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1. MBEE X JRAN

EA A3 el A, F FEEL dTFASY
a2E B3 el o A" zEv
2 FEL AAE 383 FEHA & Aol
Ron 3] FA < (porous) AAFEE Z
=0 28 dA5EE 4 $EEY 4742
o] AdA s HAY AAFEI e FEA
A9 AL ov]dte AL ke 22
< ARE 99 A5 B, FER S
ERde A4 FojA mct o g3l

ol g AANA & =, 2047 AnkE AH
A8 3+ g7 Edivl | S8R de RER
Bregelct, =dAFF A AL ¥
=, 195099 gt A =3
A BARez Ag=HGen AHGten 3o
B ‘Bt L (exceptionalism)’ 2= v A& Wl
ojupAl A CEHEPR ol Az A
22 AFE olBAZA =AAFFH A4
£ 93 Agol &S o 2 FYPE
% ¥xZ3 ZA(verifiable evidence)z 4 -Z4
ARY AYE AR EAEE FA4ST
E &5 PEN HE olgtx: &HA, A
FAE A9 & AS}e FAAE EFHH.2 o
0 = AFTYe AT =9 =2 ¢
HE A FAGH 2AF o =dFezy
FHRER o2tz el glen M Enpx

* SRR KRR MBERTER

F H —*

FA 9 ‘sl ] MR o2 gHe] At

2 v AZF9 =& A3 A8 gte] bk
AFFA A} i ‘=W Hi K (spatial
fetishism)’, && ‘ZREX# i (spatialist)’, ‘Z
58t £ 8, (spatial separatist)’ 9] Ao 2 4
#rz gt &, Fzkel ¥ AAMY =g E
Hcte 344, A4 F73e Azol AF
H o] FgAl FHEH 2 Sle Aol

o2l A FFe AFL ol Ew ‘AME
/Y BT (humanistic approach)’®, ‘X
9 ¥ (structuralist approach)’ o] F A&z
F2 A= & Aoz ¥t z2Ev F44
9 HHA FAo] MNMAE FaAdE BT
o] F71x AL 25 B2 (reductionism)’
2oaggy g &, ALFI = A3 FH
4 (subjectivity) .2, F2F9 & JA4FA 3 A
F+z2 B4 E 273z ek

ol 21§ A 7HA HF9 RIBER, T HIY
£ A7 98 B oz Add Agsgen
Johnstono] A1 A 3% ‘Ml =& 3 (three ge-
ographies)’ 2.2 Q14 715 wF A% =4
AAE AS32 At D o] F F 53] AF5F9
A AL AAAAGH AL Aole] =YL 2
A7 53] dgAolet & AW QY EA
Aol ALE 9 A ztolde AEA oJEYWE 4
#A3 e Ao A F&3] =gt AFEFYE
PN E THA )& HAAE A8 P EA,
dgdAez 38E AANTT Ao FAE,
2 P9 94U FAAY Frle LA e

1) R.J. Johnston, Philosophy and Human Geography, London: Edward Arnold, 1983, p.1.

2) Ibid., p.5.

3) Qg oz AT AL, WAM(idealism), B£#(phenomenology)st = Hsbel M (herme-
neutics), 2] K XM (existentialism)§F T B3 Aoz £
4) AN F2FYF AT HAZ s F AAAAGS AL gstE Aoq FA &}

5) Johnston, ep. cit., p.123.



Bl FERFSE 244 2dade 449
AFF2Y goz ARPAE shehgeh,

246 45 Az FARA A £

<, Ao T oW YA o FAAE A
ol ko] EAlelA xeh Fld Ak, AFFA
H&e g A4S, Fe] 2 AAY A s
g AdFdHE 58 oA AQ S A FA
A A9 & 7t% 4 vtz 2o, AXFAYH
A AEL 3 AYH FA 9 gdAelAY
FA A (bearer)d E 2 AA2A ] F4L EA
A gette g

olglg v Y 3 5L AY HoH)
o vt 2 ASWE &l £44
ZA A == Aol ot A4 EA F
o] fldlA =257 HEelct. wepd 7 F
e ARgozd FHez e AEE &
3l PR E (naive ecleticism)ol}) £33}, o]
2% A3 EteAd B9 o= AFF A
g8t A AAGA A& oj= FE AL
S} A7 zA 2 FE dAAE o YelA
B33 Agd g ALz BolA gert. 2
oz o ATHLS A2 AHA dcdd 943
FEsojopat ot BT A2 AT &3
oA Azt F7e] FA A F 23 9
sjojokat et o]E @ IS A A
3 ‘Zxpio] BN A 7Rk (relative autonomy of
space)’ o] TI3H o2 AAE F U Mg ¥
Az AFXdd. =g £ 47 G822
A& 713

A4, A2¢ FgARA AdozA AAE
< AFz 23 AAFH Fo)E A=

A4, 394 A& SolA Aoz HEH
ojoF & ZAE ‘F MY A Az B3,
F73 A E Al A w4l g EAE 3
FAFozA AAE AHNAH AALT
o ol A& B3t Tkl AdAH A& A
+ =&%ozH AL & (ontology) F
2 ¥ (objects)s} ERE(subjects)e] =HF =9
9 Az¢ ENE A FA .
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!
[ eoms) sesiny e w2 21 |
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QE D =4 #@

A, AP FozAY AA B AT At 2
719 WEBRY B AT =9} olFL
Bhaskar$} Sayero] &% =9l & FHog2 A
g}, Bhaskare] A4 2L F2 AZFF9 33
Aste] wjast EAEo] G E9loln, Sayer
o ANEL PHEA Ansle FAL o]
o olAE F3d AEE AHATLEA AA
Eol JHA = #F AET Aol EA, AH
Bl JelAg ‘F e EAE AL, ¥
of W RERN BTE ez ‘I 4
44 A& A& AY3gHE =olth o]
AL E4 A49 Ad L e localityd +
o AGEE 4Ad xuz dh

99 2@ A7 JEHES =% Ao
o, |

agd £ dFE B L Eg =44 B
A9 G4 F=2 YU W & FaHe 7]
Aol & A3 AAY oG] N FHY
& = Bt Al AdE slold. o] d
A= AAA Aol EAE HAAL 4= AE
Aoz Eu},

2, 7 A dgn Aot 49 @
<3d + doh F, =47 o g3AR °|l€°“



o8 2 AgAge] HED + Arh

A, A3 T CBBAR O 23 & o
FLEA 2 ‘A e AYY RE A AT
AFS 438 FEHL F s gloh A2
WE Bhe 809 EAIEA Ao AT P
A A o] gle}stvits o A}3) Y F25) ojw @
4oz FA45 deAd A AL F§4
L2 vy dFHA F& Aoz i

AR, =dE 4559, T2F9, A4 &
AFTozH &4 ALFY F2AA tHFelA
£ WEE AY WAd Aol oA o] =9
7t A Adad FAE FAE Aol

I. ®éEiwme] AR %

1 B HES HEWe e

A G ‘FE 2 AAY AAE FEAH &
Aoz JA AFTE Ao mh 9 2R
o A AANAATA A= HEDRY ASE
Ao =39 F4E& AANAA FH8F TR &
o g Aer osizch 2 EHe gy 7
FHA 2 YR & 4 At

AR, 45T A Te] HelA =44 4F
F AAY FAHE TR} Ak He] A
Bdd e, AF5Fe] A A
do Aol AAAA G| AFF A e
g ujate] YAz g A84d 4+ Jde A
£ ol Aot oA L vtE I I &
Azl et o g ohRrhE ou] g ZgtE o]
A &g stsAe] AAAFAG A= & A5
A g ol ke Aotk EH R
& AFF AbF Fo] thETHE A “EHK B
& AT A Fo] ThEE AL FYT
Aoz ANR F g A4 Ay e
AF ‘Folge AL EAEH F4 9
Aozl WEolvt. oA Hid, AFF9 A
o] FA44, &4 F4E o g A
o] dE Yo AEG AHF, A7, 3
A, 48 £33 FLd@ EAEAH 29 A& A
o2 3% A9 Adgd A AUF HES
A slolok 8to], old FAYE F3d FWA
3& AAYGAF et Flolh

A4, 4559 AL 270l WRER
(system theory), AR 4:5828 (human ecology),
{788 £ (behaviorism) 539 A& E3ha A
Asoirte A4 AedA 244 $2 A
of M3 FtAFeoelA B} FET FFE 2o
& Aog oldHAn oL FHA HEE v
FTAA A AAH ax2A A9 Ao
QA Ao dehdd o wea 2
A9 Aol wteny HH =MW A=z 3
olglej A =t oleldt FAY Aol AH
A A FTAAA A A G Aoz
A= A2 AFE 2AA Pom vof
7} FRYe 2 Eee] 4L YAl Wy E
o &S ZAAINA | Aoz olfdr
2y A=sE B Fadd e YAt 24
o 28 A3A AL A% AA L =9
A 4dA4E J8stA Fan, 259 A4E 9
3 T4 A3A AAol} Ax #A HET
A Yol 2 Jl2E F2 YUveE b 2 PA
E =33 "o /4 8% A& AIA
A A FAAA AL AAAL ¢ Y=z B
= FE7 ANAAGA A Jo) A 23] F
2% A2z weotgd Az Yoe Ao o
AL A3 ot I dAsHE A=t ofF 4
F& AFA ¢ A2 ojf" 4 Sk

A, Aztg o3FA chEH 0 E] EA)o]
538 2719 4339 AT A%, 4
A F7elE T5E 98 oAz AU
b A A o] B A HolE ‘A F9
A, & SR 249 Azt FeFst
A2 o] EQl5] Foles WEA 2A Qlzto.
2 2 AAA] 3t on Azt AA A
o] 9% T4 dAR AAHA =HYt =
At 7 A A7 dAAA el PR A
WA Atz s, ‘Fadge’ e 4
TFlAdE @Az 284, F, 954’ 9%
289 A FLAFAt ol g Qe o
g SR, ARG Loboll A Ah3lA o
Aol Hdqdts Y4 FAY o ] ne} &
B 4L Hol& AoA B ¢ QUFo]
st o] stz Y HAZd Atz B 4 Urt
22y 23¢ 2HE A TEY Ao

¢



FAAGA AR 94, F7, PFol A B
o AAAQ ol BE ALE Fx e
Aoz wgsch, 2dd F88 AL QA7
P& Mg 27 AFFA Aol A
AAA T A e A E vt ke Ao
o AAFARA A GAE LE AR P4
&, AEAH A% ddH4A A TFA4HA
2A8 AFTF22E 494 A4l 4,
BRE' St A ¥l ek oA A IS
dAste o SlolA HAF FAAE 2 4
Foleh. BE A FAGH gqielA AL Ut
4’2 Aol ozt WP HojA ok Ik

ol# ¥ A7tA 9 EFL AFFG AAAA
g 2o x¥so] Y& Aoln, FEHez %
Aol A=a A HAT Aoz
Bd. £33 A, Az, Fh] BF E
CZH g% A F Qe AHA Eol AFA
@z me, oA Edhed] AAEL WS 9
e S AAH & F A& A2 P

2. RERS 8

AL3 Fehg 2 A A4 g4 vx
ek AR o] e o FY AZe AF n
AF L& A2z =8vs] AHdAq Heolr] 7A
ot =g A AL A4 grole] A
Ado] Fdez 74 4 = FA 9
8 AZ3A E5=e] Aok oA A3 AT
A3 EGA4L A AR AMe o
T AEAA A A AFHE A 4
435 0] ok ® F, AdATFL AAHAGAH
A4 ‘BEmd & A=ke AE A 3
9ojt},

ol# & 3o& A AFo] AdAIFdA wy
2oz 3¥YE & gde ‘REKEH#(anti-
naturalism)’ & 7 &2 443 FH= ] o,
s A3 e Aoz AFFoq) W

A= stgrst A s=o] gioh ol wAlAF
o9 AFE 70Kl 2 =g Ao 2
59 stz AR Ee] olsl=Elz Uk ” whehi
AAEL A3 A G =9E, FIFF G4
WA AL FAL2 AFF du) & £
st AMgFozs 2 gog 49rzz ot

AZAL z7ell, &3 FAAAGAA AAE
olgt &ol& £ Hi(nominalism)e] = 3wt =
A AgE Y F, ‘EZA AL S 9
Foll lem $-29 A7 Yo EyHez &
At 29 FAgAt. weA olHE WA o
29 HEEANY v BE AYL TIHo
2 Az F3A4 Age] & sSgezy
B 540z 48d ¢ e AAAS g
2 FA%te WA (dealism) o] o) & wid) o}
Ht

wetd HEES AFEE A& WREEY
A HFE AR B T¥HATG2 £ 4 Yok
EAEH AR olHd FAL A o
¥ A A At AFHARAA oA %
go 2 wgse sted, 22 HEe AQE
Goll T4 o] & Eole Fd & A} Hirste o]
23 J4¢ 3A FAAFA AA E(direct realism),
744 A &L o]F3 AA &(indirect or dualistic
realism)© & vrx 24249 o EFe] 249 3t
9 AAEES AP Pz Adg e
—&9g A4 E

y (naive realism)

—43A AAE— — A 28 AA &E(new realism)

—%A 3] 4 A &(perspective
realism)

—&4 4 A A &(common-

sence realism)
—347 A A &(representative

—RH 5&—— realism
154 AAE |_yga 24 2 (critical
realism

(E D dXEY Chys

6) A. Sayer, Method in Social Science: a Realist Approach, Hutchinson, 1984, p.1l.
7) W. Outhwaite, New Philosophies of Social Science: Realism, Hermeneutics and Critical Theory, Mac-

millan Education LTD. 1987.

8) R.J. Hirst, “Realism,” in P. Edward, et. al., eds.,

Company & The Free Press, 1978, p.77.
9) Ibid., p.77.

The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, The Macmillan

10) L. Guelke, “Idealism,” in M.E. Harvey and B.P. Holly, Themes in Geographic Thought, St.

Martin’s Press, 1981, p.133.
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U 23L& 49 39 o

o] A otk AAEA AFL 2Ao =
FGA T AFHAA BB KIER (scientific
realism)o] 2t $-o] 2 AHg= 3z Jed, 2AL
3 A9 g o PolA4Yge FAE XY
St e AGAFo A AR E AF3}
< AH$" .

F33 AAEY H5L Harré”, Keat &
Urry'®, Bhaskar'®, Sayer® %] 93 Aoz
olf =lr], o = AR EL ukR o)
& A3 AAEE dvde Aotk z¥H
AAEE 2ot J83] F457] 4448 Lo
A AdFd AdFdol A ALY A& 3
B8 & "ot YAk AdFg g Ak o

< AQFAEgH Gdoz AFAY £ o
AL guste Aoz oA Adas
At Fatel  HEEmey  #t—#k(methodological
unity)’ & FAgch ol A AvH A
Ao &4 AdFeltt o] AL A3 FH ¥
L Ad A g YA FFez T3
of grh= Zojth

2349 o5 d =] ZFE AN EANAN 2
ol dutd 7H4-&, Ao AAol £y ol &,
Ad e utE gL AFFYges A
olty, &, AAHATE AFTFA% FLAGL &
AFod g & AFFA w9 FUA
e Aolth wtd A Ao AFFst okl
2 AA e o8 FHE & Aod, =g
iz 2 HgA o] Azl geol s AT Aol
o ogA HErt?

ol# gk ool A HAAEL HARERS WM

& ARG} 2z AR Eo] vAGzA} e

AL AQAF7} ot AFF6] U Ao
o o yvotrt &9 wAd FoH A B,
R, #HAER BESE STRE ®
BE, 80 TUR— AT 349 vd=
ZHz Yo wEA AAEL HATGA ol
o fE v AAEY 9L A AR5
B ojd Ao A3 edse] e F$
A= gl;}_. 16)

DD HExEHS BRA Bhaskaro) WEHR

AFFe TAE 22 333G A4
T2 RIAZE o] A%E $ Jded, 2R
< A7 FERs B#MR MG, Meny B8
o] [RE, FEK R B Folt}h. oA 4
7t7] @A 3tel 4] Bhaskare] =& Aoz
A AAEY A€ F¥E e Ao Asg
Aoz Q75

EA &l A4 o] B Ao $29
FEFL Fog Aoz FvE =3t A
< udteh olo] Wil <lA ol A4
g o] Eolet. A4 EAH FTE Fid e
25 AAo] wtold I Fol oid G
&, AYo] B3 oA Esl, = F44o
Na4H oA G717 e Ao AHEA
2] dFFAq Aojth. 17 ol ¥ EA & Q4
€9 A A = FFAFgAA At
A ez AP & A2 B 5 e,
2L ot 9 o}, 1@

O #EfEH BBIE#(classical empiricism) : 7]
A9 TFH WAL AAEH A7) (atomistic
events)o] t},

@ sERAY B4k (transcendental idealism) :
S A4 4L AdGHY BY, o 49

11) R. Harré, The Philosophies of Science; an Introductory Survey, Oxford University Press, 1972, ul

#E, HSER, A4, AFA, 1985.

12) R. Keat and J. Urry, Social Theory as Science, Routledge & Kegan Paul. 1975.
13. R. Bhaskar, 1975, A Realist Theory of Science, Leeds Books.

14) Sayer, op. cit.
15) Keat and Urry, op. cit., p.228.

16) #4, “Ag#%e 8", FFAIAGATLE,

[Ap31 %9 A%, 44, 1980, pp.22-3.

$54, “AdARA PP 54, AFLS, (A4 i & slgy, A%, 1983, pp.32-5.
A A3, TAE Ao g &4 AA Z(methodological realism)ell Fg A7), AAAGz R4 A

3| et AALeel=E, 1986, p.1-24.
17) Harré, op. cit., p.16.

18) Bhaskar, op. cit., p.24; Outhwaite, 0p. cit.,, p. 3214 A<l &.



Addl AQ AAE Az A FHEe|h

® By EE# (transcendental realism) : =}
4 gL d4¢ dodle T2 WA E
o, 270 WE A4L FFA ABF
dd 448 Aoz 2FY wEAd ey
4L dFGEIFDE, @0 Fo= <z
9 TEEEEIBE oMn $-29 A4, 7
g, A%A #F 2AFd FPA oz EAse
AAA Fzo|th

A5H AFFIE dotEole 4F3F9= o
W3] F5he] AFAg FAd T ok FAL
FZAAN AR A T LAF AR RS A2
oMF Aol = A2 A 3 27t BAY £A
v ogte A 1S ok @k oH @ ez
4L d9(F, RHESHL F84 A& +4
e HAF o] &L o] Fe] ¥ & e EHY
FAE b1 ol AP L 5HY A&
o A WA g 5% Aoy Alel & A3t
olgld A9 FAAFL AGA 8], F A
T FFAF H2EE TAR Fo BE o
ol 3FAE Fodte 05 F3 HgA
AX g FE3}A "ok o]gA Bel, AFFY
o el EAEF AYEL FLF Aoz Fe
EAEol Y Boll FHHE 22 velndd
oj: ¥ AP ‘ERH RFE, T ‘BE 9
EAEH A3 AY FYAA FAat 47
i AR ol oled golE Aol AAE
T dAAAFE @ Qo] 2 gulE A ¥
a0l AAA o2 EABF vp=fe] FA o
= FAol Atk

oj 21§ A 7}A #Hol A, Bhaskare ¢o ¥
A2 5 ‘B#GERY MB (epistemic fallacy)’ & o
3 Aoz 7pFg@ch A EH o Fg EAE
€ Jd4ES} AFANE AL 244 A=

Hkobgol & AlE fu|gtch. ‘EAle] AY F
A'E ‘EAel A A4 AR EHHE,
Z, ZAEL QY &2 3 E A gl i
3t 4] Bhaskary: 7R KW 1:3% (ontologi-
cal objectivism)-& Z&3}7] & A A=A
25 BfY R (transcendental realism)o] =}
FE At =3 A8FFF FhA g &
APx = EAZL e A WG TIH
ARFAE AT ‘HEW  KiT(intransitive
demension)’, & ‘AF3 HA olgtz P33}
2 Q@

A AR EAN A flolH EA L) AAL
<3 FA gEI}AE gv Aoz veEindch
uebA ol EX, F, 4L ATH 49
AFEY & AAE o) F= Aoz B 5 9o
o, ojAE& FA}e 4FFAE olv] 2 A
¥ AvE Aoz c=eidrl. Bhaskares 4L
H3}A de BeZAE ofH FERAE
obgtz FA43ct 2o oEtd AP A
gH EdAtolole ‘TFERK MR (ontological
gap)’ o] €A% Aoz AAHALG W G4 2
A A2 Eu(stratified) =] o] 9ok Aol
ol g EAEA FHv AMA IHer Uy
o}zl },

@ the real : 4 A (entity) 9} w7l Zo g F
4

@ the actual : A}A (event) o2 T4

@ the empirial : g o2 F4

@A @, @A @oz 714 $d4
(contingent)o]w] 9] F4)o] did] 9%+
FEATLR A &, AAL AYHA @
2 2T 4 glen A FAUEL AR
B ol vt Ayl xAgo] glo] BAY F 9
th 29 ol2| ¥l 2wl A AFFoe ‘“EY B

19) A.F. Chalmers, What is This Thing Called Science?’; an Assessment of the Nature and Status of
Science and its Method, Univ. of Queensland Press, 1982; A4 A, AF4GR), rdde #4843, 4

4}, 1985, p.29.
20) Ibid., p.32.

21) R. Bhaskar, Reclaiming Reality: a Critical Introduction to Contemporary Philosophy, VERSO, 1989,

p. 13.
22) Ibid., p.2.
23) Ibid., p.18.
24) Ibid., p.68.
25) Outhwaite, o0p. cit., p.22.



Ji(double reduction)’ 2] ¢ #& Y& Hoz A
Add, F, 49 dAAIEE Aoz, A4
T Aoz R93e Aotk oG £ EY
4 T2 A BhﬂSkart 3gA Y AgEdg
A} A et 20

© 949 #U49 JE

@ 714A HUEe) 44

Q@ S EY EA9 FF5E EF)HE AR

Bhaskar o] 2] §l 394 H44& ALHq o
44 Aoz el 3, 28 G A&
A HAAE 5 2o v 4 9 T2 A4
9] ZF(strata of reality)e] &40z uhsa
Aolv], whebA A4 FFold HiFd d 42
Adezfy 23& AT F2Y A4
29 EAEA o]Fe z #He] Ytz FH3l
th o] o] F & ‘FEERM Aol [ (recovery
of ontological depth)’ o] g}z g}, 2»

o2 AA &0 FA3E s 499 ¢
2o ¢ =9 § AvinnA Pt gelA A
%"4-‘]1:‘ 33 HAge] feld 2 2AE F

Aee gk o] A dele SHE-d494
‘4 (hypothetico-deductive method)olj 41 &= 714
A% 98 2 38314 "k Ao AR
H3HE F3 PAF ol Bol AYHA A=A
(initial condition)3}lo] A A 9L F& AHAQ
Aol At Aol o & AFdA =)
utetd] AFFoolA Azl &L =eHez
LT Aol A7 FHLE 249 YRETZ
o 3 FAL 53 ‘BE EAE JFAYQe
2 T8Ee Ao dokh e guad, &,
ol &E A3 HH, oW EAJ} S FHes
3 ol A HHL, RE EAE AF
Moz B35l A o] Jm(PubyA), ‘oA
& &4 ojB2(x7] 27), ‘o] EAE JF

26) I6id, p. 330 A Al

Aoz F3se Ak’ FHE A =Hot
o] AL nleflo] Ve A, TL o7 x4
A 27 FER £E 299 39 %
3 dF dFE FUF Yoz o] Fo
At .

ol Aol YalolE Aol o]Bo g HE
2 £F40° FAdGE A J2xE Tz Q)
o ZAF ol &9 Fd A AF =dE AR
o] o]&d AlA o2 HYHoletes AFF g
A3 A 359 (naive objectivism)e} ] g
(theory-neutral observation), ZAo] o]EAH
7 ¢] (theory-determined observation)-& 48+
FA4 Ao 9] (radical relativism)e] o] 2] 7}
7 gsich. FAAG I ol &9 B
TAE F AFFY9 =g A A A
vl ge] £AF dAF2 it A FAL #
A9 FAAQ A4, T FZAL G A
€ &9 JAA He AFEFLE FA =
7y AL Ay, 29 A4, 29 Jldd 94
AFdds Aolth® ey AAAoz 4
FF99 #A o] gd dF E=HEF W
T A AL A3d AEAA FHo| o] Ed
g&Aolgs Heolth dAd =AdRY E
Aol &g #AYcheE A, F& filtering’o] gk
AdE Agdde AL =Ad A 944
A%, FL& =A4ATH A TR ¢
ot wEbd A E ERAY 4 A dAL &
AR gon] A 5 AYE EANA
gtk FAF o)L FIYEH N FAL
M4 E A (theory-laden)? o] 1},

FAY o] EFYAE o 4L AAA
22 AP AFFI9 =dA 2dd I3
A ol o] & i AIMSR (ordering-framework), 3
& %7 R (filing-system)*” & <jv]dA =}

27) Bhaskar, op. cit., p.20; o8| % EAEH Aold NEL EPY GFAGE Yoz Jed, 1AL

Gregory= ‘333 &-F9 network model,’

D. Gregory, “Realism,”
Human Geography, Blackwell, 1986, p.388.
28) Chalmers, op. cit., pp.57-9.
29) Sayer, op. cit., p.78.

30) Milton Friedmane] -§-¢]. Ibid., p.4941 4] A <l&.

‘HERNL ?Eﬂ(hermenutlc circle),’

B (a process of progressive and reflecsive investigation)’
in R.J. Johnston, D. Gregory and D.M. Smith, eds.,

‘W, KEN &R
Foz Astz gl
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wetd AFFAANA QojA Aele welA o
A9 EA}F oke B MRS EER %
# (succession) 2 2 o] g} =] vj3 Ao AL
As#dA G Bete 4AAAE v dtA e
daid, Ha&e Ft FH Az Folke 4
FARAE Bld, EE oo Ay iy
F3E AANAE GAAT 2 Aol FE
oMe v w2d FAE oddAx wA
& 4 A "o z2Ed 280 @ skA 44
o] tt& A9 el AR = 2 olf
© @A F FiY @A) FA =v 4%
o2 deoietAV 2 FA dAo] Az A
A A gole HANA geude S F3
st e Ao obdrh AL 28y F &
A€ ARAAFZ A Ao FA A
< Y2F =g HFe dAYFd #E £
AY e A 2 ZAE FI Y. ag
A AREL 1A THAY FLANE EF
3z ZY9A QA F2 HAFAUF dFd A&
EFozA FA4E Aol FdAq AR
WA okt #%AH d F Jckw FAPS W

upA et g A8 A28 FE A AA
9 9A4E AviaA v old A o)
EA ol o] &o] tE o]Ext Asd s
e As FHE F 4 e dd JEE G
A3 glo et gieh, o] AL st A ¥ 3
A AANA FoA Hed, AAEL 393 I
o Hg A el 3% 1 %F A4 (under-labourer)
AN E A& F, AL A¥o] 7t Ao ¥
d E& AYFE AxY 9t & ¢+ d&
¥ A4 &5 AAFFE ddd F 5+ 3
€ °dd TEE ATE = dde Aol
o oA AFFst A Py EH FIA
(methodological unity of the science)® =3
A 43 ‘FEA Pieoz AZFFE
AT AFAe dE2E o] FE Ao}

AN EL 7 €A o2 AGAS} EZG A - F

31) Keat and Urry, op. cit., p.4.
32) Harré, op. cit., p.6l.

33) Keat and Urry, op. cit., p.5.
34) Bhaskar, op. cit., p.18.

35) Idid., pp. 23-4.

A AAo)A Heint ks ARAY 4+ e
AYH ARYL {3tz AL AdAHA @
tth. Bhaskar:= o] A &H AU FE
o] ‘fuBhEY KT (transitive dimension)’ o]
% 3gch% Bhaskar: gt o] FA4
p}'. 35)

A4 EH ZHFYe 4L, BE AL
AfH ez JAs A ZE AL £
7t Ql (transient) Zolw A2 FJ 49
T QA e EAIRE Aol o
£ Aol

22jy} Bhaskare olzio] #A JuyFe
(judgement relativism), &, o F& AdY %
H 7)1 Ee] flohe 402 AARE AL oy
B 3%k ety AL AN EF A
%2} (epistemic absolutism) Rl o}z ¢l4
3 v] §=] F9] (ephistemic irrationalism) =5
LR siac

FAE A4, AdHoz FHH A4 A
E (cognitive material)9] 4o A3t =8
A STE ek deld S3e s Al
HFARole] AFH N3 HEHor o T
Aot oL Aol A <7 Fs =
AA ALY THE E G}, ojel g e 4
AL §e] 2 (rationalism) 8}9] =Ao 4 1
o AgdAs. FEAA gl FdAE Ay
€ ClEEY 44 AAE AAE & YE &
3z, Aol AvtE #HPsA = 2uA
71E0l vz F4) dF 5 FAgFA
EZ ol €0 A4 94¢ 4 & AAEE
A Jgez sz, dFFIREL o
A LFSA G, o8 wEl54e A E
ol F1gez AFYUY. FAIFH FeFoz
=2 A4E S vl Aoz WA g, o
ot 44S 23 Ad2RY Fgsea
FESA 47 @ Eoloh olg Fe] wFEFo A



& vzasFode iF Esdde ok
vlgdtA el Aoz ZhFEe e

el ool AA4EL FEAUL 2E¢AAA A
At 2AEL o4 A FeHE <
A, e 8 Ak (conceptualization)& A
3 d4go] AAA ALt obd WHE EE
(real definition)o]] ojs] Fy = oo &t e
FE 2 434 399 FE 9A AFH=E
EA gL F4E dve o A EHS] Ao &
=gdh &, FEFde A4 & FE
AYPA QA& FA3E AT

2y A ES AdE ad. et 4
oA Aot EAE st ¥ wwtd £
= 2RSS 5498 74 (description)dfel A 2
stz ¢A "ot 2hdd 2 Jgold Fazt o
EAAA ) FolA AA FHA wdo] o
b zzelg oA gtojojelll B o}ui| &
A QA ol 9 A AEA FHMLS
o|ulo] A conventionalism) 2 29 F&& £n]
3= AL ol Bhaskars} A Fde F& ol
29 AE 3 A F4E AL ol Y £¥A4
o &, 2489 2t} AL &9l AY olE
39 Az A%t 2y ojd olEx ¥
AAAYd + fhrh

a8z 484 ARFe A4 4
29 & FAstEe AABAA, F3H A5
34 W& s 2 EAE £33
= ARz YA Aok ol AR RGR,
EAEA A 29404 249 #E3de 3544
Aol ¢4 A EY AL JUd
3 4 (abstraction) ¢ 273tz 2 4L H¥A
o) a9 A4 &gt FALUE AT
A g B od 444 Ao (real defini-
tion)& ¥3tE  Ad3}l(conceptualization) &
upgoz et

A% AAEe] F45E A4 499 A9
& Aol E2ARE FALA 399 ¥4t 2
Ash FA, FAANA FHoze BT A

36) Chalmers, op. cit., pp.169-70.
37) Outhwaite, op. cit., p.38.
38) Ibid., p.34.

39) Bhaskar, op. cit., pp.185-6.

844 & B4 2 A3 AASE Aol &
23 g4¢ 2 A5 EY Jled BN A9
£ Aold, Outhwaited] g AAEL oF
9 Feo) 2 R EF F= Utk ‘EAEAL
2 g adtA, 2y QA EHoze 2ALY
AL

99 At HEY ALHATH AA &3}
A3 o] AR E7e] Aol vijt Bhaskarg]
= E ANEE AL guidE Dol 3}
W 2L AddAgsd AAEgny Py EF
E44e) dg AEAHQ =40 AR 4 ¢
A Fst7] gl AAE A AFoA
Bhaskare] AA &L ‘A4FY°9 e4dE &
Aste WAGASLE 2 vk At zEY
Bhaskary= F7) (subject)®) tojoll A= W
HE 49 F4T AolAE FUANE o
2 A o e AR Aol g A
3 9Lk @

RAA, EAEA Aoleojch. A T2 & AL
T&9 28] Azte] A& A Ao &4
oln}, ZAL Al + FA EBol4 F& FAAql
Hug i (geo-historisity) o] 9] &3},

A4, A4 EA stololh. ARHEAE AdE
Azt g2 AAA o)At gt sy A
HAFLE EAA gor] oL AgAY &
q&AY & gk #S=gA T2 Ay FY
AL AdFHTo] vl AFaokat et ALy
Fol M %A HoE o]Ex gz %A
%4 oJ&x gl

AR, A3 AgA A4 dAd AYF=E
E HF AFHer &AWz A A3
9 zel HF A4} F3EAUY A
2 rh

Bhaskars} A3t $l& ol2l gt Ho]Ho] x|
g E g YulE AAE AL AdMA =
Al @ Aol hf-o. 2 Bhaskare] 93 Q13
9 ‘A3 AAE 9 FASEA Sayerd
=& AR} A ot



2) Sayers] Wi BEWA
- g A A AR UATEHozAY AAE
4 Ajaetd dAeer FASE AL 9y
3] Sayere] g Aoz Hotdoh FellA FH
=l Bhaskare] AA] &) EAEH AR5 ¢
AEA Ao e AdolAcka dhd, Sayer
o AAEL L3 P EAL Foith =d
ARG Aol AFFY e F3d Aoz
A8 AARTFEF WAL L EAEH o)
o A EozAe ATFF WF Adedd
W, FAe TR} dA4TE dAse W &9
Amglolcy, Sayerz @Bl A HiE
(Method in social science)’ -& A &A317) & 7=A
AAAY L £AA 2 gobEel A B
= 5ol Aol A AAEol H ¢ dE I
g ASG =98 $oh 0 oy AR Ee] A
Ao A 74 4 = Tl A =37 A
o -4 27t AASE BT ¥AE LM% 9
27F Ak
. 2T AVA €Y TS A3k Qe
d, A& 474 MR 4947 (abstract research),
HE85) 4% (concrete research), —#{t(generali-
zation)o] t},

&3} (abstraction), A9 ELg gua =2
Ao HiERY Adr(structural analysis)-2 BHER
(relation) 7} #iEi(structure) 9] EAA F=i-& &
T o] AL BdAe AozdyH 4A
¢l AL FEIANE Aoziy AZ=ojor &
th. 714 BB BEH(substantial relation)=}
F 44 o F(formal relation)8] F¥-& F 9.3}
AAe AL HE(internal), #RE(necessary)
Al wbde] FA2 AL Si(external), {8

#Aff(contingent) A Folch 2 ey AddE
48 F#7 9& + At

O WA o, gy 4 Al FRA

@ WA A, FHBK AF AL 294
ﬂ] .

Q@ WA A, FEREF AR AL x
4.

@ 94 4%

@9 44 AA%E FAE g = 21 9%
Aee] #Y o] 2 Aotk 2 @YY
A%, AA de A4 A4S 2 9L 49t
A gk w4 wdA Al @9 A,
@9 2-¢ AFAFNAT AAe g FAL
AddA AMFAA L F=- At AHH A
ol#l g g stA FHe a3 EAY A=
A QA sl ok ek, wekd F39 Sz
AR AE ol AR oz EFHIE Aol
tt. 53] WA o A(internal relation)z} <A
4 3}(external relation)?) FE-& F 93k
Ao dad A4 F& AAd A= 72
(structure) BHiz Bol 2 £ of At W o &5
AF-2%4 A€ 2 AN2 AH4F, A,
%"ﬂ’ﬂ Joje) g4 -5-4 EAE MA@ A

< A shve F2F 43 o] F2¢
°“'C‘ 53 q’l@(roleS)ﬂ] ddse 54 AH
(positions) 7t gleh. z&d A9 =z AAG A
919 AFA(occupants) & FEIE AL B3
Fo3td. A e FAE WA QApelut
7 AN AFAZE ATk Aoy, FQlol
ok, FAY A B FAE 9449
ojch. 4z} AAAH AR wetez &
ANF2E GAALE $ATE ANk @

40) A. Sayer “Mathematical Modelling in Regional Science and Political Economy: some Comments,”

Antipode, Vol.10, 1978, pp.79-86.

Vol.11, 1979, pp.853-862.

“Philosophical Bases of the Critique of Urban Modelhng a Reply to Wilson,”

& Planmng A, Vol.11, 1979, pp. 1055-1067.

jus K 68—88.
41) Sayer, op. cit., p.80.
42) Ibid., pp.82-3.
43) Ibid., p.84.
44) Ibid., pp.84-5.

, “Understanding Urban Models versus Understanding Cities,”

Environment & Planning A,

Environment

, “Explanation in Economic Geography,” Progress in Human Geography, Vol.16, No.1, 1982,



. u& F29 9450 g4 Ls Ao
et SeltE 2 FEI} ojn 5 AN &
A=k sf=iile EFAE $449 AHelth
azng T28 & A4 273& TH%E
WA dag dFgezq AdEs AL o
ot e FAEE e AR A -T2
st 279 Hd & dAA = Ao o3 7= ]
oF 34l Sayere= A& TAA ¥4 (concrete
research)o] g}z 3},

AR ER BAHAA, ERH:(causality)& A
A ARERY BEAAL dulshe Aol oz
‘BRI (causal power)’ F& d4o] ‘A
(liability)’ & Bt Jutdoz 7l F &
g}, HAEFE ddder A A9
244 4R dadd. 2 dae B
FEYgoaAy dAde Ade 230 28
A" F Ae €& 70 AEd ofd A&
& F dvke A9 Foldh¥-H (tautological) 4
Joz 448 E AL ot F, 94AFY &
AFAol FEH = A=Y e AL,
A9 EQu o) $dAA FAE NHAE
‘Bt (conditions)’ o] ] &gt (¥ 2+
Adsbd Ao F2E5 @ Aol o] 2¥
oA BEo] ¥y & dAEH 289 &
79 FAE 249 Aol et $dHolch
et 2L w7t Fol ohE AFE D E AE

e GEWER 1013 P L L 443

r ¢ —————> E;

P1. P2, P3,
X —-—‘—'————[ } C2 > Ez
t\ CJ*
C

Iy, 12, 13,
- > E3

S “

> Eq

#wiasHE 7h
HEN P31 R
BRI} @)
FEHY F4¢
M)
BRE o g
i}
L0 W
ANY N

(38 2) AMN WY =

45) Ibid., pp.95-7.
46) Ibid., p.100.
A7) Ibid., p.9l.
48) Ibid., p.9%4.
49) Ibid., pp.215-6.

A% & FtEe] 22 FYH AH4E 4
23 Foets £ el A} =H FA
o] 4] w st Fo] FA & AFAE HPAL
T Atk daid olwl & oAy e A3 A
A AFASIL AFA, AA Feod 4
BEMo 2 A A (over-determined) s 7] o] t}, 48

st eto. 2 Sayerst A At A& Yrilsie]
ot kst ol 4% F& Wi g
1€ 2% dndte Aor £Y¥4 dAd
4 24§ WL duksle 279 REEE
#, Biscfod, TRl AT EEEE AU
Ado e 24, 4349 FA Fo o 2
A E W Zstx Atk whebA duksle] s =
AFEo] Vel dAEY A4 4 &
gof, b diA AAEL dutstE 58 @
A AL 2o L& ALR e Ao ®

Sayer:= A4 X4, FAA 24, st
339 & ol FoA ¥FYA L ATt 44
A A3A A4y Fzek 2R FFH4
€ i TAY £4L AAdez WA
AL GFE T2Y F3FLol G 44 #dt
Y& HAZ2ALY F3AEoz dF%ct o
sl A9 FE8A 439 w34 € Zerh
Sayere ol8| gt MR 4 EE FLI}E
w3hte] FAFELE HAM(synthetic) X
7t & AA g} Sayer: olE ¥ FF @
£3) A Ao A FL¢E FAGgS W
olefo] gL o] BE &7 Axyt 4™ &
THAE 3@ Aol

Sayery o2l gt g1 GolA 43l F
24E FzdRAAE 29 FH=g A4 (over-
extension) F-& H{LIAMEZER (pseudo-concrete
research) & $-#{ch. 48 27 A4
+4E dted AFEHAE S A A
TAA A% 249 3P jFde J&E
HAF 5= 2dvh Sayer:s o) @ FAY F4
229 #YE HAFH AT FHHY &
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Concrete research (intensive)/ ———m—ew—m
Abstract rescarch !
Generalization (extensive)
Synthesis ===

(A" 3 BEwEA(Sayer, A,
ek A A g, 0
3. WERS HEBPR & (implications)

Bhaskars} Sayer® F4do2 43 & As),
AAEL 2R Ao AT Fo7 T
£ A Fstax Aok

AA, A3 T2 A 2 FHL 94 A
A5l st Ag FAEL GollA 4
BgRol AFF A=Ay AHg Tz A
F49 FEL ‘AAA W’ 2y AxolA
v A4 T2 oldie] W& Aol o]
AL A3 T2 A€ A3 dAY AA) A
Ho 2 e GENAY T A AF
A Azl 2 ZTAE F2 v A2z o
. 28 =3 A A 289 A ¥}
g o) Aolq v 4(object) & s oFd ol RE
ol Ax g 4+ gk ¥E TEL dHA
ol Sk Ael ofvel L FA (subject)e] Y&

1984, p.215)

Aol k.
JEA BLE BT 4 dun B 0
3 240) 1w FAE M AE FAR =

E d4L FH oz medch WA F71A
?ﬂ’z}"]% g4 2 AA ol Sayerst F73 3%
ol 4 2 A Txd A% AAH AA &
R =&d Aold. #¥A4 3L F® F3

50) Ibid., p.217,

& Fz4 $yo) LR AolE = FF o
& Pl Ao =gdted A FAE A
UA ", 28 zz 40 TRALE 35
7] olAY F2E F43] A4 T o
% F40) JEF}E o) B Fa3d,

A, AAEL F4E vd 3239 F849
Az s EFsx 74 q43 A9 Fa4
ol 1A4E 4 Y& AAEAN ZTAE wEbd F
2 vk AL TRV A4R Udd We
2 44 A7 $94Q 2AEE B deld
ot Aoy, wetAd FAA BAL Pl
& Folth, Aol FZ22 #¢E + dE TF
AQ FiAE Y5t A& Sayerrt T
FATFALTFY 2 7E A4 AHE + U+
A ZAE obl@d AAAAGH A
o AS NEAoE RE F0AH AL ALA
A Fxo AAH "oz 7F w4
ALY 29 FE b ol AAd FRTEE
AA8R 2 B Sl F44 4 A%
azel g8 AgHA ge FEE FTEE4e
2 FeEe A gl At

WA, g9 AstAle 244 Fzd, 4dA

& AR FhR TE} 2AqE B T
7 AdA Ag4’ 9 AdAY F48 =
A EAE AFd)

0. ER#gast 2R BEES a8k

(relative autonomy of space)

1. ‘RF #EEe ME

2% AFYY o F,
% B, F, BRE

A4S AT
FE GFLE 74

3 gk 24y °Hi-4 3 2 7 A A Zlﬂl%-‘rz}
T2 FAUE OFE e EAY 7 U

293 FAY L “]’B}"q 7] 2] Frof) A & %‘2}7@
AL FME ANE AL AP g
G2 HotE Fele] ohn. mg X2 Tl A9
$e Aol o Hfgg ¥E 9 o4dLE F9
d AR F Aol A =R A Rol: &
ol 71Qd b & Ao o w2y A



Ao A AAEY =& ‘FX A #y
d =4% A Azsolof & Aot

D =R A BE

A oA FL&E FL G ArlA =R
el ¥ 4 Qe |

@ #B%HY Zhi(absolute space) : B & F3
1+ &7)(container), AFE-9] EA o) ojd =4
A &7 E (abstract-frame-of-reference), u}4
288 F&ederd A4 F 7 (natural space)L
2 gfdA+= FFo] dUrh

@ 1888 =R (Gelative space) : 7}$-27)38}
Stoll of g-g ut ukg-Ee e Ag AL F
Asted], dz= AA=e} 2L Aol

@ BESRAY =R (relational space) : F7}L o}
£ dA3E3 #E4 Sl A vehie e 3
oA EAgdz 2¥ ¢ Attes YujdA =
AAE ol WA= A ALz 53t #
A Fzkel 2¥E HAde] Ak T2
ol F7He 2 AAER dd g[F sHAA
th

714 O @t HAdA FE& EeAA
A AAste dFolz @& FHAAA 4747
T gohe d3eldh o] Akl FRE 609
o) o] AQA e, 2 o]Fe AFF A
g, zelz #H29 AAAATA A2 o]2H
A Azel A+t AEH & FAE ot
A E &t AgAe s FA3d AAY, A
A4 Fzte] BE3e Fol49 Hodd EFY
o} olo] w8l AFFo AL} ‘AH’s st
AE A gl B A¥H' o2 HE
e % ‘A e AJARR, FA
AA G AT oHEE F7e AAE A
Aoz g,

2} FAaS A A44AA Fde =
AxdE AL okl Harveyst A4 3%e] F
7+ AdE 2AE AHSShE A Ay ¢
dl TR AEeleh P - L 1960 o] F
A o] vt 4819 duj2Ae] FE A
28] EAELE QY3 & A A3 Ao

o, B tetrt AFFoH ‘Fd o] QY
e SAEA 398 48 + d=rd] o
& Aojch

BET, MR F3 e A3 19609 o
A8 AGA oA gho] AEHT wholojrt, o]
AL ASFY)A 2 44 A7 = ‘F
olgte AddAe AR i FdE AAE
Aoz & 4 gtk 1960dde] o] d g
29 AFE 2 AdEFH 4 A9 e =g
g » oA oA, & A3 R olAstA =
AAFe ‘AFFAH 49’9 drld HAR
ot oA AT AFT ESE AT A
Az FgAQ a4 AAHUt. 2P A
2158 G NF4L FAAS?’ o] 8 g A F
A L ‘FAAY & 2 dge 2 A A
%70 &) (spatial laws), F7F3}7) (spatial rela-
tionship), #7}3}4 (spatial process)o] gz A}3]
A BA s Relsdo] =43 4 = FAA
old o] cte Wgo] Azt T1H
TS Fd 2 g F4H AAR A9}
< AZE] AY3sgcl. EANRS] AT
a7 F¥F FH TYLE rdezd F
8% FA 2 W&k Masseyst A A%,
A AL A2 e A4 FL NEES £
4 F e 5% T4 Y39 AA &R
e EeE F3E A= Aol P ¥
ool AL it A FE 22z FE
A R AE A 222 ‘KT R ARA
He AFEF 2934 A4 28 olie F
ZAEE A3 G E A Adoez A3
Pon AAFUNA 2 JAE FBHAY =
AZE wElE A2z ol

2y 19709 FubEE A A AA s e
L 24 AARZATH A2 A9 x4q
< 2o ZHAAE 243 J4oz AT
9 FEA YAl dFE& A2 Ut AL
T F4H AL o @A F3A(over
space)e| A FAF3e dhte] B Ay
gto] EAY Pojgtxn FAFoRA Fzho 2

51) D. Harvey, Social Justice and the City, The Johns Hopkins Univ. Press, 1973, p.13.
52) D. Massey, “New Directions in Space,” in D. Gregory and J. Urry, eds., Social Relations and
Spatial Structures, London; Macmillan, 1985, p.10.



‘FQ vtAE A% A4S A

AZF 9 AAAAT] HELe FA 25 F
ZAFFAA F7o] obd)el AT HF HA 3
#Ae] T gon AE HAE, FE 2
Aol A WA ELojHE 23A 4E T
FAZAA Mg A4 Az F3
AAL Aoz st 28 old & 33l
3 JrAse AAL Bk PHSTE AN
A FeoA 27& Avidoteldt R § %3
2 FAE AGE +

Agnewe o] o] 194l7] FHAYFY &
2R AANRA G g}y ZFAA Y
Hel gtz A a2 ol fE AHFHAL P
A FRASGA AL Fe] A o] fe
29 vl 7k o] v

@ communityel} A society2.9] TEH 342
Aol

@ A Ao Fat

® BEEEE(nationalism)e] A3

@ AlAl g 3EEA A

D& communitydl] A] society2e] X 33140
2 A3A |3 2dsEd o2 4A4e
34, @ AEA AnE A @ AdFH
3 AA S A= 49 FL 7 A (idiosyncracy)
o WA A g F3td FZe] FrAse sy
et =3 WEFF9] JAo], ARG A
MAel obd A3 AA2AY AA eold 27
EF TERerA, el YAAA ] A 34
Ae AAE = e A2 FAs AAA
T A9 Agez fYdHe A4Y WM&
€ F3to 7ol W Hotke A stEEE
Ak AXAA G Aol AN F2e HFot
Adte FHA AN BeA e AAEF A
AFeq e 4L FHAUAHAE H@E
9ol A 2 Ao st gt ARFAHY B
A 4 (imperative of capital accumulation)L %&
AFX ;O —A3fk(universalization)Z ¥ @A o=
Sl Sel, 249 AAAA Aoz A

& ARFAE EF A A A (world society)
o 2 HAAE A Ak JN3 & I, &

H%S JA. Xg;;w, “The Devaluating of Place in Social Science,”
Power of Place, Unwin Hyman, 1989, pp.10-25.

€ & 37k e AGA Y e 27
T3 ALY = d g g™t

orle] k% AE3S AFTEZE 5 A
kel EAstE A42RE ARE AFEA @
o wetd A AA G M Ao HrHAEd
€ ALY =4, zga 243 #H1d AQA
LAES A Fa9 FEFIRE HFH}E &
HE st AEeld.

2) =Ml g KERD MR

AT FolA AFFAA FRel dHAY L
WA AFH AgAdA e g AEE AN
Ak B3] 2 FAL F4H4q I 24
ol FAAQA AFelA AL FRTERR
W sl = delq Adole}. Kante] &8 qArs
s A AR AD¥E JATe] v 2 ¥
A4 4ol 92 & ¢ v 9494 o 2
ol fr& oidel Aert? kY HAtEte] ‘A7t
58 & A A olze Ag d9AA
AdFHl Aoz ZFIFAER oEA
HAE7? oz o f39 AL 2l F
712 vepdgetd sl st ez 4AE A9
dH A ‘A zbA FZ(time structure)’ @ AL
T&3E Wckd 2 Ads AYPL Aol

£ AT o)A Bd TAA oz A8 33
o] FA WF =dE stz . EE o]
Al Feld FaA Ak vide AL o
Yt 23 dutd ez A4, AY, locality,
community %¢] Ado] W 13}—— AL Tae,
A3 st F%e) Al AP AL 2A FoR
2 aordr

shite Bael Asje W Agdd B
9 AAe Aolx & st FAE A3
3749 AgolaE Aolg, AAE noh 455
Aol AL meh AAAATAL Aol
v F4 ol { FX AN ARste AL
ofvth, 53] o]A& AXAATA HITNA 2
gt AXAALH AN¥E FH3}= FA
e w3 F79 AdA ALAL FA3A
gom FAA I AYE ARG 2%
2 AR ZA2 vre] £ 5 e oA
in J.A. Agnew and J.S. Duncan, The



o] EA\get. .

AA, T4 e AR Y force) & 7t
A AAgk= Aolch Gottdienery v-g3 7ho]
ﬂé-ﬂ.‘;}.. 54)

kel ARFAA A A TFAH A
<, 230 AHY & FEols] @it
GYEHAE ole g A4 L AHY F e
TFAAQL FANF AEE g e, 23L&
gt&sl AFL A Aoz ol FE X F43
7 (valorization process)?] 2302 7}3%)7)
dEoict. AFAA oz FHE, 23] AH3F
B E BARIE FEY B3 ohvsk A3 A
FAof AAHE 2z Y5 A E T4
3}t ...

EAE 49 HBEH WERCI T, o BHL
Soja™ ¢} Peets®o] o3l WA= EH, AH3A
A9 FAANE 1ZEA FAd A& F &
42 7FE Aol o|AL FATFEE d&
3 Atsld Ao podgor By AdE A
#n FHFRE AL44E) BAH AB A
29 A2FHA) P& FE AR g
44 54 A% AYAg ez
Ae JA4d A3 A Fe g =
AP A HE Aol o] 59 FAolch
npxatoz, 99 A neh T2 94
< Bagozd A A ststl A A2 e 4
29 F94e FAE Aol AL A
o) 29 e FA4E IR P, F2
Smith*" o} Hurst®o] oja] F3=glch o] &L
‘BEYA FAE S Ad9 FRe FREs
AEA o] 2] qAE 24 Holz v

e LR e

B3t A 28 ‘AEHE dA e AL 9
2 “HE{ER (interaction)’ 39 AX3 QZF
olets AFSA w]H§ch® waps zold
TR BEAE Gl FdFHe sde
€& Ao AT TR PEE3 (spatial fetishism)
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Geographical Implications of Realism and Relative
Autonomy of Space

Sang-il Lee*

The main purpose of this thesis is to examine geographical implications of realism as a new
philosophy of social science, to define the concept of ‘relative autonomy of space’, and then to
establish a frame of locality study.

To achieve this purpose, Bhaskar and Sayer’s realism are extensively reviewed and their
possibility of geographical adaptation for anew research scheme is fully explored. Also the
concept of space is reinterpreted from the realist view in order to elucidate the concept of relative
autonomy of space.

The main results of this study are as follows:

1) Space has ontological property which is different from social structure. The latter is intransi-
tive object with causal power, but the former is not. The spatial phenomenon stems from social
structural processes whose properties are essentially aspatial. Hence the study on spatial phenom-
enon must be started from conceptualization about social structure, which relies on abstract
research.

2) In spite of the significance of abstract research about social structure, space is not reducible
to it. Because social processes are mediated by pre-existing spatial forms and contents when they
operate. Also social processes are mediated and transformed by locally constituted civil societies.
Local civil societies have a tendency to form a characteristic superstructure.

3) Concept of ‘relative autonomy of space’ means that space continually acquires concreteness
which is irreducible to social structural processes. Therefore the most important subject of
geographical research must be the study on areal diffentiation based on the concept of relative
autonomy of space. Locality is the unit space in which relative autonomy of space is realized.
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