ZAESI0I 2008 55 M31# M1s(S# 110%) pp. 131~159.
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1) Gobo, G., “‘Class’ as metaphor: on the unreflexive transformation of concept into an object,”
Philosophy of the Social Sciences, Vol. 25, No. 4(1995) #z.
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H=2 el igh QIAS WA7]= ) 7]ofsith i, 7] <24 9]
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I AR 715 AL Qlk

o] wiitel] #FHetH ATt FolM= vlfE Wed o] ARG dhAd
wAIZE ok, Aol gl BE AREO R Q1AL Qlrk o] 3L F(Lakoff
and Johnson) ¥} FNE V] 5(Gentner and Wolff)> 9218 4734 A8} F2|7) oiF-&
HlfrAolefal A 43ty volr) 3ete] M =8 ko] 323 ol L 1
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2) Jfel% E7ska wslelA HIOE WA 0T AMBITHE AP A B 7HE o] ghsd),
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A Aglalof k= AR Husl ghrk v FElels Heelx vlf9}t f5sk BEe] AR
e =07t FARE AlololM AA Frkska Sl
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ok E5 whgo] "okErthi W2 g IXolEls wRE ulEska 9l
A FEgkh e R AR Trxﬂ(&‘iaﬁ) Zhe IS AR o= -2

o A AL A Bk FEL o wlgEol], Se E8] 1350
DA B4 S R A Abea)
$e) S0 HAE A ARE 5 b we A5, o) A7l

o 5 AAES BeHo) AIH A4
[e)

b
ol 5L %s}oa AMERT ERATE At Sl AR A
o& AW ol Wdels Aol oz} olE dil Heln AMe

1o,
FL
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3) Lakoff, G. and Johnson, M., Metaphor We Live By(Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
1980); Gentner, D. & Wolff, P., “Metaphor and knowledge change,” Dietrich, E. and Markman,
A.(eds.), Cognitive Dynamics: Conceptual Change in Humans and Machines(MMahwah, NI:
Lawrens Eribaum Associates, 2000) 2%

4) Boyd, R., “Metaphor and theory change: what is ‘metaphor’ a metaphor For?,” Ortony, A.(ed.),
Metaphor and Thought, 2nd edition(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993); Harré, R.,
The Principles of Scientific Thinking(London: Macmillan, 1970); Hesse, M., Models and
Analogies in Science(Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1966) 5= & 7.

5) 7] Lewis, P. A., “Metaphor and critical realism,” Review of Social Economy, Vol. 54, No.
4(1996); Lopez J., Society and Its Metaphor: Language, Social Theory and Social Structure(New
York: Continuum, 2003) 5= & 7.
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6) Ortony, A., “Metaphor, language, and thought,” Ortony, A.(ed.), Metaphor and thought, 2nd
edition(New York: Cambridge University Press, 1993).

7) Lakoff and Johnson, op. cit., pp. 6~8.

8) oA oln] & deiA gl A Al source), MHAl(vehicle), 7]¥H(base), 1 FFA|(subsidiary
subject) 5%, Z &A F= (DS FA|(subject), FAl(topic), T (target), TITA
(principal subject) 5O EHTL o] FoME 2Are <FAPR FE Aot TElal vfrE=
“2]fi(simile)’ ¢} -fHmetaphor)’ 2 T-EE AN, o2 M A7} ohel A8tA Ay W9
SREEA ) vl EAE =sp] wliel TEe oS TS i ‘Wl R TAE ﬁOIE‘r

9) Gentner and Wolff, op. cit., p. 303. ]2} #§3}4 Gentner and Wolffi= H|f-ol|A] F24=+=
E0] R < PA A (relational)’ o] 2kaL A A oAy AR E"lE‘r = HlHE ARl Ezﬁj
53 7E7E Qe AUE FFA oln) FAEE AL =9 Bodolu AR 5«] e &

o] ofuel, v E7E THiE & 3, o7 EnlE °‘51H <o @AA el 3712*
Edolth & tiFEe HlfE 2 FAE Alele] ElA fAMYEe] et It ohe, A
7} 7R BAE] AT FAME fAETRE AS daditt
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10) Brown, T. L., Making Truth: Metaphor in Science(Champaign, IL: University of Illinois Press,
2003), pp. 18~19.

11) Steinhart, E. C., The Logic of Metaphor: Analogous Parts of Possible Worlds(Dordrecht:
Kluwer, 2001), p. 183.
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12) Hesse, op. cit., p. 164.

13) o172 vl7F ©e=st APy vl vt obdS e Erk oAl (substitution view)® H THA
el 5%k 924 <Hla A (comparison view)' HIF7F AL o] fAMdE RO
A GHA T)es FAshs A0 A W 2% A-8-Y(interaction view) = H]{+ &of|A]
FAG 247 5 AE-E Folo] AR ulE dEvha AT vl £ F pdae] A
B S AdEAgo] Guie] Wt &S dog)] Wil HiiE U9 GulE ke Ak R
' E Hoapy| offrhs Zlolnh AAeh == 3ls, T} 214, THEAT, 4671(1999),
193~216%;, 53] 198~202%-5 & 71 ofs] dalfle]l tiate], nlfrellal Ae}l FAIE 2341 4
Al Sl Zo] ol AlE ARERt] 2% AEENE WA WFE FolliAY IA
of Aeky, 9 vy I WFE SAAY B e Tl ddeh, 18R A 5%
A R Akl w2 fFE 7S SAlel E7ske olFe] 15 At &
A8l HHT=d(categorization view)’ = 31T} Glucksberg, S. & McGlone, M. S., “When love is
not a journey: what metaphors mean,” Journal of Pragmatics, Vol. 31(1999)& & 7.

14) Bailer-Jones, D. M., “Models, metaphors and analogies,” Machamer, P. & Silberstein, M.(eds.),
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o714 olE# Aro] ‘ulFA (AAw olehs AXL 7 7 FES Zheth
A o222 iEES vPt vlrA o® A vlRE EEliAT gfeld = 3l

The Blackwell Guide to the Philosophy of Science(Oxford: Blackwell, 2002), p. 116.
15) &3l oo =%, 196~197%.
16) Biela, A., Analogy in Science(Frankfurt am Main: Peterlang, 1991), p. 134.
17) Hesse, op. cit., p. 157.
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18) Brown, op. cit., p. 185.

19) HlfE ARESto] A2 NES FEshs A Aol A9 YA or Algahs Wolth of
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o el el i AdiAow ab"l em oz nEo R syt 7k 3le) 7=
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20) Lewis, op. cit., p. 493.

21) Lakoff and Johnson, op. cit., pp. 145, 184.

22) Brown, op. cit., pp. 184~185.

23) Harré, R., The Philosophies of Science(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1972), pp. 172~173.
24) Klamer, A., “Visualizing the economy,” Social Research, Vol. 71, No. 2(2004), pp. 259~260.
25) Brown, op. cit., p. 185.
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o}, 3 o] &34 v, AR HErA] ARS-Sk= % B2 (information: processing),

26) Boyd, R., “Metaphor and theory change: what is ‘metaphor’ a metaphor For?,” Ortony, A.(ed.),
Metaphor and Thought, 2nd edition(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993), p. 360. L
2|3l Boydi= ‘ol 794] HIR 8k ‘w52 (pedagogical) T B 4 % (exegetical) WA 2
THEETE WA vl olu] 2 ofsj | o]REE V12X AMERP, olEo] SEEH AAY
T Qlek b o] BA vlfE vlA mol, Aol dA ARE Bk, #8lolEe <o
29 YAE7VsS BE-S AR Bl oltk Boyd, ibid, p. 359~61 FZ AT o] T 71X
Fejo] vlf7h Azafelael 21 ol 3 Bradiers ‘¥elo]29 A JPE B ol
A e TRk 93RS Feb] vl A3 olsielld vlfs BrFAstth L A AshEA A
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A4 T o]EH 7 ]%(Cognitive or theoretical function)S %3t} Bradie, M., “Science and
metaphor,” Biology and Philosophy, Vol. 14(1999), pp. 160~161 F=.

27) Brown ©|A 7= T dn|E, o] ARGE Bolrp, ARk ZFEo|th 9 & H]folA B
ol%, oyt Aoy B T3 22 A NEE (% TdiR)el st AR (A
avEy Eola AEAQ Ado dxlg ddske HlfE EARH vk FEh
Brown, op. cit.(2003), p. 35 X

28) Boyd, op. cit., p. 363.
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29) Ibid., p. 364.

30) Lewis, op. cit., pp. 503~504.

31) Brown, op. cit., pp. 14~15, 26~28.

32) Danermark, B., Ektrom, M., Jakobsen, L., and Karlsson, J., Explaining Society: Critical
Realism in the Social Sciences; ©171%(57), "2 Abs 2 e &, (3he, 2005), 205%:.

33) Boyd, op. cit, p. 359. B3t Gentner and Wolffi= 280 SAR= shi-ate] Wby} s vl
A% F23H 7158 98-S BodFtial A A3} Gentner and WOlff, op. cit, p. 324.
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34) Aubusson, P. J., Harrison, A. G., and Ritchie, S. M., “Metaphor and analogy,” Aubusson, P. J.,
Harrison, A. G., and Ritchie, S. M.(eds.), Metaphor and Analogy in Science Education
(Dordrecht: Springer, 2006), p. 3

35) Ibid., p. 9.

36) 718407 A ¢l ¥(analogical connection)s WERNE “dAMd(analogy) ¢l £+ E3]
fH]52](analogical inference)’ &} EE=H|, ©|F2 FHIFE7} A FAl(analogical
relation)’t} “JAF A ¥H(analogical connection)” Hi= 7&‘%3] "‘V\]-*J(analogy)’ﬂ] ojst o]
7125 73§17 wigelrk ZE] 3 frlFEl ek dEsixE 17k /129 9, XEe] T1E 14
olde] EAlkA Toll wetk AAEA 9 EAEH A4, f 4 14 75 9 /55 et
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SHII AT A Y A3 #3208 Ga g oA B

FHAIS Alole] AAIS] 14Tk ARK(E%: mapping) — 2A)

= e dd =AY, 0] I 72 9 ANE FRTY ool 2B E 4
Aohe colsr AdE AXY AF 55 28] =98 4= Qlth Biela, op. cit, p. 11.

37) Biela, op. cit., p. 121. Z}8telX {3l oJst 20| Fgof gt FEHT ¢ T35 AgS
Yot FE e e e AEARE AEAoR ARtk HstelA 4 A3
3} S f\loH Ser I P 5 A Ve AR FstellA 59 T
71sel thsiME 7aek wiitolth Jeja o Y] g Ante f59 =4 2L 4
23] AJAshE]A] ol 3tk Biela, op. cit., pp. 119~127.

38) xRlel, Tk WP o RA {5, TSI, Al5471(2001), 402%.
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ARl we AR FA] AR ol AL = 5 el oF 7k A
A5l - FdE 7ol gt kel AT AEKAR] Al HHE AH o]Fofxl
TR39) f5ollA] A s} ddsto] Al Aol FAIS] 7 AAAITE
she SA4E 9 WSS FH4 AP (positive analogy),” T+ AAHI7F &3k
A o= A 2] A 2 S-S A A (negative analogy),” 18]
3T ARIE Skl QT oS fel7h A Fehs Al AR A
1 S THE AMdmeutral analogy)’S T340 o] F-Fol $17tshd
PR Seke 4 W WAIEE EE 34 M A
Aol tigk dehe AR THA Mol Sahs Al A SAdold
FA AMHIE Bfehert oF1E 245 ot a1dd 5= A9}
Atol8] ZAMIEIAIS] Gol® G BAP) el oist s} s AAeh 5
2He] S5 Alele] dAIAA dAP) ol Bt F25 3 o o
o] L3V} HolF% Axkes AR HYAloltk &= vl 34 el st
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IR A AFAJAL-
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# .
7| ere Ame e T e age A gem | T
_Zr‘
F3k 747 APl gk s SAR FHA e A e R
FESE AEE Yok A G B ATolk = FFE the} Lol A3t

39) Biela, op. cit., pp. 124~125.

40) Hesse, op. cit., p. 8.

41) Hesse, ibid., pp. 58~592] =25 =2I3}3}
Hgt B, 2 5 AR Aole] A B

i&

. 3 Hesset® 15 T4 -+ 71 2ol
oish wekal zH AR SAE Aol 9lukA
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AT At A 24
\ A A 2l
o Zo|2 = 2 ol =
o EH o T‘JE 1_‘—4'4 }‘]JBL(%{%%) N /q"fl T‘JE 1_‘—4'4 34'
| [ TR AR PP | 7ol S
R o
A | 77 Ak Zam .| SV -
o = E—
S| AL EAl, TR Ak A e el [ #
A *

SR 5 EFS A £EY BAL etk oA adlsh FA 54
29l Yafgo] AV} Hvl AES f§EA0E o de EATo|th 1R off:
o B ARIEERE Asehs vdeE A% Al B Jow s
3 i QIER A BAlel viAs Rl w2 BAl7E AVlEcke o

Al Tt B A o] F 714 i) el Si7Iatol kel Wl A el
of|AJSt}. Hesse, op. cit., pp. 59~63.

AT =3
1 T . e
QELE 371 - 7 98
| Ql7F AE Y wE Aole] A 9
&g 4= o] 245
bl ubA}
! Anelg S e
AF}AH =il Shs A7
| el APl B o el
7] oA Azt “oEl Eether)’ Z5l4] A5k
S ol%
1 270 A =fv]
AEER R - o7ju)
| - FEAP H fAHI) W
! o] S =7}
H]Q13}2 ]
! A e AP dAl Al
42) 5 FEoN AAERTE e AEe sk vald ilE AAg vl Al
F 2o Ags BAl 2 AR 281 el £YEE, S5 WA U AEE

ZA WAA AT} AnkA AR o] GRS wa|H o7 PmukAdith 7 $4% ) Dierbach,

C. and Chester, D. L., “Abstractional concept mapping: a foundational model for analogical
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A Ai=Ft B f3EFE 7 PR Y5 Aold delxl s
ot Qlsfelzte] Ug FEEAY B/ QonE APA ke FE% 2
ok ool fF £FS et AdE Aukebt ohnl A oA
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st gdE i ok f5e AR st Brks e Agels A8bsettt
= S AL AR dWsE Thssl sk 249 i Al A
7] wiitel off Sfnjel = Fd w=FRT Fokslth T A Abole] fAME
W Aol gzl tigh 55 E9F 1A At Eebdstal njAE A ol 4y
a2 T AAIE Alele] Mol 58] SR AdEEE AEE Alme] 9
3l fr=¥li=(data-driven) 73-9-2} ©]&e] °J3ll fE¥|=(theory-driven) 3-9-= L}
= 7 Atk ARl 8 FEEHE 5 AAlE Alele] BHA AL dAE
B

S 92 Tk WA APl 0] FRES ohIAR AAE Al
Tz

o RSt EHE PARPIE AEES A4 solshs o f-8% okl @
G itk e A AR ARG R4 A4 B FEe owst

(/)J\
g g e ook oA wEel 2av)s EdEoR AR s
olfi7t ot EfFe] EAES 7KL Qlvk wEe] A=) o] w Fxo]

gt St TAES AR BRINES 1A LaRe I F of
¥ WReld Rt skl ol dal fEE Zolth ths Aol 4
AE Fhe] ol Zlo] HTAQ 0] At FAZL Ak 5] 2

§5H= o] o] 8l Balick )
s sbete) Oliﬂ Rl 4, Wk el olee Hge Ay o o
% B% 5 U BEE LRI ARG S f5E O WA 715

reasoning,” Computational Intelligence, Vol. 13, No. 1(1997), p. 37. 3 =g|dZFo= {5
oo AR e 2 ¢ qlrkar skl el A wiAlgth 2efv =2lellA afAlgt
v AR ) AREE =T FYo2A §57 A A2 ot

43) Hesse, op. cit., pp. 72~77.

44y 2919, ko] =r, 381~383%:

45) ), 9] =1, 376%. H3H] FellA f5-9] ARSI fste] {57 A8 Eatell B
o] H7)= st 44l A2 oleli= F ¥4 % (Duhemian view)Z}, 83 W opjz} &
Z2Hol Aolgl= AAA AAC ampbelhan v1ew)°] s gt g8 o= weka B
AN S8 Aghs gdditth 5= o2 Fdoldt &89 BE 9o JIEA] ARG

wojof dith= ofmjoa] BFAQl AL o ARE w2 Aol T3] ARgo] QFEw T150]
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(ATF BAS A, ) FAB, @ A \@aEe T 5,

B WESh, @ At AP V5@ Rt ol2e] T, e 8

N, ol22 golsh FHH 8olg] A7), @ Welsh FY} V1SS SpuEe

SNl sl FRE) Ten 6 A - wEA FeEdA- AL dE

o AR Bt W TAHS FRAkee Hake] o8 el L
gk wgo] ofjeh o] 29] SAIAl Yito]th)

B} 5] SRR AHH 0 Folr JeANe B B B A 4
A} 2ol Tg 9] Axjols] ahel TsAtelN 5 FEG] AR oS
oh 289 fEE AR Rl BHOR 5 S Azt B
e o T50] gigithl Agke EAR WA ow ekt /1&g
AN 5 AL Aolth e dHow 3 Aol ojg 9o of

= .
A3z o] walE EAAZIZ] I Skl ol Al 48] 5ol 9

F5E Bol THE 0B FgHoln MARA Folnz FHel Syl
glom, 7hasel tis 433 FYS: F5E Wl 4RA A9 Aol
TR0 AR 0|2k 59 FHoFdol lurke #eta A4 AAY Aol
79 QA5 Ik TeEE R RS MARA o] Aoy B
Foll tlsl AEAQl e ohieh el AR Wesk gl AA wEe B

7ol ohjel, 7P S AR WS RS Woltksn ARA AL AN 2

o

=

Al A9 ek "t AdAow nhdee) wa Zloleks FlelA Al dAolty 2
Al 919] =, 404%:

46) Biela, op. cit., pp. 135~152.

47) Thagard, P., Conceptual Revolutions(Princeton, NJ.: Princeton University Press, 1992), p. 124.

48) Biela, op. cit., p. 135.

49) Biela, ibid., p. 126.

50) ‘S TR AP c#ete] ARsA )9} cdobdl AlAP (= Iere] BheA dld)E
THEskE v AN APt Aeke dohd AAPE Sl TR AlAPel HEAA
7hRe AEHQA ALEA Ssow metsh g R Hsto] sk AAS 719 AAL @77t
85 Wk wjede] Rojgtar ofsfgith

51) Hesse, op. cit., p. 76.



148 TPAIEsIAT #1313 A135.(2008)

L =

QA &40} Pk $5o el FEak 814 P9l £ ehfRolr)

el eI 9] ARGS B T WS ARk A TSR
APt WISS AN RO AR A B

D= AE dopfaat sh= ACIA, Al AHelv xS THHc R
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52) HfFo} §529 AXF GuE FAlE] 2 FAFAR] AFF0] Hekdske mde] fEiis 94
AR TS Zhs ANE g Eel 38k o]E3lelld 2 Al ohEkal F4EITE Brown,
op. cit, p. 49. AN HEFAHTY] 28 QJAEoIME Hdg o224 AFe] Lol I AA
2 EAA AE e O1RdM BRAoR 53y AAleta F4Eh Portides, D. P, “A
theory of scientific model construction: the conceptual process of abstraction and
concretisation,” Foundations of Science, Vol. 10(2003), p. 68. 53] %2 AA|Eof|M = mdZ
FASE 7HEA AATE A AAR Bk AAIET sUE AU 5 ko AAg,

53) Harré= K99] 29} FA7F U3 FuE Hole 3D, I8, 2zt viayhi =9
ez} Aot o]FRH(7)H] 5o B3 Gy BES kel 28 o FE3] olsjEhA
F3he A& gshe el EAA 7 Tl olFREe] ¥ We| ZE-drka A Agit)
T3 Harrét= o|n] & Zejxl Aol tidhof’) ¥} deixA] ek 7|4 thakfor) 9
& THA $AE vEE Alo] HAgtex] XRE Flsks AR dolgtal A g
Harré, op. cit.(1970), pp. 40~47.
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TS AV NS Btk SRR WG wE THS FH S
S5k FAT EFES ohlXwr WHskA Adue] gk

AR v ARz R kel BrhAF Rolw] melo] Bere 7}

82 Aol A] ao]ut 9H‘4to}“4 2 2 ol Fel o Aol o

2 284 AEo] wolFE e B3t

T W*o}?ﬂ ! ;zaﬁ At s}et

oAls) PR 2, ARSI Sl HQ) e Ao o5k A 1A
Hy 33

=
o g 449 RS WHES AU e YA

ge oy QI A9 AR EA, FAlof dohfual sl A S A A
Ao that A ArlAo|thse) B3] male A9l A7} o

] HFAES T JEE weslsle] A mdle B3 A0 (A 4
o

QUL Aol thagt dmAol), k) walb, 7 xau =%

2Ee AAR AAE DA 18D APIAS—eRs 28 A
WS AEIE, TR ob B koo B EAE HEE A
871 915kl L Aol e $ele] A2o) gk 3 shax mas
o el WaF ke B} A DAE} ol gol e AT
289) ZA19) 24} Afole] AR AP Tt ekt {3 e 7

54) Brown, op. cit.,, ch. 3.
55) Harré, R. and Secord, P., The Explanation of Social Behaviour(Oxford: Blackwell, 1973), pp.
76~77, 82.

56) Harré, op. cit.(1970), pp. 35, 47. “1Z A%} Bailer-Jones: ‘ﬂ}ﬂoﬂ 1 2 mEEo] f30 27
SR £520] SIS oA sk &2 A A9 flth 5 %—Vq 2aS vyl

AxA WS 98| o]f 7t QXA HEke] shietar X]—.‘_h:]-. Bailer-Jones, op. cit, p.
113.

57) olEA AAe) QlReke AEHoR Wohls AMEYS ol el idealisationy X ‘4
(abstraction)’ % E-3U}. Portides, op. cit, pp. 68~69.
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AEE FA $490) 71AE o) FE deiAA e AASH ASH 7
25 Og @A PHEERA 2419 $AAE Ashs LS
o FRES Aokt Bl Qzste] HAES ANE Fo)

JeEE HdeA o]F TS datror B qit Ago|ths) REks V)
Z% J3R= FAVE od EAS 7L ofgA sskerke sk AR
NS olBEs wEold 7 vk = A8t o] Rdw Add 7HdA A
Ao AAat FAUe] thst AAAQ Hgolrk g weEkEol mEe &
 Hojd AyEs 7R gigrAel mdo] ke g3 oA Ech 60

V. Agleld Hlgel 65

AR AIAl g Bl = AR A3t st 2o o] B flal
Fef BEls ARggtheD oy, FejaPolet= AiEe g oles A
AR BlgAo® agkEe] 9A¥ WEE ZHr, 719 SA9 ARk
TE xR -rig‘jr. AFABlE SHA——THeE s AAAA
£ Mok o], AR AR AARRETehs A Aldshs el
ES = ‘74]1—}15:‘%’% AEFARC] fFolH,  H%(revolution) > s}
(evolution)’®] o]tk IZ¥KGoffman)& ARIHIAIE =747 oo Blfghe.
XN e8] Aol st B 23e Hoks @, Tl (front), i
L(back), & (audience), 17](performance), 21’d¥2](impressions management),

=¥ 9 &5(discrepant roles) 5, FEAE] SAEY SHES X5k i

¢ o kﬁ

ogﬁ Jo

58) Lewis, op. cit., p. 497.

59) Harré, op. cit.(1970), p. 46.

60) Lewis, op. cit., p. 503.

61) 017]149] =20 <2lojdkd A3k linguistic turn)’ 1% AV1E ALF] Sl A @ o]29] <o
o] ¥]ZA(language-borne nature)’ =2, S ARS|AIAlC] T AEF o] &, T LolAE ARSA
A AAZE Aefel] sl dEThs 4 BEe] e AN HEke thact
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& QW ATFAF Aol & TG Bl EAU, Ba—9)
F, A AZHE B} 2 T vk AR vlfE A ARg

‘Trl] Wiwlskar AESE W] AR Wses] oAlARl =t ofuet o] &=3}
S22 FQF Aotk HIfE Folo] Bt @S AWdElTe AoR
A7)z 7Rl AAlET VIAlES 8kl lEel EAA 7}*“0 Hofgk
oz o]23lE wth olefst AAEH VAl AAY AIAE Tl
MAA mele] ol AWE ) 6)

53] AR AAe] gt A= PR QITEE o]g]e] AAlEelE AP R A
& 5= Qlek AkgAIAle] digt HERE ddolE Bl whEolAH, mEkA Aksld
TolME BRI Bliet i E Eoto] ARSIAIAIY A
& &oto] ©9] AEE guato] /dsts) o] 2315 Alcaljof Thed) whebA] A}
slo]&e] wHeA rlF7F T2 GTS ke A AARD $o] ofttk A}
A AR FEto| &8 Hlfrell e Eskal 7Fs sk o] ofe} Adiet AR vEE vl
wie] sttt %2l HlE Edtel HE ] ole4 A AdE(theoretical visualities)
= AFoRM AR ADEE T ARRIAAIE HES F QA Frked AL
AgelA ZAl= AlAl thgt olalE A717] Slste] vIfE AREE ZQ17E o F
7F kel ofd 39 Hl+E o9 AREE A7} sh= Aotk

ALs| A H-F-2] AREe] thele] Z#H| A= W (transformation)’ ¥ ‘o]
(transfer)’ 8] + &< TSt WY vlHE Sato] A A2 JidE
Oul53} o]FA Hekzo] AAl 7o) %714 ATinitial connections)S T
afal A Gooll gk Aow FYE= A9E 7RItk o] A vle AE

(operation)> ‘Zl|(catalyst)’ 2kl 7@} 4= Qlth o] Mo go] A

[¢]
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62) Gobo, op. cit., p. 304.
63) Bielai:= 1 201, el o] oM g4 aas Aol drlel st 7Hd 9l
skl S451 5 ATPYS) SR Polel W A R ohigh Ak 49

Biela, op. ciz., pp. 163~165.
64) Lopez, J., “Metaphors of social complexity,” Lopez, J. and Potter, G.(eds.), After Postmodernism:
An Introduction to Critical Realism(London: Athlone, 2001b), p. 90; Lopez, op. cit.(2003), p. 152.
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5] IAA g5 o]24 HkEo] 2T FAYY Atole] AR 2fn|
24 Al A% Qe A3 or O]Xioﬂ/\it 7HL:1?<4O] o] =9l HalAA
& ks 2 (gapsy o] HARITE EU-ARRT R RES o] A9 oo},

AYE Tzl B =9 E Ashs B4 R A(discursive matrix)ZA] E L

2dlo] -84 JeEE TJ31s0] el Zte =84 gnl=
of tf-gsh= AkelA ’6}%%%94 EAle o3 ek 18y s Bl
gtz Bdo] J719] BYFA Ble] #1915 "ol el F3vkal Wt o
Ay et arising from),” “© t?}‘ﬂ-(resting upon)’ = 2] oJu]= 542 ALS|A|
AA 7S] g =2E sk Aesl YEHAehs WHHFAYY
—RIEAHANA AAUA] =tk Al o] golee A9 nE =EE
Totolehs A2 YA G—IEA N etk ARH o R By
TR BES (AREAAIL] EAEA Zolo) Mde X BeaelA
Aol olsfigtoz A ¢2)7t 7A A o2 Adstarat sk w412 5 A A
o Abglrze] EAEA] Zolol| tigt o Wafigtr).60

T

Wb 232 8hA0] A2R 5 e = s H(labour power) 7HE-> AL
= Aol 94 A s ABRIARIE T slehs AR A Algsisiviar
B7pshAA o] A& W] o2 AT o] AEE oAe] thg Aj2e- 8}
T Aojel Fok oA wEkt EAUAEE AR S fFellA EeARE &
A Fete] 2717 AAE e ER ARETEA 9L wrEERs TEar iRl

65) Lopez, op. cit.(2003). B8t Lopez= ‘A& 9] Al3| &4 Ald|2+= Harvey?] N8 7
Yzhst o] = S, T8 ¢ *JOH/\H AR QS oFpolEs 7S EaL
)3 o] Y] AR REE HEAY {71214 vl 713 organs’ A€} physiology’ 5l
Sk ARl IS TREEA] dEth ek ¢ (equilibrium) O] IS EL Sl
HEF I} oS ZFZE ‘A HlfHmodality A metaphor)’?t ‘B2]  Hl-fHmodality B
metaphor)’ = §-EU}. Lopez, J.,, “Metaphors as principles of ‘visuality’: ‘seeing’ Marx
differently,” Journal of Classical Sociology, Vol. 1, No. 1(2001a).

66) Lopez, op. cit.(2001a), pp. 76, 86.
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A=A TAA wmF T ARSA UA|(QIE] mEHolehs B A Yol A
ZEAY F)mEolthe 99 554 MEss 1”bet, ATl 55§
E. 1_0_ x%/\lﬁr;_l— z,: =2 o) _—/_g] o]ﬁoﬂ /]6]1 uL
AE B BEo =8gelA] d5ela Hlojd & QlISinhen 0171*1
2= 7 k] Aorh ARE] Al FRItE S AeE el =
g 7P Aot ol o ZAM0) HIRE Q7= SHARE tlEe] HlfE= OW
o7 AlAEto] WS A5 AFSths Aotk sHARt ofF HlRTE A5
7hEdel gl Z7E = oW Blf= o]del] IX| 1 oW Hlf= wigow W
sh=7ke] Al tiaiMe Zolas ek et

of Aol gt w2 #ste] Hlfrol| #gsk= f59] w=elE vefdowm 3t
= 7 U Aol il f5 T2l IS Alole] Ak wAle) 7 At
A2 545 Atel] A Aol st ks 2ghsitia X Hshian, =7he)
ARIS] PHAlE oo} 22 €] AL Ak = vIRE 2419 $F 7] FER o
AlTHT 405 g 2. 283 o el 5l dielf ElAl= D ol 5
T 4EXl FEEERE deAA & FEOE Yok =50] ot Y4
A 549 ARE QAL 9lom, @ =7k AR, opx| e 2 Alele]
AEFEAA )= AR Ao] ofuw, @) =7k} opsiA|, AlRIs} 2R Ao
BA WAl 2 AR st 242 wAlel] s Addrs AFdE A9
shals, AdAMdo] EAlEHA dethar BAgth S 8 IAlOA ] Al

o
o]
PN

=

fist whHe] A wAZE FASRE FHA FARE AR o] FolHrh: 2
oft}. )3l ol Fel9 f ThE FuiEeli: uE vk SAE B
o Rste] FAE WAS ) Aol FHA AT QAT 5 Y P, o
2 Fe)o] f5) herkn ARG o) IS J2te] 51 3
of e fARel SAsle] A TAlo) S Brteks e 2A) A}

A B P0G ol7 - Ao FA A B Az B YRS
AN FHERE A, F ol oA Hlfol/le Su W oA MR
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