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FEWEE ", ERAE2
(U BgAEE RS R, FiE, 200240; 29k # A, M, 510275)

HE: EAROHEFREM (mental causation) 14X FieH, JEILEEEE L (non-reductive physicalism)
TeE RN R B BRE SE T 2200 . M ERUIHAb PRI (exclusion argument) W& —AN) 72 F ok
B BEAEIE R 3 35 A4 1R AU S B S HA IR IE R PN A (RIS -« )5,
AR O AR R EE U — S — kAR —8 (token identity theory) BEATHHY". 52451 K2 K
TREAAERR, AR T —AMETH IS (conservative strategy) R\ NHHMBPESIE: HARTEH,
SAERFTEAEA 277 R et LR A AR I TAE, JF R, S@dmiE2 5 AE—18 g e b
ZHAM R IR N (BRSO R E RN « G, AEHER T SIEBCT ERAERR A C TAE MG
LI, PR T ERERTE B FAE AR, RAE-NEENET EEHELE S, 146
o tE 2 FR AR AN VP4l G SO R L R SR RE SR FLAH 26 1) ) S8

KB OEFEREM: MM AREEYE R G REF R QR BN L

—. 5E

O-F A8 (mind-body problem) j&—/NMAA KA LRI A, & EERDORYE
BIRZ R R (E9R— % ER, BT L, W0 RS ) ) & ARG
R HURTE IR 3 Wifel v] A8 R SR A ER2M - Caffect one another causally) ”  (cf. Robb and
Heil) , [Aitt, LA R4E (mental causation) X AMRIHOHLIRES 2 75 65 B AT IR HL
HI5% (causally relevant) ") <418, R4 E +0- 5 W B 047 B (Shoemaker, p. 74).

O3 DR SR 0 R AR AL 2 B o i JTHTAR S o e DA S [|] (7 2 B IR 25
W O RYTSE JEM L% ATah s, . I AP, R, i
FEINHRL S LA F AT 0, 60 RITFAEIMN S, — AN B, W
Rt RAME T TRIASRENS R R HAH BL5EME, IS A FE A 4 08 S ERATIE AT L0 R SR AFAE R ?
N, TEATE T FAEE YT, — A B R, WSARIAT B A AR R O BEAR
AFTE RSN, WA AR L EARETE N A ORI FE 57512 B, ERSE Y%
MAFRRL S, —> B A e, & AR AE RE R IA AN TN 2 R TG 31 5 A 48 1 30 2 () AH B

" ORSCEAMERSROAR DRI ALE (FAEBETT) 2015 4E5 4 M.
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TERII G I ERART= R 1R OB BRI 2 an A, SCan i S ae kA IE S ? A SRk
A, BHEME? 5%, BT XS LAFE SRR SRR Y 503 BE /YRR B AR, B
BERTRATE, 0O BEBRER I B4R, il 1 AR 2 A R R 2 3R [F) S E i — N

TEA RO R RS0, JEEEYEEE X (non-reductive physicalism) JC&E /&
N ENVERBOGE M T F508, MiE AU HA M IBIE (exclusion argument) & —
AN 2 R S AR IR SR B 3 IR 44 WAIE o FEARSCHL, BATTHT SR R B 3 i —
K —BRAIA— 1 (token identity theory) — &R 15 2437 K 2 B )7 45 FiA I
(2, BATH REL— SRS B S8 (conservative strategy) SR [E] S HEA MV . KEUE %
R B, RATEHERESIEAHIE R IER B A (RIS E R0 « 25, ATk
ST ERAERR B QIR [F— 8 (token identity theory) BEATH%E, F15 & (ERUIIA K ARREAT
XFEL, TR B, SFERLTUTEAE M4 M7 R BRI 2 SR AR A AR 1) LA . B, RAPERIE,
LT 2 5 RS [E] — 10 58 4 W] DA 2 A IR E IR (CTGie 2 141 B SOE /2 BRI o
G, WATERARR, SEBCT BAERRA G TAEM A S LB, 520 T MR = e b
oy A HE BRI, RAE—DEERIEM B b, A Reg 15 21 B AR A VPl
SRR SR L R S A B SR LA O ) A ) R

= HeAh MR B AR A
HEf A VAR & — AN S SR B 2 S AL TR o PR 75 B2 5 T AT 4 S it SR 2R
EX RIEA ARG R, N ASIER (RHIFEED REFN, ZIIES X s A 3
SR PR o
H A LA i SR 3 3 SOW A e W N =F: ThAEF X (functionalism)  (cf.
Fodor) . k%4 [A—1if (cf. Davidson, 1970/2002) , LI K ZR¥ T X (emergentism) (cf. Crane).
PRSI UL, RE ST AECEY B T SO AR A G — AR, SR EL N =AM 3 L

&% (doctrine) ZFFIRZEHNIAFH (Kim, 2005, pp.33-35) :

5461 -Gk (mind-body supervenience, PL R &1c N S)
f546 2 O-BAEEJEME (mind-body irreducibility, PA R f&jic A D

526 3: LEEFERIME (mental causal efficacy, LR Eic N M)

AR B AER A KA, IR =A5 2% 1525 1 U2, JRIE B 3 S AH
S



5, LRMEEZAFERM R, E5 1 FOCERZ B . — B0, B4R P15
B 5T\ e 0o- B ] R I (cf. Davidson, 1970/2002) o B )& HEL T KBRS BE B )
SCHR R, S PERUIERE ML T RREE T I AR, SRR R 2. IRTRE, LR
R IR o BERR T O-FBEMIERIRR A I FHAZE SR 5B—, SEBOAN, RIEA
(RIBE R G R 2w YE (property) ZRIFIBEFOC R, HEBEM R (U, FHARE. L5
AR HE RS (Kim, 1993, p.55) « ik, T O-BBaFHE, Al — et Fishie 02 g 1k
YRR 2 I BER C Rs SB, SAERIX AN T FIFL- B BB — - By SR B P
R OB 5B (Kim, 2005, pp.53-78; 2011, p. 9) » fiiE 2, Ar&EMEEL, WRE
OHJEME m LT H AR T AR, m HBE TR p, B4 A m SRR T
p. JEEMERRE, WRACHEE m BT RS st 5, m AWM TEEE p,
AN m FBEPS T po 8=, STERIBHZIR, X TAREFEYE 3 SOk, 052 (51
BHPROC R AR SRR . ROk, R i ——F% R G e L B A
&, ABEEE ¥ S mARE, O R 59 RE T EE

=541 (S) MM

fE4k 2 VLI, IR R B 3 G AR (E < OB B AN REIE R AL, IF A ANRER — T4
#JE 1 (Mental properties are not reducible to, and are not identical with, physical properties)
(Kim, 2005, p.34) . 155 2 [CBERR“IE R AMER G, SAERTEX B4R S I 5
—FARRIEE Contological reduction) o JEE: AT 57— Ak WL, RIGRIBIE R
(epistemological reduction) , IR PRAE P2 R . R, A R hi—— 3% 8 £ 70 BT 22 A
G52 (D UIRNIZIR, FREEYH E GRS, O HJE M B AR 1R SR i HE
. ¢

B4k 3 VLI, AR JEEE Y SO R A A O FR VE R R SRR, BB R ) S 4
REWS T HAsh, BRUIRMSIER T HEEME (BA O MEWIND #8R HK” (Mental

properties have causal efficacy——that is, their instantiations can, and do, cause other properties,
both mental and physical, to be instantiated)  (ibid, 2005, p.35) . 152k 3 [ ICHE IR /& “[A R 2L
217e SAEBCGANy, ARIEJEER T SCE R ARAE, ORI R RIER Ay, RO H g It iR
g 51 HAl 8 B OB A MR . VR XA A AT BEE L. OB RS ER
Bost M ENE, ZaRYBEEME. A50RE—A AR -0 B R (mental-mental

causation, LA RCHN M-M) , Jg—FEHLUFRAO-PI K H” (mental-physical causation,

VI, ERERT R KR B T A AR RO R, BLOHE R m A
R FARAE R pr 2 ALY, m AT p.
3.



LR fREA M-P) B0 F R (downward causation, fijicy D) o “BRik, HERfR——
IR AEBUN B RE—5 2% 3 (M) BN, RSB 3 SCE AR, O F s PE 2
fé (RS BIROIENE, Btk (FRMD ShRMmEE. ©

SEXE EEDTHESHE, 20RAVRNEE. (H2SERURI, Ak =1E
AN HNIAS TLF 9 A P 3 SO i 1 2 PR R AR S0 I 1 FR 0] 20 JRAE — i, At
HIEEAT A —S1% Cinconsistent) , WAt/ di, JFIEERPE T CGIE— IR R =15 26 A1 J5
o T HAB AT E , HEAR ISR AT DUNAR X AE VR A RO, IR, RIS R
X TR U ERAS & — A Kol )73 2%, AR T L E AP RCRII R e, A
“I4E I8 JFEPHE E X (reductive physicalism) o {XBETG L. NHEIAAEM 1 AR 2, 4R
J5 575 S AE AU HEAd VTR AIE -

SR 1: Ay PR SR 3t P R U (causal closure principle in a physical world, BA R & id
A CCP)

JE I 2 PR R A S (causal exclusion principle, PA &1y CEP)

CCP YLt — AN E e 8] o CEERAERD JRRIE, iz Hif
FERA] ¢ 50224 — N 76 A2 LR [R(If a physical event has a cause (occurring) at time ¢, it has
a sufficient physical cause at /)  (Kim, 2011, p.214) .

EAFERM — R0, SERUAN, CCP IEA AW, — M FAAGEE IR
(nonphysical cause) o i H &R, FIWFHF 2 4 4% FATT— AN FAF R A,
M REA R DLEN . Bpldil, DR A E — N ER R b (causally), FIMH 2 7EMFE L
(explanatorily) F 25 H /2 ] (self-sufficient and self-contained) {H F(ibid. 2011, p.214). ] i
CCP S5¥# AR s BRI 58 %1 (completeness) J& M7 (compatible) -

CEP Ui i MRl fE — AN HIEM g B WL R, B, AATREAH TS T LUR A
ANEHAN LIS 5 O LE AT AT B 20968 [ B R 2B 9 78 R JR K (No event has two or more distinct

? X L B AR P A 175 0 A 9% R R ) 4 B DU A ] e DL S A, 80T BT PR A DL 2000 8 e “ - RLR
(physical-mental causation, AR P-M) 8 “ EEIS”  (upward causation, PLREIEN U , BLK

Y)W R (physical-physical causation, LA F&ic A P-P)

V5% 3 HBATERIRA “TEIKI S " (Alexanders dictum) : “ JLE EUSEAEE MO #L FLo [ S

1”7 (To be real is to have causal powers) (Heil and Mele, 1993, p.202). iX5# 5 R RIS HFTER IR )T

11K (Samuel Alexander) (cf. Alexander, 1927) £ EIFLA 1L (epiphenomenalism) B H 154 .



sufficient causes, all occurring at the same time, unless it is a genuine case of overdetermination)
(Kim, 2011, p.216) ©

AP ERERER: i, CEP BfERWY, FEARMIREm Z], AR — A e
AT, BRAERZA - DRIENERERNTEE;  (2) &EPIAA, CEP B(# CCP,
FRHHRAN 2o 0 IR A BE 32 SCR B, (L CCP Nk CEP mh e Xt 3R SR B 3 SCR 1 1 Bk
B (Kim, 2005, p.43) , RO =AE 5 MPIR RS — i & A HME (inconsistency) - it
FITEYL, SAEBUNTE, AE ] —Fiar fe A FE R B X SCRARHITEVE —BOb—JF R KR S. 1L M.
CCP. CEP X Ti#. B, HfhPERIETT ISR, 1X T Z AAEAE 3 DLVH Bk A
— 8k,

SERR b, SRR B I AN AS IR R A PR HE A P Ve UE—— TR SRR SRR IR A
A AR AR 2 D BUM-P, i & A MR M-M. BT, A
SeKAE A, JEIXPIARRA A H K

I .fa AR HABMERTE (cf. Kim, 2011, pp. 214-217)
(D O-PyHRECR R AT RE, 2 B O EYE m A AT BRI EE M p * 7RI

] ¢ B —AN A [D]
(2p * FERFIA] x5 — D TE R ML IR A, BN 2 s 4 po [ccpr]
(3) m#p. (1}

(D) MBEXINIALE—ANEETPE (causal overdetermination) HIHH,

R,

(5) 1 (2) (3) (4) A/fF, m ARTEESE p * 7€ ¢ B[ — N R AL [CEP]
IRl
(6) H1 (1) (5) a4, La-W R BT W R R AT REM [ Modus Tollens]

I.B 2R HAR EEAE (cf. Kim, 2005, pp. 39-45; 2011, pp. 217-220)
(1D L-OFEFRTEER, M HACHOEEME m * G REFECOIEE m I (B m *

B REACA m TERS[H] ¢ I — AR D o [M-M]
QDO EEJE M m 55RE T3 E Y p. [s]

(3) AXMERI, m* M p ZABA—FAXFRNE (asymmetry) = W p AL, A

m * AARETFE m I (B m * AWRERCN m RST8] ¢ i—NRED ¢ Rz, W
_5-



Rp I A4, BIE m * 54 H I, m AT AEH I [ Edward's dictum®]
(4) f1 (3) HfE, 0% m* S8 m A (supervenience base) p HiBL (E
04 m * RERCN p FERHE] ¢ F9—NED , mo* A BEFE m HIL (B m * A 7[R
J8A m ER ] ¢ I — AN EED
(5H i 4D A, MR m* AESH m HIL, A m* HEE S8 m OB p HEL

(6 m* NEEFE p HIM. [D ANArEE, faishi 2k ]
(7 i1 (3D (6D A, m* AREFE m B [ Modus Tollens]
)it

(8D H (1) (7O H[1F, - O R R AT REM o [ Modus Tollens]

TR X B RRA . B, WRMREARR D ARk HOGRZAET, R
WF—AmR: FRBER (D) fE%2 (D N1 (CCP) , BLEJEN 2 (CEP) X4
ZIAAFAEREANA — Sk o Heh)im i, A RASRAE R RIS VOE B S, AR R B 1 AR
URFF CCP+ CEP + 1 HJ1&, ARG Do HAFERRZ, 0RARAER R g i
T, AR JE Y 3 L —E BIR R CCP+ CEP + D We? AEFAR, & RMa, NEAMFH
L.

Hk, SRR M-M Al Re . HOGBRZ AE T, 87"t T Rl H—8,
D& M-M [ — ML E AR S, P, M-M R BRI D +S. Ha)ili,
M-M 2RI, HHZ S alfig, JFH DAl (M-M<SAD) « Fa, AXEEH, s
SRR A5 e AR AR I AR InTE— 2, AT M (5% 3) AATRE.

B2, Gk BN, W PRSI T A A R, WA TR R, R
NERHF R AR AT ELIE S, MAHERRGE, WLAHES; Hom, E
HEA PE VR U B BT BRI 2 M, AR RE R (IR PAROE R AR, SEf3#82 S. I
M. CCP. CEP XTL# ZIHMA—HtE. #AaHY, EEENER, HBIERIERHRY,
URARIE S 3 L —FF R EF S\ 1. M, CCP. CEP, WA G220 N it F — AP (dilemma):
— 7, WIARUEERF CCP+ CEP+1, SASAGE D, AFIE B 3 SO “PHE A B R 18
3751, WIRBEEF CCP+ CEP+ D, MARARAMIE L BN THE m # p FiHEZ

Y SrERGAN, BN S (Edward's dictum) B AR JE R S F K Z MO EL R O BERS 7ET
I B Co- O R RS RN B O-F FE R R ZE— IR T, BATRZBAWE R — 2, EE M)
BRSBTS TR A E R R R RN, KEHRAERE EERE, ARBERSRTRAPER (Kim,
2005, pp. 36-38) .
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m =p, MR G SR IR R A 3 U — 32— 2K B [A — 18 (type identity
theory) o “IRMLZS IRt AL, ARIEEAHE = SUR R — AN IS0y, AU W R AN T B I 45 =
SHEY: BEAYHRARIMSRIE, BEATHRNEEYHE L.

WS AERNT S, HH PRI C A T 5 T ARG A FE 3 UM AL 2 MR . S2br I,
S. I. M. CCP. CEP X Ti#HiEE— MR LU GE, (HERH WA =R RTTHR: BiR
PEfERTTZ (autonomy solutions) 4R #1775 (inheritance solutions) , LA [A]— 14
fif k)7 % (identity solutions) . BRFFRUE, ARE——ib k. "EFZ, REHITHFAR

T SCEE) ALK D (M R oREE) o HAARU, ARG JE B T CH AR 2 200 T i i A
RIS REM D X = FZ [R5 A (B, SRR RS g, B SRR g, 5
B0 D IREEH US|, HEE— DU, 1+ D+ CCP H AL SFHHE R e, WI+D
+CCP 5 CEP Z A AL AA—E, AWML HMBIRIE (AR R 200 I BSE .

AT EIRF R “RRZIET , BATCLT UL R — AR GRS BB s . 2 BT A
PROATRSTRE S, BN, e, BATDETHOAREFY B S — S —— R [A i 1R
PEBHP . FRATAS AR Z SIS e R AR R S P B SOW A R AHERR R, N Z0RE
R [E] — 8] DL SE R PR N PE, ARt mT AR B, ARG R B 3 S T USRS T
% HUG AT, R BERERA E — e e dis TAF OX W REREF RS , MO
sl GXARFTRES MR EE 2 RRGD , ALRE A S 32 HEfh PRI e A R4

= BRAFE—RH=ARE
H#4EfR (cf. Davidson, 1970/2002) IR —B LK, AREMRFMZ, RATHR
W LTI (S HERM . £ o IRTRE, ok, AR R A o<
SUAR, AU BB [ — R I =A SR B AT 5 58 o AT B Ao AT R LU B B AR 5 B AE
RAEZX =AM E & BB . A MG, XEAYTEE Z AR E e i 38 R
HARZE S, NI S AEAL T S AR AT A M7 R BE 18 A B B AR 0 LA 2N — 17 H, 3R
TR “PRBC" AR IR B 3 SUI IR SF P SR . FRATEE G2 an F = MG

O X EFEEEEMA: (D XAEME R T HMO R R R AR S R . B, HESEARE D,
e R 3 I RISk . R BRGE I, WEHEE R OSBRI R —ig;  (2) RETE
SR S R SH MM AR — /M B . AATT, HSRET B DL S AR X, T4 S
55 AR AR T SORBAT T A B A — ST By, BRI, 8« pfe” ABEBRLE L
WRAR T, S HseHiA L. LRSS S EMmRE S X M54, ZEFHBT.
© 43, T EIKZ% Robb Al Heil (AW 15( cf. Robb and Heil).
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11: BRBY[FE—PERE (token identity thesis, LA R &1 TOT) »

&
[

N

Wil 2: EEMER S (reducibility thesis, LR #&ic 8 RT)

&

B 3. FrEEISE (downward causation thesis, LA FfEjid A DT)

FFELIRE 1 (TOT) o EO-FRE L, RUFE—EKO0T 2 AR E— (token
identity) K&, MAERAE — (type identity) KFR. WEh2U, 2N (individual) -0 HE
FF Cevent) MMAPIELEMF 2 (8] ([E—. X TOT /M0 F3RIE (CEBERT. EMfE, 5 53
7O -

~

(TOT) # a & OEHEM, WAAE—MEFEF b, a=b.

BB R, ARG AR XS TOT [ B A7 L W] 22 52«

(TOT)) fAAE— N MESEM: e, H HAFAEODEERIA /A (description) X FIAHIZLR
AR W, 13X (e) =W (&) » M, a4 X Fritiid i FtFe, LA X (&) 5 b iE#
W iR FH e, 1AW (o) .

(TOT2) fFAE— M AMMESEME e, JEHAFIEOEEYE (property) K MIWIELEME H, i1
K (e) =H (e) - Hf, a 2EFLHEMEKNFEHe, ICNK (o) ; b REGYHEEMH
Mt e, WWHH (o) o

TOT: AEFAEARMIEL AR, 110 TOT W2 AER B . AR, BRI, —F
Tt e SO HEEAE R EL A, BT HERE I SRR IR . thaiil, 7 1O BB KA
XORFAN R GEEM X (e) , HHMEERE W RIRNEHFF W (o) « HZA
R, AN, — D3 e ROLHESEE R HEFE, MERT o AL BAEMNNE
Peo mttil, HEAOEENE K M2 OEEFK (o, HFRAMBEENE H 2B
H (e) »

A, R E AR MR, SR AT A4 O B AR DL R AT 4 2 ) B A
MR SN, RIS T TOT RYER B ARRI A T AN F], HORBEAE T SRAERRAS L B Ik



RUA]— R AR AL, 50T [F] — A S A P 2R 1A B R B 2 2 [B] 5k o )Tl U, 3K
VERAR OB a HPEAAMEI B FA: b 2 (A4 A RBLE — R R . R, SAERE
K BAER O BRI — R R, KT R DNFARWD B AR R R #a)iEi,
SRy, 2 A O E M K AR H 4 H ST e Pl 8ifi7s (instantiate ),
ERAE B DB A a FIPE R MR B SR b Z A4 BARAFE—K R, B2, KT TOT
F8Y 9 e P g 2 ) ) 22 00+ 2 IR A AESRAEARE K, B B AR T8 5 2 T A ] 150

THFELRM 2 (RT) o AN RT B AEE R 2 e, HOCHAE T #4ERR st
i) “IEJR” EINRIBIE L (epistemological reduction, LA Nf&ic A ER) , 14 7EALAT #Ef#

F, M HAY G M F ZBAFENF M (bridge law) L 36 NFLN (correspondence rules)
R.
(OR) F& (entity) m A A{RILIEJE N (ontologically reduce to ) FiAk p, X HALY

m AR A —F (ontologically identical to) p. HEL/Zi, m Ml p FEAMIE F5E4—Hi—Ff

(m is fully same as p) -

ER /2 RAEARXT RT MIELfE, 1 OR W2 e AEBON RT MIEAR . AXERDL, FRAEAR TR iR
fR 00 B Z TIER) IR, AN o PHE IR B 2 AT ) B R B 2 22 () (3 i, A2V 5 SR T Y
BONRGZ HRIE IR, AARAEIREHAEE . 28T, T gERomif, O BRR s &

TOEBLFIA: (D HORYE, AR, 15 TOTI L, X () =W (o) H“="FoRMIBHZRLE
FRFRKF (co-reference relation) , MR —K & Koy, RMEMIEFZmdE, XMW 2 EAAFR
S HR— KRR AFET —ANHMMILE G2 A BYERTE (HELF M1 (The Individuation of Events)
— X HXHZ AR R A WAHEIR, ATES% (Davidson, 2002, p.163) 5 (2) SIERFMEIIEMN, EAE
WEEREEAN G —, fHE—F R L2 L py)aEtt, B—Fpnr#l R i34 (instantiated entity) ,
— MR TE Z AR S LR R AR JE 4 (type property) o XA A T2 F B 5 —Fh
LR, BRAEYE” (token property) BHFE” (trope) o Rk, feAgHhE, W&fERCKI, 7F TOT, &,
K (e) =H (&) HH“="FRMMERERZEHN— N Tt e SHESZHERFE—XKR, REZF e AF
AT EAFEMEE K H, (3 LRX AN ER, SRR O SRR — B R T Btk —
Jui (property dualism) (—ANF4EZFEM) . SENFIBMBMASEEF T NRIT, RMEATH 2 A8
13, ZIRATREIFIERMERIIAZ . (4D Xfentity” I WL —Fh o SCRIIEE <5244, (H 5 — M “substance™
TR AR, “entity” AR ARSI ZEAM I SAR, 1 “substance” W45 AR S AT Ll 4778 HLBE
REEAEEISIAFER] entity (41, property) FTHEfiiS ¥ 1) —F entity. X HIM, FA 1B “entity” K
<k, PAXH)F“substance”.
_9.



5 FE I B 2 RS T REAECEAR B O S, DRI, TERRAERRE R, 1ENIE S B
TR PR i) 00, 0 FEARE A s I 5 D B & i 2 T — i 5 BRI R <RIBS 56
R SZAFMZ, SERLONEOEZE <R M S5AERE “F—" 542 —F
Ho EEEPGER, (FARRRZEENEE, oo @A TR — e R,
B0 2R R PR B R A 2 ) — A A ik i L ARG RO R

FERE R 3 (DT) o B AXPFIRKH (causal relation) FIHMEUE. £l -5,
S AR AN G AE ST AR (¥ DR SROG R A — P A IR (K R SRR R, AR A B AR Cevent
causation) o fHEHT T AXF “HE” ARG MBEMAAEREZER, "W 8k, = AxF
FOHRRWEEB 2GR, HREMAIET: WAERINN, MRFEM a 5FHM4 b v —
AR H Cstrict) BCIE™ 6 R (unstrict) B9 KR FUAE Ccausal law) FrzliE, 82 mtnl PAid,
1 a R b 2 18] B A R SR OG5 o 02 SR AR T 0 1 WO ERL A R e, W LA A R ARG R
XAJER) & X (Davidson, 2002, p. 208) o {H/2 iR, & EKR “HVW” W0F—Farag
PEHIL: B o FIZEAE b I BERAEMT ™ b 2 AR A 0 B R AR T im, (H2 c Fl b 2
ERA BRI R I ale? B, ERAERE R, “HIFZ R HA mHE R
2 “H 2 MREAARRRR” —ANRPEKMF. SZAANE, SERIA2AEE
AAREMEH L. BA, TEGERER, “HFZ R EAMFERE” MiZe “HhZ R

Y WEZ, BERNEERAT T A (1) BRI E R AMELR” (individualized) |
AN EE R, EIRENME (events are taken to be unrepeatable, dated individuals) > (Davidson,2002,
p-209) o HHUETETHERD, WRFAEFRDAFRT ME) FF e Fl eo, IA e Al e Z ] B SE G X LA B
A7 B, WR—AZOEEMS, B—A2WEES,, AN ER X A v fe A 25 f Lt
filan, 78 TOT H, OoFRdA: a AEEHAE b 2 AP X BB E LR L. TESRGERER, a flb ZAMIX
A, REFR—AE e B NAFRIPZERE X AW S 5l#R T e . Wit XLESe RE—1,
R OEERRIA X HiER, MR CHEFEM X (o) 5 HHEMEERRIT W R NZEEF W () .« ()
RTINS — R AR LT HE A (nonstructural and fundamental) FIFf. 502 B,
YENAMRRI AR BA SN AR EiR AR Fk, IANEnE R R e 22 Rk A, Bk e ik
BRABR CRRIE LD H. (3 BBAVTR, TERYERNAKIG B (property) “% B T Ah it 17
M Rz . X NTAR? 78 (ME N MERRISEM)  (Bvents as Particulars) —3CH, &0 W] i B S5 4F 1Y
HIERAESEI (reoccurence) , FYERR I T 55 (Roderick M. Chisholm) FJME s . SFAEHA N TR
B RWIREME, R IAHEM: (universal event) FIFEAHZE M (instance event) o B FLAHZE ok 15 HH
PRAHEA R T I RV E—F “HIRMITZER” MRS . BRIy, UORTTE S Mk
FHEM R A R E . WA BB R, SRR R AR B st AR R R 2
Wi 2 MBI ) entity, 25 LRAVEREARZ RIARIE, SRR, —BRHE 2B MR R
TR, JBUEATFZE. FREMER, BATUONTAELT IR BT IRATHE S A8 K 60
SETESHAREMGZ AN ERNE. — N2 RER L, AR RAETEA R S AR S,
EMRAEREGD, FHFAFIRE—AEE. Fik, ERE2XRESNFML, HAMREAb T DU E
(Davidson, 1970, pp.27-29) . 2, WYERRNN, BITIES RIS A BT BIFR RS E
R, HENEEBAE, RgERBTRE U, A 55 AR R TR M 2
4, Fm R I EERA B SEERY 1. 52 HEARFE, SEAFTEER AN —/NHERE.
JEHEASEAR (substance) A= J0H”. B0, —ADHEMF e ATPRTN e(ty, ji, ki) HEHE, e 2—A
TERZ 6 BA @ j IS ki [ e (Kim, 1993,p.35)

-10 -



HABEBLR” MR BESAM. BB, (LRTFA T2 00 1A R,

L RE RER DR R I 0 o S22, AR AR A BEAS DR RAR T 22 i ) S, BT TR i s A7 AE
BER K AR AR, X DT CREAIRREED) WE gt A2, "0 3E LT

(DT WSRO EEERR A X IR K — NS a FERIE) ¢ fEfs ARG 51— 2R

SR W A AR b BB, IBAREFR, as& b 1ERFTE] ¢ B— R
(DT2) @@ H f—/Mol7=%) (instantiation) HIF a LEI 8] ¢ BEWS [A]
FeHb gl 5 — MR VE K A b Bl ik, IBAmAR, a & b 7EmE ¢ B—DRE .

DT1 /& SAEARPIBLAE, 1T DT2 N2 S/ER B . —FHPXAEMER. H, Eik
YERRE R, PRIONIRAE BB B — A58 1) Py B SRR 1A SRR & W R Rl BB AR [F) — A Bl 3
ZORAA B X TR EFR AR A A, A WA B FR A F A BCA T — AN B A
b*, SCEAFRATTHLE R B — 55 38 1 7 AR A% 1) DR SRR Of 2 << B A b T R
R TR S —MBEAN b7, PrUERAERE R, TRER (D) WK 5SZ AR,
SAERN VN T R ER S AR Blge, flst—NoMErE H F4 a ATk
PR SR 7 — B I K IR ——F AT bo——B . O AEAEAT AT RERS 2] a
Ao Z 18] 5% 2 B 7™ A& B AR ™A% R R AR, SOy CETRINIBR 2] SERGA <Gk 2 1h]
A RRE RS BB F R KR — AT DR, FIUESERER, i
R (D) AR . HIR, EE&ERNE L (DT2) H, WiEeRH 7 AR SRR — A
FEADLAR: JRYEA RO R R R R, SRR, — AN A —
NFEAPERERR T (causal efficacy) o XM FAFRIRIETL, WHATRN “FEEETE
FIFH”  (causation in virtue of properties) ; 5 Z AN 14, 7ERMAEMRME R R, <&
R M A R0k . Wt ul, AR E SR R eidiff) CRIBEERAD |, A
FLONEN R A 2 AR R R R o Hb) i, — Bl oMy 2 Mt & A sl CEIER
R, HHZEBAT LA L REARRRR. HREESR, R, F2m2EEARER
RERIX— 5, FEA T BRI T-1% 40 2 B 75 Bl ™ b T A 1 R R R A A
B Pregase BT, T DR S 4E AR I Ah S A BRERAR AR “ A S iy B R

(causation in virtue of concepts)

DU, LR<FHEED M
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FEE—TH, WATHE T HHAE—RH YRR =M. @b, P 7 gk
GRS H B R R RAAZ R RS B, JRATUL T BRI — AN R ST F 4P SIS Sk [m] )3
7 S A VR UE (K R S8 SR 5, T S A AR RSO 2 7] — 8 v R T I () — 25 1 R, 2 RAT)
L

SeSR [ — T ) SRR A M VB E . FEASCES T LARE], SRR — A OB ARTE T
BRI — AN IFER R o TS, R (D) L /&% 2 (D . 51 (CCP) EL
JJEM 2 (CEP) iX VU2 2 AFAERAAR —8tE . Bk, Rl P8 SR i F—A> “f
MBEEAREIRAT” MRS ARE R L SCATRE—JF 1 HF CEP. CCP. 1. D XWU¥#. &
FLRF CCP+ CEP + 1, HiASATEF Dy M ZIEHf CCP+ CEP+D, AR ATEF 1.
Bt T RS B T SOR UG, TERTBEFEIR—AS, #EAT TR A Z KA WFE D, e JvEl
MG, ML M AR E .

TS AN JUF s S i 5 S A B SRl AR AIE, 27 2 AN 55 TR B L & & 0
Rigdy 5. SR, (EARATAEEEH—A AR RERA —FMIEEEEE TR, ©
W R 95 7 AR HEA PRI UIE (T 58, SURERS — IR~ CEP. CCP. 1. D XU We? A
E, BREEEN. FONEH S =W, PUERA 7RI B, AR A —
KGR — A R T JAT N TV A SRR AR R, % 1B x T B RROR A i — A
WE, LIRS A RE S i R A Her -

L fRFHPIRIE
(1" O-PR SRR A SRR AT RE, 24 BACS OB F AR m A T RS R A S F

p * TERFTE] ¢ I — AN AL [DT]
(2" p * fERFA] ¢ 5 — 7 2 RV BRI N, P3S4 po [ccpr]
(3"m NRIBIAEIRE A po [ER]

(4")m Fl p AJ BE AL 73 7 45 O BRZR AR 1] XPFIA) 2R 1] WA (1 [R] — 344 o, [TOT) ]
(5" 2" 4™ 77fF, m WAIHEE p * 78 ¢ BRI — A5 A

SN

(6" H (1" (5") W43, L-PyBRAET m) R 2 AT RERY -

BT — TF8E Ul ZIBIEFR (1"« (3" o (4") ZERBR =8, G 5T FH8kR
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¥ D BN “RYEZ R EER Y (DT, (") [EAAER S, K D f#Eh “k
ZHRIANRFEZEFIBER” (DTD (BZEARGERE®) o FKEUh, T Hk AR O
g A SR R ARIRIEE R (ORD 1M (3" JUI [l S 4k R (138 J5OME, - ik

Pl AT edE: m A1 p W R R O B BRI 3R R 5 (W B SRR 20 SR 1 R — A gk, B
4" o R @) ZEATRER, IBABRLE m Rl p #RAE p * E ¢ IR N, A SERR
HYE R (B m fp ZE— 34 , HiMtAsS CEP KA. i, W
R m g R 5 — NI p * BRI, B4 D st RER. WL, R A R
FOR AL A — R AR L, st 78 A A v REAB I LR “ fRIRE AR ” MRS, H—IFsr
ff CEP. CCP. 1. DIXPU%&. teah, HFIRIE T S2hr b RO A HRIE B 3 S — 32 (B
BUE—10) 248 7 R, 1 ELAT )T T & A SO AR RO B R T %, A B
S, ZIRIECRORIR IR B T SRR AT KRR A — R A= . Bl FRATHKARIE 1T
PRy “ORSFRHPHNE” o KB T —MEGH R [RF R SIE T 5 R B 2 %
FSCHE At Y UIE £ pER P 2

THKRHEGXA @ AHERI, EEERMRT, (5) RREN—F. B, #
M-M Wfg, W D W RE (D& M-M B— MR o Bk, R D AWR, REHZEH
TR JEEE (Modus Tollens) , U ATHEH M-M ANalfE. BUEEMITSHURE, (7R Shg CLid
iE D 2R BER). TR D2l aert, A BARBURSLZIH “ R 1o AT, fRAFHHP R
Ik P A1 B S AR AT 2R BT MM IR (R, 5 B R —AMRE D B R <A
2R XTI ERR, DR ST P SR A AL P B (R I, B A4St B B “D SR T RE RN
XAEE . 5ZEARIIR, W TR, (RSFRHP SRS AL AR B 1 RIS, 504 R )
R “M-M AR XA, MU, —J7H, ORSFREP A — A e
RSB P AR D BIE. 5 — 7T, %R AR R AR S AR R, EAS R T B
EIFRBOH M-M, FURE B A5 06 MM 2 6 3 304 R A

A2 FECEIRIGIE S BE R ZENE? AR, HOGHME T ERRILFERRE T
— AT, B S. FISEARILE S (D ANATEE) , BRI L SEA—ANEaTiE, A Mk T 2k
R, AT IE M-M ATTRE. AR U, M-M & rl e, 2 HAY Y S il g, JF H D g (M-M
<SAD) o AW, {UEIFE D AR, WrE S A RE AR EIIEMATIR T, EAGRHEH M-M
BB, PG, XL —ERENER R, ReE BN S AT, Fn b ORsT R R

&
B, DUATDLBRAHE H M-M a2 T RERY . IR AL, Bl PR AT R AR E )
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S, REAITA, B4 MR I A TR0 5 S T LURT RAOBES . “RTBURHE, X AN
RAEELT L IRE L Se B, TR — BB MBI T, 25 “S89F” S XA, BF
B TR Sk BT VIR MM

I G, A AR A — 6 5 A AR O MM BB T 76 0. U —
B KRR SR, ERERE R, FEXRLR LRSI — IR, T
AN B A, R T S A S AL TR IR e T B A0
YIRS R PR R AT . B, R0 B m SEBR bR — AN LB i X
OB HO B TERE o, TOAPREE P p* 92B7 b2 — MR EE IR WSRO0k o, I I,
m 7ERTIE] ¢ BEWS R B A h I, AB A, AT T REER Bl — AN A M L BB R A XM,

%, m*SBR_EE — AN SRR XPHRANG e, I 5 m 7E R ¢ 0N 3 pr i 8L,
FEH, T m R pe R AN e, 54 m ZEI A ¢ A TR b 5 m i
B, T 5 m 7ERE ] ¢ [ R E ] me AT A, T4 MM LR TR . KR — AT
“M-M RTTHE B EHERRP, T 5a 2897 7 S, ©

T, SR EHE EE

Zb, RAMNEBRE LGN S92, HAEH ATIRE R B S0P 3 2HE R (1
Z Wi REE M RBLIE ) #BHEARE VR UL, BATA 78 2 B ARME, AR R EE £ AT
A SR TERE T LOEAT, A CRAERRO TR A —ig.

R FRATTA B S5 R I, 3 A A AR R G ZE AU R B ] — 18 =S DRV R 11 25 1 R At 30
— R AESR, RET ZANAEERZEWIVIMN BB Bk, AT B T EEARAE—F
AR R i B 4, G R A R DR ST B SRS NS AR A F AR, ] AL A P A
A HEA AR UE A B, B ATX 2 T R = S IXAME 2%, X TR A — R R T A B ?
DL DL, W R RS KR S, ABLF- T i o5 AR K A BRAT (S W EBEfH , £ FIAE, 2013, pp. 54-58);
HR AR T S, —DATRERITE T L2 W2, My —FWElE 5rdy, BRALA iR

O e R BT T RS IS T AE, A9 BSE 592 Sk, (9 B EAR o, 4 e BUTT R AR 1) -
EBEMIA F RAER. — AR B, ME VO OEENE () MR TREYE () ,
5 T U 0 B A B U TN, O, JRATTHD % [ T SO LM R T B P A 2 i g — 1t s 3
IR, L% S BRI A AL A0 S B B (TR L (1 B2 53, 490, AT — 5% (BRF
BefH, FRE .
O EY, MOEEER S, ERERER, 2 RE NI AR RGEEXR (PP, P-M/U. M-M.
RA-HERXR, EAEEEZ 0EEER.
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U] SP AR PR AR SRR A 7 S0, SRR AR AL R — 1R DA - — Ak 7 AR R 0 ) e
TRt “OBRERE X MY ELZDR T W R R — A o7 RXZ WA RER 7 2 AT Fh Lk
RIZHET E2EARE, SRAIEA X AT W SEHEFR (co-reference) MK ? HE3e, X A1 W 437l
RPN AR R EE e Al oo IXFMEBLZ A ATREN . CBR TR, JEIEFI28H 2 . (HRILAE N
LA HTEAG I, XL KR b2 J2 T 0 e, AR AT B A o ol 2 SR I O 3R] SR

FAH RV R EAFAE MR B 570 B S VR LR A HIE “TeX” o En3EAH (Sophie Gibb) f£
— A R0 B R YRR ST ) BB 1 SCER I SR TP S

CAEAT A B N BB AR B @, RE R A R 6 RIS A I 69 R RIS TR
HANARCHEERERORIE ST E, HATHLAFEBRIEALRELSE (inadequate) ”

(Gibb, p.1) «

SHEM A, FATEEZIIREE: WRIGA AR — D EIERE M LA RS BA AR T3l
BERRAT BB AE, 2R S E RO ? XS NIZH K “Hifert” , A
A Ok T LB SR AE (3 23R A ?

WVF, IR 120 AT A BT AR T A BRI b 22 A 2R B A IR AT A
RABHIE T L ATEURHE, FRESHR B — D E @ HER E i, svFE AR — Btk . AT
FATHEAE, DU 2 BLE R, AR BE T SCRIIE IR # 4T , (HATIE TCAE 26
i o

O XS RYIRR G R EE — v p [ 4ERp R 22 e U AR Ys (2014 4F 8 [ 27-31 HD Liigid
W, ). BET . OAREE. L BT, SRBE. SEBEEMAR L TAREZ EAMER R, X
MO EE T BB AR TR B e RS AL IR ]
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Mental Causation, Exclusion Argument, and Non-reductive Physicalism

WANG Xiaoyang!, WANG Yucheng?
(! Department of Philosophy, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, 200240, China; 2 Department of
Philosophy, Sun Yet-Sen University, Guangzhou, 510275, China)

Abstract: In the contemporary debate on mental causation, Jeagwon Kim's exclusion argument is a well-known
argument against non-reductive physicalism. In this essay, we will firstly discuss the two version of exclusion
argument : simple version and sophisticated version. Secondly, we will take a conservative strategy to defend
Donald Davidson s token identity theory, which is one kind of non-reductive physicalism. Namely, we will explain
where Kim inappropriately understand Davidson’s work, and argue both simple version and sophisticated version
don’t work for Davidson's token identity theory at all. Lastly, in view of many differences between Kim and
Davidson on non-reductive physicalism are actually rooted in metaphysics, we suggest not only proponent but also
opponent should do more metaphysical work in the future.

Key Words: Mental Causation; Exclusion Argument; Non-reductive Physicalism; Token Identity Theory;
Philosophy of Mind; Metaphysics
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