 A5 DA A R D155 A U2 U, 9 R O < AR AR I — AT
RETH S, 58 AN R S 1 AL A DA FE AR H 2 Ao D e R ARG R R S rh
5 BIE A CAR &I IR AN AR S A AR SRR T i TG 1R M5 B AR
FCECHERR 1Y, DI 3E N AT A O AR SR A5 v 5 Aot L E A A Y L (BB R R Y
AT S, S AN R 15 T SRR R, WA AR T AT AT O AR
AN E A ATRRATRT LR B, {5 A 0 USRS T DIAR G R A TR SR Y B
Fi 7, REAE T ANE T A b A AU DA RS S A3 T R =2 A AR A 43

{5 AR 28 G B AR T AR g b g A ] 585 (5 A0 B MR AT AR S R —— i A 1R & R 4 -
FEATIT (4 AT R H S v, SRR 7 A AN SR AR TH 0 o HR ARG R R S rh A5 BB AR G A5,
HRACHLAE R B 205 B R LA 1Y, PR e R DGR St 2 . i T8 i RS
e e s o W DS N R ) [ 0 2 S 1SS NPV = ) I A (E B ol B (e 7o e 3 G 7 a1 4
WA — BN AN A LA R FRAT S TG — A, B 1 32 0T U B 28— R0 AR A5 2
ERRIT Y T RE T PR Y . ZETR SR A S B0 T, AT TG 2 R AR AR AR A T RE L v, A
SRIZANTF] T IS A SR S 55 b — SRR SR T AR ko o RO S S AR IR ) 13—
PN R AR S 505, 55— LA = AR R SR TR AT 2 A X — DA A PR R R S rh 4 i
RIAL) B2, FEIXAS 1T RS AR R N T RS T P AR AR X — 15 BB T A SR
BA PRAESMREN ., SR WA — 3 E R L IR M= 2 0Kk I — AR £
AR S S 1 AT R A SR T- R AT 0, T AR XA 7T BB TSR b A OGN AR 15 Al 1R . R4,
IRAER— A TAD R , BRSO K FRAT 2 ey LA R i b 3R A m] et S e g iR — > R
SR T, X —FERHI1 4 (non—ad—hoc ) AETEFRHI (non—circular) FEE T

— SRR T A MR A B ) TN Ry, 1A 3E i B — O DA SR AR 1 ORI A5 A
B IR R A R B M A . Bl B A B LS Y A IS TR
B 14 SR RS2 T 1) 52 R (anti-Tuck ) L9 . IXCHEREMRA , 1 FRIRAE A 23R {2 ) (epistemical -
ly robust) , HHOCHIAHIE SR B AL M SE AR S IR . TR RGeS AR RIR T, A%
by (S R ) X — AR EEPHE & T o0 B A A O, FRATH ZORX — R 5 (LX) AL (S s
B BB X A3 IO o R PR A R, i — MR IR ZE 2 T X R KU 9 8 2 (the  tolerance of
the risk of error), IXHLREIRSE , 5 &ML & MEHIE A B B IR R —FA R ] £ 32 X (epistemic fallibilism)
ST o SRS T G A XU 25 20 B 1) AT 43 A PR B WAt - ASI S SR A ol B S St o
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T R RE T S v RS A R AN A 2, AR IS e A3 1 T B T A v, At IS 1) 7 2 B WU e s o R LAY
X} i — SEUH )V BT R L
AR B) BATE T AR 0 B A2 E R A5, R AR AR 69 7T gk R P, &R AT

N R e R AR RS T8y, B, AT R RIK TIRAF69] B AR A b AT R R0 124, &

o, A ARSI AT 6 T AR R P, o TALA B eyt | AT A M 1K A Je M e dy . % 853X

— B BAVE BN RARL A TR R P, A A T AHER TS A8, M AIL S 7 & M

RALIT B 69 BHE , RATR BRI st H A BE AN SRR, ©

R SO A S O TR DR Y25 L 0 B ARG & , 3 FEA TR 1, BRSSP
VAR S L) T I Nz R B

A b R TR 0 B0 AT MR JE AT R R ZHEMT , A4

E0) P e AL e AR, AT A B R B B P AR A A R AIRE S R T X B R A T

AR A, AREL  RXBYNERAIHNEL PR ROELRERAFRENEF, T TH

—Aiikde EARRBL, R BRI E T XA RRE , G ZEHZMGT . 5B Rt ity

R AL AR R AT R, R E B HRIR AR IRAE R A — R ) 8 KR (Bl e, § T AE

FNYARE CLZ+ 5008 A2E R BN T AR 128, M BPAR AR 3§ T AT 8 A A2+ 5 A

B AR B ERAS S A AR A o AT B PP ISR ) . ST T AT — ik s TARMIAE A

RAREA, MR RBEEM AR, P ALk TR E AR ZEAW LR AR T

HEHmin, @

T PEA TP RG] UL, BT 28— 00 FARE A 6 A R FERA T RE &S 2 R RS
MERARATIX — 15 2, P, fl 3 — 15 8 B 1 mT R A B (Bl vl e ) MR S B R g e , A7
A I RS AL AN B2 2 1) 5 T 53— T, 58 AN A = A3 3 1) 2 H A HE R i R S v (5
TE B A A&, A0 A ] BE T AL DU 30403 2 1), 088 Ay JRURS A PRI T T AR 2L o 5 B A i B ko
FACAE KU 19 25 223X — M, I T SR r 8 S i AR A 8 LU S — i AR 5 T 2 4

it AR TR TASHE LB, X T5 A PR BRIS R UL, 24 A4 S 5 () U A ] ff AR G 1T i
SIS A Z B EE S . QSRR R SEAS R M 307 1 T — 1 HR AR B )t LE A R 2 45 B %
I 2FATHE S BTN — A4 BT RS, B - FRATTAT DAAE A b 28 1A AR TR S (A28 — A
AR ARG & PR DR A P BB TSR 35 IS L (A28 — (AN AR S5 G AR R 1y ] R 5
PR B IS FUR ORI Y . 45 2, WSRRIA R AR H BLED I 1R AR = TR S AR CRIB 4R
AU IEN A IR T B2 DTG5 ) B AFRAT 98T 5 TR b R A 45508 A E A G E &
BRI AT e AR S R LU RGE I A WE 7 X T S n] 5, 4 PR AR A U FR AT Rz A
DORERY LS, B : RS BRI HEE 10 R A AL IR A L S — A BRI E SRR 77 (TR

(D Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge Cannot Be Lucky”, in: Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2" edition, Matth-
ias Steup, John Turri and Ernest Sosa eds., MA: John Wiley & Sons, 2014, p. 157.

2 Duncan Prichard, “Knowledge Cannot Be Lucky”, in: Contemporary Debates in Epistemology, 2™ edition, Matth-
ias Steup, John Turri and Ernest Sosa eds., MA: John Wiley & Sons, 2014, p. 157.
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MTEAPIA XA ELE M0 15? 2P R E R o FRATTECIE Y ELRE I ) fBLF B2 X AR Y - FE4RIT
T RETE S, B BRI A I 7 SR A AR AR AR S AN SR B TS SE PR R ke . 4%
7, X IR, FEX SERT R b, 55— Cr A AR SR gk B Al 32 S0 A AR AR 5 A
O BRSO —(F 2 BRI 17, ORI SE nl RE TSR | SR v 2 R S5 S AR T B St
T sEBRef R Sl A T AR B, TR TH AT DU S — S R AR KR S ——E X X
b S R AR X S ] RETE SR R AR SR S K IE AT U B o M 58 A AR,
FeA ] L 1 S RE A BRAR L PRA PE T B R RO TS B0, AR R . A e — R0 G F AR R A A s B0 T (i,
TIHFREFAMAREC A+ AHIE RS A TR E R, TRV 5 TR T A W2+
INEL (AR S B U R SR B BRI 2™, S48, 5 0 A SRR D e AR ok
RS R AR R A A5 A 2B

(ELR: 38 BT P LA Hh A Uik al DL T PR 7 e T i 5 « B — Mg B B B fEC T
RIGE A RN A A AT B A I 7R AR AT BEED R B R AL R ARG, (R XA B 4 5 2
APEAYA RSO L= 58 R A UESE 5 25 b e R A B A AR A A G U 7 , TR ik — 297
Iy EFE R A AR B D0 (RS B ) AN KA S H LAY, DRI 8 m R T Ft I e g B S SR A, S ol
LI AT 50 BA PR A A R (EUR:, XA A AT B0 S o ok S L TE A TR AT T B 2 s Y
AT AR, 0 AN T (e 5 — A ) OGBS & ) il RE T PO AR 1) ik
JERETT Y ; FUEA DAY REUR « 7R 45 F O LEBR A R AT B R , A5 58— S A A5 &R R
o] RETHE P AR TIRLEAE A — A A AR & By nT e 5, S5 B B S 55 B0 (el B
TEIL) o A UL, FATHIE TR 25 e , S IRy , FATAT LASE O 7 BB — AR R AT fig
TS5 B — AnA I R T RE T A RO RO HER o AEX R AR, FRATATFAKIA,
PR LIRS | SO B U A T IR SR DAY TR AT, AR BEATAnT 525 A4 2 b IS , X
SCE A SR TF PIRL N FAAH SAR A& DA (B ] RETHE J 2 18] 88 A it i A SR IR A 25 5 BRAY i BRI
HAEBAA— PR BITER (ad hoc) Ui o

RIVEIE — 25, AN FRSR IR OCTT SR R R A4 TR AL, AR I H X oo 22 P B E 1 45 TL SRS
H R B PAFE Y BEE PRIE o J0n SR B A R 10 45 TSRS P s o 9 O TR R AURSE IO A R JEE ™ A LB
M — B IX — EE AT BRIt 2 e B B A S T 1K — LS SRS A RIS e e
—HU . A TR A R KRS, ) B S FEA T AR UGN BT S PR SRR ) 2R PR A < A RAR S A R RETHE 52K
U T BSR4 AP A RS R KBS I AN RE A A o 3 LA 2 Il 5t ) M1 S I — 2R AR A AR B A Ip
F(the antecedent) FIJF 1 (the consequent) Z[RIIEF o FLARUIA , 14 M A P 75 20 B AU 1Y) L
o B U, J AT 5 AR il 1 140 XU 757 T L 22 B TR o A ] E T 5 5 B St 5 2 ] B g )
T o 1240 B PR AR ST LT T2 001 A8 P AR 2 AT, S BRoR URE TE B e X T4 —
ROAF AR, th T HEORER B4 1077 AR A AR it (IRE 5 2 S — D0 AR 2t
SRR s E 2 W B T AR AR TRA], S — oA AR SRR S AR Y, I, AR
R R AU 2 AN T B 22 B, T ] DA K B O T RE T AT T BRSE T B o TR 28 A i AR
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Ui, IRACHGE R AR R SE B A TE— R AN S R AR RSO0 A2 B, A IXke 56—
PO ERAA AT EA R IR . XIS 55 A0 ERAIE SRS A1, 5 Z AR B
DR A XU DU T AR 2, i A, BERS A5 35 2 DA M DGR G R 0 P B T LB g St ik
SRRV . IXAE R, T A PEAESE BRI R 7 2 R KRS ) Lo A T A DAY IR , I s e 1 2%
HIFS R E Z BB o AHE R B, % BEA R A AR SC e A — R BRI E—— R B R S — A A
EARPEATIHE R AP RE 7R 1 A RF2E — (0 AR 0 R T RE T S B Sttt 5 e (5
S, X BRI S SR B E e 7 QNSRS TR AR A A AR OGRS R 7T g
THFRVERY I 2, XS A SO EI R , T ELATEERE UE R IREE s ISR IXFh - ST Je 4 (BT X2 —
PEA AR ) RS AF AR S A5 & o B T RE T F LR LE (A5 HAH OG5 & o LAY n] RE LS S 4 i
PR F A A LELS A B i ATy

AT B A PR AP LA AR S e RS v AR 5 R XU 1o A ol M s 22 ) el T A2 24 4 5
o YRR SR SEMERE 0 S I T oA T, FAT AR — i s B 0 U Rk AR =2 ] B
DOl o s 2, Bl 12 CA BB A 8 ) FHRESR Y 75 2R BRARR I R DR 1) AR , sl A I s o i e i
o — FURIE S PR AR IR TR ATRAE R P RO SR B BUR DR AOHER, Je T i) A
AR H B 0 XU 1o T AH DI IR S P 2 XUR: ™ VB o A SR & A 2 BT R B 5 AT
SR — i E PR G T ] fE A LS A AR R B O R A Ry e , RATESE X I TAEZ )5
FATA REPRAUERT AR ML 1 DX R 5 e — 2

it B FE 2 FE S USRI BIS AU S A B R A FIUE S X LU, —Fh i b4 HY
FABI R - A5 S A U B TR AL B SEXERETIN ORI T8 & 2 e MEEE ) S A B IS, i — FLRERE
5 I EIAL B SRS A i — A RGeS 0 25 AP RIARE (2 —) , A TR AR A5 SR 24
PEBRIE T B A A W SRS R IR R B — b ORI T3 S A U B T ) S B 3 B
Jito B4 T RS, FRE B RF-A BRFIWE R A 5E . JRATRET HR B — Rl A Rom A
FE & 02 AV B A DO SE M BRI B8 427

Z R ETESHNREMERN—MEEBEULATR

TEAG &% AV P RE TR ELAE AR DR ST — [ L, R BEAS PRI 5 Ar 81, ik 2= /0 IR AN
I LS FIW . 25— BRI R SRR 7R AR S e PR B AR A 1 BRIE PRI , N P 22 4Pk Hile
Tovk B MR RS, FAR R A e T o8 - 22 v PHR (Mark McEvoy) o 4% B2 T PR B AR , 35 B 4
TSR R TT SR AR, AR 71 H 3 B P & 22 G PR B S I FH SR 1 2 I, i
Hid Ui E &2 e e AR B R — R ok & NIl B EE . 7RI T8 L, 22 va PR i 3 [l Sz B 45

O WMEEEFEN NG X —REHFFFERNBREGIR, BAREFEERNR", TEHFERL, HER
FRATE A 40 T 0 B, 5h 7T AR AR X BB R 2 AE T 0 R SRR 0 R AT B B A R A R
A EARECHANMERATRE WL MEEFNFRRRET — M T IEA K &OCHERL B8R
", EREAEX L, X BN EAAmE R,
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W, A TR R I S 2T EIA AR B A ‘Iﬁaﬂaﬁ(lndefenmble)

T3PS IRy A5 S A PR B T LLE 5 SR R B A 25 B 1 7 2R AL BN R DR
SN, R RP T 1 A URR - BRI (William P, Alston)® 5% « BFEEE% 2 1 (Juan Comesania)®
S5 R IRRLBEER R B (5 S IS A5 A SRR B B IDE B SR R A B 15 e 2 P
AT DR AT b R SRS, e BRSCRP R, M5 T OC TR AUn] St & BRI BER B 2 )5 40
“HRARARIE A RO B A S [ T A A R R AR SRS 2 S A AN AR
IR AN A I AR, 8 T 40 8 38— N AR R AR — 3 A TR I sl b il B
KR —iK” Z 5 S — DN R AR SRR . e BB S JE 0 A A%, 5 B
AHSCAAAE AR Y LA, RIS AR A H R AR AR 52 P 245 B R ARt o TR S T R, 5
FARBIAF A AT DASEARE S A A5 R T O T 2 MR A X L#—ﬂ%, A S eI 5%
PEAERARGS A BES B SR 0] DL 45 FRATT S 4R AR T Fu g SR

AR SCIANTE ] IR PR S SR, G, f%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ%u B M BV A R S Y 2 T
AN R R A R A SRS IS 2 0 R UL, 78 T A DGR BR R 2 i, 5 A ) {5 A e A MR B 2 T LA
OB SEMERR Y . LR, B A TR A (5 & A MR T NG 20 B s & 18 AR X AR I B B
AT AR DR SR, 05 2, AT AT AT B 0 15 & e A P BAS PN A FA s H — b o 0
JEHAR TS, ©

UM ST | I A e A P A R SR, 1 B 1) — 2D Rt 2 0 o A DG T B HE AL S
TSR Z ] B RE S, i, FRATT B 2 75 B 0 WP 2 ] Bt 5t I 0 St AL (ARG ) 2300 o 7 LAt ZE )
o FRATTH A E () — NS B RGR A nT RE T B, SRS PRI — 1T RE TH B P TRl AR DG i 32 A4
B (ARAERSXMERIETE b, T 29 A K i nl Re it A Z5 2 5 215 2 W B Ef
ANJE—A 2 (7 FLX 4L A] BE I AR PR LR K)o it AH S5 48 1 T RE T sk 4 % 42
FAT T BEFRUAT AU AR SR P A A DA 24

SN B ARAUSUR A A O R S i AR AR A — IR L T RS A SR — (54

WEOR SEMERI ) 5t AR BOE  BUEFE— S A R IS sl —2ES2 i T n EK%;E?e(mE~/\$&j:E’\JE%
B0, o A — sk S IR A — kR S AR R Un, FOR T2 R R (n-1)/n. BT

D # W Mark McEvoy, “The Lottery Puzzle and Prichard’s Safety Analysis of Knowledge”, Journal of Philosophi-
cal Research, Vol. 34, 2009, pp. 7~20;Mark McEvoy, “Safety, the Lottery Puzzle and Misprinted Lottery Re-
sults”, Journal of Philosophical Research, Vol. 34, 2009, pp. 47 ~49,

@ % W William P. Alston, “An Internalist Externalism”, Synthese, Vol. 74, No. 3, 1988, pp. 265~ 283; William
P. Alston, “How to Think about Reliability”, Philosophical Topics, Vol. 23, No. 1, 1995, pp. 1~29,

® % W, Juan Comesafia,“Unsafe Knowledge”, Synthese, Vol. 146, No. 3, 2005, pp. 395 ~404; “Knowledge and Sub-
junctive Conditionals”, Philosophy Compass, Vol. 2, No. 6, 2007, pp. 781 ~791; “What Lottery Problem for Re-
liablism?”, Pacific Philosophical Quarterly, Vol. 90, No. 1, 2009, pp. 1~20; “Evidentialist Reliabilism”, Nots,
Vol. 44, No. 4, 2010, pp. 571 ~600; “Reliabilism”, in: The Routledge Companion to Epistemology, Sven Ber-
necker and Duncan Pritchard eds., New York: Routledge Publishing, 2011, pp. 176 ~ 186,

@ Juan Comesana, “Reliabilism”, in: The Routledge Companion to Epistemology, Sven Bernecker and Duncan
Pritchard eds., New York: Routledge Publishing, 2011, p. 184.

® 4 RAL TG JE T K s ALK — 0 E B 1Y (quantitative) R 7 %, A8 4 A SURE A 77 % ) 7 DA AL 1E € 1 89 (qual-

itative) o
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X R IA, WPAL O AR B AR B E S (R, AR R A R A i) I, FRATT75 25 2[RI
o n A ATREIE S, Horh g — S T REIE AR T — KA E RO EZ PR BN .t TR — OB SEMEE
AR A BT AR R, DRIMGX 20 n A R S50 25 ) <6 8 M e 2 8 T A BRSC T SO [0, DA ) S5
[ =01 ) M e T R T e < 1 [ S R S R M
H T3 n A AT BE T SRS RS T BUS S, PR, 3 A a1 R S 22 2R 1F DA
F—ROAR ERBE S, T E B AR AR a DT BEH A TE D0 , AT R A BE S R S AR oy
i BRI —VE . FERXFMFOCT , HA AR A A SRR AR S b AR AR X — R AR 5 1 C B
SRR G S A4 n S AT REIE SIS D L 5 — AN BB E A R 2 ey, ARV, X n 0]
REME A A — A AT TS Ak M F rp AR R R — A BRI R T o il TASGA R LR
HRIE R R 5 SRR AR X — 1R B BRS8NI AR I AR A SRR S BEA h R —
Fa AR ATRETE A R .l T X — AT RE T B R T A n—1 A T RE T BB I AT N i i,
PRI AN T RE T 5 78 MO B AR SR U] T S — A R B DG (5 & A L 42
UFA T M2 A7 0 A I, 3 MO SEMERE Y 7 S B0E , A7 275 R 4R TSt L
LOREREAR AT Z [ A5 AR, LA SO R AR AR S Al RELEE FLAGHEAT . $ ORSEMEIIY ) 5 i€
FATARIAA AR ATHE AR 545 B TSI AEA Al B, Xl TR 7 2 ] g S b i 4RI HE R
BRI SR AR T HIEH AR S S M, W2 UL, 71X L8 n] R rpHRACAGHRIE B T 3R
M7 T AR AR A SRS 5 T2 T AR R, FA Tl 5 2N, AR AR IE ) B 1R 1 R RE T AR TR
HRARER A FH DR S P 2 S mT BE T SR B S O e . SR RA TR 28 A A%
HEARSC AT E TS A (07 B s Z A B ) — 2R A% DAL o S HR AR A ) R A P S A R % - e
KRBTSRI — R B T AR ARAGE A R[5 BB ER 28 T RO S R
VR, AT RE I AR AT AR 0 28 (ZE ) %o (P ) T RE TS, 73000 Al RE T At rh 4 2 m]— 5 1
HIREER T, TRREIO AT RETHE J DX 3T R B AR AE IR 4B H(5 RIER 5 70 5 2, e P Y —
ASTTRETH B PR ARMET HHGE ) PR S S, 7RSS — AT RE I S b U RS R s A G fF R,
TR AR AR AT A5 B ATFENE , FA TR Z2HRIO0 AT RTINS 20KE fir 2 TR Bt 5 s 3 i o
B MRS TR @I T o ARk, al BRI A0 5 ] LURE R 18 12K
WH (DAL R TROAE; )ATHRAHEANTRYERw,, ~w', -w, 27K
RXTEISHERR--FiIFTHVEFL - Fn SR ERL-FHH MHAES - R R PHE
WERMBETHEZFLT D QA THXERGTRYERw", w”, w2 HREKTH I
THERR-FITHEFR - Fn T WERR-ERH, MEAE DT F PRI E R

@ o BB X — T i R R A MK R M F R EEWER, FL L BEX — TR d b Em
RESHBEZITHE, NRAE RPN K G LT XA -1 #5852, AT DUEAE X 15 8 60 Rl AR §
FWHEME B, XHF K, B RORREEETRYFARE LM AHMHE, B2, B THRENHE
HY X 2 IF A 5250 40 0 v A IR A SC B A0 32 SR T R MY B Ay R B — M e BOHLRE T E SRy R, H Ak
A HE R R T A AR IR TR R
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A1 TheERo A E

WAETHEFEEEY (MUK T EUUETE T RBRATHATRHRY R G I LR 55
By b AR AR E AR T A KR B A T AR R I ST R e BB B O o, AP 4K I AR IR
WEW MR GH L RNEF ", AR < S E LI RAENENEEEZ TR
Z A X, st 2, TR BN E RUE, b T IR A R IR R JE o, B, AR B AR 4K
EHRE T HXEENT MR — AR AR RN T R EF A EHR,
ANECE, TR G 3 S R 2 18] B R B R OR B A o B A Je ) AL ME T B A R AR A
G vk IR A S0 T AR, ©
5L, FRATIT L KB, BV AR AR ACHRGE 19 T SRR AT R SR R MR F AR
AN AR A AT SR 24 o i BRA SO — B 430G T30 A 7 20 1 1) 22 4 {5 A i B RAE
PEHIAH AT A i 75 225 SR SR IR L 430 (1 T AR 5 (I IR 3R T RE TR 5 ) o 3XRE—of X148 — A
NHT AR, b SR B SR AT ) 7 VA A AR i v] R 5 (7 T P9 BRI L i AR e m Bt AL ) 4k 2
TEBUAH DGR AR, i i B M AR L o 305 2, ZEAR S0 1t (R S0 A rh 2 (R &3 1 vl Rt A
3 3 B AR N RO S S AN T H QR S X —(F B R IH S EA R A v] RE S h e i A

O AR JE bR R0 S IR AT AR B U — AR R A LR By B R LR AE, B O e R R A B R
A2 Ao B AE B A v AL T T B AL A B F A S A S 0 R R B e L, AT R I K R A
BRETHEFTAULEENEGELEREAZ RN, Ol WHKFHETEELALEGZHE AN T
3T EE AR A AN B F A F R BT IUR B R A SN T e A HE A AR e AR A
AR Y RS A IR B R R AN T Y R EERIN SR, Xk, TR RhEA2 20
—HRIXXNAS, T, XERXABHEXSRAEAMEAHXE LN TRIERSHERAHXELHT
M FARE THL R NES, BTHERTERES, B 1LREERS RMKEE NS E 7 A TR 50
LR 2 P AU

@ A XA BRI 5 — AT 0 T 0 AR e (T AT AT R R G I S R A A UM R e A O AT R R G A
HREEFWER, FA(EDEMA L) H A W A48 i oz 6y 22 F 7 f 7 5 20508 5o 00 e A A o5 7T
R ek B T _E A A LM (the nomological similaﬁty)%ﬂf}@?fi_tﬁ]'ﬂ LM (the phenomenal similarity) . %
X B A A — AT RS MY R (BN LHe T2 .
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AR LA A s TR A R S T A SR A AT RE S0, ol THRARIE AR GE 1A OGAR B, It 2xid aod B 32
RARAHE BEMARSE A AR T, X — (& Dl RE A P v o S & . B2, X T 1A
T 5 T N ER IR ] L AT R T SR, 28 — LA FE T aod B AR AR Al R S b A BT A
R SRR LAY, P, 28 AU R AR AR 2 0l A2 e MR PR Y, RERE RO R kA ] —
B 2% AR R AN AR DG A5 8 15 22 A AU A7 T A PR [ J L g mT B
I, BT — 77 1T AT LA R SR O TR AR AT AR P B 1 S BOE M ABERA , 55 —J7 L ol A4S 5 B A 1
KT ARV A B8 X — LW DUBES o bl L, $2 HR P 1 s )l E SR AHRA 45 AL, FATTmT
DS BB AR et B 50 A P A AR S B B U

25 LA AR B AT BE T A5 BT SR, BT 5 4 n] LA AT PR B A S BT b S g DR S
A, ARG, AT BE IS AH AT SRy T AE— 25 HIR AR, 58 — A A AR B {5 A o i S L s —
ROANH FRRE S 2 A IR X AL RS SR L R PEFEA T IR I, (AT R 2O AL
THFRA S LA RTRERES . Ak sl n] GRS b A7 AR — AT RETE B A A R o — A
PREGRZER 2T K IH R SR T AR R X — (5 B A © R SR BA h 2 X — (R & i A
XASATRET SR, i THRAKIHIERRGE 1 2R SR80S0, 28 A DA 2 e i (] e AR BT A
H O BRI TPk —(E SR IHE LAY . T — ] RE A28 — RA N R A5 & ik,
[[F5 L P a9 o1 B =% N I P Fi R SRS N G ke 28 7 P BC AT it VA ST Y NTTR= I R Y VAR R A B2 N
Jol L B A R B S R AR A R LAY ), P FATT AT DA BEMB A B, 26— R0A I A ARG
NN S VRIS S UN:UE S PR i e

AR SCHIT R M) A DR A BEAT A B A0 A A 2 S B MR P BT IR B R B AR AL O AL SR, T
SRR TEHATEC T L AESHIE A BRI, IERAEX RSP, AR SO B J7 S 58 IE
TR SEME AN 2 I 5 5 R 2 Ve B 5 5 S M U BE B 1 e ok 3l , il 5 B A =)
SR AT BRI, (5 SR 2 e EEe ] LR G A SO R SERE . HAh , A T 20 F AR
DR ET X5 RE S 01 PR A FIR 14 7P R SRS, 30 T L2 Ay B 28 29 i L 7 R0 T A R0 R KRS 1) 5
BRI DG TR AT BE TS A A DG B SR A 1 e P BB AE  OC TAIAREZS (epistemic modality ) 5
GEFROMER (A1) Z B3 2 S ) S 25— AR 9 T 2 HIE A 19 IS T skdle it — b AT BRI R 1 W 114
ittt

W NE: REESTAENME(NRZEESANMESEHRNITIEHE)

T BLAPEAE 2 R SIS IHERL |, SC T2 B RS KU A B A58 ]  S5C T-RH DG m] RETHE S B HAH G
ISR A I P L A AR DG TINS5 TR BER (00 A) Z A& 22 5 i UG A AR AT R Ay
A, LR AR 3 Y 56 TR SRR R A R S5 0, D F AT AR A B 5 M SR ) L. AEAS S T Y
KT BB Jm B SEAS R 5 RN ZE R HEZL T, FRATT AT LS e b B R 25 P A A PR BT, L 22 ]
A e oAy 3 B A GRS S 3 T 1 A S SR AN R PR BT 5 2 it — b B 95 8 A A 2 (charitable  interpreta-
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tion) o PN, 8 BRAELE UL (T 5 — CLN N AR OGS S 5y th At 1 22 BITf W - X T8 —A>
IR YL, HEOZ BRI 1977 SR A AR IR 2 38— i BB E S iy 1 " H & RN
A AR BB BN, AT DA RE 23 BV 0 5 MK e R KA 3 i 1 0y R A AR 2 S
HOWH— RN E AR E SRR s BT R B2 - R ER J7 SR A AN )™ 2 B T L
CHRBOR SRR S AN R T RS A B 2 SR R AR SO SRS RS SR, b AR R T T
e AL (the principle of charitable interpretation) W87 FA LT FEAS A T4 (1 58 28V 152 0K
W, o 3 — [l AR A AR XE 2 1 AT TR o B, S RA IR 1 S T T RE I i HE A 07 2 s, 3T
S0 AT LA LB G2 ) A A A R PR B A TR IX — IBTE 1o LR UL, 3 A PR I — W T LA R
N AR FERZ ZE AR (A1) B AR R IR AMEEAR 50 — S = AR AR o R T RELE 5 (B, 721X
AT REHE SR S — O ARS8 1) BT HAR S h R B T RE I BT 5, Jf AN By B S 3
W, 5 2, BT A AT RE T 55 A ] B T 5 — A ) S5 B g i S St B, DA, S — A i 2
PREGFI SR S RARA S B o TEIXMRRE T , AR P S F R RE) RS b B AR G 35 R el
Gl Z B AHERE 0 T HARSCIE Wi — Bl e 22 1 g 3 2 A E VIS T4 7 A (viable) o

B LA MRS, AT &L 1 JR /i ) — 40 1 ey il RE T 5 1) A7 Jeyade P s Pk o Bl TR AL T
R 22 A SR AT SEVERY D7 VA ——FTiE 22tk AT SEPE SRS a0 H B, 5 2 A G T fiE
TH 5755 B S SR 22 T B = L AT PR B o 5 2 AR SRR A A~ A S A A2 S A IR G
RS2 W T Al SRR S X — WA BT L S R A 2 40T T IS S A S 4 ] i S AR
SR, Rk AHSC AT RE T F 5 IS T 52 6] B S BB AR IE S A A RIS UE B

I3 —AMEAFE B2, A OR300 S WA DX DA RIS 25 5 M 3R 2 ] O s 22 S 2 3
T HWBIE R 4R o R SEXERIAY A 5 mT LU PR AN T RO ML TRV - AR AR /Y v SE i S5
SRR B RT D s BRI AT AR, (HIX I AR TSR AR B 45 () TR 22 i
P B ) S DA RIS 2 T P05 T P , TR S e 2 B R A R DU 2 S e 1 T~ i S i (T
RETHE ) Z5HGRAAIE , 38 Z 1) 1 22 S A 2 v Lo O sy o T ik — B, AT Tl A — 25 % g
FIEI A A ST L2487 (metaphysical modality ) 22 [8] FAES X 3o 24108, FRATTAT LK R 52
AR AT AW g — I i L 2 18 %) 20 ) 3ok A 220 i ) B AT A 0] DL e R i AR B A ry 77 23R
P WU UL, AR n RS A — KT LU IR 2000 TAE B — TR SR, P R iR o 1/
n, AHREIHEAR A (n=1)/n , B4 IR EOFAZORBA T i 2560 1077 R TERB LM, X 815
B TER AN AL 1 B S 1) RS R AT RN , PRHO 58 A0 AR A0 , Rl A B S8 it
AASAR B RN FARIHZE AT FH Y (epistemically available) o (A5 R AN 4R 408 /2 45 i 5 1 1)
A, FA T AT AN 1 2250 (477 AL R NG AR SRS , BE A BEFI WA SR AR A T 5 fEX A
RS EE, S AN B IRAEA I AL (epistemic status) IR T —M0ARI Bk, B2, —HERE
AHSCHE & Z ] A8 S5 D331, AT T RE A8 S b B, ROV m] DUR ARG 5, A B B A i 75 XA
ROATFEPEFEAT A FIUERT , XA IR 5 U AR B AR BEARR RIS 15 e RAEA (A ) fEME & LAY
KESR
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1L, T3R8 B, T 220 A R ] S B S 852 25 R0 3 B LSRR 8 RT RE T S ) 4544 22
HE, AR —Fh AL AR 27 o0 M J2= T T HAREE , T A8 SSRGS B0t A Al L, 28 R O
BEMPCEEZ 5 il A —E e RYE R AR BT 58 BAATR 6 TR DRl St A, A 19 A —
FSE TSR ME S B AOEHR o 7Rk SE & O, FAT TR I AR T AR ali i {5 78 () = 4l
BRI , R B ENE” AR S S R i R AR SN N B AR 2R A S A (EOF AR
WRETEZH ESE A TTRE A RIPWE TR R A A A — AR T B, N 2 5 T
HR AR S 52 2Z AR 2 R AL 1 S 5 SR I IR AU M I B SR LAY SE B (co—presence) KR ™, 45
Ao T S EOAE A XA R b 2 0 A S S S 2 ) A B B 9T R (designpurpose ) B o o3
SN AT AR — PP EE B TR, HEMS B0 A E T8 R AR SC R 2 ANl AR 52 TR SR 94X
AN Bl [ R g PR H A A 2 A OC AR Y o ARBIE , S of SR AR ) o M e 5 A L b X Rz A
VEPC T RIS A A S B Hh S B BRI PE R TR 2URR A o AR DAY W] RE S A HEAT AR 18 2o T B
A R A — 5 B RS B2 XA R R = A T AR R BE A2 o PRI, i 63 i PR afi ) BRI 70 A
THJZ WS, H S SBUE 2 WA ) AR B . T Se A G ke R i 2
(AR AT AT LA — 7 B 2 L) £ JEE R B, S ZR S 2 P oA AR IS AT T2 N frf 22 A 12
BRI o 2R BIRAE, BR T A SCIE MIAL BRAYRZZE IR A1 AR AR B E SO RIR A2 S ST HIR
AOPREETE (T2 & A DA RIS P B0 253 22 FE R A I LT T v, S S 2R MR e T ik )iz
JOL T he b o W Y o S B B R iy e = A B BB AR SR A A R AN Y SR R 5 R A 1B
P, XRRASHE L BARLE (O Z [FR R ) ol LASE B AT TS A5 HAR AL P SE P9 48 L B 22 53 i SR Y
BIR ] RS BIR , 2 1010 P ATE S ARV RFAE A 2 TR AR DG T AT hl— oo e ) B

E LIRS I — P 82 FRATTAME R B, X Rl LATT I8 825 M B O 18 & NS BOE AE R
Hh R AT B SUAEXS LT 2 AR BR T S ACURIPIE IS L © n] LIRS A7 i A e . e
RN I I IEAE B S DRI ST B T _L 2 U S0 R PR A B VR 2 U )
LT A AT s FEIEFERT 2 M BT v, o 1 8 AT 0 BRI T O S5 A SCIE RSP B 1 5T
TEZIRINTER) LB CR , R S AR R A AR B 58 70 as T UAD e 7 sl b %A 73l S OHAH G
L) PS5 B AT, S 2R S 2 PR oA IS S A/ P 2 AN T 2 - - SR BT 22 S B v 19 T gk
FERARN TS T2 770, SR HAE S B e RO 25 e 07 T, Bl Tl LAGd i S S S 26 ) i prix — 5
TEVBIEIN , G858 78 IR X L (] T [R) A Pl AR R

A X — L, FRATE I w] LUR BT 25 A AR B BAR AR T 2 U T BE . L, B T2
P2z AL (evolution ) ST , FATHT AN S 25 S 26 AF A1 0T I 0 N AR 3R AL (representation ) A
JRCHAEAT 22 W AT, X JCSEAT B T30 AR DI RE -5 TR (consciousness ) DI REAE A Y AL ¥ 51 MR
MG 225, A B T2 5AEY A BE (5 BRIEENE S A AR A eI FT i R E 3

RIEHRE REH
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public interest different from the private interests of civil-law parties, but also divides the public in-
terest into social public interest and national interest. Complying with the substantive rules of reason-
ing for value judgment in civil law, the claimers who assert public interest under certain circumstanc-
es should take the relevant burden of proof. The organizations having the authority to categorize pub-
lic interest should exercise their power cautiously and shall not easily restrict or deny the freedom of
parties in civil law relationships in the name of the protection of public interest.

Keywords: public interest, social public interest, national interest

The Fourfold Root of Moral Responsibility
Yu Fa, Zhu Jing

Abstract: Analysis and investigation on moral responsibility is an important topic of contemporary
philosophy. Contrast to the deep discussion and ongoing progresses on Moral Responsibility problem,
the clarification of Moral Responsibility has lagged behind. By analyzing and clarifying the diversity of
Moral Responsibility in daily language, confusions from different meanings and usages in discussion
can be avoided. What’s more, these more elaborate and comprehensive analyses, with which the logic
relationships between those daily understandings and the philosophical understanding are clear up, can
contribute to further examination on the basic philosophical understanding of Moral Responsibility as
“deservingness”, so as to deal with many philosophical problems respect to moral responsibility in depth.

Keywords: moral responsibility, causation, obligation, capacity, agency

Knowledge and Possible Worlds:
A Case Study on the Epistemological Application of Counterfactual Analysis
Li Qilin

Abstract: This paper purports to present a case study of the epistemological application of coun-
terfactual analysis, which is deemed as an essential methodology in the studies of the nature of knowl-
edge. Pritchard’s solution to the lottery puzzle by appealing to the safety account is compared with
the sensitivity solution. Through an appropriate setting of the structure of the possible worlds for the
relevant counterfactuals in question, I argue that the safety solution isno worse (if not better) than
the sensitivity one. The view presented in this paper can help us in realizing the crucial distinction
between the concepts of epistemic modality and probability, which in turn sheds lights upon the rele-
vant discussion of the philosophical problems.

Keywords: safety, sensitivity, epistemic modality, counterfactuals, epistemology

Poetry and “the People Are My Brothers and I Share the Life of All Creatures”
—the Poetic Spirit of Chinese Traditional Aesthetic
Han Jingtai

Abstract: Contemporary aesthetic education of Chinese cultural confidence depends on the spirit’
s exploration and expound of Chinese traditional culture. The most vivid spiritual practice form is the
combination of the humanistic care and poetry. Therefore, as seeking thought principle and practice
principle at the same time consider, the paper will discuss three theses as follows: firstly, through de-
scribing the pictures when we look at and soaring our mind freely in order to manifest the genera-
tion principle of Chinese poetry. Secondly, through discriminating the interactive relationship between
the original Confucianism’s Saint’s personalities of helping the public by bestowing liberally and the
original Taoism’s humanism idea of understanding forget each other in the world in order to illumi-
nate the highest realm “the people are my brothers and T share the life of all creatures”. Thirdly, re-
searching the Chinese practice model of “human, poetic dwelling” put forward by western philoso-
phers in order to discuss the key issues with respect to the aesthetic education of Chinese cultural
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