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oMk, BRREEDONEDT% Aristoteles SO
PCCBARIEL 7t %, existential import DOEBRICOWTE 2 TR
V. CORFEOHENBLT, LUTHE bRy, “Aristoteles I
2" L%, Analytica Priora (L F An. Pr. amgga‘-?%b Ofc, ER
B2 BRE S WA OAEIBTIOL TS, Ik, BHIHNBLREITBEC
%, Aristoteles BRI HTHEEENLOR T, FE LTHE~F v FER
DEFHEEER L.

existential import OfIREIL, Aristoteles SHEFOMRITE L THRM
THRS. BEHCE 2, RanefaBeAvsRe, aEOEEOH
EXRE LTCEANE I OMBETHS. RESEOPRTIE, BHhK
O HBOBEVH AR ONE. AHERORESEL UtHhi Aristo-
teles /EEL, “OBORHEY, B4 D#EROPICEFEATVS. LAL
W EE Y ER T RARBZONE,LE 2K, ZOBOHRD
WEIMITH A% explicit THELTELENHEERS. L, £
DXk, B 41k Aristoteles MBEED “HR” REDORIMEO DT
HEEBFETILERDS.

= DRBC KT 6%&%@#@%@&1 Bl z ¥ tukasiewicz Dk DHE
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f;ﬁ%ﬂ&:iﬁéhfﬁg. 1) Aristoteles O=Bmy, —20AN SR
implication C#$H->C, #ih inference Tix7g\>. An. Pr. RIZZBGH
E% “apa” (therefore) /s A FE X AVTRRHiz£ L inv>. 2) Aristo-
teles D/ERIL, —2oDOAHEHIEMA R axiomatized deductive system
TH5b. 3) ToOEKROEYEE primitive symbol (3, ZIH variable
L LTOE &% b DOXNF oroysia, #5A 5 operator L LT “and” R
O “if”, Fic Aristoteles /EF X EHETITARONUBOREEH log-
~ical constant TH % .

1. Ondpyerv mavri (to belong to all)

2. Omdpysty 0bdevi (to belong to none)

3. Onrdpyew Tevé (to belong to some)

4. oby Smdpyery Teve (to not-belong to some)

(An. Pr. TiL dzdpyeer DD IT, raryropeichar (is predicated to) A3
FWohaEhid 5. evae hHAVOIh3E) 4) ZOEARDOAEIR/NRIY
BEBELT5. Yukasiewicz i X hi¥, 1. Barbara 2. Datisi (ik
Dimaris) 3. [TXTOAIXATHS]4. THHATATHS ] LA
Eh b Aristoteles 3E¥ 04L& T — ¥ B C&%. b) ¥R Aristote-
les sREFL, ERoOWBEORBEH2ZhZh A E I, O TRbTX
BHi¥, “a theory of the relations A, E, I and O in the field of uni-
versal terms” TH 5. FhFxIE [X VK] & T BRI OWTOH
ZOHH L FAIFELIMI.

%3¢ L Aristoteles BT — 2 DOHENGR L E 2 bhb. Aristo-
teles MBEORIC SEhD B ORI, 0 FEHERO AEUX
EETHSB. LHL s THBELRB DX, tokRy RN BRT
explicit WHET% Ak, WFEl? Hky WL XV e B5HTH
5. &R Aristoteles JwE¥ D ANt % IIxCoxgx LfEHR L, I¥Wi%
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ZxKoxpx LIERTH (ERCOHMIL, ThZh IRUCADEEL LT
BR3T5) o biE, Aristoteles WEZOHET ~ ¥ L, BHEOBBEHED
%% (62T Hilbert-Ackermann k%, LTz DRy HiER LB
T3) OREBL oML, (B ~EHRNFY] #ETH. Lol
KR, O (AL Brentano o BHICHRT5HOBRY,.
LT BRR LHHF A LIcvy) oFCi, RAOKER (Bl2ILA—
I DEZBRC X BRI E) 23, HEROBTEHTE TR L2T
L% 5. B, CIIxCoxdx ZxKoxdx THERDOEBTII\ . L L
S b, WEGEOEEC existential import 37 HiE, M.
Sxgx wRiHRE THIOIE, ClIxCoxpx ZxKoxpx HHERDEHRL LD
), B Abhic BETHS. AE0OFL, E-~00 2FHMRK L5
ek, RNBIGRROVNERBIRE FIFT oM, REBBEEC X HHEm,
RO chbo BEERYFIRT 5 =B@HE =Ko Darapti, Felapt-
on, EPuks®d Bramantip, Fesapo, % DFESHuEw%E b o&TOZR
BEXED) COVWTLE D ZBRMEOHRb—AREET SR DI,
Felapton 13 BRI X il CKIIKCXxNgx IInCXxpx ZxKdx Nox L 1s
B, CHLHEROEETREL. LinL, MEEH ital. 1@ existen-
tial iﬁport *ADT, ZxXx wHEiHRETIE, CKKICXxN¢x 1IxC
Xxgx ZxXx ZxKopxNgx %, B OPCHEROPCHEATETHS.
ZD#E, existential import % Zxgx LA 2xXx DYT syntac-
tical LB L, AL LCHmT 5 biF, fiRo#E#Emd, +X
CHH&EZOEBRL LTERT 5E2RH%KS . Lr LEFER, &5 Lic syn-
tactical 7eEEO WML Feds. &b FHLELHL, BB BFE
R CT A% KIICoxgx Zxgx & L, E¥WiEd Zhicfk>T,
Kilx CpxNpsZzgx LE2BRVHTHHH. Ab existential import.
DERY, FUNOEELOBEEOHW TEHMIMLEOTHS. Ll
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poFHETE, Fhod—o0 dilemma TEAZRER LS. b, ZOMK
Rk s &, Z2FBROMERMCLIIBILT 54, RAKICA—ODFEBR
KX DHmLENBNL L 2T LE 5D TH 5.

Z® dilemma oW T, Strawson [Z&ROBRICHHE L5, B,
HESRBCROTI2KaBoRRe, 24 L SBRAF2AH 5. K
wiEH existential import {24 D L LT—HHWCEBEINT 5D
L, £HhaBITBAR X v existential import # 3 OBE4& L L1

FEBRDHL. Pl [TRTHOMERH 5 A41%, REAR XI>TEL
NTED] EEIBBCEVT, d LEOTEBC bR /nhoic & T
E, COBBEELTHEIF v v ATHAS. AL, ZOBERIL,
TeDHBIANHDH] L5 5 existential import 23, HEOFILEEh
TWwaEZEXDbRS. ZHEHL, [TRTOEHTHHEL, N H0R
BT RBRH TR, —EDBELYER LKETA] LB HBEHEOT
RaL, ZoOBSTIIR 411 existential import #FH LTt 7o\s.
Ao, Rxx, BAEESHT2HEZRNC LTERS T, LEOHER
BREA L LTRYUT o WL ED TS, Ll BEEHEORESE L LT
@ Aristoteles FREFL, 2 2L2HMBEOTRAIERE, TO% N B
BT BOVRAATVS. {2 T HiER DK BECHARN s AR ORT
X, Z027 - ¥ExARCETERIOL LTIRAEIIHEK . 2%
z2 5k, BRGRESEN Aristoteles FREZEI LT HEB—2o0D RFEL T
TLDOTHB.

L, BETKBOER—EBIbL O dilemma 12ff/%p0H 5 CH
WMShs & RoREEEAA LS. Lol 3 LERNERL, %R
DHECRDTRDOEZE T HENNEKS.

1) *kukasiewicz 5> A4 D ﬁﬁ@;

2) Prior ® Strawson o BfiZ. |
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3) Smith % Strawson i X 5 BERFEIAER .

E—oRMe X, oo dilemma XBERFOLOCERRH .
BfigfRit, ktukasiewicz DEIESR M h g, “imprecise misunderstan-
ding” DA fFHZC %(%i)\. An. Pr. oy, ZoEREYIEN/ET 510
7 BB S B4 oy, Aristoteles ME3. BEAEODBEIEOMLE -
AENMDRELHIILE, —20HHOHMRTHS. ChiMBeERT
BRITIL, B4k [THANZBGRE CEROSR LB IE by,
23 LT Kukasiewicz X, “EOMBEHURC I 2REURZF L T55
L\ R% M8 Lic. Aristoteles FBsc BlR U@ OBIGR—EHI L A,
E, L Owxzh%h, Usb, NUab, lab, Nlab &= X >THREND. #2T
BiZh > kukasiewicz OWABIX, #hFh, 1. CK Uab Ubc Uac. 2.
CK Uab Ibc Iac 3. Uaa 4. Iaa Lic?. HEBMBRNT, BEO AT
T d Byvbhs modus ponens & fSABBIDS T, HEoEAI
rule of rejection 2EHT5. COBRROABIIHECHNYTHD, Lk
B, Slpecki I X ) FRRERTYS. &hbORELOEFROEN
THY, TORMIN, £ORDOWE —TpF| 21X Bochenski, Von Wri-
ght, Ivo Thomas,‘ Sipecki, Wedberg, Shepherdson £k H X
y (R D'C'&%gg, = DRI T, existential import o\ T
HESE N FOTHIMERYZDOE % 'ﬁ’ﬁ%b~'&%6 . Lukasiewicz D&
i3, Aristoteles E%¥%, 2O [AlMBEEHFORCE>T] BHL X
5 tiﬁg%@’é‘ééﬁﬁﬂ, o BNEATESD B, existential impoi’t
D¥EE% explicit WHETS LF 5 B B K Y Ll VWOTH
5.

thiesf LT, 0 Prior & Strawson o R, BRERELED A
h, ThefEhroBELXNL T, £ dilemma 2HRL L5 &T5.
Strawson ODERTIL, AMELY KKIxCéxpx 2xpx ZxNox, 1 o
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AA ZxKgnpx NZwx NExge :$% (ERVUOR, ZhEhIRUFA
®§ﬁkﬁ%§gmﬁlhmrmlh%ﬁ.ﬁbﬁ@%fﬁ%%ﬁpmm.
cate variable ¢, ¢, x, +-ce- SEaBhg L ThiE, co#REoRPI C
JEZRWL5LBE50THS. (22T Jid 2xgx, Sxgx, Zxyx, - -9/
HEEHED) | |

L LEDZ o0 MHRIIE, WTFhOoHETLHLRERISE LokE~2
T\%. FiZix Strawson ©EF 5 “the typical logical behavior of
these words (= ‘all’, ‘some’ and ‘no’) in ordinary speech” %#IEL

L FEBLTES LiXBbhis\ . Strawson O EHkiO FRIT,

KK IChxNgx ZxgxExNgx ThHBH, ZORD LB LKL, &4
[44EIR —AD%E D BEEY Bbinholcl &) GENBILT A%
ik, TR 2ENRSEBLEER L] LB 5FEPHIITTTHS.
Lo Lt D&, BESBECNVCTRANEGBELERTHHED
&lETHBH LT, BERDONEVLDOTHS. Prior OFEFRIXILERIHE
BEEEVER Y S LB TH DA, LHLRARBEEEOFTHS
EEAEN Y TTHAK, B AEWANE implication DOBRLEEL
TWBEHE IDE—CRETE L. BRE_ZOHERIL, BEROBI
FEIC 4 ¥ h T\ “our sense of separation from the mother tongue”
&m01%M?bﬁHfgg.&@%%@Aﬁwmmsﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬁmg
STREL BHHLRALILS. ALithisd o TrheFllcmRky
BB MK 23, Aristoteles 723 ORELICHTER LA, A
EDOBRCEENSRBEORHTHOIFIL, An. Pr. OFE—FROHE
WaBHTHEDIE, BHRRAMOKBLIETHLNDL.

HE=0fERIx, Strawson O “Presupposition” DBIITE\THED
HNBER SR TV 5. TOBRY, BTOMRLAR, BHRORIL
EhFDHETHDTHDHH, H_DOERIFIC syntactical /s#HiFATO
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BEZHS LoD L, FEZ0MRIK, semantical 7 E:iCB@HR%
WBLYX5 L35, (Strawson HEi, W% “formalistic solution”
& “realistic solution” & LTRBILTv%.) Strawson i ki, 5
HBOEEN, REORFEXH/LTUESLEIEL, AEOEBM
THLEEMETIEIc. B existential import DRiiEd, HEF DD
DERLCVANEDH B LF 2 Tikinbigy . syntactical 7cfBHRIT, D&
TROTERRT, 2xdxs ORIEBEYEBKPCRIOT, BHERME
CREDT e DT 5HIXELL 7o, existential import 13, SEOEM
MR THLBEEELES X0k, 85 [FHOES/YIRET L] ©
HNTLMBEFRNFTHS . RAFPBRDINELEOTHELLBRS to state
B, dLZO XEOEFE N FMELIER LRV EThiE, =0 stateme-
nt JREM/THhTHRL, @R point ZiXThicbDTHs. T,
existential import (%, 4% statement % 5 LAfiic, BT to
presuppose & hC B B DT ULTS Bighs,

MDD % % Hi%, Rosenbloom Q(E%kCﬁ?hbf, H.B. Smith & Aris-
~ toteles qu%’es}u)ﬁ, bhs. Smith T, BERLERY, fRORBMEL
LT7 = A REDEREZELTHER, HoGRL, FIZEHERE R
isomorphic DAL LTEZHPENHEALDTHD. #TE T~
B, BECKOWTHIMTALTHR, CORIrbEEERLEEELE
PHRELLESG G 2ES. 20 COEFRRBE LT, class inclusion %
—, intersection % & TR3 7 biX, Aristoteles ® A¥i% a—b, 1
¥k a&b+o O RTHELMKS. 1R L kT, Aristoleles

MBEOET — €k, 7~ ABOERE LTHEHTES.
 COBBROMLFE, Strawson © Smith DHICE S, BORE
FET LOTH XHIh T3, flxd Prior 1%, Strawson kit 5
presupposition & REMICILFA—DE L%, “assumption” DHZHDTFic
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RRCWB. Lo LEREEREIL, & OM@KRA Aristoteles BHOER
KRS BERLDLE LB RMND S EE 5BHTHS. An. Pr. e
Aristoteles NEERFH T2 AFOBERIL, TB XL OhTES X
DAV, £, kukasiewicz D X 51, FhEeHELEFELTCR
LD RERCETHTHAS. Lnl, BERFHL BEEHIH LSRN
T, FhbR2WTO HAlD LiEAFE Lk explicit KHEE ST
BWEESHEIEETHS. SHBELEELAHCOARDOTE e bif,
Topica 113 b 1527, De interpretatione 20 a 20—23 7t £ D FilshixFl &
- LT, Aristoteles IBFELHFROVWTIEARL TVt BREZ T
Aristoteles H/EZDEZDOTEE LTV HHBERNKISWTIL, Aristote-
les PP BELELLEL GERVWERCYLTHESNTES. 20
LBl 21¥, Aristoteles RNBFED D FENDREY BDINHDTHI X
SThibhs. (Prior #i#EE Pt I, Ch. II, §1, pp. 126f. 2D
COBRESOMRIRLZUEDOEVBRTHLH, TONFILKER
LEARIELT\V D REY REEO RO ARiWEE S BHILRE
5. L LB Eof@iuy, BRoRmEECRT 5 formalism OFihicyy
LT, Ebhif #0MH5 Bhicdh D THB T, formalism D34
HHEME, BDTLLPFEHRTRELOLIBVEDOTHS. Al
RS RIET A LYEROBEARS VLT S DL, LOMREELAEAR
BT 5D AETH L. “presupposition” LA» “assumption”
Lo BEXHAVCTATY, FhABARLE N Aristoteles REFED
BRI\ Ml s (LBAY BT 500 AP TRV, £ 2T forma-
lism OEH»HE 5 iy, B Carnap ® Tarski OB L2TC,
WXy Bk formal semantics DR S hichRr HELTEBLEL,
z OfD presupposition XA RO BHRMGRM TH % LF 2w
B cH 5. X presupposition % h< ﬁ@ﬁ?a%m;o’c , T, for-
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malictic 7tk R T AL Ok explicit CHEIWAHEIL LS.
C ORI BRRIORANT, AL EROBHRET b EAMEL 5.

R:REEH 6 ¢ 2 %0, BEAELHRRTHREFHZRATS
BHER. ZOBRARYHERCH I LickERy H Ligs7n b,
Aristoteles E¥ D AERL, H ERACTHRILATETHD, XD
F— 2k, TRCH BROERE KD, LrLS T ZCREL kb DI,
R LTHAROBILERRGHRA 2, AEORFHEOKRATEK TS
MESMHE S5 THS. BHARIH ERND REOROPI L, LEHE
Bt T A RELTNTHRLTCLES. Ll 5 LKA Hik
i3, HRrhBH0 RiBlnEs E255 ks, bbb H R
1%, Aristoteles HBEH—ROTH, HESBORHBEOMBROLTHE
BINntchbDTHY, ARNOBEL LTEESZIETLONALNES
ELTARELONBTHS. LOBEHRTERRHAIC X 28807
HB TR A 0BEREY T4 ERETHERMERV-OT, BERYIRIECK
WL, BEAREBET AT AL DT HHENE S ETHbRIS
Fhidie bicw. BICBRRRN RO H&%EE conceptual apparatus %
ﬁh%ﬁmﬁ,%@@wﬁoﬂ~-$ﬁ~%%b%%b<%mnwtbt
V. BAREEBREATAARIOT, EHWREEEHHETOTHS
LLTh, WholSEEY FATARLOUL ZEGRETHIE
PHRETERNE BOHEL BIBLDOTHS. ik Ryle DFS
W4 o4gHe LTo informal logic ;ﬁ%%k?&ﬁ IZ?.

73 LT Aristoteles 2 DOERICET A&, BBHEOE R
31+ 5 —B ORI LY DT rHicic ol TORBREXLT L
LREH b OTIREWTHS 528, P L AREFOBANGERCIS
TFD [Hiik] 2BEREIMEDTRETHIELRTLOTEIDSHL
Hbh . R 0FEE, existential import ORI Aristoteles
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B O R bTHANEEGE RO NMEEL O b ORBRVGBGRE b O

BHThHrEYRTLOTHAS.
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