BUREWIZEA ol A o i,
ek ¥ Bk

=3 {7 %
G # D
<B x>
. HEERS AF 1. HEESS) K
1. % & 2. HRA B
2. THEHE 1 HE 2o = 3. w#e il W BikEd
3. E JFU _g] Eﬁ\
1. BIENEES) st B 1 BRSO M
1. #% ¥ AE =% 5. T«%@z#owf Bl {EHel o
1. & 2 REY w% E MEES
2. HEaEAY fmE 6. 1%2@} SHTE) BLAER

P 3. MRS AR T. SRS B :
. wsel W . Akt #Ee) M

. BEED A%

1. ¥ E)
ojw et Moz EnHigel Hekel LAY UK (moral judgment), M 2l (factuot
judgment), 2|5 FRER 1B (ogical judgment) & W Ar} 3= [ Ialed i

HBEEEL 71 A4S AAYT. Y BEUERRA S A 9 RERRR, x TR B,
2z FEMY BFE AWz ste Aol EEN Sl Az HRo =g it
of glelAl JikRel “dli= Zul 7 WA AE RSt R Ao HEE L
Ao, ¢t 2L AEES Bii FREALY RmEY dASAY 2Ee g2 A
o] imEHR 4 el Ao v

(1) John( Kemenv “A Philosopher Looks at Political Science,” Journal of Conflict Resolution,
Vol. 4, (1960), p.292.
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B Al A3 A= FAESV BUAEZER Mmel A HHU S WIS ol FolX &
ool e Evhebe] BusfEptitel oA x & HEE At 9=t zEE b,
BiaBiR r & o TR o2 73ty maxt st AdEdA deide HEm S
AmEEAY FIETS) JEdRel] shel Af 4k #Alo] obA rlm

BrgBli o] 33 FEA FlEl oA = oelska] BigHy Erel ol dAZ BH, &
Besl st 3l E i A(modes of analysis)oll = of 87} 71 oleh, ol e BJj& Hins #E
AAA, 2 | AR BUABLRS MM SRSt Bl R 3o —Bl Aotk

28 Bl el A o RSl EEimelhz shel woh=# ] Aol glu, BIfE
ol ek sl w slE A%l el RIS EAY BEEE AWz 252 gk 2
A G EZE wreh. ol wt fmakel slolAl A& F YT mE Aldel K e RBHEEE
5 (Philos phy of Science)e] Ffig7b 9let. Le]dhe] BRI A HEAAL DA 2
B == EEHe #Aogics of validation or justification)e] & F A= FiAEEEY
HAdd go HA " Aol

o
2 ek

;2
e

)i

d

Aie oz BRBHEmS F o AR @0 HiEdste 2ol d EEEES —
MEA Bl A RanH 2 e MERRS WL FAASE ot B Aol B
3 webe ubsh o] HRel ERY BEiiel glelME RITEEL, %ﬁﬁﬁf"%}i", HinfemR, =2
o R Bflle] RG] HfTsE Aolx wa iz o]FojAe Ax oz 2y |
of Z #A & wmE so] fetrle olf o o Bhiy &ifel FuA mEEM FHE, e

=

&
i) r-[n

T 714 Bl EAe] R ol wxmA shs Aol
BE&nol & By BN BENS 9 ekA v #iEe) BEEES RS Sdde, ¢

ot ME ﬂ“(Eé‘fH el ol bR A kol ¥ Pk ole A ek kfEe
FEEfRgrel A of [l el maylietor WA el the we] K, @k AR MAEA
o RHE, Az ;113&‘3/1 I O MR RS A E 4 vhobe] gk

2. [EEREOE= 2 =

o G ELHIS Al glel Ak el A FgEst s nhEloleh BrRBIRe] BEA 3l
A E ofe ypx] RMEAE RS e skt ol st AAEE 9 M0 J53% | (approach) o] 2} =
2 gHE 8 kel e AAE kR Rem Abgs o 9lendt, 7hde] wekw
DAL Y el dE gl MEe Bkt ekl sy & 4 g @

BOABR 44l #ste] ofd FEEsE & ¢ N = BERBRS & flil =2 #od
std = Ff T g sler ol oldl TEiivel RARC Ul = el BER R
ol AAd F glod et Aol ek zeldte] BRAEWREA oA oE BRHSE, §

(2) Verno van Dyke, Political Science: A Philosophical Analysis (Stanford, Calif.: Stanford Univ-
ersity 2ress 1960), p.34 2 pp.113-114.
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Ad LEE., GLEE, %) WREAME BT BIHEE s, BaBgRd b s
of Aoz ¢A4Futyt A FHow e BHAEE U

olE gk o 2 kA HEHEES A2 @R 2o)7% dAut i 2l e
Ax gleh. 2 G A el bR kel difsle] HiFdoE A
a7t B OLE A @ekebE e el Aor® &k

3. ®m ®

ofrd RA L] o= BRSTA ZEM BT X 2 57Fd BRS
vhetE e R vl st Sl MEEE S MEY HEd —EHRS BRRsdFE 4%
ols} & RME [Ji#(paradigm)e) g F-5 4= 9lep. @

A1 B eleta Rz ofw BT IR RS tH AstelE oA
Fol Fols s gleh FUlelal @ el AlgEE R =E EREHEEY - A
BE Ao, meld R whet MIEE dAd ke Q@ Hae Fe |
vl o] @Hi(model o) ehiz U3t MFHBE 275 Foh Fle] ofd AFE RMdE

Hime #HERA#czA Fo¥. AT —#HES HEE ¢ dv o4 w3 #Hl
W P oolrhe PelslE el

—EGE A el A FE = ARY Ml Bobdd, @19 o RME —EHA
H—std € —Ed B/t BUE AASA "oz BarsHE A$s o olAL o
Aoz GEF A SlelAle] dRERQL BaEe] el = Kl HE ) el ol e
RULEES O] Pioichs MBS HEF ol Aol Wfitlol 9l AdstE: HAs Frh
z8A H1 B FAY BEd HEEEelete 2o gk AAle zE e el wifl
b glgabs glold Aolej A, ThE HHEN BEEEIc 2 BREE Foord K4t
b Aols. el 1AL KMk FAE ¢ Jold AE HHHE BEEE ddF

oF J %Y WS WA Fxoglvhs Aelth @ oleld REIS = 48 glo Ao
R FE-o fEBho] =3 zE Ry KRl &t EAlsh BEEge] HSS wEe o E
Bl St ke Aok @ .

% o RERD vl A (e HEfgstel s BEEL FAS H#line wad B
E oo 22 Feog FosE dvh o ﬁiﬁmﬁfa FHel glold EEG W B
sM Az, BE el Hz e A Mtee & i & oA B4 o E oy

(3) Thom:s S. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press, 1962)¢l #| BtE1EHE)o 1A Paradigme] E4EHES mEstz ot

(4) Jerald Hage, Techniques and Problems of Theory Construction in Sociology (New York: John
Wiley and Sons, 1972), p.189.

(5) Kuhn, op. cit., p.10.

(6) Ibid., >.11.
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& WET Hiol Moz Aw Jdv WHEMS HEEM] J8¢ vAX o, i
B ol e SRSl e ML) FFEelV Bille] 9lolA o WA MY 5 JdEAE
ob= A%, Z Had & Higeloh oA wdd z BHRESRE WH(Closed)s 2 glo
o ool e & e EAle AfRERl(process law) & o] Z gl gichE Aol @ &
A7k B GRREBAE A g ol —ERE]  glel A9 ol HEd Mg e
ohE BEE L AlelA o] B R el grez Hr B 2 ¢ oolo, oebd Rl &
e BEEveR T8 4 3, EMe  #Efk(individual events) o] HA:< BRiletz A
]

i

T g7 gk Frpa 1 AHoloh®,
Tl ook ol mRT Hamwhs Fileletm A ste oJARdE o WA a4 e
ol® Hif Al E e e MAH HikS Eilis glolFE A A S Fhlelgln =

g vz B,

FRBIEE o] 9lo} A o] %ﬁol_ S A B
& Eme) Fars HEe] Ak chid, 29 S ERES 1139 B oA AE
Teh E) L ol® RmEsH ﬁem Aoz H&o] EAd, 2 el HEHEE o B 5
G5 o 22 S 2o A BUEEO) REEEES 014D HAEsH 2l A8 B
BiKE R w2 fE2 o AR SN e A REC Y BRe 34 A3%
2 2 = Aolvh el 2 BME Loz BHL Holurls elx HMlEse] &

Feol /A gl we RA

[
N

b

B

wHAE el 2 fEfl gelAE A AEE BWLAAN P #i9A B oled
Bl [ R HUe) BHREENS AR (normal science)o etz 2 i FLERHEL of
H e L PehmaAA Aol gioke Aol BEEe FrlolAm dhep ©

REEREE o] Glel A ofA whope=jxl el glepmd gt BRNEES PHEM Bt
J;‘o ol Al T o JEESREVOl L Wl 2y FEAA VL BB A Y] BobE, BHEE A kg
=0T e BUENNE ] HEE el BHFEsh frdleld WREMEE gl

287 AL ERESNd A THERlol b wel v A A i =E 50
Jikel #5355 dled A g de B ofd —EI MHARE BD M <ol A e o of
w3 EE] el H AAAE 2¥EE e SRR A S foggay o

2 A kgl BEEES A HEE e deslE g

. BELERS| AR B

~0

+
jl

(7) Gusta 'm};;gman, Philosophy of Science (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1957), pp.
91-11:.

(8) May irodbeck, “Explanation, Prediction, and ‘Imperfect’ Knowledge,” in May Brodbeck, ed.,
Readi .gs in the Philosophy of Social Sciences (New York: McMillen, 1968), p.372 2B : JHFS,
TREE T RO B TEGRHE (1B TBOREED 1% 188 (1973), p.131.

(9) Kuhn, op. cit., 12-22.
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o ws AE FHES WHAN MBSl Sz A Tohivm 95 o 43¢ Az
ol ol BRI ML W@ Held o] BB el A A Al Witz
o vk BHEL: t BEHO . 2elshe] A7 B A5k Gem w9 el Fyelvte] it
of TR -HET FAT F U ST RS A BHE ko2 HWH2 27
& FES e 2: Aol W

PR AL WA HEehe] THZ Eolbz Bl EfGinduction), ¥ (deduction)
5 i (ve ification) 9] 3EMF olo ol d SEUMEL RHEEVL A3 gl Fole R
A7 A7 Eeh FHEHO MRSIE el R (world of facts)$) B mi aEe) A
(mathemat )7} 9=k, W0 o) A% BAGRE e 29} Ro] FEE & QA o W
9 A2z A BET AHE AL & A el FE Aol WA v o M H
ki) F Aol .

et

)

MATE EMATICS : THEORIES DEDUCTION PREDICTIONS

W =E R z | G S E
. _ el (E = i}

5l e ==

O & | o

Z =

o

| l <

WORL D OF FACTS : FACTS FACTS

G 5 (F8) (EF
HES EHY RS A8 BT & dt 3T A& wEe B E A=,
o7t B o HARE B2 v RS H FHEY A s BlEEdA 4 48z gEY

fitftelel, 1342 B8 2Axyare FHY BEd LAE
e f4 o Bke] AR HEHKS MRS shoh Urs
el A ol kel EEolT WiVl A W Eel el RfEEA HEQ Il ol A= o
S I

2 oo Al B ROl 3, FHEHC) BT HEES BUIS fidl MRS MR
S RS Dt o) o MYl BREICE e AFEY BMS e U= ;@@01 .,
S EABE BB S oM o7 Wkl MM SRS BB ®BET ¢ 9
So|ch. piolzt B Uifro] AME L) olu D erelni el ch o=
e 4 97 Ee —iEm 2 HEE AST S5 dw HRe B
) RS mEBAA HE A, om m HES MYEA Bk Aol v

(10) John (. Kemeny, A Philosopher Looks at Science(New York: D. Van Nostrand Co., 1959), p. 85.
(11) 1bid., pp.86-87.

(12) Ibid., p.86.

(13) Ibid., pp.89-91.

(14) Ibid., pp.93-99.
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olsh 7ol RSl Bk, Wi U BB & BIET Fold B@sh HES A2AANE
B §ol4 782 % EHe MRS ofd e AT BelHlz wad EERHE 3
AHE FHEl] @R HREY —HHtT 4%45E BEY FES A2A0% EHE
dz gt Aelvh. & vl RfEN Pkl B4, FEOl MBS Tk 2So WA 7
me Fr ASE el FANE Ak QelAdx FRE wheh Ro] of EHE FHLS
AolA AN GEEE £ 9k AL oheh

M BYES £

A A5, BB A fEE 2+ 5 gl

Ao el el ¥ ow fe) S S el F Aol dw dolAE WEES
B n EBEE Adth 2@ MY S ol AL MEMR A o o
Fol F v A A8 Bl A B A5 g el

S R Wl T Mion YE MY BMS EE WHAA 27 dsd ks
WSy REMES FE Se EEelv. the, ol A9sh 2w 234 44 HEY
BT 4 & AKoe] Bigolst =/ k= olvv o BMEE kHS Bikd B 4
* 2R EE BRS HLAT AL o2 A Wikl 4H02 M= 97 42
of ol RS A4¢ Bew @] W Eol

AR U EY RIBAA Wb ds fTehe B FrEEAY BB HEE
ggol vk, o] (P& FUHBMO] fediol AUT R RS H BE A @hiel A Fa)
W BHEES) MRe WA St Aotk od@ jEEel TRHE A5 2 constants)
o) wE, BUREM Al #RY EEs(exploration) o] o,

(2) i BIEOIS B

BB §16e BEE o HREGY BBl Betol Boa Az MU Bl
o HEEE T BES WS & 4 ol

A Wy ol MEIES %oyl 9% EHel 9 4 ek

A g2 b Qehn QAT FEO (HRT BN WA dehel BURe fRd M
He A8sE AQH AL FE WREMS B TAS0 . ol e frgo] 3
g e ES WM MBS Hol ulbdl oleld EESA HE olHe MES
o] izl -xol ek,

A EE BT BEANSE @l 49 T9® BR lelAL g9, #
EiERe] olF Ml FAe TR L H%F B B delAdt olH e E5e] obF
FE Aolch ofslo] ML HMe AT BHRToEA MusHe A9l B 2

(1:)) Kuhn ;p cit., pp.23-34 B,

i
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2 ol A FEURE et B IS8 ERQ ksl EERQ Ao st

Aol M sEilmel HBE T 8o ]‘—lr e B NES T HEBelvE A e
A7bA ER S BEd, T 4% 2 el H3 JiEe 2RSS Jehiga &
oh wEbA ARIERES FRES MRS EiRY HEEE Foldw B FHile] AAdte
HEHEY k% (determination of significant fact) ]ﬂ- 3 4 o9la, HES Higel 25
BAV B HEEBR 25 AL Hinst SEme B RYeE (matching of facts with
theory)ol ol =zelx ®ES FE37 HAHES dddez 2434 olg jHi)e HR
Ak (artic dation of theory) & 938 Zleolch., A ol obk2 A A ME-& M 2 M
amiy BHEE Bhe) ZRAES webe Zoletar & 4 gl

ol el 3 fl BiEE)e HEle RS HAMoz sty HEEe Bzt ed sle A
o] ¢}, e

FHENEE)- - BAREC) St EolA =l 9}%3]'» 7EL°1 "“7”%'1 Tz o ’Ei’ﬂﬂl& T4l o]
PRl 7He HERRSHsZ, T el RS A 2
RS 3ok Ala AR BEE HA FozA o]t 0473’2} o) Adtol UETt
ahoboh, ) fBIEE BUINE WRMIe R A, oAlA ol d ALY REME R
gFo] Bx ge e EEA 2 Aelth

L

710}

I. #& 2 AR €8

1. #:: o BE B8

(1) #¥% % FEE (concepts and terms)

B FHE (empirical science) o] HEEw fRERILRA glol Aol freBigs B fligrsle 2
23 BR-- o BRe R HEE, B B T g oole —mEEY e firee
Aolrh. olAg HEE FY8 vriedis BRI EKRES HERES HhHd Bete o
Az A #Heh & B JB(perception) & T-3hed, ofnl Wholh 448 724A =
= ol A1 M (concept)o] 2k A o] vf,

FHEEE & BRN FEOA EHhe] ok —E e ﬂm%f&@ﬂ 13he] HiE BIEfLE
Eote] Avle] Azt de] A7e Gk, HiE = EGE ABnE A4 7HA

A A AL oAl BAozEA HBH ook &t ]ﬁ-ﬂl B et &L A3t
= MEG TolMe Aty F2he Az s b dob B THEIS & 3
fstE B EHolzstn & 4 olrh BER e 9 543 REE B &K=

o

b

(16) #i7 W0 RSB RIS BA B
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W, oL BAeE S ok, 2 Rk B ¥ £E 9=, B Rl
R LN

BEEE S ol A &kl 2 AMIT 8 A folE Xz gled §iRE ¥het
Zo| HEFER) P, GREREY FUIET S SRR PUETCl MY & QA dbEst o] Bmaske
FE 3o

HA = { @4 (value concepts) BEZ A o] A ofl ¥R (object) 7 2 ¥R ¥ Abgt
o KHgE W EMEN AEE EEsts 2ol ol e &l Bike Rkl vl FetA| ]
el Bt Bive AT £ T HEW HEcs ¢ 5 gk

FEERMY LA (logical concepts) ol ok, ol el gk FHEN AL #RE B Bl
el Bie] Fo HAES At SE RIS sPsted 53 B &l 9
oA AAf) Ee JFAKK BES WHEA St Tk
Al § 2RIy f¥4 (empirical concepts) o] vk, FHEFHE el SlolAf diEste) A2 L Bl
g ol fEe AL KEH Bag St ol FoAe Ao oA ERSHAR
B Eize —Be 94E SULGEEDEREA o2 BES A4 AAY 7 e AN
A 7ot Aolth | obgk kel A AAA 7] HEol T
ol gL WASTA S BEERe He AL LE REN MET KRN Bes
o).
BHEBM 17980 el e BAS) MiFssh —iift(gencralization)® Tz AMAYY ML
ot BHEY BRES e v #HPMkE 2 F oo MR BES $AAY 2 2o HE
sle Hdn Y FEE(ffEE, technical terms)yp whekdbch 99 @ ohed ol MHIe} HkoE
ol ¥l &t 45 & iAol A 2Eo] RFHEHIRAA THE BES TAAS? KA
= o] Ml E ool nxzA ke Aok ’
DIFell x4 & M4 TRHElHE 2] 22 oz 2ole A$7 B Aolr = o7
AE REY S BB ate foo BEEReE ded, BiRelw A A
o) dAol 3 e d Fie MHEE Q44T Rolng oA Tébe el Afe ®
o] Eify units of theory) s} slvis 3 % gloh
wpeba]l g 9o wEkAlE odebale] Mg ERA e et o] #iarel =oleA] £
(17) Carl . Hempel, Philosophy of MNatural Science (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc..
1966,, p.85.

(18) Henr - Teune, “Toward a Meta-language for the Analysis of Concepts in the Social Sciences,”
(min sographed paper) Prepared for the Committee on Conceptual and Terminological Analysis
of th: International Political Science Association (Working Paper 2, October, 1971), pp.2-4 B

(18) Carl (. Hempel, Fundamentals of Concept Formation in Empirical Science, International Encyclop-
edia of Unified Science, Vol. II, No. 7. (Chicago: Chicago University Press, 1952), p.1.
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2l 4, B, EmNASS HE wlhse s e o
(2) ®#% definition)

FHERY RS BEkE BEMEA I = Jiikel wigolch ol BHEW MY HE 57
Agw HEodE FAA deh 2 dhvbe BEM gl o8 e 4HM g%l o
a. BEA EFK(real definition) 4{F EHE o= FA= Y= MiEd Aed Bk
(meaning)< - A4 =& fiKr{describe)dhiz Aol ok, 2ol A o el & @ HF AL g ==
FLEY g (descriptive definition) etz % dho}, #Hi5H) EiEolAE o« HiEe Iabed 32
EH L YT AulE oiretz o FEREERA it Add ol olH & ohE HEES

352 olm kA Zlololof ek Y AR T EHW zEst ol EEEe] NAHEM WHE] =
= TR Ftel 23 Budiol ook ghats whahs o] % gl

HAM & H#E FAAZ vl A & o e Y AAle 429 EWRSH (neaning
analysis) = = S¥78 €3 (an analytic definition) o] e}, o] A& 3%3te) = FliE (definiendum)
o FHE v 25 &3 9 o2 FiE(definiens)E8 E3le] EAR o8 F= Ao
24, 23} @%7F Fd RESOE A8 ol ohE JHEEE (definiens) o] HERHS A
A EKHY CikE v RoEA FEREle AR oH REY MEE el MY 28
7t ek

A HER ERVT BBN R EESE ASeE) o)A B 4k (empirical
analysiS)O] faoargk 4 gt o] Bl E Ease RERAY RIS AAE 897 Wl Eel 2 oEssl

Eaht ol vk st AL MRS MK BIEE Yo E e Helth

0471 A s ainal A FREE E A 429 & sER (concept explication)o] 2lE A of o, 22
Mo HEMe BE =t BN HEe Zag #Bla J3le fgE VBN R AF
s OERES dn)E Holste] ofd HLEMelE Sl AF kel MASHA stz Zeldh
g ol AL a3l HiER wIeA WY ¢ duvl o Mile el RS %] ik
o ul= A7) el MK AR HRE AT AL RESE e s A
2wzl e gleh e s Wil R HAEEE (HH
e BREET + slAge] Srelok el = ol ®Al HiERd B

rgFolnn el A HGHERE BREAAD 4+ oA

oy, Aw oWl —ESH AR MRS BSOS BB 46 TR A
f MmN 1AVl glga & o 9l

b. 2B FH(nominal definition)

(20) Hempe. thlasophy of Natural Science, op. cit., pp.85-86.
(21) Hempe , Fundamentals of Concept Formation, op. cit., pp.6-8.
(22) Ibid., p.10-12.
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#ELY g —ER M G FUE ERE PR SE WE Bt RGtpula-
tionyel F. oldel WL AR WE W AolAM, EF Ae F vl WP s
= WM A% Aotk KHM w%e BAL [ HEd, w897 9 EH(hni

f0koh doAl BB ol e el (definiens) 3 F3giyel ek et o

\oc

endum) & o]®

zelnE o)A HIUH sk (stipulative definition)s}zx Rz E A

oleh. < AE EHFE TIA MEE AW S AR AA G oldE EEe [ (EKF
YT K& GEgote HBDuhx gt BAE Yid ®

ol #Rol yEA L gl Bk, B, BAfR B BREFS 2L JESEN HilE

d 545 *§ 4T e shEuAl 2 MRS AASAY 2 Bl dote]l Hhsked 9

Fofdbs Aok ol M Eel HHM T

F#e MRS EFIGET BE ¢ e Aotk Bl 2 & A v RilHe

2 A
EAIY 7 9t MAARE ERVIE Tol T EAAE <+ 1

i

o

&

g
oA o

sheh. 4 HAY @akel dele] Ezsle RBLL wl=A BEol AV IS Y dee o
oo HERE = 9fY FE2 A Y

c. iy A, BRI & BB T\ ER

HHY E&S WE T BB 247 Bukairel ok st o WiEs MHEMAd R
£ZRIF Iz E LHP EF/E GHE FHo] gl @

T4 CEERY ST ol FEEW HIh 2 Bl FUAE wAlE Aol okdE, ¥
g HGE T ostel EBlEE @R Biel o k4ol givh AN, KB HHTE &Bldhe

Wt AR RS He o] A BHRM e B Aol dlddd

olell [ Zall A FEIRDHIH HUHM e o o] ol IGEH Bl shAE BERoE 7
7tE oA Ao

Zv BWRGH(EE o B olv] 2efAla gle ol EHio] diete] ofw] gk
A FAHIE KEAIZEZA 2 BWES Il st= Aol

z2 s AHP B AEE BR HES gAS fwd web = HkE Fdohs A
oleb. w o] @by, o]AL oW HIEE wE the =z g ol U#Al HMEEEL 59
grel 0l olw gt g el Al ke FEEES oW M KBle: HBY Fx e A
o] .

@) == %

(23) Idi!l., pp.2-6.
(24) Idi .
(25) Idi'l., pp.8-10.
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el o HRel A} Az Qe "Eﬂﬁ H, ol HES dadony oy &
g EACl Zete] BARE F A fet olwl A9 A BEES #ori(heuristic) o]
i & g Goh A S HRe I%HE%' BEsted F71 2 ok = REN BES B
il 1= #iET st 2 gl AdA Hee d2 dxE 4o 2Hd Bpre
o HERR B & v ReE $E9 A 2 o 7}?"F Fe] 2+ A& Himo 1%52%
FEA S Bix o #Egolch. oA Aol AR LI wh Q= A Bk BLE 2ok A%
webed, A7 4 #EE Hpd BEME 249 § dE HAS BH 9= el o

o2l

e,
>
N

. BRI AS AR

HEERE Jd= 54 Dk #aox TA9 B #E5 59 HERERS BiRs
B3 Ao HRH fGR(EUD Aeolvh. whebA M shviuhe Az 24e obfe
EFSA Y ff B stlzte Bikel # 4 ek

2 B2 P HHSC v MBS EMBREA oA Bd AxS A BAL P9 ‘
Z geh, 22 o o] Y3 &S BANE FAY RE mv FENES oHd dE1?

O FE wHE AE

dAs w5 EHigel AL #a&d EAY £ 9E Hde o1 Fr4A8 9ok i“‘ﬁ
= AREe ERF BelA HAsSe Aol FA T JRFE(primitive terms) Z A 9} A&
ABFE ZHole ., THE Evte] BAE HES €%" 3 (defined terms, = sophxstmated
units) o] o}, (%

FREESH E2 | MY Bithe ohgat ol Ad & 5 vk ool —@He] BEEE

o] 7N =

Aetz A ol F oY HEESHdE & e £e A BEEHEDEE 92, @
FE7h she BEIEXE A& 7 Sich 2dlA olF 2#gd HEES FAY FE&oE R
e w7t YF A ReedE AR Sl BiEES WERE T4 @AY=t 29 ¥
T AEeleh FA Fiel de AL AKFETAA vela HEFEESe] 2 Aelch o714
A 2] BEEwe FEEClH A S8 HiEEe w#d HES 2e Aot =

Y
gl EFEE BT dAY EEA A3t REE F do gk REY SR Qe Aol
o} 0 EFRAES FiEs E8d HEE Bl Fr o2 REMGE A3t 57 = £
fXBEE(rule ¢ replacement)ol gtz I 4% 9lE Ao| o}, @@

(26) Richard 3. Rudner, Philosophy of Social Science (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc.,
1966), ¢ 19; Robert Dubin, Theory Building (New York: The Free Press, 1965)o] 4 3= defined
termsE ophisticated unitsz} F-2x 9},

(27) Rudner, . cit., p.14.

(28) Ibid., p. 5.



Bad AL SolA £ AAY BEE gy %5 W gk diEd A, 943 2d
ol o] 4 BEERel vhot A ER e HAY d FEEE Bhete AL BRY 958 il
Rl olyel 2.3 d BRI S PEROE vhTo FE A Zolxv) ofuhabyd e
Fl—th:(dentity) & ZAAT Fv A& 2 Higel Az g —EY FiEES 7] = Fo
b Kijel E&%E ¢3¢ #Haes] EAL 2 BER2EEA L BrEiy(assertional) gl 3L =)
2 RESE Aol A wetdl jEsd HiEY HAS Fd AN fLLY fe) woju:
Aol ob s GRS Rl FobAlE Aol @

ke st HAH o1\ g #Aelt FIel WA iR 3] REAI AV BrES
T ez A3 FRMez 23k wHE AEE BEE £ dn 53 48w ©

Zoldh, v BE EGRMY AURS FEEEq i
BEet AL W wxiete gob ® Fx g Aok mdlA EH® BEs LB
Zoltt. AR WA, B2 2 KB B oA w3k, 5o 4EHW EuT '
2 ORE RSP OO of 7] st MEL S A BB A £RM EHo) BAolof o
bR Effol vt AL EFE MY BHLE 29 A3 =& ZE 9E HEE ke
el ok ok Zleldh zelx, FEE EfFo TEMG@bitrary)d £ gdans ok w
A5, BAS ek F S BEigel oAl M WEES FH 3ok Hr] W e 44
B Erde BEEe] ABM ERE 5 MAdAAE ol B E oo BR 9= A
ol o}, 3

J5E Corimitives, & primitive terms) 3 P g 23= HpE £

i

s

syl

Ir

# (nom nal definition) & 8= 4 918

=

rg{

e B3 el
BBl A GO 2 BT wctde A ol AL AL RS o
bl OlAE Zol e st e 28 EHe R = TR e Efstlcl EE 4
e A vol b 4 gu WeE dEgEsel Ao @lol ek whelA, FEMRA ol
A8 R MEE ROl A S e BE MR ERANE ddeh 2ot 1 R
e ol BhE MR EmS] fdhel WNHE WA LEH T 2 GE
£ 988 SHe Aol vh Y B = MEANGI A B e 4 9§ 5H D Bk} Fein o,
@ RIEE & Us WES e AE
zeln. RS Bk 0w Felsel, GElA olvlvh elm @ Ao MAHLRE
golAl W Fash AEAT o) MEHE Mol YL o/ AEAYS] 4 (referents)
S Q74 4 sk e AozA 29 WED & QE MBS BAF gdeluojor g,
(29) Ib 4., p.19.
(30) He npel, Fundamentals of Concept Formation, p.17.

(31) I 4., pp. 17-18.
(32) Hempel, Philosophy of Natural Science, pp.87-88.
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FEF B oA HERE ¢ e 2R OREE A, WS BB MES S T REA
iy ¥iEE (extri-logical vocabulary) =& FEUify FIZE (descriptive terms) 2 1}iro] 2 £ o]
oh. ZEd FORE AEE FES @ AFE dde AL ddA B 2 vgld 2
g o] JIFEE AT HENSRE BRET & e AL #HHste s = & 9 &
AHA AEES A% 4 e F SEd EHENL Add Jitd 99 F 9E BRHE mA
o= HEET AE T ;J\‘Jr A EHER Adel FRED FEEL M & e A
ol 2} f5#sts Fgﬁﬁﬂ_ F ' Als e BEE %ﬁ%ﬁﬁ;n(observatlon term) 2z @
T 9

FHEe] gle Al o Fa gt A2 —#M R B FAIE #HEsr ol EE A
RE BB Aol $e7 & o & Feth, 5L #E 2 2Ee KR REES
7HR By RS M B sl @ e 54U AT HAm BRE 1m
AAk HE 2lo]t o2 MARES oFF MM AT, KEMSZE HHEM Add o
ZAElojof v . zeobgt REREIE S ey BET S99 BEM] BEREY 949 +
o AZE Este] B HFTHEL BB AES AT A =5 Ao ¥

ol AL whx JHFES M AA A4 A EFET o] 8 KHie] whe} BEH ook B A<
7te Zelte. B EEET BEAE = HBHE (experimental terms)o]o] ok Fr}. ol® %
FFEART RNV E = BB R MY BEE 1A glofok k. o83
gl BEMEL ofde Slest? 2 BEME B Sl 2a S FBEAAND Fet E
#E SOt EASHE EE AL AT HRWoE RMEWES Bt 2 £ itz d=
dl gleh O RS o Ezkd A B S @t AolnE HES BB Aol
7l g BGBEE R WMEEE BRY OBEWE AY £ 9A 2 Aot ez g
B BRES e R = MAERE Jla o ERE R Aol 3 FHelx,
218 HEE FEel FET Aol
(3) wmEREIE BIFY T
e E Ve ol E A Yo "t ke A7 SHHoE F3 st A9

Brkel #lgXs(narrow empiricismyo]w, EEET RS T HE& REE Ao
e X:3% (operationism)o] o}, ¥{EX 7L 7R Sl RO A 2E BERE 9
BlE 2 EA LS lEiete] S RS HER(testing) HiKE FePAoEA AEHKAZ 5
Arke Ao wh odrlA vew Ao &4 HfER 3% (operational definitions) sl vk

dq

S
f
°
v

Ox

%E rlo
A

(33) Ibid., p. 1.
(34) Rudner, w. cit., p.21.
(35) Hempel, Philosophy of Natural Science, p.88.



BIEE) EHBE A ST o E FEL BE EAY EHT < BES AV e
AT HiZ =v HWEN EHRS AEiLE: FA 2 BEIE 5919 3}01 of ﬂf‘}—l— e 47
olth, L HEE BFWOE EHRY T UT MA&S BEMoz golmsd F gy BAe
2tz Ao o

olbzt 2 BIEEF HEL PEEEY A HEMN 2oz JFERY HRES (GEAAS
Aotz st LEES RLeRERY] WEHEA R Aozl BES vdde AL vt &
A obe etk e BB EEREY S WT FA A4St gl BfFXEe BE
Mo BoRE ¥ EH Mm-S A se Al dx MAanRst BRSNS A
2k HEG S BiRste Aol dde ¥ e Lopghn, ¢

@) i NFEL B AR

BIEN EFE FIRIT AREL AY B e de=d, g #Masd HAERM
RS fiaddha dte Aqldl o 8A Hm ofd shel Mol B oA HfER E
#Z7b - W 2 AR BT AED HEE BASe AlA, A—#&s 37k AR
o2 FEFista YE ol 2 £ Yok o

it Rt 25l el E3] fifste A SN MED TEE1Y 45F flE S
2ap, (4ol $a BENERT P A de £45A Bi-’?*ﬂ SIEE ER
et % FE Y3 AACA EHTE A WeR Wiy ? g Bde | #Ede
Ffeld ety 3 F5 glon “REES o Alake S 2RSS dEte
Fige 2 Y8 st kel ety & 4 Qe BIEN @ o3k o B& EHRT
#olste ahiel MRS wFels QE Aol oldel Enl, 2, 9 FE3E FHdw
e Ao ol BA ™ ki, BB KHSS W dAES w3y e #E
Bapol (gAU A o] IREE 5 drel @l e o2 BER A#eio A2 WMae ¥
Agts A7ty Bobe HEREse R iR &R weh 2o fA
a9z Al Wkl o S 1RERAkEEe] BIEs el Yrle Aeldtn He
Aol &+ A g, 8

REET RE 9ol BfETHE REAIE Aol oidele F& HR BRI K=
= oE #EEEe] gloh. Bl Teli-gl HhiRpe] BHERIY AURol st 24 & #HRete e #
e H E(technical terms)i= 2 EHE 5B A BEHE (observation terms) 2 a2
gkl = A4S g s wa2slde HEel 9= H2E RAksth o H Y HRE
A3 A5] @ PIAIES (dispositional concepts 3= dispositional terms)® @ HEiHM &

A

‘“J

LokA] =

i

[

™

ﬂ;z

(36) 3 1., p. 91
37) Ibid., p.94.
(38) I 4., p.95.



(theoretical :oncepts == theoretical terms) o]}, 39

A5 HE &S oW HWRRel Rz e BtEel —#d Hmste AAee Aol b
g ojw Abzls] R EHMeoh et & o MR ERDY ol 3t e 2 Akl 7= A
T R e BRstE AolAl, =z Abste]l AR ofd MRILTlA MEIEES TE
& BRE 2 & BhRIA o MEERETES 283 Rl RED ¢ AxRTHE
WEHM 1) AEE WEA 3 FE olw A primitives) & Zol WA E o7 o174
AR A HE TR #HHE ol ol el EEAET A oty A
Qe Hojch ofspo] THEFMES I W3l FEE REINE oAz o7 B
g Aol #E E T FER @A A% ARz, o8y 2eld E\e] REE How
SR BES 5 A st FE RMY #E EE i BE0F 4% Beoldh oL &
w3 e A BRE EEge HAESXE AE GZE o] ok A =v BAMERS
e A Bo of, o] AL AITHIZK (reduction procedure)glm 2 E el

PESe = o EEE Mo Rnl of £ 9% Felth o]AL A9 Bk BfdE
el G oz Bkl Sl ® T
a2 BH O g s veb g 2 BEEE ohA BEART #e4 (reference) %
ARAAY vp: AR 2A BRHEFE 29 4 drte Aelx, o ddeme Bt &
18 BZAH Rl =gol Aot Aol Bl FEke BEMES MR AFEE o B BoH
oz w prrd MEEA HE AT v BiRelA 2d®et ohe F oo M o
B HHY BRAAE 29 F o AlfEtke] deriz o3y £3Esd dolvh BHES

FEE 5 BEHED Ao 93 &Y kS ek Ao e, o3 d =]
=ubel Al i g W stolrbe Ao M!ﬂ ok e BRERY Bd 25 ofHg A
o] AL MHY A EE AW AFEE Y. Bkl HiEe THEd 5 gl A entity)
b AR : o E Y ¢ e 57 =y DRz veid ¢ fle 5% ERske A
Qe B[ ol alel Al T"Iﬁ?%o} Aolch o] ¥ & gy HiEFolw FHEESC MM =
= omipyel 4y Bol vk i S-atd] wbEel W A, HD BEIRMY KEEXGE (theoretical construct) 7}
olzh, ol 5 B AFES deldl: i BEE T T HEES el of v A
olt}, thut r-FA oz B(interpreDd F & Eolth

ahebA] A Ao BAES 7 BBy B AT vhed o] B ﬁ‘— A5 Aol
o, B ofw el A AME-E = HERAY BEECl oot MEH = EHRESRE X
BAE GBI E AAsts ARMGES B8 HAdG2 & 5 Jdon], EHERAA
WERY RS B A BN HES KRY BE dAdgxz & & Aeh oqrld BEw

0

(openness of meaning)o] & F= Ao #d FA

Ol

(39) Tﬂ‘ﬁ}’f ﬁ?ﬂri@'}] A 3= Hempel, Fundamentals, op. cit., pp.24-36 2 Rudner, op. cit., p.21 2R,



Bt B aES TEge] gl Aotk WA Fedtm K] %35 28 Hiad 9l
oAM=, RN HAT BHRT ¢t dov, 2¥8dx A ok AL wEm o AL
sfoF 5.27] 3 Aol FAAE BIFES KL ¢l

(6) Hamey AESL O BT

el Bat ERBRS frste Aolzte Bhel AAAE AR A oJziw BWAS v}
ot z3d Aol whebA = el HERiRe ABMEE H, BESx 3o BHd

= Sk of Eamel HHE A —EY HES FHEES AT 3 0T o EH

Rl At F#EHA HGevh 3 ohE ZE RBESNY FHE, B BBy A ZE (deseriptive
terms)E & JREol o £EK THE @l BALD. FA 2 HRe —EHY AR
= EARIFRE M Yer 2 EiRY dE ZE FULEHS o3 AB HEMW
B Bild pRA G @

a4 BRMAI ERG Bigel e, 2 BRe FAHD Ok Fad
M FIFEE BEfFS BERLIATS HIZE (pretheoretical terms)ell o] 8l A A 3] fRREs of of
@oh & BB W B mie) BMEd HEE KEY oW gl dsd A58
F gz B S Fohel T Aol MR Aelvh v @# KR Bl
wmd aHN B —EY RN AoH HER ERT HEM Aolde As #3
dud £ RS T3 EEUl AT BN BeE, REBR —BEEA L #EL B
B A7 = ek whebA AR EERM HES 4 Hd doAe £E0N 2 HED
Q) e AL FE MRMAZ JAFE Ho)th

olgA Zuiv MEpryel BEERS AR 3, HENoE HEE MR olE H

o 3Rl HShel AT R BT e ffes TA"dm 44 5+ Y
o] Bhe A Ml Bt el ﬁrd}c’% g W T v A hFeld ez myvg, #

wiRT A R RS el Y ¢ o BRoE vd. 2dx 2 #ERA
b R B WETED BRe Sie Mol mgeA "

WAL 5o Eae) BAH HIE IS RAAY ns QA" 2AL Fxd= ook
B ) B O ERAE AHEE $ e RN MBS ATsd o
Bhiol A = AL REMCl 2 = B A ol MR BEE o Aoy —Ed Kl
R E r P2 Y AL obde WEE wE Aol 8" £ 9lx, o] B4 g
AlEt » 9le FEBES) BAfKH: (openness of meaning)e] e FAl S oA =)

() #, &% (composition rule)

(40) PEH% YAES MR A8 d = Hempel, Fundamentals, op. cit., pp.33-35 2 Hempel, Philasophy
of 1'atural Science, op. cit., pp.98-100 M.



HinllRel A2 HMAS AT + dv Hikds FrARs doz s shve B
FEE A = Aol & i FEET B9 wHd MASS #AstE A 8
goh. 2w #&elv Mg Eidlt BMiEsg(simple definitions) s} #i#7 # (complex
definitions)7 - 9le}. BgEHE e Otz ga)zia d& 4oz v HEs 3E

vt BHZ REAA & ZAolth HaTHe oY MEY HEs T ddA
dele] BLGERT HAMRAA $& Aot ZHER HAERE 4% L ABEAE
BMERY AN fSEREY HRXES (empirical components) & FEAAA T MBI
(composition rule)& = Fataz g}, “b

BRI BB S A FEEM GAERS Y T BRE BBE 922
B g kel ololA BEY s oo oedte] BoE Brlde wed MMERE
AL BRIz Tt BEE AY & ok ol dERkY N4 A Eel HEe 7
s e L dhE Add 2R L Hoz A Sed R MRS Rste e AAY
BolE AE AL FH oY MEHSS MY Fx gle Bol At w o

& ML (&R concept explication)e] 2l &ho] $lollA] E#dt v} 9ot

MRES 1hEs SR Bael olde WRER MAer olFodAch MK ¥
WS HA- 17 Ol RR, HAaEx v Bk NAde iR 2E 9 5 e A
olef. ELErFl foll glolA E3F 2ol MEEE, D HAE Q@ ¥ =t 2 ML BRI
el B 2 @ fhES-o] ol

MRSl TG BEMS offd glert? F] [RE EHe FEMSZ HEoldztx
ShiEdl, o} mpEbsbRE ofd MRS szl oale EEmel b meiv Est ek
THA 2 HESE i Haerel BEEe] ke o Fol ofe) FEE = gl A MREE B

Srell w)2-of mobA, HEIS A% gz 28A G2 A= ik Ah@RHR FEaitd g
oAl B35 B AR Bihel wal R BiEsle FoF Ao, RhEBkEiel glelAe]
i e LHTel FaE A 89 B omiE o Lo BEY BRERES MEES WSt
of FiHAI7II. 2N o] FolAE Fx dgleh H?i.%'f‘l’a EEEe] HkE b ek T
R RS HE TH—ae® B0 AL THid 5 e Zoleh

RS DGR A7 & shA e, o fiRC] [RAE flis A& obvrh o o] 3 HiERE
S z2abel 4ot FiE Fodle SR BREEHRS A el dle K, ot X
BHEE Yol wheb 2 Ao AeE 7 T BEREE e Ue Aol BEES NE
Bt v M EE B HAMAEE Mk iaEs o MR RERN ESRMe BRI
(corresponder ce) & fElfyo & whr oz FEH 5 gl Aodh. s, LEMEA

m} rlr

(41) 1%5!6&01] 3} i Teune, op. cit., pp. 3-6 ZR.
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Barstal o SR ERES LEMRE g0 HEAAA HEEaT T FE 8L

oW A4S FEOE Mkl ool lA Al 9leh.  subis ojd Aol fEitel e
EEAe Bl wEs BEe] gk she AL JFezdhdd IHE T s v =
o} o)A e RIEHETNS 1% fito] ¥ 4 givh. m oW Mol BEHEHL TEOF A=
ko] whel FolE F gl olwle] HMEL FUmRY WM, ML, BTk

22 el A Tl BiLol 9l 2 BHEERERS —iEA 9 ﬁ:"f APfE T ko],
d7)o) = FrbAsb vk HAE RS Eel » Tl Mgy Bkl . 1Y

(1) RV 58S 2 (empirical precision)

BHESHE » = MBS WEN Rkl sl = M et 9l By dEEr <ebd

EREROL she Ao zA 3 ookl dekmiold $u EHE [ 4 E 2iA 41
st 3le BEE wsie Aot ol e s Eel wEE HEE A & o kL

WecakE b A (observadle)y = Q17 s olof  dhebe Eigel dlebx spgledl 4 BREAET

Holsh, 7 4Rl (inter-subjectivity)o] glel ok =3 i) WEHE Aol ol (ko] f2fgol <)
sl AART. —fE, BE EAS SR EEk] £05E Brhr 2% $x get B

Sy EE e AHREBFl 9% ¢ dehe BE ks delok gk &
Eohm o A ub=A] BHRY @ =& Fuivl, HEGRAY Bl B8 RFels i
B sE Mol e Ao) glorn® o] FS BY Aok stE & PHEEES] Sl wE
glek 5zl eh o] Bhe HEACl BREY EEfEe] @bl ol B whiel ohAl HREFAh
(2) IBigny EE M (theoretical importance)
Gustav Bergman® el Feto] thgah o] wehz glel.

AN

w’N
=y
[
i
For
(R4
25
=
£

WL
(o4
o
v

sl HAS HBE R glod o @fntel BEBE s itk e fEe
AZ FEdgd AR ol oA kel walAg REShE o uE wA F
o bt el e A el (e s (v 2R ERle] QU el
2ol7l galA v el el Bt ol v (significant), #

s b oldz 2 Aolvh E— skl o] st BEolste Hantet st o
= pAlE S A B A B s 2 glee 2] A Se] RajA =
& a4 HHol g 2HER E 2ed £Bolre A o Mas E
Stk o E5%0F ok FIEEE, @5 gl Rl AT A = ke 2

(42) s FES Hi#gd AT H%EE Teune, op. cit., pp. 45 % Hempel, Fundamentals, op. cit.,
pp- < 3-49 2.
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A FHEE W A @i B BHEE #aage B A0 229 oy
s ook AU fld MRl e g EHEIL Ut MEo 2 FE g Aolg W

felA & #MEe BRete AL #ES E, BRY FERS 97E Ao
ol A AR 8k el Aol vk Miae]l MRy BEMES AYxel, ol Ao —ikk
Ai= Eamel be WRBRZ W= BES 93 FEE 803 5 golol SAg BHhAE)

Sulvt TEF 8 Rjolvhol = e glrt.

BeS Ry EEEL ol ehRel 1 Bl (predictive power)o] =& gl:wl BllFjo ®
AEAE A 4 oleh @ Bille B =% EREM:(strength or accuracy of prediction),
@ Bl — #%bk(generality of prediction) ¥ @ o= #gzel B ts relationship to
other theorie )%l o] 2| & AR = o o] FRT 4 e Ao okt 3uE o &
Fate | ot Ae HAAA Ak HE MR (trade offs)e] gloh. wEld ok AL BF
A7t W2 #lEdl 2ol ¢ gl gk

A B HES BiGel =k el 2 Ay RS 2o HEIG. BREE
T FHR e e ERWEA AT BREINY EMNE FA% T, &4 BEinEmd BE
e FRel ol ME —MiES HRGT. i HEREMY BTl dolAE o A&l
UiFel o E BARe G E T Gk o BEBiES o @RI 23 5 gl

3 Bge BEtL EBE SEER RFR

Mool BREwy BEEYT RSt oftl & Aozt & £ 9oy aAwe® FiHa AL
otk AL H3 = ’3°1°F e BRERHEEEEL #Ahc] & FURESIH SR, MM B
th, 53 —hdbel v F& Hilishs Akl sl tehdh b ke, o} Yo By

LLEol Al 2 obg vhel o] BHERN) ME&E fRERM ELANY BEMES ko] Av: gloje}
Hed, A2 HnkRel 8RN Bl Eoly] f3td M&e KB A4 AAE BiE
stodol He 4 gl whebAl Rk FTRE wheb el R Wi oA, BAFRS
HRRE 1478 Aol

. #=2 'B%

m:o\E ﬁgl Eiﬁ
FEAT oelsbA] A wiz}t S8 & oo D BERe B Q@ ©RY BE O H

7&»;_l;ergman op. cit., p.50. °] FF o LY BEalelste ¢ % 227 Eos B
#E4 (ex ra-logical concepts)® & A ]_:_ KEHE £ 98te £%=E #5S Ha= A
o] optr-




RO KL @ BRI BIEY RS dYAS e ¢ ded, SUs wx Bt

BYes Bipsta A BHS EeE By Bl ol gase Ereha, HERMA

Fefel 3-8kl kol B b, BERECIY MIES) Mol wE 4ol BEas ‘:}-?*3;;1‘:}- “h
2. BRI B

HR(oojects) & HY Mol Zevh 7 HRAMWE Froz vy & g D

ol= [RS 7F glob. zelste] $ele HREES AHES EHE Exddr] wog=
& Bt A e Aol bkl whel HRS  BwEe] Jkoh. Bl olw BrEE
Py oo bt 7HR HEMRe]l BRIEV ST v BERMAIVL S =E Hsto =4 B i
EFE 7 oleh o] Hhel Ietelw WHRMES MEE WA oA @ote mA o

Btk (poperty) & MRl shA s Sle 4hMolth SEE B4y 2 HBS A4 Ba
BT 9 = o AR BAE A2 o383 Hipel —goude] Bikat o) T
o Zta Wb BER glvh mels IR Botel lol M E BiMkel zhel miwre o
o #t B gl ol @ Bt #ESelE o2 sx] K] 9le 4 ol:d] i

EACERMEY B Rl wel Egstd % gdd dodE ol dt B
25 o] srol wych o

3. &S| AEN mE B BEa
)AL BEE dAAAAY MEANE SRS i =R M 2R g Zeld,
171 FUERRY MEE, REORY A, BUGREY MBS B MH HEAo) glm, <iuld o of
Aol Aol BERHERCl dlolAE Edol WA o} shte] BRS AT u #HEdg g
oA Wew S HEEA HI el dE AR 44% & g @@

FUEEH) Hi& (cnumerative concept)elel olwl o] = RE (T4 71 5 9l & 3}
ol By Belvh. & vt @ESA Y &Y ¢ 9 He RN Fisl
2 Bt v FESSE RAeldh FIRMe BHS RildonR EmERe 5o AE
FHe ol & BARGample) o] = ffESte 27} slotd 4 o olw mMpz miEmy
A FAL HiEMQ S Az ded, AHAlE Aol oW Hagpe m= ARRE T ol A

ol5r

39,
P

B

U

RIS
oz}

g

63

sRA e : FEAYE Holx, FAE B Ghero valu) L A7 ow JBEE Fimy 5
ol @ < grhs Aot fIF B AR Molv) EEES FFoA T Qi He| o

REETHD Bk (associative concept) & ol o] Pd AET EH TS 24 5= s}
el Bk sol vk & Be A F gk Binle] dhEx o o pEy At
44) LT #EEE 59 HK#EL Teune, op. cit., pp.9-11¢ fEiF{# Hste of.

(45) Russ:l R. Ackoff, The Design of Social Research (Chicago: The University of Shicago Press,
1953 , pp. 59-64.

(46) Dubin, op. ciz., pp.50-63 2. Dubin® o] g =oa o TH{Fjels 4 23 9ed, &
ol 15 —EHS 99 Brs oz vhe] FRsad.



FERAS) KT
e},

oF &, A-

o, wleha

Fry ol

Az X0l

Elked A

Bell §led

Higrael Foleolr] "W Eo] 47 Ae =
152 BEE

Y54 (cbject concepts) & = ¥52]
=2 4+ 9.

4. HERHE

: %krelatlorwal concept) 2

. »(statistial concepts) &

3. L e

CriEHAl E

97147

ol e 44 S 93 AR G AR b+ dve Aol Mak
29 Q EAold 2Rl o e AET RS KA Tl A

—iER e Kl
oleg Rifh7t Barsl= A=
AR olel & Shvte EthEe MOHIRE
ek Adz FAe g Hit FE g
mwombskel B e oA Z AR Bk
S FIBH HEEel Y A4 Bhed Y 9 AldEk A
frt gl el A it g ARl B3 BERHER
ok oleh, ek e pEEERE B
Blated 271w Eol ot

A ek el o

—t= 7

KL ol

(&2

==
T2

9
=

=33
e A
A AU FIE
AL =
s} ol ehi

. Il

SH 1o,
[eI =

.
a2l
AR

7}'&3 M jel e

T

‘\

o128 A

Erjﬁ'ﬂ T?‘ff F(

A

P el
2},

Exis
wet

s{reify)sle] epA ofrie]

HGEel et Hglh:arAiiel
Aoz Aol a,

19 4.4 (summative unit) o] 2},
g7 3]
Fostria

ws o] A9 JHENS
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[FEBERY %ﬁﬁﬂ A3 BREE LSl B (typology), HiliZ (typological schema®,
& (concey tual schema}, ff&iRl (conceptual model), 43488 7 (classification system’, &
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Awto]l ol Feolvh. = 3hvbe T FE (definitional schemata)glw 22 <= ¢

& shvhe 3Ty & (analytical conceptual schemata) etz B8 4 9l= Ao}, —alx
B oAZlA T o] F bR HEEE A4 2o, ol#ld F O ffiste ¥ £ 9= 4
¥t R (clas sificational schemata)zt= 21 M (typology)el Febe] o+ IHel 4 wa ys
3 2zl

(1) ##% §(definitional schemata)
EFEEST SR BLAKRMS R, Holx shvbel HH(statement) & f&dk gli )
(48) David ﬁverson and Joann Poparad Paine, An Intreduction to Systematic Political Science
(Home vood, Ill.: The Dorsey Press, 1973), pp.31-33.

(49) THEEEZ sy #BIKe) 2T LT fhtel a4l Rudner, op. cit., pp.28-40 2 Hempel, Funda-
mental , op. cit., pp.50-78 224,
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(50) filicRs ¢ (MERBE TBCREE) 108 19 (1972), pp. 236-246.
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