Kwvti, B., (2008) “Muwo potid otnyv woropio: H oyxéon Ilotopiog kot @rhocogiog g
Emomung”, @riocogpio twv Emotnuav, Aqpnpo Xeevoovn-Mévilov (emp.),
Ogocadrovikn: Exkddoerg Zitn, 119-132.

O Thomas Kuhn c¢ éva and to tedevtoio keipeva Tov’ vrootnpilel 6TL 10
PILOCOPIKO TOV LOVTEAO Y10, TNV EMGTHUN OEV OmolTEL GTAPIEN OTNV 16TOPiN OAAY
umopel va mapoydel and tpdteg apyés. Apkel, AEel, «o HOTIA 6TV 16TOPioY, EPOGOV
€xel Kaveic avaldaPel TponyoupEVMG TNV 1IGTOPIKT OTTIKY|, EPOCOV OVTIUETOTIGEL
ONAadn 1o aVTIKEILEVO TOV SVVOUIKE, Ol OTATIKE, OC (i TPOKTIKN Tov eEEAioGETOL
Héca 6ToV xp(')voz. Amd avti ™ epdon tov Kuhn daveilopon tov titho tng epyaciog
Hov ywa va, su{ntnom ) oxéon 1otopiag Kot priocopiog g wotopiog. O Adyog mov
avaeépouat otov Kuhn givar 0t1 vanpée o onuavtikdtepog icmg amd Tovg
(QUAOGOPOVG TNG EMGTHUNG OV BonOnoay va cuvTeELESTEL | AEYOLEVT 1IGTOPIKIGTIKY
otpor. Av o Kuhn mepiopilel v avapopd oty 16T0pic 6€ o Lovo potid, Tote

7o10 gival To HEALOV TNG 16TOPIKE EVIIEPTS PLA0GOoTag TG emotnung; [16co peot

1 T.S. Kuhn, “The Trouble with the Historical Philosophy of Science”, The Road
since Structure, emu. k8. James Conant & John Haugeland (Chicago: The University
of Chicago Press, 2000), oo. 105-120.

2 H O1KN HOL YeEVIA TV PIAOCOP®V/1I6TOPIKAOV Bempovoe 0Tt £yTile o rAocoeio
oV oTNPWOTOV GE TAPATNPNCES TNG TPAYUOTIKNG EMGTNUOVIKNG CLUTEPLPOPAS.
Kottalovtag micm, vouilm 6tt avti 1 €o6vVa Tov Tt TPOSTAHOVCAE VO, KAVOLLLE Etvat
TOPOTAAVNTIKY. Mg 3€00UEVO QLTO TTOV OMOKOA®M 1GTOPIKT OTTIKY, UITOPEl Kavelg va
odnynbet ota kevIpiKd cvumepdopata oto omoia POAcape piyvovtog petd Plog o
poatid ota ida ta 1otopikd otorxeio. (...) [TTJoAAd amd ta KEVIPIKG cLumepAGOTO
OV GLVOYAYQPE OmO 10TOPIKA oTOlXElo HImopel, Oovti OLTAG TNG TPOKTIKNAG, VO
ocvvayBodv amd mpmtec apyéo» (ibid., oo, 111-112). E&nydvrag mepattépm, 6to 1610
KEILEVO, aVTO OV OVOUALEL 1IGTOPIKT], AVATTUELOKY] OTTTIKTY, AVAPEPEL OTL EKTOC TMV a
priori otoyeimv mov ™ YopakTNPilovy amoTOHVTOL KOl OPIOUEVEG EUTELPIKEG
TOPUTNPNOES Ol OMOieC OUMG «Oev TePOPilovion OTIC EMOTAUES Kol, G€ KdAOe
TEPITTMON, OEV OmaTovV TEPLocOTEPO amd To va pikel Kavelg o patiéy (ibid., o.
116).




K0l OVO1MONG Uopel va etvar 1 6Y€oM PIAOGOPING TNG EMGTNUNG Kol 10TOPIaG TNG

EMOTAUNG;

H 0¢éon tov Kuhn mtepi mpdtmv a priori apydv kot andng potidg oty wotopio eivarl
Hio avTiOpooT GTOV «KOTHPOPO» TOV ElYE TAPEL 0 OPOLOC TOL O 1010¢ £lye avoilel pe
M otpon otV wotopia. IIpoomabovoe va Bpet Evav TpOTO Vo TAPEL TIC ATOCTAGEL
TOV oTd TOVG UIKPOKOIVAOVIOAOYOLG TOV AEYOLEVOL «IGYXVPOV TPOYPAULOTOC» Ot
010101, WAMVTAG Y10 SOTPUYUOTEVGELS KOl GUGYETIGHOVS OLVALEWDV, ElYOV TEAEIDG
eCapavioel omd T0 LOVTEAO TOVG TMG O KOGLOG 1) 1| PUOT| EUTAEKOVTIOV GTNV
eMOTNUOVIKY TPakTIKY|. Eiyoav apaipécel £161 ekeivo 10 oToLYEl0 TOV TPOGENIDE OTNV
EMIGTN U AVTIKELEVIKOTNTO KoL TO KUPOS TNG 0pHOAOYIKNG TPAKTIKNG, TV
EMKVPMOT ONANOT| TOV ETCTNUOVIK®OV Oepldv kot vmobécewv and tn euon. O
Kuhn 1f0gle vo amokoTooTHOEL TO KOPOG TNG EXGTHUNG X®PIG Vo eyKoTolelyeL
Baocikég BEcelg Tov TPoypappatdg Tov (Y. OTL Ta YEYOVOTa JEV EIval TPOTEPU TOV
TEMOONGEMV Y10l TIG OTOiEC VTOTIOETAL TAPEXOVVY TOL TEKUN PO 1] OTL 1] EMGTAUN OeV
napdyel oAnbeieg Tov Tpoceyyilovv TPOoodeVTIKA pio £5Y0TN TPOYUOTIKOTNTO) KOl
YOPIC VO EMAVAKAUYEL GE AVICTOPIKE oyNuHaTa. YTootpiEie Aowmdv OTL 1 avainym
KOl LOVOV 0IG IGTOPIKNG OTLTIKNG, TOV PAEMEL TO TPOG e€ETAON OVTIKEIEVO, -EV
TPOKEWEV® TNV EMGTIHUN-, 0TI SLVOUIKN TOV €EEMEN UTOPEL VL TOV TPOGPEPEL AVTO
nov {nrovoe. [1og Ba 10 enethyyave 0WTO; OcpoVGE OTL M 1IGTOPIKN OTTIKY| TOV
EMETPETE VOl OEL OTL O1 EMGTIUOVEG KAVOLV GUYKPLTIKES KoL Oyt ATOAVTEG OELOAOYNGELG
TEMOONGEMV, EVIOPEPOVTOL Y10 TNV atloyn Tovg Kot Oyt v v a&ia Kabe pog omd
OVTEG LEHOVOUEVO KO XPTCULOTOL0VY KPITNPLOL TO OTTOi0 1)TOV VT 6T dtdfeon g
PUA0C0PT0C OO GLYKPITIKY] aKPIPEL, CLYKPITIKT OTAOTNTO, GUYKPITIKY] GUVETELD,
oLYKPLTIKO €0POG EQapUOYNS, KA. 'Etot dev vmoypedvetar o Kuhn va Aéel m.y. 6tin
emMoTAUN OV gtvar opBoroyikn emeldn dev eAEyyel TS Bempieg g ne ave&aptnta
YEYOVOTO ~TTPAYLLOL TTOV EKOVOLV KO KAVOLV 01 KOVGTPOVKTIBIOTEG- AALG, O10TNPOVTOG
™ 0€om OT1 0 €Aeyy0G dev yivetar e ave&apTNTa YEYOVOTA, UTOPEL VL LIAGEL Y10
0pBoLOYIKOTNTA ENEWDN, 1) CLYKPITIKY AELOAOYNON, TOL EMTPENEL VO, BPioKEL TOTTUK
Kowd ototyeia ywpig avtd va etvar pun apgionua 1 pe andAvto TpodmTo

SKaloA0YT uévoc?’.

*Ibid., oo. 112-119.



Agv Bl va e€etdom katd tosov 1 kivion avt Tov Kuhn gival cuvenng pe to
HOVTELO TOV M YEVIKAOG EMTLUYNUEVT. OEA® Vo eToNUAVED Ta EENG: TPDOTOV, OTL AKOUN
KL av dgyBolpe 0TL 1) 16TOPIKY 0TtTIKY divel atov Kuhn avtd mov ypedletonl —uia
opBoroyiKn EMGTAUN HE KOPOG-, OV Umopel avTh amd PHoOVN TNG, MG OTAY] OTTIKY,
YOPIg AETTOUEPT] IGTOPIKT) EPELVA KOl GTOLYELN, VO O1OUPOPOTOMGEL TV EMGTNIUT OO
GAAEG TPOKTIKEG OTTOTE VO TOV TOPAGYEL TO VAIKO Y10 TO LOVTEAO TNG EMOTN ung4.
Onwg o 1d10g avayvopilel, kdOe avOpOTIVI TPAKTIKY TOL OVATTOGGETAL EV YPOV,
ette eivon ) emotun, N €)vn, N Opnokeia, o otpatdc, KAT, Oa Tapovsialel avdioya
YapaKTPLoTIKA. o vo avtipetoniost ovtd o TpofAnue o Kuhn woyvpiletar 6t
amouteiton (o oAy patia oty 1otopio uEcw tng omoiag Oa damotmOel apevog OTL
o€ OLEG TIG AVOPAOTIVEC TPAKTIKEG VITAPYEL Lol SLOPKNG TOALOTAAGIOGTIKY|
eEeldikevon v onoia Tapopotdlel pe ™ ProAoyikn avanTuEn TOV VOV Kl 1 0Toia
oynuatiCet éva eEEAMKTIKO 0€VOPO, KOl APETEPOL, OTL OO KATOLO SIOKAAOWGT KL
EMELTOL SLOUOPPDVOVTAL TO, LOLOUTEPO YAPAKTNPIOTIKA TNG EMGTNUOVIKNG TPUKTIKNG,
KLPImG 1M E01KT| HEPUVA Y10 TO TG deEdyeTon N aélokéyncms. To devtepo mov BEA®
VOl EMOTUAVE GYETIKG [E T oTdon Tov Kuhn anévavtt ot oyéon g 1otopiag pe
erAocopia etvat OTL 1 ELEACT] TOPAUEVEL GTO OTL TAPAYEL TO LOVTELD TOV OO TPADTES
apy€G 0edopEVOL OTL dev €ENYEL G TL GLVIGTATOL AVTA 1) KLOTLA GTNV 1GTOPioY, T
axpiog Tpockouilel ot ELAOGOGIN, TMG KoL TOV SloPEPEL amd o cLVHON
eunepikn otpién. Noti Opmg o Kuhn empéver vor uddet yuor «uatién, Ko oy, oG
novpe, oTNPLEN, 6TV 16Topia, Yot EMPUEVEL OTL TAPAYEL TO LOVTELO TOV OO TPADTES

apyEs;

O AO6y0g, Katd TN Yvodun pov, givor 0Tt 0ghe va amo@vyetl TNV KpLtikn wov giye oexbel
awTOG, OAAG Kol GALOL GIAOGOPOL TOV 1IGTOPIKOV KAILOTOS, KoL TNV £YKVPATNTA TG
onoiag o€ £va Babud Tovddytotov amodeydtav. O Kuhn giye katnyopndei, mpmrov,
OTL TO LOVTEAO TOV avToavalpeiton av oTnPileTon 6€ 16TOPIKE dedopEVA, apov Ba

UTOpOoVGE Kavelg va 0€L TOL IOTOPIKA YEYOVOTA At TN GKOTLA EVOG AAAOL PIAOGOPIKOD

% Vasso Kindi, “The Relation of History of Science to Philosophy of Science in The
Structure of Scientific Revolutions and Kuhn’s Later Philosophical Work”
Perspectives on Science vol. 13, no 4 (2005): 495-530, c. 520.

> T.S. Kuhn, op. cit. 6o. 116-118.



TOPUOELYLLOTOG OTTOTE VO KATUANEEL GE SLOUPOPETIKA csthspdcmawe. Agvtepov, OTL TOL
1OTOPIKE YEYOVOTA, OTIMG OAOL TOL EUTTELPIKE YEYOVOTO, VToKaBopilovv Tig Bewpieg ot
omoieg pmopel va oTnpL@ody méve oe avtd’ omdte kot Thk dev pmopei o Kuhn va
woyvplotel 6T 1 dikn Tov avtiinym givon opOn. Tpitov, 6T n avapopd oe Alyeg
OVYKEKPIUEVES TTEPIMTMOGELS OEV UTOPEL VAL SLUGPAAMGEL TNV EYKLPOTNTO TOV
ovumepacudToV Tov facilovial 6€ avTéG, Ol LOVO AOY® TOV TPOPANUATOS TG
EMOYWYNG, AALAL ETEON Ol LEAETEC TEPMTMOGEMV OV KOTA KAVOVO, ATOGYOAOVY TOVG
10T0p1K0VS Bempovivtar TpoPAnpatikéc. Agv etvar amaAlaypuéves and EIAOGOPUKES
TPOKATUANYELS (LE TNV KVPLOAEKTIKT] GNLOGI0 TOL OPOV) KOl OV EIval KOT™ OVAYKNV
OVTUTPOCMOTEVTIKES TNG TEPLOOOV 1) TNE KATAGTOONG Y10l TIG OTOIES sntkéyovrals.
Tétaptov, 6t cVVIESN LE TNV 16TOPI0 0ONYEL GTOV GYETIKIGUO QPO OEV UTOPEL VoL

vrdpEel amOALTN VTEPIGTOPIKN Kpicﬂ]g Kol TEUTTOV, OTL LITAPYEL YAGLO AVAUEGO GTO

® 1. Scheffler, “Vision and Revolution: A Postscript on Kuhn”, Philosophy of Science
Association 39 (1972): 366-374, c. 367. TIp. D. Shapere, “The Structure of Scientific
Revolutions” Paradigms and Revolutions, emp. éxd. Gary Gutting (Notre Dame: The
University of Notre Dame Press 1980), oc. 27-39, o. 31.

" Tnv kprricny ot kévet o Paul Feyerabend oe emotodég tov otov T.S. Kuhn. BAéne
oto P. Hoyningen-Huene, “Two Letters of Paul Feyerabend to Thomas S. Kuhn on a
Draft of The Structure of Sscientific Revolutions”, Studies in History and Philosophy
of. Science, 26, no 3 (1995): 353-387, 6. 355. Mg 1o TpoPAnua Tov VIToKAHOPIoLUOD
Ko T oyetikn kprtikn otov Kuhn acyoleiton o Larry Laudan oto keipevod oo
“Demystifying Underdetermination”, Scientific Theories, Minnesota Studies in the
Philosophy of Science, vol. xiv, em. ék6. C.W. Savage (Minneapolis: Univ. of
Minnesota Press, 1990), co. 267-297.

8 R. M. Burian, “Comments on the Precarious Relationship Between History and
Philosophy of Science”, Perspectives on Science, vol. 10, no 4 (2002): 398-407. T.
Nickles, “Philosophy of Science and History of Science”, Constructing Knowledge in
the History of Science, emp. k6. Arnold Thackray, Osiris, vol. 10 (1995): 139-163, o.
141. C. Pinnick & G. Gale, “Philosophy of Science and History of Science: A
Troubling Interaction”, Journal for General Philosophy of Science, vol. 31 (2000):
109-125.

T pa emokomnon g Piproypagiog oyetikd pe to (o PAéne: B.

Kwt, Kuhn & Wittgenstein (A0iva: Zuikn, 1995), co. 66-74.



glvai ™G 16TOPLOG KO TO 00V TNG (plXOGO(piaglo omoTe Oev pmopel va vapEet
ovykepacuos. Kabe tétola amdmeipo 0dnyel 6€ PUOIOKPATIKES KO YEVETIKEG TAAVEG.
Me dedopévn avth v kprrikr], o Kuhn avalitnoee t Adon tov a priori ilocopikon
LOVTEAOV, TO OT010, EKTOC TV TAEOVEKTNIATMV TOV TPOGPEPEL ATEVOVTL GTOVG
KOVOTPOLKTIBLOTEG, UEIDVEL, OMG YPAPEL, KT PALIVOUEVIKT EVOEYOUEVIKOTNTO [T®V
CUUTEPACUATMOV] KAVOVTAG TO0 SVGKOAN TNV amOPPIYN TOVG MG TPOTOVI®V
GKAVSUAOONPIKTIC £PEVVAC A6 OPLGHEVOUC TTOV EXOPEVOVTOL TV EMGTA» .
[Tpdkertan yio katnyopio wov giye exto&evbet evavtiov tov, 0Tt dnhadr| otnpileton
EMAEKTIKA GE OPIGUEVA ETEIGOOLO TNG 1OTOPIOG LLE OTOTELEGUO TO LOVTELO TOV VO, NV

glvol 16TopiKd aKptBéng.

**k*k

[Ipdypatt, ov StLI®OGEL KOVEIS GTOV YDOPO TNG PLAOCOPTOS £vVOL LOVTELO Y10 TNV
eMoTAUN PaclOUEVOG G TPAOTES OPYES, OGO TPOPANLATA KL 0V EYEL VO OVTILETOTIGEL
—Kvpiog TpoPAnuata S1katoAdYNoNS 0w ToD TOL HOVTEALOL-, OeV Ba avTIHETOTIGEL
npoPAnuata evdogyopuevikdtnTog. Onme, To pd@TNUA TALOV ElvaLl TMG CLVOEETAL AVTO
TO HOVTEAO LLE TO AVTIKEINEVO 6TO 0moio avapépeTat. Ommg AEEL YAPAKTNPIGTIKE O
Hanson, «og Eépet kav 0 PAGG000g Yo Ti },Ll?\.dSI»B; [Todg cvvdéetar Eva a priori
LLOVTEAO Y10 TNV EMCTNHUN LE TNV EMOTNHUN MG 16TOPKO Pavouevo; Tt xdpog pévet
Y10 TNV 16TOPI0 TG EMMOTAUNG OTN PIAOCOPI0 TNG EMGTHUNG OTAV O KUPLOTEPOG
TPOTAYOVICTNG TNE OTOTEIPOC Y10, TN 6VLVOEST TV V0 KAAdwV, o Kuhn, maipvel tig
OTOGTAGELG TOL Kol amodidel otny otopia Evov pOAo T0GO 15y vO; AALOL PILOGOPOL
NG EMOTNUNG, 0T OXETIKN PAoYpaia mov avarthynke NN amd T deKaeTior TOL

70, ko 1 omoia Paiverl petodpevn, ivor emiong entpuioktikoi. O apykdg

1% Hoyningen-Huene, op. cit., oo. 355, 368.

1'T.S. Kuhn, op. cit., 6. 112.

12 A. Bird, Thomas Kuhn (Chesham Bucks: Acumen, 2000). S. Fuller, Thomas Kuhn:
A Philosophical History for Our Times, (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press,
2000). J.A. Kourany, “The Non-historical Basis of Kuhn’s Theory of Science”,
Nature and System 1 (1979): 46-59.

¥ N.R. Hanson, “The Irrelevance of History of Science to Philosophy of Science”,
What | Do Not Believe and Other Essays, emu. £€k6. Stephen Toulmin & Harry Woolf
(Dordrecht: Reidel, 1971), oc. 274-287, ©. 286.



evBovoilacudg Yo ) oxéomn TV 000 TEPOYDV KATEANEE GE ATOYONTELOT) KOl
apotPaio kayvroyio Amod 101970 o Peter Caws otov mpdroyo tov Pipriov Historical
and Philosophical Perspectives on Science mopatnpei v amdKAon ota
eVolPEPOVTO TV 000 KAAdWV M omoia, 1oyvpiletat «katéAnée oe Eva YounAd
emimedo apooaiog avoxﬁg>>14. H petagopd tov yauov ypnoyonombnke ot cuvéyeia
EKTEVAG e amoTéAeca Vo, cuCNTEiTaLl av 1 6YE0M TV dVO0 TEPLOYMV Eivar
TPOYUATIKO EOVAAO 1 OTADG YALOG EVKAPIOG, AV £IVOL VITOYPEMTIKG GOVTPOPOL N
OmAdC GVLYKOTOWKOOV™. THuepa, apob avalntionke pia oyéon tépav g amAng
Gnvﬁnapfgngm, a@oL VTooTNPiYONKE TOGO OTL N 1GTOPIO TNG EMGTHIUNG OEV £xEL Kopia
ox£om UE TN PLAOGoeia TNG EMOTN png”, 060 Kat 0Tl s’xals, apov dlEPELVIONKE T1

’ , ’ r , ;1 r ) r
€100V¢ GLUTAOKT PTOPEL VoL £XOVV 01 dVO TOUELG ° 10 coumépacpa etvar pdAiov

14 p. Caws, “Forward”, Historical and Philosophical Perspectives on Science, emyt.
éxd. Roger H. Stuywer (New York: Gordon and Breach, 1989), co. v- Vviii, 6. Vi.

1> R. Giere, “History and Philosophy of Science: Intimate Relation or Marriage of
Convenience”, The British Journal for the Philosophy of Science, vol. 24, no 3
(1973): 282-297. R. Burian, “More than a Marriage of Convenience?”, Philosophy of
Science 44 (1977): 1-42. J. Kegley, ““ History and Philosophy of Science: Necessary
Partners or Merely Roommates?”, History and Anti-History in Philosophy, emu. k9.
T.Z. Lavine & Victorino Tejera (Dordrect: Kluwer, 1989), cc. 237-255. T.S. Kuhn,
“The Relations between the History and the Philosophy of Science”, The Essential
Tension (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1977), oo. 3-20, 6. 20.

®h, Feigl, “Beyond Peaceful Coexistence”, Historical and Philosophical
Perspectives on Science, em. €kd. Roger H. Stuywer (New York: Gordon and
Breach, 1989), co. 3-11.

" N.R. Hanson, op. cit.

18 . Passmore, “The Relevance of History of Science to Philosophy of Science”,
Scientific Explanation and Understanding, emp. éxd. Nicholas Rescher (Lanham, Md:
University Press of America, 1983), cc. 83-105.

9 M. Wartofsky, “The Relation between Philosophy of Science and History of
Science”, Models, emp. éxd. Marx Wartofsky & Robert S. Cohen, Boston Studies in
the Philosophy of Science 48 (Dordrecht: D. Reidel, 1979), co. 119-139. E.
McMullin, “The History and Philosophy of Science”, Historical and Philosophical
Perspectives on Science, emip. £xd. Roger Stuewer (New York: Gordon and Breach,



amoc1600£0: «Exet péAAoV 1 1otopia Kol GIA0GOQIin TNG ETICTAUNG;» OVOPOTIETOL O
Thomas Nickles®, «Zf1vet 1 wtopia ko PLAocoeia TS EXIGTAUNG» poTdEL 0 Steve
Fuller®, evé o w0topikdc Tev ed@v John Zammito avayyéAel TOV «amoTuynuévo
YOO TNG 10TOPLOG KoL GIAOCOPING TNG EMLOTHUNG» TTOV €V HECH AAANAOKATYOPLDV

oonyeiton og SIOLCI')‘YIOZZ.

O1 emevrd&elg mov ekppalovtal ot KEIHEVE 0 TA, 0ALG KOl 68 AAAL e AyOTEPO
JPALOTIKOVG TITAOVG, ETOVAPEPOLY TOALY A0 TOL KPLTIKE EMTLYEPN LT TTOV TTopEfeca
TPONYOLUEVMG Y10 TN GYECT 10TOPiaG Kol PIAOGOPING TNG EMOTAUNG. Ap@iopnteiton
KATA TOGOV GT1) PLAOGOPI0 OUTVTTMOVOLLE VTTOOEGELC TIC OTTOTEC EAEYYOVLE UE
dedopEVH amd TNV EUTELPIO EVM GNUEIDOVETOL OTL OV 1] 1OTOPIN OTOTEAEL ATADG
TOPOKOTAONKN TOPASELYLATOV Y TN O10GAPN N TOV PIAOCOPIKAOV BEcemV gival
oV TpaypatikoTTe TEPLTTH. EV 1001016, TOpd TNV KPLTiKY|, ENEWN KAVEIG 0md TOVg
GLYKEKPLULEVOLG GLYYPOPELS, AAAG Kol dALOVG, Oev BEAEL va maltvopOdGEeL pa
QLLOCOQI0 TNG EMOTAUNG 1 OTTOL0L VO OVOTTOGGETOL @ Priori, epRuNnyv Tov Tt cLpPaivel
TPAYULATL OTIG EMIOTN psgzg, yivovtot amomelpeg va SotuTOoHV EVIALUKTIKEG ADGELG
1060 Y10 TIG GYEGELG TNG 1oTOPTaG LE TN PLLOGOPio 0G0 Kot Y10 T GXEGT NG
Quocopiog pe dALovg Topeic mov Ba T cuvoEovV pe eumeEptka yeyovota. ‘Etot,

WAGDVTOG TAVTO a0 TN OKOTLA TG PLA0cOoPiag mov pe evolapépet €dm, o Ronald

1970), oc. 12-67. E. McMullin, “History and Philosophy of Science: A Marriage of
Convenience?”, PSA 1974, emy. €x6. R.S. Cohen et al (1976): 585-601.

20T . Nickles, op. cit., o. 159.

21'S. Fuller, “Is History and Philosophy of Science Withering on the Vine?”,
Philosophy of the Social Sciences 21 (1991): 149-174.

22 J, Zammito, “Doing Kuhn One Better? The (Failed) Marriage of History and
Philosophy of Science”, 4 Nice Derangement of Epistemes, kepdioio 4 (Chicago:
The University of Chicago Press, 2004). 1o kepdlaio avtd cvlnteitar €101k n
oy€om 16T0piag Kot PIAOGOPI0G TNG EMCTIUNG Kot OIVETOL EKTEVIG CYETIKT
BipAoypapia pépog g omoiag a&lomoinoa Kot £y® 6To TaPdV KEIEVO.

2 O T. Nickles, op.cit. 6. 163 avagéper .y, 6Tt o Andrew Pickering 0cmpei v
KaBapOTNTA TOV €Ml PEPOVS KAAO®V GTIG OTOVOEG EMOTHUNG «avabepo. 1. M.
Wartofsky, op.cit., 6. 119: «uio un-16toptkny @rhocoio TG EMOTAUNG Eival EVIEADC

OKOTOAANAN Y10 TO KOO KOV IOV £XE.



Giere mpoteivel vo avtikotaotafel 1 TpOcELYN 6NV 16TOPIN LE TV TPOGPVYH GTO Tt
TPAYLOTL CLUPALVEL o UEPa OTIG EMOTY u8g24, o Steve Fuller npoteivel va
a&10momBovV Ta TOPICUATO TOV KOWOVIKOV ETGTNUOV OVTL VO £XOVV TTPOVOLLOKT
petayeipion ta wopiopato g toropiagzs, EVO €MIONG TPOKPIVETOL 1) AEYOLEVT|
(QLGLOKPUTIKN GTPOPY| N omoia Kab1oTd TN PrAocoio Kot E01KA TNV ETCTNHOAOYIN
CUVEXELN TOV EMGTNUMV IE TPOVOULOKOVE ETAIPOVS QTN TN POPA TNV YUYOAOYid Kot

. 26
TG YVOGLOKES EMOCTNUES

210 TPONYOVUEVO KEIUEVO p01)27 glya mpoteivel pia oxéom 1oTopiag Kot IA0coPiog
NG EMOTNUNG TNV omoia TaPERAALD TPOC TN OYECT PLA0cOPIAS KOl PVOIKNE 10TOPLaS
o1o £pyo tov Wittgenstein. Ot Adyot ov 1o ékava givat ot eENg: TpdToV, Bewpovca
OTL Kot 01 300 PIAOGOPOL EUTAEKOVTAY GE OVAAOYO PIAOCOPIK( EYYXEPNLOTO LLE TNV
eMKOVPia TNG 16TOPIaG Kol GUYKEKPILEVO GTNV KATOTOAEUNOT) THG OVGLOKPATING GTNV
EMOTNUN Kot 6T YAOGGA avticTotya. O devtepog Adyog mov Tpocmadd vo
aEl0To oM GTOV YMPO TNG PLAOGOPTAG TNG EMGTNUNG TN O)EoT HeTald prlocopiog
Ko QUGIKNG 1oTopiag tnv omoia Bpiokm oto épyo tov Wittgenstein eivau yiati
ATOPEVYEL, KOTA TN YVOUN LoV, Ow¢ B eENyNo® mapokdt, TNV KPLTIKY TOL 0popd
™ ¥PNoN NG Wotopiag ®g TeKUNPiov N TNYNS mapaderyLdT®mV Yo T dtocdenon
PULOGoPIKAV BEcemV. Ot AALEC TPOTAGELG TOV LITAPYOVV Y10, TNV AELOTOINGN TNG
wotopiog amd ™ rioco@io TepiminTtovy, Le TOV va 1 ToV GALO TpOTO, o€ pia amd
avTég TIg 000 o)Eoelg —oyéon tekunpiov /vmdbeong 1 Topadeiynatog /PhocoPtkng
Bempiag. (BAéme m.y. T BEon 611N WTopia PAg mapéyel TpoPATLaTa Kot dedopéEva,

PO PLAOGOPIKN snséspyacsiazg N 1 0€om 611 N WoTopia [ TO TOPAdELY AT TTOV

4 R. Giere, op. cit.

2H Béom avtr vrootnpileton pe diapopeg popPég amd tov Fuller kot avagépetor 6to
T. Nickles, op. cit. . 161.

26 Bréme evdewtcd A. Bird, op. cit., R. Giere, Science without Laws, (Chicago: The
University of Chicago Press, 1999) kot P. Kitcher, The Advancement of Science,
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1993).

27/, Kindi, op. cit.

28 N.R. Hanson, op. cit. J. Passmore, op. Cit.



TPOGPEPEL dElYVEL SuVATOTNTEG TTOV deV Ba NUACTOV GE BE0M VO TAPAYAYOLLE HOVO LE

m pavrocio’).

H Aom mov mpoteivo dtatnpet v avtovopio twv d0o kKAAd®v 1 omoia dev PAET®
vl Oo Tpémetl va kaTaAvOEel E101KA YloL TV EXGTAUN OTOV O£V KOTAAVETOL Y10, TV
TEYXVN, TO Olkao, T Bpnokeia, v eknaidevon. Eivor aAndeio 6t1 n perétn g
16TOPIOGg OTNV TEPIMTMOT| TNG EMOGTHUNG, CUVETEAEGE MGTE VO AALAEEL APONV TO
OKNVIKO GTOV ¥Dpo NG Prhocoiag g emotnung. [apott avtd dev eivon Kat’
avayKNnV ouyKLpLoKo, oev Emetal 0Tl 1) 16Topia TPEMEL 6TO €ENG VO LITOKAOIGTA T
@rocooio 1 va dlaykmviletol pe autf o€ po SVoKOAN cvuPioon. Ovte 10
OVTIKEIHEVO TNG PLAOGOPING TNG EMCTHUNG, ONAOON 1) EMGTAWUN, oTonTel KT  avayKnv
OIEMIOTNLOVIKY] TPOGEYYION MG dloYPOVIKO N TEPLOTOTEPO GVVOETO amd GAla. Kot
Al avtikeipeva 6mwg N YA®oca 1 1 01 1etopia £xovv TETOW YOPAKTPIGTIKA
aALG, pe e€aipeom lomg eyeMaveg Tpooeyyioels, dev TiBetan ekel (o cuvBeomg g

LGTOPIKNG LLE TN PIAOCOPIKT] OTTIKN.

**k*k

T poteivm, Aowdv; Yroompilw 611 1 1otopia ¢ emomung o uropovce va
AELTOLPYNOEL Y10 TN PLAOGOPIa TNG EMOTAUNG OT®G M PLGTIKY| 1oTopia AstTOVPYEL YO
™ erhocoeio Tov Wittgenstein. Tt ival kot TG Aettovpyel N GLOIKA 1GTOPIO Yi0 TOV
Wittgenstein; Tpapet otig Prrocogixéc Epevves (DE 415)%:
Exetvo mov mpockopilovue etvat, otnv TporyLatikdTNTo, TUPUTNPNCELS
OYETIKEG LLE TN PLOIKY 1oTopia TOV avBpdTWV: Oy OU®G aglomepiepya,
OAAG LOVO SOTIGTAOGELS TOL YU AVTEG KAVELG OEV apQEPALE TOTE, KOl TTOV
uévouv amapatipnreg [dapsdyovy g mpocoyng] povo yati Bpiokovton
GUVEXELD UTTPOGTA GTOL LATLOL [LOG.

Kot 670 de01ep0 pépog tmv Pilocogikmv Epsovav (Xii, o. 284) onueidvet:

29 3.J.J.C. Smart, “Science, History and Methodology”, British Journal for the
Philosophy of Science, vol. 23 (1972): 266-274, c. 268. 1. B. Cohen, “History and the
Philosopher of Science”, The Structure of Scientific Theories, emp. éxd. F. Suppe
(Urbana: The University of Illinois Press, 1977), co. 308-360, . 349.

%0 |, wittgenstein, ®iiocoguréc Epevvec, pet. Tlavhoc Xpiotodoviidng, (Adfva:
Exd6o¢ig [Marmalnon, 1977).



AV 0 oynUaTIGHOG TV VvvolmVY pumopel va eEnyndel pe puoikd yeyovora,

dgv Ba Empeme avti yio T YPOUUOTIKY Vo volapepBolpLe Yo eKEIVO TOV

o evon givar 1 Pdon g —MAg evolapépet BEPata kot 1 avTicTotyia

TOV EVVOLDV LE Ta YeVIKOTATA YEYOoVOTa TNG VoG, (TéTo10 YeyovdTa mov

€€ autiog TG YEVIKOTNTAG TOLG OEV LG TPOKAAODV EKTANEN.) AALA TO

EVOLOPEPOV aG deV OTPEQPETAL EavE 6 OVTEG TIG OLVATES ALTIEC TOV

OYNUOTICHOD TV EVVOLOV" EUEIC OV KAVOLLE QPUOIKT EMGTHUN—0POV Y10,

TOVG GKOTOVG LOG, LWTOPOVLLE KOl VO TAAGOVLLE 0L POVTAGTIKY] PUGIKT

eTopia.
O Wittgenstein cuAAéyel kat ekOETEL TOPATNPNOELS, VTOUVACELS, amd Eva TAN00C
YPNOEWDV, OIKEIMV AL KOl TTLO LOKPIVAV, TPOYUOTIKOV 0AAG KOl POVTACTIK®V Y10 VO
ouvBéoel éva LOoaikd, Tr AEYOUEVT] ETOTTIKT TOPAGTACT] 1] EIKOVO. AVTY| 1] ETOTTIKN
EWKOVA TEPIEXEL TOALA TTOPAOETYLOTA, TOAAEG OLAPOPETIKEG CTLYUEG YPOEDV KOl [LOG
EMTPENEL VAL O1ATPEEOVILE S0 LLOG EVOL YPOUUATIKO TOTIO TOV EKOITADVEL OLVATOTNTEG
(90) ka1 mapovoidlet peta&d Tmv Yyneidwv S1apopis, OPOIOTNTES Kal O10lGVVOECELS
(®E 127, 90).

21 grhocooio vidbet kavelg avaykaouévos vo PAETeL o Evvola pe €val

GUYKEKPLUEVO TPOTO. AVTO TOL KAV £YM £ival Vo TPOTEIV®, 1) AKOUN KO

VoL ETVOM, S1POPETIKOVS TpOTOLg Bedpnong. Ilpoteive duvatdmreg TIc

omoieg dev elyarte okeptel moté. Nopilote g vdpyet pio SvvotdtnTa M

70 TOAD dVO. AALA €YD Gag Ekava vo okepteite Kt dAdec. EmmAiéov cag

éxava va dgite Tog elvan TapAAoyo VoL TEPIUEVOLLE AO TV EVVOLd VO

CUUPMVNOCEL LE EKEIVEG TIC TEPLOPIoUEVES dvvatdTnTES. 'ETol ) vontum

o0 AyKOA®ON YoAdpmoE, Kol Tdpa, lote EAeBepOl va deite OAOYLPO TO

nedlo YPNONG TG EKPPACNG KOL VAL TEPLYPAYETE SLAPOPES YPNOELS rng.31
H ovykévipoon vropvioemv amd ) @uoiky pog totopio fonda tov Wittgenstein vao,
KOTOTTOAEUNGEL TNV OVGLOKPATIO KO TOV 1LEPO TNS YEVIKOTNTOS. AVTO aKkpldg TO
otoyyeio B ® va a&lomomcm oTov YOPOo TS PLAOGOoEiag TG emoTUNg. O Ydpog
avTHG, AOY® TOV KUPOLS TOV ATOAULUPAVEL O EMGTNUOVIKOG AOYOGS, PETEL SLOPKMG Kot
Kuplapyeitor akopun omd v 10€a OTL VILAPYOVY ATOALTA, KABOAKNG 16YVOG,

VIEPIOTOPIKE KPP0, KOVOVES Kot LEBOSOL Yo TNV EMGTNHOVIKY £pgvva. Y TapyEL,

31 N. Malcolm, Ludwig Wittgenstein: A Memoir, (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1984), . 43
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EMOUEVMG, TAVTOTE TEPIOMPLO Y10 KPITIKT OLTNG TNG OTTIKNG TPAYLLOL TTOV,
oyvpilopar, umopel va emitevybel pe v emotpdrevon g wotopiog 1 omoia
oLGTHVETAL OKPIPDS MG KAAOOG Y1 VoL LEAETE TO GUYKEKPIUEVO Kol LEPIKO, UE AL
AoV, TO dropopeTikd. Befaimg, 01 VTOUVIGELS At TOV YMPO TNG 1OTOPLAG TG
EMOTNUNG Oev pmopetl va elval akplBdg avAaAOYEG LE TIC VITOUVIGELS TOV TPOGKOUILEL
o Wittgenstein. Xtov Wittgenstein ot vrouvioelg awtéc pag eivat, katd kavova, ov
eEaPEGOVLLE TO POVTAGTIKA TALPOUOETYLLOTO, TTOAD OIKEIEG KOl GTLLELOVOVTOL YMPIG
TEPALTEP® EAEYYO YO TO v €ival akpiPeiG VA 0NV 10TOPia TNG EMGTHUNG TA
TPAYLOTO OEV UTOPOVV VO Asttovpynicovy aviroya. Exel mpénet ta yeyovota mpodTa
Vo amoAAyoOV omtd TV epunveio Tov emPBAAAOVY 01 101€G O1 EMGTHIES, 1| PLAOGOPIa,
Ko 1) Enionun wotopio TV EYXEPOI®V Yo vo. pmopEcet 1) 1oTopia, amerevdepopévn
amd TV KOOOMKEVTIKT 10£0A0YI0 TOV EMGTNUOVIGHOV, VO ETITEAEGEL TO £PYO TNG, TNG
avAdEENS TV dPop®OV. e (ol TETO0 TPOOTTIKN 1) 16Topio Kot 1) 9rhocoia Tng
EMGTAUNG O0VAEHOVV MG KAAdOL avTdvoud, KaBEVAS TPOSNAMUEVOS 6TO d1KO TOV
Eexmprotd medio. QoT1600, 1| PrAocoPio UITopEl va KAvEL ¥p1ioN TNG 1oTopiag Yo TNV
TPOMONGT TOL AVTIOLVGLOKPATIKOV GTOYOL TNG TOV ATOTEAEL £TGL KL 0AAMMG GLOTATIKO
6po ¢ wotopiag. Ot GLYKEKPYEVES TEPITTMOGELS TIG OToieg umopet va avThei 1
QUA0Go0i0 amd TNV 16ToPio OEV ATOTEAOVV TAVIMOG TEKUNPLOL Yo TNV amdOEEN
Kamoog 0éomg ovte tvar evaAAAELLO KOt OVOADGILO SLOGOPNTIKG TOPOOETYLOTAL.
Onog ko otnv mepintwon tov Wittgenstein, to tAn0og ivar onpavtikd evod
Aertovpyohv pe TPOTO IOV Jdeiyvel AmTé TOGO avolyTéS etvat ot £vvoleg, TOGo
SPopETIKN 1 xpNoN. Avti 1 avowktdtra Ba propovoe va ekKANEOel 6TL emTpémet

pio eAe0epn opyAvmoT Ko TEPLYOPEKMOT) TOL VAKOD.

Kdrtt této10 éxet vmootnprybel oTov Ydpo ™S 1oToping. TN AEYOUEVT] TOLAVTIMGTIKY
totopia (Tov avtictolyel 67 awtd TOL GVUPAIVEL TNV TOVAVTIAMGTIKY] (OYPUPLKN)
nwpoteivetal 1 anh] mopdbeomn yeyovotmy ywpic kapio tpoonddeia epunveiog ®oTe 0
avayvVOOoTNG, aneAeVBEP®UEVOGS OO TG OEG LA TG TAENS OV EMPAALEL O 1GTOPIKOG, VAL

, , , . , ;32
umopet va oynpaticet T dkn Tov eikdva kot eppnveia pe erevbepio™.

32 Avagépetat oto G. Himmelfarb, The New History and the Old, (Cambridge, Mass:
The Belknap Press of The Harvard University Press, 2004), c. 22.
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[Tapd T1g emeavelokég opo1dTNTES TOL TAPOVSIALOVY 01 OVO AVTEG TEYVIKES (TOV
Wittgenstein pe T1¢ VTOUVIOELS THG PLGIKNG 16TOPIOG KO TN TOVAVTIAIGTIKNG
otopiag pe v mapdbeom yeyovotmv) 1 Pacikn d1apopd EYKELTOL GTO OTL N
Burrykevotoiviky emontiky mopdotaot (Ubersicht)® Sev agrver m Suvatdmnta vo
oYNUOTICEL KOVEIG 0,TL EIKOVA BEAEL KAVOVTOG LOPOPETIKEG GUVOEGELS LETAED TV
yMeidmv. TovAdy1oToVv 0eV TPOTEIVETOL G TETOLO. LTV EMOTTIKT TOPACTOCT OV
avalnTovvtal atiakég oyEoelg LeTalD YeEYovOTOV 0ALL 01 GUYKEKPIUEVEG TEPITTAOCELG
TOV TOPOLGLALOVTOL LaG OTVOVV d1a LLOG oL EIKOVA TOV Pag emBAALeTOL Kot TiBevTon
oTNV VANPEGI EVOG PIAOGOPIKOD GTOYOL, OLTOV TG AVTI-0VGloKpaTiog. MMmmg OpmG
yivetal £€tol 1 1otopia Oepamatvic TG PrAocopiog, OTMS VT NTAV KATOTE TNG
Beoroyiog N TV emotnUdV; Nopilm oyt 616TL 1 16Topia SV LVITOTACGEL TOVG GTOYOVG
NG GTOVS PIAOGOPIKOVS GTOYOVS OAAA amoPaivel xpNoLUN Yo T PIAOGOPIN LEVOVTOG
TPOCA®UEVT GE AVTO TTOV TN GLVIGTE, dNANON TN HEAETN TOL GLYKEKPLUEVOL KOl

pepo.

Mo GAAN €Kd0YT OVOYOYNG TOV PITYKEVOTAIVIKOV DITOUVIGE®V TNG PUGIKNG HOG
otopiag og gumepKd yeyovota, Tnv omoia oev Bo eEeTAo® €00, Ko amd TV omoia Ha
Nnbela va dtapoporonfm, eivar 1 ATOTEPA GTOV YDPO TOV KOWVOVIKOV GTOVODV TNG
eMOTNUNG Vo VToKaTaoTadel aLTO TOL EKAAUPAVOLV MG «POVTACTIKY PUGIKN
totopion otov Wittgenstein amod o mpoyatikny QUOIKY 16Topio Ty oroia Oa
TEPLYPAPOVY Ol KOWVOVIKEG EMGTNLES KO TTLO GLYKEKPLUEVA 1] KOV@VIOAOYia, M
avBpomoroyia kot 1 eBvoypaeio. Mia TéTolo TPOOTTIKT), AKOUN KL oV TopafAéyoupe
TNV EPUNVEVLTIKY| TNG EMAPKELN KO KATOAANAOTNTA, EXEL KOl BETEL SO10LPOPETIKOVG
oT1oY0VG amd T PLAocoPia. Mo TETOL OTTTIKY) EVOLUPEPETOAL VO LEAETNGEL TIG
KOWOVIKES SOUES TOV KAOIGTOVV OLVATH TNV EMGTNUOVIKY TPAKTIKY KOL YVOON
KaOADG Kot TOV TPOTO oL PACIKES £VVOLES EVIAGGOVTOL KO SIOUTAEKOVTAL LE KOWVES
TpoakTIKES. Opmc, kdtt tétoto Oa eiye wg amotéAecua va £0QOVIGEL TN O10KPLTH
TPOGEYYIoN TG PLAocopias. Eyd 6éAm va dtoutnpriom v avtovopia g griocopiog

Kot vo eEeTAom MG 1) 1oTopia. LIopel Vo GUVOLAGTEL [LE AVTN.

I L0 TOPOLGIOOT) TG £VVOLOG TNG ETOTTIKNG Tapdotoong otov Wittgenstein,

BAéne B. K, op.cit, oo. 158-167.
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Y{yovpa n Ahom OV TPOTEIVM Yia TN PO TNG 1oTopiog amd T PLA0GOoPia apopd
&vay TEPLOPIGUEVO GTOYO TNG PILOCOPING TNG EMCTNUNG, AVTOV TNG AVIIOVGLOKPATIOG.
Aev e€etalm dALovg Topeic otovg omoiovg Ba pmopovoe, icwg, va GLUPAAEL 1) 1oTOpPiaL.
Oewpd Op®G OTL 0 TOPENS OVTOG EIVOL KOTPLog 0ES0UEVNG TNG BEOMG OV £XEL KO TOL
pPOAOL TTOV emTEAEL O EMOTNUOVIKOG AOYOG. Oa Bl a Lodv va mapafdim T HoTid
otV 1otopia yio v onoio iddet o Kuhn, kot tnv omoia éxm 6tov Titho NG opiog

pov, pe to Ubersicht tov Wittgenstein®*.
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