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Abstract

There are, among others, four expressions which bear some resemblance to each other though
they are not identical. They are: 'There is.....", ".....exist', '.....is a reality' and '.....is a fact'. The
expression '.....exist' to which the term "existence" is a corresponding noun has some ambiguities:
sometimes it is used to mean 'There is.....", another time to mean '.....is a reality'. The expression
"There is....." is quite popular and sound. Existence in this sense is neutral, that is to say, it has no
particular ontological commitment; it is rather a matter of linguistic decision. From a linguistic point
of view (and from a view-point of formal logic also) we can talk about anything - about physical
objects as well as about numbers and imaginary things). Problems of "ontological commitment" or
"abstract entities" which have recently been widely discussed by logicians like Quine, Carnap etc.
have, in fact, nothing to do with the so interpreted use of (Ex) of the contemporary formal logic.
What is then the linguistic decision of the expression 'There is....."? The expression is used either
1) to make ourselves assured that the thing we are going to state is worth while (minimum
evaluative presupposition or pragmatic motive of our linguistic activities) or 2) to make others pay
attention to and to "assure them" of the fact that the thing they are going to be told is worth while
(appeal to others). The use of 'There is....." is not purely cognitive one; it is rather performatory.
What is said to be existing is what is refered to by "x" in 'There is x.": physical objects, theoretical
constructs, numbers or imaginary things as well - not the existence of these things is said to be
existing. Existence itself, though it has a fact-stating aspect in each particular instance of its use
(like "good" in "good apple" and "good automobile" has its descriptive aspects, in each case in a
different sense), can not be concieved as meaning something like an independent object of our
cognition; only objects of our cognition are the things said to be existing. Nor can we talk of
"existence in general" as an object of ontological arguments because what we can generalize is
nothing but a universality of that assuring activity itself. The concept "Reality" will be interpreted as
meaning "true existence" and thus not as referring to any cognitive object but rather as an
appraisal of a certain kind of things as well as the assurance of its being worth while. The adjective
"true" as appraisal has a role of selecting, according one's own preference, a certain kind of things
as more valuable to talk about than any others. The question of what is reality, therefore, depends
upon one's own preference rather than upon anything cognitive. The expression '.....is a reality' is,
then, a stronger way of ascertsining whatever that is said to be existing than that of merely saying
that there is such a thing. While expressions like 'There is....." or ".....exist' are used to give
assurance of the thing we are going to state, the expression '.....is a fact' is used to mean
something about what is stated already. Hence it bears something cognitive comparable with truth
and falsity of statements. The fact has its structure which is expressed in the common expression
like 'the fact that....". What is, then, the nature of this structure? The situation is very much similar to
the problem Kant had once pointed out when he talked of our experiences being constructed by
some a priori principles. The difference is that we regard these principles not as of an a priori
nature but merely of a linguistic one. The structure of fact is determined by a collaboration both of
the structure of the objects and of that of the language we talk about these objects.
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La5rE, chbohctAebh WS HEEERELT existential quan-
tifier MRS < 2iB B " LRI BAOWKE —H LB, Thi
o NEFETH T LBRLT, “BETH VLRI EOHLBROT T
RUFELEWT X3 b0 ARy LoRBENRIECHEE Ly
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psommchitnEBbhs, S LEAN - RhD " R IRHAL
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MBI N B FE A B O MBI e > CTHERILT OBR/A AR S n@é”\
OMFRR LT 5 Z 2B G. J. Warnock PERLICE D “C*&;é
Bt (dx) DR E LT “...... exist(s)”, “Thereis...... ?  “Something
iS.u0.ee ?  “There is at least something such that...... ”  “There is
at least one entity such that...... ? AL TWATRED, &
NEERRLTRAUERYED LT WP Tl T, kx—EOTHML

1. G. ]J. Warnock: “Metaphysics in Logic” originally appeared in the
“ Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society ” 1950~1951; corrected version in
“ Essays in conceptual analysis” ed. by A. Flew, 1956,
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FHBRCAERSNT D (BT EHES) &5 HERERATHS.
Warnock Btz hiEiir LA existential ‘quantiﬁe‘r' ORIEMY
BMEALTOWSLBRINBThed, RRIECEhORBRIFIHE S
AN R BB < & b HRB & Bbh B BB ERE R
TCRT B e il B ” X AR B L FHUL () ROE oo
55" MERNEER T H L Ty —o0 B iERE linguistic
decision DRJETHS.

ZDOHREHRWT W. van Quine DAY 25 —Rig Ot ffil—
“To be assumed as an entity is, purely and simply, to be reckoned
as the value of a variable.” B\ % “To be is to be in the range of
reference of a pronoun. Pronouns are the basic media of reference;
nouns might better have been named propi'onoun. The variable of
quantification, “something ”, “ nothing ”; “everything ” range over
our whole ontology...... " ——XiREE D54 B R OFAEMRAFIE
W HEE LC— ) DERMNEER DREE LR LL 5 & LERALOM
‘ﬁﬂ’éz’bb?. LaL, oDk 3T TD name % predicate & LTH
otk LTHAEMEIRR-S TV B &1k, AL Quine DMOBHES
BT 5 & WnThd. PlaidchoTit “the extension of ‘ Centaur’
is the empity class” %5 C LIZMROMIBONTED “ —@x)

2. Bertrand Russell DD i3 “ Logic and Ontology ” in the “ Journal
of Philosophy.” April, 1957 IA\TiAS Warnock RRLTWS ) HTOM
KAED BB, Ty A DORBORIIE, i~ 7, “B7, “fE" &
“m L5 B (H1) OHMRE (dy) Tobo LIEKRT S YRR ERR
RS, RENESE LTHVBRBTRES “ b B " IER L LTH

WD DT,
3. Quine (Willard Van Orman): “ From a logical point of view ” p. 13
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Centaur (v)” RETHBHLEX Bﬂfhwg . Warnock © _baiDgscc
RUWTT B8 existential generalization F(y) D (Hx) F(x) o—i4
LT

“Valhalla is mythological.”
iy

“There is an x such that x is mythological ”
FHHTARBLT, H5BARCIBENC, MOBACIRABONEL
BEELTw 2 . ¥72% L Quine 230K D ontological commitment
DALBHH—E Lic LT, ik “But this rule of inferéncg-: leads
from the truth ° (x) (x exists) ’ not only to the true conclusion ‘Europe
exists’ but also to the cdntmversial conclusion ‘God exists’ and the
false conclusion ‘Pegasus exists.’.......” r %35 QLB inhot- s B
7}12. Al 7s HIE true LHE I - ‘Europe exists’ & false X iEX
hi- ‘Pegasus exists’ & b?’i%ﬁﬁ@iﬁb ‘I existence % BFZEERERRY
(20X 5 KHECMERS BOTHBH) L MRT BH O LEAH
REBEBEBCIEDTVDH LR T 2WIMC LTV S,

Max Black & X o>Ci#H & iz Analysis Problem No. 3 © “Does
the logical truth (Hx) (Fx v—Fx) entail that at least one individual
exists?” L % 5 iz Arnold Kapp @ X 5T Sz 7<) , IELX
(Hx) &z 5 HBROFE & “exists)” L% 5 AKTL ORAN» AT S
RANVTHD. AL

4. W. Quine: Methods of Logic. p. 66.

5. G. J. Warnock: §ili8ia3C Flew o p. 79. p. 82.

6. W. Quine: Mathematical Logic. p. 150.

7. Analysis 14 ¢ 1, Oct. 1953. Report on Analysis Problem No. 3 by
Max Black, Also answer (I) by Arnold Kapp. pp. 1—2.
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2b. There exists at least one individual which is either an For
not an F. |

2a’. (dx)(x=x)
~ 2b’. At least one individual exists |
“2a entails 2a’” 1IZBWHCED bhi-HEZORACHKS>THLED
NBA, —J2b Xk LT 2a DIELVFRERTIeV. BIB 2a & 55 Bl
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LRHRREZOPTC—EORBEHAUCHS>THC-BhE—2DBRTH
b, “exist(s)” L & 5 AP HEEORIA L IRABCRLVWELRI T L
Thad. ZLTH LAKEREORC (Hy) LRAMOAFERM L & T5
TebiE, BRI HFERNCHHETHZ “ e 23h B " L5 5 RBNC
NEHIET 5.
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ThH5. BEELLACERNLHEELFR LT 5 OMRT 2 RN
WML bhTws. LALYKR” 25 G (BAThifRe fiEh
X5 L red, Xit rouge, rote L4 LEIFhI 5 LML ETHBI) %
REAL, FREERTHLES ZLBEMBESELTE, 53D
“HE"ERRLXENEFERTHLES 23— 5w5 2L THA
50y, “BFETH?LZIZLRBLTHVEAHVEALFAILL 5 R
BRCEBCH 4 CREBREDR TV B EOTHA 5 2. HIE, BVCTENE
BRI S0 LR UEKRT“ FUWELRSHD " HVX“BHWTERHS”
LESCENERECERINDEA . “HRTELHIT EHLFAU
ISR“HE" LR DOBRBRINTVDEAS I “FV” 2“0k
L % A DRBRIVAB RIS LB TR Uy v I
SWTHBELRRELNTWAB DX L DRBROTWBEA I b, FF
FEEAREL LTRBEND DTV LR Bk v P LURBIC AR S
NTREHETHHN, FEIBETREVLE LTL—EATH 21 OFBEM
HHREBRE VbR TW ARV 3 ELRS.

Bertrand Russell 22 DHERELTHA DO TR E OML BRTWS.
“We say that ‘men exist’ or ‘a man exists’ if the propositional
function ‘x is human’ is sometimes true; ...... ’ ’)'. ZDEZIX, BB
LORELT—EDRENBRASGNDE LXETHARDIX, £DX 57
BERBRONB D CEETSH, LTI LERLTDDTHS. #
EEELLS |

9. Bertrand Russell: Introduction to Mathematical Philosophy. 1919. pp.
171—172.
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F(y) D (@x) F(x)
e BMEREEET S Lol Sy, Reichenbach 0Oy &B %
BUHTHIBIE ¢ Existence is formulated by an operation in- the
object language; its éorresponding expression in th'e'fmetalanguagé
is truth,” L35 22 ThHB. 0L 5 HTBEHEECHED DD
i, BEIREOE, LREMICHMSNBHOLOR, L35 LA
KarLH SEPRS. LrLE OFn’j;%EkB@ LT Reichenbach #F U<
LT\ 5% X 51 proper names DAL
F(x,) = (dx) F(x) Ax=x1)

HBEMRZ L, bIXeHEOENLFELHENCEHTILRS C
LRTEX B ThHAY. Lord, TOMNT Reichenbach ORFEES
fy Ml X1z proper names Z{HA, Hi%, BA% x4, ThHtT5%
® a corresponding thing HHEET 3 X 5 KFBLCRERLOTVWH LKA S
n5. 45 proper names DHITEH SFHEL BB TH 5. Reichenbach
1% ‘Zeus’ DX MEE DAL proper names A>BHERS LTV DA,
F B Napoleon % Zeus 3 i proper names CThoOTHEZX
5 o ik, —f “Ellery Queen” (X proper name i‘*&»%
PF 5 Tl Dh. b LER () HBETHYWOARET % proper names
LS T, FECHEOH,LEMEN DR, KN aEORIT
SR WCTIRRONBFD H O s FFELHiH presuppose LTWAHZ &
7% . X proper names AWE—-oDd D, BlLEMCHIGT B L ED
TLES Lk, HYHLE I BEIBIRTHHZLIIEI ETH
7g\>. “The United States of America” i 48 DMEFATEHY XD
b ok EoTt\5s. “The Alpes” d—2D TR TS

10. Reichenbach: Elements of symbolic logic. p. 90 X ¢* pp. 256 256.
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K OUEZOWEHE LTH>TW5. —iic name words X thhidh
5 ORHHXIL refer 75 X 5 A LB %23 proper names
—ARD name words L Z DAL LRHTHZ LIXEETHS. KL,
R 5b D thing L B5FRIADBIRTHS. PP vIR2T Ly
ERTRWEA . B LE ) LT5ebIEIRHEER fiction #FKi>T
proper names | proper names T/t 7/t5. “HEHif ” (X proper name
TRBEVDREAS I, “FEHL” 1T proper name T\ DIEAS5 I, X
D BB T, W55 sk refer 5% 5 CERATB 28
kB ELE, F(3) D @0 F () & Flx)= @) F@).(r=x) & ORI
B AEBOEROMRAIIRE LR D EBERTH D, KKROFED
L ORBOEHOBICR V- CHEL DL DTHS. WKHFEC
155 Y trDRBHBRRIBCERD N BB TR EVHTTH5TH
5. R Reichenbach i@ proper names K UfFZEfMEWCBE3 % @
ROERE, FELBDTERL LLBRCRG 2WEOFE CehB Y
ELBERIAHATRTH D) LFRT 2MBHBROEB L LK H—HEIEX
SIS B T L R B DI\,

WHENBROBZ OB BIBEMAELOTHSL 5. O UEIBIEE
' Licio X h EBRE (EHREOBHEZECRT ) HRCBE L Tagch

1. L0k 5 RWBERRO S 5
, “HETH”=“WihkchHrs”
LBt Bl buE
“CUGRITAETET D " eeeeeeeens (a)
ETEH K5 Tn i
“YHAIIRTH DD Bl
“HET D ERGET BN
EB) b=t R OB THLS . LHBWNE @) X EDOZOD b~ e~
EGEDTEHREA DT D EBbIUl bitniis ).
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RBHZLELT, 05 hFEROBFHTIIFAEOEE L verification ©
Bk & BRGNS D S & L yEREIlk by, $ L verification
ERGBOCERCHE T BERCEREONS Y L 15 BRI A 18 BiX,
W% sense-data DANE DX S Ll EFTlTLOLELLNS.
ZLTZDX 57 sense-data DANERFET S, AILEETHH LT
WEHIDS o wART 4 b VY 24 VROEY 2 Y v 7%D pheno-
menalism OVFBT 7152 B D THA5. TDIUBH T sense-
data Oz real ThH, YENEY, SHOHEFL logical constructs
HHmBNBERYCBE IV, MBERRKE DS L, £ RIBBCHER
AEETHECHDLEES KNENBATHWAHLEE S LT FELH L
Thb. COXS R AR ERO IHI MR LEV SO THBC L
i, BEEZOX S RVBHRYEFF TR TEDR b b O HA
REDNTVBEEZIBENIKARLTS. £ LTHEREWV LI,
phenomenalism 55 %O & LT physicalism ~DE B e B iTid
Rk fBR 7 verification 34D X b 5§\ verification FHADIRME L
FLTWAD, 25528 ThHhbH. COHHEL verification FNEHBETITE
BROMBEC s Db D ThHSHH, i, IREMCIIFEOMBET LBk
LTWwBbZ R LTw5S. AlD

3a) MRIEFIAE verifiable THH X 57 (OTHEWTHS) il

RV TRRABR TV BHOHO (X&) BHFETS,

LT 5 C LIIRGEER R O BIROBEMOIFIEMN &R E LTHILT S,
Mz DL 5 EHEIERTHOTHRERAINTWHDO TRV, T
L% ORIEEHARONIMOTERRTS 5.

12. RIERH:H L IR B L 5 ik LT Alfred Korzybski o> “Science
and Sanity.” 81—82 FH{& . '
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V. BREDOTERT HPTIX

3b) IHGERBPERDELOGECRVTRRORTVWB X 5

KPHOHKHEETS.

LEH T ETHD.

3b) (X, Hi3HELIFEL OLANBERERLLIELDTHS.
Hb@@ERAETHH LD ) Z LREBRERCOVTZHLR TV S DT
i TRFEREDND LS infiyh D LTS 2 & &BULT. BETh
CHRIEBLER (EFNO) LOBED—RIIERATHS. HOTF(Y)
D AN F(x) TREIND ZOBEDOHBETRT Sy EBCRVCTHEESR
HEEONr LA—DOLDTHLH LAY RITRLIR TV, ThiT
R LT 3a) X EERK ('}1‘3;'6&6 5B THAS L) WBEHICRVTHENRD
NIcbDRXFETS, LTH52LThHH, LVERREVERTIRLIE,
BADEBNRETIETHS L5 B CERT B statement Orh
THRRONTWEHDDDXFETS, LRI LTHD. Ficohik
“HLEIWEPEXIBTHLHRBROEZOGECRVCTHELRTH SO
bORFETHLLTRT LAWK DThE L, COoBAFD“ Kb
LR G 7s implication TiXis\. B LALZNRIZ“BAnb A EY
HAARTHITIETHH XD I (refer 35 X 5 7x) Mhe LTRSS L%
52 Lk, EORTRABITYBMDOERN refer S5 b0 L LTH
1+ %L 5 & Lk ifR presuppose LTW5 " L5 5 & L uEHRLTY
5. o TEUT logical it formal 75 implication .Vi’-%]‘ LT contexual
implication ¥ informal 'implication B\ % presupposition & lﬂi&:ﬁi’b
5. IHLRAELNEEFBOHUN TR CEBROFEHOBRUTCHY, &
BRI-SEOEMD context TR HHRNTHS.

Verifiability £ meaning & % F—ME & L T2 % B EHE £ A #IC
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% LT Oxford #k % thil & T2 RESHHRITEEL ME LI L2Hh
BRI T 5 reasonable itH : LCHIEED LR TV BHTH
Z)l??f;), FEORBEE LTIE2it b verification ORENEE LCHWAD
© 3a) A HIKEEORIE R Bl LT D |

3c) RETNHETHHL> EBBECRTERLBATWBFHOLD (E

) BFETS.
LS MENEEOMEBELDOARAD—DL LTREIRTWS.

XA, FEOREBERN BR L WENERL AL+ TC—EHNTH
brEmote. LOERIE, BELEIH A O S I E 5 h BB
@ Universe of Discours &% UCH T 5RO FMEMEERO ST E,
BILLATOMETHH LTS 2 L, YORERL LICKRIEFBEENMRIET
BERE LWBENHEN EOLDERF LTS, LE5 2L Th5.
Lo LARCEIZZ OFE L T 0B @il Y>T, kDo
DIERBEEERNTCHAIBEEYMZ P LR IDTHHIELWFEAD
HraERLTWHLEELS.

(Iv)

“HEE” LTBIBOBRAOHIE “ BB o BNFETS 7,
“ono NEET D" FO—HORLTHARIALTTHHTOWTED .
B referece (387, EX etc), I, HESOMOEIIFED I L
LEgEEATSH.

ATl 8c) O F — e d 5 —EULROTHELHEB LTAHLS.
e TEPh T\ BRI A L & A R T T, R E

13. P. F. Strawson: “On Referring” in Mind July, 1950 3 A. Flew
“ Essays in Conceptual Analysis” rhicH .
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refer THHOEFCONTAMArER S L 5 CEHIR T BH OBUR
Thad. RAEFEE T & LIXKRIEDOHEOMIE L R reference D7
EOMERSA TS, FEEREHERD OEMNLRIECET 5 0%
BRFERGLHETHS . EBOEROLGHLHDEZIEHRE L, refer 3
5X5CBVCHLRTO BRI refer S TW540 s FEERZTFHLTY
5, L5 7~ EhbLHBELUTREIRER LRV, o THEEDONE
X “refer +5” LB LB LA L THBD, “refer Shi-{D”
ZEIVILOTHBL, LEIMERRETHLAOTRVESS .
L AT T L OBR % #57 designation £ & 5 BCFIC Lo
I EE L B L5 b OREETS. F- 74D LRAEBTERE
OBMIELT “CORAN” Bz “ChiEHRVT LE5LE “Cp”
TR LDRFCRITHECRBIAS I SRERERTHS
“hiZee” OFRXEITILVALFATHS. L LERKAR
AOABHBCMACHRIEDEY Licdh & T “ ZOHTERCEL Lo
o ” LTtk X 2O D RRE—DBEDR S ST LAHKS
X5 CRBEZADTICER LTIV, OB EI BT OR
ﬁabfﬁofméﬁ,ﬂ@ﬁAogamm%@m%om%&tmoto
EhLREDOFLCTLEOTWEY. LHLLOHBETLROMV“L
DIE” L5 FBRIEEFMCHLRE, XN OV TESENESLFOIER
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17. B. Savery: The Emotive Theory of Truth. in “Mind” Oct., 1955.
A. R, White: Truth as appraisal, in “Mind” July, 1957,
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