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1) Hayek, F. A.. The Constitution of Liberty (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul. 1960). p. 397~
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iD#iR(epistemology)> dubd o2 Hrbste A, Bl A ¥ ¢ de A& bFEe Ao
ohulel, Afdlo] A ztsla, clxlsln Ze|n o 9= AL chEch? Z oA RS HAEa 3
Fake Qg A& EAHAeR o) o rldl A4 EES KEFRER- AR HEZS HS5sie

2
ko] EBfk(reason) i HiffGntellec)o] ofvie} HARID4N(senseperception)el 7l of o}, !
slolell 2= D. Hume®| EBIHE A A3 FAlstd JE R 24419 o] &g AMsln et

2 HEe] dSectesde] BEIEME T84 odrH, a2z 7 Al old FAINAE

S 4 2 F4E SEGD, ol FEO] SSol oald xH4le] WEL FAM el o
2ol wed Qe o4 E Bifol ohel E’Uié° a4 Qlalshi, olal AL oAl
o AfEgyel BF5E QlAsh: Aol ohuleh, AZAL) de A4 & sbZ 1 =0
Hubslol]l w2} F4bsis|o] wlalcim Fagcl

2) Mises. L. von: The Ultimate Foundation of Economic Science (Kansas City: Sheed Andrews and
McMeel. 1962). p.2.

3) Hamlyn. D. W.: “History of Epistemology.” in The Encyclopedia of Philosophy (ed. Edwards, P,

London: Macmillan., 1967) vol.3. pp.22~28.

Havek. F. A . The Sensory Order: An Inquiry into the Foundations of Theoretical Psychology

(London: Routledge & Kegan Paul. 1952), pp.55~78, pp.142~144.
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lolol] 2= HW(consciousness)} # [ M (unconsciousness) & F-8-3lud 4, HRS £a e &
HME Faskak, Bab opvlel zhzteba) X3 el 4o Hopoll gk PHIT of$ F8scln
F4gch > 53] Q7o) BMHY BF(sensory orden®’ Fofl 4] B%E & A 244 24 2
dalell 4 Afste wiFeo] T3 ztom, 4edifo] MAW T= EEHS dujo| drim F
ol et ARE ¢ AT BEH KAl o ZdlE B =t fittol at@HAE £3 AN
Bholl A ARA A Ashe w1 F2 T3l 2eln & £ orh (3 W BFS AWM SR &
Aol MERK BRE BFE s T8 AL A3 ohile] 2 F kel L ofe| 74 spectrumo| &
g Folrt,)

A BHE B A sk, o) o o240 fFE) 5 Aubdal ARITEN
= RAMEGRE)| Aol 1‘4 ol HM-L HRMQl FokE 7Halch & A a4 2HE
£ AAE el ARl 2l Hpo) A B Ado) okl HESREE o Hibehik
%°] ). Z12j3 odd & §-x}Foll of gt ub-g 7 moll & ol 3] HEGRAY B el A &
Fich weld 2= HKH REe Fe4 3
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“Haz e 18 =t T8l A3 573 f55tolcl™ 2eluh olel HES Taldq duj 2
YALAAAY £ dA2A AFHelD + ol Lo, 4nshn, YEhE e 1 T
e TEch BE SEA0R & 4 08 B 2 Al E w4d oaE E@ch el
2 EEA RS BRI AN Bz R0 Aol A grEaH e, & ojd FAHo] Fojd
o hbel Fgol Slal4 T Azbrk hebbs AH Y, shbel Tkl A4tk s EE S

€ 458 gnke]l dSE = ol ohch HE-L sho| B8 filsystem)Z FA= o] ek F
el atEEel 1 kfre] shube] gk ddalsle) dow, 2 4ksle) wae] FEEL Y ¥
e A1) g daslolxl= w4 o shte] slolof2ba|(hierachy)E TAReE B o]l AL Aok
3l HERHEY BRSO B8 F(system of abstract rules) ol F=]ofa £ glch

ola ¥-ihsk A2 HBARMA A AR BM(sense)s 5|4 HHS == ol AM THS
pansted], ol 4L tﬁ_{i?’l%[](rule-perception gb gheh AR, zE7)zR4le] HESHY 8K
FE 27 AALE 2Ale] J#S 2 92 RaAd £t ds 2E 5 debell A4, E £ o

ba

Io ».E.

5) Ibid., pp.132~146.

6) EMA) Bff(sensory order) 4= .LHEA) #A(phenomenal or mental order): AR WL
A (physical order of events)s} $-2l2] bl o]s 4] B4(reproduced) Sof =] : fFE w3}
o, ofal Azt 4le|dhe] odFof4te] sleh. Ibid,, p.29.

7) Garver, N.: “Rules”, in The Encyclopedia of Philosophy (ed. Edwards. P., London: Macmillan,
1967) vol.7, p.231.

) Hayek, F. A.: “Rules. Perception and Intelligibility.” Proceedings of the British Academy, 1962.
Reprinted in Studies in Philosophy, Politics and Economics (ed. Hayek, F. A., London: Routledge
& Kegan Paul. 1967), pp.61~62.
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AR game Hsme AES & ZEdAS olg Higdl AN Y Fehedl, oA VY
o B@#TH(ule-action)o] e gt dholell 22| Al Bt o] dl sl bl FsGskillojk el 2

grelck b, 42 ‘x-o— 59 (knowledge—how)E Zatedl, ‘17& okrh'(‘know that’)ele

Adshe Tk & ol MM 9% st WAL Alea e A5 EEC WA, A
Moz guws FE 4 ol daoleh b AMSE 18 A% TA4CR @1 U AA

o .
2pale] ol ol 74 ek HERFH Y ke s Eff(imitation)o] o} 'Y e}
apgbo] @ Fobe WAL ZefE a7kl dake ol Zupoletal, ol AL FAAY =HE 4

[+ AT
o] WEL TAAe 440 #¥Foq TR AHee gAlelzbn & F ek ol B

9) W&o Mo a4 c}-2& B=slel : Hayek. F. A.; “The Primacy of the Abstract,” Beyond
Ruductionism (ed. A. Koestler and J. R. Smythies. 1969). Reprinted in New Studies in Philosophy,
Politics, Economics and the History of Ideas (ed. Hayek. F. A., Chicago: University of Chicago
press. 1978), pp.35—~49.

10) Hayek, F. A. (1952) op. cit. p.167.

11) Age] Fdol wpd F4bd T2 Hsie EEREW(ontogenetic)d FE AR, KifHEN
(phylogenetic)2) 45 lcl. A=k 7 follv £F3 MAle] Y2 FHolA, Fzkel Aol
Saxq Age Fadolatx & 4 Ark. Zel old EAE TEEEE AS
WA A7l AE 1 FEL 3lslsbet, Hayek, F. A, (1952) op. cit. p.167.

12) Hayek. F. A.(1962) op. cit. pp.43~44.

13) Ibid., pp.46—~48.
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4. ME-REY =

=2 Bkl
5| slodo}
gheh o 7)ol A A4S = A S REEB SN A Verstehen(understanding)ol] 3hgF =2 o] 4
ojul otedHEdl, {TEHIEC] Fikel B3 olz Bt EBBHACIHAHEE 955 #%F com
munication)ol] A3t FEESL FAF3E FTHolrh AMTHIC EW S BIBEEMcH) vopb)dtcls A
L BEE A5 Fao ol 2ol cdepubF RS bl s, 2|3 4L
B 4 ¥ #EHS Az} siaAzte] FEEES SR TER A= Al o &g
o}, & satxbsl s)ababzie} edmhug Al Sa) g vk(knowledge by acquaintanceloll ] E&tet. '
2ot A5l Aol o gk Mak-e $elvh debd ofE kb BHES 93 vl o &g
e bt o] FAgcH vt B #5e ovje] A} $elo] B# $23
& 5HI AgelA AAL F v old BEM SRS EANA Ferhes AL A4delH,
=3k olel o] F R oJal A fEl& oEl FHY S AMNAE BT 5 gcks HE A4o]
D‘-'"
BaRf ntEERd 4 )7 bR AbEe FFE A olaldkA Eébe AL ohde, TE
£élamk 28 —gm FEc ¢ Aok webA 4hsiaiehe oddbaql dejdl Ak A4HE

ABHEERI fEACl At #2825 RA(ze BANS A=, & 43 78

35k 3R H(the perception of the meaning of other people’s action)?} 81 &}= A3

14) of = chagh Fulo| & 7|53 22 AW Rulo|E7kel| “AZR Rubdl Eile FF 1 ¥
Zo| FAHlAE 84S oA i £ 27 asin PEdte AE FEA odFEHA
3 v od 5] o] 21 c}"(Ibid., p.47)
15) 1bid., pp.58~59.
16) Ibid., p.60.
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shedok ahe, dubaiql el =3 Rl A7 Ao s zafof ek TAH ArlAA et
AbakEe] Rgol A mMES HHEEEANA = BEfFel Xk cbE ARbEel TEIRE(ules of
action)ol] ZZ+ Fgka) olel Hff(daa)}: SH ARl TBHHEE 2H A=t ch4l weid #®

£ 4pslzisted Foll A 53l REHFY BATHE e Asistel 4 ¢ FoE Lol E
Zech dluvshe B THshe ARl SHEtt Rl sk b2 AR TEN A e M
BFolol, olel M#Fe] bt H-Fshe Azl = 4 2¢ el B Ev WEL 2|0|5l7] o

Folck,

M. =2#Famfy EAEXE
1. slolol32| MERRY BAEXHS AR

WAy (B A X Flepistemological individualism)+= 032 A Ho
dede smel mEe) BAGA 288 kT o8 aAg 2 aio)
2% T KRe ERERN TUG FHOE brol % 4+ 2lEd, sholdlzE 4

ANS 2Ec). 1P slo)ol] 20| WkAN BAEXHS S4L IA F/HE U] £ 5 ot

s, slololl A& kel YSEdx= FHRO2A EEIME Fxslxq, Zelv mEe] &
REEL ol )l X HEHMO T HEXY RES 24 derks Aolch & BAS ol
£ ool RF7 ZA5hH, 24l oHdt B|ERRES Zoch 22l ARTES] HES BAC A
HY TELIT HECI AL BANAE £BM B gatchol o Eshodl, at@ES A=
olal 4nel FRF =+t HAgnorance)’t Fosfckm 3 el

B4, el Tk WWIlaoll 23t K&l olal 4 o] Foizlct =Hell4d D Hume®| g F
o9k frAkdkxlnk, el FHde] vk AMEE =(EBM)) BHEES ovlstx goo BEERD
ol BE-S Tyhalrl. 53 Aol AMMCI(EE ®sRol WmuiEel) HEER ol Aol ohvel,

l'U

17) Lukes. S.: Individualism (London: Basil Blackwell. 1973). p.107.

18) Hayek. F. A.: “Individualism: True and False.” delivered Lecture. 1945. Reprinted in
Individualism and Economic Order (ed. Hayek. F. A., Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
1948). pp.1~32.

19) K. R. Popper: f+F& #Hal& 7ti=cl. Quinton. A.: “Popper. Karl Raimund” in The
Encyclopedia of Philosophy (ed. Edwards, P.. London: Macmillan. 1967) vol.6, pp.399~400%
FLESARAN

20) Hayek. F. A.: “The Theory of Complex Phenomena." in The Critical Approach to Science and
Philosophy (ed. !liunge. M.. New York: The Free press. 1964). Reprinted in Studies in
Philosophy, Politics and Economics (ed. Hayek. F. A.. London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1967).
pp. 39~40.
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FE A =2 thllol A F431E = Pl 2 Afdels H, F iﬁ%‘ﬁﬂ’]&i "(super-conscious)
A gl Holr},

dd o2 Vel —#fk(generalization) s #Esb= BaVEHel dbofstd 4, —ax{Lst

= Dol A Jex olul wHol a4 AL F AL FAHL, oyl x4 FAHE

4 % 884 mbE = drebm gkl 2Eld] FrEel —R&kel gEel £BR

(nativism)d &= 8 zhErhe Aol a4 B Ao, 2y FHL wejdegs A5kt
| n} AZsrd o2 Adylest byt tEm E+ &@E(disposition)o] 2h . B ghcl, 2n

olgl Az 9 ~ErjolBRe BB Y HEHEHERANA SAAH2E Y5 = f8o] W

FH(subjectivism)o} =, EI+ FEHIFRS FHE Ao Emol o BFE 182 93 W@

of i3t HEES ZEshAE gl

e

2. FREH

el HER BRE AT “H@EBA A RES Epiiglo) 2 AL HaW B
FESlelementsolch. "2 & HH W4 FHHE FHEME] ool wolol olAgel ¥
Hx g Wolw, dbmol E3hA a4kl 4b3] 2 2fAl v f2ish HHskAl 457 280l
o whebdl Abslshebe WEFAES] WFL FAGL ol Aol 2N AHE HEoE 1 o
FFaAl gl 2l TASAA 4AhEE o TFafob gteh 49 ol AME FikAmM) BAXHE
(methodological individualismiz} . & 4 Ql=d], 9 ~Ezjojule] 2ol E40 T FFd 4] Zho}

s 23y
2 4 Uch

rEeoox
1o
o

.JJ-

b)) @t 8
}5) shatel A =, el sabale we), FEMO R MEATED RS FES SYYch Ok
s el BAES HAsts zledsigel 4 Aaldog ZAsea el EAEte ol
S0 B FastAal, HiEs AR EE ARMSE AR MES EAdte2’ ste

21) Hayek. F. A. (1969) op. cit. pp.42—46.

22) Hayek. F. A.; “Socialist Calculation I: The Nature and History of the Problem.” in
Collectivist Economic Planning (ed. Hayek. F. A.. London: George Routledge & Sons. 1935).
Reprinted in Individualism and Economic Order (ed. Hayek. F. A. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1948), p.126.

Hayek. F. A..; The Counter—Revolution of Science (Indianapolis : Liberty Press. 1952) p.64: “4}
sisharel FaFelsh ekl A2y (1¢_e_a|o+)uw%ﬂ HF] 2] S A Lol
Qo] WEAlA HHAE AESHe(guide) A E(F TEFI2Ye AAHo2 Fustacd, 1o
JoAle] el B0 Bl dshzio ""BPZIE eptrh Boleh.” 2t AAelel &
S1E <l Sdhe Mol kg HAel 4 Fuste]o} Pt 7 4-421‘4 aev 2l el
off EF HAo| Fojal 4h4 mE A AR FAY e EE MU #Fol T
shet sHgete A 2yelo] FUE

24) Ibid., p.41.

23
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A3 shatol A = ARISo] 4 7stn @l Feh: Aol whE AAs mE Apsishete] Eeoigol 2
of. zpedsietol 4t Az H4Es EBE BELE WL o chEstxink, 4bs| skl e
ol@ Hitt 2eksl 4% 4 ok 9 dsh A3l A0 HEM T FRE0l A4 BE
ol 7] W Folch & ol 3 EMopinions sl 4S AFsHE sabEel Aalv} ohulel, I T8
o) 4b3lsierel BRBHo]l SloiAlt Aol RAEel7) @ Eolch.

) F#Es BmE

23] 5} 8hol] 4 0] HE S(facts) 2 k3] Asfolnl, ol AsME felvh EAstE = sl 9
M4 BgEelxE BEE - BRoltlh olad RME SH3 ARl o8 Rfse] A+ B2
(beliefyo] ™, HRf(data)S FA&heh. * EEE-S FEHIS AR {5 &(human belieflo| =, SHEHER
of of&t W Fske ARIS 4ol Sk Lalel olal AL —Eiyelx HES Hel2 EAshe
Aol ohilzl, B BASAA F—-BHlL, TELI}H F#x I ZAge}h

BES Frhx19 HS #ovh A, ptEHE, wEK BE o ohe Al TEEel B
B3 ARl A BHES SodsiA slew, F ST AeldlAl HpFo] slew, 213 FRE 5
ik @A LER KEsof ok gheh, T Fojal At R T EAS LB R4S o 2] A
oo, 2 HEES 2 BAS {78l obFa dFL T4 XTch

S5, v FQa Aglo|eln stuiels Bifse]l Aol =hel 2 A MEY MBS EH5
gtebed, 2o 7B 4olshA vehdrh & B AR AT 1 BAS] SR AT E
By 15401 Wsleteld, @pEe] LS EokebAl Hch

3. |Het #Pey SHER

stolol & AMIS fakel ToeE&tt, 3 &ME T4k v As|sistll A A3 s1dd 4

25) Ibid., p.47. 2e]x Hayek, F. A.; “Economics and Knowledge,” Economica. 1937. Reprinted

in Individualism and Economic Order (ed. Hayek. F. A., Chicago: University of Chicago Press,

1948), p.360l4 “4% Eﬂ# """ (PEiFole W5 2) FAs = AoldAl Foal TE el

of, Tol| Al = EA8cha o (e delxlE) §% olm, zelx of A% oluldld KEHISL

EEE ohrh”

Hayek, F. A. (1952) op. cit. p.500l 4 stolell 2 213| sheked 72 Furaell 4 9| Folale] e

Al AL ZEAS Mol Trets LE mEel (FEAMS) F#elzin Sk Azs

A xos|E apgro]m, Tl AbES S#kd mEel wcob %EH) ERA At AR AR

c}.

27) Ibid., p.58.

28) 4bo|sh AletEziel B EE MES Wiuts, 1EY mES S, BYUD Mkl 55 of |
2 Hif s RSl Rl = ,@ﬁ-— Hayek2] 19374 %=L “Economics and Knowledge"& 3%,

26
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wepao] Al el ELachn AP st Aelebn wokeh ol Asie] AEA Hehot
SEERM B AEHK(ationalistic individualism)Qld], o] 71 el zol HFoi-59 dl7t2EA §
elZelolch, olal WelFolt BAEHS RHEM H@LH T SEEHD dASI oAt

shg 7ok

o
oo
o

7)) BtEel RRe &

Black-g: Eff(reason) g ch&zb zro] Hojaich ™ 1 “Bike EEs &5, Hx3 8L 794
CEAY GEToIH, T2l o)dl HEHS T A£/32 st F FREL Ve =&
< 7heAl weh " dishEE A BES HEERAY FEi(esprit géométrique)— T A5
Ao Azgle fiREZSY @m@H B a4 EEA FEshs LB
o ek Vel ol et orel ol 4 SEES Fzabch),

of 7]l A o] KfFIRH) L BERD R el Aol T GRS RS o} A
b dlvkebd EERO R Béslolx 2 ol o Foll BEito] oM Hs HHslol R 4 ol
7] sl Foleh zalal ARG BRI ARol A2 @2 Fab Hiol Sl 4 ARdo| 3|H
Helzl7Zl = dt2g, AMe] &E#H Bit(conscious reason)e Afe] 7818 ZAsts 23529
w2l HedwlS AYg g Aok F SEMY BEE 9o E 3@l BERSFO wha g

| w2 Y4l adziete] wRlol od G FUEl, A43|setiopl 4E 2 A
8ol £4shelof ek kbl old Aahebd BAL 242 WAL APt Aol olad
1ol sbd el osh 4 FeiFelsh ek, ol e gelFelel olshed AslA o] M, = ol
4] doll o1& A5l A L) M F225] s Foleh Lejk AAle] x| Aol o WA 2
Maked, £5 2 el F919) Feld grel ot A4e T4l chddoln, Fakdsteh o
B2 ARe] ehE 4pate] ol AT 44w

0

29) slololl Z3kAol 4 2] 24 el 44 S(knowledge-thatyfnl ofile}, olw A& dh= ubde
A&t 24, oA =#zt 7 ZA(knowledge-how)s T 3+skcl, Butler. E.; Havek: His
Contribution to the Political and Economic Thought of our Time (LLondon: Temple Smith, 1983),
p. 20.

30) Black. H. C.: Black’s Law Dictionary (St. Paul Minn.: West Publishing. 1968), p.1138.

31) Hayek. F. A.; “The Results of Human Action but not of Human Design.” Les Fondements
Philosophiques des Systémes Economiques, 1967. Reprinted in Studies in Philosophy, Politics and
Economics (ed. Hayek, F. A., London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1967), p.107.

32) Hayek. F. A.: “Kinds of Rationalism.” The Economic Studies Quarterly, 1965. Reprinted in
Studies in Philosophy. Politics and Economics (ed. Hayek, F. A, London: Routledge & Kegan
Paul. 1967) p.87.

33) Ibid., p.87¢l Q1&= D. Humeo] 7&.
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A, Biko| EES #Eshe sk Aol ohiel, LE M MIE/ RES EEdl a8 3
25lo] W 29 45 o WAl AW Lokl B AUY FAE & o ol slol & B ol 4 ]
dol Waal oAl seh ML elokel FoldE KEFol FHAAU? AES & EEE o= A
olx mak 1EFE| ol Aol AHY TIA AAUA? LelL chE shAll %we_iﬂ a
2049 fEshE R BEC ot AUAE FHFEA L5 F Polvh Zaiu ol o
2o AAslolae o4 e FAH o SulelA o ol 4] £%% F2 Xk & B RE
S0 BEAE F8stA, T AT BEeAY £E 2 A4S FFal dMA ¥
g s Aol oAl dald g AAsA ek
18] ARIEOl4 BEd KES "0t 2metsta wos, @%st Aol ¥ %
2 Aui% 45| dehd 2228 4eAslm, 2eln @ AnE A SHT 3 %OI
ammon 4azel £ASAAES, d4sle 4T ARl dF 4 el AES

BAAR 5 Qe doloh, & el $elol #EMY B che AR {TEhol oo 4
ot MBS 2A Eakel, 1o olal g Al ol Zekxl Eshe R el wAel 5ol A
AE el aa oledel o Ao AAS ANY £ gk ol AL BHTHIA el B
fro) elnh} HIREICIZEE woi ok

Dol ARITBIS —Eiol owl aREmelch of haia °al o {7@pel 44 FE2) AA
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Individualism and Economic Order (ed. Hayek, F. A.. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.
1948). p.14.

39) Ibid., pp.11~12.
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46) Ibid., p.7.

— 304 —



Hayek®] ZRi&e9 BAER 3t #i% 13

< gk olal Yt 54 R FEAAA LA E o gol

I ZAsholep. "

WA EHEBe Zd
Bfel akgh sfolol 2

-

\o

2. W REAS| FRA

7b BEs e ER

stololl 2= @ FBol [t Biel Mt FoAxe] Aot bEsl 4 ol
4 Ao Aol weal LTRSS <
ol AHgslol At lnl 2 dldsta, sl Al dedal ALERYH 2l Al A
s HE(E, BHel st $@EE FEshuedl, oldl HETel AgsleidE o2 AR e
o 2l ef.

BBz RO ol el 4 stolol 2 “THM I KA L TE BN FEHEES ATt
t Aol ohlel, 4 ofd 3 A y
slojxl £ ofd Sy d4fe
oAdFE Aolch F7HHoR o 2
veh, obfel Pastdels 2 Aol Labil sle w2l Basleld Heletetn T

El’- 49)

ol o

ol 7] shabA o 2 otedal ApA2HE

st B =& A0S 485 A

2E BIEEES oolop ghrh, ulek ol SHSFES AL ckelx dhed, 9 o 4
chsl AEre Aoluhrt $-elo o Eo| &riad). F AW ol HL o|n] &l =FE(2 442 o
pzuo W2 shu)e HaAs Aatshel, sl d4hE dAsiAud e vlef] {4 ol
L Aol wlFoll, duz} ol Zoll 42 Fog 4 AR A Ee dolud al4del FgE
FAAY = FAE ES)W4E5L $el7h dnby gho]l dm gl s Aol

) ReAs gmel RR
slololl Z& Bikol HTHo2 HHslold & dx, <A REAEL B o4 T o] &
|

2] 31918 A 4 ¢lel Popper?] RiEnfEt(falsifiability)S gl &8t glch. & 1+ o« ol

47) Hayek. F. A..: “Economics and Knowledge.” Economica. 1937. Reprinted in Individualism and
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Summary

Hayek on Epistemological Individualism
Park, Sang-soo

Hayek regarded epistemology and philosophical psychology as the most important elements
in the methodology of social science. If we can't grasp that background. we will encounter
the difficulty in understanding Hayek's economics and methodology of social science. My
conclusions are as follows:

First, following Carl Menger’'s view, he maintained the task of social science is to study the
undesigned result of human action. But the thorough investigation of the relation between the
abstract rule of human action and the social order which come from the result of human
action, he knows, is a very difficult and tedious task because the overall (or social) order of
human actions in a group is more than the simple totality of regularities observable in the
actions of the individuals and cannot be wholly reduced to them.

Secondly, he has the evolutionary view for the rule of action and the social order. The
abstract rule of each individual is acquired innately but adapted to rules of action of others.
the physical world and the social order so as to survive his life. That is. the natural
selection of the abstract rule depends upon the efficiency of the social order in a group.
On the other hand, the social order, which depends upon the change of rule of action and the
interplay of the rules of action of each individual with actions of other individuals. changes
and develops gradually, and such social order has the regularity because of the co-ordination
of many agents. After all, the abstract rule of each individual will develop as wholes. and a
spontaneous change of the abstract rules of each individual and of the resulting social order
may enable the group to persist in circumstances which, without such change. would have
led to its destruction. -

Thirdly, Hayek's epistemology resembles the British empiricism in respect that man
acquires knowledge by means of sense-perception, but differs from it in respect that. when
acquiring knowledge, man perceives things abstractly. He asserts. on this epistemological
foundations, “data” are the subjective opinions or beliefs of the acting or thinking person

about the external world. This data mean each person's knowledge about the external world.
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and such knowledge is usually imperfect. Therefore the change of one’s knowledge means the
change of one's data. And, because of imperfect knowledge. the “ignorance” plays an
important role in human actions. From this comes the critical rationalism, and he supports,
on this foundation, the individualistic liberalism.

Fourthly, Hayek accepts the “hypothetico-deductive” system expounded by Karl Popper.
The content of this system is to choose the generally accepted(although never confirmed)
arguments as the hypotheses properly and to combine them properly. The limitations of this
system are that it is not confirmed that the selected hypotheses are true and that it cannot be
confirmed that the proper combination of those hypotheses is true. Therefore he, recognizing
these problems, recommends the explanation and prediction of the principle.

Fifthly, he supports the Poppernan sop‘histicated falsificationism but has a more or less
sceptical view against it because there will be opportunities for grave abuses : possibilities for
pretentious, over-elaborate' theories which no simple test can refute. Therefore he thinks that
constant awareness of these dangers is the only effective precaution, and only the good sense
of those equally competent in the field, to eliminate inferior rival theories, is important.
And, to achieve the evolutionary development of theories, he asserts that we must utilize the

freedom of will which does not suppress the creative talent of each person.
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