B TR
EEYE, BOER U HRBN HEH

1. PTEER SR ARNE ik 3. RBTREXH
2. fiREXHE 4. MRBY 7R

....................................................................................................

mtERtEe JidEael A AR sk TR v F e ok E A o] {TBIET BEXR
(Positivism} o} &%Eiﬁ(fimplrwlsm); ety AR A R RS e =8 §

508R4E 7 R slel gieh. el TEES X8 HEFAZ & o9E e 2 #
Aol Fee] QAT AR TOEN o] Jof o]z e THEEE RS AT o8 RmFEH &
el g ek, o Bk BfifTAEEIE (Post Behavioralism) 2hiz <] 7pe] ##IAS 2, HWH TR A%
KafEzA BEERE FoAE T3, Wl BGMd o3 Bt IRs71e d+

o2l gt ki) MBS —Hs] 8 4 B =E wr dogE, zHWEAE
T et Ae st QA g pkeREsr QRRIES JikE Aol AEtx, o)A k&
BHE Jika 1 KGR0l 5 Sl (TRBEESE ool A& #HY FE o 2oz Feh

ol F& %o Tl TRt @RE WTER I AN & 5o) RS oA BEA =3}
oo Age Ao ch mEENA AYA MEA TET A FES dhfoz vEH

1. MEAPHELN BRNBRE

Bee =0 Jre KEREHE (empirical science) 3} 3Eﬁ%f4g§é@onempirical science) o 2.
oo BBREe st 43 e HRAA dgeE d8tx dE FER HA)
sz Agah] o &sd dd. oeh RREEAA JeAs :‘Eﬂ(statements)_g HL R o
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oal AR Aol D2 YSselol Bk wHAAGE  F8k(experimentation), BRAY
0% (sy itematic observation), [Ei#to] v} FH# (interviews or surveys), .[BRE[) £ BYIKHY
7% (ps chological or clinical testing) 3 H¥H, #iw, Mg, EHBY &H 59 AR F
o] otk o2l g FEERFHES] R A E BERY A5l flol®: Bz shed GEEc v
ORI e SRR T,

SRR B AN F b [ARHEO n SR Shbob iAol o jKel FHES
FUAr B 2 AA wEstel AFAA HEAD AW fde dm A we
ohith 3] $27) oldleln ARk AT E WEE, LR, 5B Fo| E¥H =,
RLEFHE of & L@, ER®. ABE, figs, (¥ historiography) ¥ 2 #H 5 &
of iAok g LEERL oy #HE fiEd, © ojd =&t g Firx 8
= oeba, of el AAdmE o

A Be 2oz oy FddA HARES THEe. EH (subject matter)ol A,
S5l 4 , Figkol A, 2w fHR (presupposition) o] ] F sl ek, zel} Jakik Aol 9o
Avk Fox BHERy R Al #HEE HBRS 2 2 A o5& et BREE o
Fol o H&H ¢ Sy FEHE Ade Aok gk 131“1 “BhE"s “BHERYTol e &
el gkl A o} 4 Fo) glo] solxm glvh. AR £l FRHEC] EH

2% Sl Folsh A E FFeE vhe BN AR dodE A
s ZRE oAAWA k] KER RS FEO) o] FAARS mHG §l7] wWEe] AHE
ol EA el Aols ol [HE HmT Ak AAR gerhe Aol

ofefoll - BLERS] MEM: I FLWES £ o Foldhd.

i, T PR PIEEERAI A Y-8 Aol vb bl FIARFHES FEel RS BGiew o
ar, rlfl:‘ﬁ'””"‘ﬁ“:j ARlel v 259 $7IAGY 478 (intentional behavior) & o} Ao g 3tk ule
bt HEE s 448 BAld wet AR L5845 AEehe AS v ok gt o
gal YA w7l SmolY (Moon, 1974, 5-6). e o FEE A4LTY EFe]
e e 28 FA Tobe 9 dekm A4 o uFe el olde) stel ik
e wd 2 kel BEAe uE Wy Qo4 2 Adel = PE

2
8y
S

|

2

il

wag f-o)A "Aob zE v s FiER oAbaF olglel JEEFEM (non-linguistic) £} A}

E7 s e Am golof a8 o] A& dEl REN FREE(symbolic logichel o -7t £

T}

®
e
8
2
&
it

ple

S, & RS ¥pl(prediction) s}  EEEE (communication)o] el F FHwel A Aol
7} b, BSREBHEA A BBl AR o el HAE o 2R E bt dldd e
HHEo g gith. whalel t@RtEd Ao FEAL THlR o Ak Abg
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Eo] woh £ ¥FE T oo AL 99 HAY BAA ov] APz F3
of & Z& }9fF(expectation)} ol = Ado] BRI %%3}41: E5e dAME gdde
Aot (Moch, 1974, 27).

A=, 5 FrBe whAl(laws) 3 {§7 (conventions)o] ek He] 2 Aol 7k det. 4714
Al HEV #fEd o2 BHleE —abe] £4& Aok et dA T Bile] e A
ozt AL F FRY Ded B Bk Eastch 24 o4 Al Y AWE
LA H:i 2 AL HERBAAE BT AP e ookl & #et. zEl Y A&y
BH) Azks Y5 & FASA Fols AL obth —mmho R EEE ERIY AA A7
A olzAle EetAut BB 7 fEkEe & EEK = S RS Ao T B
o —gEe dAA BE A oldlE RS 27 ol Aol glelof ke HolA
o} PRAIEAY R (nomological explanation)ol A 2 A7k whglvteE A& dobE T2
7} ek (Mo m, 1974, 28-29).

yla, § F-282 Hi(theories) s} R FE (constitutive meamngs} g o]l E A Y
olth, HEHL HREHBO) BEE A KERS BN H—¥: (deductive unification of experience)
< AAH 3 el e HBRMH Biete AL RN BiHeldz ¥ £ deA
Eelw [ARF B MEHAY KB HIEM e wid FA Hshe @A s W
A BHERE o ety wotE BHRS WH(explication) @ & gl FE 23d. 2
A ItEE B EEGRS B Hiel st wohe 8K ERd gt £3) 2@ o
ks it@R B HEEELS ofd A FAE oy z Feo FHH e A&
Al e = 8ty o Fol} (Moon, 1974, 29).

of whol ¥ FEES Aol & ¥} F ¥ ES HL T A Ao zEH TIeA i
Arejo] FRe FolE m]Fo]l B F gl HAolrd drAE F¥ AwE AUt
g A 2w AL i@t A F7ete vhvl B (universaDl A3t At
Wz ohRE YR T3 WEelth. BB E 9EE A AMY fIRE 9F2
A=, ol7 & 27 &8 dv e LiGkKttoRyy Adel ¥ AE . 2
B hgudelx o BEIY (regularities) & FEohe AL AW FARKMH A= 2
2ok EAo] ojx RBHgEo)} Szro] fHEBH FHY ZTAE HEENHRA Fx= ded, BA
BHEol Ao B EIRST LB E desty B Aolohd, MERSAAS HEiEFE
2agz K49 Aol k@Rt A #4Agle (disinterested) 7wk oA = §l=
EEs0E (valu ation)o] @79 BE A& AFAEedn ¢ 4 dg (Myrdal, 1972, 161-
162).

FreRtEs ARFHES o)st o] —HHA A fAbdel deRel Br zHd BE
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HRel w2t A O] v AL ohdth A Az FFol w=A oW G E S
Az e AA e 4= gk A=A gokds A& FHY #HAES Hod Roldh
F oAt AA St LERL FlE REle HEM JES AJste A " &
3 BEWERAA dFE £AE o AN EHE 23 Aold. BEEY ¢
M= fUEgATel v HHEle A W Hed MRS Rl LB e HARER M
kol ot

BARRAA RS BERY HEHE) itadley Fgad +4d
Auk o BES flz AHde] ohdsteE LiES #A H9ee BE, 458 HARERY fld
AE - KEE FohE 4 gk & HAREAA EHERM HBFe] FHHEY A$7 Adde
Zolct. Leavitte} Shapleyz} ?&*%3& gRlel Bt A (Cepheid)of] g Aol gledl 2ol ¥
g7 F71A AAE =k A HRY F A1RP)e] A9 AFE bES ade Aoz
27/(VM)E KES wH dcn 4 FHo2 M=—(a+b-logP)z gAdd. =+
FAFE = de °] RS A7 Az HHT 5 flodA o EAlE HEe
E AS T =2k gleh o)AYE ARBEAA HAASY FA3 o) AdA wholstz
2% T s Aoz, w}a}/ﬁ & 9o Bl oA g BENe EwE ¢ due T
L A ¢ HogE AL dolop g (Hempel, 1966, 22).

FFEEE i1y fEA E % (methodological individualism)x= & FHE8o] BRE ofnslA wl=l
FHEel k. BE LEBRS @Al Ad v AFA A F9del A= RIS Bl 9
d A A AYEofok dhebe Aol of lAeleh & FAAS A 4L 29
F718 18, ez A A, £HN, LB Y BESY ERE A4 2 E Ao
ook &} webA o HikERRY A EFe B2 54 #ES BRIl @Y LHEE,
e, B HEEB Sl HA oz AU F gl A AAZ A o] Y
A (redu ibility) & vh&-3 &, LB HEY AAE FHstE AorE @ BAFdAE
EE L BERY BIRC TRACE EPH = AMBM A4S A Aolgtz nm glrh
(Hempe , 1966, 106-110). Zgetd d d35 Ay ARl 23 HAFES K #
H4y -8 Fo2 392 5 A5 BA7T? A pheREs ARBEY BHRE K
Hiyoz obFa zolst glokw 2A7? sl Hg o 44 s A A gz 44
et s gk g A R

oAsE A= ihEBES] WS TRERD e A AdA AREIESS A 9
AAE -z8A € Aol A R A7 990 Z4d Aolvke frREEHE #
g oo F o H el oA E WA AR

ri

y
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2. TREEXHE

Bl deddel e 73 4Fe Az AdT v o Ay ERKEe ¥
Aol oizlel <xefA Hoeh. vt BHEEGS HEN EREA Ji%%ﬁ/] TR Bl
dAE 2A 1L A 20407 Fub o) §e delgivh. 1920 Hell FiEE AN. Whitchead
} Science anl Modern World% %743 o &) = Fige} #higmol @& 37 Fds 2o
o, 1950w 9 -1 60 ol ol =zl ALA GBS J19e whAs o9 Wi LB 72
= obAe A ig shebebdd (paradigm)e] WEZ A ZE BIEFIE GHS e QoA
19lch, BL ] HHER BREPR A% 53 A2 Axa, olBv {THIEHR Hidol

l/_l_ll-E-] ©l Aol

B Ldltlonallsm)ﬂ’] PHEfEn e 1920 v 7hA) A A 5
Rk AV @Edel Fol7 g EgBR e d s AFAdez A EHE

Me Jwes ok RYSE Ve HEk@AE FAE QFUHY 289 Fe AAen 3

N

]

TrllE Aul A gl el

rir

ek zeiv o] A 1S L wElvh weke BEW 7 SuEdas Adsh 1 Ao
Fek F o] yAel FAsE Himd PHEAY Higol vl v shvbel BEH 1EY A5
grgich zEl + @ F H gl EHRd Aedde EEh

1920 o 7} BB = o] IS 1T k3 (behavioralism)ol A] FHE EFY 5 A A
kot TEEE & WY AUk o) vk HiEM fTRE Tz (Positivist Behavioralism) 9l of. Bk
o)l A9s 4z &9 Stuart Rices} Harold Gosnelle] % o 2at= HEEER 2
o] &I Er o EL KBl FHEM 9% A EAt. HETES el s =4
elr] Al x-skgd o] 2 iTEgEe o F AlEE A= 2helgich. PUF. Lazarsfelde) g
o A qrAl el o] WY frmEage chul $Rete A S walete 54 S =5y 9l
(Lazarsfeld, 955, 1-4). itEMY A ol Foldgld HMS Aeksls BURBEEL IR Es:
) 2o zl-f A4AFYd zEer & stel dhvhs S ) 5 As
T B8, T BRBREREET A S-dd el oyl AEd IREEm
HBEHBREEE A At & ¢ gdvh A2k AlA Al Evhn A w24 mIss
ZabEob A7) ARE o & 4 9ok A9 538 M. Haass} T.L. Becker= ohg sl
7to] zg ot T dla 9o} (Hass and Becker, 1970, 484).

FrEEX 3R fI2Me] eyl A AE HIRE Aol Wik 1THEE 3% (Theoretical Behavior-
alism)ebz -L&ch, HFIHE S8l TREER] Rtz gy #oe FEAM Aol
= Aolr}. Gabriel Almond, Robert Dahl, David Easton, Karl Deutsch @ Harold Lasswell
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L AR

1 METREX3:|S| B &

T HitE B Eue #Eistel e FAGA olE ASdte o A74e Heod
AT AdIA S AL o] BT E ATl E ook wgAe) HHN HmE  REE

Baw, THUAlE B 5 T AF ARE T B Bk ZEIHE A

£ mbeel Fgloh GHHEH BIEE BREZY 4% Sooz o de s on sk

#4471 (a zgregate statistical analysis)o] v} 5% (causal modeling)-& o] w] o= x5

ek, ZHY o] AL E STreld JEEEEN S¥feld A9 HimAY slvbe]l wul kg

H AE FEIed FEE velR AuAA BEH-SEe] HEe Ha 2ge ok g

2L £ FREER FR WEs A9e Fx 9o (Heaas and Becker, 1970, 485).
yi o) JERERY

ELlEHio] T T

AT am ity ' i

B Bk 2RBGI o8 s O]-;?%E iTHaEe] sl el E B AR
T HENFE Felde FAAE Bgel A AT HigREel w&dted AdYga = ofdd
ol w-Ep bR sl wlgol Bl cdubAQl Erlel A 2 1960u el = iR Aol
vebdel oA BRE 2] Hokd A a2 whEsled SRRl oAbkl s H
Pxsl o Bojxix] G o] Enl JHHbE(parochialism) & o] eluyA =, =A 1
< W HAFEES TREEEE G A ik S =3E & 5 e A eigze =
A H fhol v B FEES Aol B o @Al H%s TR AR Gel A HBigRe)
FEhE

o} 7)ol BEEAEON A BHERMES HEWES moh weola HEMAA KEEAA BBRS
SuEls #3l T HEae] £ik ki (multimethodologism)o] 2t o] 20 2 1960
ko] Q ojyts Aotk Zwbslrle #HAL fTREEIFI BRIl JlostA XAw 558
FHe AVE HaE = Az BEe Hils B4 EAd A o] Hel B

hal

bt
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[+3

TlA st BEol&t 5 =48 Al mlololA 1970ddel EolAwiA  friEIs
kel 23 @A o8 viEe] T RMTELIZ Post Behavioralism)e] gl Aol =hels)
Heho ohi] 2y st B F F4E 2E AV vve = 79 3§ A7

3
e o F ZoodA gts ¥ Aoelv} (Haas and Becker, 1970, 485).

oA B

W ooy PIKHERE HERE) TR

emamm KBS TRHRE N

| |

W3 B OB % WEEEe 4%

AF7HA 47k 5l vt WRdR A7 Huse K0 HEel e akse
BE= o8 Aot F od dddAes BHE &34 BES A H#E(nper logic)
2 A IR Eyvd mEsts, = oodd A A s BRelA BRI (regularities) & &
of iRl /1HE e, = & i FdAE HEHRGES AFHR g B EHA
A AT By, olgh 2 o8 QBE zke] WA Aty AXEY AU o] Bstd |
shpLEa S (th eoretical scientists), RERFIEEHK (empirical scientists) ¥ FHEE}E K (clinical
scientists) £ 7. #-& F gleh. ol Eol FT3E &L 2 A4 vt F4AY 5 Ydw
= FA A A A A =& F 5 o AwsAe AWS EESd G
7ol "ot

-
[ HLGH (TRETE \ ol “# —r | MEax

/ FEK
1 [ fz’%:ﬁﬂﬁﬁgzm\ Hof | BULRRHE

M4 BEFARERS SED BB IR
ol ol ART BMPFEEAY AAL s FREEED A 94 AZE 249
W wabshl bl olzel o FEEME BE A vae vz 9z, [F
e B A flos, $UAT WAE A A3 HRPES LAAF W
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olgts wAE Ex v HAeleh 2d AL THBEH 3 FAQAAE 25
2 A r gobre FREE web Aol eI viEq [o]& 7y =xe Azdeid
A ki #BE ket s B @

D. Eeston® “f7REEFHS 5" (behavioral credo) el 2h& S TR 3%o) oip S b
gPor oA wFo] 1950l el oA FAFzte] E=Ao] Folx] @ty EEEE®mo fFREE
#o A 1o] o Ax Az gds & 4 3lo. (Easton, 1962, 1-25). =7} 28 &
F#;e AL ol st

A, TRREHET BAM (regulalaities) & Zolii el b, ARS) f7HEE F4
RREFd £ AT #Hi—H(uniformities)o] Y&H Y7} o] AL FohEay ooz gL
BREH ixs Zoldh. old Ha HEEHE dAY BBRBRY BED AF47 258 A
ol F 140l Ug 7 vk FA3

A, TfEE®E L # (verification) & ez o2 A} o §Ad AL fidolat A

apfd (proposition) 2 #4151 & Zlol® o] AL il WENOE i ook &

P

rulm

rl

%hoF LB SAE B Fol 9 o) Feddor fnke Aotz gl o)
W o= A% A5 BEAT A3y EERe] 2 W v ¥istn @ @
E oAt 5AA ez sl Bkl dd dobd + geA EelnE Aol MEiH
F74

to

A, {TREFEHEES Hiif(techniques) & 23kch. 53] &k Rk, St 2 LT
e 218 4 9 7ol desteh ey FeE E3 A stetd 9 Lutd Ao]
E AT %o " Eel EA "o

yiAl, {7EEX3%E ifEfk(quantification)Z $4 0z v H39 HEHRo MY Ho

= g AERe Ao sk wE e 25 HE WEHE BN e Asd "er)
Ak o dele BB AT HES BErHREC Futztol Ak ey o] HEL FAE
23] 4] % Aol obrh FtEe] FHREITHESL, MlEel FHHET AL HFEE wSo B
fesrbrs wgtA = E#EE olvl vhEslz ok Aoldh webd o) FHEMS FHEEHY AT
Zo A FolwdAM 7h 24doF ¥ dHqolr & i

Az, FTREERT fgﬁéﬁbﬂ@(value neutrality) & =) =h.,  FHBH FEes AL 9

BB E Bl SlelAl [EiEel NE el Al $&
o=, {THEESHRT WRMLY HEiR(theory)o] A& zterh o] o] We vy Mk
L RN HELE dolAne Add § AF sted JMHE REMNoE d49 #ad
WY FREYE BIEBMeE TEH ok 3 ozle] A AACdAN ARE FAE 5
— 17 -



3 alzsol ol AR wrlel MEi¥selAE KHN HEH 2o o 2de

G BT FUEEHER (pure science)ol Tt EE AFrh o Bk kAol A A A of
- F3E 8 FE w5 A4 o
WA vl {fHEEHEI ol® 54% ZEd Wael MHEHS 9
Aol Ax Kiol gtk

SBA, 7 EXZE SRR BB Goterdisciplinarism) & E9heheh,  [TREERXES
o 2z ANEES a6 RGN e FHEA gz o SR HES B, o
Zz dFels 9L A $& HAse HAstE o

FRREEY 2% BEVERAA Fae ok Ao Adelnl 2 Uge Amel £
upeh eF7ke] £4% AAswHA goz CUWEY FE AP A4zE AP Aol 2y
AL FHEE 2 RedE 2eddes e ohvn we wHulES dok & Aol
ot AL YHF 4 e e Akx WAl A A e Az 9ls] @ Fo)} (Haas
and Becker, 1970, 486-503).

AA, FTEEREE T2 ABGEY —Hiel = HAM Bikd F9% 7eAe

Sa), 7R EHEE RN HERRY ARk BEKES BAAR

AR, FifEREE £54 9= 298 Fes o Ed AT AFAL AAE A
o] 9leh.

WA, (78 EBEE HPIREGogo)E BB W) dALES Wl stE Akl itk

SAlA, FREEHREE AT BEFEST © 5 o

9%k o] & FREEHST AW HET WES Bhoz 22z HS TR K
Bl o A FEE xAE s TolE AL Aol AL oW ATHE S TR
fitEgme 3 FAAE ettty FAsln ® oWl Ahe BMTREERE o F ool A
8o 29 dx Askets whob welAol vtz FAE. ATAG WA oY wHE

a T
ZpAoz TEMW el AololA & 7 dE RmA WERgt Ae ook gtk

3. BEBITREEE

FHEX %) BRHRN TAL 99 gBEHPositivism) o TIH o 2E KES RERER
(Empiricisn Yo 9lch. o]l @ ity H@ES A e (TREERS] AR Fstoit w
& Rizgmol 1A T, AR Hal whel ol AA e i AE) TEERA A& RKES
= ¥HIE] AN 5ol we} FEEEI A 2 F 8hE D. Eastond] EiEe] whel
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T8 35 (Post-Behavioralism) g} 51 &tk a7} o] 23 /e HEM HBio s u
of, Wt A A& ¢Aq dubHo R FE HE TEXZES FERGH B BHErs
o o7 KIS = Esh¥rz(Historicism)e] FA4 oz A kst EEIRS E9ets 3
A ‘AL dA =T Sk RAAA o, T3 oFsA g =49
FF@ga 3hdA], o]l4Hd FFE JwE A Wy Ay dw e

Fel cHFo]l W e S (R, 1973, 72).
zEdn BUTEREE] BRI e e AR e Ax okl @
Wl Gt rol 7ol o sl ARAIEES] AHF L RKiGel G o] Aol Az HE Rl
BHTE Wdhel Hbgh 3 E A Setn gloh @, HEX T KRR RkR oA

2 neeE ol ﬁ%a%ivﬁa}—c Fapel gg wle walm ol Akl o] T Aol
A AR slR shn A mETEERe WFE A8 A9

WHITT EXF/E TREEST A HAA REEE R (Logical Positivism) 9 RIEEEEH
(Logical Empiricism)% {5 ok vl bt} 105060l WBIsE T8l A JEmstel =
Kant} Hegele] BARNA fiwel TAE eows ofget. Hegeld o] & o i
R v 3t A BT ARME A3 Az Fd9 JAE A A HR
BE JREh ol WERE v BMETcH = AL BRS= Zo] oYt fliEs e Aol AR
o whEo FHEol AV #EH Hkez EEY AAY AL #4998 g o 47
Bol=lgl . o8l e ¢l A 1800u 4o} Friedrich Nietzscheo] ola] =ba]abA] 7 k= ¢ oo
2 & wh Aol oo E#M . EEFAAM T John Deweyst George Herbert Mead
F HHET % EDY diter o] 9lAe AAsyx, ERAAE F.S. C. Schiller, R.G.
Collingw od, =& 3 Ludwig Wittgensteine], Hal4jo] 4+ lenri Bergson, Jean-Paul
Sarte, = § 3 Maurice Merleau-Ponty 5o] o]2]& Jjme s Fa4% 3 uvzbch Bl A
L ole] FP by E urol Friedrich Nictzshe, Wihelm Dilthey, Oswald Spengler,
Karl Mai nheim, 3 Martin Heidegger -2 == g} $#788% 2] of gkalo] 23% A )= ol oF

ol MZ ¢ Miime EEoez A & A At F-Q0A7]) LREBEHEE A £
K 4L AA LEBGAES JdE B TRINESHS BRn mate] Jtedide B
e B el o el mEelel w2 Azt FUNEC fTREMEw HiEe MR
= Bhel wheb %Ryl 2} e AR R dolvie Abzlel HE BB Mk

L HRPI 2 HERE 5 01’4‘4” e}, fiRET s} 5’-";55‘4 A5H& 7
PIRlEe] BHEER) BEEES ASed 23 AL Mot JA FAE Rl A e
FAA s x] Eale Aolba ok MiFkanel A fTHEXHECL e ATE AUY T
ek 2 e gAe] utz EHEFEC (Miller, 1972, 797)
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EEREF Historicism)+= 19417] o] 3 59 Aol A Ao wf4o] Hniqdie %3m0
H A wt, Friedrich Hayeks} Karl Popperst fgkih 19 9wl 2w jteflse] Bigs
atE vt & Edhe RIS BRI o] By Dol Al TASY KEE o 3= Aol
e Ad- b XehA e BE o A S840 flake Aol A Bel B isss
2ol Bifdimel HERS o)k FAo] A2l o (Szacki, 1971, 281-295). Z&jr}
AL EIEHRY ul s ofudA od stk wel kAt AHox FHrkiel A HA) A=
BET#H: Raliwe vl FeldA doh BE AMY M#e AN oz B BT wat
el = A HaadMiller, 1972, 797). BHEHRE 259 PiE duo Q4 7
Al FAF bz e Aol AMlelAwt 2oy o HA @A AL ohdth  AitiaRiol
BEIHE o Y22 MREd dxz E9eon, 9o #:R4#(Weltanschauung) e
kgl Fgit B E#RS 9l PR (Geisteswissenschaften) & 8 A & #al ofu] g} =f
g A BE7A 2w Ec} (Mannheim, 1952, 84).

25l <z BRIE#EE 59 EEAA EARESEY e Fde gted, g% g
2k 2L vl Fokel A 2 gdke] At ¥ F vk F (1) BEEES pHEdid A
rE =¥ REEXHE, (2 K. Mannheind] A& 335 Mkt &2 (sociology of
knowledge o =%, (3) Ef5ikly B 5 (existential phenomenology)s] & =%, (4 F
Nietzshee} EAH §olch. ol F FofdlA Fidel T w7t T2 eon F59 FAE]
R (el tivism) o] Sl Aol A KEEFakel B =42 3. & F dHuAolgn &
T & F2s} John Gunnellel o}, 2+ fREFHAY EFEKS Max Webers] g+ L.
Wittgenste n, @ Alfred Schutz} 7+& HREE] Az A7t 27 2243 A&
itEEr REWY WEE 222F TASE 24 ilgo) B 33 BB A4os #
A9 gi-& FAGE AHeloh welst AMTTEIS vl REW FRigol A tofof gt}
oA Gt gREES] Al P Fel dulE Fodde REWY IRES BHStE Aoy
tt(Gunnel , 1968, 159-201), 4% B3] Aol FTEING G54 gaste
Thomas Kihne] F2-¢ w¥& + gl BEY Figo B 2 shve stelgglo
22y o dgedder &AVte ERBN @Bt AAsts Kubng ojgA 2 g
o) B4 - sk A Aolm malch o vhshwl BHEAY WA XA Wsksl sy
o} steichs o] iz o stepeigle]l AAE WA sbsdtehs A A7 el 29
el BEix#E sty AL vt BBR FEhel of Dy estE AdEE drz n
o 3t & F Yudl, FHAA A 2 2 ded KESXEEa & 5
T gtk Y BER FEael dovte ol BEEE A4 geldde] ofF Ax A
BE g dde BAAL A4S A4k @5 2d A A2 gy e g A
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o]:2, o]:1¢ W. Diltheyt} K. Mannheim & A}gh& Weltanschanunge) gt » &z, L.
Wittgensi zing Lebensformo] et gheb. ojw @ o] §4 £ HAY HRe fEmez
Awste i Roldzel $7h A 3= BHERE RS iR (presupposition) 7} JE#gl
w2t Fatd FTe h doFelse e 38 (F Aol olfrelA 2HAH 2
AL e foedzh HEES 2AE Av BHEERE AL 459 Ade Aoz
34 o} (Saiapere, 1966, 41-85).

A7tz FRERAA dG-Fe AMM#RS Hiked A3 TEERS BUTRIHY =2
g Ad F —Ha ZodkAR ol st Eold, i stuE Fae e West 4
A gk TREFRCT AEUA EW BELko =z AEEo & AL ApelAul o] i
ARAY AREE = BB A vl atsk @A dAF Sl BAYT. REABEE WAE 2
mi o2 TREEIR A stEA BHRIFKNE o5 MRS dAts gl 2AE E
Aol o BHFHE 2ectm S zle] oldx ofx g #FAE 4z YUtk Ef
F3%ol BFIECt M M 3% (epistemological relativism) gl H & olv] A A 9. F
A BEIEY BRERY ol @5E wEE 9 =AE vhEe FA4 ZgdE 9 9
. & BIIEHRE HEHEH g antithesiso] £33ie] £ oE F9lo] synthesisZH 4
Haglvhe A sHAFE sholeh. @Rl jlolAl EHR Bk Av siAedA Fdd
Fol s s Iabd gl Aol BiRBelA EBEIHS BRIRT EHH BusESEd o
gote -l e A S Ad o B BisERe] SEE H59 B 33 A4
T de olze g, BEIfc HEfEe 29402 u#d & ddes 53¢ 3
z, BREEEE HiEe ARS ofd 247 sl Aol oivet oi-3 AR AY atg
§ Bligiye =t S 27t 8w olE =Ko A A 2 EREE 53 shiF e
Z od "AAE A o] WEIRS EREES BHEEA vlad A AR
s, = - dolAe At 4ol EHREES AR U2 do BREHE FES
BFEE 9% BFadeln 53 ARMMQY A& FE A& flEigle] ol & ddz A
et el A BHEEA 4. dH BBEIRE BRo #F JLwd A Ho] Ao
2 Fold AE 4% F vt WUe el EHEEES 22 REE dedh dueyd E
fipy Rt ehgol RS e 2dE Fo & g gidx 2] w Folrh

BIBTRE R BRERC A—iE v 28 floh BUIEV HEeE Bol fTREIH
of T ko] Fslm #glel HiEd o AL E T Agelr] W T B @S
S48A =2 woh ok R uk HEERAA BREIRT RMTEIERESAA 713 o5k
£ Nl Eildt RETEFHE = 4 A/l 2 EMBE D. Eastono] g o] =ef u|sk
< wix=d, E. Millers % 71# AeoA nlabsts ek (Miller, 1972, 817). Eastong %
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WiTREEE o #Edre B I BiRE WAL ﬁ%ﬂ} o) KFadAAE F o BENHd A
oz A E xag dAGs FHAG. FA gk P Tl mek Al e U]
ol 7rel @ Sub glohdl FEEEHEM S4C nUeA on REITEERE & glotx
Bl lel 4iAfTRE: % Himvol BH X el Jos 2 3 zebE s A
Frt W = A FHiRsw Hokch 2 chgel Eastong: =3 3] o BB A FEdhs
Ehtige EiERe 15 F43 a0 A 3. Eastone] o] A& sawshd olHiE
EHERe FAGERe] ofele A W Folch ek BRI #akel i
Astele ] W Tl TSR] Wt WS F Pes FRoIN T EHEEE oA RAUE
gl 2 2§ gldhe AME Fad FE o

BT E%ol 2 Millers] oo} & wahe 2o} W FEEE- 2 MG R
2 HEEigel ez g AR vFe] 19 ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%cﬂ 47}'6& RS We o
Ax Aarlged ek Z 27 FE A7 e {IEIEe (1D HED iy mel
(deductive model of explanation)& €143}, (2) HE(the realE g&ﬁ;ﬁ%&]{— A (the

%
observable 3 FA etz & A Foloh el (TRELMS T e K
1=

do
o
X,
2
2,
—a
)

el Aclel B, mdld oz g VEvhE Bl 93 ol ¥ uﬂw}b mI Ao
24, GREEHD FEN Aol BIEAZ Zeol 9 Boe EHES WKE FUHE
Az Boygsigs ol g 4 gk (Rudner, 1972, 815).

AT 91 el shA F@RHER A mE 7 S0 o1 [AREHE Aol Folol i

A A< F 4 Qiakel W ohehe gwkelA ek oy HE FHEERL = o
W= o = oohE Wk E#PEe) meld 3k FYE F doky W 5 e
wemel miivh FES FE FE vk el WS 2l HEEHCE Humest R
#7} Kant'} Hegelst £94 8 9 Axs flEz 7= Komz 4740 3 5 sleh
® B EZ b 19479 WAk z, B ke @ Vienna Circles] vt
o2 FmE M olWel: EEM T Az =3 WBE# Kale He ox A kel
W ool A KAAE st AEn md B GdiEd & AluE wIlE
Ada ole g AAel gtk zald ¢4 AAHez A F oodle AEE BRGNSl

3 milr e (chrononlogy)py o 2 iiikinel BALERS AAE AL oze 4

e 7 ek

4. BRBH HEH

Toz AfEEsd W9 oz BRER 3Y 2AE BA Fz G HRE(Phe



nomenol gy)-& E AFof A ARAFE FHeT Q7o) FRYe = AgE ol 7o
b 1R oul & ol AT HE Aol welA o] HREH WHEHFEKLE ¢

ERHE b toz A o4olgte [ERS s wWelt oFdA wostd AR AiE
FE Fir FArted 2R E & AAY BE AA okt el el A3 AestE KT
By (int rsubjective)ql #AE A e AR 4Ed. F Yo o 393 o
E HEbE e 718 = sobele] 2F Heyo) ohe ok 34 HEMGE 49
AZlet, 28A FoFd viel e o] EEME o) RE ey FHo A 29 g9
E o)A " 9714 Abgdhe EE R HES HEFeH oz od dFs st
5ot sieh (Edie, 1969,100. o187 sted REEEE el AR BEAAS OB AKM
Bzt sl 4345 A8 vzt AFAP oz ph@iy AL 3 myd st
o o]z A My AEE dAA TREY FHA on] Fzd dE ARy o]2g I
29 4 Hvh (), 1973, 184-220).

FrEn kel AT + flv Bkl A Hd =4 AAstsg s goye
A A& -tz A, Schutzel o} (Schutz, 1967). =& & 434 2 & (phenomenological
philosopt y) 3+ A& & A}3] %%} (empirical social sceince) o] $5Ho] A A =t 9w o fl@iy
75 Ay ol A Z%3te] E. Husserle] AjEi Ao} MEEEY Mde E3ld A8l
P9 el ofgdA FAE dol A4 e oA gtk FE 4 EA o] &
< A3 o dH TGS APATY meHoln JdARAY ANxE BEY A Fr] 9
' A & 433 s eidetic science) & A3 3 nH P = (Husserl, 1970), 9] AW &)
vebibes o4l o] AAle] £aAF ofd A} YesbE 24T Aol & 2o %
HE AlA Y 22 A TGS Gohs Folr ZE #A3e FAFHAd oA A
AE BH RN Y Al

o]l 1% oA &iEHAE Fod fvlE ek Y HF2EQ =gF o
AR oAl 24 Adg A A& AAe FAH T
T 1A d45AY dYoln RE olBAH TAL AR AAY HEAHAA FH5 sy
Ao F54¢ A58 4G AA el A FHE g FA FAeE Az JEsn
A2 #g3te qE et ol EH FAo] ATAA #Holslo A o) FL A TAA Y

A
=
£ o
ol
o rlo
o
ES
)

AR 5 FHH AN EAEE gREe] ek ABAAE S5 Fdol o A4
o] ¥elx & oule AAolsE seh Schutzrt £3) Fashe dolth FRE AET 3
Aol Aol ol fiATHE FAY $Fez E4d Aololor ax oA =T R A

HE Aale A FI3ARL 5 de Aol g
BRBr) giikel Ve AL TRIRA 3] dix X3te
— 123 —

rﬁ__;‘

R



Ze LEAY 230% 5o B AAT & ek Aol 2} o YrjFole WA
Aot e Bi o] 97 stk BAel W4sE G Fgo] Aol vole FHAAEL Eo
o gAAL qolde e ol A Ao WA Ak D G BFE 7
o oz %] AF AABF WAooz FF4F FE4E ML+ Qe
o EREL B ¢4 g

g9 5 & o9 e Hae) F3E A4w F ik d9d g5 Aol F
3 Qe Aol Aux erhe duEd HE v Q454§ A2 o Y]
detels B3 oA Wgol 24 T AAE AT F Qelof ek T PHom R
BA(empath )& 59 4 484 5 4 Ao pAole Ae] £z ol Hof v
o AL ol Aa nAE Aoz ARNA VAN FHAE AAY F A DrhE Aol

Z mEno) 4k ARk (Appraesentation)o] vh, o] A& Verstchen frkel gloz 3c}h o] 7
TP w42 ofsl g Aol FA AL A A A, = o] Al A wlolgH
Ql AL orolok Feh. ofwl Aol HA A= FHA, FAA, A3 AAAGHEAD 7k
FE4 Az g o)z old FAE AEAAS dAH ] MEED o] FAFHoEAM

Aol AFol §717 Lotok Gk ook

H#e Bish A%sel oldalck dek o] HBE&C] o4 4Fe) BF 2ol ofFolA o
9 Ageld g2 5ol dichn Boh BRE AW 4AL) Trz 4z MIE
oz s AR AFRAL M9 o % F (9309 3ol g FMERE
MEmme s S48 AAol4 Bmss aRE) TEAN ANk o FEATL Az 3
g el ANE ASHT FPolE A4 FAA A%AL A2 LHE HRA 9
& RS HENMLE FAA Assivhn wach GLENLD BNt SAd 243
A9 His Aoleh o B9 A ol & oA Aol 2n ok AL AW
3 Bz el FAE] ol ke S Aol Lok AN B3 AReA HE Azt
e Ao FAd g 99F FA9 ARAA sl ok Bk A Foed AW
Wi (] 9 51e) ol A EEBIMGIEoldol A o] % A Telnk Aol U olalst o
Ao Hol A= e

AT @A AT 18 dele del AF -4 - 55 Bol e FAs g4
= o5 % 2olA B AQA o] R MEMY Aoz AL Adxn geod oF
& 2R AR Ao TS GrkE Wolth o wHel i MEME A S0
A el 9o BAe AAE A AL ooz Q44BN o) FRKY Y
del EAE stebd & A Ak 2R o] RS Ba B d: $AE AL
g W BUAE AL EL ARRAL BAKS d4E 2E AWEAN Z 929 &
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Hel A guveld F 59 BAE A4 2dd 9 4 wopol Bg. =
AU TAZR ol £ Slolok s 2500) s RAN AT HE A7) AT
T ool Wt wolo Aol MG Rk £83 e Az e 44 53
dhdA ctez Schutze) Fgkihol otz gl @ s} TAAE AFAZ . 4 2
7b T Ik RS P (working hypothesis) o] v} Bigeedyy [EEER
(phenon enological psychology)o. 249 HEREe 3 F3 245 " £ Q= A
ol ek (Prritore, 1975, 132-140). zbwbe] 2ol 4 o] A kol MLl % B
Hamel -tACL g abelm o]z Qld ALE A o B3 29 AEA FHAA dAde 4
ASHAl tleh, Schatzo] A A REE el opfe] RlEsis E4e] gl slolsle IR
(eidetic) F{Bol A FL@RlEe] P53 oz d& ooa HEEM Hiz e 2449 F3x 28
o (Periore, 1975, 140), &} w]$ 9] Fgo] Ex 8 Az ok = Agfst £ Hr

L SERBLREC] £%% ol 2223 4347 ¢ ok Bes Az Qo 4
A% s wolok & Aelth WA o wul R HEEH Bl T4 EBRO QO
Billusic o] Lo} didll, ol Fdat AW L FHels o] FAe AR A=
BRI A4S il oA whet aqlel Aok WS WEE IS =AY Mo EAe
A g ez QA Askel ol ¢ HEN Hikol WaNel ¢ dud 3o,
BREs A A 08 T2 Bl BRAAE TR (S0RE, 1075, 37-45).
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