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oA STl T o7 RS WESEMC 252 Qv FEEK EALERGAA
WE OIFI UE FEABERS WS %] #AJABEERSS) B WHES
speie] @ ol9 e WSO BERHET Ivht B RIS =3 BARZ JeAE
BRSGE S 2% o] ohd & gk

dela A2 B ERES WK ERY KRS 33 WES B
steel MEHEY ik 24% ASE A9t EAEe] o MEO my Ty
How el HAMED t2A gruss MEE SAd Bl k9H9 $o =
W Selt FAS ok § AL MEEHE Fikiho) BEHES Kkl ved 2
geo] HEARTL EE 2 Hikkol oA HME S & BEL 8 X ETATE Ao|
o 2 W, Az, Aol HBEIRS Kkl A2 2alas Jikiol A8 F—
e AL AAHA S + 9k 28 A2l REBET = HBHE B¢
e BHEo] Boldy MEEEL JTE BEES EHEESH 93 & FHAw
ek,

8% 25 WEEHD 93 e WRE s gtor, ol MBS 3 no
2 2AL Selof ¥ Bl =RSGdT AAAT. olN ¢ MEEHE E4E 93
QA= FHEER HiERe BESE A0 T 290 2 Jez At

* AR A B RS Bus
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o BHERY B w: HEHS BT Jold 24 288 BAE A4 AA%%
A e 49 Aolvh & BEolat Foldlsl, B HMEe od As, Pl R
37 9% EAS Fodsl, MBS AlEE WEREKS 2E KATES EAs, B
o BBBRE %A TN Bl FEN MES RUSRESE BAN BEe ofd
Rojof SEv}, MEFES HARES o 9A ThEsl, EEEESS MBI HERE o
WA BT Qs e MEE HeREY) BANES 4TSE ARE EFE AL
Aok & Aem Az,

oo a BHEEY ke MEES BAWeD AR SHEE §EAoY ARl
AE ole ¥ RIESY dlale] 2o REHE] o %A By JEAAE 2ANEA EHE
o) HEM WS B34 v, e 2 S 301 (Thomas Kuhn),
&3] (Karl Popper) 282 #7}E2(Imre Lakatos)s} & %59 o &0 Faiol wf
RARESE o F 3 MEEE A8 2L 2 AFL Y Aol

2o o) HEE e AerEe) oA oA BHEHE] 98 2L AHok shE Ag
A9 2AL R Ao B0l WENE o AMA KHEE] HBoA BB s 9
stel A HERN WA R0 BEA QA W Eolvh ohA webd #HEBe] kol
$954 gonl MEEEES A7t 4T Q& B MEo A g Wik
Wsted FRAq Bold AU Seit G2e gloh 2 dBAE ] A Y Lk
B WEHGHEMES I Bbto] St MEN, JBvCl IS o 3 Y WRay
o WEN WSS B YT Ao Piss 49 @pez Wt stu 9% EA
o AR A¢ T 4 AUk

webd BRHEER A AASE weh o] e T REE FolHi: do =
Higol 9 Al ohie ZE PR At KEY + ot KES Beds 49
Wge] ANE A A2g BHERS) AT J1EY MELY KR KA Lt Ao Wk
B AL BEBSCF T Aok A oy BRMSEHE JdAE BES nv F
ROE & JE A2e FAo]l T w2 pie B BB ol oF 4 2e HEg
REEA FASI A Eol BB BEY HHEE 94 24 2 Aok B2 3Ad g
JAE BB L WEREKS ZE A9 BAL ARE ¥ 9oz sy o
3 PR EALE HASE e SBAYC) T BUPAY (a prior, deductive) LS ALie
A BB Bdlel AN S Aolvh chuk K B#lo] QA AL olv] LR
o WY EAE A BEEA B Fr fdle] A Sgoh
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2 o)Al & BB AFE T ool KATEIE HEE HWREAA Zol o
Atz 448 08 3L BEE A9 ddx o= o] obd FHeolw zEx AN
i+ A7)9 BRje] g Ao KiEE T Jvbe AL BE 224 Bifde d=
7t A€ A= BRI G4 dabd B8 HERS A YA ukek o] —
JUHY kg (methodological monism) ®.v}= %5THY Fikis (methodological pluralism)e] #}
&9 BB Jdddes A& BESA 2 Aol

=Y PR Hmdt FEso FEF ¥ AL T BEESE WRstE Hivol
F-Qest s b @ Aol HEeolHe HEBRAA A4 371 KRS Fostes
Re AT WERE MBS 2ot o F BfgEsts #Ust2A gk o ok s o
gA $2 7 HEstE RERY ERd THHE HERE] BEE drhkE A #9339
Evlel B HEEAY FufEES F9O4A He Aol ok KHER KEEERo
ol= vt A AZA=HGE 2] =9 RMET F #YstY F4 He Aol otds? F
A REREES] MEA AT WEE X4, =EelEe AA A & MEE FRoe=
T REERS SEdA 24 gede RS 4E dHdAe REERS YERENS
e AHESY BAE HRSIT RolZE EE vt A&sdds F49 T BAR
Hol] whzl o 7} welA MERERS] Hikine] BEY AAE #A X3 Aol

o)l A AA BABES ke WETE, 4 RERESS HERE 2REN
o2 4We th A TR REHRS F3E Y A4 o9 v AdS o FEIE
AEsed nyeh

IL HBA%ER2 RMBERE

L xR
PHETERRS RERBRS Evld 24 19fikide] ol A& B xR (verificationism) 7
o] AR ol RN HMHE ELWEREN It BAE BRI 4439 &
Bohe ke Ael=. o] FHEkwel dshd BEMRS 2A olv BMard BAlE Bt
E & T o dldtm ERAG. RBER HEkRel Ze MERS B R Eil]
BEE A% RS2 A e 2o gz WA o] 449 AHd4E A4
A AAeA Fske b A AFE MEBEREES ERd BEe ¥4 ¥ 4%
Bl FHEol Aoz A g3 BES BEigateldl Aol & #4A e BMALEE (disturbing
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factors)o] A etz ARt ot _

webA BEE MBI FASGE L] i AFe] Hg Y oHd E
T4 AAsY A5t HEANA B =Q3ARch dad #HE =2e #JRe BEE
ol BER HUIShE WiEE Aoz woldok ddx FESIAT. wHEA 94 BEE

= £ v ke S TEZSRY M8 3% (probabilistic verificationism) 2 g o] A = 4o}
ZE v PR TR B A 2H @ o fEERe B S BATY st = MM K
Heol A A v BEAICIZ AFFH ZlFo] (i AMLY 99Hd el gl
A7 A He Aold. wetA HARN HEIHRT BET BEIHY ZAAE A4
A Zotgvh =S o BB MEIEY AR WMEXHA SENLE MEEE A
2 WMENCE E 9 oud 9T FEEA BV Aol THEsltE Aot F o
T8 WEREMC] Jo] Hola o9} o] Rele (7, all swans are white) =
ol & EHIste AL WENSZ TEfEsthe Aol F, TR WY RBHE Ao ok
gohe AL BEE TAESY] W Folth BE o= Ax KBz = BT WESG
2 9492 FRY v oy wmENeE £ o HEE = dE A= 3 MEd e
] AAE F gl Aot WHEe R AE #EERe] 1] ofyw 00]7] #Eo]th

2. HE REBXH

Feme g HEwe] 4714 A%
(refute)d & Sleke Aoleh. BEEE
A 24 Hife] W5 ek sl

RiEE#H 714 2t MR BB KEEH (dogmatic falsificationism) & & + 3§
. HER KEEH 939 MY #8e e 7Y 29 KEdds xR F
B ERSE A2 R EEke] F2 2 e

v BEM KEEHIT oA R FA HEEHe ERS ¢ v AL Hiol
BE 2o 2 B BE 93ty BNEN R ERTGE Aolvh G4 Lkl &
W BT sk LB, DS Fikd o stel EHR Higd T#ste HilezA
B ohal o) & #EWEY F KEE Tl BAINTR vt o9 vlastq EEW KiE
ol ahd Bawol Rarsky] At A KBl st #EE= ol oF At EiR=
Z, BEW KEFHT B $4¢ £ 542 0o 4] Eid T9dde H&&
23 9,

wzbd BHER KEEHEE 7P o PR fEEEEstas 894 ek

HEy e BEGeiind 5 o KB
EolA & o= ZE PEN Hm KESZ
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a2y ol d BEN KEX®/ 2+ 2A L o HEEHe #x ' FAY F8%
AA 2 & F Aot RAA WRE WM, M &8 (theoretical and conjectural proposi-
tion) = ZEWY, A (factual and observational) #fES) w3 FEE T U= Aoz
EAlE oleld FHo] Wudwl EERm, #E &BT KR dsid BHE 4+ dde
Aoleh, zelvk AA A M HRES BER BT TEN JHE ofE o' T W
e TEee AMS R#(sense)o] el kA p@HY, AV THRAFS EE 93t
G fz 7] wEelth o vhobsbA ol e AAY BEe] Fha T HE EA
EEe]l Bizd 4 e ddAE MENLE EHRES. F e ST BEEA B
BTt Aol MEMSE AR #Eolwt. wEtA AL BE HEnd KEe Hy
#igel 2 & gloe L= vEhdeh

3. FZimey REXH

BlRelA T BER KEXHES FES 5T BE REEES RNz R
stz A 5 Tkl 29, #UlEZd o3t RS oldRE HkRN KEE
# (methodological falsificationism) & 48 KE¥##d Aog KBIHZ 722 g+
g o] FrlAl e EARS WEEE Aol HikwmH REX#EY AHS HMSE o =&
A S

i KEmET Jigel oot KiEE o v B T BN Aoz g
ol v wbete] Ao dt KEmEAENA dolAw g ol Higo] oln] EAlse Bz}
o & REREY P& (empirical content) & 7HA #, F A2 HEL LAINES G
Aol & W, BEK HiRoZ WolEdAdn F44t F, AAR 2 BEHL v
B TR RS JHA ok st EAE ol HBH A% —#7t BYE ok due
Aolek. AAY Mtk LRI, MER ST d8td 4A & F o B4 4 K
TS SAAY BHHE AR 7 AYe] 2F FE gk

ofwl g BERol /19 HEERT © B& KB ABS 23 ol o Himol WM.
2 R (theoretically progressive)o| el 3o}, =3 BWERKICE BB HEo) = A
23 RAEFT —HF REHNCE BYSE d o] Hind BRWLE HERA(empirically
progressive) o] 2} &k},

wtebA] Ao REX#ERE 3d 54T o) Eime #EIE Aol ok Hi
9 A8 2% FENA s Aol = Aud RBEEHE old ERE FEINE A I
A EEgo) b4 BESTHE HEE AT WA A2 KEEH e oW &
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oV #MES =t BET 5 e BHREA o= BHRd KET & dde et %
A ety AF2 2ok o iRl vebvr] el BiFEERC AXE Az WA
Fethe Aol |

olg zo] ofx HiR] W K v vhe Mol hFel Ik Fehd Kol
£ Aol wd HWRSH MBS BMAE doA HScts HRE, UFERY HREE o
A3 A 2E Hig Lok W EiiED £ 4% AR vebdd dgle wekA B
FERA A2 HiR, BEFERS KB A ERS KBRS e BRdA 29 BE
0 Mg o2 ot sl

58 KRBT QA9 KB, F Fe0° KHBK (counter-evidence) he 2 AT
Hing AA T o MEFol HA X Aclvh oWl Hige) B FEWH HEE =
@oba glvk shvi eh = Bvh Ve Hpgel vE WA E ARE EmeR FE ¢ AT A
otf, EI &I RKEBEEHAAY KiEo] Angd RKEIZHA A 28T = A
e Aolrh, And KiEFxsm st olx Hinel BRAY(progressive)d = . Hiwe]
A z7t AAHE BEAA HERTE KEIT 2obs #Hig T+ BYdle Bgol
Ve ke siglel. w3t ol 2e Aagt Rl oshd B BTl MR
224 HBrh v e Aol o & Bog #A HE Aox Huste Hime KESt
HE b9 e o 5l

Ge-E shutE ) BN Wz uES BEdste 1.

4. BIFIEAS] BBy HEZI2IY W

Fegyy Hge T 2 2.7 (Scientific Research Programs)-&- =z dulyo] ERESE Hri% (hardeore) o]
A= ol 2 BRE i £t (R E (protective belt) 24 HR= 2 givt. RELE
= WM BREE MR BES PE A7 5k A% BRE #HRe S
REE 22 99 wEd RELES BEX T Wi BRES ¥4 #bst, &
ES® ¥ velZtdE AA oz A8z e Aelrh  olghze] Ml BRE TAR
et A By Pz 2o e BRAA dobed ol H e B BlER & Rik(positive
heuristic)o] el ghe}, Wiyl BEEG He IS KRBT & e AR HESE ol
g HHE A AL KB B (negative heuristic)o] 2t et

webA RFHERE Prezaod e i EXl SAE A KR AR HelAz =¥ 2

(1) 1. Lakatos, “Falsification and Methodology of Scientific Research Programmer,” Criticism and
the Growth of Knowledge (I. Lakatos and A. Musgrave, (eds)), Cambridge University Press,
1970, pp.91-196.
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el —E7F A st EUHEA 2 W 2 BB WRZ2ZaYE EPN MEBH
(progressive problem-shifts)o] gt o}x {RiL E7L A% Fl WA BES BRYSE R
AolAq 7w 2 zaade] BHK [MERE (degenerating problem-shifts) & 3tz &
% gieh

o)} e REINY KEEHES K v A BRHE EREol FESZ I
T ZA0lH, o= Hifgel KA T2 3t F4 £7)5E RAe] okt AL @A H ot
o BEigReh G el vEbd AR A FEITE Aol wWEkA o= Hikel K
#EE FA Z7)H 2 = o E%"] 58 RO BN BREZ N ide B
Himol Ao et A7) #Eol —ITHY Jiikik (methodological monism)o] ofvizt %
TR FikE (methodological pluralism) & 2 B4 x| 92 o3 d}7 o},

BN Weszod e /& zrogn o KR REel B2 = 2 —rt EE
olopul Mp vt z2afie FASA HEw, o9 AL A2y FEHE YRS AL
Af {ax JY A o] FelA ¢ gty Aot vhA Lhd AW KRBH BRE L
W A zgko] At Fojlok 2 REME FobrAl & #stk Qlohe Aojeh obFE A2 HRE
S HUss ®Eige) A FH Yt S ol Fo] BEEE A9 gE AL A7 B
g #EiRkE xR ' Aotk F, od HEifel AR HEES F RUSHA X3
BEfE EiiRol HFER Kolx gErh svdr o A2E Bl BEA BAF R (positive
heuristic) & Z gl& #Heol= vF 44 A4 ddde A& dr @t

HtEEE Gi o] AA#e

“oRlE AFA 4EE HEZZZUS BE BT Wl SAAA e

3 gqA 2 Ae g $EE 2 zERade] RRKY MEBE)(progressive

problem-shifts) & Al <rsta glvbdd ob = Aol B KA AT HEifol obd e 3t

gx wHAdE ¢drh 2Ex A2 HEE A28 Aos WolEd ¥ dolok ¢,
r,r;-ek 220 ofrbiel o] EERS MRZUT vl weF A FA H4EE WHREZZ2I

WER MERES AEMoR BHEX vhd BHT BFERE T8 odx HME

& Rt & MESL Qlehm @

kA BEsE HEREY AR ohE ERE AESHE REh EH (crucial experiments)
olghe Aol HAEIA GEdE Aotk FAE ATol & o old WEA KRl HEHE
e Birtke g3 & dE wel JAT 23 &L ASE wrke Aol 53 P&
HEL ol 2o BREN HRES ERse o 423 BR £RE oz .

(2) ##RE, p. 167,
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ol g HEelA B W oud REM ERE T3 ¢HLE Eid AMEE &
9] BERIAY Sk (instant rationality) & HAfe] A vh#| && W&ol =t A @& F Ak

HlEsE Qd-gdt, “BHEe] glolAY Ef#H: (continuity in science), o} W HEie 4
7} (tenacity of some theory), 2la ojx= A= BHIFHS S4HM: £ HiEo FAHL
2R A Bobe BIEEREY ZdA BESE E i vehve BfolsE e
Ao] %vh”®gla ¢ oh

FNELE BT BB £AH0R HRes ER ERS BEsd gz Jdev
—f&Hy 2 2 RIS BB (mature science) ¥ REE P& (immature science)d [EHI2 L
ek BREG BB AR HEEL ohiEh, EEY Bkl SlolA AZE wuhEEse)
wHEE s PRz 2052 BRAGE dd. Wb REG BB BRD #E) (heuristic
power)& zterh 23 ole g BRER NS 2 HREQ BB A% BEMLE BE
3ol v 4 Al dhe A& wHEel dgs A olE @ RelA BB BRE AS A
2E EES BUhA HBE ARE S8t ke Xel ke Aotk

w3t BHgo] A BRslo oF @rhe XEL o= BB AS KR REE BERAA
UrkR] 8 ol & BB R A HEV BhE v RRESHA =& Aol o7 HEBRel A
2yl wt2axl] Higolv ZRo)me Himd MAHT ERE MEEA Q2 BRY
BEJ) (heuristic power)e] fin= 5 gloj Al FlERO 2 A9 FEE 2z vtz sk EA
2, ol ¥ ik HpWLE BRE A XhdA HEd Bife A M
2 HEe BES BERIT. AA Qv JEE o= AE BES BUY F Jd& FE
gt o HEERe oW HMAE ol flx, BRM Bhx A g glon H
e s e Aol7] WEe] £t BB 2o e 2 FiE) fivkz S

5. Eo| PEpESH

BRHERS Hikie] $28 AAE FA2 gt F(Thomas Kuhn)e) Fg¥id @) 2
T Wit MM svtEsS] Hgd vz - AEY Bt doh BANLE F 94 Bl
e ¥ v RE P8 =5 PEEY slhebehdl (scientific paradigm) ARy @R 9] 3t
AZE e e g AR ivtn gozHM REXH Hiwd 22 HE4E Aewh 2
2 Fol dejA Fold A& ojwWd Wl QelME XYL shebthd (dominant
paradigm)o] FFfES}sL o] 2]k KIEAYQ &bt =z fit@e] Wrherd] PHEEEC) HHEHY

(3) RIRE, pp. 174-176.
(4) T.S. Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, Chicago University Press, Chicago, 1970.
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224 o] Fojzlvtx £ Ao vt

whekA] o} PHEYERS LBERY J51k (methodological psychologism)e] 2t £ §-7
g =% F& A2 sedle] LR Hol g e Ese BREE
FHEo] iy (scientific revolution)oj 2l stgiet, F A BB EmBRAA A= B
I} pEfEe] MRl BAGRE @ISt o 24 BLERE S ¥tk (continuity of scientific growth)
3 old PEERS] £A7] % @l =iz g AL &9 €FY KEERIGE
o5 BRY BES Rl sl BB BHREES MENClT MENSE R
B3l7] Bohs AVAA LEE K AdA iy shrteso] Higsl Ef=E G 3
At

53] ol = ol BHEH HArel oot AAAGgE AL AZE Eidel @A dde
BRE 2384 =l glolth. BABE JedME o= AAd geiA AMAcl g
Axt st HAA L i@t Al AL BEY BRES oFF z HAMe] ot
A B Bt Tt d5¢ ¢ Ak A AQzEaeld MRV ERE
IolE At Al 2EAee FHABRERE BT BBz FTAAGR 3, ofEut
Fol BT EfE oliithe A& AAstd of .. = T Bl ZEM =
G e @R BRE T o Uty e SBEERe] SRt ffirtkel ety
RS Tol M8 RS Rz Uk Wk £5TAY Jj ik (methodological pluralism)
= ERte el YA Z99 Fikimol it@RtEe BEEEste ¢l 2o v EAY Kk

o2 279 & ¢ Aol
II. fEWER2| kK

1 @HS HEWe R

BEBITEBO HERS BN A EEEHE ¥ MEBY Huks o9 HENE
K A o MEBY HEME 2o BEAZE ¢ 590 4 AeE 439
mmES kel Aot HREE MEBEG 2z, JiolE, dHak o F EEH
SR MHAE G9T Uo) MMM KM 2ol A WY Hzd Bxdz ¢
9.

sz, H7tolE, WHart Kkl Aot AA AFE AL Fkot o FY
B9 SHHEelE ol Bol Arkz A F Avlat AREVOIS WEMQ FRK
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g S MEERE FIAS EEN, BREN HEE 0 H Bl gtz 4l
h ze v e 29 gilolre] olZmA EER HMAHERE FIASNY Rode 2o R
ol BHIERYQL Ao R fmiEeRe] Jrikimel = it dvlast BHEMEA g2 24
£ HAE AL FHEoIW HANLEE filolms & 2RI e RERS Hikwe A
g3tz & F Aok

53 HHMBREBEPAA L FvlolEs) KERE ¢4Y WReE RS oA AE
A& MEBEHRE 1A BRAl BUEMQ HiEwE AA wWE BEEA 99
ket

z2eE dhel e Yo KREE HEwe KNI 2 @

e HRER REREEES Ao 2 REE ke 2 A4S S 8ol
e REET MRz BidE REBAS BESY BEAY T8 23 HAIE Fe}
We Aolzhx stgiet. & thgd o] st “BbikERe AR 2% 353
2 HEse du AHes EFeds A4stn =3 ol & e Birr AMTAY B
FEE 7 W g EES e AR A 9A TEEEsHE B FE d BiE £R 70
= REFES 2 HRML BEM] o3t ox A9 Bl e Hel vdtd B g
< BE Fordae BETAA BEAAT St9eh. zeiv ol d Bflfesl ke Asl
of W& HEsH MERIE ¥ & BIY= 3k

RERE S| BT ARo] o] g} 7o) HMIL Bhiftel o3t TEIYTE L& ghF o184
Ae G HBHHEA R olB T Mhe PEo) ERSY sty P23 Hikols] WE
of &7k stk fBstL vt ol o] EHffitkd EAY FEHE Tt wEo
sl K 22 BMNE 5 g4 wEbA ERS BRY REE 2 HfRol K
e A2 RAGy Wi} HEE ASA XA s BALERE (disturbing factors)
o] FERTT Bk Higd BES Histe AL JuzAY 2 RS B (verify)
At e Eel Sl Aolr ol HERAVCl L BBl REHAIS WEREMS 2
= Aoz ®g,

hol EAifA Rl BEAS ZE TEE &80 Zid BEAASE A4 U B
e Zo] obdsbehe #41E AsA Xk F, BA WEEER AL BREE BAS
BAAAIE A2 Fogla HEEY HAdE &80 A3 LB Ao 34 =

(6) 1.8. Mill, Essays on Economy and Society, Collected Works, ].M. Robson (ed.), University of
Toronto Press, Toronto, 1967, p.321.
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TS A5 ¢ 7 A 2B FHEHRBRSY REERY JeAE A= FIEEAM
e L@l W9 AFE Jozzg RES RPEE ¥ % o8 23 gz 3
Ak, |
CHY B RS 29 MRES) ERISystem of Logic)dl X @y Ade 37
%RE nolx gk & Wl [EY WRINAL BB RES SANAA WM
B HfRS] 24 A i (intellectual sausage machine)o] 2} P A 2¢ MM Btk
Y #3E (nductive logic) 21k EiE 4 Yot stgch. 2Ev W& GRS o= H
el whaA geva diRon pERtRe] JTERE JdHAAY BRI Fikdl A%
= o A ol ol HEM KBHMME 2ox HRERERES FAdts
d & #E Fde AR & + A

HHBIR RS HiERE Fadtd ore 8%7F A d=(ohn Neville Keynes)o] o},
a2 29 WE oLk 4k #E)(The Scope and Method of Political Economy,
1981 A oft 2w 2=F Mffivol I BRiEHY (abstract-deductive) JiEks} BEEEYO] L BHREE
i (historical-inductive) g FAlo] 243 BERA Fo] FEISIGLA AYe, 2, A
A=9 BB JHiEwme a3t 2ol Byt

A, REERS KB PR Rl PEBLE SMT 4 A5 B4, REFH
¢ Hit MgBKLE $H o= A= HEEE 7 ek AA, RENI FRA 9% B
B, WA HEE mv RBIG posteriorD) HEEES REERS R BLX o
A, gub HES 24 EAN AR AielA EBHILE FEI Aok T 2F
3 oAA, BEAY RS MEH Aol wEA BibigEEs HHS R
E fEEe) #hE (science of tendencies)o] g} & 4 9lv}.

Coleh e EHMBRS EER Hkwme ALY B dAE FRSS Je At
Z 1}o] E.(Frank, Knight), Zu]2(Lionel Robbins) o] o] &t HEkins FESZ o
LB olBRJAE o]l Ax ALH ok 2y BHRY KEEEES A F 4
g T AFA vEde HEERY s ol Uy =g #F 29, ¥, ¥
RS 2 BEE BB Jikimel d5std e v BHEE 25 2 RUE 5 3
= P HEE e ¥ EBSE A I3

e Gikdwel A¥ MFEP BRAE wBe Az de LHEdg 2yad
FERE TR ERA BEEER 2t A3 HmES €A fFHAEE R
iz )
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2. =ore| iR HEm©
ZErue WA BBRERS REREES B A R8s HikRs BESTA T
ZZoull FEREEEL “what "8 t}E Aol “what ought to be”= HEiREEESY &

Bl Schy MG, THEde “WEWEY MET o - BEELY KR o
B2 BAE T 4 UE O EEEE —iekD AEe REse O Y. KEmwEe

o REE WS EREE, M6, £RotY dA6 g9 wEdE Aelw. Lok Ei
RS ol pARESE 2ol ZEMY Fx I O fEEE g

o9 o] xeEwhe WEMMEL EHOZ EEARC AW HELE AT 9
£ Aol MRS KEMHES RUAKEY T HEoE ESTE AR B
FREE L A= ot Aol oA F A EHS 234 fold AT of
Ju, B® zozae SR AS 2 ite, A WR S8 B 9L W
e WS £U AGERES KECHEYY Byy 4 9T S 24
& oWy BEMRS Y B A BES BHE Adons BAESE BN K
Feelidl olel @ MEEREY MRl Y Me WEEMEC s 2& F 9 WE
ol v.” 2 Eifshel .

¢ ZHEGe @SR BGEEE JolAel MHS BE 059 Kk
QA4S RS EERT Avhz A0k 5 HERE] Yol HAEEbasic value)
of WstedE BE g A9 o] AzsHe 9 wste] B g Bel Bstol
Ae Aus GE #HE HA2 dee Rl

AN BF RELES 448 F e Ko living wage) S olek AotE dE KR
9 —HE B2 o} i o & WAHE THY shidd MEESHY I gl Bhol
e BEER) ER 2o Ao ze B oldd o suhe] ke Lk
Bo AA4E & QAESk B 2 o= it@el oA A RE glol BelEdA
T HARE e AL FEY £ HARo] okl [l (non-basic value)o} ts}e]
AE Ge BRY XBA BET 4+ JAvke Add. o EEBES Bl RES
we) HHALel S el Slo1A, = el ok Kk W) A dusA e BR
o) BMY F Yrkz Holo} & Aolrh. EEule KEMBHES HGEHEY Bt A

(6) M. Fnedman “The Methodology of Positive Economics,” Philosophy and Economic Theory,
F. Hahn and M. Hollis (eds), Oxford University Press, 1979, pp. 18-35.

(7) RHBER, p.19.

(8) WIRER3C, p. 20.
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B} 2w Wikl ot Het Fe] el Res BANES e REY BEMES
WA R FEY 4 A+E 44 ®WESdT Uz & 4 Al

wetA Zal bl RERER] PBoZA Jud BEHg AEstd ok stz =3 54
WY MBS Ertke] oW kol SJated WS olok shvtel dstel Aol MR
E BMsZ ok Zsalke e Bme A% 2 Bl 93td puEoAer fokw
FEG. FE Bio]l Rirehl Ae9AE 2 BRY RO ME =t SHERN BE
= pEeA e AFe 2 W] HAR B (ubstantial hypothesis)o] FH-E Awh} &
BT + Jerbt BB 4o ‘ ,

ZE G Gt o] R Yok “BERS) Ak (validity)o] AT & e B
E& BRIt KB (experience) 39 kol o} wheF Bflo] BT —&KSA EAY HE &
e AT —%3A gowd 2 HERe ErlgeloF 3z, weF Bifllo] EA god
HAZ, TEO A4 B BEE TR 2 Bl o3 Ao HEL B#e
A o€ 232 927 2 BRE o5 BEAI 6 KB Polvh B4 @3 $FE 2
T AE3E o2 iRl KR o) 3to g (confirm)H ok @k @

LLES z=ate] ®iimel A BRHMSHRY #at oF vsd Aol vz 3
o & Bl old BEE BUSHAE Rehv ol RilsE ¥ KKE 4 d9E 3ol
ol dAY PHETR| KB Nz MR A —RMEstE All#x sl
olel g Ml 4 nwl welsule) BEAKRS PES] KMl AT NN KBnE
of S A F F JE Aot Iz Bie gFoMx T ER] BR(EE Hiw)
9 FEE 924 BWe BEH i kEddr 22 95 §Ed Aol

BEY PEBHERS A58 BETE Eile]l £E3A gevdx AAdH TEad
A% Ao PEMED o= Ao W FREY TZIYOZ Yol JEvk ¥ & AL 5
2 & Aol |

=gt BRY FHEe B RE 3l REHE ALE BHRY REBEA
A FFA oz A BE (assumption) s} BEdko] 28 A EESvtas A g Ao
ekl FHimol AdA AAY A =z B Tkl dv BEC] FeAd A gt
BEERE 2 Q. & w25ed BE, fEERt] BE %o RES 2 Rtz deA
o g WEsL olel ¥ BaEd T B AHMAA 9FE vAGx BActe BE
EE Q& uEte, ZdEge HES o3 FRENY FE od BEY FEHe B
(@ MR, pp.22-23.
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B (s @RS Lo JEA vl YEE S Blles DY REe B=E # A
A skethe Aot ZEahe HEMES ®Uste B BRES Karsach E@%
e, BRS RERES Bk $& 2yt o] KBREE BHE T 2E/)
Wastdade Aol 3d23A AF4s = Ao+ : S
3. EBHIAS| BB HER T

C zE gk el HEH el 2alad e HEsle 2A. 2alad R
¥} B#kol BT olAlo]J(An Assay on the Nature and Significance of Economic Science,
1932)% olv] REBR S HIYBIE A ENAE & ¢33 #Rzrolstz A 2ua: #
38 il A ohE3t ol $RESIA . REI AAA JbF EARe HEE EHiEe
F —EFRS Wil sh, oo |3 iRl ERIHE TIUlE oMHE wER mER
ot 2 RLHEES olv] Kzl ALE WolEqE F&9E B WEIT o gk 700
2ylay oo g s BEMY BER A% f2d A= olvn =3¢ HARE
A9} Zo] #iHlE EEgel 93l =2 HEE ohze Aol

F Esiye BRS A d HEE Bl AL 2L BRU HEo A Biot
A & = HE RzE F de Aol =T HHE KR FAF Hkel REEMR
o AN E FMRRGNBRSY REDsrs & & v 228 & 28 WEREKS
3 flR= e ERgch. webA 2o o HFERERC] Y REde B = e 48E
FERQ Jrikel oste #HE e Aoldh
CYmpEERS] HEmE-S RE PRI Eimet zel, W& 4% A (postulates) 2 3-8 9
Higel Aolvh. 2L o8 d MEdlA A BEEG AL RERS T4/ & Bmh @
M (scarcity of goods)o] FIRHEF] velvte Hikd A= Eifisti:E BEL £
£ % (assumptions)ql ol v} (HEEHKS hOHEE EEAL 25 HAREE EHF
A FIEE & Qe Aol FEE 234 stz Jve Aotk EEERS HLAET
HEEEH 1 Dk Ffdche Aol BiEmS] UGBS KK Mddkd Hslo
27 @A Xz glvke Aelrh - olHd MET o€ ARl FEI HEE Fde
RE#E e &l dehdA AZE fwed 424 A few e olEd Y E
EHE 3 ke BHRE Lo A Fed. 2AEL $EHEY HEERED dolA
Y55 £33 =IF(so much the stuff of our everyday experience)o]”] = o] A So] u

% FEHO R HMES S 3 ot Ul =Y 28 Aold. AR oE WES He

(10) L. Robbins, “The Nature of Economic Generalizations,” 8%, p. 36.
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AL BT M YFUE U] A Ee olo] & A2 Hho) 22T AZe W
Pre WS 2R Paske o ek

2o BT BAE W, AEEC B BolE odd A TIAow o
AsA Arbe Adolth 22z o]d® MEE 34 Hb B kTl mEHE
o wrh ¥ RS Mol MhgskA =& Aol

ZHlat Dkl A JRHE vheh 7o) RHES EiS WEMOE MUHE el Hie
FRAA o) FAAE o] otz Srh Low WHEY) BAGEES YTE HEA
el A W s W Ee] thal 2 AEE e st "y By =3 oHd f
B T e dad AAT old e fMHEY @S (theorems)o] o] ERIE B
W= o2 g

B BHBEES) RBe)A v 220k TR whsh o] sl E# (controlled experi-
ment)o] A& WEREKS 2= MEE BHY & e AL $3F 47 Ak oHEd
Fimmel Hikol AR WERAEKES 2E BH 2 EAS e & dde Aol
28, o FolA A e A AAMERGE 09d HAME, 59
A WEREE T FEHE HEld AF o] ¥ FRE Aol

2AL BRBE QlAY BAE EF A A it ¥ RED A2 EHS)
F5H0A BEMLE Fob A Fehx ggel uete HAMNE B3 EEEd QA%
MBS WHBESS TES obdE BMERSS Itk wEbA ol d WEIA Bk
TLEEa] HAMBLT Y BB Aol ohdsl. EE FEmols: HHE Jqud ¥
Eojol whebAl SHE el heThT ¥ 4 glEd, S BBl e Ao ERs X
WTHEIE S DU BARE] 1ot HEHY 4 ok 2o B EA A o
o AWeeok s MME WAL Bk BEES AEES U BEE 22 A
B |

2t Selh Fo sl ok & AL mMEe] A Wil ol E 2 AMdkel ot Qo
= oA 2 RS Bl WERNES A% o REE KEy e 2ixd @
ol BUSE AL ohide Aok |

Sulos) R hOBMERL s B N¥ B WM (relative valuation)2H-E
S, FIGEAHHES, FHkAe 7B (rational behavio) = 7 39 B BEEA 939
@A vg o], AU FES AET Q& AEHRY shidl Aot 2lat EH

an "’I}B%, p. 39.
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Ho) oz By sl AE WWol HKiHd BEEWertfreihei) @ #4-¢ BER
sho] mikaoel 1T8h0] A3 HENCE &¥T 175 (ethically appropriate action) HEIrsh
£ Ae] o} AHY 7B (consistent action)g HBR3lAok Urtx g 2aled i
ol A &l a(Martin Hollis) 9}  (Edward J. NelDo] #tp1& Eo 2A.

“zmul sl 5SS AE 2urE AL oY HEERWNE WP HK He
o] MR girh. MEXHEE) rlEasEBESS BRERC A3 £53A g%
o] B REREES, @K WA, BARY EEE A sERs Hileizy vtE2a
2% gA8A 3 et olE EiFY FFl(preference scale)ol Agglol RER T EiR
sa gieh. AL EAIS KiE WstE W oA AF F BED —#ERely ol
BRH#ESC] XBELe BEETHERIA +22 AL okt FHY EHA=E §L d

2 AR Jete HEL ¢ EEIZ Y = old R¥HE Hnx: 22 AX &
o W g, asd Zrgelze ol2E XEY HEIHBEELS EAY HEH K
Ji (relative value)o] =t iFmFle] Mrd Aoz JFAE AL 47438 FENG %
o, 2 itgRmse) EERE o EAS N HAe dFE wx, WHE 29
3 BTl M HERY ¥ £ 2B 9 2aart B RE A
Bslot FESE HEE HEste Y@

e 2ulet KEEY P4 BAE ERMNLE F3 FET F A5z ARed
= HHEEY A o] (Nassau Senior)e] FES} wlsslvbz dhglch. Avol & REHRS
A5 A Fa¥ EkAles BEd & oz siger 2 Al o 2 ©

Ad, B8 A% BB muoEA BARY BEE 94U Q3 B4, BEY A
A oheh ERAelH =3 AR B dstAY AR Biifse A= BE T
Bl et AAE & Yk o] e Y& Zo] ADE SAMBKPE BRI
WEE EMRRNeRE kst AF KWl XA RdE AL BT Aol oA
L38 HEHY ke 3t HEE A% BAkD F e ANz Ut AA, HB
o BN HE LENE EEFHY SEhE 159 sEHE LES BAANE B
of EMFZA BAE 4 dte Aol ol HEFRY Y oty £EERY &
EMo] R ¢ e A& BRIk WA, B Hibiel dAT & #5e] BALE
e AR WAt it

TE ol 4RL WA S T HABREEEC) FRsd EEAEES T AR
" (12) M. Hollis and E. Nell, “Two Economists,” Hi§#, p. 54.

(18) Nagsau Senior, Outline of the Science of Political Economy, 6th ed. G i
Rt Y, ed, George Allen & Unwin,
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A7As e AT KRilA £ & BHEEES Rl He drkA S8R TelEosd e
oJH ¢ AEECH, B vdolsble oldT A A 99 el Bz e eEE
H& oldlsterl 483 HHAY A& (empirical content) & W Z3}3 JEA & T3] J4&
Aoz #deA 4& F Ak

REEHREE £l 2 dFE9 dAFo| BERES LB ZE BRI Hikd 93
o HRET A2 e Jed ol KRR HEMEE dFc HHMI BHdA=
T3 BEME 9 EEOL WR/E <88 Hdge o F1ddet A est HRE
B F-Fo] Fagstd Kol BERTE AL HHARE A olv 2 B HABR B
8 FA4ol Hx gl Alol9 &kRI(Say's Law)st 4AHE ALzA HERPLE KiEE
E3R7] W Eoll Adze o 274X RHFBEERC AF= A F& F ARd A
oA 2 ARl TEEAN Y FEARRS Hige Ad2e ol2A z KB
ARl ddted BERe] #RiEH S A FASRAL A

IV. st AENR IR FEme TR

PR ki) Bl N BAKHESY duA WRERe o%X BT Q&
A BHE LEA otz AAd. FE BREREDE o8 B st Qo9 E
o o)EE BF Hifdle AL VE Yol o] FelAt BRRHEBY EHE o F2
JE FHMUBRE BRe B Lad @

3 $el sl FEMERE FRY HERE T A BEEe ol fE FHENBES} A
Uz Qe MEES Sobdnd e Aolw 53 HEE RYUUA BWSE $Ho) 4
U AEAE FHHE ¥ 2 o dellde REEEIES  #Y Bilse o Qe
Aol Qe e MAHLR e o 2 Biel 9k

BTl A FEMEBIR Ehel A 713 RIREY AAe] BEE ¥ 4 A& ARERE
LoE st el ).

SRR WHERT P FENEE B S BEY #fes 25d9x gl W
BEO) BEMMS 23 ) Wt SRR SRS A A Sel BEEHRT St
fiol o g FRYCEHEMRC) MRS G o9 2 fbtMe A s pRtER
e G4 H—0¥ E-mRe FU0E O BN SRS A48s Ju 2 9
A ke HBH FIMBERE Bryez 33 9t
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ColE FHMEBE Wi FE 2 A RS 1y detd Al WA FEMBRE Bk
ol WEIL & HEE] 9l e SHE BaF Pk ohe o] MWiho) BEKS o
b S BASEL QEAE Sbreted ok sATh Qb on de] &k FEE
KA E AS HEstz Qe 9 datd s e #alo] AdA & Ro] Aol =
BHE S FIED HAMLA 7 & Aol ol 2} BEEERC) A & uhel o] B
B Cutility function) & FiAfbsls A o2 A¥S) HUNEMNC = &80 FIE Listol 44,
BRI, Bl o] T Yote Aolth =¥ ARS WHES BALITED, B
HEEE o= AR $A%E ¥ 6% BEMS TIANEs), BEARESS RESIES]
Ee] go AEHS Bl G fiEel gk o

B3 RES CRBES) FHEMAD T FEY BAtSE Rol AUY TufEstm ¢
A % B BEE Tz Y3 TESE BEE Ik

FEMBIRY LEFRS 5 - GorExS) BEBHERC A5t ST BEA 29 B
MUe AW S 2 SR BEEESE D HEHRS EEAA olv REIR wreh Ro| Pt
& WAl e HREME WA $3 MEBR Wzodc sy HKte 9% B
Bo) 2oy e BEG it ol & EUA REUES 9T ol d BBIEIAe ST
S HEEoE MEHY BRLS WEN RRE Aoz e olnl R vl ol
sh ol shtExS) BB HeA BEALE HEMBRS SEERS T 2
ol ek BEAZ oo FEMBES AEERY BET Pike FEELL %&
Wik, SEETS Rurd REBE $¢ 2 9k oA wehd ole e BB FikzEo
W BET P RN E SRR JA EELR MR Jx Kol T
T AR B Sk RENES YA REA BESEAE HRY REE B
& WO ¥, BEES 2HS WRE ST U

FENEIRS BB RS HAEEERS RuAYE o 2o BERED HRE 2
det. F B WEES KK EHohn, HHEES Ress s BB B
Ee AL oA G BTN hfke] REEHE BEIE Aok FEAzd e
BN Qo)A AFTHS IRBAY P (situational determination)o] 2 H5E &
oho & AR BeEelshe A PeEel Y28 HEvd ol @ Biel BRE & Ak KA
o] Fojx W AEAEBY MBERS VAR pEdt: Hojth A dahd puE

(14) S.J. Latsis, “A Research Programme in Economics,” Method and Appraisal in Economics, S.J.
Latsis (ed), Cambridge University Press, 1976 22&. . :
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Bel el Al FrmaEamEd A FAMELLY BWEE 2941 28 oH
Fol7) BSol A BAKA BRBAT —HE BGNSEAMANA EEAY 23
A gon EES 94 B4 S 4 wEdel WA =t A

deba ook 7] FEHMBIES LEBHS Tl - svhras] HEkmo 9ed Shten
F#E < 9t BETFIA REmos HHed ot aFEcl stz 4 =3 #iE
BEE Wil RAEMS BET 97 W2 BEAY A o oAty gt
ek WA shEA 2] ofete FAMEIEY SEERHE BESE A9eE FHel dad
o7 W T Rabshe BHEM Fezzadol gz drth

28 BEA2G 9% BER 498 AL FEABET 22 9E EEE BEE
3 FEABR ERY BNTHEE 3994% 92 dFHA g2 Qe AdlH ok
27b AR FEMEEY A¥EH0 WS 2A Ravhw %] AEeld oHd
28] AZe W M WRzeods) Wik = Tzodd e B o
A 24 9%e dete A24e dx 9 d e s 2y olHd AR
= ede LY BWALHHES Gostrumentalists)o] TAFSE  vlo} o] el ok AFE

UZ mahe] BEE noh 3 BN Feohe BRESHE EEE oA HE Aot
BE EAESET] LWHE Ao AAoE WEE T £E oo} EEe] FBEMo)

“ohe Emes FHEM PEZEIdEBE FENEE 18 et ¥ 4 gk o
8% FHEMBES AEWRE o] HES) FAKLE 229 BEIAE 2 e B
ol A gotok 91X &7t AAA. TE FHMER SRR 2 BEMK HE
Fo] Aol Adolz T3l - FohEss] BEHERO T o n FEM Fzaa
Bol Bigel st KBHGT st L Bhe AAsHE Aol bl AFT 4T HE
) FiEEadel A4 AAAE FHETHE Aolth webd FMERERS SREe] B
K A RWSHA. R 9] A Fol FHLEA BHAHRE T 4 9o M 2 W
HEE BB Bikzzadend Fou WEE 22 e de FERBRY oRE

T d BES 2 BWSE 2%ERe) 3 7A =g TIA Rohm Y] AR A
o]k, o |

FEABIES SRS ST BErho] Ao Be) M i9e v AoBS H

REBES) LHFERE HENA BHE HEA2 FAG HEOE HAHT QT FEA

(15) H.A. Simon, “From Substantive to Procedural Rationality,” F. Hahn and M. Hollis (eds.),
wWiRE 2R
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2% AHEER oA TS RS MEN HERZEaY gud 2 Ad s KRR
&3k (situational determinism)o] 3 S FRILY 4758 (economic behaviorism)o] 23 3}
goh RRRERS AR FHMERE B A D A ¥ v mEK 5
e LEBA RREE HaolBT A RAREHRS EWEKS AREHY WHHR
el g EES] FAE W RBAES WisE PEBES R O b miE
FBHe ARS BEREETIA £ RS B8 438 5 A0 43 i
BHEEQ RS B E Aolstz & 4 vk WA WHEE W&kl BRI ¥
o] g o uzA Yt BEe) = Mk EE BRI sk

Aol Be FEA 29 HAL SHEAES ERGT Jud a%d AEN S A
A 8175 (substantive rationality) ¢} TR AE4THS (procedural rationality) 2 [E43ta
it

Aol ol Sabal AN AEARE TR i B HEANA Folx B &
Bie ¥ 2o GAF BRIz 9 BN ABGHRE WYY ¥ (appropriate
deliberation)9] #ER2A vehte FHE Bkdh @24 Hhm T8RS T8l o9
W GRAY AEAL BES 29 B BRED AT RE AEW FBE o1 B
#e| #eigel olsted pEslThE lolth F Afo] &l dhd, “PIniNER B FoHA
HABE 2z gt AAY BES WA W B, oA HAEALGE
7 FEEALE 22 gk Aol A BES EHA BAN ABRGRE Adds
Ao}, o)st e FriAY s Fold §AY M@ FIAA BESHS A
01 E, Mol Bkl EEHER Y MBZEz oA By 2o &9 Ay
ol Fikel o] BfTE 4 ek 0n gk

olo] Hkste] #FTHY AEATRE LEEA Bol HASE HALRA AEM T8 &
filEe] BREE Ao = ABK T8 #RE7 BRI E Ao oMk Haka LmE
ol gLl A& ol 3 A f7HE RWMiBE (cognitive process)o] ZE 7} FIMERE (intellective
process)©] 2t A .

Aol B o] BAN AEARY BRIVY EAY ABFEY BRI B}
st Hpho] B ohest o] ST Qe

“}e) FRE ARRE AT AFNA FLY AL RE ol2574A 9 B &

(16) #1iRE, p.67.
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T WEolY B MEKESN 388 Ao ohizhe AT BURREBESY MG

HRBRERC HF2A T MBS BENS 22 Jdeste EEdaE, RERR 3

BogpEs o] ol B gle AREY Al FHe =dde AL FEE

F At Al oAE MEES AMARY FHALE F2T B HEA o=

MBHTE o F R RUSHA BN Aol W

“DEAES BRAERS BRAKAC dAFEE F2% wd Favt givke Aot

FEmAtEle BAN o8 4440z o= MEE FRE T+ A v FH

FET A 2 BHRE A A £¥AC A 43 AL 28T BRREEEE BR

So RS =% 9A% BHE o9 ¢ F JE S AT =40l ¥ 4

93“;1_.”(18)

PlholAe F2 $ieik Bigrhd AR 713 BB REe] %L oFEERS B
£ FEA 2 Aol E &Ko) 1T vl Ro] z Himel HR & BES HRikl 3
Halrhe #1E F3) wotok T Aojx =¥ MEHBEEC] £RERS RS el A
RO o] AVAA S Ao ohdst Y7t

Z RAES, SRMR S0 MEAC SN B BTRE % BNERE 7 X
LRl sty BRe 2 Folugd 4 At o= g Hikel o3d LA FlEEAL
F Astd A% THRRC] BBLE M=, o)A F £RAS TRMESC] BKE B
Bele ol & Al flvke Aotk whEhA fgiEe] Mok & WRH ARE 2] A%t
A Aol o] AAY #THN ABTEY BB BHET B 58 F0 8%
Fol A ¥EHRE REASE Ao BHBY FHERoE &+ aTsE Aot

e g HERBRS A¥ERC HEL RYSE o AdA FEE #EHz 3
e BRE jEiEE ol oF ¥ Rold.  ofA webd HHRHMS MHATE A, ikl €
gl Aol BHEE BRAZTE A, ¥l BERBANE BEAMEE dEvte &
S AEES BRE e ¥ B =8¢ AL Ao . whEtA g A
= ReERT 9ol d4de 4B/ ¥R e AL A¥ER] oAA REW
REE 389 23 Aok AL @Y Ao zy 5 RS T AL &
HEMh R RS 22 Qe B okl ofF R Aclw JAHE 2 o
of f¥EHER A WHF At BEK [MEBE) (progressive problem-shifts) & ¥4 $k
£l AedAe 489 dA7 Aok

FsBIRe] Bigrhol £ 53 BHES At o MR Lokt B =¥ RmER =

QA7) MWW, p. 74
(18) RiIBEC, pp. 74-75.
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& B o) A E8 i Jo] WHMSZ HRHE (empirically degenerating problem-
shift) BfEE B Aol HE T F —IER, WEELER, oo ERE, AEY
WRSTER B S FENEIRS) Wichol A MO BES Bkl T3 2o el
SR % F AT TE N ERe BMG BHELS ol T Bl K BN
e Qe AN ol Wie BN 2A EHESES BRIL BIS A9 2 &
B2 BEe BE ¥ mgo] dohz EEIT

Ze, oA BAY —REEERS BERGITT od BEE 2e Tol 9vht 2
B4 Aol Aol A g9 dAs Qe AAAS. B3 @E N S5 e 2
A W delshA EEERS BE Tl el WEE AT BMUKE BT LEsL
etz Azdch o n MR Wil KEEMCE SvE MENCHE BifeE Ml
FEEE o) BB Bl Slehe Ah BiESHE MAES AT B el AEA
Ak 34 BEistel ok & oleh |
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