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9] H=gol A 74T Uea FHES T4 A7 AH 24, et Zoltt
(855H2013), Tell&ame] sAlat ol7ke] owmo] Ao dig 2k, Agtiet
3L st ARk, B3], Hdelmzolo] Akt peistel mulsi 714w
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SR pEohe HdeR Habd YEeol AdEHL vk 7HEo =S
ofof 247t QmFol= A7) H|of oo} om0 of 4 A o4&
FABHHAE A5H Aol MY LR siastal A o2
S717F He A #8e 8%k e R 4 dFseIth

Bl o] 7 A% T 7MY E=FoAT) AlEAEe] ofue) s o) &
ol "isto] (shte)) 459 Sle siie Alsdie o= dve de o
3]aLx} 712 = Qi) o] & flste] A= WA 7ol =
s 9 = Qs SEFof-u]o o] =0 g Aeshil,
gRlzo] ofsf Al 7Hd om0 sj4 mEe 7P| H g} o] 23]
A HollA Hekstod, oleztEe] oju]ef sf4e] 24E Hoh & Y
= o= e 2dd 4 2dS AAg Aoloh

ol

1. S°17

H]o]Z&2](Monroe C. Beardsley)2} YA (William K. Wimsatt)©] 2%
A4t =5 (o) 2010 9 7 (Intentional Fallacy, 1946) o=, E4
UEIAFEL oSt Ee] iAol olé7te] Swrt Slupt, S ofmar o
e 012 4 aXlo] e AUT AL Utk vlolzelel AL
o] =mollAl AA] AA| 4ol it HEES o R 119 A5 6l
AHehaia) sk (D) VIBS BRIty 15 BeiEo] uHst
o A, Z7ke] Aw ohek A Jeithe publicyel L3k Zole
Fgale, %, BOAES BAGRe S0 AR 218 Wy, 1o 9

1) M. C. Beardsley and W. K. Wimsatt (1946), “The Intentional Fallacy,” Sewanee
Review 53.
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o] ¥ o4 m|X|X| E3He F4 AAle] 4517 Heks lolck. BatalE
olgk AL8| 4] AHEQ) <lolg Fa TR Wk ofueh A A7} A1E)
QoA AE7] solck. utebA Ax1e] dolut 1o 414 Ae, 5 o

=
=5 B9 JEe) ol Fobdl 4= kL Ageks B ML &t
= o

Hgo 2gAom Tad oulol A 4 T AXe] g Y
ASHe 255 WSk glow), o]zlo] vl ‘o|EFole] o5 ks Ao]

HloiZ et YAle] Fgolch

st Ao ek BolulEel olo] AEUR ko] Hofu|H
7} 3)4I(E. D. Hirsch)'= 9J=50)7} 2%0] o] ofet Fgo] of
sho] BHES AVIHE BEASL o|E7heth Slals ATl 4, g
St S0 folet Erizh B 4 ol A AEo| ojufat o] g 2t
2 omshs Axe] oxjetn AZgon, nety A7k ofw Ade
Z7]5He AR B Wl mFo)A SjA o 4 0) AuAut sl
distel =8 4 gicka FARTED 1 dieko S5k Hto) A o
A5He ojulgto] 2HEo] BEe ojnlela FAkshe WA o=
el 7t ool S AEiet,

uloj5e]o] vho|Eao(F-e HAT ulojmzoet 31419 A o
0B HAT omFo) 217] dlemEo] wATH Sl i) 2]
7h 7K Ea At e Balpractice) 5 HIHH O R $E5}4
TAFE Qo) Jeiut FAle) PRt Aasks S ol e 9
e S ulEnh %, £ olge Amvt 7Sk Qi Hakl 5

| B Ko WA A Zelth Lelt B4 o

Yol Ofmaola] Alzkat gAY, Teja vl wol4] Aqkr} ol
£33 Q7] whel, THEL 9HAE| HAIEHE o] £L l&AE ofn)

aj4do] 2ao] e T Awe AT olzitks Holrk

H1
o
) mg_&

0.

il
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—

iy
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1z
X qlo

of

o

2) E. D. Hirsch (1967), Validity in Interpretation, New Haven: Yale Univ. Press.
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vlojEzolel ojmFole] e} by WO RA Ho] A7|H 7}
/4 9] &= = 9)(hypothetical intentionalism)2} 273t 2] &=39](moderate in-
tentionalism)= 5% QA=E0] 7 E EAIE 591-01-_1—’_ 54 Y=
o H231T U Ao|24 Lt a4 Py
SLElsic, 9] BA2 o] £ Y 3 (Aol ol e 14e)
w2ol7} of &) elujs) sHe] wAel dele] (shte)) 4Ee 9]

o

goh e

£ HAEe ATNE 4 otk A UElE Aotk ol 98] WAl
WA 7Haomole] QIAbe Waks] WY 4 =S YERoule)ER
o w=Alo) FES At dlsel o8] AlekE sHolmael A

28 71X 23} o] 2(value-maximizing theory)T}Fe] A oA E <
Slof et ubdE s wElS AASHA Sk

el A7 Hol WA A3 dolslop g BASo] ik

A, ofEzolu|o o] EoI T Qs BAE 718 Salrh
AR WA clg7te] em g sl RaoR 2] Wolof xS A
01 VI 7l 4 ) Sl o]
4 A2e] BA7E ok shte] olatES wgshed £ 4
MY ETEE )9 chersln, o] ol shtR ARl AL
oA T ulsh ole] BHo] B 4 gl Ad F15eiAE g
oA7]oA thi= Al clszEe) ou|et oA 4|9 2/d(nature)
= g staLAl sk Aloltk vt kAl sjiA Eﬂoﬂ/ﬂ ’\7H’<3‘}h =9
=04 AT Aleke Aol 219 AA| HE A FATSEAY

-

0
rhI ¥ o

rlr _I>“

3) WA A% Amolrh &AE] ofnjet sAle] Bl ts) A5 ol
We ATE 4 glrkn B Qaolth Leht ik spdelEzelo] s4 me
3 7 olelg Auets AL Fash BER A gl7lo] sk eEelo] dig
Al gk A2k Supel gick olol Tl Lake] o) kS HlEs,
7120 ATEL Fust] vtk SFAQ013) (531, 34 olsheH014), A5
ojulo} elwzolubojE o] =), Fujsh 79; o|alek2017), 27IsHA] QAL o]
oL opAL: 2%k ojmao] Hlgh, TolFiegy T4,



S/ AEFo-uo =0 =4 tigt shute) g 221

a7} FHolzl lojojw FsteHs ojuliz ohth BAo] QAR )
Fatol, BaolA TR i YFEE o] A4 ulH B A

5
927} gEet HaeEe] W AP A et o2, 1elT 1
Aol 2% o= ¥ BErfFo] sfilolEo|n W0
Z A 2 (contextualist ontology)S HA|StcE Eoj5=9] sfj4lo]2olgh, ojH
sfjAl2 150 Adet Bl os S = o ehgwt sfalo] k=
Yolck Tl 7F EriolE AT, ofsAEe] s ol
7ke] o= Atoof ojwet #do] EAIE =2k A AAI7F -85
o} Egh ek E2ES ARt A2 A2 o]E50] dAlEdE
o] BHAIgH Al weto] ofsf A AA|/d(identity)S Aol HE5}
A} ik Aolokd) whebA o] olE52 49 SR WAIF9H B
Holup Zekxel sjHFeld AL mE R B8 u]ojwze)d
Qgolet SiA 9.4 AE 1 AHRES Holo kAL olérte] A
Al of=itnt ofy el ol akEo] AR ek BhdS FA ok gkl
Tt A ofdehs A 98 Zavt Aok @3] EaoA d
A7t §Z oA} sk 7P o eF: 0l =0l E WESo] EAE R
dd o Awstal vk FollAl o9& 7HxIth

2. FHelEzele] E|o} vl
FhaolEzole] gt BAX o] Solrlr)e] ohal, HuolEF

o7} Aok Wt o] o]Eo] el A sHE 91X th)
A5 Bast Qe HA o AgsAxu Hae RS s

4) S. Davies, (2006), “Authors’ Intentions, Literary Interpretation, and Literary Value,”
British Journal of Aesthetics 46, p. 224.
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CFR7] JshAE B elA] AHaelERelo] S1re WA BHsA A
T 887 3 deelcy
A ABREO), FHIS w1 Fa Bl LT YT
o= AEA WAL |wole} nojmFolo] BAS sasti, ot
o s8] wglol s meh he Mg AlBskauAt AokE o] &olck
Pt M) ujol Gl Ak} PRPS S g5ka BETE WO
FAA| D2, PV AYAE A 2L 2 2, 44
Ai7lol 8] AR Esteh et gt mdeks s of

’%h T2 HFHOoR =53t} sh= a4 % Y (interpretive principle)
& 2YEHA Atk

O|=F=olet ofleatEe] ofu|7t ole” PA A ojreo ofsf (ofwgt B
No2E) AEAL AREHT B AL slelRIch ojee gL
ol&2tEol Oﬂgﬂ—J ArlE REGohs AREEA, dlsThe] 4 19 A
Zo| el 4 Qirk NN 2k ofwosl sjale] Ao
Fohe A EP—JJr Atk dsAEe o= Aertmiy g
on RoluR, ofxEe] SAe dlérte] AR SJulE% o actual
semantic intention)E FZ5}= I olojopt Sict

H] 9] &= 3= O](non-intentionalism)+= 2] =500 Hithsl= YAES 2T
How ANsR Adolcky nelwzole] 577} Bl Fo 1L, of
SAEL BUSRE SURE ofdle} Belso] BH, A8H AT £
Afgtcks Holck vlejzolo] Bj44] AAe e Atk o7t
AA| QU2 o= osAEl HFA R FAR oo FFS

o)

5) olmFolo] uhthEls QAES EHOR eyl GolwA o Eab gL
AL elwzofo]tt, :LEM Brolm ol FAjo] HloZele] tha 2% e
7hej7)e ol #ol7] thite], oEolo] Witk AAES velERoleks
Bol2 B 2 A3 239 247k gk webA] WAL MoEFoleh goig
ulojZelo] WAe vloEFold RS el Ao YA, ol vt
g ofd QAES HejERop ek gol= Rk gk
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A2A] S, dlezEe IS sk WA sasdh dRdE s
A, GAR e S 22 A 8o ofsf shAE ook gk

S0} vomFolo] F7|7) He At siA4 HPES o=
gHo] PAJsITtal "aly] o JER 79 de B Wel ARt
oh EFo] =Ao] 2 WS Holx] X3k A ik 7]t olofAe
AL optE of i Aotk 1Py o] F S St e, 52
A wE o WAk ZAIEC] Uk

AR omFrofof waEwm osaFe] Auls P et dA 9
o] ofalf AlRkErks 2=y 32 Ahadl lesEe] 2EE u|rt o
=7ke] A offe] ofsl] A AlRtE oot itk 2 FE =%
of 273kl & #ek ofy} 922 H|F A 46345 2 9] D
A ofeF=o|o) It TPk Bl9ie] 5ol TA: vt At
iAol A Brgde 7HA7] flsliA= E%% ofu|7t 2787d(de-
terminacy) & 71 4 Qlofob Fek. 1ele] BHe) Aol B
ol7l uet Sof sextol SfsiAl WHH ofu]E wEI 4 it
ez Aol 14 ule w=EU] e Artel A oule
A ojo] sadfobat with el ofefat =5 271H oJB-g Hel
QJozitt. o o)} s Holojolut sA0] AxkalTt BhEAS 71 4=
7l Sele] e WAL AnuE, Holw oY Rt 2] ojuli
R4 Gelel mast Az xﬂoL G- gl 12 ofefat gt
oJu]E(possible meanings) 3421 e} Wt ol 1 AT}

(ol

¢

(¢]

N

6) QP ol 27KEE Sj418] ol oi7lel Zigiek. 7Kg siaks eldtel ot
2ol AeAom FRAEHA] E3 Ffols 1 ARt =) 11 242e] oujgiar
Hotof strfal FABICHE. D. Hirsch (1967)).

7) BASE ewze], 5o 7kt ojEaole] Al ) 10| F1A B of
A= Th2o] =HEES A 55H2013)(E3] pp. 39-52); o|3l2H2014); Dickie,
G. and Wilson, K. (1995), “The Intentional Fallacy: Defending Beardsley,” Journal
of Aesthetics and Art Criticism 53.
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olek. Bk ohe} S-elo] Al A Tl A, 2
2 TR LAY AKe] Zote] ojwrt A
FeIAA] R Aol of@l AEo| rje] o|me} Tkl B 0.
2 et s T 497t Adrke e R otk

IR A HloEaolE Basls AoE BRI ook A
bulojEsols oj&xtE o] ojule} o47he ehds] Rejxz]aA o
Qgolct. Tefuh A AgiEol, AHEo] Ty Beke] o) 74
£ 2B FANS TefshA g 1 A% 4 @ 4ule w7
F 4 gloka ARk, e wleke TAsket]) BeHgl dldvtol
ZoiE A SHol s A S gl
Yrtn ojmzolo] Mgt sjAH A2E fAshEA Bt de
122 A she QgolAe datEel A oulrt %
clerte] A ol ol ARELO A WA S 2T B8
7h IE). 2408 oEFols col7te] A4 ojmet Bk oAt
o] oju]7t AAEoolat SHe ALE Qb A WolEoRA of
EAE Fstant s Qaoleky

sh vlojmaold Apkt jAd YA FASA B o2
AN S 7] BAIS sidslobet sich AL, sAo] o]
A e7he nhu, e oA mefd AR B, dlsvte] i
Tefot ol&vte] AR olwe] Al ofgA| BEG 4 QLT 7MY
B0l vl o] o)A FUlh 3, THolERole ST Al
oEE PANRS W WS w2, A el slchs 1A

_]
4
slollA] $19] £ BASe] AUT BHe AT > Gl S mas A

SO R
Ho oy
& rﬂ

O

8) ol] A7ke] ool FatshA 2Hh: AL TA ¥ /M §HE 7ML R0z
2 4 9lck AL ellol olal S, L SelE W Zlo] opd shlo] 1 2
o) ek Sloll 8 5 qlek 9, oftel ool ula) nelel £ nald el
sisjo] 2 A0l XA Olel7) B 4 9k 2 AR vl o 49| el
AL 3%l B3] B oFstEl o|molele o 4 Gick S. Davies (2006) .
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A S Aol
g H}%ﬁi 3 o, TeEele] o8 ojdjR olojAe ome)
o] Pt thek theat ol gelaE 4 qlrk oot a4l ot
Ao ﬂﬂl ojzolo} ulo o)z TRE. o] T o] 9 A
3 (31419]) A%t ool (HlofZele)) WeERe) LA g
 FPelmse] So] mE 4 Qliv, o] YAES 27t Fukd o
oo} kA u]ojEao] Afolo] H4El U%e] A% (continuum) A
SIXBhehar & 4= Qlek ARt o|molo] BAIHS HesA Aok
AT STl 7 omaolo] Hls) HleEFel gl | 17
sk Wl E0lo] BAIHE et Al o TR0l vl
w50lo] ula) omFola] Qo] § bgth el FHolEFole) &
25 ojma0] Ajololis S|4 o)A, S U2} Pelst] grojd 4
Qe A4l e,

_%-{NBOEEEFI-F

-

3. Zpolmele] a4 =Y

HelEzols o&aEe oulr) oj4rle] A olwe] ofs) A%
Tl= Aol oplgl, 1 FE-S AATHA AT = Q= AEE zhe A
A= YR FAEE e He ARl Ae7HA| o WA
o] 7P o Fol 5o 4w o] YAk AA7HA] 71 A5 il A
3t A mElS AL = ML HRI<(Jerrold Levinson)o]] 2]3)

AL Qe HNlee B3l AEe] TR WeN EotElxEo] ojnrt

E]

9) dNIES thEo] BN Al TP e drstal ok L.
Levinson (1996), “Intention and Interpretation in Literature”, The Pleasures of
Aesthetics : Philosophical Essays, Ithaca, NY : Cornell University Press; (1992)
“Intention and Interpretation: A Last Look™, Intention and Interpretation, (ed. by



226 QlEl=% A74¥ A4 (2017.11.30)

9 4 gl FRES 2 U] 7R ERICE) o] s mae of
B ) S0 o] U] FIE F U5} oo uterance meaning) S
FAske AT fARSIRS Hgela Eaic

A HA T R= dojufjd oJu|(word-sequence meaning)©]Tth Trojujd
ofule wojrt BTk wAz vjaRoen WAsk: 144 ofng U
gtk of Sjuliz oL} ool AMHA ojulo] ST 2244 ojulicra
meaning)°f 7174t}

= A SR = 935kR} OJu|(utterer’s meaning)©| Tl WSkR} ojn|gt ¥k
sial7t B wske So Aelial et ejujolck of ojul o)
o7t A ek Al o] Wakake] A4 Ao Ee ek webA L A
oY, WSt ¢lof AGAE AN =M O3t ofH HolZie Wd}

G. Iseminger), Temple University Press; (2002) “Hypothetical Intentionalism:
Statement, Objections, and Replies”, Is There a Single Right Interpretation? (ed. by
M. Krausz) University Park : Pennsylvania State University Press. 7}/ 2]%=3=2]0]|
e YA Ure] T Qi SHSS dlHlE 2ol BB AE(W. Tolhurst, (1979)
‘On What a Text Is and How it Means’, British Journal of Aesthetics, vol. 19),
4|3}t 2~(A. Nehamas (1981), ‘The Postulated Author: Critical Monism as a
Regulative Ideal’, Critical Inquiry, vol. 8), Ulo]A(D. O. Nathan (1992) ‘Irony,
Metaphor, and the Problem of Intention’, Intention and Interpretation, (ed. by G.
Iseminger), Philadelphia: Temple University Press.), #|2|(G. Currie (1993), ‘Interpretation
and Objectivity’, Mind, vol. 102) 5] 9It}. Tejut A3t o4z, 7JHowaels
OEe 2852 (MY E AR s YAolE vhfisle els) Rl
o] Alokst WAL F23H ofFaL Ut} 71, N. Carroll (2009); (2002), “Andy
Kaufman and the Philosophy of Interpretation,” Is there a Single Right
Interpretation? (ed. by M. Krausz) University Park: The Pennsylvania State
University Press.; (2000), “Interpretation and Intention: The Debate Between
Hypothetical and Actual Intentionalism,” Metaphilosophy 31.; S. Davies (2006); G.
Dickie, and K. Wilson (1995); G. Iseminger (1996), “Actual Intentionalism versus
Hypothetical Intentionalism”, The Journal of Aesthetics and Art Criticism. Vol. 54,
No. 4) 5& XL

10) J. Levinson (1992), pp. 222-223. @8I0 2115}l Q)
Tolhurst (1979)E %L

S5 aEe] HYS W,
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A ofn)7} 2 4 gl
Al RA Sl= de} Oju(utterance meaning) |t} e} ofuj= Qlojut
AofAEA7E Folx wigto| A 2= SJu]E drith He} ofu|= ok 4
&, 2|3l delRie) opte] A e Eokshe Wiz o3 waE
2AEHER, cojujd ofujut Lo ofujels US| e 4 3
7H 2 A ol g A A shr Y e AR AT
SHEAL F7E 7l kot s AR, “FAl U7 Eal 2=tk
o Wrate] crojujed juli W TR Ak 2918 LT AE
BL Fofek et o] ko] wEke mejsh Wt ouji ofub R
U RS E gob el oju|d Zlojck it ek ofu]rt Beix
o7 0|9} AR|sH= AL olth o] dlo] st <2 od Y] LS
% ol ek on)2 Al EgerE mech
ul WA R g8l oulojck 434 ojujd AaET Al
ofn a4 Sl APAE SfnlE wRit o] oful= W OrE A5
Aol dAleArs] We, w2 g SOl erjolA] Al iRt

x}sw o5 EFAUE Slsjol
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o dolete weto] ujet ofe} oulg bA 4= Glck

gow, wa} Blxeo] ofujel Wald on] oA FUAE 4= gick
€ 2 191 A s, B0 s o U9 o

nloh BUANSHE A 2 BAT Gmaele] qlgoleh 94 Awat 3

A8l G ol wpate Al el ol wad, o
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o] =l UAFA ¢lo] 3P9|(normal practical linguistic activity)2h=
e, £ HAEE “Aute] A4S 7L o= A T A=
+ ool wojof she, wheba] A7ErE oAl Eakal
AL ol T Ao f-27F ¥ AR R Hd 4= A HERE,
Bl AE T 2= dRFer H7jE 4 vkl PEP-IZ) CRA] s,
T 27t dekRte] ojnE kAR 2EA ofn|= 1HsHA| ok
W, 27} BaERRe das) W Aol RUoLE, T8l 13lo] v}
U M QB 7ol (Lot AED) AAjel AA] et wrelx|AAl
712k8) Folt). e} o]t & AES SHshe S-ele] el By
5| whogst olokar m7] ofele Fidelch
upuke 2, 9317 ol o) ZHEe] WAE S50 s 2]
SHA AL, Ml A RS A9 whsha) ererhs How
2w, Holm B ol Thi %ol 28 ofu(fundamental
meaning)®) 4T F27} B 4 Geh
upepA] RS2 927t dlsiES Atk oA F25HA H
= AF9] 1Ak Yulof 7 & Bete SHE vikE el ou|gial
TR E5]|2E0 wh=w e} ofu] et welxto] ofste] T ksl
Ao 2 o= % ZFAIAKintended audience)?] Aol A, ‘HrsiRpo] ofm)
of thsto] 43t A 5 7P Aet € 7ol el oju|r} ikt
Q1 o]} et 3oz o]Fo| ik, & a7t
Aprle) s - 0}—Eﬂ 35 JCHH, Wolx; ou| ek kst oful= 7|
A Aolrk thut Fa3k A2 o3t YA|7F Bl AL ot

< otk

1) ofof gk o AR &S £573H2013), o]s2h2014) 55 =
12) J. Levinson (1992), p. 223.

13) J. Levinson (1992), p. 223.

14) W. Tolhurst (1979), pp. 10-11.
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ey gRiEe] S AEL] WIt ofu] HojE A= Holso|= A
2 ofyt} Nl S AEL] oA 7 A Q1 7S] ojeE
WA S FARETE Qs AR x| 2R AR 2k
oAl ApA19] AES mabA o8 AN 4= Qlrhal o AX|= oA Ql &
A4 IAEA ot AP AL T = QU ol &0, BAEYE
2700 Txle} W, 0] olws FHgAl= BAjoto] ] 12l of g Qlojd
Yol &5k, FA| Aol thisto] & LAt QA gl AAE B
AR A AR & FAE o ol W] AHEE TR
UL, FHAH o] 450 7|55k HAlEol tiste] sEEo] 3l
= WAkl 7 o209 A mdlof wE, oA o=y 7
AP o] oA et 29 7HdS <3t Zl(best hypothetical at-
tribution)o] H}R Fxe} W, o] Z2A oJmjata 3 4= )},

2 O AR JNES 1 Ao AR AR Qo] o)&s)
A glour, A3 Yoo 2 FAIE ZFEkL Ytk Ao
A71EeR) &, v o RS ok A JAl A7 7iQ1A A
Hol AAE ARl EAR E 4= glom, E3F ok H Rt A
ol A=E9| ofmjof] A olef, A<E9] ofu|= A7He] Q1A AR et
HE AFHRQl FAlRNe 2208 Az 4= ok 28y o]= H|Y=
T2 YA oNA= Holso)7] s AEo|th

weba] RSSOl El AP JHES A A3SH AN appropriate
audience)’ 7H'd 0.2 thA|Rlch A71e] AA| o= Jgel &S a=Hto
e =g A N AL A7) AA| oo S| Qi A
F9 2| 49] oJnjof tfjsto] A sk= ofl 7 A Ay RS A
Stz Afolnt. #ulee] wam Al 2P e ‘(8|4 9] =37t

g=] 2ol AT AE, kel Al 2Eoeuvre)of s AaL Q)AL

N

15) D. O. Nathan (1982), “Irony and the Artist’s Intentions,” British Journal of
Aesthetics 23, p. 250.
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Hto] watA[ela ), A8 AAAIY [FH] HZadelE A4e

ol SR EREel LY ol g s 2 8
WIS Holshs Aow AR AT T B oA, rte)

oo thal HAzE AR Ale Ao ZHde] os FAHCLI0

thik oj7]ollA] frdsfiol & 5ol Tk AA, ZA7E oA AR
o, 7Hd om0l 9] sfj4] melo] S-jofA AA| sl A AlEsh=
g2 mdlo] opySzol, ARt AL A §-2|7F Al A A FE

= 4= Q& e 2R obd dFo] Foldeha] Aol %ﬂﬂ ZE|
St ZPAFALS] QAo Al 43 2|49 FEANbest projection), S~ 71
2b7F0] AR ok o] fAREo] ofth &, 7HAO|EF0f9| T2 A}

7} A olgolea olwe Roleks ejule] spo] oht. of
S a4 ES Kol el g S o b ‘QJE’E- IHsl= AL, dlsrEe] 543
gL Hagent), & A&} A|qFA AFEREA, $-2]7} o&AE-S sk
AT o 2 Al et TES (HYSHIE mesAE) 2 Heke
AL £F7] 17 o2 FAY Wolth

olffgt HHES TS W 7MY =F09 YAollA AledtEo
R o) tfey)t o) e 4~ gl

e O AES AASA gAE S 9
oo thah Ale S
s o

7he) A4 olwe} 9

24 ol e

frorie
N
N
m)‘
o
=
o
£
o
N
ﬂ_
2
Jf

A gl Blo=RelA Azt A A UHS GHStHA Hek
uE o] 22 AXISE] SfeAE A BAIS shasiobet gtk A

Ak AA, siAol oA dle7E Lok, 1Al of A ad A

16) J. Levinson (1992), p. 228.
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Q7P Fpewzele] a4 mulo] mhaw aje) diao] sl 1%&%
AT RS AAe) dstol dl&iel olaztEd] st 24 4
RE Tejsjol sk oln) BH Fu dE&LE wel YA, 1)
1 2HEo0] 9A|ak ol&Aly We S| 27} 4 (author-specific)
wietol ojst AuSo] EEE) 2 v} AES vl d4le)
slo] Z7te] AlA| ojul24 e|wg olojof 3 Wal glAlFh Hojw
7 ZEe) HANT IAL Fe) 4 o&AE Wk Atz sietel)
oJaiA= A7te] B wEautel] gt x|4lo] Mgk 4 ek Aol
oh. S, ol&7tel tigt melel ol&le] A4 olwe] wiAls ofg7)
23k 52 QP el A 2arte] A 2R oﬂ
7ho] ojmo efat 21Ade] Fp4o] & AEe] oluleta Awsi|ut
o] 7ML &7t AlA| o), B ol&te] A4 oEs wa
AARE A7 Aol 7|Ek A ZAST} Ekslria Ay
o} a7t FHe| Rl dldlo] gt TS a4 mulo| wga
M, dlg2Ee] 254 oulr) digrte] A4 oo ojs) o

s ARG ZH oA A71E 7 2AE siEskal Utk

4o 12
g

2 r°l'

rr

4. 7VoEFor} 2rtH o7 Fysforshe BAE

T 7P oot oujet s of 2] dish Kotk A5 gl
e AT oA F7Hem drsjortt sk Alsol Stk o]
TAEE 24T o=Fofol 7HA Tt M2 AP0 R g

AdEs A= g 4= Sk

HA s o] TARA A dh(legitimate) F712] WS oH7IA R
Hotof sh=Aof gt ZAI7F A71E o vk 7Mool E detE
o] sfAel 27 SASS wiAsoF rkal FFEHA] Y=tk 53] dle

fr
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o] wigal wieky) Y 2A5S e S He 1 UE
AV BHA] o, A ST AuE B2 AYE ¥
O e ARG ERelL oj47ke Qe A7), B ERE
%3 ZFe iR 4E(m51de information)’ 2} Zro] Zk7Fe] AlA)|
oJalie A A SHolA ARk

olof thal &2 LIzt SA 9 Agto] AoJ A (arbitrary) o] kil H]
e A chdh dol Feeh ol B AU A
(illegitimately)” 2}719] A A7E ARl 34 7152 9
A 78S T ML slAle] AMgee A 4
ol oA] B 20k AH Ze] TRo| mESihe u]g
o 010 541 S=]7 e of ek Aeltich E}U 2 o]
Hgsts ARl 34 $7A0k AE 5A% FuE S ek FweEn
ore 279} Aol BB AL T%o}cm A1} %, o
AErh FAHOE WEEG TAHGLAY iFst 1 AR W

rEL'EI
U
1
3
&

i of5E AsHe A ohfeks Sloltk. Eak of o thate] 57
Mol 91 9Bl ek A, tekE AAsH: BeR Aels

(clear-cut cases)2 FA|S o~= gitkar wiElglch19)

I3 Rl ‘ﬁ'_% (AAEE QASHE0)) 7=o0] A7|3E o)A
o] Z3} oJEs} 242 o] AHMA ofi
459 e uE 7= Aok
& Zlo]e. Olh st el @‘%‘j ot SAE Asfor gkl sk 1A
Ofr=o]o) oA =71 SHA FofAoF she A4 FEolth

Pdelwzost ol e WA BAl sjae] 2EA %),
=2 4] 24e s 2AloIth o] £Ale A BiAl ZAeF 1

17) J. Levinson (1996). p. 252.
18) N. Carroll (2009), On Criticism, p. 149.
19) J. Levinson (2002). p. 317.
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Sp AmEch TP RO ARE S, 2 ofertel AA| vl e
ool et FASS Aol wpAIstIA Sh A TP ETe)

B9 0] 9] F|A7 Y2e 27| FAE YFo]r] fiRolt) F,
7Aoo oo aA, T4 AHEel deEe] 2FA oy
© defEe] WA 84, dojd, ez B5, dertd WE 5 4

o] oA A= ook EP‘:P‘ H2S apgich

7P o =00 23 O eF=0)= HA o= Folet ARl ok
Fol=RE P ZeAl olANL ARl s YR 7Sk
AL ofut) ohA ARgseol, 2% A=l JA| Y2 ds
2R3 sfjAo] TEA o R oaTie] AA| s FAshs Aolehs ¢
S Z7|5HR] 9F=r}20) ukel 77t YL L= HErhA] ekslE 9]
L7 e, 2712 1 o Qm=aeoef iAol ofy Al & Aloltk2h

MNES e 44 d2le S&sl7] sl sz iAo
A4 e s o] fAdoll AT ‘tish4] 4l (communicative in-

|

20) of® 27k o|=FofRf= 227 AT} RIEA] omF=0)9] 44 H2l&
g A e glon, ©x] ol AeAEe] A S0k 34 84, izt
off ofsf 71 ojulE TS ¢ gle wf 1L 27| ko] Sashy Hopal £
ATHL-FEE] 7go] ofe} fAlsiT 2E8H2016), "2215H A =019
o, Aedieha vjsk 41278 E27)s €3 a(vEdh). 5 T od
=2E W7} M2 FSE= o) xﬁ} y& siAE 4= QAL ofla7ke) A o=
© x¢h o & FehEnal o o), 203 AfERAANE2 darte] A oEE
Hrgshe x5 wel A4t ou= *d‘i*%? Zolek a2yt I8l SRk, 23
o oEFols A omFole] Yzle Ha s sH| "ok 7H, e 9 AR
W2 S7ek wiel 34 85 58 S8 A ouie ST = e Bl
—Jﬂle AT 5 AL fu7) ot Z-p-2tar SA| ¢fal A7Ee] A o
=ojopt sh=r1rehe AEe 2% YE=FolY AXREA dE 4= ok
TIE2 ol Aol vh ofr=Fo)o] s A 2o At Hie AR
%, dEFEL a7l ARERA, dlefE A2 derte] A=E sk
p7golojoptt 7] mizolek= Aol
21) S. Davies (2006); oJsfto] Z w=izollM o] H& F835H| thFn 248 o=+
ol H|HFt o|siek(2017).
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terest)’ =R& AARIL o] =¥ TRt Ak fEle ¢AE
ot Aol A AHide] Al Q=g dotoft 52 4 9
WS 7RItk TRAIR 227} diestES A S b= olek #AF
gk digks e 7=, o B2 devt AEe SEl Fole
SHaLA} ol gi=Aof| tieh HEARt $5E 4= Sk wEhA olesE
o] sjAe de7te) o=E FAshe Bolofoptt T2
olo]l Hizto] 7HdE=Fol= w27t 2Rt Y3E HHEA] uhtoptt
Sh= Bt 2717 SASHA] =il vhkete) 229k o mof vt
Al siA 4 2l 219 Q44 Edetel 8= 42 dals 9
SA9] sl BRAIR] Aok IS AlE2Ee] djAo] dA]
Holel= thE 12l 7 fdo] Al olehal Rt FRlEo] ut
21 £ gAE} A4 digh 2ke) 7P 2 Abele AR ojn] A"
A7F 744 = Al ffeldy. @434 distolAe oAt 2=t o] 7t 7}
& Fasith AGA)] ek s O A= =g v WA=
&2t w712 4 Qlek2d o] & W) oujo] mdlof Agoh, -2l AT
k off] F4& 7H & AL IF sk
S5HA] ge thE of® Zlo] el WAt o=zt
oAl w3k gE FEES Wrldnh 284 = Rl o
o] ALAE S50l o) gtk ks L34 diske]
Aol leA 2|7t 7HA]= HAle] Exie e AA| =S uef
o= Zlolal, fdof dgAle 1 el x| wEelth
8= T FHlEol mhE, “EetoA o
&% 2v] AEAl= =7Fd3Hindispensable) 2”024, 1A

22) N. Carroll (2009) pp. 138-139. TR}= A =wollA] 7HE2] et ¥l =91
He} AdAlsHAl Arskar I £AEES BlERch &53H2013), pp. 55-70 FaL

23) J. Levinson (1992), pp. 240-241.

24) J. Levinson (1992), p. 241.
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o wqrel Saj7h A ejujo] B A0 R Hsks R0 THssheh,
5o a8 sk Aol HsE ), A ofule] gt o Al
AL 9I5te] S2lbypass)® 5 Ui oW Flo] ofrk9) oft A
Aok EAp7} @ Holshe Boba GAAEe] TS TABH AHE
% shyolct0

A= oA A Ao digt Aol A= A distet ded s
Afol ] frARIE Zpolidol gt o] Alo|= dhelE 4 kAl Euk
=, NET RIS doM & 5= ol om=Folof Y22 A A
o]9] GARYo] BBkt A ulsEl Zlolu, ujojwele] Azl I A}
ool © FEaH=ulA wlE Hlolch Eak WA R v A, =
279 AA BA7E o] BAlo] o)EAoleks He B3l 2 u, o] Zle]
uhE 7O EFole} SATE YwFo] Atolo] Zb AA A AHole}
Il *8L /\ oh;{.

A= oAlEA] A Bl Hisl 28] sigshr] HsiMe LA
thate} o] a4 Ato]o] FARRRE of e} T1 fo]] | HrlsfA
+ ¢ Hohal 2k 243 omFole ARt AUAA| =53 YA
SARE Rt TRy 2308 deFels Aol dAE Histe) o
2 A Atole] ARl oy oflA Bld RS AstaL ol 1
SfA] mdlof wkgsial it vlsl, 7Hdolmaolo] A9 FAf Abol o
Aol ol dieh T2 e AAslTFA] Sk 1o, weba A
tiotel dls2 s Arole] zfolof tigh o] 11 a4 o vy
ERIE

=€ A7 A71E 2AIEC] 7Mool wnkE A 25 of
Utk 23|19 o] ZAI=] EH?‘?J TS Aleshks oA 7=
o] ofde Hebshal Hop Gugh sy RS A4S & S Aotk

25) J. Levinson (1992), p. 241.
26) J. Levinson (1992), p. 241.
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5. e speleole] Aot

HA Aol AT $A WeE Aske BAIE AT EAL A
S5 Aed sl AWHsiA a2 AL HjAsk= Zlo] BgRtA| |
et 2Als, A daFel, siAA A2 BAlol gEAelt 1
U ele I 2AE w7] Aol Hole AR S0k 34 SAE %
A 2 AJA ] dis A=slE = Atk

A FEo] A GIAIE ThAl B ¥ AR gk AE}h Hlﬁﬂﬂ
7} 74 Alelsuof7h |11 471E ddskal, I 7)ol |
GOz Mejiulold] Pl Stk 19 Bk Hlﬁﬂ7}7} 133
& HEoR TRl o] B4 o AKX ofnlE siAslintar st
I uAch Aol mEd, AVF AR A7le AF SAY 4 A
A7) 0% A2 FE FolnR 324 Skl #op &Aook 18
o B7} 1 34 SAE viEe R T8, S siaehe 22 7HdowS
o] oAz A/ Ao Holof &

AA] Hlo] AT o]o] A ojnEA g HpEgo g sl Ao, ALA
S 4 SAE FEshe Aol Foulsith= Aol e Blwolh.

A7E B0l AE] vl tha wdA ol gRlEe] AA gl
A SALL FA S E0 AFE FEEE Ao ofyth A 54
= A7H] AR GuIEH SrE wrgshe FAIth A FA7E 0
HopaL sfia] 27ke) AA| ojujE] ojmef FaEhA HA= etk 1
2u Al TR olzhe gol7h Rusiths Aol ok GhES vl
QA o] ZAIE ol8she Aeltt) &, S719 e Atk A0l
7HdolmFort Mot A5Y A gHsh] Heide TR ol &
olf Hrh FAHoR Hekd dar) qlrh

olE #ellA BA= oot Wkl SAE FAL A=
Aol F5starat gtk 7Moo AEo] BT JAR HiEke &
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_tg
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FUTh % Mo Tl 4B oAb uelelx Ly Atk 1
AE0] AT NS Fohd 4 gl Aoleks HE WolEelt 14
ojEorl BTk BAAe] AACR Ht A ueto] vt 2|41E
70331 glofol Teka FHE A vk o] wjFolch ik S

A 283t et 93] g Elolof & Aotk thal

24 shHe) AT FA7 B S gk
ot g 7bA Rdslor B A, Mool A mulel A

L AL Ate] A olued ol=g AT
8l7] SlalA7} ohiet AHEe] AT Ak wiete 24517 $IaA
2k olek. ojextEe] TAA olulo] et okl ARA e
ofwfat oAl W% BAL AXHE B4 FA7 2 4 vk
W] o AEolgk 71 Ale] AU dlb7lo] A&A|, EH 1
A2o] e o] AR oleg wrdsieAlol that A%l 2 Aol
o olefat 5 AL SrjekE 1 A4 ods a7t el
sk ALAQ] AP ol o477 AES Ak
oA, e AES A2k Fo 27k APHOR 7HT QIlE A A
Hi= ede 2Eo] ofnjel WadFel PAle 9l Qe Tejne 1 4

o

[e]
o As JA] AFS Qulo FF= v+ glok =2 Fele

ool 2A5S Baz 5

o

o~ O

-~

o
NEAEL BATAL AT v a7l AN A A6 ol A
= Fashs St ek 2o FHolw 1 A4S MEY Y e
ool Ak old BHHA A9 71 5

o ok, ol TABHE olerbd gAY Ad
Folo] B4 mee Mok 4 Itk 55 of A AT A A

of thew} o] v 4 Qe
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71 Eamd|zmay|o] THe} ;o) AT AARTE)S BXloto]
o] 2} of 2] Talo] 5EB}H, YA AFEALo] diste] & 7,
Hgo] AAE BASZ FAl0] A 2 s 4 Zol

30 1
o K
30

=

A AT 9, e ol 9»501 713he WA
oot Sl SIS, 2 R St B Umbormed) ipol)
Hopd 1L A 2120mA TS WA AARE AL T4
& slek Sl 2Rl

o, A AN P BAS Avfna 94 ARzl
o] BAI A% UAA thatet oA 4 Aolo] GAITH ApolHe
of A Lol 5 RS that BAZ B 4 gk LA

Ol FuHsh= o004 o] YA th3to] sl Aat of&2E 5
A AJolo] SAMAe]| A B, o ERole Skl H|oE =
olZ YL ot AR ThE A|Ye FAS 7t Holl A
i o]t}

o] BAIZ FEA o R Fslr] YefAs ol A4 oloje} o<
o] 24, #a #o] EAEA A 919t AT Fofl et Hoh A=

4
Sl B4o] Bagk Zlojth ol ojme} a4o] FAle] T4 B

& AAIBE] Sl8) WEel 2helol gk, Hare] WIS HolAk 7]Eo]
oh. Thek QA dlofel elabEe] MAS TESHE BAS Tefshs

Fo)o] AHS AYA O Z EFH WO TP T
4 mee mekshid) slofe 4 gk
@4 SRl AULE AL AL0sh LY gk ols) 7
2 Ffolt= o] ofu] A} /AL A9le] ki ARIch 3,
A EtlA] Selrt BEsks A, 1ea b Fask o)k Re
WEE 7 T AR lEche T 0eke SejA wekr) o=g el
ok Tefuh ol i) palel A, T eulHEAl AEL wA) o)
7re] A4 ool Hsr] 13 BEe A Aol ohth Z ol&%
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Fo olerte] AA| =g A HS v /|ZE A o718 5 gk
Aol b,

ofelg A|2e BRI, Yol Aloket s muloli= A o
so} ol )4 Alole] ol o] WA OR WGE T X sk 7h
HOEZL ol 28 AL 2157 AL R Afole] FolHol
oftlefl A HIZH A Adeta, ol 1 s mlo] HusiA| ure)
& = qlojolut g,

LA o5 sl QAP Lok M T BEE 71T 9
on), Jejeh BES SAsl] SR AT A A AR chErks
o] Qo] BAA UL A ThA wEL FAHR) adloleta wrk
ol Hol FHHaL, o]F Astaa} she o] 2o] HEz F4X|Hels} of
2ok, 74X\ 2djg} |2 2HEe] 1T st 1 2B AN A
sfst, To O AEORNH P AL 5 b oled my
(reward) & H|cfalhs eluleban 25k Agolek. thal WwalA, $ei7t
o] ol Mok 71 st BEE et o HAES WA
TS T 2 5 G AR Hetshs Zoln, Eak aeie 2
ol 7b 2 BRsHe ofulzt vk Ao A ojuleks Aotk

PR\ Felst o] 22 Selo] A el Tl thet B
o bl e AES A BHe

A Hlof 2 EAEdm

>
N
5
)
4>
pass
o
£\
)

o BAL, (UM OR) oEHoR 7] g FES TSl
Aotk (B2 oo 7H9ls 23] FoI1x o] il charet
o] 9 4 U2 Aolth) IR Selt e WAl
oA Thopsieh. 71 o7t Bk Bi BAS s A7E U



o

S ELLRET ERE
sfeld et MAS AYet T 5 YES B Aoletu Fad
A3 o £ AHFH: dlolult whel Selk, olw o7t
9] AES B mHS Wk Aol ek HAY AP A9 3
S BN AEES AT, Sel 1 2AA ot o
Mo 71 b AES ASHIA sk, 7} ot kg g
S 9 7148 7H R0m gAshe Ao] Atk I
o
o

< defEe AT o o] AFe A2APL dedor 7

IN m&"Jl

30
rr

N

1)

H

(o3

d

iEo] Wil she RS b4 A0 Aatths Aol
ol A Slel A SE7k Al 4 Gl A AHEe Al
A 7 o] SelolA ke BARS F WaFoE A9IA oltk of
B3t Zol A dlojul it THIERsL X HelBt o] 2, 32 7HA
Zojst AR WAsL glom o bt 7ot 2 H et
o|zoE FALAL PhAlE 4 qlrka FAck)

e AEe] dulsh AEe gAe] QAN AR A ®
Abekin @ o) HATolete o] FSHe vk s, /X A
3} ol o] 7ML EFYolA] ofu] TelE 1 9le-S AR IS
Aol whzm Ao FAPeh QRAoRE 1 dao] QaHoR A

R
)
=

27) BE oj7|ol49) *ell&7P s A o7k ohek A ellé7ie AubEA T
3 =RE 7P ol FAe] Feld 5 ok

28) S. Davies (2006), pp. 240-246.
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H(epistemically best)o]ofoF FHh= ZAoleh, Q1414 ZjAl o, “o]4]
5249 oA Thedt HE SAES 1HIE W, &2 7FsAdol 7t
A} A tHthe most likelihood of being correct)’ = Z2 2|n|§tch29) ESH
WHORE, <1 HEE AgAS o A Yot U el

$ofof 5fmi, 1 3

A ZIPRITEI0) o, Fds] A” O] o7} Q)
AL 2R ehdgt We-g 1S &7%1]7%1 Zi/‘fni%}ﬂl A&d
ofolrt gith= 2ol 9t Th o] & ¥ drgo] vz 7k X3t
o]} Bt FuZoletal & 4= Qltk thit IS ZHX|F{ TS} o
= oA njAfRfo =t TRtk HoflA Hloju| 29 4t A
= gegith

tlojH| 2= FRlEo] HIE 7HX] 2 g} o2& dFol i ql7]e ot
Auk, 71 F 3} o]2S thx] XA o R TTalA a8Es F UM
Z shtE 112 ujuk ZQ3E Q A(tie-breaker)E X1l Qtial v|wsich

gloful ol w2, ojwl 7}l QIAHoR TPEFH| 0] ofRl o3
o] 71X Hthate] 42lo] oEHoltt ol AE] skl theal e
AelE A7 4= olek 71 ol&EE xol digt % a4 pe} g7k Ak
i an) poh qF AEo] S mE a4Sw e ey £ o
AEa} 93] Agaoleks Aol Hral itk e po} g0l 7HAS
sjmaEy p7 qRe o 2 7S A Qlrks A4S o 4 etk
= x2 pehil AAHE Wk qekar SIS Hnckxo] 7S ol
Ans =&Y,

dlls0] QoA po} q7F AAA TARl Q1A1A sl
Znlof) QlolA 53X p7l x0] 7S © EolF] wEe] o] 14
Rz oJslA] g7} 7|Zkerka A Aolk et dloju]zso]
w2, grel o] o] 50| ghslA BEEhY, pi qurh B ol

29) J. Levinson (1992), p. 224.
30) J. Levinson (1992), p. 224.
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A JHEERS 7] a 9tk i?ﬁé}.‘i Ho| gAF ]:1 Elgsich3n &
pSk q Foll o= Zol B 2 7NZ 7L Aol it BAlE B ol%
A Bohazie] ohfet pst qo] QI4E THETelE FTFS vlHTh: A
ol T AL, 7NN QA TEEGS WA 2t o g
o g=rE nejstel AYEE o] ohjehe Holdh S-2le] 337
APE A A7k o o1, Felis 2 244 2 fge /)
A7t ke ABL WHEC] YA SHs S7E /A o
P HBORREY QL U BAS RRIAY

=
gl =, OEH s 2k}l T e A= s AEske ol a7t
S
=

ol
= A, == 1‘3471] AEOP~ 44 1.7}01] ﬂﬁ% TS A= A
vlgkelgolcha) agckd a7t

. 71 A S sl B QAAOEE A et ol
of & Zo|c}.

A= 7H 2| His) o] 2o] M ol=F oo =ElAo® YaEE o] glo
o, ©h] o)Ay mejAdo] ohuel 7P Fadt slid Yxo] Hojop
Bl glo|u|Ae] 2| &L A Aslcty E_r,} oFxj o] ALl AlS]of| A Al

BgFEo|, ol of&ZEo] oule] FRE, & 7S] AR 53 4
w2 2] Yol & FA o3 XW%E}E g o, 1% skt QA4
07 £8 JPsAe] M Atke AL & 11 Mde] 1 2ES XS
7P wodeths A3 2R § By 7R E g} o] Zo] 7o
2012 giFat 5= Yok glo]u|ao] Fgol Bolax] oheth 714
8} o] &2 7 ol=a=0fof Hsto] oflm At gt 2] A o] of
w3k HAlo g o]Rojx|=Alo gt AA Al Rl Algskal )IA| &
517] wizoll, ol=2t a4 o] BAE drste 5AQ olEom A
31) S. Davies (2006), p. 242.

32) S. Davies (2006), p. 242.
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94e SRR SRSl gehs Aot 9ha A

|, ool ulojm o] Aol sl AL A tiste] a4
3} oA AAe] fARITH Hfol el that Aolu, %A Abolo] X}
S5 7ol vk 71X Hrhate] Uzlolch nebd 74X H s}
21219l Ho] B 4= flek WAL LAEL AT
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A L - R B K E T

i)
|

11
o]
Ol

7R, B 1 Apo] SElofA i el mAe] WS wEA T
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Abstract

Intention and Interpretation:

Refining Hypothetical Intentionalism

Yoon, Juhan*

There has been a long controversy on the relevance between artists’ in-
tentions and interpretations of artworks among analytic aestheticians.
Intentionalists insist that interpretations of artworks should seek to discov-
er actual artistic intentions of their creators in principle, while non-in-
tentionalists regard the artistic interpretations as tasks to find out publicly
realized meanings in the artworks, not what is actually intended.

In the beginning of this debate between intentionalists and non-in-
tentionalists, their positions were constructed in a way of strongly rejecting
each other, but the ones recently suggested, such as hypothetical in-
tentionalism and moderate intentionalism, seem to embrace the pre-theoret-
ical intuitions and the interpretive practices that motivate their opponents.

In this paper, I argue that the hypothetical intentionalism can provide
more coherent and persuasive explain on the nature of artistic inter-
pretations than its competing theories. For this purpose, I first (1) elucidate
the primary point of hypothetical intentionalism by reorganizing the struc-

ture of this long debate between intentionalists and non-intentionalists, and

* Ph.D. Candidate, Department of Aesthetics, Seoul National University
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(2) compensate the interpretive model of hypothetical intentionalism by
considering value-maximizing theory, then (3) suggest more sophisticated
and developed interpretive model which is expected to provide us with a

better explain on the nature of artistic interpretation.



