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1) J. Piaget, Six Psychological Studies, Translation from the French by Anita Tenzer,
Translation edited by David Elkind, New York, 1968, Editor’s Introduction, p. v 3%,
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™, o] wlZell 5 <l o] 2ol & = Ut

T]o}bA| o] o] 2ol that o] 25k 7] 23] o) slollA] o]ate] =2 TlobA]
o] AAYL A ES shfsht 742 22 Mzsh= 2 B, &
o] JAAFIHAT} oAEA th5 GAR o|Psl=rtete 50l =
HA "obA| o] 2] T4l JNEQl ‘xR eF A I & 7w, o] 7
of wbY 7iydo] of BA| A3 AvtEo] glon, & AALEEA A T
AR oA olqsl=rE &7 Al 2o T UNE 2 FHolES A
%3 183 vlolA| 9] o] o]2& A3 (Th. Kesselring)o] 3] 2] ¥
FHI Bt g sjAsk=rHE B Sl 2o WsHA 2dS 7]
=otal, npAHt o g2 FlopA|9} Ao o2& e Bl - A3l o]
H| o] f-8-7d-2 FlobA| o] YA Q22 Ao HFH 57t 9F
ARl o]2olgh= Holl 2A3, ol & Fall Ale7HA] vjdEo g A
et Al 9] #2d =l vkl B o QFE=r] o] AL WS A
Aol 71/ = ol AlAlE Aot

II. sjotAle] -z} 4 7

sfolAlo] eJshwl ojelofole] AN AARAL 4dA 2, AT
25 W, )22 B, A A2 B, B4 8-z
WA FRELD) oled BAS BAe ANEA ofzlofoli= A}z

2) A, "] AP FotAle] A - AR, TelEeThs 1295, 1992, 205
ZollA AL

3) o]o] tsiX= D. Garz, Sozialpsychologische Entwicklungstheorien von Mead,
Piaget und Kohlberg bis zur Gegenwart, VS Verlag fiir Sozialwissenschaften, 2008,
S. 67ff. .
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4) J. Piaget, “The Thought of the Young Child” in Six Psychological Studies, p. 78.
5) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence” in Six
Psychological Studies, p. 149.
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6) Th. Kesselring, Die Produktivitat der Antinomie: Hegels Dialektik im Licht der
genetischen Erkenntnistheorie und der formalen Logik, Suhrkamp Verlag, 1984, S.
168.

7) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence”, p. 150.

8) J. Piaget, “The Thought of the Young Child”, p. 81.

9) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence”, p. 144.

10) Th. Kesselring, Die Produktivitat der Antinomie, S. 168 =,
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oo B7) wizel o] Aelg o]2E2 1Al FAF] S, & 7x
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o] A& ¥okAlE= ‘INRC-15’ 9] <& £o] AWgitt. o] INRC-139
A] Ii= identical, N inverse, R reciprocal, Ci= correlativeE 2] 1|t}
& W U} pe qE EFITH A wl, o] 2 N2 ‘p= qE EFSHA &

=, RE ‘q& pE X S5 olgk 22 7}°m zz}e]| o5t
INRC- 1-%0] FAE 3, o] 22 T3t Bl Bl Aelo] aF o 7 3R
= o] Lpolzitt. o] INRC—:L—ﬁ,] Tz oF 124] o]eolol ) AA] YERIE=
t), o] FE= B} 2R A Fxo| o] ok7]=E & gtk o] 2H A

T o] 2ol s A E QA TR FAG FHL 2= AT P
A EYES TAAL Qom), o AEL A& oz shie] 4F T2
o4 FFHErh9

E2 I B AE RERR)

11) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence”, p. 145.
12) ibid., p. 145.

13) ibid., p. 147.

14) ibid., p. 147 =,
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Oz MAe anth 2RA FRT §3EH, o %
IR A2 A xS PSR Aol ohel, 28le anc g
WAS 7HA Bolth. 2B vlolAle] AR N BN TEs 04
A3 3eE gl Zoln, 45 UAE WA Fellch olE 59
2581 Pt FAle] [WHsE] B9, 5 sk 2ol oA,
A T AAZRE op )8 FgshE 2] ohfel, FAsh th gl
HERANA “ole] BAE ANEA A9)e] AN RE of/1E 333}
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oAl E Al DAEA QA EeA T2} S 2AES] UG
FEBA A ettt 22 -2l o wgh WA olA] o] FsAAE B
o o Al olsla 5 9712 vk o] olalE 913 o) & melo] 4]
Al g b, o] mdle Al Wil g]ghA] sl glojA] ok o
&5 b, o] L AR = o] B A = ofof sh=7}? o] 2|gt EAlSol
Halj A golAl= ‘73 (Equilibrium)’ 71d-& AAgch 28]l 2% o] #
4 de elaketl AolA $4 thge) 3714 54E AR

15) ibid., p. 149.

16) J. Piaget, “The Thought of the Young Child”, p. 81. o] =g]-4=8-2] ¢l %9 kAo
gk AL of3toA] Bt A 21 A 2ZA] AAIE Hlo|th o714 941 Tl E A
& o] =)ol T2k slobAle] QLA el 2ol vl BAE G4 §
42244 @A o] B EA Q) Aelehs Holtt.

17) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence”, pp. 150-151 Z=.
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AA, 82 Fgd(stability)’ 3} DH3HA #HA=H ] ek e} o]
eHgd2 w7k Aol o ;g | Alo] obye}, 238 7He Aol fE5A ¢
I FA 0 FARI Aol ol & EW shhe] 22144 AAl= 9ol A,
oA el 2EA e fEAQl 2254 Aol ey o] AAZE I
T/, A2 M H o) WslelA] o, 79l 22 FalA Al
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&l AA7F ok}, @3]# “FEiHolar 7hHE AA o189 e
FJopA 2] o] &l JlofA HH L FAll B4 o] e FEollA] Q14 Wk
o] AF3E ofv|gitt.

A, E A 2AS W7 9HQl A8 Eys &
dulo] Stk Td2 AN 285 e FE Aol e FAdEieh 22
BEE oiste o] obdel, LA ol 212 &8, AFe] Al 285
o] FAHE wl, #H-L FA} Ash= vhakak wale] FAE s B

=0zl g A<l "oEH’% oJn)3lt}, of7]A] ‘X AH(compensation)’ 7]
2 FojA ol wh2abd 78 IS Aolat=t glojA FEA ] Aot}

AR, 7@ A FA o] fFelet o] 7] wliEel ‘52l el
Zholel, BAA 0 2 55 e & dettt. gk FA| oA glo] wH ol
AU Z5%, FA 9 1ot B2 F907F 8-t v wE) shuke] Al
A e TE2E FATE AR AA HE BE 9]’“ ol A&l thate] S

3 s gl BT 79 A4S 44T 4 Uk ol2e 7Y
Al A BYEE TeiseA sl ERoles sl
che Rk,

-2 wlolA| oA Qo] ‘ZZH(operation)’ 71F-2 A 7} A o] 1g|aL
vz 2329 gAde A2 §Asla shte] Bae] 22d 120
2 A= 2 WAstE g ofsf drt. Teu BE P9l 22to] of
Yok st shte] el 2R o] 7R o AgshuA shte] S
Al Fx0] aaw wofopnt 2242 Fofvt d 5= §l7] wlolth19) o]

18) J. Piaget, Six Psychological Studies, p. xiii.
19) J. Piaget, “The Thought of the Young Child”, pp. 81-82 Z=.
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7= A o= ol Hrt. LA «40}?1]1_ e 22 gele WAA a4
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FE = FPE 4 glo =84 ——r’-&% Sl “—%—7}@,@(semirever51ble)
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compensated) Bt} ] 2 H ¢ X 2 2E WA ), o]¢} 7o o]
A 715 e GAEY Aol A SH XA, @A o] A%
of HFA AT b H= Zlolth. Tl 1A H Vs EE e F
AETE “d@ 3t g qFHste] AF7E ofnlgtt. A (HD)-=2H &
q_ }_;ﬂ-x% F= /\}0]94 ;(]-o]‘— _H;_;dxq o8 3% X]—xﬂ oﬂ ggz@;% ‘X
g o] B AR o ehHgh Ao o) EahaL, gk 35kt
A& B A T2l o3 g5 T Hro] o&gt22)
olof] w22} Q1275 o] eIt #
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Auba] o 7 whafA] Q1A o] FE2 22l Ag-Edl thate] vhE-

20) J. Piaget, “The Role of the Concept of Equilibrium in Psychological Explication” in
Six Psychological Studies, p. 102 Z+-=.

21) ibid., p. 103 F=. o]o] | -+= =3} J. Piaget, Meine Theorie der geistigen
Entwicklung, herausgegeben von Reinhard Fatke, Beltz Verlag, 2003, S. 53ff. %=,

22) J. Piaget, “The Role of the Concept of Equilibrium in Psychological Explication”, p. 106.
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23) ibid., p. 113.
24) ibid., p. 114 2.
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25) ibid., pp. 107-9 Z=.

26) J. Piaget, “Genesis and Structure in the Psychology of Intelligence”, pp. 154-157 %+
Z. o] o & FaiA fele FeHAI IAI o] BelA 3UA DAl TAH-22H
A A o] 224 Y947t oWk A o2 o] folAw gjal o] BA7} T E3gh
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ABSTRACT

Piaget’s Genetic Epistemology and Hegel’s

Dialectics

Cho, Chong-Hwa

The genetic epistemology of Piaget and Hegel's dialectics are similar
in that they are all dynamic theories grounded in the organic structure
of an active mind. In comparison to Hegel’s dialectics, the genetic theory
of Piaget is more open to the impact of contingent foreign factors.
Through this, his system achieves a character of openness. However, his
theory denies the role of antinomy or absurdness because it relies on
formal logic. He ignores the necessary and immanent relationship
between projection and withdrawal and interprets this relationship as the
operative strategy of a subject. In comparison to this theory, Hegel's
dialectics emphasize the productive role of antinomy, which relies on the
self-relationship of negativity. Of course Hegel's dialectics has the
characteristic of self-sufficiency. Hegel is interested with the essential
structure of reflection, namely he tries to elucidate the necessary and
immanent relationship between reflection-in-others and reflection-in-self.
Thomas Kesselring reconstructs the dynamic dimension of Piaget’s
theory in order to eliminate the metaphysical residue of Hegel’s
dialectics and in order to discover the openness of Hegel’s dialectical
method through it. Piaget’s theory. To eliminate the metaphysical residue
of Hegel's dialectics and in order to discover the openness of Hegel's

dialectical method through it. However, his model of dialectics is not
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successful in formulating the structure of unity which resides in Hegel's
concept of ‘self-relational negativity’. Nevertheless, he succeeds in
emphasizing the productive role of antinomy in Hegel's dialectics. What
is important in his work is his attempt to elucidate Hegel's methodical
concept of ‘self-relational negativity’ - so to speak - outwardly, in other
words, through the studies of Piaget's empirical theory and the limit of
formal logic.

Keywords: Equilibrium, Operation, Projection, Negativity, Antinomy





