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Aol AR e Aolvh 1920 o] A HEe| T EKRES WmE
Sk RBidme] F3E oF dvw ERY mEEFBIEI SAEA AA
2 EBEED 40 B HEs WA A 9An, 1950dd o]
T BRIV AERRIRCT BERER Bk dstd BiEE
BA FH P Aol ek o] 2 ARy o] (Shapere) o] KBLo| o 3hwl “FHES
o] glolAo] dar S& AT HE AW oA HAEAFE
(Wittgenstein)®] 813 7 (Kuhn)o) fhgsko] W9 Mol 99
2 uby} =8
AEA el BELNLES 9 B
ME TR, REFBIEN XE7ol et
L 3ol BHERY HERol v Eifie]l =27
ob RS FRelA T gche Helw, 2A el ﬂ’@ﬁ’] sk o &
Y kel "oty Aojrh o]l B dlAd 2E BT KEe
“Y 5" (Diltheyy} Mannheim)”o] 9 3le], EHEp EFS “EIEHE
(Wittgenstein)of] 9] 3}e], & “seirql”(Kuhn)o f3le] s ot
= RET 47475
ﬂﬁ%OWHE%ﬂgﬂJ%ﬁ$@1%@%tﬁﬁ1ﬂﬂﬂ AU o1} A
2EE £ Qo AHA, “Erke wiiTE (presupposition theory of
meaning)”ol e}, o] Ao 3wl EE PEN HEY Bk oilel #
Hiel AolE, Hmmydl A& :L*EJEQ stetrtgl ol vt Baw, 55‘.-% iy
A E iR dste BEdote Aot ol AL BB AEY Bk
7t Bl A =&F 3, AdEute]l FH e old Bk “ErEiE
(meaningfulness)”-& stetsl= A<l B/ Aoe BEEsE 18
= b = o
30) Dudley Shapere, “Meaning and Scientific Change” in Robert G. Colodny
(ed.), Mind and Cosmos (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 19
66), p. 41
31) d A9 Ludwig Wittgenstein, Philosophical Investigations, trans. G. BE. M.
Anscombe (New York: Macmillan, 1953); Preliminary Studies for the
“Philosophical Investigations”:; Generally Known as the Blue and Brown

'Books (New York: Harper, 1958) @ Thomas Kuhn, The Structure of

Scientific Revolution, 2nd ed. (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1970)
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32) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry,” p. 806.
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4, “FHERY HEY HEE s MY 2 FEd A¢ S
o] Folol vk Aol wdh FMifREER"ol k. HRBIclEk Aol [Kigel ==t
ety FETeEN, REFEHEEES Zo B8R B R-—3
30558 (formal model), & “HHiER BEAIEY” (deductive-nomological) ..
o] HEgisolof dvkE BEIEHEKEY BME FAASG A4 #E
 fEEAD SlolE @] RStz TR

A, REBXHEHES "Higd 3 FREY B, Eoty BEE
(FRES ZHE A 44 BEE) 9 HRS BEW K dd 4
o) A 2 ATREME (acceptability) & AR EEE] ,(unacceptabxhty)d} 2l
3 FiRERY 1S5S Fsth oA HEIREEY FE F EE B
Epy  Tigo) M TIREME (verifiability), E@Eé‘__[ﬁbﬁ(conflrmab1hty)5 =

TaEg P

= EE TR (Talsifiability) o] JEAIC] ohebA f&Bgel Wl ol 1L o
OW_}D}% FEES s o %Y

Plbol A $els HEBEE, BlEs 9 By F8d 4 KE
xR Fo38 wBHe YEH

ol E BT Wl TR o FE EEBUSEC A
B Ess olg g A wdsx dest? & A7dE
o} 2o 2REME EHMY BRI 9FE £ AR AT 7 8
o e = g irtA] BEE FoAsz I F, 2ES (D B
Eo] ) plEhe] oA REF A FE, ) 3dY 434&
A= mEitgEe EfE, (3) BHIHN BLRe L #HfE, ¥
(4 YA Eel 2ot EE o EY A FE U BHREEE
o] WM srigol —Btx AR ¥x, —ifE *@%][E%Oﬂ YA /) e
gz, TE —FE A fAFkol TT?EE} = IR #ste
ol 3 a3} o] 5& AR HiEXE Jubs Fx e TEIEE
Z etz JEd 2 REHNY BES 259 S ofd et 2

o8 d71 A $EU EEA O 2 AL TREEN BLg FESE
i) BB 54 ad Adslste o dolA Rl HEE
o “HERE wd gk AMolth A ShEQ TREFE Kbk
e BHEER Y BEIXEN Hes XFRte 687 dox #le

i

33) Ibid,
34) Ibid., pp. 806-807.
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Wolgel Aoleh. zeli} $lojA 2AG W
71 mage KEeA gl

o 8ol EA feta
S # 1 AR kel A
o{ B

o
S, 1Tk I%ﬂ (I Bxssel OIS $tple] e

o WEAA dFd A FrEL do] ofd & @k © T BHEe
T A HiEE %Oﬂ A HFle] REE A 3, BRBEEe] HEL
ol AFotA " AAE ofgA Bw ool o]z, ©A oEA
e BREHE HRE EEN FRY BRE e 448 & 4
o 2R u RIS TRERY BiGee #tplste A A
A= Adaygz TA BT dUAAE ZEC

‘ o glo]A] 51*14 Efpst o ﬂ%f’ BiRrEEE aﬁ%“ﬁ

iy =
7 % 7 REEX %E’J ik 3 o] E_Jn}%‘]oF”%H ﬂ%»% %’?:““*‘?fti"
*@E% 3] BBl SlolA R =H& #418h o& EERESH
BRFHER Az A& H&2 & Ak 3hdA, 4% 284
I St BtE @Rt o REE Sotel @ Eisl ¢lvhx FRICH
S7H 5T BRISE PEN Hre Bile 2 254 FAse
i) ool prEs ol ok sel, ohe oEre] RO REE AL oY
o a FEGE® Ade] it #itgE dAT KEM HA(sym-
bolic forms) & FH ez 245 gz, oA WEHEN =g RFE
1AL, 2 WALE S F 7H AEEIAE RESTE Aol
TorA ABITTES Bhke Aol wsle Sy IRiEIA  BRES
=d webA ihERHEEY BT e it 78] BikE Yol
T KRB K MEIsE Aolzke A

A= BE “HRIEEFA $5E7 (contextualist approach)e] ZF#ilk =
+ HHEEBIM: (intersubjectivity) o] BE =718 AL obehx A,

35) John Gunnell, “Deduction, Explanation, and Social Scientific Inquiry,”
APSR, Vol. 63, No. 4 (December, 1969), pp. 1233-1246; “The Idea of
the Conceptual Framework: A Philosophical Critique,” Journal of Com-
parative Administration, Vol. 1 (August, 1969), pp. 140-176; “Social
Science and Political Reality: The Problem of Explanation,” Social Re-
search, No. 35 (Spring, 1968), pp. 159-201. Thomas L. Thorson, Bio~
politics (New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1970)% R—3%& RFlel

0. A
g4 4 Yo
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2R v B8R QA FEH =E HEIEN REs 34 533 K
% =2 vlra}v}%loﬂ ul o] B T4t agld v
Rakame] B S ﬁ%ﬁ%é@(trans-contextuab B :@HA T F

—t— Ag xi?ﬂv}“%*% TREFZE eplet=, EHHM BUREES 4
SR, S HEEMS Azelx, mEe ZEAS BAY —Ej%oﬂ &
dl ok F ot A& Lt gl

“d 21 (Sheldon Wolin)= & A $}&e] A= o]zt el A T
FEES EHER BiRERS Atz ok 2e By BEd 23 7
o REl& VxR st BURBAEEC delA &9 “ILlERY HEER” (epic
theories) o] &= pl&do] glolA Felryle] RIS wasA,
“gheieryl o BliE#” (paradigm-creaters) o “s}e}ohgl AR (paradigm-
workers) & EHg vl 2+ =3 HEamYd Seichdd fEAAY(opera-
tive) defrtd & B4 A o] BEY F!%Mfﬁoﬂ #3te] FrHA Fog &
AL AG@ch A, FEH BRBERFES 271 Af3E 5 (social
world) 9] BMLE iERP =, s HAE X AgrE] £& dSA
718 oA ofdstdthE AelH, E4, F83 BAERS Bkl &
Beohd et BBAy Bl 2 fER RS deboiele] Bibe] A5 F 4
£ el A g Kol Acte Aolvh whebA w2 fER LY e
oo

<

PeERel A v fREA 7 & AS Brvez Aede Zold. ez
Buagel glolAl fTREXZ|MN W5l wifte —MEHd =AE T+ Aol
olu=t, HHRRIEER BUFF £95 & fFALY daitddA =24
Aot JRfEste. el skl —RERRS] TE ol A TREEZ|AY %R
T A= BEES TR Bk od &2/ 25 TAd AolH,

=

36) Gunnell®] 7ol g #:44e Arthur S. Goldberg, “On the Need for Con-
textualist Criteria: A Reply to Professor Gunnell,” APSR, Vol. 63, No. 4
(December, 1969), pp. 1247-1250; A. James Gregor, “Gunnell on ‘Deduc-
tionism,” the ‘Logic’ of Science and Scientific Explanation: A Reposte,”
ibid., pp. 1251-1258% & Z. olo] A& Gunnelld] Kim-& “Science and
the Philosophy of Science: A Rejoinder to Professors Goldberg and Gre-
gor,” ¢bid., pp. 1259-1262.

37) “HiERy WiTol#k 3. Plato, Aristotle, Machiavelli, Hobbes, Lockest
Marx o] AFAg Roga], oEL “NEF dgudds glEE 32 I
HES ﬁ nol {Ero =z AgkttE Aolch. Wolin, “Paradigms and Poli-
tical Theories”, pp. 139-140.
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TREESER Ploce BHREEe BERHVT 095, = IE
7/4\01 2 Rk Al K& oE Ao k.3

DYl RLEE “RERN BuaER"e Rk KBS ‘ﬁ"
Aoz EyH o 2o o, BURERS L*r] iR
RIS HAES Kkl oivzte Aotk HBJE X
BRI Gl Astel #hAlpyel o ok, AL = Ti@-% e k<]
shehebel o FEERIF ob e 2 A Y FiRelo ok Hue Zeolv. zElx
S 2 EEMo] Bkl v REel 3ld 2oz F¥E & ¢
= WRE EEE 3t dos Aol

i webel o o 8 zAEAL. uhs}fgfj_ =z o

v
=

| 2719 Heel

A mEel dsh BuREEEdA I8 23 Jded, z odEE
7\ o] B A HETS 721014 9 whakgl el o] b old &R
719 “Rpkzg (particular-total)” e BE B REMHOE RE

Ha, ko] vt ddve 29 BREIEN REHE B Ad Av
A FEv. 2 g dFE e g BBEEEe dld
Ao HEEZEM 25 Tﬂﬂﬁ}ﬂ FIER sk B &E‘r =, [
e B oW EESN 2 BERERN MBS T4 ey R
MRE FH o olEo|d A H%E’J ZEMY BESE T & Jdx=v
= Fo]gh,

o 7le] Hdted = ZEE (Wllliam Connolly) ] 3rigo] =038} ch 4 3
e BEHN BEE 293 E BEV E4% #HAE 32 jHAd
gk KB, HHRE ‘E%% sl FHY R, ik 2 e E
2 Efpelets el Rfge]l MY “HEHMoE THEES R

oA EimiEEe] 48, ARES old LRI —3F, gl WA
BORH BES stz #sE s B4R BB FRE—F 2

1

38) Sheldon S. Wolin, “Political Theory as a Vocation,” APSR, Vol. 63, No.
4 (December, 1969), pp. 1062-1082.

39) Karl Mannheim, Ideology and Utopia (London: Routeledge & Kegan Paul,
1936). ‘

40) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry,” p. 810.

41) William E. Connolly, Political Science and Ideology (New York: Atherton,
1967).
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AAZ e old L2 ofi R (perspective) o] Al 1} Q= A o] o), 74

ZE W 2 BiRe] Wd B AR R od LRI ER &
= EERolshe FiRA = K¥EEh 2 BREY BEN BES o
dska, 28 BEEE od &£2IE BN Eid REAJE Aok
g, e s BER ER gelA BES BAES PR
2 £ IERESHA] wagE ol oF she, {hfle] A8 §ifte Rl rEe
AA ok "tz pelxz gloh zE Y MEE wY AMEAES] AR %
% (perspectival character)2 <1 A 3wy, ol = BEEs) A= }
=7t Bk Aol 27 sl ZaE s BHEN BjHe] ]
A ldz A=A, BEY R wiREe] “FHAL B
BES AdsiAe evha gakz Yk

GRS BfHe] BEREZ s 442 + ddx otz 24§39
of Bfge w2—3, 714 B3 b Ad g Bl o] ER—
= WG Aoleta gvbd, IEelw pEY BES Adsiee F
ol Qo)A WALy RiEad GEN BT Azee Ao okt
A7 o

19608 Fube] F BLESe] %S Bk 93¢ 7 AR

el HEELE FEiEaEd U E E9o, Wi AR s
Haw Holvh =aste] 47 (Marvin Surkin)g] 7 $eolA B 4 9=
shebre] EohiRel Qo4 B BES BRI Sddd I

2R fEEE = QA =W
A7) & v & 2 —% ) (Maurice Merleau-Ponty)e] < g of=],4 EEEX
ZH WGBS oA BREY FHEkwms AEsy, €9 BUE R

ool A fTREESRRY B e #PUsts ek zo] of3pd FREERE = R

42) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry,” pp. 810-811.

43) Cf. ibid., p. 811

44) Marvin Surkin, “Sense and Non-sense in Politics,” in Marvin Surkin and
Alan Wolfe (eds.), An End to Political Science (New York: Basic Books,
1970), pp. 13-33. °]AL FE—F Xﬂ£°i PS8, Vol. 2, No. 4 (Fall, 1%
69), pp. 573-581¢] A= v} Avb. mE FLIG RIS w3 EE Hwa Yol
Jung, “The Political Relevance of EXlstentlal Phenomenologyg” The Review
of Politics, Vol. 33 (October, 1971), pp. 538-563%5 % HF =3 A.

45) Maurice Merleau-Ponty, Sense and Nonsense (Evanston: Northwestern Uni-

versity Press, 1964) & z=.
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E LS FEMS EEsartkd = et Xy old ¢ 27E Rkt
3 gleow, FAd EEitge 94 IR HES Fidde 2ol
o e B89 Tkl 1 ﬁEE%J JigEawel wldtel wok HA BE
WolAY, ol gzrlielv, &2 BRI G EiRSHH ‘E&tﬁ‘r o
ek B Widh ZE FERS HEN WA E kel B 2e
el i A BHRT Aelz, FEmeE WESs #Eol % 7 0] e
et A9 FEgme] TRERS 2G4 TEHeE g AL 2 A

R} ol L2l M AASHUAE EHERE %ﬁm% o
Ao W Hale FEMeR dm YohE Belsh o' 29 He
A Sest 2o fEHe Aty QEd, the AA «7A 3iA%T
z} goh “GhEmmel AMIHN AT A%E BEIRN BgBEe

FRaEEd 9T £ 9k oY BEH o& 7 (alternative)el A o]
n‘rn A (2 o] fE) HRe] dld (HmaEel] vl TREES A4
mel T BE] ¢ KLY READ HEme BES =3
o HEEREY 2WE F47] ATl A, (ZAL) A@iRd
o5 = Wl o] TREHE Aol A ol F XE BEFBIAMIC o
3 MEAE T o) o8 IERE T BAEHEI6 9t fal

R Se) A U7 WEoldh olHd FAF HERE FEme
Ges 2o B AARD (2) mEHe] wo: EE EE o
maglzlee] SEIRIEY = (4] ESHG Bk HRY (€
Beak (underclasses) o] AR T2 E B @M B (social pur-
pose) o] A 2% o] e e Ao o, "

EEEHRESY BEERY Bk QoA dAdTez #EEd ¥
AL gAY o gt e REBEE TF A= glo| 7held (Hen-
ry KarieDoleh, A4 JAE: BmEFXIHY fie $A4 924 54
744 fhi el Erolmg e Pale Lo EEoA FEU B W
g ot, FAG BEEHE dastz Qt T G4 A2 HE
s Hoh st Bfgel whedd, JAE AR M 2 K

46) Surkin, “Sense and Nonsense in Political Science,” PS, p. 581.

47) Cf. Henry Kariel, “Nietzsche’s Preface to Constitutionalism,” Journal of
Politics, Vol. 25, No. 2 (May, 1963), pp. 211-225; In Search of Ay-
thority (New York: Free Press, 1964); The Promise of Politics (Engle-
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= Eiﬁ of SlelAl =A<l Mmake] ARk #E F4E AR
= Hz2E DRAGE °] ot JAls 259 wetd s st E A

W

el A %1%2 Z “vtz2x FH A"(ust and good)E A @irdt
£ Aol 44 THmstrtx wileozy @ BuhEEs WA
ot YA HEERE RBERHNL SAC FEROL, 25 28 =
+ Aol TA WA= HIE FH, W}EW SRS BdE Heke o

oA Tl EEYV B FES TN gevz XEAUY A
O] 14'. 48)

Fheloe] wzwl, AMgA IFEdoz “rlzx #EH 37
& 97 AEe], BEe EED HES THd BE
Biste] of et Zlolot. wehA BEKS BLEs Felo
sha, EMER BEE Sy 98 A BhRE EACA R
FE) Aok Hohe Zold oub YA EH%E’M “@WA” (Ubermen-
sch)ol &g 4491 Aste 22, shead e d3s MEEsst =
= ABIRYY BEES Bk REd EREEs 7‘§ etz ekt 5,
HHERE 28 AHC=Z o e W& S dtx, AAy&
9457 stz, G f,@: Bl Soll A ZEE WA St Aol A
AR =2, FhEld “Frelxl A7 °ﬂ o & %@33’]& XS EASH.
SRR fEfEel Biehel LS & =
22 3 Rk FHBM S BET
Ak 27t BERolstE WE el
AvAl gow, v HRY RS AA s :Lﬂoﬂ oguE F

B Aoleh w27 BifEe BRI HlE Btded, ¢
S EHG & 5 flvs Ao o3¢, stelde st
X slAste] BIITRRERS ik FAISE AAstz o

wood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice-Hall, 1966); “The Political Relevance of Beha-
vioral and Existential Psychology,” APSR, Vol. 61, No. 2 (June, 1967),
pp. 334-342; Open Systems (Ithaca, Tll.: Peacock, 1969); *“Expanding
the Political Present,” APSR, Vol. 63, No. 3 (September, 1969), pp.
768-776; “Creating Political Reality,” APSR, Vol. 64, No. 4 (December,.
1970), pp. 1088-1098, etc.

485 Kariel, In Search of Authority, pp. 5-24.

49) Kariel, Open Systems, pp. 73, 123.
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Aot}

Blko A $2E HETRI%HY Bl #rpe F :
%9 WEA Rokgkeh A 19608 T Fule] & Aride] EEBILE
FHEL I %oﬂ ?JE%%M dste] BHFHZ ] EAL F I KE
BE: FAHRS FERA Ao,

2z v a% 7} 7] 6}7%1 ARt QE kst ol Eiﬁ‘i%ﬂr REsE £ 3%

fu
al
B
R
H

:m

Z FAE “ﬁ-‘q BUREEZ A0 o7 ““?ﬂ"“ ﬁ%?ﬁ" B
= 2E#9 2 (Leo Strauss) s} zA 7 (Eric Voegelin)o] th. 50 o] &L
RER A HHErel Bi—F, /el ot BRBEC e &
ke ER—o] A2 FAE BT AU BRE #HEEeA
2 HEFHS BHEIft 5 BN BREE KES & Aol
o BRE BRE R dd BEEEz:e RET: HEAE REHoE
i 7 doe A Adstz glor, EeEzmdA: EES
AR 52 Gt Aol et A REHIEERS BErdz
= A O]D}—

v HEIES BEEssE By mpEEs e ¢ doe i
el A BN BEER 2 HREE HEHe BBREEs glod, o
27t ool g wefe] s, BEEEE FEE HF] o
A e AR m AHY #ilEe 28 ez Fels
Hpd & dode HA B &5 HRM BEEES g 2] @k
T Aotk ol EBEFEA LI BER HES ABT g
ofAl Foo] “AMIA} e FAZE WilA Edde Aok dd
HEFraE HERYN Hilkid s KEIAT B 43S Zolse

hy

50) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry,” p. 816.

51) Cf. Leo Strauss, Natural Right and History (Chicago: University of Chi--
cago Press, 1953); Whaz is Political Philosophy? (Glencoe, Ill.: Free:
Press, 1959); “Relativism,” in Helmut Schoeck and James W. Wiggins:
(eds.), Relativism and the Study of Man (Princeton: D. Van Nostrand,
1961), pp. 135-157; “Philosophy as Rigorous Science and Political Philo-
sophy,” Interpretation, Vol. 2 (Summer, 1971), pp. 1-9; Eric Voegelin,.
fhe New Science of Politics (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1952).,.
ete.
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1y dnake] IS IEAReEA EEEEe S MEme 4
ol A Ak, Bl ol A Bt BRiTEn gl BEEEE
FEH 338 FiE] fhEre FET  dohe Aol
ogd St %’i o FEH Y wEE Aste aﬁa*ﬁ‘%’%% 2l
#ob ol e BREEY e FAdke FTEeE
RakEmEY %Eﬁ% = 3k ‘ 2171
o}, Z8el® FHgstz FE
T 88 AlgAo] dokd, AL Bk
Zlolvh i FEER/F EE HESE Ao
1" s BE T &yﬁ@%t— g Aol

rir
=

‘-;9:_‘ 170
stz gleow, =Y %%?H%B’M ﬂ;ﬁﬁﬂ %ﬁ% fErEskz, ool SlefA
EfEe] o e A sz, vobrt RRe 7kt BiARy Bitke] st
AlliEnyel BEE ASdds, FEIES BES =78 adste &

HfTRE RS #Eo) TRt FEJ o] 28S FFEd.
= = i L

oE s stel, WE gHe] KiRrEe] “BHERT HRE Alste A2
ol z¥ X zrt BeEsms A RENTRRIERY SR
MRS AYAA =g veix, “BERT B BlRE EEX® %

52) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry”, pp. 816-817. Mil-
fere] sr#ol ol 3 #:41-& David Braybrooke and Alexander Rosenberg,
“Comment: Getting the War News Straight: The Actual Situation in the
Philosophy of Science,” APSR, Vol. 66, No. 3 (September, 1972), pp.
818-826; Richard S. Rudner, “Comment: On Evolving Standard Views in
Philosophy of Science,” #bid., pp. 827-845; Martin Landau, “Comment: On
Objectivity,” ibid., pp. 486-856% & Z, o & #LPle] o3 Millers] KIE
& Eugene F. Miller, "Rejoinder to ‘Comments’ by David Braybrooke and
Alexander Rosenberg, Richard 5. Rudner and Martin Landau,” ¢bid., pp.
857-873.

53) Miller, “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry”, p. 817.




R XEE:BRE 65
2 ol Az2E F TREFES B-iRsts %S AstA | Ae] oid

V. & E

TR = AelA EEBURES] QoA RUTREES Bao M, F
wWES A% Z7tx EH F RMTEERY BilRd A" EAE
= A o] 2Ho] A Mg vhozte] KYHTRER HEard]l A=
AT BIREHES 99T FTRE 22 97 AR 2 e Sl

BESS

¢ BEEL Jx BEG BREAA JlddRE A BEN Yoz
AAEh od BEERERE AT FEERES EHIEE
Kooz, 239 BMTEERE T BEES SHQ Aol

2 v EEERE S TREEEY] HERC RUTEESRY Blkd B
SR, E HBIRES % Zitsd e & EHES zrokeld, B
BT ER S FRREY wBdA 2o T8 “EER"S TwyshdA
ﬁ‘?‘“@%gﬂ wEe HEs #Alsts Wmel A ol steioF & Aok

TR EECE 2 V14 BEkE d 3 e dE0 4 x(Wal-
'dO)J FZHC 2y RITREFEES 534S 2ok BEfel BIsEY W
728 g 17 A YA Hd FHIYAE i, BBEEY A=
= B FB, B fike] waudwA, HE@BRE) S 2 B
sl A= Aol okl AHE EffY BHS $18 JA4A4d B
71 A ERTEZ] A% #AE Zle] Jdd s 2H v BE &
= ¥ilS [MEEstct(The prudent will avoid prediction) =z gk}, 59
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Books
Brecht, Arnold, Political Theory: The Foundations of Twentieth Century Poli-
tical Thought (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1959)
Bruun, H. H., Science, Values and Politics in Max Weber's Methodology (Co-

54) Waldo, “Political Science: Tradition, Discipline, Profession, Science, En-
térprise”, pp. 115-116.
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penhagen: Munksgaard, 1972)

Charlesworth, James C. (ed.), Contemporary Political Analysis (New York:
Free Press, 1967)

Charlesworth, James C. (ed.), A Design for Political Science: Scope, Objec--
tives and Methods (Philadelphia: American Academy of Political and Social
Science, 1966)

Connolly, William E., Political Science and Ideology (New York: Atherton Press, .
1967)

Cowling, Maurice, The Nature and Limits of Political Science (New York: Cam-
bridge University Press, 1962)

Crick, Bernard, In Defense of Politics (Chicago: The University of Chicage .
Press, 1972)

Crick, Bernard, The American Science of Politics: Its Origins and Conditions -
(Berkely and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1959)

Cunningham, Frank, Objectivity in Social Science (Toronto: University of To--
ronto Press, 1973)

Dahl, Robert A., Modern Political Analysis (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.: Prentice- -
Hall, 1963)
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Essays in Political Science (New York: Vintage Books, 1970)

Hyneman, Charles S., The Study of Politics: The Present State of American
Political Science (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1959)

Isaak, Alan C., Scope and Methods of Political Science: An Introduction to the -
Methodology of Political Inguiry (Homewood, Ill.: The Dorsey Press, 19



B EEE BB 67

69)

Kaplan, Abraham, The Conduct of Inquiry: Methodology for Behavioral Sciences
(San Francisco: Chandler, 1964)

Kuhn, Thomas S., The Structure of Scientific Revolution (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1970)

Landau, Martin, Political Theory and Political Science: Studies in the Methodogy
of Political Inquiry (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1972)

Lasswell, Harold D., The Future of Political Science (New York: Atherton, 19
63)

Lasswell, Harold D., A Pre-View of Policy Sciences (New York: American Else-
vier Publishing Company, 1971)

Lipset, Seymour Martin (eds.), Politics and the Social Sciences (New York: Ox-
ford University Press, 1969)

Loewenstein, Karl, Max Weber's Political Ideas in the Prespective of Qur Time
(Amherst: The University of Massachusetts Press, 1966)

Mackenzie, William J. M., Politics and Social Science (Baltimore: Penguin Books.
1967)

Mackenzie, William J. M., Th; Study of Political Science Today (New York:
Macmillan, 1971) '

Mannheim, Karl, Ideology and Utopia, translated by Louis Wirth and Edward
A, Shils (New York: Harcourt Brace, 1949)

McCoy, Charles A., and John Playford (eds.), Apolitical Politics: A Critigue of
Behavioralism (New York: Thomas Y. Crowell, 1967)

Meehan, Eugene J., Contemporary Political Thought: A Critical Study (Home-
wood, Ill.: The Dorsey Press, 1967)

Meehan, Eugene J., Value Judgement and Social Science (Homewood, Ill.: The
Dorsey Press, 1969)

Merritt, Richard L. and Gloria J. Pyszka, The Student Political Scientist’s Hand-
book (Cambridge, Mass.: Schenkman, 1969)

Nagel, Ernst, The Structure of Science: Problems in the Logic of Scientific
Ezplanation (New York: Harcourt, Brace and World, 1961)

Natanson, Maurice (ed.), Phenomenology and the Social Sciences, (Evanston:
Northwestern University Press, 1973)

Natanson, Maurice (ed.), Phenomenology and Social Reality: Essays in Memory



68 £ B 2

of Alfred Schutz (The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff, 1970)

Parsons, Malcolm B,, Perspectives in the Study of Politics (Chicago: Rand Mc-
Nally, 1968)

Pool, Ithiel de Sola (ed.), Contemporary Political Science: Toward Empirical
Theory (New York: McGraw-Hill, 1967)

Ranney, Austin (ed.), Essays on the Behavioral Study of Politics (Urbana, III:
University of Ilinois Press, 1962)

Rudner, Richard S., Philosophy of Scial Sciences (Englewood Cliffs, N.J.:
Prentice-Hall, 1966)

Runciman, W. G., Social Science and Political Theory (New York: Cambridge
University Press, 1963)

Somit, Albert, and Joseph Tanenhaus, The Development of American Political
Science: From Burgess to Behavioralism (Boston: Allyn and Bacomn, 1967)

Somit, Albert, and Joseph Tanenhaus, American Political Science: A Profile of
a Discipline (New York: Atherton, 1964)

Sorauf, Frank J., Political Science: An Informal Owverview (Columbus, Ohio:
Merrill, 1965)

Sorauf, Frank J., Perspectives on Political Science (Columbus: Merrill, 1965)

Spragens, Thomas A., Jr., The Dilemma of Contemporary Political Theory: To-
ward a Postbehavioral Science of Politics (New York: Dunellen Publishing
Co., 1973)

Storing, Herbert (ed.), Essays on the Scientific Study of Politics (New York:
Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1962)

Surkin, Marvin and Alan Wolfe (eds.), An End to Political Science: The Cau-
cus Papers (New York: Basic Books, 1970)

Ulmer, S. Sydney (ed.), Introductory Readings in Political Behavior (Chicago:
Rand McNally, 1961)

Van Dyke, Vernon, Political Science: A Philsophical Analysis (Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 1960)

Voeglin, Eric, The New Science of Politics (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1952)

Waldo, Dwight, Political Science in the United states of America: A Trend Re-
port (Paris: UNESCO, 1956)

Wolin, Sheldon, Politics and Vision (Boston: Little, Brown, 1960)




BN EBE BURE 69
Articles

Almond, Gabriel A., “Political Theory and Political Science,” APSR, Vol, 60,
No. 4, December 1966, pp. 869-879.

Bay, Christian, “Politics and Pseudopolitics: A Critical Evaluation of Some Be-
havioral Literature,” APSR, Vol. 59, No. 1, March 1965, pp. 39-51.

Berns, Walter, “The Behavioral Sciences and the Study of Political Things: The
Case of Christian Bay’s The Structure of Freedom,” APSR, Veol. €5, Ne,
3, September 1961, pp, 550-559.

Dahl, Robert A., “The Behavioral Approach in Political Science: Epitaph for a
Monument to a Successful Protest,” APSR,.Vol. 55, No, 4, December
1961, pp. 763-772.

De Jouvenel, Bertand, “On the Nature of Political Science,” APSR, Vol. 55, No.
4, December 1961, pp. 773-779.

Easton, David, “The New Revolution in Political Science,” APSR, Vol. 63, No.
4, December 1969, pp. 1051-1061.

Eckstein, Harry, “Authority Patterns: A Structural Basis for Political Inquiry,”
APSR, Vol. 67, No. 4, December 1973, pp. 1142-1161.

Gunnell, John G., “Deduction, }*fxplanation, and Social Scientific Inquiry,” APSR,
Vol. 63, No. 4, December 1969, pp. 1233-1246; Arthur S. Goldberg, “On
the Need for Contextualist Criteria: A Reply to Professor Guanell,” ibid.,
pp. 1247-1250; A. James Gregor, “Gunnell on ‘Deductivism,” the ‘Logic’
of Science and Scientific Explanation: A Riposte;” ibid., pp. 1251-1258;
Gunnell, “A Rejoinder to Professors Goldberg and Gregor,” ibid., pp. 1259
-1262.

Gunnell, John G., “Philosophy of Science and Pelitical Science: An Overview,”
paper prepared for delivery at the Annual Meeting of the APSA, Chicago,
1971.

Gunnell, John G., “Social Science and Political Reality: The Problem of Expla-
nation,” Social Research, Vol. 35, No. 2, Spring 1968, pp. 159-201.

Irish, Marian D., “Introduction: Advance of the Discipline? The Journal of
Politics, Vol. 30, No. 2, May 1968, pp. 291-311.

Jung, Hwa Yol, “The Political Relevance of Existential Phenomenology,” The
Review of Politics, Vol. 33, No. 4, October 1971, pp. 538-563.

Jung, Hwa Yol, “The Crisis of Political Understanding: An Insight into Subjec-



70 X B 8

tivity in Political Inquiry,” paper prepared for delivery at the Annual
Meeting of the APSA, Chicago, 1974

Kariel, Henry, “Nietzsche’s Preface to Constitutionalism,” The Journal of Poli-
tics, Vol. 25, No. 2, May 1963, pp. 211-225.

Kariel, Henry, “The Political Relevance of Behavioral and Existential Psy-
chology,” APSR, Vol. 61, No. 2, June 1967, pp. 334-342.

Kariel, Henry, “Expanding the Pclitical Present,” APSR, Vol, 63, No. 3, Sep-
tember 1969, pp. 768-776.

Kariel, Henry, “Creating Political Reality,” APSR, Vol. 64, No. 4, December
1970, pp. 1088-1G98.

Kirn, Michael F., “Behavioralism, Post-behavioralism and the Philosephy of
Sci-ence: Two Houses, One Plague,” The Review of Politics, Vol. 39,
No. 1, pp. 82-102.

Lane, Robert E., “To Nurture a Discipline,” APSR, Vol. 66, No. 1, March
1972, pp. 164-182.

Leiserson, Avery, “Science and the Public Life,” The Journal of Politics, Vol.
29, No. 2, May 1967, pp. 241-260.

Miller, Eugene F., “Positivism, Historicism, and Political Inquiry,” APSR, Vol.
66, No. 3, September 1972, pp. 796-817; David Braybrooke and Alexan-
der Rosenberg, “Comment: Getting the War News Straight: The Actual
Situation in the Philosophy of Science,” ibid., pp. 818-826; Richard S,
Rudner, “Comment: On Evolving Standard Views in Philosophy of Scien-
ce,” ibid., pp. 827-845; Martin Landau, “Comment: On Objectivity,” ibid.,
pp. 846-856; Miller, “Rejoinder to ‘Comments’ by David Braybrooke and
Alexander Rosenberg, Richard S. Rudener and Martin Landau,” ibid., pp.
857-873.

Moon, J. Donald, “The Logic of Political Inquiry: A Synthesis of Opposed Pers-
pectives,” Fred 1. Greenstein and Nelson W. Polsby (eds.), Handbook of
Political Science, Vol I. Political Science: Scope and Theory (Reading,
Massachusetts: Addison-Wesley, 1975), pp. 131-228.

Peritore, N. Patrick, “Some Problems in Alfred Schutz’s Phenomenological Me-
thodology,” APSR, Vol. 69, No. 1, March 1865, pp. 132-140.

Pfotenhauer, David, “Conceptions of Political Science in West Germany and the

United States, 1960-1969,” The Journal of Politics, Vol. 34, No. 2, May



B B2 BuRE 71

1972, pp. 554-591.

Ranney, Austin, “The Divine Science: Political Engineering in American Cul-
ture,” APSR, Vol. 70, No. 1, March 1976, pp. 140-148.

Ranney, Austin, and Robert G. McCloskey, “Political Science: The State Aof the
Profession—A Review Article,” Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 80, No.
2, June 1965, pp. 277-287.

Redford, Emmette S., “Reflections on a Discipline,” APSR, Vol. 55, No. 4,
December 1961, pp. 755-762. ’

Reid, Herbert G. and Ernest J. Yanarella, “Political Science and the Post-
Modern Critique of Scientism and Domination,” The Review of Politics,
Vol. 37, No. 3, July 1975, pp. 286-316.

Somit, Albert and Joseph Tanenhaus, “Trends in American Political Science:
Some Analytical Notes,” APSR, Vol. 57, No. 4, December 1963, pp. 933
-947.

Stillman, Peter G., “The Limits of Behavioralism: A Review Essay on B. F.
Skinner’s Social and Political Thought,” APSR, Vol. 69, No. 1, March
1975, pp. 202-213; Meredith Watts, “B. F. Skinner and the Technological
Control of Social Behaviér,” ibid., pp. 214-227; B. F. Skinner, “Comment
on Watts,” ibid., pp. 228-229; Watts, “Behaviorism and Skinner’s Social
Commentary: Letting Science Catch up to Ideology? Rejoinder to ‘Com-
ment’ by B. F. Skinner,” #bid., pp. 230-237.

Strauber, Ira L., “Paradigms: Behavioralism, Phenomenology and the Philosophy
of Science,” paper delivered at the Annual Meeting of the Northeastern
Political Science Association, Saratoga Springs, N.Y., 1971.

Strauss, Leo, “Philosophy as Rigorous Science and Political Philosophy,” Inzer-
pretation, Vol. 2, No. 1, Summer 1971, pp. 1-9.

Strauss, Leo, “What is Political Philosophy? The Problem of Political Philosc-
phy,” The Journal of Politics, Vol. 19, Ne. 3, August 1957, pp. 342-355.

Strong, Tracy, “Dramatic Audiences as Metaphor in Political Theory,” paper
prepared for delivery at the Annual Meeting of the APSA, Chicago, 1974.

‘Truman, David B., “Disillusion and Regeneration: The Quest for a Discipline,”
APSR, Vol. 59, Ne. 4, December 1965, pp. 865-873.

‘Waldo, Dwight, “Political Science: Tradition, Discipline, Profession, Science,
Enterprise,” in Fred 1. Greenstein and Nelson W. Polsby (eds.), Handbook



72 % g2
of Political Science, Vol. I: Political Science: Scope and Theory (Reading,
Massachnsetts: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co., 1975), pp. 1-130.

Wertheimer, Alan, “Is Ordinary Language Analysis Conservative?,” paper pre-
pared for delivey at the Annual Meeting of the APSA, Chicago, 1974.

Wolin; Sheldon 8., “Political Theory as a Vocation,” APSR, Vol. 63, No. 4,
Decrmber 1969, pp. 1062-1082.

Wolin, Sheldon S., and John H. Scharr, “Essays on the Scientific Study of Poli-
tics: A Critique,” APSR, Vol. 57, No. 1, March 1863, pp. 125-150;
Herbert J. Storing, Leo Strauss, Walter Berns, Leo Weinstein and Robert
Horwitz, “Replies to Schaar and Wolin,” bid., pp. 151-160,

Wolin, Shelden S., “Paradigms and Political Theories,” in Preston King and
B. C. Parekh (eds.), Politics and Experience: Essays Presented to Michael
QOakeshott (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1968), pp.125-152.



