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BATASE B

—Fa A

RUEOVP L 0% BRERKBEKRELESUR 42
W 54 5° Vgl Klug, Juristische Logik, 3. Aufl., Berlin:
Springer-Verlag, 1966, S. 141ff.

B E K ERERERERR O

we BED - BRERR

REUR L PIEREEY & 0 YRR H. L. A, Hart
A A. M. Honoré % | e avNOMHES | WEEEKS
JHEP €0 | HORHERIWSWEF Pt v ¢ B
(concept of a contingency which initiates a series of
physical changes, which exemplify general connexions be-
tween types of events) WEbH wavll’ QDB r£m
Bl 2y a471@m0~ﬁ:‘&%ﬁafﬁ§ T
R eR 1) CHORKEE Y Q0°

ﬁﬂﬁ@@%%%@ﬁﬁai\ ”me/ NP RV 5
el ERSHR Y L8 vEREIRER ) VB Ao
50 TRIVE —#R w I 2 | (covering-law model) v L
REERRO W N WL O L bl 1 S S B
#: SHHDRO LA 0L REVK I R ol D
B0 ) VO NEE SN S ey vabRueT b
2% Lm/ (was to be expected) ;) &E_T.T%W%mmlm*s Q-0
@&ni;ef\:a\5%ﬂ$a,$%‘oﬁ”

A5 1) ) I e 0 1) [ 10 AR AW IR A 00 -0 € T4 £ 38 4440
K57 URA D LR ol Ok B SRS (cansal
CEER CHERECY BRSO LIRS o &

RE0, [(B(Fzo6n) vifiv] —AWMDULOR PR
WEE-NUNRLIV QMRS VoW, (antecedsnt or
initial condition) RENWEW 500 v: SR L LN’
[@(Fz>Gz) Fa] B8 WEHE MO 5100 P80 4
Q,ﬁim@x3u§v§&mmoﬁéﬁ@ﬁé i
BRLVPBEOLV LUV § QRN VIR0 1)
ﬂnf%ff*mv?ﬁa N5 [(2)(FedGx)-Fa] 1’ g
B SREC U D unlEhee 2 F RSB 100 O L7
;.tnmih@ PR B [(@(Fz>Gz)-Fa] 1 o PR R
én\bnbﬂ%,aipcwarﬂo s AHI 410 1) -y
BPURS U RH ML OME Y MERT - HEERT
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)
nation) .cnwncmo MR BRENKERIURR UL N 1wy
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VEAROHYHHEZFURSL® Ul iR VRE S
IR DN NROSWHEER V0 1) VG Pave 4°

286




}.

(59) B /-

%9w5ﬁﬁoﬁﬂ%%ﬁ&%ﬁiawii&éofﬁémo

C. G. Hempel ##’ ¥Qu«UBv°® RRRe% © mﬁ./a
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QL ] R EHE - HREREOREVE &5a‘
#2808 (explanans): [p(R,S-P) Hm S ¢ oF &)
il %wnnénéé\@ (explanandum) : o WEH-E#MKH (de-
ductive certainty) -2 © Vil &I R HTE Q#EKEH (like-
lihood) - ® PRSP 50 U dnkus 5° 1) CREMKIKE L
BORVT KO~ Ui 0

‘li f

R,S-P 1.z N
p(R,5-F) 12 @ﬁ(w&§4m$m
@ 5Py
(R LHEA i )
B, S0 % 15 Aol

VORKE S KEn EHVERVOREREREMEOR
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P 500 EREERECHEy (BREMN e #EFEEN
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R BRAe» © QR Y 1 21 R s o
HORre ) v’ dhie RS KH: WEKEEKS (practical
certainty) w-¢ © Tv@.@mcmo,\« .«ﬂc?uw & h,/: A5 o) RIS
PLRORERADY BRULOEKROTHERRLL VL
et R 5° ) CEICERW MR -BREERER
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it S
Vs aemg RS I Scheffler 17 KO~ NEFF OV
5
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NGIHEL s © B9 00 ) O IR ERIRERKE N B O
LN T = NKAET N NIRRT T N T~
V5] BBRERCEK Y KIREP S
R UHS SR (NT AR R (A= MNEESER
£ 2L -y A= 0F UL ERVSSL — ¥ N=QF
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M) GRKRUEK Y (DT ~AK] RER LD VER
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SR RN BSOS LN 500 TRES U’ ) Qi
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DB R SEESY U A= NHRIR LY 2" RY ~
N QR HEINATING QU HBHTRE N LA UKL
VL% AR TN TN Lot QR EMRT e
Lol HE R RN MEOES LR N T~ AR
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wReE&R s PR La vEELbe)bpeedo
Hart -« Honoré " Q-5 P 5 e°
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(63) % /7 -t

b hren vt &2 (inquest) Dagro® NEal, 10 Hy
B p L0 e RROIBVALop e (puz-
zling) 10 5 BEFES P VP €04 R QL RES
200 QI C KK 14 0av iR (mode of functioning)
RAOBP R 2P R0° RRERRB VNS00 6 QKW
WEIHOQI RERNT BEESLLuoREofEy
Ko HRIMEECKIPY BT 088 5L K VEEED
RURELEUROUERS N0 QUKD 50° e

YL R R RROHBITSHHL L L P RARR R RIEE

WERRUN LERED EROERS RO CEIEY

43320 | WOKELQ (normality) 4R 0w

R0 | BERKC | HEPR|e - UNkusey v

O QAR MR RN R WIT P 5 000 e

SO Pt v R VIR RS 1 S RO’

LRRSAMEM )OI L oMl 3 L5° vEEkY
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=R (explanatory force) Pt QP Q0° ]

0@ ~t+y$ Achinstein QIRESIKLUIL O L1100 Q P80
NAun LAFCTEEN 4 O e’ BO D00V P’
T BEFTENO - B 11 1-BHEK - B - PSEU S
L s ShEBuRBoO AL RERLL D6
K EOunSRERuIW 50

Mdn s & 114 i T RS OB RIRKh Wb R

MERHE<E U <ES hrihEugERNY o4
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ot pHe R 1ndn’ Ko’ Kol Yo oEEY
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Hi" #REMCQUERLER oIt g s
0 Qe SERMEERY BRUBKOVEIS 6
PR 10 1) A IR0 - S A 4B 0 S R U M R
&) e SRR  ER VB E O NIREU BV S EE
RO D R S B 0 IRAT € 00 1) VRIR RO 00 8
Vel O MR S SR ERVvEE O Lo UEe»
SR Q REY e° - HELD LSRRk
Lol ot bbpELERS DRREVRED
Miphil VolRoRRULL ) (i
CeRkE” MR c E8vEE SURuLE Y S EE
RO SR SR L B 0 IR 80 ) (BB MR V'
“mnn’ @A C SR OEEWKD N (REKEER
WL Tgedn () SV BB e e 4 oS BPDR UL -
$] VA M Q B SERCEREVEE SNl
Rre) VIEEOV L0 ROoR PR 0% w4l NI4T
...... BUME NP, VLGRS © BINER 1 B
BTV QIR LR # HEXKRBKSURBRVERERE
ntoﬁ%m‘ﬁméntéﬁﬂwxaémoﬁt&m:a&
WHEIV L0 ue" B PE0°
AV LB KORKYSORw e ofEH RN
" RERLARKIES P L o B EREKIREK QR L R 0B
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WARTNE F

— R

xpwrzuﬁmaﬁégﬁﬁsﬁmm
LS Fa Wm+hAmm?ﬁw%@ )

—_—

Ga i3 Fa iz[H %
el oMK ORI NERE - BRERR v~

5° %t @m_ﬂmﬁmmdn%ﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ& V5 P iRiEREHR v

QP LofERE BREEERP LS ;m/ﬁw@v/\té_ O elRiRE

HELRED BRERERPL040°

() RUVvOC TEREECRRE) 4 RKILKHKbd K2
i °® Hart and Honoré, Causation in the Law, London:
Oxford U. P., 1959, p. 2.

(0) VemMER “EHERS. v “THELE. B’ EH
EEEIEDIVR KEECSEVELSORDLPR0 v
RLVL0° EREVAYOKPY S OBBROBUR O LS
RUVREROCH RS UQuBRAOLOCERMSHE
VERCHKUER CEBNKO0CREDERR VL’
HEVEHCHRLU B OERRPROS VY LV BEHQ
BRUERCEGHERPBUL e HBOTE o EL S
WROER AHEHEL RO vimE PR C G
Hempel, “Aspects of Scientific Explanation”: in—
Aspects of Scientific Explanation and other Essays in
the Philosophty of Science, New York: The Free Press,
1965, 2. 4 R—2 « O« ¢ NY X [T 5h | (B
EH) REE (T P RLMe

(%) REHECHEBTHMY QO 5\ u7 CL E. Nagel, The

—

Structure of Science, New York: Harcourt, Brace and
World, 1961, p. 74; R. B. Braithwaite, Scienfific Ex-
planation, London: Cambridge U. P., 1953, pp. 308—
310.

(+) BEE-HFERFOREYIREYL O L v’ CL

Hempel and P. Oppenheim, ‘Studies in the Logic of
Explanation”: in Hempel, op. cit., Pt. I; Hempel,
“Aspects of Scientific Explanation”, 2. 1, 2. 2; K. R.
Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discovery, New York:
Harper and Row, 1965, § 12; Nagel, op. cit., pp. 21,
22, Chap. 3. (NY A TEHERT (FEE) (KHE©
HE TR ottt Blnpirk (FE1) 85 1)
KIS H®E MBR) (RO MEih e e @mde
FEE (FNR) BX) KHES E ME4EmRoR
] (208 MIogms - S8 e (FE10
RE) NNE =

(w) BRELAECHEBEHEY O 5 v CL Hempel,
“Aspects of Scientific Explanation”, 3. 1; Nagel, op.
cit., pp. 76, 77. RiEEEH ALV LOQWURAN LM
P! WiREHBEP Q0N VLK o 1849 5° Cf. Popper,
op. cit., pp. 147, 148.

() Hempel, “Aspects of Scientific Explanation”, 3. 3.
(ANY R BEMREE -

(~) Scheffler, The Amatomy of Inquiry, New York:
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(65) B3} /7 -

Alfred A. Knopf, 1970, pp. 34, 35. S8 #Ede (deduc-
tivist) v SEZEH, (inductivist) vQFHEL QO LV
44’ K. Lambert and G. G. Britain, Jr., An Introduction
to the Philosophy of Science, Englewood Cliffs, New
Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1970, pp. 34—37 {-oH\V 5 0°

() Hempel, “Aspects of Scientific Explanation”, p.
391.

(o) Ibid., p. 393.

(8) HRRE\EOMIEY O 5\ 2" Hempel, “Inductive

, 0p. cit., 4. NEIvL4 L08R
5 10° W. C. Salmon, Logic, Englewood Cliffs, New
Jersey: Prentice-Hall, 1963, p. 63 -3\ 50°

(=) Hempel, “Aspects of Scientific Explanation”, 3.
4,

(8) Cf. Ibid., 4.1, 5. 1.

(23) Achinstein, Law and Explanation, London: Oxford
U. P., 1971, p. 61.

() Ibid., pp. 104—106.

(3) Ibid., p. 106.

(8) Cf. Ibid., p. 106 footnote. s¢4§” Cf. Scheffler, op.
cit., p. 39.

(%) Hart and Honoré, op. cif., pp. 43, 44. & 8" it
ERRVEHENRORRERURE | VL0’ vORY
UEAORBEY O 537 Cf. Scheffler, op. cit., pp. 42

Inconsistencies’: in:

—46.

(%) Hempel # [»dcw—3" RRALNREEROW
al h\ A A \\\\\\\\\)\)\\\\
LONEERY {IRYLEGELES BU{ARNERMVS
A Y R A Y I S S A I Y S A 4
ORVEHEON D VUREE R Qe ww -1
ARMBEOOQOUEHON VL nERURDIL 0
...... NEUL{ARYAZ NI UEHLua#MADe N
RUKR P S 0oiRUEERRE Qo ARU L R0’
Vi | BEHMERIE- UL a0l 50 n LB
R L B VNS VLN i L0 (BRI
) VR SRS REMEOURROEHOERESY

HOLPHT e 8t 548 5° Hempel 27 HRIK
£ QEIE W _.Emmmmwmwmm\@mx_@m._ (requirement of maximal
specificity) —— 0% N - AN RZBELHERE YR
WEP A NEERIKD LR DR ST DB
LZOLPOW<LPROVURR AP R LB S A=
NEEORATEAT ~AKBRLEE O L VSnBRA

DHLOLOHLQU D WEYUOHERERNT -AKE
RIFEVEINW MRS & N K (reference class) €« a0 -0
PHLANK ML DEOELIOY O RS
DUBELFTHREOANK LED 0T | A= N SR
QUOLPRY VYL oREESERY O P 5000 RAH
PR —— U AON Y 500 Ut 46 5 ° Cf. Hempel,
“The Function of General Laws in History”: in—,

op. cit., p. 237,——, "' Aspects of Scientific Explanation”,

7]
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B=

—BEE HRTAR

3042 HE MEhERRLE NIHO—IIHINERE®
() Cf. Lambert and Britain, op. ¢it.,, p. 33; P. F.
Strawson, Introduction to Logical Theory, London:
Methuen, 1966, pp. 233—237; W. C. Salmon, Thke

Foundations of Scientific Inference, University of

Pittsburgh Press, 1966, pp. 8—10.

(]) Cf. Hempel, “Aspects of Scientific Explanation”,

p. 380. (0D ~)
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