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" [McGuire, 1992: p.
134]3

2
McGuire (1992)

3 "We have a picture of the human knower disengaged from context and siuated in an
objective world whose nature differs from the knower's nature. For not only is the space-time matrix
independent of human perception, but so too is the physical world that is an object of human
knowing. Essential to this picture is also the belief that the mind is occurrently related to the occurrent

physical objects which it knows. its simplest form an inner mental representation of that outer
physical reality.”



[McGuire, 1992: p. 133]

" [McGuire,
1992: p. 1334

4 “...Given that we dwell in such contexts, their constitutive presuppositions structure our
view of history, science, philosophy, and culture. This conception has consequences for truth, the
nature of human knowing, and for the objectivity of knowledge and what is knowable. If, as this
scenario has it, our norms and standards (both cogitive and social) depend on context, what counts
as truth, knowledge, knowing, and objectivity is relative to that perspective."



1960 1970 [McGuire, 1992: p. 13]

(David Hume)

[Couvalis,
1997: pp. 1-2]

5
McGuire (1992)
v



(meaning)

(cumulative)
(neutral)

[Couvalis,
1997: p. 4]



(perceptual stimulus)

" (theory-ladeness of observation)

[Couvalis, 1997: p. 11]

[Couvalis, 1997: p. 11]
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[Couvalis, 1997: pp. 11-12]

Muiller-Lyer

[Couvalis, 1997: p. 12]

(Hanson)
(Copernicus)
(Ptolemy)

(horizon falling)

( rising)
[Hanson, cited in Couvalis, 1997: p. 13]

5 )

[ 540 4]



[Couvalis, 1997: p. 13]

(Karl Popper)

[Couvalis, 1997: pp. 20-21]
3

(conjectures)

(Paul Feyerabend)

[Feyerabend, cited in Couvalis, 1997: p. 26]
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( ) [Couvalis,
1997: p. 26]
" [Couvalis,
1997: p. 26]6
', (Pragmatic Theory of Observation)
(voltage)
2540, 28] ‘ " (electricity)

[Couvalis, 1997: p. 27]

“...How something looks in experience does not in any way determine the meaning of
terms which correctly describe it. If experience does not determine of terms which describe what is
being experienced, there is no necessary connection between the experience of something and a

true description of what is being experienced. Thus, no statement about what we are observing
logically follows from how a thing looks in experience."



(
(Thomas Kuhn)
(
)

(The Structure of Scientific Revolution) [, 2544]

(paradigm)

(incommensurable)
(preparadigm) (normal science)

(revolution)
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solving)

, 2540:

(derive)
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(puzzle-

" (revolution)

2540 19-20]

(induction)

[, 2540

[2544] [2540]
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(world view)

(incommensurability)

(development-hy-

540 4041]
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(Sociology of Science)
[Barnes,1983: p.b]

(Justified) !

(credibility)
(empirical investigation)”
" [Bames & Bloor, 1982: 23]

l12+2:411

242=1)

(2545)

representational science)
194]

17

‘strong programme”

! [Bloor,1991: p.7]
[Barnes & Bloor, 1982]

(
(rational - bridgehead)
ri
" (non-
" (science as culture) [, 2545 193-



(standard convention)
“yakt"

[ McGuire, 1992]

Koertge [1998].

“bird”
[Barns & Bloor, 1982: 38]

(essential)

1 ] "

[Woolgar,1988 : p. 27]
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Longino)

[Longino,1990: 10-11]
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