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Preface

Essays originally published in Korean have been translated into English by me.
I have made small changes, mainly stylistic, to most of the articles published
internationally. In updating the book’s chapter, I have striven for an overall con-
sistency and coherence, I hope with satisfactory success. Supplementary readings
are proposed in the Epilogue.

Chapter 2 first appeared in Korean in Yonsei Philosophy, 4, (1992), 53–80.
Chapter 3 is a reprint of a paper published in Modern Schoolman, Vol. 67, (1990),
259–273. Chapter 4 appeared in Logica Yearbook 2000, (Prague: Czech Academy
of Science), (2001), pp. 79–89. Chapter 5 appeared in Korean Journal of Logic, 11.
2, (2008), 1–57. Chapter 6 was published in Erkenntnis, 76 (3), (2012), 427–442.
Chapter 7 was published in Korean Journal of Logic, 14.2, (2011), 1–37. Chapter 8
appeared in Korean Journal of Logic, 17 (1), (2014), 33–69. Chapter 9 was pub-
lished as a discussion note in Modern Schoolman, Vol. 80, (2003), 144–153.
Chapter 10 was published in Korean Journal of Logic, 9.2, (2006), 117–175.
Chapter 11 was published in Foundations of Science, 21, (2016), 511–526. Chapter
12 was published (in English) in Korean Journal of Logic, 12.2, (2009), 141–170.

Daejeon, Korea (Republic of) Woosuk Park
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