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H 5 M OWMEFNE, SR ZMEES 5 721, To confirm certainty or reliability of some kind
FRERDZHAFRNBE L 725 LWV D Bk, RIS of knowledge, another kind of knowledge is needed
HIFE O « HGRIC BV THRDHSENDDH %, FA  which is used for this confirmation. This point has
T O ZERIEDH O HICAI L TEIRAF ORI been gradually recognized in the field of philosophy
R R TREUDN, RPEENARRORM DT of knowledge and epistemology. I studied this subject
B9 2R DI T AR S 232/ T&E 9. with regard to scientific knowledge and made a talk
L2 SRR E R B I ES R o T, on it at Tottori University. But it is not adequately

clear to understand scientific knowledge. So my
paper is not completed yet.
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I had some lectures and seminars on philosophy
on knowledge and epistemology and an advanced
lecture on philosophy of logic for graduate students.
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Until now it becomes clearer that between our
ordinary beliefs and beliefs in science there is some
important difference and we must advance new
point of view to characterize it. Especially, in science
it is the unique activity in science to make clear what
is not known and this process should be understand
by new view in epistemology.

PIEOHLINEER, W% &5 T EDRHDT, WEZILMCT 22 L TH Y, FAINIREE (L 2R
HARE2 DTS2 Bl U 7L WBIRD B RO H D 7% GRS DOV THIZEL TWE Y, &5 LiEzib
Mg % T ANHOFDOEHPEREMHDIIZTZ 5 ED, HISNICE > TV EFEZTVET,

445





