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1. d44 944

44 o)A (phenomenal consciousness)?] A& A& <zl
A EFgH AARY wAY FRER AL UHKim,
2001). #4A o4 Adels A4A AY, A A 7z AF oln
A, AMH BY Tl TFEH. E 5°] $Ee B En ¥AL
WAl o gke ALY nEol ZAHSS v W muh AusHA,

H8E =AY AOMC} é,:o]]}ﬂ x]z‘u_«] PN

o
UARH, F9H BEAA s ¢ Sl feel, 274
(qualia) & 712717, Q1A ol43) ge) QARA, FsHen TaY

A gedXr o E2AE B8] 44 4

I. AA =9 AAI}5A =d

(=] o,

%4 o

e
d:3

H(knowledge argument)d] &}, J%‘*gﬂ@ﬂ} 2=
Aol EASIA] e oA S dPuAS 53} ‘B EnE
7 217

ge TPis AEs BAHAE AFAAE 43
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gt A7) BE 227 AP s
uogolA e} Be EflES A RY,
&

7HYE Ade 23
7F &
8L w& A4 AAE TR E AR

+ AAS ZHAA "o 7EA el 93 o] 2 w]EEA AR
gk Aolz, & AL B934 Adojgle B2]F9(physicalism)
o] Ao Aoz Helth(Jackson 1982, 1986). ¢ F4S =g
st o3 2o

(@44 S40) Be) Az A4
QA Brh(s) Az Agel tF AW,
24 o] A2 A4e HBe A Ao tlg Ao rhA

3
A 1, 225-H).

4, 18 BZ o] A= A AR ol9le] tE Abdo] it
© BYFY= ﬂ%lolt’r(é%).

0 ‘MBS KAlT|ZS| AL BHET} B|2|oiR| siziof Al

i I B |

o| 254 M(opacity)

gy 9 A4 =i diste wEe o] 43 U =2H
AR e]] ois) 2 A4 7)d(phenomenal concept)g A28}
MEE AAE 2 " Ao sAsithe fEd gHEol U
(Horgan, 1984). ol& o] “AEE PAojt}’gle x4 “shn}
g7le B0t eke A= ol A, AAE AEH gt
g7l U HAER 9 F A4S TUZ ARl dig Alo]
i, 2 A tgshs ¥ Abdo] gle Aol otk waA|
2 7t A2 @A H F2 EvEE He AE e e @A
AAE RY'E A4e ofr ¢ QY K EvtEE RE 7
e vz Aol ZAsiete AR Jde g
AXHE g AN2E AolAR, EHFAAREY FAYRE
A ddol Hoirl= Az &Agszige AR

Y r{r
flo



“ﬂﬂ‘ a 54*0”—1 *é?“’ AH FHHes AAFeEaT g5
F Je MRS 4 AdE B 712 A2 42
getstA S90S wWolty. mebA AAo] drjolrg T tigshe
Y ARdel EAdE 4 EEFY ARlolge =Fdn

At dhe 2EE AFHsHs Alquestion-begging)oll £33},
ol ¥rES Fd7tsd =wW(conceivability argument)dl=
D oojdEAe A 4L A ¥A
o 1 A7 A neural correlate)= EAEE FHIM Al (zombie
world)®] d7FsA, & /WE3 254 (conceptual consistency)
ogRE @A 4R AF FRAATE FLHA v ZES
olZolyz Fch(Chalmers, 1996). 22y & AESL 3ol
g AME €A Fdte dav U dife HAE CowA
A E AEE doe BAe €A &5 4 eH, Aol J)
Thtebrlebe AMdE @A Réhe e MRS AjHd F%A
e BAE RewA SA ihherle Al 0—101]}\'1 =
e B 94 48 5 o vRIVIRAE od @24 F=A7 F
H 7hsAlA well A c-A7A3A8Fo B3 B B Al
ojgl EEE WAL ‘wolA IiFo] WA E A g & 3

051 Segs 153 c-AAARY 4k AR FAS Aud

>
o
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M
oo
e
4
¥0
:L

D A7hsA = 7184 JEe g3 ZtHChalmers, 1996).

- ol E4d AAde 834 4B Ee] U

. %?4349—%3\5 o] Al ]91' FYBAR o] AA] FAFAH 922 EAFA] ¢
= EHAIA7} 24375 (conceivable) 3T

3. gﬂ" o2& o] AlASH FY3IAY o] AlAY] FAHH o4 EAEA &
= EHMA} BoldstH o= s (metaphysically possible)dlt),

4. WA o] AMAY E4H oo tigt AL EEFH AHAS de(over
and above) L o] Aoln EFov ARt}

EWAA Y Hdrbs ol AR 1 7€ HEX RREAT BRge F,

FHIAAZE NG g Beo] ofletn He A BA o|f, 1 A o(rigid

designator) 7t9] TYA WA "AHoE Hojog ZHIAA Y FHolyst

q 7l AL 2uF e d4E «V'J} 32473 R 5948 2e8

e A T dstde %’Z‘"H Fpp5-11)2 FZE

0o =
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= otk 3] MAE v JideE RASIAAME 1 g E
2e AA digh AYS QA £ erng FHjAAY
AdA FEEAe e 301904 Fsde Rusd o
(Levine, 2001).

3 F RAISE e - F A E= £ A4

olgjgt ¥ st th2# 22 AukEe] Jhssich 99 2o
gt ool diste) A Aol BEE 7H £ e olfe 2
thabe] FAo A AX|E)= Fell(mode of presentation)?7} THE 7]
ot 2 o™ dide] EA AA JHE e A A
A% shte] Aot we7t BellA vl A EE =83 AR
o dgrtw 1139 oW T AErt ‘Be @AF AW olek=
AA FHE Mt AR ggtojor gttt 182 gonw HE
A Aldo] &3 Chalmers, 2004).
=S ZF AA] Gl Ol-SEke, tiade FAIAl AAIE = Hole]
A& AL, FAE LSS Eﬁﬂ WE mel, A He
lo] dutdolt), d& Fo] g4 ‘Aolgle Yedlxe ‘A g
71 =4 Ae AA Lol 47—*3% Sl AAIE A, ANk}l E
Sl M Aol P WA e HAYolge £48 5
A AP

O‘l

W J»

s 4
=}
L
R

rr

4, &M o|®l =% (property dualism argument)

d e o] 3t ofojrjolE Yulslst Aotk = AFPA
o2 FdAelx] ¢& F o] AR 9 g 3jellA 3 24
AE A, 7 o] i35t AL AR g F A4

A

(reference-fixing) £AIVe] EA3t}. gl= 3 dido] 2 F

AA Fej 7183 gui= FAF 2R A7 FEA AE AAEE W
*‘OIE} A Al(reference)$} BAste] A} el = A2 9n)(sense) 9}
SAREHA AgA ez Fae] Fddl o metbEo] RAA 9 Ajtehs 2fn]
24 38 717 Aol
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ANDA £4 B0 dBThe AL FoA T Al F
Holehe A, & ANAZE Lo A% FYAoE A LekWhie,
1986). 1] $] Eao] ‘uF=c- A7

29H SUA WAel A, 9 oS REClTE el
BFrele AR mgelde 448 Fa ANSL, o S48
HEYH T AHQ AOE oIty 9 FL e =unt

W te 2o

3 FA7F £ x99 yo T3 (coreferential P& A
Hog & 4 YO, x9 AAl FHl= vy AA] el o}
5

2. x8F vyl AlA FEIZF g2l x9) AA] 24 £A4L8 v
AA 1 EA7 2g s

3 (A ol FA S 8 AA] 1A £Alo] ojE Eg
A 719 RA 1A HA3 FLFHE, (FEFH FAE)

3 HFHOE WA, gAte ARle] APAL=ZT  fojd HAAT|E
(associate) 4 F Ao el &of7t 1 EH £4& dgste Wde
AAFEZ XA] 1 oEHreference-fixing role)d HoJdl1, AL o]z
A 2 £4-E AR MA(in virtue of) 1 g9 A7 vk &

8] QA#A 4] o]Fol| o] =utEohn AAAT A|A] BAY e B3t
ol)gt UF o] 71%4 Edo] 43| fFASITHE Aol distde Il =
F(pp.35-37)7} Jackson(1998)S 2.

4) Block(forthcoming)O oje} e o F 2 #dH- EE]X'] YA BATE 2
2F Whlshs(self-defeating) #4-E ‘ME}d44 S (metaphenomenal
move) 0|2}l HE0}

5) % £ty BUA HAIE FolwtE(tautology)e] ohzt A41H Feou|Ad
(cognitive significance)& Z+= A, BE1F FA7} 3hte] didel tis) =4
He B4 deg 7HE 4 de A 5 2R Wyl Aside AlA St
o|&} Zo] Fx-3] A= o]oKfine- gramed) g},

6) &AS Fa ZPHOE AR ol gider Be il 1
APH o FAHA b Fojuitt Hrle] £A4o] AT UZ
AstA AEstE 7 gloe Ve AVE 4 Jd a2y 43 ‘?":i
o] eltlety, A4 Fejrt th2 T §ojrt sy} oS Jeld £
she AAAle] AAE(features) £ ZFHE(aspects)©] &1°1E
g Aolx, o) =i 1213 gZol} S ek T Ae2
R Aot

r1r

BX
2
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AHo =z o 4 3l
tHAA 1, 28 5E),

4. ojug 214 VleE ‘1F5 ' d¥Hoz TR &)

5. °1%'9 AAl 1A 43 F2F 7e9 XA 1Y 4L
gt AA 3, 425 EH)D

ae ol @ WA £49 EAE WIS 4 gt BaF
A5 of el tal T wES AvlaT.

1. It o2 gl A UM WA et J71s™ 24N
EYFYAEL £4 o) = 9 dFPHog FAHoA &
2 Jiguict EAY &40 EAstE, ‘B0, 'F=7]A19 Hit
EAREEAUA e} 2ol sty oz vhelzl £33 FdA WA 7
% B9 FE3A v olfv FAA EE 4 Ubk
‘Bolghe /ide d¥Aor ‘BEysia vid 4 Q3 shselA
dolAA 7 vithE AT AA-9f o] AnpF Az BEME
F Uen=E oige 'Eolghe dHdA A9 2 BEY FHF
(topic—neutral) — HA|HO 2 EfHo|Ax= &1 AF(mental)o]A|

T @2 — AA $A4E B AXNEHT HOose 83 24 dE
S AABIEE, EYFY oA Ytk v uEd 22 9
A e AA GEieh 1 A dide] ANT ek ohel, o)
7b VAo BAE £ glva Be zlo] Iyttt $Eits
P& HRI BE VisH FHAM HFE] st FYsiAR

7) McGinn(2002) -2 9] =l ‘28] 7]|ee] 2] 14 &£43 1710] 24

S b 2408 sk, “wE'e A 14 245 240 AAse o
3 e SUSFE DS Wistel nEolte W34 S48 olma ¥
97 S4RE dadt 2B A4 EEE A2 £4 oY wuolgn
2715 @) 9 w1 AASE a0 en BHFIE Sasl A
£o} o) o A Amel vslolt Sole ER(pI-4E A
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47 AR A e FdE AdAez vao] ohig

ol

2. MAl 2kl gle AE™ X|Al{direct reference)2t #1AH
L=

TS Loar(1990, 1997)8} 22 EgFaEd a4 Jide] &
A A 7Md(direct recognitional concept) 0. EA o3t AA] el
U AAN1H 45 F3A 4 AF EF-d44 JHE A
E=2, 99} Zo] dH MEn EF-AFH HEHE wiAse M
287 £48 A4 et gidn #4809

?cl‘?l’ﬂoi A A|AHdemonstrative)$t Z-2 2Qlo{(indexical) =

| £48 53A ¥i tds AXste &olE dEA
Tk & o] o]l F, AbdolgtE 7 dojel s AAHE
-, ol AL BT Ae FETE AR & 2ol ‘o
o] Abdoltt = APAoE Fo] ofYnh ey 1 diido] ‘o]
olgt ARlold oa] AAEHE A, FAHe AwE ALY &4
T 5314 &3 oS el AAste Aog HAth ojAo] oy

Moo ¥ i

’

A

W

Ho] FTiE ol galrt 71%4 A4S T8 #dAez A9
A FE BT £42 A Akl Futei] ge WEe A Aolzke
Gt el F3o) 7} Y (committed)3}, Ep B4 gl 715HoE ¥4HA
dethe A A3402 45T ot Utk $4 o|YEATL B=H.0'%
2e 3PA 5UA BA Af E] 71 BAE B8 dolAe EY
dH £48 B8 AA - ANDGHEE ZeFo ojF}A] @S HoH,
o388 EYFAT 4§ vEHos Bolw @4H sgel AA deld
gate] BlEE]HolA] & —aRo] 715H FAolE AT - 23H £47
ol A A IfpEME HIZEHolA G2 AolE — AN 1A &4
o EAE 945 REE AA gdh &4 old =Mg F8Ile
McGinn(2002)& 7154 olgkes 8 MEE EY FHH /] ddge
AT AwA 5S oo AAEAE 3]1@@ T A2 Folga FAs,
Nagel(1998)& ¢ 2 o213t N2¥ AdS Ba) 2257t 358 4+ o
< Aojde @A Age #fd.

D‘HEVP NE 53 A4 H]Eﬂ’ﬁ Abdol gt WA 2 A Ho) ofe} 2
WARCE Azt 42 ZEe AYE 5 e T (ability) T A A
4 (know~-how)°} 5»}?5}1:}— W (Lewis, 1983)% ol #3353
O\-q.

L
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g QA obF AR &R Kdke A= A= olRolet=
Adoj2 g g AAE 5 UTh0 A3 Jfgo] o]9} 7o
AX L 8L FokA g2 Ut Aw APsta e 1 FHe
2 def'E Ak 738 A AAHtype-demonstrative) 2FH 44
olg +=wo] ALEZA ¢S Zo|thPerry, 2001).1D12)

gy olgd §3 A A @ Jide BEQ uE A7

oL

to

10) E2& XAJALS}F 22 AQlol7t HuR 'oudt AA] Fel) x4 Y
glol” thAake RJAIsh=RA]el 3l W o] A71E 4= v, olo] #
2¥0]9 =&(pp52-54)s FE
Loar(1997) #R2le] AAste 18 AAAF 22 A /de Aldle ogx
2o A AEEL vt AU el FEe §e 2FY dE
23t} o]5& x¥E 1 59 shiHone of that kind)ojthele 3218 7}
= 78 AAALeIt) o] §8 AAAFES X2 FHo) 9slel(by way of
perceptual discriminations) W3 4, AR, A= RIS A
(disposition)ol] 7)Za) Yot Falo] A F o} Aletel] 71A o] Mo} HR] &
P thE A B(succulent) & B, 1 AHEIES Yolie d F53AA,
o] F o)F ol 2 FF uigh Al FEE ARSI Hdva 71
R, G 2 FFH gk A sidsiAl e ARES e
(identify) 224 1 F7E AASEE A3t Aolvh” ey} ft2HA
= o] Al ofwd AA Yl glo] dlAS X|Aske FEolErIETs,
712 (descriptive) AA] FE)7} obd A Z-H(perceptual) AA] FElE =3
EA 289 AL 28UE 2oz Btk YA dojg nE@HE 4 9l
£ 71&4 A gt obdol ojujdt AA| YT Y-S oulste He o
Ut} Zk 15 7z
12) 2.3]¥ Balog(1999)°0] A A3l t-53 22 27(Yog)d) Z3 1(flurg) 7)
do| o9t Fo} A TA &£A4E& TR F3 Ut AT A e WlF
AENE AAERE 78 AAAR 7P A EQ A E Bt 9y 29
A g9t 2L MEA e HAE Adsna 25 7t g4
Qe MEE /I Jdde AL AYsty fEle FUS BT, A8 ¢
AL 7MY oy & AREES 870k Rt 8U15L a7S T e
o AF3EEA] dut Aale] B Fx AEE AF X 4 ik ofd
HolMe ol&id 27]-7del $elo E4H g viriA R AE%i &
ojm3l B2]4, 714, 443 AdY milx AXA da A AH A
29t Bolgt AL a971-/1E9 A AAIZE 843 =Z(phenomenal
feel)oll QM= wi7]= 2] Fethe Aolth 87182 o9A 238 & &
AR A3 RauMe z4e] ojd A JHE gAY 5 oke A ¢
ol Aojt} o|7l WHo g gXE £ v T AH T e A Azt
3L 3 250 A AS AR AAR] & 2 rge o8 AE S
k3 3HRL" McConnell(1994)% o)1) FAFSH ALl & AlASE Bl $)

A
%4

sl
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A5 ZAFEA] Egith ok @4k )
e AR OE FRY 838 A
& Aotk vt 4 A=
F2 ololest @43 4AE 72 /9 Ui
stH, W3 AHE 7t e A

7} o) tH(Chalmers, 2003). @42 Ao i3 &
A4 A4A Mde 8L v ]
ot AA, dAE AA e o] o FRAA
Al getol A9 glo] 29 W3 HHE 7te7le 71
‘AAF o Z ¢l8(presentationally thin) 7R@ <l ¥lA FxlE
A3 FFHY 48 A7 dPHeE 44 %

g AA FHE 7HAE AANAFLZ FH-E(presentationally
=

Ho
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2
S
>
op
)
)
o
oft 1o oX %
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[‘-?lﬂ > > O_‘>:,
2 U
>N o =

°o = X Md

o He

o
-

ol Jm Rl mx o2

thick)” 7ldeolth. el 93] FAR R2e FAZE ‘2
Folgtal ol & Bole o] otye}, a1F8 Ago] of" ANA
of tia] Was sotsta vt A, AFHo R JAL B

ohE B89 gl

A9e ¢ 5 glonz AN FHI A=
o]

o g Sol Wt AF Ak Uk WA deE nF2e gl
AR 4ae 7

13) Raffman(1995)& WAH R B4 7hedt 844 Jdo) #A& ‘8o &
A(differentiation problem)' 2t F-2HA th&# Zo] w3l Qo). “714
ek def o] AAIAFof(demonstrative line)= $El7F WA F o 22z
o) RE AYE I olglo] £4 xe o] AR oE Azsite Aotk
ge] gepad, BE 2o AEE WAHHOR YA e 2y B2
Felo] APEL WAHHoR FYskA o A7 AZH Ao B3t
g FAMF Zpole] wA o) Foillnt”

14) Levine(2001)& ‘o] A=Ad'3 Z& @t AArht Aielofd] #3t 5
AlgkE 2, ‘AEec- A3 2t 2 d4A-8H $Y4
Aol F Jhgo] o 2 As owjsk=rtol i Aol et AP
A71E = A Bol AHgappy)' 1 gt

g

X of oX
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2 Aloj g} mp A Z AAIALY] A A A TFs FUy g
Ao e} gEixE 9, IS d4H HdEy AAAE 29
o FasiA 3 5T 43 FHo|k

A @44 M A e U 48 AAAgE 2
3] BlEAoE Holv ANRA {4 Fi d4F-EUH
AEHE AAEhE Ao E Bt

3. TSl ANADH &4 KA AN 2alx S4olct
-2 =

= ]
2wl AAEE E oe 2o¥ S4ddn £4 4
(Levine, 1993).
A FANE ‘1T AA| S (aF 2
T 0 B9 FA4dE

A o) A7) $xe) 22 A6 datde A
A}

© T ZaloS oz oty
sl d-AANSe Bz} AN e, = 28] A Feje] A
A gzl A4 34 $4¢ sl sk A

il
2 = AL
g 7 9 FHe A7) FHe B8 Add v
a AA <

weinz o FA7F Bt 5 e

15) olA7 $A7} A2 108 DEE Brsin A4E Ade A nsg
Ao oasiels F4o] 4 IR HolE ofE ¥AYN? Ut &

A Ad g #FAE 4= ¢l2(the ineffability of phenomenal contents)
o] o]zt &5 ¥ F shetn A7t U4 dojw A Adel
A e F53 @4 RS 4A3 1 3ol EEslng e BE

~

34 Mde 1Y

Slal AAALS} B ol A(o] AR olehe &
o} AMEBT. Jeiu oleld EWHY doldel FAHOE Qs T g
W& Aol BelAME ¢ 8 Rolrh
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