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IR S ARSE P S 1 HE 94

& &

B R AR EXFRARXRTHAHFOS R ERFEMEIFAETR. REH
AMEXN MR BEREZA - REWEEAY F M X8R 3087 i E QT U
REMLNBY IR ANTRAETEXNES. “BEA T AR THA £ LA gh
R AToX AP mR . t e — T B LMol = Umak 7k % B W ik 0 AL
R o BT A E S Bb B E L

—. BEMEXHIRE

BB FRATE #E—A> 7] B W B A KR T TR AT A sk AL .
N AE &R B (W) 8O BEAP RO 5 & T EL O (RIS BAE D B Ok A T4
By KT X — L, — UL A R (14 Cohen, 1984) O, F AT (4 B 9 3 AF A U F 40 F =5 52
AR Mob i 5 114 A A0 BE e — 1> i) ECBHL Y AT 5 3 A% (truth-reliable process) » B & AR — 4>
HA FH S o P00 al 52 72 L %45 Sl nl IR B AR . o5 — BP0 A0k Oy (49 4 Alston,
1996) @ FATTAYAED IF AR ok B T2 4% 22 00 1A A Ay At — S8 45 3 Bk b A £ L BB TR A
B X BERAMAE & X AE S W LU BRI A S B2 FRATIE e R AT Y
L RAS B ARG B

ORISR AN G R A R A L A 0 — SEA IR B A iR B Y
SRI . S LR AR R A IR R AU IS SO A 1 — L R B
TE S 3% [ RECK SE Al 32 SCRVER BB R 3T o Rt 3 SCH A AR 7E — B85 DA AR AL 1 ik
i 75 250 o X X 6 2 (R B 4 S A A 5 AT ) E A 19 45 2R 7 9 5 2 DR T I R R AR
B AEHEIS TR o AN, R 22RO AR R 32 S8 0 2 5K A7 7E — 48 B H AT BRI 9 5% T AR T
TS X G0 R £ R 2R B A B K DA A 5 BB A A I A BB 9 £ D LA A
A AN AT DR PR A Al A & i BE . Bl BE 3 A — i B AT A
R0 A ATAT — 5 23 A P AR 2 AR 00 Mok BT RO H AR AR & m AR A ]
REAFME BT BRI 1R &

MR R L 5 A7 AE ELHEREAP LF B T Rl LS R SR 2 4 iy L s 1), EG L
HBEABATR o — T 1hn A AU Al 3 SO AR AT AE B 9 8 A4 (direct perceptu-
al justification) . HIX FF AN EWR A BARAFS LA A P R 3 — i RSkl £ 503 . oA BE A
S 4 AT RE FUR R I S8 {5 302 BHEAS BB 15 /& . 1 AR Al 32 S0 BT i A 1 G T

(DS. Cohen. “Justification and Truth”, Philosophical Studies ,1984(46) ,p. 281.
@ W. Alston. “Concepts of Epistemic Justification”, in P. Moser (eds. ). Em pirical Knowledge. .anham, Mary-
land: Rowman and Littlefield,1996,p. 54.
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PUBE P 45 R 18 R B A A A A S R P B ROk BT B R BB R A 5 . MR n Al

ston(198N IF 5 .,
HBERPATHRENAEZZS A EIXNTIAERNERI K. 252 RARRE N,
Eah IS 2 X To il EMagIRib - FogR, ek £ 2% % A A B4 iR 4L (immediate epistem-

ization) 89 T M, 2 R Z AR, EATHRARIA—RIZEZ ABH D HH 460 42 F 08 45 40 987

4 (mediate epistemization) % 2R # Fix 242 4.9
I3 —J7 0 RE TR A LR I R RE A AN T s A AT T R A Y T R S B R A
SR TEER X B & 45 T R (the Given Theory) . SR, i HLIE HUE & T HHEAF 19 1E 2 7T e vl W] Hh i
— B, S Ah RIS AR R S R ml A RR AR S BEAP IR R Gustifier) B AE FT LB 4 B AT 46 20
JE— SRR AR . R RE v R K R ) 0 UE R SRR B8 9 1B (Pryor, 2005) @, &
AT 2 AT L 33 Se B I S F5 — Rl s SN FE 1S A9 U B (Lyons, 2008) @ Fir 4 33 #6315 3 W, B4 432 52 fb 5436
R HUERE AP BT i A — 2 BRI 0 B R AT SR T Bl SR 1 S

R R RERE TR AE S A ) E L FRAT I BEAE BR A T2 SORN R B e 2 T kAR B 1 i
P58 A AT BEAF A — PP BEAE LAtk 32 Ak mh TS i S5 PR S . WY BonJour(1985) MY 674©, &
AT LLBEFLRR Oy <55 360l = X7 (weak foundationalism, WF), HIEABER . (DHRESES —EF
JE B AR AHAN R U B AT R & B AT 4 32 A5 85 (2) X S8R 7 15 BBk 47 (partially justified)
FREE A5 A AH 3R AR BEP 32 4F Gustification-support) » W 15 K 22 50 0015 & ok & BT 32 915 &5
PRI SCEE R BB R4 X M A MBS WD P A A . TR B Ok IZ IR M iR RICHAAE T v LU
TE— € RE L b P it 3 SCRI Rl 5396 4% B 1 Il i) e el

. MRESEEERP

AR ST I 1 T2 R R A5 A& AR P CRTAR R SE BEA ™), IR X FhAE S & 75 02 B4, RATH i 56
WA XS FAR AR 3 W A e G

(—) FMIRFIPEHPEER

A FE A TIE 2 3 15 RIS HIRBE I (epistemic justification) I, AT GEHR A A M A E . XA E I
B 3 I A5 AT AR X R A AR T 45t — AN G — T ST M B . AR Steup(2004) O Ik
CHTRBER X S B A LU 4 B R R (DB BUE S 7 A s (O (45 & B % WL s
(objectively probable) ; (3) #0324 T “H 753 B IEHE (evidence) ” L “F 7t/ B B H (reasons)”; (4) X 58
i) 43 #F (deontological analysis) : A F 44K S A H i A {Z (be justified in believing) {E/& P, 8 P Xt S
M5 2 BRI & B SFrAE& P 7R B2 ST al RFiy .

A SCHEAH R R XA AR IE I R EEEA R BT () H A A @

(DS HEHAE P RA“SHELAP AR HP ", S AL .SHE P Al LR

WL B E SAKR.PHRATRA A H P LA T4 L6 (rationally acceptable),

MFRATIR G FIURE B I 58 23 DL 28 P B R S A — A E SR B A BUR R B A . B4 B
A 2 LA 0 25 P 0025 LRV 2500 PP Gusifien)

DW. Alston. Epistemic Justification. Ithaca and London:Cornell University Press,1989,pp. 60~61.

@ Alston Jy 1 ik G — L6 TE I 19 438, 6T 1A EIAE 7 XA AR L HIXOF AR B i b 2= Rk iz L B .

@]. Pryor. “There is Immediate Justification”,in M. Steup & E. Sosa(eds. ). Contem porary Debates in Epistemology. Malden, M.
A. :Blackwell , 2005, pp. 181~201.

@]. Lyons. “Evidence, Experience and Externalism”, Australasian Journal of Philosophy ,2008(86) ,pp. 461~479.

®L. BonJour. The Structure of Em pirical Knowledge. Cambridge, M. A. ;: Harvard University Press.1985,p. 26.

©® M. Steup. “Internalist Reliabilism”, Philosophical Issues,2004(14) ,p. 404.

OFEX— i b BE#% F 23 BonJour M3Z M, 4% BonJour AL FIRAHP SE WA BN HEEMX . RETHFEETRESA
AIUG T2 M. NG (5 A P BRI DA B 0 T — S BT OIS 93 B . 2 W BonJour & Sosa(2003) .,
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(=) H#E#HP (immediate/direct justification) 541 55 &

ELFEEREY R AR XS T ] 2 AR 8 HE 18 BE P (mediate/inferential justification) i & B . S X {HF& P 1Y
BEAP R B 1 TR M 1Y A8 1 2 X R R AR Aok BT S X LI REA 0 A AE S (D i EE.
HeFmZ P IR R 25 T S A M HABE & BB WA . B IEARTENE AR
TAT ] HoAth 1975 B BB 1905 & CRES S Al

ARG T AR S A v A A T FRATTE R AR B AT B AR B 0 S B A 5 A B 2 DA
AR TR BB I E & (HAEAPIS S, X — A5 T Z 40 09 [ 8, 2 Al 32 A ER
AR AR GEEEAL 32 SCE Ny AR SR I A5 & i B e 2800k B T FRATT 0 Jne 282 40 1 15 A&
AR BEA o DAL TS 4 0 N B . X RO 3 321 2 HEIE () 4 Feldman, 2003) @, 24 AR Fij %
1o ARHE AR IERE 32 A @, FRATT 5 T th S 00 60 58 £ & U B A5 B B 10, X RRBE IR R R
B T AT AT HoA i 15 BRE 45 &

(=) —E&nZEMHRA

B M RATUREAAME SR E IR BB 5 S A B S 25 & A 0 S MR B (40, 3x
AR P02 AN AT B 09 7B A 7D o ELHERE B R A]H AR A 0 DX AR R B S B B R IR 1 X 43 L 5
AR E B X ).

HW L —MEER A B 5 & A R E RATRNZAR & B & A 7T i Y (indefeasi-
ble) . BN, /& W& ¥ BA — el @A, T RRAGERE FRAIE AN, a BN IR E &2
B ERHPE& . B2 BORAR SUA 780 B AR 5 R A SR 8 T A B IR A R BT
FRAS A0 T IE P B B b A A AR S B BB A I A5 (defeater) @, AR TA TR IS 2% 78 b F X A o] 75T, i
A ULIX P EE W) A ) B R (prima facie immediate justification), &L, T X EHA“H
R IX A AR .

ZHRBPRNEMETMBREIREZ S

W BSOS R AR A AU IR SUR B B — DO R, il e AT
YR Ay R AT — P LA R E R 7 2R A SRR R Y L 3B 2T 11 25 LA P A [ AL

(L) S Bl AE 7 2 ey m] fE 4 7

(2) MR L2 7Y (AR A RE U A1 O ELEE BRI N B AR 7

Xk 48 T Y 2% 3 A 24 2™ AR R A R R (I Feldman, 20035 Heumer, 20015 Pryor,
20000 KA B3 XS ROR 22 46 T RE RUR A ) R 5 — AR O — B AR £ & R 25 (nondoxastic
state) » JEE 22 56 75 H A WP SR A BE A1 S Ak 3 DX ZOR AR T 5 28 = R B Jo 5 AP 0 JERSE 2 56 A of
B afE .

FIT A 1k - A B A5 A 14 B3 BE 5 AR 4 3t 2R3 DA TR 3 22 TG Z (LTS ZE AN W it . X
X B8 BRI I A PF R A SO I8 A 3 FL L B A BR Tk 18 R E AR 7 B A5 A . DU A X B i vp R AR
JA7R .

(—) EmMiEXMRERZSH

KT HIE AR AP A B AL 32 SCUL B AR R IR AR R

T1. e B S A 1R IR 5

T2. B L6008 £ 3R Rl A HLREP OF AR A TR 5 & .

D S B Ok B B 9 32 BB IR AT X A2 4 T G . RIS UE B AR SRR S i 2 B

DR. Feldman. Epistemology. Upper Saddle River,N. J. : Prentice Hall,2003, pp. 55~60.
@ T SCHE B Y it 3 S, 8 00 502 33X B R AR 1 Sk 3 S
Q3 A~ 1) 1y B VA ) TR B0
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PRUZ 0 20 B4 5 I R AE & 17 248 X SRR T A 2R S A B R 2 — 2D 54 . BonJour (1985) ¥ i3
O,

Pt A AR E AR B FAFREGEAF @, E A5 % 5 5 L1 in
REFTHLELASFEFZHP (L2 TERRBARINZIHK —FRES, CRWAAN—F @0 RMA
Jo A AR AB IR ABde BR AN, 22, RN EMRFE WA A2 RXARA Lk
RARFHROMBLELRZAA L, BH- i F— ik R B HF 458 2 Lk
BOARAFIE, SRIEC AL ELZHYP ORI, AT A KREGE —F 4. L5 2 A A (as-
sertive content) R F 2V R R ARE, A, B X HFZ @B REN L2 RTHY,

BonJour B8 EAR 8 — 4~ 5 29 Hij £2 -

(P) BRI ZAE Ty a4 LR AR 2 0B AT e (i) N2

(P) B FRAE BE47 B 2 19 “ N 45 25K 7 (The Content Requirement, CR) . FAT My A1 4 B8z 32 % 0
$#27 Davidson(1986) @R FRATIR-ML T — A% .

Bt (sensation) 5 AZ MM R AR TRA—FEIHXZ,. AAETTFREZEZERANG
PRAEE., MALRXFXZAMNL2? RAALEERH L. EX—FHARXEZ., BREIIREE,
EEMHELLERERAGAGEBIARAL, B2, AT AEANARLAFRELNZELAN
BT AREY,

Davidson 7EiX Bt i &35 1 A H 2410 8

(D) B8 2 RS B i il 45 © 5

(2) W SR b, SR —Fho BUIR AR R B A Sy B4 I R e A L IR 4 BA i P 45

AR B (DR A HEH

(3) Bt 2 B R BE R BB R R W E A .

WMHR G AL 4 TL SRR .

K1, Davidson 32 (CRO (9 B H i A2 - AR —FRES R B A N A I8 4B ok 515 &AL TE
BHCRZ T, SR U E Davidson 1B E T &, AT 23 & I VR JZ R B9 SRR - An 2R —FolR 288
BHESLREZBLRZ T I AXMARE 5E S ZE 0 B LR X R ATRE L. A T U]
X— L RATRE — 0. REHE—NEF B FR_RIRAEE

Bl J& 7 BA Y m i

B Bl BB R 2 2RISR 250 E, FHE EABRAEM a8 N4, EX R T IR
AR MEfH B A A4 E BEYT T BL A&

B2 B FHEAHRAENA ., B3H

B3 =y HARE AN,

AR WIREATHINE R NE 4 E S Bl Z A R AT fE sl 24T B M. B 58 A ml ae
BEY B2 8 B3, XTEHE F kR . AR WRIRATRINE BAmEANA B AERZMRE R Ky E
BN 8 R A YE A A R R T AR am s R FRA A AN
7, BHL.RNELAUEES EAMMEEZ(CR) . {HE, (CR) R T HMORSIE i H £
A5 X AR R NS 1Y . B 32 SO TRIRE AT AT UE 8 TR AT 1) JER i 28 50 ELAT i A P 2 CY AR R
SR S A — A0 S T AT DR R R RAE A AL A R B A TEHASHN,
Al ST T — D UL A A N 25 BB B SUH SR R R R B AT 4 JF B R B RE 8
PR LIRHEBRAE R P N R 2Z 40, BBIS A 4 A Ui W A SR AR S B v BN &L IR A B R

t

P

L. BonJour. The Structure of Em pirical Knowledge .p. 78.

@D. A. Davidson. “A Coherence Theory of Truth and Knowledge”.in E. LePore(eds. ). Truth and Interpretation ;: Perspectives on
the Philosophy of Donald Davidson. Oxford:Blackwell,1986,pp. 307~317.

O E—MHFWMIBE ., FL L NRREZEORTHFENARATE LR 5HE S A MmN, WA SRSk
P IR (O TEA B TR LT s is @D,



.+ 36 - RDURFARONSIRED 5567 8% 55 3 1]

BHE WA ESESELMRED, FRE N “ME(E &7 (Only Beliefs, OB) J5 I .

(OB) MEA {5 & EOAAN B 5 E &R AR A A mE N % .

(OBRH TN I — A EEARE S MME D Pl o s, Wik, — A X F AP
(15 2 DA — Bl R ik 14 7 X R AE i a8 X Al R AE 7 X B AU i A T . WR B ROIRAS ML 7 X
FAEATE PR AFRAT AT LAUE M Wi 1 (assertively) R AIE P, X AE— 3K, gt ol DOKE HoAth — 25 BLAG Ay LN
ZH A B IO B BRI R A GO HERR AR I R 2 Ah . BRI E Ok L (OB) SEBR b A J2: -

(OB™ ) MEA {5 & (BN E 515 &2 U F AR 25D A BB W7 5 1 iy R AF Ay

HA N HlL o CCRO) AL A& B H -

(CR™) AR A5 B A N e R AR AR 6250 5 A iy RN 25 9 LI 2 1 R i i R,

PR 0k Bl B0 38 P ok I SR R e IR CEE T ) 2 45 T BE) B Al 3R IR K -

(CR™ ) FEAlR A B A7 R R AR AR 6200 5 i N 25 0 LT 5 3 AE A S i AL

(OB™ ) MEA {5 & (BN 515 A2 RU FE AR ZS) 7 B W7 5 1 b Fe AF A

JIE LA MEA {5 8 (A0 B 51 & 2R 0L A LA obR 2850 A REAE Shy 7 PR 362 1 7

(=) (B

Pryor(20009,2005) 75 # TLE 2 BF 4 I} BT SR A 8 3E 5 W 3t S b b 3 98 TR A o S0 BT 3 B 4P A7 A
B 32 ZE S IE (A OB FORR Oy S Fr il 518 A0 ¢ F189E” (master argument, MA)) , 2R 5 i E 48 B iZ 8 0E /0
U AT BB, TS B 9 Y . R b AR AR B3 I8 S S B4 o EL A 6 238 UE 1 — 28 43 B
] 87 % A SCAHE B U E A R & 8 X . Pryor (7 ¥R B RTABEG R 40 R Ly I -

G BUAEIZ IS IE e — A A B AR TR R 6 SR A BB 7 3. At 45 A B 2 AR B OER
JEESTRME SRS HE e A b e EE R E S M A,

HWKL (OB« ) ZoRKM, YRR ZHORTFFAINNER LA MENE. B8R, AR LA 6
NI AR UL I e F & . 3 M 3L R Z A AE T8 T8 AE g A8, F L {BL-7- 4 7 52 1 b A A
U, DR % AIE I 2 TR AT (AT ] B b o B 2F 2 B0 1 e I A WA . AR S5 AN TH] . 256
BE A S R 6 75 20 B I A 2 0 S AR B RE D A AR G

P& L (CR %) i & » Pryor TAH B HIE B LA 12K B T Fril 09 “mi £2 J2 W] ” (Premise Principle,
PP).

(PP RS # P EMEA P ¥ A B R AR W B R AES AR A 5 LKA LMk %%

E AR X PHRIENTRMUER, EMNLME PR TFEMERLEZZF O

fH 2, Pryor 3F RINH H M A SEREY 5% W vh 2 . B 40 F -0 ARG F &5 E GE48 A
WG & IRAE T ARG PP X R U598 v DAFE AR BLIEREDY . 2B 2 BT LLRE S HE 15 & 2 O
ZBNAESHESNALE ML RR"ZH . AR A6 F o X R R EEN 28N
HEHESHNERR 1.

HREAE Pryor (1 815 FATTAT A H 2 il 5238 & 6 B 57 PR3 it Jin 1 — 2 B 2% 2 0 R AR AR I 358 431 56
FHBEBEA B LAl 3 S . FE b R RO 3 AR AR 52 (CR » ), ARA TR AT R 2 0 5
RS ELAT U 2 AR RE T e R AE A AL, IR, B 52 (CR % ) JF R 105 5 FRATHs 28 36 1 b 1 42
MBI R . X BRE MA SIS o, R a5 SCE R B B2 %4518 R 4 At 7] 35 4 46
(OB =), XA GRS — FHARANGR BA BN A (5ES—F R L A F &
— 5 T A NGB AR B A (55 8RR . X —f LR 32 S R $H A IR IE T b
WRE S T2 b UL A AT 4 — T B 5 o5 BES B0 R 25 (R 50 RERS M BEP L 43 15 8. R N BE DL X —

D]. Pryor. “There is Immediate Justification”,p. 186.
@]. Pryor. “The Skeptic and the Dogmatist”, Nous,2000(34) ,pp. 517~549.
®]. Pryor. “There is immediate justification”, p. 189.
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A TR B T R E R S MR 11 7 (Markie, 2005) @,

(=) EalE X EHFRH &

TEAE B A WOk B AT (IR Atk 2 SO 4%

CIO YRS FEFPSMETS 1 U6 5

CIDOFENTER R HESE P L 32 H 1E T8 09 3d B e

WFE(DW R AN LR E 5 E Z BT DA R E E & P2 E 5 P ZRIAAE —Fha] 5 1 A
FOCHE, B, Alston IN N KIRE E BEA P HEB — 1 £ /R (reliable indicator) ; Goldman
(1979 ONFA Ry, &80 E JETE fE & P I — ATl B8R T 19— 4. (AR ZH0E R £ X H IR
PRI AEA . — 7 R W R RO 2 00 SR AR AR S 1 —Fh AR S IF B S B8 A A Hb i A7
(access) XPRA LA MEFED W KRG T T B W5 73— J7 T SME R A B o 1 I 25 F &
FEI RO (140 BonJour, 19855 Cohen, 1984) . JEfih 32 S04 2 5 IR X 26 R ME I AN LR LA B 192 5
LY /N

BT R A B R K 2R A 32 R T IR B (ID . AR R Z — & Huemer(2001)
OF 1 1“4 {157 F X7 (phenomenal conservatism,PC) :

(PO WRTE SEBERLIF- 2 PB4 S BANAEME P-4 T W20 .

HR BV A E A BRE B R E 1 E S 2 — DRSS g il e AR, RE PO TE
AT RHGE B e g L B R R o AHE R FRYE 2 1 2 WL . Markie(2005) 3 i — 26 fz f4i]
W — 2L P R AN BRAE 77 AR HI R (B SR AT DA S S s FRATT A T30

S RN X L B ATE AR 2 O TN AR B Y S B i B e . AR BT RE A MU AR R AR IR
PR T At TR BT IR 11— S ST BT S L 5] A DA SRR A R T A R N 2 A i R N 8 0 A BT 1Y)
. FiRH AU R Y] X e ie 2 /0 J AR (k& AR A MG IR BT A R E B2 A
By, #E P L TA G L EE RERY 20 SR A I
Bl > FoATE A HAt AT e 45 1 BB UL

M. MEFSEEMENX

HT T FATTA ZE R Y BV AL AR R GE AR B AL A G i LA A R A HE R At SO B8 e
HBE RS E L

ST RBE BRI R At T U 2B R R AS B R DA FATIOG T AN AR A S0 R £ AR AR X
FAEFOEAR R A TAL AT HAD A9 75 BB 105 2 AR X TR R A B M5 S S0Ed . F 5l 3 it
BEAT T Bl BT IR HR 0 RO IR RS T B AT (1) AR ] — iR A U B R 2R R B i
PN I ELIBT E PR R i 5 (2) HL A X R R I B B B ST 2R B R Y A5 S 80O B 515 &2
RURPIRAS o H TR Al 32 SO AT DURSR B 2 A 42 (1), B UG+ ie Y 8B R AE R4 (2) . FRATTC &8 48 1 Sl
T SCE AR IZAT AR B R PH A Ja 2R L L PR AT RE A . s A A, B H AT 1k R B DR T i
WIPERE S . DL b b DURRR 32 SRS 5 0 LR ETITRY . e ARl 5108 A9 323 K - 4R SRR RTER (2)
{14 B S BIL - FRAT B BB SR A BT Y i 4

TEFAE K AT 4R (2) [ R MARAS Bk B T 3ATX HH AR 52 B Cepistemic practice) [ S8, X Al
BB R BEP B AR OC o 78 HOR NS B b AT 208 RO 35 A R 19 56 T A AR 5 1) e 15 7L 5
H AT SR B AR AR BB A (5 & ER L XM H R RURE 4 0L S 2 2 32 B Pk A BT
BE X ZOR AT EEIE b SO FRATT I U 52 B 3 A S 8L Y — A E B SR IE 2 AT R (2) Fr 2 3R aA g A
Fo ARG T ABRBUUR A TR E RS AR E F A — DR E & P fERE AR E R LA

DP. Markie. “The Mystery of Direct Perceptual Justification” , Philosophical Studies ,2005(126) ,p. 348.
@ A. Goldman. “What is Justified Belief”? in G. Pappas(eds. ). Justification and Knowledge. Dordrecht:Reidel,1979.
@M. Huemer. Skepticism and the Veil of Perception. Lanham,M. D. : Rowman and Littlefield,2001,p. 99.
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MIRATDASAR M5 & P RS BB 1y . H2 AREA AR A 24005 P ECE ARG P 2I e e 47
fl2. TR X JE— AT BN B RE A SIS [, 7EX R IGO0 T+ fie B 4R 2 B A B fR0 2 1)
BB R ARER IRUE”  HE W 1 AR W A A MM Po il AR LLEN A SRR R PO RO ERAR T Q.
JEH Q UAFER SR Py IXBEEKR RS P Y B By S P BB A8 7 N2 I AT iR . &
U F BT T8 A T U TE AR A VR S — A YR TIE A IR LA 0 B A R A X IE R TR (2) I
FIRM B, ZICHEIN R RSB E IR AT A I A NI B, HL R BN 0 LT A I 0 U A
FRIS AR A VR F X PP SIS Bl W AR IA X — 5 Al S SO B AU R X R . 28R Y 2 B R R Y T B
A, JE A SO R DL A UL A R A 2 80 BT RIS P A EB R L X 4 fA R, X [
AR H R Z T Y SR B R (EAE S R AR 0 B U U] AR AN
AR, SR A SRR A R AR G AR AR B A . SR 3
ORI A X A R . (X OIS B R G FRATT 2 AULE X7 2Z TRl AR BP A i R . 2R X
BB 4 o) L) 56 Bk - FRATT AT B — Fh 25 M P PR IE —E G—Ek . AS OB B A 5 SR 2
SCRE R R S —
(—) BonJour £33 EME X
FEVIE A 32 S W 8 B BonJour (1985) AR 44 3k it {5 & BT =2 45 19 0 BUAE 4 B2 19 A ], 4 L X 43 Oy
S8R il 2 SR AN LA 32 SR 55 Ak 32 S, T R RRCAS B AT E E T U A oy B 3 itk 2 SO Y AR SR R
ST 55 ey T S ) S SR — AR
HREBG PR AR EAREAMSIG 2R L IZAREEL A G RE L it B dn
R B R T e X AT & ROT RAEAFAE #” (initially credible) , /3 43 2] £
S FEP
X PR FE S AT 35 5% 7 BonJour 35 LA © .
(BABEIL]RBEY BT MAE M EABEARELABZAGIY E, Hekibil, o F
B ET—ANE LR EERT AL, Z ARG QA0 R AIRAE e a2 & A 3 A Bl
A RS, AR A BATRAL B AR IZ A T W BT A AE A sl 6d A 3k A mh 69) 69 1 3P Hn
T VAR & S iR T R KOG AR e
{H BonJour J:ANIA N € GBS B B2 JR IR AE O,
BABMI AN BETHEARFIN RGO AN, AR ERL. M SR 3 P E
TUARERTAT — R EGHE R AT AR Jo i T B RGO E, 2R XAIERE S e fT A
7 AR E LS BRTAGF RO AR, RL, BT LT A RMNBEF
EERMEFBEHROBELAMRGECELGHPRBEL G
(Z) ¥ BonJour M &= K IE M
P BonJour [ &5 B M J7 1A T
B EHE VN HET LSS T (WE) 100 8 AR A AR A Se R T i DL BT, AR 46 Bon-
Jour &, K43 AR UAS 19 He iy 3 SO 32 B AR M2« SE Ak A5 & BT 24 W HR R R AR L A B g 5
KBV AR T ER B AR . AR PEZ AR E A (WE) 5 3R 6 15 & B A7 %0 4R 09l {5 i R =4 AR
PR ER A FE 0 BET . X AR UL A8 87 BonJour A AFEARFRAE B A UL I . (H AR 3 fh 56 T i AE 4
AT G 3 TRATT BT E AR5 — 2848 R (BonJour & Sosa,2003) @, BonJour Ay, HIR B R 2{5 &
(A B, 8 TR SR S LA A B 22 M s — M5 SR A A A3 B, b 2000k — S B AT B
) 1 B (truth-conducive reasons) . I, HA AN E& S B F XM B A F & P o, S #%

L. BonJour. The Structure of Em pirical Knowledge .p. 28.
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Perceptual Justification and Weak Foundationalism

Pan Lei (Associate Professor, Wuhan University)

Abstract:In this paper, I shall put forward a tentative idea of weak foundationalism about the structure of perceptual
justification. Its basic theses are: (1) perceptual beliefs possess somewhat immediate justification; (2) these ° partially
justified” beliefs receive mutual support from each other to the extent that they are the rationally acceptable beliefs. This
structural option is distinct from both foundationalism and coherentism.

Key words: perceptual justification; foundationalism; coherentism; weak foundationalism
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