BUA2S BiawEAI 5w
BAEE

% f2 &
(Bl D)

- B L]

1. AR HKY

MRS & 589 rlasbA 2 BREF R A4 Al W AFES Sl
gt AEE At A

AN E A2 o] A& {HAME(ndividual terms) ¥ HEAFE (collective or
group terms)?] = 25 e MY @EMRE Bxste, A= EAKEERS %
BK#ERMY MR AaE MEES Batsl 2aat dch o9 72 BEE Buhtel A
A= e BERd #Hme dsled =8l Helzsa Aed

o] FellAE 74 HE HEY AR BEV RME BRY Tt dz, BF ke 2
#2 do [HEHE BAEHE] (methodological individualism)e] sl 2 71x S %
Ve 2 B8R Gadd 243 ¢

2. HRY MW

L8 ByhBol vt TEES WESl oA L3 BERERS PGk BRE BH
BRIl Ad: wg Eed. dopide [ERHEEY Sl (Interdisciplinary
approach) & ¥ of gt Zr gl o F9 EBHE $3td HEEL A BEfR e
ol A R E ol b gt

HE BRBY WEHES wdd A o8 7X Wbk Be &Ik #rRdx
lon ol HEES & ofy AXNE Bz A, 2 SEGEFE B KT
SEI7E ek

Eifol] &3 SEAER A LEEY itHRe —f&E] HBE oz o o8 e
T o] T& AL K@K BWHEY 19724 F RERRE KT HRBER B2 & Ao+

1. Vernon Van Dyke, Political Science: A Philosophical Analysis (Stanford, Calif.: Stanford
University Press, 1960), pp.116-130. 2
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HEE BoaBe BHL wded oA #Ries & it RBES MBAAA A4 &
T = BiEE LE2M HEd At itgmiEe Pl Tl s A Edx BA 55
v AR BHS #ld BURRRS R = sted, Z%h 2 REARAE S o
4 EZ A MR, 2HE(learning), ik B T BIESL SMTEEY HRoE Ax
o wheba ol o] el EEL (units of theory): AL MBS . Kol
A kol A e MEAC]l BREsH: Mo 2 MAY FHE 24 £ESHz 3t &
Aayd BET dEEE M ARMTERE Wads. o714 f#AEE BREMES
xit, e, B4, RESESS WY AEERA old e HFEE EIld BUABRC #
A=l .

axd BE A 5SS Bty BniRs BRsle REjsd s LEBBRH HERd 2
BRI AR Sobd B =t g RRMEY ZRe &R"z oA AKS LES
Bt = il XRel BRio: ¥R/ A Ao B &M LEBASE
4 & “Situational variance is reduced to zero.”=tz 77 wE 4 g},

22z [o4d HEERE 7 BAEL A9 B3 Rt &had A9 vl 178
& Aol tgBM Hkd BA AEE 7 REM B2 Eod, EANY ERe
ERA o oA MR = REMY ZRDo] BuaRRe BEIA RN £ + A4
= 7ol dct. Bl MEiAl w&ELY Hkol A& “Individual variance is reduced to zero.”
gz T8 F d& Aol

ols} & F7HA MY MBS FI o F 7PX] A7l AV, BiREAd A
#BiEs v MBS fimel =t BB e s BAY & vz wE 7 e Aol 2y b
B 5 A B BAAIAY RENoE EAdGE A S o ol AFE 99 A
E H% 7idae MESe REs R dex dtoh. B @aed Kt vElds 24rEfy
BHREMS e Tdol 2 Zeln, fAAKHE Y EEkHs Hin s fE] ==t BT
& A e BipBS A ofd BRE oF + ATt sE HEE] HAE dob S
s .

R olHd METS WREMNIA BRT EA % REAEN MRS ko] o4&
mpi] M@zl € 5 vk o @ AE A S HERY BAXHEGE B4 2
12 @ 22z BEMEE F-ER0E ¥ Eppk#Ed MBc S°EACExz
32

et EAEESGE 050 Sl HEESS) B, M Compositon law) 3 B
hfe) 3BT (reduction) %8 Eggele] v}, o/ AE EREAs Kiio] o4& HERE
MiRel HBET BEA 7 = BUAR] oA Eamst R Bl 9 Mle BEEMN &
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ol Hpo 2 A3Ae 4= HWY #EOTE LB et WEMmozg FRY At B
BB oA MSME, ERS RPF JAAE GE B B2 HmIVIE Ao

Z. AEmN SAXE: BN

1. (Units of a Theory)

e Egme HEAMQ BigE SR MEY BEXRZ AR Ak B FIERSL H2
BRE &% #S(concept) = BEFHY Bfrols] HIER: BEMS HEMKE FHRs
¥ 9 o) o},

BHREME B HRel Dt Y =t HWS Bk(property) 2 B} ERAHE
FAFE (terms) o] T},

AR vhel o] #&in H#ol AEd o= 71X MEES o A4 oE & o=
E I A3 stz st Gy MALEY RF MBE = HE B BREAE
A HEE7 7HA £ B mE Tol o dA X &7t st R BRAA 212 g

BHEME FPL EPY wye WES THe ARy Tded, o=@ A
el = Z HRPel v B EE mEToEN 1 %¢ 4 F IAE AR Y=, 238X
2 A= Yot BrhSolu 1TEHEE %}"M Frigo 2 RuAA BE yBdAE 259
HEGT e BET Holx LMMAE (descriptive tems)el B, = Z¥7} KB RE
fEwr e 2 BEe v BlY 4 dt HRE N2 9 37 IS gixut, ojg g

RBE 28E o Lo=1 Al o o] = HWRS B HEGAY BES &+ e
7Wr ol BE fHiRftsel RN Z- EREER EEE & Ax Aoz EaE 5+ o
o BHEE R (Philosophy of Science)ol 4 RIS AFEE Walvhyd o#d BHE KGE
(primitive terms or units) ¢} 522 FZE (defined terms or sophisticated units)2 =
o @ e wbr AEdC £ EHRY AEY o Dbk gHY ¢ gAY EHT 43 ¢
€ AE7T de Aotk

EHED BEVDG B8l E%ﬁ%fiﬁ ke 24 sh: 2L, 29§ AEE o4& AER R
BA A F7] AEolth. BEY EH £t MoERT —EY BEE € AEZ REAA
F2 Aose 474& "a‘ Bt @A = 9l Richard S. Rudnere] RBME w2 &
o}, ®

oo FL e fkahe S AMme s 2E BEAL MHEGynonyms) e Aol

=T

2. Gustav Bergmann, Philosophy of Science (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1957),
Ch. 1.

3. Richard S. Rudner, Philosophy of Social Science (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1966),
p. 14.
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1A olst e REFEH st 4 & gl E wEMBRLE kot uhH A g
A —ER FE 2 JE RE HEE d4$9 22 T EEE 45T SE A4
€ Heloh 81 AA = FEE 9t BES ARE 3y Auk 2 & Ageld, EAE W
BEA 2 WA #aol o Eigol 4 BATE AEES MBA 29 AAY B B
Feld A BBV EHY AESs ¥ 4 A A9 EEE EHd AEde 5
= Bifie AAY BEY Fol 22 Joi REAA $& 4 97 W Eelnh
Blkel A #B3] ffiBEs] 43 & FEs TR AFEds 5 S @std 37 A3 ML
S A= Qe BABE ¢ SEAREY BB BRid 2 4 e Aotk IE BBy
7T B 2E BEY F v HB Aok ot ol ¥ = HAREE 443
ERY) (referents) 3} SHIED 5 gloglebe Aol ziv. B HARE HHEsts 1y
Biyo 2 7St gosste Y7o £ 2wl KEAREE 9A EBDI &)
He AA7M? REAREC Kot RAS = FPS o7t HE BRI F 8 A
| wobd, SHEARESC s MARREC Kot SiEAY 282 F dE BAEs d:
A7t 3k Aol @S HRA Aol
£ o570 Hidl o ool A wix EREAS) BEE sk Egs w0z g

2. BEaMie W

Lasswella} Kaplan =2%5-9] k3 Power and Society® o] FEHH A “Brip8e] TEE oz
7bA 178 JRE (perspectives) & 717 {HA(persons) 9] {7Ho2 BE=™ olAe BEE
gl gt S HE(groups) 0 2 AMH S = TEgch olgd RfgE EACl 173k 17
ot Bum@iRe HAEfretes HdA vetvde Zolw eV @R 3 S BB

WEME HAY BE 2 BREXRZ 3o 43 G Bas: g5y otz dd. 8E
2 474 BRI e BEEY 4FS 29, fEA(persons), B (perspectives), HH
(groups), B%H) (influence), #1)(power), HRB (symbols), 1B+ (practices), ¥#E (function),
18 i& (structures) ‘;l @F2 (process)Z5o] JEO 2 =of ¢t}

fBA, BE, SHEEL Efcln, o5 HAEEA: BENH 79 S &K3td BR
Hz, 23L& REE RRAAY 93%& oo HET Bam BHAEA LEdTGE Aol
o ol H ¥ Bubssy EE 18iTol FdE HAS MUY HEEd Aoln oo 22 EHF
gy ZEE Sl & W EIEES BRI o BRARS —F Fid 17
Az Q' LE BREHS sideletz dhgloh

4. Harold D. Lasswell and Abraham Kaplan, Power and Society: A Framework for Political
Inquiry (New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press, 1950).
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LIRS BEE Boame) BRMAF MABER Fu m@sd HA A% KMAR
BRIz 9= flE 27 Y8t BRE9o @Rl 2450 oJ¥A S|z Ae7tE
BE317) S5k Bigd £ Aol

239 MLE & o YA —@me s eRRY BHEMsL Jd9A SEA= de
8% 21e 72 sch. Russel R. Ackoffe BB wat £#E 2A¥ + e #2
< B, HR, TR ¥ EB%oE vz A ¢

Mtk (Property) & HgIEo] 7Hx = Q& HRAH WAFES Bl SEHA ) E#S A
W 7 resh BUE 3 WY S+t #HHI KM(stimulus and response)o] RS2
FH= ol oF &}

$H (Class of objects) & KErdt WSS on A¢ 7z Azipel wet Ed A A
ey o4 = BEREBRS Bt s7) 4 6}04 B Py Do P 7P Fl H
®ol B+ Ackz RES A7 &+t

HR(Events) E= WS —FH £t HEY HRol e —@ UL Wikl B
Jold W gt Bl [E— XHRES B by poope o, BE BHEY G 92
o= E%}"i ¥ E7L 4T Aol chizts EHAGE Aol

22 BB (Process) & HET EY £t £YS RES A o B EBel

*r] AA & Gl A A HMe| et Mok BRMmeR T2 A€ dot,
AT 2 REE EEE Y0 EeBE A RS BiA 42 F gz 2 A
o)ch. HI HBAMEY HHT BES, A= FAlMmoz: AHEEY B2 MRS AL
o o)} L fEES WMo Z HH7E F Utz ZE At

RN BEE = 22 5t Hl2A Robert Dubing} 2¢ & 4 3=+ Dubin &
BHER WY ERiEcd BEEA JIRMBEN, SO0, MMRWERe BEtaE
e 2 glon BED ikl ol EHRMBRdE =& HA gou sty BHE

st A Y HE T oA LES B EZA MANMBAE At A

F|&ayEEAr (Eumerative unit) et 31}e) #ige] = 2= HETAAN 7tz g 3] B
PR Fgol ok, B BRI A Y BERE + dt B Rk i st 2 @S £ 7t
Az doke Aok FIEHENE HRMCIZ2 BRHR I e FPY o498 8%
(sample)o] & FF7ESIH 8ol Aot whebA FIRMEMS] T 7R TR B A 2
Aol HYS BE RMETAA HEMNSZ TGS 4 222 T (zero value)&

5. Russel R. Ackoff, The Design of Social Research (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
1953), pp.59-64.

6. Robert Dubin, Theory Building (New York: The Free Press, 1969), pp.50-63.
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AR od g BT FIEMBELCL 9 5 Ao FIROBGS fiF S AR &, B,
Fi, HER TR% Sme R, By, BEE, fESd.

FERHIBAL (Associative unit) = BYJo) T BES BETAAL ANE shiel RER
FHelt B ge 4 & AokE Be W IR 2o = g 22 T
FAESL o Bfre] peEmel f5Mels 2ol B HES KBS fadAw dehde
Ao B2 BEMEMIE o) Fol 29 Aot HEHEMS FiE, AMY 4Em B,
AR #E, WKASH £E) WiE, KTk, HENS%ES 2 5 Ut

BERABEAL (Relational unit) e —5¢ HPe) Mo 24 2AL oA fBESTH MR
el A wt peEd ok, MRl = —Aie] Y ShE RMEMS MEMEMA Y dE e B
Pgo] odA Fasel YEstE FHIE Aolnh kA LT AL MRNELE Aol
5 OE FAY BiEoz ¥H MME £ oo Aeold AT wihd MANELE 94
Y 2 BRERE 492 + dde Ao do. A MAMENE FIRHER Y BEE
Brde BE o 2 #@6e Add. o9 e EEM ATl 2Hd B RERR
of H3 BRBRCl lAE ST Figel gt Ak o MERRS HAHL AL
ol$} 72 MEEC T HAW RS BH FHIY F7 wEeidh. R =z ke o
23 AEY #HeW HEd dedEd BEREBRO VY = Bk =t SH(statement) ] A
o] RoBAslA FHEMo]l otAlthe Feoldh. ¥t ol HFE BHEE HA(ely) 34
st gEazd oFA 3 HEs BEdOs Aol ‘

st Ry BERL (Statistical uni = FYe] WO A, FPol Az Ak B HHE B
f1 FBAE AR BESMS BN PUER, 28 2 AR LESS BHeE v
et et

o g M EA, (Summative unit) 8t —B8S] HOH) BPE HESGT AU Bl
oh 2 HES BOUS BEES Y FHA A F o EEda AAHE AE BR
e ol Eg JIX =z ke Aolvh. webd EHRAL HHIA GAY BREA G B ESE
e 7 ¢ e Aol MRy BEfzolth. ot 2L Bfuv BME SESYE A% B
#wa Bk BRBEA T AR =gl E3dx 3t o] Dubin® Rfgel e},

2239 Dubin®] 7159 #HE-e HAcletEx] £M%ES] HY) BH: BREVE 33 94O
o o7 o& Fyol Az v BEihgtel BErrl @ 4 Ak e Aolth @ wetA o
e EAREYS SEAZEY MR wde, SedA 2 MR Biretex MmrEEsr
o} Hith BMZRES BASRZ =19 BLo) Ahbe Aol =

7. Ibid., pp.30-32.
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3. KEME(E= RAHMEDY FHEMAY BAXHE

AS7HA 2 Ry Bz EHE BKY & Ae BREGE Y A2 wste
o RS EE BEY 5 gl BREMEA o274 B A REE Edted 2 BR
£ A9 2obd 2R ¢ EMESS £4BEE e KB E = BEAMST KN
Toldz RBEHEA M, BMAEL —FT HHE M= Jdon FE= fEAC] 2R o
< F#E VM= e Ae ¢ F A FTE ol 2 WK FESHE AL AR
she Abe gith BUES) G4 MET BESY EmAE EAS M Hkd FI=
< H#e) gl X st

a2 v 2gA A7eE AL ohich. B £Me B S-S MR 3

= EAS 17l KA =5 AR Mkl KAAAY, =& 2 WEE Etd ER
2§ g Aol qxu gt o AL #HF HRO H=2 A Aol EHEY AL
el e AR E MY & HENE TolEst Hit EE Bt B e
FFole EHE & AW o LIk ERT LET g Aol gz se AL A v
gk ols} ehaslA = EMMHEROl A B BEEe &A% EARE Y Eﬂ{;ﬁfﬂ 1 3}
EEI 7 ' BEU At o Ad Mgl Husle REE] UAH. @

EE REABET BB BE RETAA o8 Aksde] zte T, B 3 BEd 3F 5
A BALE @S Aoz 4iE & gz e RME HEEH BAE#EEe 2
Aelch. olo #e RME: FEste 2, B EABRt &Kild EHI + & = BRY
BEe 7 —M(wholes)}t Eatst Sthe RS BLBE WL (metaphisical
holism) o] c}.

1o HEL Eibdescribe) Bz she AL St mE 2 DI WM BED HEE
Yet z Slabz RetE A, B OEHE AV EHEA 4 e #iEe ERE + e
Hfiinstance) & 44 % Qobz THE A% 2o oA wRY £ U AEMEOl o
el = AL 3k sk¥o) 1o} A9 A Ri(emergence) Ell “descriptive emergence” &
Forsle HEaan EAZRS J8dA4 o WRiEF holism)E  3hte] descriptive
emergence® EEste Zo] .

=. FHiEwe @AXE: FTRE
1. HWI R
8. May Brodbeck, “Methodoligical Individualisms: Definition and Reduction,” in May Brodbeck,
ed., Readings in the Philosophy of the Social Sciences (New York: McMillan,) p.282.
TR AR A9 o8 BEST RREC s A UT AiRY #rot Si‘“
R LIBES o HHE BEE A,
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o)A EFHEEAMLS] FOie) RIS o BAKEEE (individual level theory)st SEMIKHERE -
% (group level theory)Rfle] RIRESH MIBES 2 1= BME EEslolz §d.

Gl AE FRG AL st B RIB S BLMY MKEE KEIE Aot
Fd —@gmos Taw “shie] BRe MERMO D BEY 4 Jx —BY EHSC 2
ol —fkAle] maE o] YUtk @ 2 o HE WRS BEESC MLS ZE BRS
WSt RIS RS A5 2olE Aold,

ol M HE AL, BREf glol4 MAMES RMAENY M MESS, #
AOkHEBRR B EAMERRLS MaSTo R MR HHs SMkEER B SEmBcl M
¥ MEETHo 2 BRY BRI Aot oidd MK/ Ak s Aotk BE BAA
KfEER o2 HE AR EMKEERS BRY 47 5 A 29, BRS EAKEE
ol T B E@rt I Feolvh. we] watd, MAKERHTS #EstdAx AR
ZE EAR D REH FHED obvst AMSMS HeRRe NP BHT 7 A
W EERS TUESAY #BHoE: FABROSE Bit(eduction) I 4 & Aol
o},

ol A& AR 178>} &y FEMS MRS M@ 7 = sl o e Ahewy Bl
Bp SRt o BMEE B EAle]l BAY 11kEe] 23 o}FE ERNCIE MEH F
e TR RPSL BRUT + dote AEE A=z gl o474 igfiEel B
o= Higsx, BEASRES K AT LR AolE obFal & °lA + v
e =T ks BMEMA ERll UoE Aot oY RM: BEY MEMHRERE
(Social determinist)} 7ol o}, Kol ZE ft&EAIS o= FAILS 2E(in principle)
BAEACR BTAZ + Adx 2R} RFE7 ded 4= —®E HEkmN BAX
H3z FE 4 U2 VA E A& FUERIE BRI 48t -g2gElol et E3ld. S
iRy EATHS FUERS BeERLE BEY £ MEcl s F25Re R B ke M
B BEss 2024 REs 2 RS ZE3te e Ao+

LT Ae HiER BATHRY 28RS By 18 2 7t MEE s Bafst
A

2. WEERER Fe #@RELaw of Interaction or Process Law)

el BEigel o= BEY T2 e AL, 27t HReE e EBRREAA —E
o) BA3H(closure) s} 5224k (completeness) & 742z glvkel =rejgieh. B, Biol A
£ RBEEY EBWE (eferents) & —5Eh = #igAol JoA o4 zE72qt HELERSE

9. Rudner, op. cit., p.10.
10. Brodbeck, op. cit., p.289.
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3 YE7he] HE Fffel BRE Acisk ZRE SIS F A olw SNl BRERA
A BAStZ SIA e gk BEC] 2 e Aol w0 ,
‘It PEBC] lolAE M ot MMy EKEtz Aok $EE e ML)
yo H3E HHede e & B ok o #E g 2 Ewl opdE) fE B
B shvol glod o E BEUL oA HEse Axcch. 2y R@RE Sl 4
€ 44 A= B9 FReolats AL £871 <dda didjex, BY Bkrl Ad 4«4 %
BES WA 229, A7 glod B g Hexzs 28 & A EEY =
Zg}, " an
AH, 5t EfsH) HEBT £ 0t BE B = SES B MEESe B
Aol ZHAxz g BREC T old AR BiEd ®RIS Bk (process law)olztz ¥
£}, a2
agohs fitgel #H3 22 HBE RuE ¢ AU B M 2 2 KERK
agse e BEE (process theory)®] el st 3t MBS EAXES 8
oA #Eed & A=t
d7dE 27 FAY BES 474 & F U s BB, mgRE SR it
BRBA A BrE R B Aolm & vy EAERT EEERES MRE o T
B E%e HE B .
7he BuRBths BENERC 27 BHE MLE Az de HREFEE R £
drtE AL <A, 3 AL d volsiA e @ REN BER HEE RASE 2 A gF
ot iEREY & SEieic BEE EHta GRS dnsted ol % B4 #lRE B
WBEolw Boa, MeBolw MBS SRkl 9L v H Jdd HAHE:
WEMOZ 2 HEY AFETo2N %2Me EREH Hdzx HiRY £ fld. w2k
ol gt kT —ET BHBMMES PHbavd HEKFEC e BEd FRET 2o,
it@EEd glol A sEatkeld AMTRES 2@EE 4t hid EXT EHE]
Bazel & AT ERE 4 e Aol 9¥
ol=l gt AIEES mahiel BES AiRE wheh 2ol EAERS REEHRS MRAY oA
o MRS E (microvariable) & 2= 4Ee} EHiRWEE (macrovariable) & 2= 5E 99
BifRel A = dteh. sl AEEBe LEEBd et HiRRelH BB mERd st #
Bweladtz & 4 ded, HMEMA Biel o Fod & A=k s Aol EEgsle FHE
Qe oln] ERksdc e FALE e BB oE BEoz #uAd 4 Sldz

5

11. Ibid.
12. Bergman, op. cit., ch. 2. BIE

13. Brodbeck, op. cit. p.293.
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2E AREY wigdA, fIF T4, LESS SEHNEGERBL 48 BENE RE
2A BT Qe AES BESAT
3. Mk M5t (Compositoin Law and Reduction)

%23 s BHS I BEI(system)7} oW Folal RNl A oW HRAB(state)o] QU
e gul GE e Bl A9 gl MBS HES 24 4 Uskz sk ol %A
5228 RE HHS Hil HARME (clementary situations)o] 3t 3 Listol ale) WES
BMAA 2 4 Q& oS EMe EEIS masttd, oldd KA EH o HE 3y
BiEY 4 Uohe Aolch olsh ol st EAmel HEHE FH o MK BHE e
a8 4 QA Bt FE %A MRk (composition law or rule)o] gtz R}, us

B et BEET ANE 2ol ¥ & dokd, SHIG ERS HEel @A fimEg
o Wootd 9 Aoz Flg= KM FMEE Woshd golx I Aotk oha TAA it
fFEe = B—SFu gz 22 FAKESY BRoEd BRAAGT B¥ & AL
Aol ek,

29} A 2 e 9% Gobd e Eame LEE(ES Fikel Yo
A9 LEBe] ol EARERLS BHDY EHoE BRALGT Gt AL D4 3

B fe¥el TBE Aot

el A 2 uiel o] HEEawmK EALEY NHS BRI KBEHREAAL FAlL ©dtdE
Hile Al 3 HRilez #d + Ao 2ev g7 = FRLE AR BREs K
#8 A% & F Ak BREL od7bA Y BB —ikERlel ] #Ed 2R ofh
IRREL Tz A e BRAA X3l FE AE Aol oA wEwl —EkEE Ll k9 H
T #alo) BiEsh ARMTREC] ek BAlel §l& AIBEEE U zloldh. oA EAf
Reol #3 ERAICEZ FH BRES Wad £MITES Bl FEs £ 5 g e
R LS fHE B S R MR AR (explanatory emergence)$ =] 3hA . o
P25 MAFHESE RoldE A 23 HRIcE T8 ZE iEEAle #EE & e
ALE ot ol FHIEL "HEs v EEEE RAMET A S Bd Aolith o9 HE
HE Ao MEMRERSEA, LE REeEAle ofu e EA B ERle R FHE B
+ gz EESE Aelth

M = #
Plkol Al BEE =y BEamBAY el el Hius v T RS Eiaary R A

14. o] #4r-& Bergman, op. cit, ch. 3 @ Brodbeck, op. ciz., p.298. BR. M@ﬂ@r Ao A= 10)
wREJL ornz v E 2 AEE @Ag‘lﬁiﬂﬂ g 7/1% 2cy stelElE 27l & mERel
OEB ) BES Fie AL ohzly FENDA o MEE A HE é%‘iﬂ Quentin
Gibson o] &}, =8| ##E The Logic of Social Enquiry pp.92-112 2f8.
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oA Husle FAS REE Bokch #Sdd oAe ke EAXRS MBERIT #
2, REel A= EAXHES RMRET Hiuslz g

whebA BEES Rl BT ERES BEAA 2E, e w¢ BAXRES AR
R HE FAZHEA 2571 A71€ AL Ziwol L #Sol ML MBEREST R
F KMRET e AL R

Bael lelAs EAXRIAA R oAt BumE AEdc KMHELT S+ 3
€ =F A, Rl wEMoET 2oy MEIREs BEiRElde 8= e

= o B AR 2 44TE & Yt KEMBEToZ @R Rl Efclds &
BiRlel tkale] SRMAS] EAS TRE Bddz XRYE T A7) Aol

Biagst BIBAA 2§14 2 Ak A iifel HIFE Wkl k. o4
MBS BA AV Aad MEZE 4515 deod MSmES ERBRA oA @&
BHho 2 REA 4L BRE AXKY 5= & Aol

Rk #ES MEstd kT ¢ dxel, FRIWSE: AWM HREs BMRES
ol o st AR A P dAZE BHE Keld BRRAAE KBS &K
HRBBRGEE AStd RN 42 5 St 440 2T Aoid, zuek IREd
HERES AN XE 7 ' A7 B Aol #EAb q4UA BEE s HAle
AAV FrzEe Az e k] .
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