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shatd ubyle] EAL Folas? ol E It 2ol g AEolw 2
ANEqt speryste] ol Fdtel = ol sl Faje shielch

9, o|Ee zurad, zatd ol2 e FASE wole ol&e Adz A
o A =g 4 ok Asiastel 2leiA AEA A oW =R
HAL Ao LA doiAl for whatd] A 7 zst7)el olzgeh " dAA
o] Tl sjAclepTe BEY TTAHU A 2golr a2 AA FHol
2 qich AEs oxe APL JolAd Aol TAHE zatabe] HFH<
Azeie g7 EAQAe At Bzt 3ol A JHyE
7] ajZolct. @atd ol AW FE 234 st ol Rolut FE AT
o] obriel @AM TANAEL AT o1 HAX o35 3
gA sk BE o]E& wnch Febaoleforste] zpatal & o] &% Hrhshe
88 Azolxut olEel Asld 24 A4 = shitel mste) Z1F el

zhets} wzhete] & (demarcation) o =& Popper2t Kuhn, Lakatos,
eyerabend®l al@iel =4 oled F 7l 9L B3 FEI}A FE

il

inJ
_O"_l‘
p
52
lo
o oW ok L

¥

284 TAg ool A gusen ¢ T sHHAe | A ] A
Zajeigich t 7t FAST sherel iz o ANE Y A ARAH

1) elzig 4% Mol 7% D. Easton®] F7HeFe] Al & veht
oic}. D. Easton. "The New Revolution in Poiitical Science”, APSR,
vol. 58. No. 4(december, 1969). pp.1051- 1061.
z7guze AR g HEH =2 o2 E Miler, "Positivism,
Historicism, and Political Inquiry”, APSR, vol 66, No. 3(September,
1972). pp. 796-817.

2) o]59 =M £EF Ao L Lakatos & A. Musgrave(ed.), Criticism
& the Growth of Knowledge (Cambridge : Cambridge Univ. Press, 1976)
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W shebd olEel A olEe] AWTAL Wi ez Fse
Bete] 2oz T WEsbsAel xeld, o2 Mgl oja Z3}
stololobtie o] $rhgobasl Lels 483t wob 2ol of 2o TAL

st B4 sl u glen] olEy HAerit oENsY 2
I WezAclehe QdAlstol4 293tn gk BRE olE
& 44, 7% & ofok Yok webA olEe) A Lrlztdel delE
olZel oY EAL M Aoz AR AL 270l R B
& AHgord 232 Fo SFd Uy 2ol FEAE PRsL

2oL FAHA A2 22 Fobe} duimel AL a2 HUE
g 3 ; Hel 4g Axg

7} ¢lm %3 K. Popperol&ol oig whEx AubE& A2 Moz P
A. SChilpp, (ed.), The Philosophy of K. Popper (La Salle,
lllinois : Open Court, 1974)7F ich zpstal Agiaql Ao A o] A+
& Ao 2: A F. Chalmers, dcie) zpataiel, Aola, A4 # (4
S A Al 1983). Az FU EEF T =g FHs Fol A
ujslElql o} &g = wlE Al Aoz AFA FHuA 4ol AP
of =ik wimbA mA" FAstad7) 74, ofdstsl, 1982 “F9 A2
e e, TAgAT: 8%, 1984, Wy AL 33l R =222
M, Z4el cmebd 24 Azdel gk v AT, THe I3
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WolAMe Mol TEE ol & LEF T ARl el Aot H

AAe £l RPoz e A4 LEFE AT 7
oz wrsbic @ zae) Az gaAdHezyE s o BET 2y
& 2z Age e 20Cx AT o2 4¥E 3
aAR HAASe HAL AzPerA AL olEHE AT A3t
=g Az=olel AZ 2| e (principle of verification) el ulen AYPHAe
Az 15 HaAuto] s wHaols] o yelskA ofeigle (meaningful)
gyt "ok el AEel deist A Adel el 27 ax A
o] kAol Az} v WA R el A AdE Y ATl =& A
ge AFsgm  wetd  FAAL FAE  AMAA BT 7teA
(confirmability) & 912]& ate] 73 7|& ez AHst7]el ol =
ol o3 oluwbstE AR oujolA) zholu] A F7t wod %
2 1 JhEAL Folddye FAeIch”

ol2]8 el Aol AEol tstel Am| Fo TAE AsHAL DR
H A Aele Fated BAEA oG dldE s HAT FE s
L Aol mejHoz Hud A7 Foll st =4l sb of Eakebe Al
o] Wals si7t Wleselas AL weHos ¥Hs dech AAY A4l
o wlZo] olelE a7z Zeogjetn Azste AL Az FHRF AW #HE
olch ™ $2ie =AY FAR AL
goo] maby AL wWzs Yg AL sedez wAE & doh AW
zoo] g F9 TAAAE 2o APt ss EE FhE ¥ obd
g gjalol ogicied 2L 1847] FelFel shabelgich” tiu A

3) K. Popper. Objective Knowledge (Oxford : The clarendon Press, 1979).,
pp. 341-342.

1) AEAQ me s AT fsjst A Chalmers M A4-E, 1%, 2%
Bz

5) K. Popper, Objective knowledge, p. 4

6) Ibid., p.5.
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Nz7t He 4T AYAR 3, AT Ul LAY Held A4 B
Hol 25 S5 4el EAlslx Esst EAE

AgelA =l el wee oS dalvll wixA .
2. ZHe| HE Ity #z

Fol AZld FAE A Yoz sjAdses Ho| Tae wie] xg
(principle of falsification) olc}. wjefo] EAT 4 gt 38 JAALHE
B obFe] Rolx umelgg QgAY 4

Hettlets chAyd g & §ato 171 d & 3%

2 ¥Hdge]l AEEUE o 2E HAAA A

5 HAAEE Foled 2w ‘%}%“%‘ T Aot e
2 =elge 3?'—7“1%’—75*’(M0dus Tollens) ol &jA3ste] Lej= oimjgl =
@ 7 ogovt ool AREHUER R E HAY 4 itz

FAEgH " °=i7l°ﬂt 23 AAle) A4 Ee] o wiH g olEch ZHo 95
H Az Ae)zte ol AAz EAsle $elt slxe Ao wg
T flev #adglol 23ls e sl vrtn ot Hee 2y, ew
AN Exe 253 = F48 A9t oo 2HF3H s g
Hebrbe FAoled 23 ok WiEEA olUPe e HA 1 hXE QA
As 5Aez b En 249 wAL Fgalglo

25F AAN drts w5 Ao A8 shss Aok 2elx T glol4]

oX

7) K. Popper, the Logic of Scientific Discovery (New York : Harper and

Row Publisher, 1959), p. 41. Hempelx w}atr}x] ofalelr] AdaE %

3 7S AFES] EAHFAH L 2% (fallacy of affirming the consequent)§

zaAlgotz A=Atz glck. C. G. Hempel, Philosophy of Natural Sci-

ence (Englewood Ciiffs : Prenticehall, 1966), p. 7.

Popper =gtz )4 9] zlgolle] A £ 2 ulal(verisimilitude) oa}: s)
22 #¥3stx 9ok, K. Popper, Objective Knowledge, pp. 52-60.

8
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8= (corroboration) & #AgF 87t F2sE A% (verification) ol &5 (con

firmation) &) M@z Ze| Bx WFEE olAYME &5 A%he AAHE

Adolch® 2 AL EFAAA o o] 29 A JH, AFFHTHA A
3 7| EFolch wabA w3 (falsification) = mharsixe Hedl 359
Z(corroboration) 4] A Aol T 7ldE &k F 7T ojEL

25 2 FE AASAY L A2e YRUES Foigess i wA
o] o]ZolAct ZuolA ‘mHata'e] ojule whFo] hEIAG AFHNSTE
msie] AAs 4 = atd wwel Eaelw Fxe As F H#A A4
2Agrs @ 4 ok webd uc FEgA ol AL wFseAel
o AU B} B FRolA BFol o] FoiPeE At ol AHEH
seae Ed2 ste WhE 715 A (falsifiability) & Hete] e dez 45 o
Aol §23E ul 5 RS A g5 2o

AME BE oL WEyi5 Yoz sAAsoje ek F FHAAN
A BRI Bote 2] g wto] A4 wejHoz shediol Bt

o
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4AE AEsold e AFWED ™ W shtel o Eo] rEeA AEH
S ase Aol e ANAE Fo APl A Aoz 444
o w3 BEscels dgol Weks A4

EaAz 2 ol 2L whZ el grlel Ay ofF AssAl LetEolr

9) W2 (corroboration) &} el tig e 4% K. Popper, Conjectures
& Refutations (London : Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1972), pp. 57-58
2%, oubd o 2 Confirmation? Corroboration = clo] & #AFojztn
waslojzjzn 9lch

10} K. Popper, The Logic of Scientific Discovery, pp. 119-125.
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3 Az
FEaigtcl. Foll sl ol &3 FE3e A EAlv bF A (counter |
nstance) 7} ob e} dihe] WA Alel (anomalies) 2 g = ojof 3l WA AL
o] % utFdtAl Egch '™ Az HE AL ol &MY ElpAdo] ofz}
o] B¢ &83lE 4477] %o (puzzle-solving) S &olct. FHeolx FAzho]
= g $-2ls olEE AE4 dAl gor o]EE WE AT HEA4
2 ZuA7)E d TE =3-E 7Edd Aae e T 2Ete d
= off it Faigle vleA AE—7} o|Foix|2] ggon 237
o2 9 ZHE Fled el HE AE Axdch ofgk HAY FAH =l
Haziate] 2SI ol HeidhAAAE Ayt AT S opF]
& "k a2z Fol oA Bt o] & o]
jeiciel & B0ty Qlerl %7 fatat el FHIEe] X o7
A Z3{of FL& meatel HFF AHAQlAo] gloid At HAE Mo FEo
FL B2 A7E A4 A7, YA E FHutdg A v
3 Iye Hubie FE ok Foll osid T PEE vl o]
o) WbZ s u|TA o w4 ASetn € 4 AT FEYHH Y )7
ot 7hsete] oA A4 Aj7ldle AL E A e =k <Az 9
e} o)yt Aaziate] A& 7|7hol oy AeHAQ] A4S Aolztw 7 f-oll
ulzlaf o] o] Aletd| FHA gx|7
absFele) YEa Fof 7
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18) T. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolution
{Chicag : Chicago univ. press, 1970} p.77.
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Asted A9 E WulsA AT F Yt e A 7 LA (basic sta
tement) ] EAEF FAHD ol AL WFY rlxz Ao HAct " =T

~= %o 24z Delsted T ¥2A4L 1 A SYHoE Has

S sjolate A spgdn? WA eldAle] o ola oA A oyt
7] %] Al (background knowledge) 8] = &% %3t olZof w3 AE7 7H5

8 Aoz Lsscht & 23t S8 gl FoselE A

o
4
o) i A5AE AnAslE A4H ool FerFelT AHFeHA ol

3:R
2ol o8 BaFct. T 2k Tl oo AuE UFFee &
& shch. Mel® wk=2 o] (sophisticated falsificationism) = =& £dho
o) 2L s VAL FrlvdE $FE Foted 2o 2 dde 24

shoo) mAle] olEh AsiE wEzele woh U olEe] el el
A4sA 0aE W5 ek Anel 7FS Aze o Eo] FEeIEY A
HEL TAT 4 Yojob T B ohel Aze HRREE Hohokslel

ist BEslolel gt Folch weld AmE UEFoe BelolEE ¥
A Aol obudt olEel Aoz (series)E TAALA S UFE A7

ol 25 ulmE Fatod ol FolAch " ARG AMoM ol ETE oA ol ET
AL FE2AQAT Azg HeolEez 454t

2t7l s =
grammes) o] 2} £alo ] o] AL ;A 2] 2] (hardcore) & 2 & of (protective be
e FAsdy 2o ddsdele o] BAAE HreA e £4, H73

19) K. Popper. The Logic of Scientific Discovery, p. 43. *=.

20) K. Popper, Objective Knowledge, pp. 192-193.

21) K. Popper, Conjectures & Refutations, p. 238.

22) ]38} I Lakatos, ‘Falsification and The Methodology of Scientific
Research Programmes”, in Criticism and The Growth of Knowledge,
(ed.) I Lakatos and A. Musgrave, pp. 91-189. 2<folc}

23) Ibid., pp. 119-121.

24) Ibid., p. 118
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AEE Ao 4 gl §71F vook o o]EE LFE7] HIte AW
3] ojr &3 (adhoc) Hek, T& TFF o9 Mk (conventionalistic strat
agem)E AH4dME o & EMLE R2IMEE AUEAY AR
‘ oAdictEx], Azt HYgE HAFAA o2 AAE AXAAH
£, A¥Aze AL vogHoz FAYGERsE HAAHA P&
Bode oi¥ictes Zolch. awd A¥H WEE SHAD2A NFIHE
AL oS AR ooje] wEsHe 29l o Yol '®

olejg 7] 2ol ulZel & @ Lot Zzolte FARHY, ofEe Az
s, shzaszelg vFeHolaln Hoch Y okEed Ase % A

So] dEgezs P99 571% A¥ste 29 o2 oWy HeelE A
=2

osjaio] shsats] wEol o] Bk vz

11) Ibid., pp. 78-84. Poppert ¢} ¥A§ Objective Knowledgesd 5%,
‘the aim of science, o4 £A4#e2 coff3 ¢t K. Popper, Objective
Knowledge, pp. 191-204.

12) Ibid., pp. 82-83

13) K. Popper. Conjectures & Refutations, p. 34. 7|4 Poppert 1930

o AHAAE Ecif oleist T2olxg Alejst, vfzaxs Hajeld

o] oju{gt Aol —lfﬂl"ii ahatg 4 giA Hel ek A4S AAEEA

Hel nizte] 2ALAE $astA Hdcn gz e

Ibid, p. 35 ¥ A}%}ol AL A5l A ded WA G Xl & o

glo]7} Sol wch o] AT ojzlolelE T37] U 7 Loz FHAEA

U 22 Holex gAY ¥ zlelch Al 27t el HelgH Adler F

95L& o|gA Huisich o AR YL FE2R B4R FHeE 4

oeii £71E wolez s HAle] dE5E 223 FHE fYoke Aol

she) g Alae) B4 oz Holez @okch ¥AE Adler olEE %j‘_%}%

Aetse gL Ay 4 <ok o A odle]st Fo WA F

oM AasiA A UL F ke 9y ez 45 %%ﬂﬂ

Yobs Aok oleig o8 L Qe 2E H5 7 Fysy wepd felel

A Q7 gEo] ofs] o}FAL LHFA KT AUtk

)
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EEAL wapeleht obFAE B FE Aol ok Zale EslsAs 9
9% o) 7zoz ATl JolA ofdseialel Fstel g sl =

A Z9e pskebn 2Ha oo obFEile AUl RS T3l
o

T o3 Zel S HEd Ao wES
of &gty o] &2 FH& Erhedht ol Hulw AAH A + g
7HAE Ao oy A =E ZAAE oo 5o olfolA o'
dh3dte BAAH] 2/ A4S AAHYAH Hr|Helof ¥ AL o] Eo]
ozt FaAdy 2 AU 5 Yok’ =7 FHto|EL oA gl As)
bzl EgdA2 slo] glow gt 27| Z(initial condition)® B =74
(auxiliary hypothesis) o] ZA = o] gleh. o] ¢ clFo] AZXH Aoz
el olzle] BHlAEFQ = =

7t o] AR 7} —%%“&’ st A A o] dbFo] =g FEe] At

wretA ZolE T "o S 150 3ol A 2@ 2l ] oy

15) 23 nlzaxe T Zaelelo} YuiZo] WEEgde 2cb o nlz
ZLFAF L oeirtA] =22 o]E 9 —’E-—’-‘T—% 2 A gtck Ibid., p. 37.
=Y e d5 e =2yl 2AAes xS sysin Qo 2o 2
< A 154 ‘'what is dialectic?’ pp. 331-335 =.

16) I. Lakatos & A. Musgrave(ed.), op. cit., pp. 95-103.

17) &3] Putnam®} Lakatosz} o} %=#-& =|7]3}2 ¢leh. P. A. SChilpp, op.
cit., pp. 993-1009.
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A7 & e olEe FARELR A vhraszoe B AFFYL, FE
oigsl By el . =¥
2

=2

4
o ol 2L 2337 Aot nEIAS 44, wANYRH oE
Fegsbs $2eldh e nae Algol F2AHeE HEHE He

oruch elztE e Al ¢4 A (positive heuristic) & 4] 23 ulg}

d e@AtE Peg st g olujzule) FedolofE Po| FAZ oA
shatatell Al AopAQl oHetd A|4e F]EE A48 A LgehE w|Fo] ol

. o]&< A9} E713<F4e] e
1. olZe| Meint merel grely

Zojet Foll glolA shatel gFe|dde] gujstt ulbe AL o|BETY
sz, AHS A7 AgA FFel EAIshest EAolt EHE WFslS

#3E F2 #5374 = (degree of corroboration)—a}7tE A9 7S A A=
Zzae AAA~-F 2 71EeR AAsE diwd FL& o]R Hile oA

of Zlzstm gle sheietlAAle] eld ool 2aiglony shzcielziel A

25) Ibid.. p. 124.
26) A. F. Chalmers, op. cit., pp. 147-148.

-85~



o2 AL Astel Hal® duelrh AHAle] s Xt 3
A Ausze ool o $4¢ ol&o] Hr 7|4 TAL olEF A4

$o ool Adwd Aol AR Ao oL AVYt ¥
As Ag LoAEA §eFdast ohdd Sl A&Aie o= A
Aol Ast Asimue) AAT A s oyl vet s ool A
Y AAoz #HatA A gelch zeid TR Aol TALHAA
Tt sod A oim ZWL o F2E At W shA AL EA
s} wlmsh Adwel FAol ek o A ol EL WAl WY A A
el g ol EAS 2

1

s ot olw] oo AL oo AFHE A T ATl

o

rysn 2ok 3
Bupasis AT 2e 2ubae) 2o elExke Azl vme HoHE
oleg Al s oA Seirt FAAM I oldrlA Tl A=A

2Ry Zosh atE2s A4S S g WAz welAggel A
FelAnte ozsA FAFo A ol AWTAET UT YA stust

et 2 °1%/§iﬂi«1 oA A9e AFYo e gejdoel =l
ule wch g Hyol TYAAE ¥ HAolth Fz A FAS ol F
A= e —:21154 teﬁ}@l Z 9] sejciele ojalE LAsHA ok 2 T
W] o upe}l o] o]2e Aol goid A FAE JHgez A
Ap4lel w2 E %&01%"1 gojAgich £ slzdeld =8 AHeR
Ag s olel stm 1 vhoix] Exel i Tt gejAdel Ak ¥
Holch.
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2. E713%de| He|

o]2AElel EAo oHy Zwel Fo L A
o] d2E Dol & 4% ¥t ofdet Ay F
Zlzoz2x AAEgich oty o] sz v} o
Eo] oA Ades|ojol g} 2y o] B A
2 | Ab= Aol olel 22 xS =g A4
ol Fabel A T JFEL R 03 Al EHA Xieh F o
= oab M2 e sl 7z de A 280 A
A2 48] apolufFof AL AP wlmel A™e] £t 4
AY 4 ok Fo AF olEAHY FAE sizdelAde] A=
Bo] Tolseicaliol A o] EAH o7} gicty Loh Fof wEo 5
viel Al sz{cel fellA A Atz (normal science) o] & EE A3t
?‘;‘*ﬂoﬂ»ﬂ% vre] g o] Eute] EAFc}. o]ER siectal AAsl W3}
g Az PEEA ofsie] WA YAL oJELE FHAF 44
A7 Eolel xalg T3 AL Bghsty FA7lE A7t B Poleh. FL
‘subel seictel, shube o] EAS FAYoz A FaldH A HlA g o
EALE HSHE EAAA 41 glch olE9 My FAs el W
7} dgunt st o] A% AHe £ degeld AdE oujgict Fo
ostyl Habzistel A|FlolE 7|29 o]Eg FmBAIE ZHelute] iAo
7| &) &L Jl7slokste AzE Ao A3 odofuiA &
Elel A 7folat o] EA e FAsL YA sl 27

EF
g o] Afol HEFAAE ojct. of F9 FA 2HET R3

(o3
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.o
o
o
o
bri
N
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rle

of, rht B
B oo
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o

13w 22
sefciol £ ol &3 F4ste, ofE3} sieict, F4ses szcael 2
AT s TSR 93 FHD Ao FAT SIE B b eled

27 2ol 2AM e Adel s Eastos Aol FUglel Azlslel
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w2 9z (principle of tenacity)*™ & AUXA ZFz2gozA 3ol sz
t}olsloll Al Blitel ol Eule] EAlgicke 1o FRAL HAAoE A5
glckn 2l st sie{ctalstellAE o]lEe AWy Aol dohE
2| o]&7kel Aol U 4 gk @olEol ¥ 49 Hol by wHFo|
o} o] AL Fo 447 Folol HY APLE AEAAA 23 P ot}
=}

$2¢ EES} M BT 2AE YolEokd 2E S M2
H54e BaAY ALY 9EohA ek ez 2o sedelE
AA B3 gold seittuztel Ads FAF =3 ErFAAS -‘aaloﬂ
24¢ R2ol L9 HEE A5 Yok TS AF A=)

A Fol seiche] i s HfHua

& Tostynie) 72004 st 4As vz FHez vof g
A5 AsfollA 2sted 2}E shiel AyAHez siotsiad &
Zo o5l zale] AnE Azs— A r-due-He2e Fiotst
o AL Fited olFoiAch A& e shie] seictelel A% AE
wbcl sje|cielelat pate] 7|EE FASE o2 sHAH HAE,
< Hgshrl A% Jled wbde FA, ATE AT PelgEAa %lal
Tyste 23H ANdolth.® shiel siziciele] Fdsr] ol 471 A
sate} A7l 2 Ao A A9 AAs} o]FAAA B2 KM
S ol BT A¥E ¥lch e sieichdle] odw P4 s
< Azt YAA77)7] 4T FAA] A2 AA4tste] Yse 2 ZA

r

O

rufr
i

gteh olE o mirtel ojaEqbd Fol Mmpatyde 3+ oA 217FA 9
il AP Agslxw glckn =gt I Lakatos & A. Musgrave
(ed.), op. cit., p. 6l
L Maetdnie 72 197089 F7)of4 o] "¢ A3t disciplinary m
atrixzghk Ajz2 & fo1F =93l ek T. Kuhn, op. cit., p. 182

28) holojotulz o] Edolch she ool WAH olegFeldE A4
A4 »4slels 482 welcl [ Lakatos & A. Musgrave (ed.), op.
cit., p. 203.

29) A. F. Chalmers, op. cit., p. 153.
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LA sHeichalolat EAs A o] wjEo] 4T ZUglo] WL
B stAlA rick g aststetela] seiciole FAL o]l TaT 8
23 vrbe sl o] Bul F9 44707 E o] (pulzzle-solving) =} oo}
ola] FA#Ho] HFTHoln 23 AL sheigale BAHGAA7}
ohuet ATzt AHAS) o] BEg5 el HolAo) wlaba B A Al
£ 7ok A4 AL A A AP 2 HL ALy 2
o HEE ol Al Ashstn WA A S} Zol%tol what YAH et sjajciel
ol A7]7F wAyste] ol gztetel glAlst selgich HeARE AT Lato]
AT Ao oln] YolguHel male] Azt o]x FHedalo] Xz
Ha A2 g seictalo] JEeiche)e HAsA D o] HHYL o) FAS
= ARA] Heleld mhxl A e Pl olely Tate] WA
A 2efA= siechels sieictele) 2Alsl 29 271324 (incommensurab
fity) o Qefoleh. ™ HadAlel e Hechole 1ol @S T Zxysl
FolRlvtel el 7o} N E wa Zaol sjeicialo] AlgsT Y= Ay
b~z Yo ol g delsin 7] WE Az 7l 3F
Hol ezl Erbssicts Holoh ™ Az 7|Zo A5t shtel el
B FUYE Y 4 gloo] Adue 2we Muns 23 seciele] W
2= k% (conversion) o] 7 &ol= Alestell 49 & e = 3} (Gestalt switch)

of BI%2 S gleh A9 e GoiolA FLAME dsle] o 4=

ok
oy
o
|4

30> T. Kuhn. op. cit., p. 5 p. 35 p. 80

31) Ibid., p. 93
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