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TR BT 2 G, PRI R R/ VAN 1) I AR AR . PRI X — il B R A B A

PO GG NGRS AT IR B[R R . AR IAIR

WV MR A PARE T SCIR R R £E BR3Pk

T FRATTAL AR Bl B Al R DRV ST 37 oK BB BRI — i, PRSI b F) (R T SCR I, IR LA S 5 S
MEE T SCSRBOR R R, RESAERNE b RGR 3 ORI iy, FRATE SE B R PR SR VA g HE AT AT g o PRI
&t B AR AR R I AR 2 2 R R, 58 AN BE O DR R A AR R B, (EE 0 R AT S B P HE HES
B A RO . it PRIEEENR B T SRR, IR AR P A AR RIS RIS TR B RER
KR RRFE; R BRI JatEEE G k5

FESES: Bl42

HERFRIRAS: A
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HAEE - PRIELARE AR —H
“CNRIE”, BEARR BT GRS, EFL L
E IR TR AR 2 1) — AT A PLTE s
SRR SRRl R CURR B SRRGRE Y), ikt
PRI I IR 3% — ol B PR 2 B DR AR, i 2
MBI TR SR, BRI RAT 5% « R A S
WS RS 57 W AR AR 2 5,
ATVAEAEHE P 24 SR AT AR 7] FUE 1 A2 A RE 17,
HIA SR SRR i BEAE S R - R RIE B R At
W, UBOXMEEEATILSOE R . SR, JEAREE
P (BINAS A F P S (S D) oW P S NS B R XL
HERRAE AR R B e AT S Ay, (HREZRE
1B, PRI A AR, AR5 R
BB I 2 PRIBEA A SR WA 51X [
e ? A SORF B VEAEIRUERR B, X AR5 ] R DA TR
WAL LPAERA Ll 21 & 7RIS R/
VAN AT, ™ BTG T BRATTR AR TR ) S5
L HRZ B RE VIR SC R .

s MR BRI 2GR
BEBE A oA T+

R, NIRRT TS R B VAR IR B e
R R E Ve R RE AR . LR A 45 L

Yeks HER: 2017-02-17; &= HE: 2017-05-18

HEIFFNBARABZANEIREE “BARMLANRR
(naturalized epistemology)” ZHi, M R/RIFLGETIME
GUNIR T2 AT HARR AT AN BB 1 5 — 3
5, MBS b T2 A AR R SR/ VA 490 4 8 B8
PSR W B ERA, AR IE R Y X
L EME 2 —, B RS B ER R B 0 R0 R B
A REETMBEAEER, SNA G N3,
IX A& — P 1) 2 il = X (foundationalism) [ 1A 1%
ik,

AL G IR, BT “PRIEE ) A R R
VRGP RAR PR B P AR AR ) R AR BEAR LR ISR I, M
—HEAERA R E Siciz e oh, RATE A2 17
FEBON G B 5 TRATHIR R G &R, BRI “ I3 4z ”
CRRISE TR ERRENRA, HARAT—ANX R AT [
BATR R LK R« AR R 7 (necessary connection)
B, T — W, R/R URIRE I B E
& U B A L IR REARHEWT) AR TR . ARIBEXS
ZHRWEE, VONBIR “BIRERR” BERA B
SETE, WRAEUERENE, ORI R 55
JRW S5 AT JEE, T DR 45 SR AR A ek S A7 AE AT
DA AR SN Aoy B, ARSI 5 R U AN A 1 45 2R
ML I ANZE S ARART P & DR R 545 H 5 18 i 3K
AT 3 VR AS BE 5 B FRATT & B IR A & SR ) o 6 B
27 (T 1.3.6.11)% PRIFHEEE Il iy 1R Bl ATA0 55 KA

EEEN: RR(1987-), 5, LHHMAN, BERFPELGEE AR, BEPTTA: SMEPEEL, R
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BIfER, IRIEHE SR S WEE. BT ikt
UEBRESRHEWTTS ) “ Rkt ZeAA1L”, BIE “7EL 5
SIATEHEMNE I MEFESEG G, RATEAGE
T H OB B CAE, RATAM A ST
KB FRAT P W 5 0 1 R L8 Ry Bk S 2 Ak
(T 1.3.6.11), #TIZe58 40tk A FEVE R LA

B2, FRANFEAR B HE 1 B g a3 AT ERL SR UE A 4
H, RERKIAARRKRIE NP ERALR, |
“WEHTHEHESGREERTRE —MLEE”
(T 1.3.6.15)F, FRATA G B dATHERL. KRR51T
EHAHBICA R R R “ D RERR” B, R
(custom/habit) fF H T 48 & £ ) — Fp o0 225 )
(psychological propensity), &A1 i AAHAE BRIk &
HEH IS, R X PO 8 Ak A AE T P 0 o A 5
SO, RO —FER I LA B IR 3Z (feeling) BRIE 45
X SEAE E(belieD A, B A [R] T W& 1 ] SR 5 44
(fiction), “TM & /7 IXMPERT, FAME KA RE[R] BAEAT
WIE, KA BEAEEA T ML R 2T A VR E 2
AR L DR 5 2 A7 (T 1.4.7.3)0 IRIEAE A 32 R R
MAGNHER 2 BRMEARSE () R, T AR PL— B
SEIE AR E R &

PUHAE AR LYy, SRR 78 & AR
R IRARIBE PR SR/ VA G B ) 5 T TR S5« PRLEER PR
5t 32 Y (casual skepticism)” 5 “ JH4 A5+ X (inductive
skepticism)” 1), AR [ 4R 32 S A 7 T AL S
N W PREE Y (radical skepticism)” B4E7109)
ettt PRI B AR 3 X7 A R T [ R AR
AR, S nag AT RIS A g R R eE, =
TR MREEE L. Blin, R.J. Fogelin LA, 15
SRMEEIAE R, IERE ST IR 45 R
PRI AR 32 SO TR P i FRAT TR SR/ VA g 2 1 3
PR AE AL, R SE £ U TR 2 B 1 H ARG
B, ok, IXPEIE IR R R AR BIATRAR A
RN A3, DERAS &0 “HRpE Db g S AE PR |
(T 1.4.7.3), 10 “Bg 7 S BEEFRATAME i M A RE
FEATT A EEA RS A 145 HH X AN HERT X FhA GE[E S8
AXMELPUER, B, ERMNAARGE —F, ekl
SEARER, B A7 (EHU 12.2.6). 3k, EEGIAR
W, AT, IRER SRR, —77
[ )5 240 g B A I R I 0 K R BB I IR BE
X5 SR, 17 A 5 ARSI NI IR
XX AR FU R, R (A s )
) JeTe B R R X R SRR EE 3 S I — Pt I A2

M T FFIREFEAN @ 5, PR KR
Y P REEWER Y T — RV T (0“2
BV AR UKL A I g R o T ] P 2 2 AR
] R B AR ST T, BEAH R H A B A I —
a0 T

SR, G0 SR FRATTAN & T 47 ) 1T 2 [ 38 R 54 2
HRARIESS, A2 A I b e R 5 e L ) A A
PRIEFZNTBC CAMIR) B— “RFME” iR bl
FECHE AVRAT B J o G0 SRAR TR A AN 5% o RS / I 4 4 B
FEMER 3 SOARIRE S BRI IR (justification),
[REEZSE YIS = W 1T] 1K= e |21 187907 S T2 2
MM T 1.3.6 ZJaHtFa NI PRBETT AN 2 AR B
HBERF T RIS E—REE R/ T 1.3.11.1
HOLHE B AR R S HE R ) T SRR, BD “RREE T
UEIRHERE” 5 “ARYE T REIRHEWT I HERL 7, IRIEEX AT
MENRREA— CAXNBA? Loh, BEIRIR/
VA FIVR R R AR W58, PRI S An AT BEA o T
SR FH SEIR AR 7 v DU A Al ) N7 2 At i PR gE £
X5 NIERAR X ARl AR ARG 2 T XX 285 A,
—ULE I CLAFR T NMEE AL GOA IR A R IR
T3 0] BRI AS 2, ARATTIA R ARIEGT BRI 44 R R B PR AR
P 5 E A MR X LERRA S 5, ALY
LGRS FNENE S CA B O BRATT G AR E &
BEHED

VE XL G MER = SCARBIR I B, — 223
SRR “ BRI B R, FFIEE PRI
IR FE X MATIAA, IRIESEH E AR SGFAUUYL
B AR GRS AR SR AL IR g PR5E X, it
FEFFIHE — Mo i) B AR SGARIR W g HARMLIA
L (W L. E. Loeb. F. F. Schmitt £5)— %48, 75N
FIRFEENES, FTR—OEERSO NS, HEE
AN DRURI: FR) A W7 B A8 T Vi e el 2 BELAS - AT T3 AT A
ORI AR R AE,  DAAR 0 ) P 2R/
HAPREE T Lo DLEAREMER Loeb MM AN,
il £ B8 B Be B GO BERAE, B E X B RES
(dispositional state) 15 /& tRZ (occurrent state), $2H —
Pl LAFE 2 PN At (a stability-based interpretation) )ik
PWIRTFMTER . Loeb N AIX —JE A MGEH TR E
SR SR WAE T 8 2 S EARIR X 4 ——1E 1
ANATHUAE ) AR SR U AE AR s AL FAR S T
A MEFGHI . AN AAR G0, 1T HoA A DA
AIFEBERAE T 1.4.1 PEAWRE TS BRI 5E
F . Loeb fEARIEAME &ELRH X 70 TN ER, /I



ka 28R MANBUB TSRS B Bk T FAR5E ) 79

VER— P RARAS IS IR 1 B2 DA S S B AR A A T
FOX PR Z FIEMETE RS B E R AR EEIE ST
JEHLH (belief-forming mechanism). FRIEIE T 1.4.1
XoF AR R HE T PR AN T s 45 Y B B S 1) A FRATT0 R SR/
I GAHE L IX — 15 & T8 VL 2 A 1 I AE O (A 2 T
“ArEEASEE” ), mEAEREX AL AT RSN g R ——
HERAR G WAIEREG ST “@aEANE” ). H
FREIRE T HE SR ERHAER, A TE T
14,1 AEHE TARKMEE: L dit. BMiEe, &R
Loeb HIEE, RIETEF] AR —FRITER B 28 £ X
PR AL AH AT B NI PR 3= S Rl

A FEAR TR ] L ) S ol 2 B A R R “
SR SRR 7, B LE 0 R3S 0] 238 Fr) b 22 o B T8
Iy EARBEE AR 50, MRS H
SR Z B HFAE, AAB T ETSIAORBE R L AR
TR e B — N E T AT SER AR, DX — B VR AE R
M b, ARG R TE X R T B SR T A
AN, AR FE SCAPIRFEFFREE BTy 3RA 14
PRI ] 5 N 24 AR AR TE B o AR R 243K, 1T
X B B I A 56 4 B FAR B E AT SCANTE S . Loeb
BT, AR A TR [ 8 A AL T AR
22 BB 2 (amendments), EI7E(E & EX o “Fase
PE” M IEIRTE” X, TR A X AR AN
RAFRER . REVRES “ RSB IA R A0
G (T 1.3.7.5), WifeEtE. HRESESHA
SR IR EARFR7R REAT R AT & IR F AR 507 U I RR
RIEZ, AR PR A B IR RAE 2R X 5.
Ab, BRI ARBE (A R00 B 5 I AR
SRV T E A S 1T (fallibility), BA, TR ER
BlEe R et X 5 OB R L AR M
M, EATTE I EHAT AR Z R R TMEIE . AE
K. Meeker &K, PRIEXT “ HARME B S C
ZIERERY, BRI ] K ) vz 2R
[ PREE 32 SO0 120 H BRATT A R S AT S ER AR, FECN
PEIR) B— “WwrtE” Mgl a, R 5 et
LW R BE S 4 o INTEAE AN B USRI 48
CORBA TR F WG, B ATRAE 5 A R %
FR A MRS 3 SCROE I . 7 (T 1.4.7.11D)7E (N> E)
— 3, ARIE R AEE, IR AP R RIA I R
A PREER)” DA “ B A FRAT T i B R
XE” (A27). BHEUN, RIEZFT LM 7 GA
IR B 5 PR AT IS IR MR &E 32 3, A ) R B VX R
P HEEs. NZE R R/ AN A B2 —

AMNRIS 2 ) B CER AR AL A TRIR IR A H 2R 1L
IR R, PREET SCRISS J & A T e i) i
ANTEE 7R i NGRSEAE DRI 30 IE T [ B2 PR Ak 3 X
APk, Herihve, MBS AR E RIS HESE AR
gD PR R/ VA N HE B A AR P T AL A B JE A
Xt AR TR AL AR S T M 14 2 T 7 R 221 ) B TR X
(AR R M BE S ) SEbL T &M, BRELS
FAEABE R AR I T — A SRR A R E 1M 5
(75 0 o

R PREE T SOAIRIR
FEE M BE T SRR ?

AN, JERIRE (E I A 22 S i — DA
F MRS SCE, AR X —F
AL A 2 A PRI AR L8 K A S D R RR A% K
BIZEREERIRE— BN, BHE 20 AR - B
PR UM AR AT, R A AR T AR
LR TR, AP AR ARG B RS
PREEE L F5K. — A A AR B R R AT A
AL AT AL, (B E A RS BERA TR S
PRBE T 2 FSER R R . AR S AAME 2
R. H. Popkin [ FE, FATAAHERDL, FEAREFTAL KR
SENAR, A ARPRSE EE SO BR FE SOE R B AR
TR ST R IR TR AN, MR R
IRBIEEHL, DUTE3e, 265E, AATIAR AR GBI
MEEE XA BRI SR EBES, UBUREMN
FLAETF IR — AT AR — A BRSO AT 10 AR T 57
Z U, BRI, PRBE S SORAS R AR 2 T AE ()
AES TR, BN i AR ST I ) 3L R fa L S Bk
fillo BEMIAERE LN, MR5BEE USRI I 9% 5N 24X R
BRTE NI 2 IR EE 32 SUAN AR AL e 8 H ok
2B, TR A A T R AR o

81 N2 B IR = Pkl AT IIMERR S ROKL ¥
SOREE, B ERE LT ORI E MR AIN, AT
S B I, IR — R AR NI ERIR A TERE 2
R ORI HATTRER D I RATAR BN A 283 X
WAE R MELETT R, i ESCARINR
FITIASRE, A AT 2, RIS PIER / V40 i)
) B AR AR BE R R BE BT RAE T AR B TT A [ A R R AR
MR AIN T BIRE SCRIBUE,  PLEE Fogelin
SFEHER, RRR BRI RY]: R IR
JAZ I R B U, HOREE ARSI R S A FE R,
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SR, 2B LN, EMORATAL IG5 %8 — AN 3RA T H 8
PRARARIBE ) e 4 5 3L SRIRA AR — i)
FEAE R AR RR R, A PRIEAE RO B IR 3
PRI 2 2 oA RINE 2 AT AR 2 i et Ty
I (B 28 3 ) B B AR A2 At 2 S AR AR AR 2 e 2 [A]
I, D9 AT BEMS T AREAS BOR IE BT A 0 B 2R 32 3,
DAY, PR e 7 5 S T AR« 1% ) AR
FOH RO ARAAE T 5 FRAT T PR SR /A g P 5 T L)
PH 4 [7] B (anti-Skepticism), 1 A B 7E B F A
JEMREE TSI, FRATI AL RETE Sk A Atz F A
R/ . RIBEE S D. F. Norton LA “J5PR4&E 3 X
(post-Skepticism)” T A& “M5EEF X7 KEMARES
ARSI HATIRE I, bl “RIEEE RN~ =
e OFRMAEER, THEDHAEML. BE, &r
MFESE, TR L2 5N K FE 2]
IMSEF X5 R @IXEEPREE 3= U A C A & BT A
R ST AT R OTE LR CUf SR B ) PR 32 ST
B, BN R AR SS, Bl R AT
NFTHRR A SR M i R AR ) 2 il ) 264, 3R
AT B AT 2 B FATT I AR S, G 3 R AT IR B AR
e BILE, 283 0 R AT ] A 1 2 S PR e
SRR E SRR AE NS B RIR 3 SR AT A
I, FRATTE S bR DR AR VA G HE B A DA W] R 2
FEM R X EERARIE R, Al E AR 3 T e
PR HAR RSB T HEFRE . AR B AR F R R
VTSR TS ARRESE AR R DR SR AR R AR A g
HEFR A AR AT, AT FE S b D PRI ) R
BT — FF AT B IR SRS B B o B
FERIR T2 SCHRARTS PRI /IA G HERE A7 25 B85 L e e
M-SR BRI, T RE BRI SR <Ok
TR PRI G SR ) — D) R AR R SR ARk s i HAR
LB YUE SR TATRIE PRV 1SS, AR
WE TGS (T 1.4.1.8)IF, BT LHIBR/HN
HEFR[E SR DR F B EAR SR, (HE AL REH IR
7 “RREAREARGS . UAEAAERE” (T 1.4.1.8), 11 HL
IRESAER—Frpai (IR R BTSN S 2 o “Fr
AXETES(FE R IEE BTGB —Fh B AR
RE,  RELABURIT R () A e 41 20 Bl FE R AS B A= e Bl FE
1B 7 (BHU 5. LM A NANGZ BN AEAE,

&

B TSR N R WS, M) VA B
P E . RIEAE (APER) 26 =% “iRfik” #
REENE S TR IR AR HF . “ R BEPERESR

AR CAFEAATATAT S, BOREIEZEEEM, Arolist
HEWT UG, IXANE RECGEYE) R A REf) L2 EEH,
BT AT I IR BG4 4 Rt 6B 7 (T 2.3.3.4)F i,
FOF—AME IR R BE 5 —AME R, AR 2 HE.
[FIEE, PR 2 SR B AR TGV S 0 B H T AT 20 158
PR S BAME S

UEAh, ARG 10 A 1R 2 5 PR BE 32 S IR
—SEER AR, TR B AR 8, AR A
H R 3 AR e EL R 2R 56 A4 2 T DABRAR ) . 7EAR
WER, HRFFENEGEAREYREANERS
HEL O, RN R A g N A S
SR TR L D HE ) FRATOR T S LB AE I — VI
PREEFENLAEIR A KR B, T K T IR — B
B, 2 205 BAT T e AR AR o e A 1 Ji DR ke A
FIAIERTEACLL FAE” (EHU 7.2.4) WERIRAIUNL 4 38
PEVLTE A BT X —HEER S, AR ATE IR BE P K K
T, FATL SR TG R 1E 2448 PR SR/ VA 404 B2 A AL
Fls MR, RIBAA I — H AR SR UAMN GEAE A2
T G B TR 2 SRR SR, T HLIE R N AR R AR RS, “ A
IR NAERA T LIS BRATE FH, HIERA TR
KA S LB FAR — RPFA I, R
B SR REa,  FRATN A BRI AR B 2 AN
— V) HER =TT BATTHE AN FE dn o] (5 B AT ]
M BUE & T AT E I, A K dn ey i B4 TR A 1
REJ ISR = AT o BATEHE B w2 S %
ik, A1 —UNEsh & ZfF1E” (EHU 5.1.5).
Fovk, BPAEFRATTAE 0% 4 B 4 B o e AT IR/ U9 44 4
B, EEADRET, B EATRUEHE 250 e T,
AAEPLSE R, BT “FRATL B R IR A E 7
B R S R A B R (T 1.4.1.1), FRIRAIEE
FHERPERS 5 5 AL, B AMES AN (W LE . KT
TN 3 B INA B AE 52 o T 25 Hp Al FH DR SR/ 0 4 4
T XA AE AR AN F] o DR AR B 5 1
CERATTMRHACL I SR DRI HE BT HE AR AL S5 5, AAARABLI) &5
SRAHETARAAR SR, 3 e HE BT B A 48 1Y) REE B0 T
BNBAELFRAEE LR, B, RIS B
fHEFEAME RS BRI HER S S R 8, 1
BRI VR AA S B, 7ENA R HAL SN
WA, RUEEE IBRAEE LT, WAk mas. Xt
TN EE RO RIS, WA R AN R Bk
HUBBAG ] A PRAIF P 5, B2 P AT G s 1) SR
1.7 (EHU 5.2.13) 2050 o fh (1 B 48 3= ORI,
AT AR DR SR/ VA g 4 5 B P A 4 T I B B
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SRS SRR SRR, ARIBEFHEAME Fogelin &5
LRI R 2ox NVERE /1 5 B IRAE R, 1515
FHR, ARTE BRI Nk “ —fFE3”
(T 1.4.1.12).

LRI, JE Ve OSBRI BRATTHT T T E
HRLARIEE o) R R AR, B A RE A FRAT T B A T
A FRHBPEAR AR R B 2R 3 S0, B ARG R 1 iR
Bo & LR MTEGOL, Ak, FRATT AT P L/
VA2 6] R P VR IF S5 9 R R R S, (AN TRRD
CREPE” R CRIE R R S AR IR A R
SRR TR, LREAFG N EA T ie2
PUBT I BRGNS I 2, 76 B2 IR 3 SR ER R It T
R — A B . 28—, Bt el ilie
S, BARF U AR AR TR n] ) BRI T —
25 JE REE 32 SR B I HE B . X PR H R AR R L B
D E i e RS B DA [l gk B YR 3 SCHkk 0 7 =T
BER RN PUAER 1) B, G SR e FRATTIEAT IR 2R
AANHERE ) R 2 — e B R/, B4a, 43k
ATAE NG AIZ B ARG e I, SCAne] e ORAUEFRATT R 40 Wi
B HX AT AR R R IEARMN? #t52, &
TREAXT E R 3= S BRI R/ A G HEBE AT B BOTE, A
TS RATIAE S e S FH A X 23 G AR HE B A5 3R Fg 4 R 2
HIATHE RT3 E B AR ) Ny, X — BE XX
UNTYSENEE T P QUL AP WrAEIb I 1S

=L MR BRI R
Ja PREE I S R A B e

ER IR ¥

PRIBLN g B AR I DR RV g A < ERAN I e — ek
7 (T 1.3.8.12), &2 IXFBG 515 BRI 5
TP b NS AN, X SR RERSEE T HR B )
FEiR T CHksE, AEAESRE FALT A SRR K
NI ICEE R B fal . an R R I A REAS B %
FEAT B IV B IR ME, AT TARAERIX 7. T
W T R PP IW AT 2 R G B LR ? IR
PRTEE AR DR SR/ VA A 2 o — o S W0 SR 1 (subjective
necessity) , — Pl I¢ A SR AR AL, T 2% 1) A 4 % G
(emotional projection), K itb—%822E iAo H AR R
A B EARTEM GRS, OREEE—A “HE
P ESCARBIEME 7 (-RR « B /R) B A
B AR IR IR B AR SR UK (AN s =) E AR 50 B R =
1o Ial i, RIS AR E AR 35 SO DR/ VA N HERE A

FRONERME, HZEAE T 1.3.15 Pl s g b 1 A5 R 5
S5 IRAE T 8 SN, G R B AR RN 2
NI —FPABETE &, BRATTI R SR/ U3 4 2 S A0 4]
PRy “ERPE” JRN S EMBEMTOR? 52, &
ATZ A0 R AR AR BE A P v S P g B R M S R R
MR AE B Z R R R 2 EATREE 15 20 H 4
A2

A2 D. Garrett. D. Owen $i i, AR HL P
(R B R M S B RGP T I o AT TIA RIS
JITIE IR ) BRIt R BAR A 0 B 2
(cognitive psychology) &t X b HfE L fn), MAJ2INiR
W HLIE (epistemic normality). A2 AT LLLE# R H)
Wi 2 (A A, B G RATT DA SRS — S SR ) 25 1A B
R B H G, AR ABARMNES /1
F1y >3 45T J5 DU s et 4 e ik R i 01
KPPV AT R SCA P S B . PRI A 3t
COMFRAEARAT I, B8 DAR SR B
— M. HBEREF-ERIEmEZ S 8N, RRA
AT B T R B B J5 A I AR A R e T A HE e B2
T o7 (T 1.3.8.12)IMFE T 1.3.13 it , ARIHEHE 09
(5 I AIE R PERE RS, BIX 0 T I AR Z kR 2D 1)
BRI PN FREE R . IR — SRE, R
T T DR SR AR AR R A 1 R AR I, TS AT A
BRFIRESMEZEAET. FL b, FREEHF
A5E4, REHEH E AR R R AR R <
BN R AT BEMET S SERN “8
SRR KR, X PRI R AR R K /59
R E R, EEEER, EAEREE Sy
A EAF AR IARBMER . BRR RN
THEBATSI BN R, 103 IR AR BRATT 5 B b
SRV T T 257 10 D) SR 00 ) P Sk e A1 428 044 22 £ 21
WHIYE, XA A RIRAIES B T LUSEH T84T
M ERME S, DA AT HEFRAT ), BRI Fh
SN L PR

TEARIEE SR, BRATTX R T g 28 1) 7 2 B
MG EEAE THRAEE: RN REw, R
Ff. SN RFEE, RIEAE T 1.3.12 “RE¥H
RESRAENT” g FRATR B, FRATRE S 0 i 22 5018
WG A IO RSB AR BRTE R 5 il 1z
DR Rt G 2 — RO MR ADURE P S5 T (i B 5 5 5%,
AL TEBRATH R W o BRI « (TERRSA 2T
HOFRAT T A B R pE i 2o g SR AR I UL
AT E B X oA S A LB AN T3 TR, AT Al S AT
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FEAE—JF TP R S256 . 7 (T 1.3.12.7) R AR X R 7
L AT ESR R AR TS B R BIACSKR I 2 5
ATHERE, [HIXP I RE 815 B ) 4 I F R R IE 51
B, FERIMEJZTH,  FRATTAT A R0 (1) A it S FLAE ) Wi S
B o BT S P b se — R T k45 138 )0 (generral Tules)>k
RTEIRA T AR . PRI G X el 3R AT RE
{5 8 RISk, B, 8 A o R
B “ABIRBISRAE” R0 “H RN R, AT RLGI R — 1t
TR R AT, DUEIRA TR HER B ] §E. X
SEIE ) Ty R NG B AR IE N, B ESCRR B R
WAE T 1.3.15 FET 451 8 58 AN . FHdar =2
ST N G T ) R SR RN, TS T S Ak 3
S RTRATT N J2 T ()R

WEARIE,  E AR PR S B i PR 32 SR s
ALY, AR IR A BUH PR ARG TS S
B, 2 00 R SR WA AS FRAT DX DR SR /A gl B 2 0
PR B SV ECATRE . SRTT, AT 3R GIRATL I,
bR e AR TR 15 20 R e BESRIRAT AR N 5
SRR RATHESAT N SAE . B AAE B IR 32 X Pk
Ty AT AIE AP ER A B E A i . DB
R ICATTHE B AT B A A4l 1) F ARG &g 2 2838 AT AR
PRIBEH R BRI, aRIBATHEARE B ME S EFUE
PR PRIV B N RIR I R, B, 4
FRATHE L FH PR SR/ 51 98 HE 35 4 Ak 4fm Jg ST AE AR A
WAL B, B0 T 1.4.1.5-6 FTRWIAREE, HR%E
AR E(skeptical arguments) i iE 2 fEFRAT TS &1 bR
B, DLBHBSERATHHERRAT B o T 243 HE R R/ 544
HES DL TR s e 2 B, FRATE I B2 e K 8l
1), BV B WSS R REH TR B M S,
ARE 2B AR R 2], X AEH A
DAL Je 44 Bk P T A 1) Wi, ASSCRHEL R AT >0 158 1 Tk
R HAZEES) . RIEUL, HIRATLE D RV 9 HERE 1)
YR AW BN ERE )G, FHKRED
AFFETATER I - M, BTk B ME R
B LR AR B AR, s e s FRAT TS B () 4 P
A AN, B ERAT T AN R 58 A HERR B I BRI 5 .

PRIBN R, HIRATTCIE R R4 TN SRR R,
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From epistemology to practical theory:
Hume's problem under the challenge of Pyrrhonism

LUAN Jun
(School of Philosophy, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract: Back to the original context of Hume's philosophy, Hume’s problem (cause and effect/induction problem) is
not only a matter of Epistemology. Hume’s original intention of putting forward this problem is not merely to invite us
to continue the epistemic responses to it. Hume qualified the epistemological philosophy as radical skepticism, which
just means that under the challenge of Pyrrhonism, we must get rid of the pure epistemological position and then rethink
over this problem. Hume, through his naturalism, showed that the essence of the problem is in the sense of
post-skeptical practice, that is, how we can apply causal or inductive inferences in practice when the Pyrrhonism can’t
be avoided in theory. Beside the natural relation of causation, Hume did not reject the philosophical relation of causality;
although the latter can’t lay the foundation of causal/ inductive reasoning, it can make effective norms for our reasoning
activities. Thus, Hume based theory on practice, and made both of them obtain new self-understandings in the sense of
secular enlightenment.

Key Words: Hume’s problem; epistemology; naturalism; post-skepticism; practice and theory
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