aholl &) o] RHEY ik
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.............................................................................................................

L FE—HBRE

vhold o W 79 WEE dubd oz 1912d0] £ (Shaw, AW)7 48 d d74
FGINE B3 . L o] F mlopA & AR 3t QFole EAM AN HE
Froen <8 Yt FHH, MERT, HEH, wEM L e HHAHE 454
Wl g HRRES #dRo2s ololsl ¥ B (discipline of marketing)g A JAZL AF
WA g AFse gloh

u}s) = (Bartels R.)ol o 3bwl #Higel B (scientific disciplines)o] @A FAoA =
stEurre] e XUl 5 B (thought)s) KEEY 5 o & wgoz 3te] ¥4 M
SEE=e] 8% Y4 FUY FAEL 2150 o] FF KR AL I DA
o)zA "tz . vulolA WA ASole b AL o] AH 2ot L ERO|
o] ol Atk gch((14] preface).

(1) 1920 th ~27] 8] ol ) RIBEE 259 ATAIE vlastz 37 BE
| 3 s e FHok HEMIREAE AR

(2) 1930 ~uolA ) FREEL 25 AAAFo] A4 ule} o] 2E0] AAR
whol#] 8 8] FEEFAI(principles) & A A 32 &7t IAA A 2 5k7] A HSHg et

£E AT KERF BEAR BEWFEH HRA MSABKE BE2AR 3%

(1) vl =27k Agatz gE B (thought)olzte £l olx Juld 4 2 &g FEITH vgol
2= o2 3¢ (paradigm), H#EEE (background assumption) =i EHAiiE(theory premise)
= HBRTHoI BRER{] da oW By slx MIERM EHEEZeZ ¥ 5 A
wzbd] ol % uge g 3o FAH HBAWE PR vl o5 B F AR KB= o
& 8k o




_ 2 —

(3) 194047 Z~rlolA W BAES AAGE Do) ol Yo) BB m: Yoz A
2 + 9 A5y Base £9% AAssn,

@) #HZT~vtotAlE e itEH & BES FEo2 2THT ok

chobl YR E T HAEe) GRM(seliconsciousness)o] FHo] wef 1L
Tl gl RS BATe] Foo] EES FiR= R et AT BEMA WEE A =
G ol AT vlolAl g Ehel wlolA B BAEY] A 9 GAE HEoEAF = B
4 FF8A stelh(cf. (14] preface).

e ol &2 fdANA 19409 o] Foll AAML wholA RS BBH A mEFES
BESl Bl AR wholsl Yo HBozAe we] sl ow AdA =
sl wuA i ol

shob 5 o] 19109 5 $A3] AFed oFel o 2AK welAYBYLEE
9712 & w}ol#) B 35 (marketing controversies)o] 4= ol stk

shit el EY BEES S8 4 £ F soblue SMWKkES BET sYos
A ol T “stolsl el BHBRE"# S (“Is Marketing a Science” Controversy) &2 24
AL Aoleh e b ol Y Wi Z wholA iAS) YA Fd 4 kAo
A o] “mpold] 8 HHs" 8P (“Nature of Marketing” debate) & “rholdl o HESHEK" B
(“Broadening the Concept of Marketing” debate), wlol#|®] 9] AEins, =lol#lge £EiE
B Y HeAERe =t vo Yo BRARF T2 e 94 A olk{(11] p.81 HH4l).

2708 AAY FHE =PL thde] ohA AR A = Ro] 1950~1960dH e HAF AH
Al AAS A 1970 W o] Aol Bl A= b= Xo] By AALLZ = 19704
el AN FAL #H" E=xo] 2R o]olx 2 etz & AUk i skxd wlold]
YR ERFS] vigo] d AAAH RPE (substantive issues)o] AT FEL wpod Wik
BamFE) 2% FEES WL 7HA2 7] Aol vh((59) p. 1), dvkshd wiols g B
o) BT obust? EH oWy FF) Wil ol F TATES BES AL st
Aol gA ERE = ko] £35S ol AAZ oA YERFEY SN o
Reo] oG EHS| ko] ube} ojol B B9 safirdl #gk £AE HEA ?lﬂ Hed
AL vtE o ulolA WM A 2201 vlolA B9 &0l A B U S o Fo]
ot ol s} zbo] A Aol AF F stz BRAl ob W HEYT FEHE L KR
B FEE AAH02 2434 sE Aol ((14) p. 24D).

#E(Hunt, S.DOE o]g 72 Efo] 4d o] F2A @ ntolAly HREs 7xe o

.1:
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b Hol R BAES) ok wholAlR el KEH i RS Aol R @ BB ERH
o] THEH SRS Aol ((17) p.2)2 B2 UKo] ol F WPl AT o7 AT At
shopAH el B9 & QT4 sk eke) A A% /Y ddgel, A4 FIH F
2o maEmEYe] =A% At §9 Rolch weA welARY W FAH<
AASE olA EBBRT DA ool B ESHARSFE A o2E v YHERT
o QARG AAHE Aoz oA T ¢ A& Aol (59) p. 10

2ad 10409 o] AAL ol Y EBRe e 49 A5A HE— KRS (“Is Science
or an Art” debate)g] A AL A E ALEA 194511 8] Eu} ~(Converse, P.D)Y =FdA
e W0BEA] Aol 715 A GATe] Aviehd] HANA BT A4S W
sg Bare 4Ad we spolA Y HE®RE AASHAY oA YEHRE FAHS A=
BEe 4Bl BEE ATsd Kk zau wroblPo] BEo ohvir e B
Rl (demarcation) s #AS & wholA A BAF S A=/ MEEREEHS FHAA =
obsh o] B, Wbl 3 WS HEE sHAE REAONE (positive dimensions) & 473
s@e = 9otz FA(E (17) 2 (6DFAA o= A= dFel AR+ 22 Z
Aalo] ARG e Be FFEB(discipind)e] HARERL M ok 2o A AEe o
zadseld. = 2k owl HHESHs HE(science)d + Aodw @ olx FHY EB
= AAw @ ool 7| 2Ael BB EAS AT} Qeiok e @ 27l
BHEEp e A8stm Qelok Sk RSt EH(7) pp. 13-14, (16] pp. 25-27).

2dd 9z BREEEES Ades AUAY NEd dEsE ol AAS EA
o AEe ABES Aold. dvkstd BE SASE Avic B WA EREE e
o e S AFey] wEelTh((2) (1) p.26). AECIA ol BB FiEel B
e [ BRI (intersubjective certification)o] Qek. o] s & w2 FEReldt A
b cheRdt W Eut oA B EAS A HRE ATAFe) Eikeld Bl R RIS R
s (truth content) ¢ Hl @ 4 Q7 WEel AT BEMISLE BEEYE Aol 2 &
gebz sgich 2R 2E 2 $4 A4 Bl A 2o BHERHES EaS RE
wmrHz tud JE WEEHO EHGesonde BFI WA e olE 104
o] 4o) v} $H8%ER (philosophy of science) 402 HMTE A E AA & BEEHEHR
o oiige] doied 7RSS AL BEMHR B¢ RAE AN Al
o] g0l Z=(Comte)ol 8o} 2A BFII2 2AL iz Al IA4T WRE
3 (knowledge claims)%ho] ¥ QARsHe AT A YT (empiricism) & F3H= A




J— 4 —_—

o]} (ef. [2][(1] pp. 25-26).

2eu 27k ol e AFZFAE FE HBwel BHERGE (history and sociology of
science) o 9 o258 KRS Wz gl o] $HR (perspectives) & BRFE 2] o
ol e LoAN BBRHEA AT BHo)T AT F48 Atz o,

1960 A 2FHE o] oh 2L B Hestd e vlolA U FRESo] MHBHFHRS K
te dnA HEER g8 FIF Fgelr] ARAGYT o] 5 ATAT ((37)(341(30)
(33)(16)(3)(263(24)) Fol: AA 2 volAl Y MWHE HWET AT AH((30). B¢ J=
A& MBEFERALY vk Aze EEHEC] vhobl s WAL oh((8) (467D
o)} e HBMFREES] BT KMREER T (post-positivistic model)s] v}obr) = &
A9 =L wheb RS BB NN BB 2 Add A% e gEe A &
& 4 9A Sz ek 2L T A9 Be REBEHIUC Q3G HBEDE o2 B
BHS choll YRt Fodste Ao ¥ Aolv. Fu HEHE®RSBLE 29 o= 4
2 2 pBe) AEY W RARNE BA |

AHE JAY LET AEE BB =0 98 H2e] TAgw I vho YhHE
o EMet B R FAL AR cloll e BEIMKMES o BA olal shelol
W Aot A RAMSE ZARZA SE Aol o|F 8 WA chobA YEE
WP EBAES YT FU9 top M BMRNERS ATHEY AEREE
o) HEMIOKES U9 ¥ ohe voliYBY FRE AT HAERS REtd nad
Lt

IL clopHEHBEFS] &R

GutH o2 vhobd Y BHBMF S 1945d0] Eeart HEG [elos Yhiae] BB I(U15)
°ol A7k Hel EART oA w49 BBl J1EE MY AL 194849 wae
(Brown, L.0.)9] =& MeutelAlg@iE o2 |((55))2 ARG 950]((361(31] p.11) 1940
el Skl v ZRH G20 o] o] F o] HHERMEA L2 o2 FREo) o9} Haw B
€ LRI} o] o FAAER e ool B} ¥A2E dviL(Alderson, W.), Z2
(Cox, R.)[53), ¥l (Vaile, RR.)(52), ej(Miller, NE)[51), vu}ul=(Bartels, R.T.),

(@) #Be] £8, HAPE J Ehc £E5M02 HBFR(science studies) 2% %2 92151 ((1) p. 4l

note 1).
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) 31 (Hutchinson, K.D.) 2 $ =< (Ottenson, S.F.)So] glglch. =g 19700} o] 27]
A o] EAol olutAF AYF WEZE ud=(Bartels, RT.), 3L, 2 E(Baumol,
W.J1)(44), wlge] (Taylor, W.J.)(36), ¥w| E(Halbert, M.)Zelct. ((17) p.17 footnote
(2)) = o|Fo & 49 = (Schwartz, G.) [41](35)) ¥ HE(Hunt, S.D.)5o] o] TAE &
A7A 59 ((69]) p. 4.

20 w2 dFF Gan Zuid =E& ACE Fd dAAd ol YR ERS
o] Aol &. wholA | fH8Be] R HEMLS Ao gtz 3ok F 19209 Coll & wobAH
$28o] d4o] H clolA Y ER A FAL 2A 2A ggert 2 FY oldd o
AT ANE sHA FAze 9A Wallker, A)((601), ko] E(White, P.)((581)((413
p12 FEGLDW, 2 se]Z=(Raymond, L.JO(57] Sol ot ZFAdl glelAds =hola
G AN wEAst 29 e FEO 24e ErbEebhm 2gksle(libid.]
p.3.

vlolA| B Ao 2 8ol ke Foirt dubstal AL XA £ ubs} ol wiobA | BBRmE
& A7 2o EFo] 19456 HEH o] FHHeled 2 welA YL FA4H
o dFgdelAwt = Ade ARERe AAE, A, AdRE, AAAF L HAA G
o) 23E Hoz Byt zdd 2t debd® BHCY HMe e, BE % 210
Ao BRI BE MEROHEENE AR o8 eREAER R cteHER
B—oz TA8E Aoz Eiltdrdeh((14) p 234).

19403 o wholAi ) 2Be) M} 4 = Hawe A4As Y g FIE 5 g
FAol e Eigold AY AAT 5 Atk SHET Faul AAG uheh o] oA YR
ol A3 BN Dol YA v Feboldl E Ba@ ol B #HHd 2ol F43
o 23 d&E BYL o ‘ﬂ"ﬂ"ﬂl"i whobAl J ERBETT A ke Aol U
ol = 73 mtolAl Y EERS A9 FAHA IRk el Fi2e choA R AR
HiEe 24t wlobd YE@HET o) HEit@HEA AR ol & 4 gz wgled =
obl & o F71 RBHERYo] Hwl wholAl WA s fHge] Fckz WHRH((E3] p. 137).

n] Zulolsl 8§37} vholAl B &e] Bifkel AT HAEE AT 4L 19463 o1 A oHIE5)).

1o

(3) & 27} ELBIHRT56)E AEe 194149 ¥y BEse % 20444,

() o] sjel # %(Kendall, H.P.)(50)¢ €x lov, HE#E Hfidozs od Z¥=A geon
2 A .

G) selAE RS o2 E B HEe £ Ao s FMEEZA 44889 (cf (14] p.233)

6) ©19 Exe thoughtald] olx B A} M WREA B == HMz 2] £ 5
e, o3l Bole} Fich




AAAE el ARt He) fia F clolAUHEA F8 FoAx TEA oS4 AT
([14] p. 234).

Sibe A (Huegy, HW.)ol o3 RE24 2 “B@o] A%H o2 FAT, vhob
Y, Bt BN (marketeconomics) 02 ¥ AR, S AAGS T shoiny
BEZ 2947 2302 el gt ool 485} s AL S} BHEES) 5
3 vlobA e Bk (ar) 9] Gl TEF Ro) ol WBTHS HEL 2AAY A5E
g dtelof ety Aotk s 2L EBAyEMS el 8o E#"f}iiﬂ +E7t R
BE AR o2 ERE F4As} Aobe Ro B dz FAHE.

o9& shhe F57a3(Fullbrook, ES)el 9% w824 2= “929 s]2del BE
U] 5 mlobA ) BFL T mo FEM(eficient)ql $g motelr] 9F AT 2A
A& AT =G 23lo] AGsojof dAul sloll YHBL AL wAY Aol e}
= F7334

o o] F ulolAl Y] BBkl AT FELS F2 kB A9 B ArisEgor
2 195190 w7} olol RAY EAAA (o (49) p.319)E FHANA kol = FHe)
WEE RSl detuAlE B RUTH((14] p.234). o) Fol FEFERAAY BB 14
ShojA el Aol acle] Ad iAol o] Fojzlo} niolA B BE Be —FEiyol: MY
olge EEFTo2M 4AY F Uz zeHw 2zle] RERBozAY A, A=g
EL A2 ofd AolA 7ol fEoz A A 73\0]'"—}"3_ FHikgs A 23]
2ol Pty B o8 L AP L o T FES o] o ol g
B4 oA YREY DA dAY 3HE 3 TAdA =d5e Zul 2% (P.D.
Converse, National Award) & 4434 slgw 7}\0111] =35 “nlolAlE]E FlABowma LE
B AL & Yol st Bao] 99 a0)A) =Y 3o th((441(14) p. 235).

2t ol g FER N3 vlolA Y BB Biart) 2 2 dAEL oot ohE A
AE FATeRA mlobA B BRRSo] v FHA S}t 3 2= (Hutchnson, K.D.)& o}
obAl WS Yol AxAAZ Qi 7 wholdlYo] RHEo] o) W) Folzt g ch
2 ot &Ay ulolAl iAol BEBH HHEE WEDE clold|YEBe FEow gl
T o BEM $FAT] FAHE ADEL 29 24 92 i F4aec
a3t vhobA R g Aoz ¥ 5 e TAL R TS A oholA E
o] BEHH R FEL B aliance) Rl goteslo]l dAsm Qlekm A EGT((46)
[14) p. 235).
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=g 28 ¢l E(Stainton, RSDE o4 rlolA| 8L Hifjol s FAHt = Awd
alolsA gol e At obed Hiir o949 AozE wFrl JdHE Rl obF W AL
olg} shgleh((14) p.236). ®=& F2(Jeuck, J.E)E “vlolA o} oAV HELS vt
o gskE AL LMEelni((40) p.382) wlob e 43 dF WA =AY AoEslig
L oy Mo FRE FFAHQA At FEshe Aol FA3Fc(ibid. p. 384).
W ol (Vaile, R.S.) =g whopsll 99} 2345 HAiEFe BT A7eted whop
go] Hirde JdAHA e (52) p.522 [45] p. 48).

1050030 9] ok 10 Eqte] & whola s ¢ FHEo 2 Rol /Ay Bt 2387 o] E
SBEMTE S W asisle = $Ae] £y deh. 1963de] WA (Buzzel, R.D.DE EER
& B9 oAl A BEBHe] FAs} Felstd o] 5T o A FHE 2fetd oy
s o] FRFsch ((39) p.32) F =t BHEBY [FHA] Hielshe A ANA Aot JE
¢ Fusz =3 Fae AEE e ol 43 A%t ’

—EE = #ReE mEs R

—h OB o8 FR(RADE $4 22 RHl A1) .

—3E FtEMY WEEA 29E

—HHe S Btz Sl = RKEESS HEGFDE ¢ A se A4

72 do Eldel (Taylor, W.J0% #3E 427 st =35 FAAA F4 337 7
S Wit mlolAl g R FAFAZ e AET b mell Y2 AFomAL 54 E
73 9le-% 9& vtz g ((36] p.49).

19703 <)o} Wl EHA HFS JWAkE T Mg 9 vlolA® S gHeiste] wok Ao
Z AR BErt AA%e((14] po235). 29 (Robin, D.P.)E EERHR(FEE) 3 HEH
BEgE)S TYelz HERES fEEEE (eficency standards)& 3T fREAE
(ethical standards)s} &4 A eha FEda AFen 2 violA| Y B =43 &
FRYYFTE ¥k (ethical desirabiliy)ol] wa} FAsjejekst 3te Fyatdel Fxe AN2AY
av| AEEe T3}t Holok gk FABFA((29) p. 7).

T $2(Dawson, L.M.)& #$BS FCGE)EFHB(normal science)=t “f#l” 28 (“crisis”
science) o 2 i wlold Eol 5 el HE&ATE (traditional conceptual framework)o] ®
guo) 249 J4-g AFHer oo mEY FLEAE HEIA F2E2A viopHl
BB ERAEIELE (irrelevant science) & #{LIBIER (pseudo science) 0 2 WA Gk=st
B o2& A7k = vhobA W EiRv o) A 9] BAE (relevance) & wiolAl B BHAEE 7T
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o] T M E B £FoE Fold HFLIAA T 4A A Aol ohdsisE %
= ob&d A 78R (27 p. 66).

2o 29T RS K& Aed—dtH o2 R44 &
ction)e] A=z B3 gt ol G K@l F4=E FEL FAE Aol ARH 9y
(self-determined bounds) o] FAANA Hz BEme) BWEel A=l ME MR
+ ZAARE ok whebd fIEY Awte] ZEQAMS WES A ok =9
2E #A%g 1 EGRHBEC 2 o) FEg ). old dd “FECHEBL A2 EEHE,
A2 AZE WK% R AZE |25 e MK (anomaly) Vo] AL RAGE Aoz
ok ol#ldt dFel 4 2 wholAl W 8 (marketing discipline)-& #fy#HE (physical science)
o} Hffi(emulation), FEH:(practicability)e] 2z 2R FHBH BBl #FS 2 “EGE
HOR RS BIE 34 8¢ 5 dckz 2 id wlopll B e ‘Rtee BHRSRS 9
37 A8 wtobAl W iEES Fl 24l #AE sotaled ok @ ((27) p. TR FABH Y

rhotAl g Y AN E TR 9L dholdl yBt@AY REES T2y o] AF
2 9 ((14] p. 236).

© (tobA & o) 58 (fleld) ot o o (boundaries) & FEirsts Fd9 Ao

@ mlolsl et H=EE FoFA BiR A &R

@ mhobAl Y - AAZE, HEEEAE R cloll DS o] o T EREs e
gFol A S el AT %9 A

Z =257 (Goldstucker, J.L)§-& AHE—HA #ANA “dTEAL njold ) wmr}
(BB = Bilf2AY) vloldl He) BAMKES %A & Ad7 A4sE A7 (19011
p.58)cl 2t 3gl> = (Hunt S.D.)E violslgo] RMEE 2 NS & Dol 220
BR—EEF, ER—MR ¥ RE-HE) 3714 &g wa} 8711 ggoz FREAG
(cf. (16] p.9). o] & rlolAIY Mo t}fojok 3 #igk(boundary), T}3L W Z 3§
% 3t BB (perspective) L 914 FA4of W& A (approach) & Jeul & zio] ),

2 st Iz wol Y] WS EFBEHEY 9902 f48W Ieto] ohw
Tetol € 4 Qb I wbd RY, %M, WEL: I sl BBHNEY =
Fchd MY 4 Yok ERAZ o (E (ibid.) pp. 20-21).

o] 4ol A & uvks} o] 1940 =] ol= 2 406) ko] A A uiolAl el FBMEst Baslo
A & vhol YHBRBY AL A A 5 Y ALA? o] ATl

(1) vt z2] Aol AL anamoly 2 Bigst= S (cf. (14 p. 236.




(% 1> DiotH B2l SEM

x i 9} # i 4]
O 2R @ wlolAl FS #E{L
@ =popA 2] BRI R @ #@s LBl B E
@ wpops| &l 8] v BT @ B|EY HEm FRERSE
@ violA B HEM M| @ WERMETES FBERG
~ ® tegelolAl g ® FERES FEERT
E B W | @ clobde Axdel fgE ® BX¥c BFEEWS Aokt 3t
(macro) @ EE EWMAE @ BE vioiA 9 HHERS ER
® ulolslel 2 EER RS (REA mEH ulolA B A LRl fRE
ALt T A7 =T B HEERT
@ WiERE Lo O HENS | @ FlolAi g BERE Bt
@ =}ol7l o) Hethe] HRERET BERE
iD wlelAl B AN ZES] BREEME
=8 FRRE
2R
(profit D EAERES BESH @ wiopsll g n) 29 RE
sector) @ %2 RERESFE Q@ HBRE
@ 43k WRREH B @ HWRRE
@ % RERTEH& @ HERE
® ¥k BRAEEHE & HERE
_ ® viotd B Hol A WRAWRE | ® BERE
# MmO @ BpE=tobA o R E
(miero) ® wholA E M9 Ak
@ wlolA Bikgpel- i
0 =hol#| v Bmrge] M )
@ég}ﬂl%ﬂﬂgoﬂ-q Al 25 B fm 2
@ PRISER
@ FREETR
@ vlojA g AATES KB
O Adtwtel  HIEEEY X (nstitu- | O #Es BERIT @GS =133t
tional framework) AZ “BRE=S & Zldst R
@ TVEREE BB 93¢ 04 =
E E RO =7 AR @ ZAstie O3 FEMRAES
© ARELEEE B 34L& | @ “BREANEBHERES tgn
(macro) TojAEst BE (B “Smokey the | HEE:(H 102X = Ad)
Bear™) @ xpEEY FEEEESEY HE
@ mEe ARMEEAAWY #| BT
BIEHE
® oWy BHRBSE
e RN
(nonprofit @ R¥kEHY HREBE @ wtelA " o 29 24 (ME&EY v}
sector @ FBFEMS ABREHE oA &)
® FEBHEMS BEBRETE ® MERE
@ EBHESR RERENE @ BRBEE
. & FEHHEBS] BBIRESTE @ RERE
(-G O] 2 deBielolA ©l o] WEURTIE ® HERE
(micro) © WA RE
@ BEEvlotsA & B (A GARE)
® vjolAl B} FERYS] Bk
@ vulold B IRRNS
© wfolA B 8l
®y§g}ﬂl £ RARH] o Al &= H e

2ot o (16) p.9




4L 2A MBS AR 2 wlobAl 2] BB 2 4] M (scientific credentials)e] ) 8]
B A = FadAckz gep((14] p. 25).

BB HFMBL TS S A8 BEBNE ERESY LEALY oA iy
S &Aool et x5 (Popper, K.)E o] & 7helA “ERBITS] £A|” (problem of demacation)
23 ole] A Relok wm ‘BBER rhse] EARES A P27 ((43) p.42)3t o
=Stk e BEREEE 29 e )29 B Qo 2ok RIIRClA EEhg o
ol €A% vbA 2 3hEsl o 7o) 2 (Chimera)s} 7+e FERE ol okr] ol X
A= gt FoH(14] p. 25).

l%@ﬂ-“}o}ﬂ]%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ% ol BAEAR] ERS Zukg AFEAY HES] B S
B2l A cholA Y prBRe] ERAHEME S He AL ? PR BGRo] HEY F
B EHERS 97 EL MEBWRERC S KEEHE U X HEERE R 743k A
olfith. =¥od A4 FTREMNS 5 SUMY By AEY Fee 4@ = Ue
RE#? ’

BES Bl fA€ 25¢ A5 st AAE M LREE, TAE B . s
Rtz sz glonz(ch (59) pp.10-20) B =YL olu] o F= FA
Adoleh. A 28 2 Aol S o5 de] FEARA uze] o @) ERES] o] okt
7t ot HEAERS IES A A 2o AsHE EAo|RE o]= | Z9 uiolA]
HHERT & HE-HERPIE 2 815 28 Aol

Gol A BgRol HEE 479 &Bio 2 A ﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬂ/ﬁﬁﬁ"](Posjtive/normative)°l e W
SEHE-S FTIAY (descriptive)q] A 3} B 77f) (prescriptive)q] A2 ¥z Ao el F
A F AAZ EAE voA FiED), B L A4 R, B, BN, BERas =}
ol &2 FilvtotA H (positive marketing), wbd Fbo] web vholsl ¥ 7] THol 1}t A elo]
FHE stdopal @AYt Z2 itgE oW 39 “}O}ﬂ]“zﬁl-’-’:‘ﬂ% 7HA okgl frim
BAE HeE 984049 4745 Hfivtebl ¥ (normative marketing) o2 2 3 ([17]
P.20) AA5EE wholsl] W B4 (marketing science)o] = wholAl Yoo 4 glopm Zaslg
g Aotk 2gEckd Fd KBriolA Bl ato] mlolAl YR EBY & gl 9

olg ZE 2ol AT AR €5 SistdE FESY clopA YRES] Ee] uheko] =
99 BAMGER] KBIH 48 A= Bash

(D A58 Aol e RE-HEARY Brdes Tdsd SQAGR o2 NE @R, D —
Rfics TEREd W3 A9 BEE FAAGFLY Hifffel A 3@




L ORO}H & 8Re| FEME XGRS

Sol A wgEel AEE KPS HhoE we ols) EHH 9ol 2 Wik
RS BEEH Sodz sic. 2 44 KEESS nlolA| B of ek AT
A QAL @A FEF FdFE AYAT o8 Al FiEme Ao S4HEIE
ek ((2) pp. 26-27) |

Beil T % (positivism)i= RPN 9% (logical empiricism) Bh . h=v] o]+ 19200
o HEREBEHY J4oz Ey HBY BWaozd B ZFAH oz FHZ
(Schlick, M.)7} o] —[Ee] shatel Bobate] 21l vl A F(Vienna circle)el] 4
& AuE == A Z 50 = 9 Exl4rehel (Wittgenstein) 9] 2l nl 8] Hrsw s (verification theory
of meaning)®] A 7Q) (3% (central doctrine) 2 & At ol SH(BHIL : statements)
o]} fyfE (propositions) = 2Ao] Z ol sl AFE welgk ezt Y= FAaEHE Aol
th. 23t o] JES HENSHEER Wil LS E P GRENDY TE Al A==
dgleh. e ol dnt & ol e EL Tl & “Ede ¥-#4)” (problem of inductin)
gustx] 4L 5 At = AdF5Fod gehd waHd MM FH 2] RERHY
o) & £ (empirical tests)o] )% AZeldol meb EEAF Sehm @ 2ev obA u
AAql T AL A & 4+ Qe A9 saEE AY 9+ HESE B
D) ﬁ%‘ﬁ% A2 28 RENEE st Au E¥aGustiing FE dvre Aol

]2l gt &Bo] Asir]l W Fo] shbz(Carnap, R)E EARFAZ ¢HAA o »o
RS EBEHS UARED ok = & F 205l AhAEALS ‘®pEE R
(received view) 7} Stk 1960 o) = £%el FRAATL L2 wtotrl S BBHTS
Bol B EAont oA E AuAHd JTE =z YH((3I2) p.26).

bz E MEelds AWS ‘WAl W (confirmation)e] g Ao 2 A St =
21 “mper o] S etz =& EES| 3" (complete and definitive establishment of
truth) & 8= Holzbd pidq EHL A3 AFE F dobx 2ok 23 232
AFAQ AYA A2 HKel da “BR'ED 4 Az ngch old @ AR (B D
Zed olol A el BEMBRS Hied A HRAA &2V $i2= (untainted observation)

(1) &3 et vk £AEA Az AHA $n ATEE, FEERT PAA JfeldE Sk
dAe HHEMHF AL £




(B 1> HERyER0 ot REEREE oo

et 2 o] AEMs) =

o] 5]

}

TS 2ol
EE BR

EHE) Zedol
ol &L WY

£ib

(&¥ : [2) p.2D)

LA B Edoh ol AT AA LA AATFEA & ouAE A A 3tz o] E 54
BEATA ST AT ABBGHRE) 298 wE Do oA B
Hel ole A AFE WA " gtk 85 shde] g3 7137 AR} o)
9 ko] ste] AL oefrtA] gt A% Al AEh B9 H47)39 4%
£ 3 #ARA "z 2o,

ol = BHAAY - BrEtaY i (inductive-statistical method) © 2.4 8] 54.& 7lA| 3 Q&) o) &
us o sgtolgt FANA wFEHH olge FIHPom Regmoll ¥ MR H#EES
ol Fe 2ok ge Bde I 8 ERAd9dx B om e W g wtE ulolsA g
29 EHHE fls vr2 Y= (PIMS: Profit Impact of Market Strategies) o]},

olHt =AARFYE @ B =4, @ B oz WERE 4 O Wi &%
WA WEREEESS A=A G FAE odm 9o, (ibid, p. 27}

ol¢ L = AFFYA A AL ARt AAY Ao 79} AR X% (falsifi-
cationism)o| of. 2.8] HRBE L B 2o ek} gl oo A4 iy 25 fielad g4
oid MAHERY E4% vl s 9o HES AdA3T AL ¢ F 9t g

e A%A A2 Bgo] A2 o) Bol}t £AMH FET W W5 o)) FHEBEIRTE




(M 2> DbepEuyel AIBEHZY

— | EEEHRY TE

FENE | mEmEe
PR

FEHZS TED

g

C&¥ 1 (2] p.28)

A A7z Boh 2dd o] Bo] TAS HAL A% RES A H2 o B REME
ol sldo] AYA AZL A Dok AZFY AL sbde] BBl Yok ol &) wE
BHlo] BEZ BelAT 22 BEN o9 L Bl (falsification)s) A& A
A ARSA BL o] &2 FEFE(corroborate) 5 . FAH 02 Bis Yok Erh(eh (23 pp.
27-28).

oMY MREIHE WG] O WiEn R A e REALERC 9T gl
. EE nEA A4S U FEM B RE BEFYE ¥ ¢ ke e
meez stz Qo webd TS dFBANAL ek d9dez =29 el &
2olo] wEAE o2 2 AAE L F2 uA Ak st BRY BAT FALLE B
iERel Qs HEe ALToEA H7E ¢ AN RolTh weA o @ 93
Ao FEE “Hm” (conjectures)St “BfL” (refutations)] #AE AA AraAgerz 24
sk, oleld QA ekl EHE FAY et A A% AW HEE
A9 A9H H2EDS BE £ 9 A5del Ak B ¥4L AP 2o ¥
B HAL AR oEL Ao 2 TAo W HAN ez FHAA A el
o THE FAL & Jug uAch 2HFe ke WEIHW oA E RENS




o mittoolz ARl $hozd 98 £q, 23AGE

22 ole @ FFNE TAZ g AL ohinh(eh. [2) pp. 28-29).

AR, oA WBLRE = WHRK, BMEER 9 22l d8 B wes o
dolel M) MEE Ao 4 vAL & FEoly fimel A & ks
7) 4145 EHWISE (d hoc modification)s] o8 MELA B 25 9= Aoloh
A A 19256 MRMEER BE AYAS o 4He] WE FEH A4
of ddl HEERS 23 FRAL BeFo] A TrHe REBLY Zid T HREE
AAA 2% }e FAGHE Aolch o] M Ee] 1950dd o] o 2e] THAMS EREH
B R WEERIEES 26l da MRl o et < HEEEE 3 HES
BEE MBOETIT B8 A5l Y B EHE AL & A B =t AR
Aa A=z Qo) FE3A ek Ha) F(Kuhn, T.S)(42]& 7|29 Fo] = 3}
o] #AIRY BH(anomaly)e] o8] FEBHAE gy stz dFTEY Hete] I @
{18 (conceptual framework)el 34 T+ FBEHEN A2% BEEHHS 324 @ 29
& Agstgeh F 299 448 9eche) (paradigm) Veld] o] & Az FHERS HRE
& FARE Aol oldle 3y oz MR HAY WLEW Bad dass o
WA ReBER, —(ES) R —RO, —@Y HEY EE == BRTEY A 2
2l vl R4 K (community) o) FAQPo) BF ¢x Qe FAH PIERRE =2 fE
EFEE ALE ek oA @ AR A2t oY Adsddons TES S,
 thE S EMR, BTER 2 B9 MR (olace tectonics) So] glon AlFstedozi
THER, S2ol=o LESEK, LFHGEER L R igEBES S 2 Q92 9
(2] p. 29).

T AAF M F2% AL HEEA] AAHE Fobol 92 I BT (paradigm shift)
of o] Felqeks Aol 2k oeld H4 e Aol 2ATZaY E4) BE(leap of faith)
& HEA 3= BB M (conversion experience) 0.2 M F3L . ol Ao o
% ulgo] YAE st 2AL RESAE ool A Aol sheh,

T obF AEmels T BEfd BRFHES Jfesd O ARY @ —AH O HE
@A € G A T BHE AARL e olv dosy SREgAE 3
d ol g5 Aolch Zev oA SHL AA o] Bolut sjechdel ALY o) By
W 28 39 A4 A28 A E o F SRBEA =Y = (disciplinary matrin® wHEe] $23 g

eh(cf. (28] p.182).
() AN E=MC3 & A<,




A9 F 4 A deiFx Tezz £i EREMe A2 FEER di ke
ARtz A 5 Aol (ef. (2) p.29)

‘zd decdlel s FEAEo 9 IFEATHEN (commensurability)e] ¢ o= 2 R
HE obF B £ e Hde $74E FAE o= gulel A i A
A3 iz v itk 2EL 94T FAU EAT o Bot AR E FMESA ev
AR E Hol % gl F ' FLY =HoE 58] gt et dzd A%
A HAE AEMNNET O THLETAZ GEA2 S5 doka k. whebA oleg
sl ekl o) ERPETEEY A= AU #ae RES Ader] 4dx g dA
T} ool ) Alolo] £ WEELTHEHRT FDsd w2 o¥d FA HE ¥ 3
2 AN mETEmHRAdcld T ARBHGm theory)d st s oL (para-
digmic conflicts)o] Y Qi o) T vhE Bifel vt BiRst BEIE BBk
FEERMY 5o] ZA thzs] @ Zolsh ol8j@ ulolA F& FHoheidd g 7
AAe S AR ke HEE (future promise)e] HE 29 kel I EFh &
th{cf. ditto).

29 ol @ Faol dal vhest g& wlae] o] SelAlz (el ibid., pp. 29-30).

AA GEHAe 2L siude] ow FEE AwMIAA o o8 sl HARNRL
selciele] fFstn Qerz o RUEWE 2 ¢ v

B Fo] AAY BHREEE NAo 249 dFAY fe(faith)e] &2z 2 A
o]o] A ol & BEAVERA £EMQ BEEFZRE WAAzZ Fedh

ol gt Aol edtel MEEES AW JAAAY AEHES F2sE A 2T
Qe ool 7HEFE F58E Bt~ (Lakatos, L)8) “HRz o FikR (cf
(21) pp.91-195)3F SEMMSAA ) el s BB AEES JS3d= =3
= gp$of (Laudan, LS “HoeEst” ((130)9) Frb=) #ahkel ieh((2) p. 300,

ogs Z3 S Wl e Bae MEERE 2id ok ML) = JF

(questions)ol] RFEETHE 8 %g FE AoF((13) p.13). & AT =% = WH
BEE Tl BE & BEEESE R0l 4 Aot AF ABHY FAE o] &ol
F9% ERAOMEYD A RPL T4 AT obdst B elwh AYIEAT £}
ol Ztz Q1 Az AEIAY ohid dwel Lade] sk EHS HAM - AW
B Sol A EHESYS W 471

2dw RESFAE ou] AT AYHTA YA e o] 2L MBI E Ik




wpebA el & BWEew sl g ol A JEERTRAYIBAlY: (nonrefuting anomaly) 3} #489e &
A% ZH st o givtm FFFR(E (2] p 30).

22 el 2% HRAEANE o189 WA PIEEMRS) T4k (overall problem sol-
ving adequacy)®] %s1& Z@dltedof gtz FART, o] z o) Eo] WAz WA
2 SRS Fo Tl A 2A] HAY AYHEAY S Fo4L w2y}
Btel Z2HE F Aot dch ol F AN E 2o BHBREE L FHETE B o] 2o F
AF Aol olutAgteid AYA FFANE 428 T4 Hifi(adequate theory)e] ot 2
B o &7h5a Aol MMy Ik (cognitive orientation) & #}E eIt oblrt e
Adde didS F F 8 28 HANMEE 474 @dd 2gxx ¢& Aol

5 Folvt BHIlEAS vl R FEteldt 2y} HHFEEH (research tradition) o2 B
€ AdA EgolA BRIE Ao 2o ot 2 AFe] HFIZ Q= o) F FI3A
ol #EI}Z v —He] B LB € BSHETE Wt 3439 A stA] o] &o] F
Adte Aoz olf ¥H A% = AFY WAL A% —#e] HEHRH WA Eam
8-S Al ¥k Rel=((ibid.] p. 31).

olgt dTdEY Hrte AFAAU E£AAAY FEA dF4sA He EAAFAES
ZEte f2d LA B A4 BAR - A QA TR w2 sl 2 &4 obwt g},
2 v B Sol mEtA e EAS AT ] 3 Ag BE2JE d3 YAk e AdTFHAES
HE2E @3 FFATE PR @t olg 2 AL 4Ands] 98 ehgae sERY
HE#S (context of pursuit) & 27%8] JE#k (context of acceptance)@ 78| ok Yoiz Fhe},
FAE BEMNY AozA FANZESY FE4E v zsle Aoy AAL FeH A Aoz
A REESRRS EHE dAse Aolvh. 2E ¥ 2 AT RIEMRERS vHY #
F8 Hrpolnz—uE 2L RAIAANE g%} dHIE— A9 ATAEL BRI
AL shds SHEyelzt 3tz givh. dAd dlolAlYHEY 2/ AANA SBEEER
(multiattribute attitude models)& w}ol#] & &M} Haistel BEHMEZAL 754 o Lol
AF7E A ASTE WA 2 RELBUL B3 40 Aol o SEMERREY
— M ft.(prevalence) 2t A7t BRL —MoA ol Mo W o F& A~ A s
ot 23t FH Tol= HBEWRFRSS Banvismid 98 REo2ZAL FFEFEHN
A AR EST 2o F3E 3 =Sk S99 2ue wok Egs] gz
2o dTFAE Tolgold Udchd & MEMRAEL Yo of §& Ris] 5 9)
o 53 282 A¥A dTF o THEHS BUORE dFd AU uide g




WMAMES A AE 5 UE FHeAE WrE et vk SAC sl we @
gL U A BB BE HE 2 Bltk(lleged primacy)d] gt P24} AR =
A RIS TEBERTLY AT RES IESE VMR 4% 2ol ¥ 5 e
wued F3 Yek(2) p.3L). |

e bl ke W EH fae WY FEL Hxo HIREHE(initial theory
selection)s) F2]d 71 2% AFHAE £&eh o] o] =}l = (Feyerabend, P.)& olwl o7
AEo] oln] ARE AFF oW Afe] H4 wld ERHA Gt & EHR g8 A
S F1eele RES & FE AvhZ A3 2 A ubde fi—o naAge] J|EL
o Aol H F Ut 4% TBHMBRAVEBFTE (epistiemological anarchy)g o}F3 gl
o o2& #3418 ERmgdez olFd H5% Aeld duds B9 BRAL U
o ofFd WAL T2 kg s ol s od o] 2] B5R
(violation)® 7] @& A& @lvha FeH((18]) p.23). A4 v #HRAY HEyREY I
Holo} w2 RBMES B4R AT Aez 23 d& Relh

ol AME BE W TE TAN FrE o9 HAY EATEES A 2 73
o] R (test case)st At vhA] Ta FehAe Anier A7 AR o] = KL A
4% 7 At 2 7185 ALA §& 5 AT Aolrh 23 e A2 Fo
F9 QTS HHHy FEAA (piecemeal fashion)o] Zqlslolof otz FA3cl, AA
02 2AL ATFZRAES FYPAAYA REH T 2o meEojo} T Edch
R B Y49 A7 g AEHERC 43" HAR A JEH &Y 7
Fol THMCE ALHA At 28 dtd e AJALE 3 o] FAHo] Wtz
gl ook ok BEEMQL RAE AX Y —FHEe MBHEH N AIEHES A8
wEez ¥y o Folct. uE]dte i ek F#E(conventional norms)e] £30(violation)
o] B9 dAL R AT LAE sHH A Gz Fmgkz ok

oleld Ad e AF AFA AT BAAQ JEe|AENE F glos 2 HA mREE
£ 5749 WHAHFIR (research area) Vo] EHFT Ao2 Eoh sl A Aot o
A4E #27 A AJHE ek wEbd 4 dFGHL FEEEY HEHRESY
Bt Aold ATFAES hgF o R Lo Y25 ugg s
oA Hekz Bo((ibid.] p. 32).

et &rgel BAOMEHE H2c dT7AEE v A8 2z gov %oz

l

(1) AA=Z =it == FREHES 2 219 ((2) p.32).




PEngRE= :L-‘é—él BRE T2 BEEHY $IER 2 (nstitutional framework)e] 33
A#A skt vrebd ol B L BERS H2F A4 AL RABHSTY W gtel Aok
2 agarh zeg 2o mEnt ey 29 “BHZ 29" (strong program)-& w2
FAE T Ad AHAE ol BEd 2% =z o oL HEMHRS
RS THRBRiEE (sociological process) o 2z R 3 BEBMIE S-S LKy, BiRAY, THEH
2 BAWERS F5dF FAd AFFHLe] A oud &Y TE AoE Ao+
wbebd] AbE e Ao o e REERe A4S T FeA A4 Azl ¥ T
AL olF ERE A9 T + v HEREE gz &

¥ 2o} (Bloor, D.)¢} uk=(Barnes, B #7lEas) 25 A& 43¢ FEBS
FHEMESL o o4 49 ¥ 333_7} gote FgL v Bt ok, 5L Bk (rationalty)
ozt itEEpoer AAHZ XAk 2 KE#(norms), itk(standards) =+ HHl(con-
ventions) 98} el & RpdE AoBA AL BEE RFA FEHU HAMAVER
Zluchs o#d €2o] A A &<ldl o8 JFE W AL Adolz Tk 53
BHzza9e AL FRAAAY AA] ¥ AT BB D RO
9 98¢ B2z g,

TE ol d 79 Aue dd g2 BAFA HGAGAL Al ANE AAHL
b, 2E5& 70 MEMESS HHT 5 v HENML 9 g 48E T
FE o B0 EEL BErGR) o HRIzoYPdozs BEfAEY 4%
2oh ERES HES A e ALE E4e] A Fste QM g, 223t F
# & (Pickering, A.)& F TR A RBHFRE 59 BERITES AEAERE (consen-
sual nature) & WGt & & Bl FLEHAME (social enterpris) 24 2 ol
A B ‘HENSE A3 W (committments), {54 F FEk(practices)” s} 3} 3o
thFo] A of gt -’f—%ﬂf}. 288t 25 53 AR #EES )= AFs A
Bt ZhEtel] o]#idl gxlo] AAA R APA Q7o ) A& = A5 AAHN %S
o] g EEIAS ol drdee FAwAs} oo r 2Fe dFAAL] RERS Eo
2A 259 WY A4S 2AVHE AS FEFE AL ot L34 ol KK
o8, BT R FBol 4 dFARS REKY QAN FHGHE A4 FuHSF

£ Rel=H((2] p. 32).

() BapypSjtgBdos: 44 “Zd% zoaa” ool HHHE (relativist), R (con-
structivist) B B0 (discourse) ] A 7R bt ¢12H((2) p. 42 notes 6).




g el MR FMse vl HEold AENCEZ AEMKY FHolde
qolch oleat AN E W ol Zolst A 7| FB: W, BB (corroboration) I
A% BEADET ohT HEBE AFA JAAE Foisielor ek olelE AN B
i U7 EROROT o B9 K AT HEANDERE, FuA o8 A8=
B A BRER /29 Eael A% SR AeBmd ToERE D AR
329 QTR HAWOE wirsl “EATHEE (workability) 59 aglo) Tguck,

e REy] 459 BRTEELES %A 2t AL 2R BREES FYol
4 og 4ge 2AsHEY Aoldh 258 Bed ow olge AT BEHE
A% et EBOER] F8HTL ¢ 9Eels o] FIH oL HEAMIEES)
g 2L EyaA Rz Qo I sholA Yuldl Ao HBEAEY TAE se
SFelvie HEER U HEEERY WES HANE Ao AEHHw d¥es deidw
gl eh((2) p.33).

W

IV. OlO}I|ElMRe| FIMBtd Mk

So)a 4 2wl wE W) St BES BB F8 e Te REE D
& <= glrh, (cf. [(ibid.) pp. 33-34)

95, AEFOL FEke] H—e oo MRMKREA DL 9 EHz gonz o
FEEBE U} HEEHS S50 3 HARNESS A4 s E 2Ed. old
g ZAE utolA Y Ao 2t EAR o] Hx 9lon} Bikel MEHE ¥ BEp@RLe
‘2o A7 92 4Rt KBEHRE old destd Arls gEA Wi D REOH
geo] At Ak 203 Babe] rielAlFol ) GEALRE XD ek

SA EAES MBHFEY Ao ol FEd AT A%E 9 AZF99 FdE
FrEAE U)X AEREEL S Biymel BES AV sgdo 2eEh o= AAol
ARg Aol EHTE e n3e Qub G slolA WY BES 9% B0 BE
o Hks] BAL FAsA Qv do] RgFol FEL#lE 154 2 AdtHl Fob
2 7] glow o= Aldo] 58] wtet W Helch, 2 A=z H 8 Wy (correct
method)-& A3 Bebe 282 MUMERY REKS TlolAUBR AL 9%
Fikie ZAsE Aol Fastdh

28 B2 M EHAT S Gelativistic stance) 7ho) FHBfHES WAL EAE AAY




% A& M9 A HE AN 2elvh MY EE (elativism) = FHBRF S (scientific
adequacy)e] 3t Fo2 23 A<l (truly universal) 7] L A9 98¢ FHdE o)
2 A Aol HRZZ A I oPHE, TR (subdisciplines) =+ Sfl#E2] #£4)
£ Aol ¥ SHERNY, fFEERM 2 M ERKHEA A @ Rold. o ATz
2 e ER B (encapsulated)s] 3 ] R-2 9] FAo| Bfge] Hx gl wty
zzadWd A MRS AAR A8 8 WETTRL(sanctioned)F = g} olE E
olgolgt 2 Ihfd Yo TA ?'SP“— Al EEAE + ¢ EBEt 23
BrolE 2 712 22adsg ‘ff"“’ Al7tel BEo wheh W@ A EAEES X
# o FEERTe Wsht Humd ZEode BEMY LI oed + gt A%
Ae FAEFE Yo 222 4799 HE #e HiE 545 2 BERS 4t
A7 ERSA 2 Aelch 29 AL WshE oW HulelA #EHHA Aoz 2 £E gl
o daA gdd £ e Aol

Foz PENHAETAC AT 48 Kine PrEs) RS HARES T4 4%
FE} & T8 BEd a3 BFS Hkme Yo BRFEY YgxAolng
2o} e Ko g2 Fond AAH Heloh dvkebd #$He ofS3) zo)] wIlm
7] = 2ol “2400W F<te] HEABIES B2 TEINA FEREHKS EAEA g=
{i %€ (presumption)-§- 34| % FH 3" ((9) p.275). 2 =2 HE MIEBHREETIER: ]
stopsh v shee] FEr ol Wbk 4L HEY] oWk F=u (Gouldner, AW E
AR vt o] “o] 712 WE 9 oju WMEY EMBEH—ME 2Re] o}Fe Tz,
PeAAY BEAY =E: 249 $4¢ @] FEMF HutE 2 mme
(selectivity) =l -&o] F#Aveltz F3E + d& A9 (20 p. 57). & HXREMH
(sample bias)s} A3 g Fal dHHold FAH Aol RBEML T2 98 d 7ML
AFA7 EHol & ARsE fd 2L AR REYE £ 9SS w3z 9o o
A TR (replicability)o] % $25 X 4e] BHEBgoletn MASR Eotz KMol
g HEET Tk AvA gk Relch AW RERAEC od JERmel sy T
AH $To] MEBRRAER S BHE $5T £ & Aoloh. HEAIAIHE 5K (scien-
tific creationists) = A7 oz tHE AR AELE FUL AR ZAE B HHEFTT
o o8} wASA 2 BOLEERK (parapsychologists) & ol = FE —Fiko] v EHS
HEE 5 vz FAgET

2d BEEBRRIHERTESE AN E A2 WA 3o AL ok dFHd ZdaEg




(Priestley) s} hx ob=|o (Lavoisier) & 9% A% % 3t 285¢ 271 BHEE 4= 3l
= 945 wAge e AAS o] “RFAR F717 (dephlogisticated air) 2. H.gko.
U} FAE Az 2y ojEFL FA% AYH §4T AFAE A2 Baryd dE W
fEz ool o HAGRAT Aok

groll A} 2 uls}pe] BREITEMEC) Qo FBolat FoF v dta A A=
¥}t AvLe FBL SHEEMNT $8,3 B8,2 el o 3ol Atz

(1) #88 (science D~ARA 02 WER A o2A o] W FH3he 2P, AF L 4
ozt ARA FiEg 3 HEE 24 RonA B HERCIT. o=HT &K
A 2L ool EATA FUPZ =@ oloh v xF A= EANA G A

(2) $HE (science )~ol = fit @A M (societal consensus)e] ojsf FA=& AT oRA
fHiRo| = i@yt 234 P22 A9 Fold. ol AL @R RHd HE
EREFHEA 1 fikd 712 itemes BED Aot =h=4(Madsen, KBS
Afeel vl Aeld((22] p. 27).

PEa g 9% B EHT WABEY TAE e FEKe ok o} +=
cholAl Bl o] BHBRHGE WSt 29 & Qe Holvh 2o o] A% BB &34
o ool Q= AY? AL T HHEHEM FANAY Aol hi FHEBHIFRES
BES tgade MBS Ft Aoz ForA Adin oA 45k At e 24
of A7 9 Aol HBY 4 Aok Aoltt(ch (2] pp. 34-35).

7 10459 clobA s Be o m@e FEMEST TEfiE dobA HHoE
S st Shot. REE R FEEF volAE e vlelAYS BEEM] T8 ¥ 7R A=
B 2 A4S wgsts Aotk B (Tuker, WTOE o2 R3¢ “EHIM
[l#: (“channel captain” orientation) ¢ & Y23 u|AE “EHLEREET 27E T
Ao 28 #EF 2AE HFE A4 SE TSGR p.3D. olHT AL
wolAl o AT 259 A 4L 7|3 (marketers) 9] g At FFI 29 At s A A
8 FAANNE A F8& e Aolw((2] p.35).

olAd uholdAE L Td HEmEWHROZ HA =Ha oled AL AFolu Aoua
o) sEel st Aol A At@s o T2 mAS WAE HEIA 2 e &
RPCEREET/ 2o Ad 5 A3 AERAE 93 Foll whet 2l AP Fo) AF A
Aol FeobA s glev ol: B3 REEE WHBAW, KWINES 2 EROESS
dost HAzle] 2k o8 WRHMLS HEES AT AR T Aok




olsh ZE FAAM B o clolA Y Mo jibdrol 4 MBAMMLE Jodm 270 &3
T A4E AR A Lo S5 ®e o) I4 @ow ed.

V.¥% &

olet Aol HES HFIEHML FHAA R} HEWIEM] & NBRETE Ao g
whel mhobd e Bo] £Ho] =7 sl 2 MBEFR WEE A% KERSL zie
= ZBitdel EiES F& Zo] sojokut oy 2L FIHomE wlopAl J Bigol v} i

T A%, A&, old, HEE F AE Aol Holokmt ¥ oln meixw BER REVL
7b o] Fef A okwl & Aol

V=& chobil o Bo] FBKES o ¥ mavkslaie dubdos ATz Y=
2 BAEHE (matured discipline) o] v] 5.8 Ba HoRS) e 9¢ £ gz 2 g
th(cf. (25 pp. 35-37).

A wholA R L Mo 2 A9 Mg Exkel Hhd ol ok BEE 2o 2R mE
Al mEgi@Entel A zi9 gdetl AN Ao R E BEBR)
A=A FHERY R (scientific legitimacy) 2 148tz Qo wata slolA gl e A3l
—HES] FMES T2 ARG = A2 mBAtd o9 SR (consensus science) & 2 9]
BiTE Hxeld Aok

=& chobAl el Fay, SREF L AHEM AL pEKe] A o 25 BHGN
BRBERE 27 AFE v 3. 283 ol Ao figel FIAoE od HYgs 2gex
TR 2 wkek o] o] mlolA Yol AYL Besiaw 2 TIHd Byl g
e ol —e B} EF Fiojokd dvh AEHOoR vlolAYBL EmEAH
MEMLS FASE FEGFo2 Bol $doh 2y A i SqE ofoldl Y-S —gk AR
TRZ 27 &8 4 94 Sged ot vloldy L p@fges 2k A ZA olo] w
o ZBEC) BRY 24 I ITANES BEY B BAJAY o8 st o
=AY 2 AR olg) s} drie) FolH g}

o]z d WelAl B = vlold| B2 M KIS wE ZIERI TAIERS) B2 i
HE ASGH rlok gk

A Achre] g8 BEBL 159 WEEHY Az 2 TQesE 2997
ALl 2 AGE H5E F As F 2L 22EA9) 4259 S AR = ol A



o 9AE Fd ¥4 BEgEST deod, dFzaod 3 AFASTeE o ¢
B 9 ERAREE (macro-structures) Heoll 9] igel o8 o] SH A Aeleh oln] &
A5 HEe FeramA 2ol AR A FAYS 2 oA R REEYSl Hik (examplary
theory) S Wl A&c}. oleld o)v]olAl Z3)(Popper, K)& &% = @l o8 THY
el ohizh = dAeld Az EAE sAGS A& AL Bawel d E@mS| ok @
tha sk3 Y oh((43] p.67).

olol sl cholAIY AL AFE Fikavolsl BiMmyelste A A Ye(et (12) (32)
(o). ok T F& FAF 4FF 59 f@ddor € Aold 2 fAM] A A49]
WAo] v WREBRESS) Bl AAAe sie)st devh fErt AAHA YA s N
AR gk EY L dTE “BIGEHE (relationship studies) 2 o] 25 v Aol
gemEe srxy gloh ol w4l TEwse) BACH dustE A 2 fEshE
Aol vt o ARE 2o dFTzado} ERMAYL dAAMNHE =9 A9 A
gz ok He 2838 AL AFASo] o] Foko] FERS BRE WA AT BRH
gg(follow-up studies) & A9 o« ervte Aol olal @ AT Wk H#elAL F
28 HE@EH] $35E 1AM s JdrAE —HY BREEE AN £RE
£ 9le Zolgtn MEEdle Q& BHEBY MRTH TRV §e mEE E 7 T
Aol ch((8I(2] p.36). ZEuk HEL ‘sz g dx gerz” ((441(2) p.36) FES

W MBS 4 o u Bkl vlRe] o] FejA okt et

232z 953y roAgd $7HE AL HABERM =2oAks FE(theory
driven programmatic research) & fEH#EALA 7ok # et etk ol WAy % midEiel
Zaio) Q= TAE AN A EEE A=A 30), (12)(8D) o=l d el A
9 wholAl H & oln] HAE AR 2FT & e FBOMED T KR DREE
o #& 02N HAL 74X & EERERE (recognized sciences) © 24 9| v E 45 T
AE Relch

hels] Po] RO RA AL Lodd old 274 B4E %E F UAEF AV
wZo] ol FojAobst & Ao|e oleld AL olF WEETHR, RKEAEE R BB
B 2 Mokl AFEw gloh od £ xde] AHHoR oA I ThE ok
o= F H#s7 S vt dEt nEe #RA T A2 p.3D.

ol el A gs 2 owbE AAZ A mhobA R o) BBy & dodHdd HA MEB KE
Hobeigol oS JEBAUTEMT GA ok A gLrt Aok oAE whebH ol HEB-KERS




9 WHgte BE ol WRRMER BE 2 AN FEXES Auss TAg9
W otell . BHEfko] sl okl gehs Aol

2okl BB A o 9A AAS okt ¥ AU ? FHEo] ARIFTH (human activity)
8 Biggels Azl EBIIFE o4 A4 d4o) IWMWY 4 W Yoz v rE
E&R A ERNEHENA 942 FEGD BB TR DRERY = g =y
AEBES AEAIHBE (consensus generation process) 0 2 A HEv o)k AF HEL
RES Wros BE Fo| ofvd "o A o (EHAU) BHRS BRY A mEE
Ad AT FAE §8Y F Pl gkl (5)(2) p.4). o9 e AL w2
a AT vtebA g Aoz AL BRfE A8 BBHHRS BALY $ud 9z A=
Aoz ByAol A whe] glx whebd ) Jept@zle] WY BABES ¢ &
E glezmg vlolsl g & AFEPHE (consensus science)o] Hojekgt rim A EZAH S 4eulof
B Aol ek((2] p. 24,

olg} o] HFPTIY Aoz LriolshA *E%a‘a‘si(relauwsm)oﬂ wAHEA %E F
gich(ditio). o] st 22 A Fofole] FEL o HuleA S E <7 MYk o
T BAEERC BRNEET R el 9yt & AF9) My HEREE (cognitive
horror de vacuii)ol 4) A3t EEEH A ML (escapism)E o} ? LS AR
= 23 PR qA4E AR U3 0% BHE 5, $AE A &BI ke Ao
24 olgstz ek o} z3le] E49 WKEAL H(contemporary)e] EA)di= ST
oAl el 4AT KM zAY A A BH F AR AYAASL A B
2 ste] Bl MIKRIRE S AL obdAl? 2L stzat(Kaplan, A)o] A A%t w}
A7ES] REAY PAZEEERR (premature closure) ((38) p. 70)ell A s & & ofd 7} ?

ol 2(Hage, )= M-S kol 2A% F4 Jolrt: EROZ B3 o822 2 @R

of AdAA G gER7ht 22 A7le] oladE Figm 3o (@ 3D o] R M
el FAE Asx et ot o] Ee] 2 R F 22T Ao TEF g o) 2o
W ool ST vholr) o) ol & RS WES BYS FBAo] Zqyda
FeH((25] p.183). o] 9} o] Eotd MMM T ES S #iBE hAS MWL) MpY
g A49E AFde 47 S VA AL §271 7 dlojze YAF AL HE2A
ol =¥ o & v f3tx gleh(ibid. p. 182). $-2l7} FBY BHEE o 2L AFA 2
de Biolet ¥ o] o] 2L FA Holokwl € AAs? 2AL 25t AN BRFE
BECERS 49, ERECY oM BN HE 2 B ERH) (f (ibid.) pp. 178-
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1804 AAZ T HEBL od AF TARE AR ¥ 4+ ek 2Ad AT
Fol WHE el SRS FEA A AEMSZ o Reld & e T

shel Al S AT A kA el o Bikel B o] o] FelAn ged AL
W2 osh pe ATATY BERAA EA 9 & 2L gk FE Aolch ol
e ool e BER - BOMERE AoHE o vt Y e} FHEel 24 ol A 5
£ 2ate Ao} ol9h 2o xe) MEMBIN SRS TIYo YT MEe2A
Bie BBl HESA JPIE T 5 9ee 94 2 v Rk

2AE W AENERS REE B8 S158 Aol obdat? s T 5
o BEANAY A AT MEHT Azt 2 A4 A AT AR A8 ¥
ASE Aol Bl 7 ¢zA e Ase $es A M 3 TRNOME
AR Ee Fol NEBILY A6 oluiAdE maR $4& A o Lojrh
2HEE 2R ARl P WEN N T A4l gAeed FAs el ¢
Aol th,

o Wl A sl Pl Heke) vl ol F FAMLE A4T & & EREERe
§4go] o)l Aok & Aol 2zl Ashel FBE MBI (wholistic view) Vel A

(1) FEESTRHREY dFdAE o5 Wy e = holistic approach2 ¥2 3 Qe o $o7 B
Flpgez A=),

l




QA steiok 1 He7h? ol HTHWL HEBREOID olz] P23 EAAIHS L
BRFICotal array)el b ok NG MREHAAT o FolD & gotm v Al
sholA YRl A9 Ede Ag o] FelAx @z gleh((EI(2) p.5).

el BAE FEoel $2E0] A2 BAAAs 2 L latest hot topic)h FEL
HBIF S (one-shot studies) 7} ohi s Mo} —hy, A7 Aql HRZZoRS ke
W 2ok B W A9 9 vl Y e HBosA wo 2 wdg s B sola
(cf. ditto).

o222 (Mitroff) & R (moon scientists) & 1T At $REEYH sg 2HL
W R 229 B - RIS GROFRS T Ao oo BAERES ¢ A%
GIHE AL WA B BE GFA} ol AY ATE ok Yok AL oo}
ATAE BHNT AHGHL BHHT 29 2L BEREF T fobl JHBES Fakel
HAY FHkHI B (viable theory) 2 2 ABMBMaHe] 7hok Aohe Aol ch(ck. ditto),

GFHE BMIETRC D2 HMEWEY 7 gl wES whad.)
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